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Daron Arkee Strickland appeals from the order of the Court of
Common Pleas of Northampton County dismissing his petition filed pursuant
to the Post Conviction Relief Act ("PCRA"”).! Because Strickland is ineligible
for relief under the PCRA, we affirm.

Strickland pled guilty to DUI-second offense? on June 28, 2013. The
court sentenced Strickland to 30 days’ to six months’ incarceration on
September 20, 2013. Strickland received a report date of September 30,

2013, as well as immediate work release. His parole expired on March 30,

* Retired Senior Judge assigned to the Superior Court.
' 42 Pa.C.S. §§ 9541-9546.

2 75 Pa.C.S. § 3802(a)(1).
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2014. On that same date, Strickland filed the instant PCRA petition, alleging
ineffective assistance of counsel on various bases. The PCRA court
dismissed Strickland’s petition on April 30, 2014. This timely appeal
followed.

A PCRA petitioner must be currently serving a sentence of
imprisonment, probation or parole for the conviction at issue to be eligible
for PCRA relief. 42 Pa.C.S. § 9543(a)(1)(i). Instantly, nothing in the record
indicates Strickland is still serving the sentence for the conviction at issue.
Therefore, Strickland is ineligible for PCRA relief. See Commonwealth v.
Alhborn, 699 A.2d 718 (Pa. 1997); see also Commonwealth v. Turner,
80 A.3d 754, 767 (Pa. 2013) (eligibility for relief under PCRA limited to those
serving sentence); see also Commonwealth v. Williams, 977 A.2d 1174
(Pa. Super. 2009) (petitioner ineligible for PCRA relief once sentence
completed, regardless of whether petitioner was serving sentence when he
filed petition).

Even if Strickland were eligible for relief, his claim that section
9543(a)(1)(i) is unconstitutional because it denied him the opportunity to
protect his reputation by challenging the constitutionality of his conviction, is
without merit. An individual has no due process right to be heard outside of
the time limits imposed by the PCRA. Turner, supra. This is true even
where a defendant’s short sentence may preclude him from seeking
collateral review. Id., at 766-67.

Order affirmed.
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Judgment Entered.
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