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Before VALIHURA, VAUGHN, and SEITZ, Justices.
ORDER

This 29™ day of January 2016, upon consideration of the appellant’s opening
brief, the State’s motion to affirm, and the record on appeal, it appears to the Court
that:

(1)  The appellant, Russell Grimes, filed this appeal from the Superior
Court’s denial of his petition for a writ of habeas corpus. The State has filed a
motion to affirm the judgment below on the ground that it is manifest on the face
of Grimes’s opening brief that his appeal is without merit. We agree and affirm.

(2) In 2013, a Superior Court jury convicted Grimes and his codefendant

William Sells of first degree robbery and related offenses. This Court reversed



both codefendants’ convictions and remanded their cases to the Superior Court.'
Presently, Grimes’s retrial is scheduled for April 4, 2016. Grimes is being held in
prison pending retrial.

(3) Grimes filed a petition for habeas corpus on October 28, 2015,
asserting that he is entitled to be released from incarceration because the State is
barred by double jeopardy principles from retrying him. The Superior Court
denied the writ on November 2, 2015. This appeal followed

(4)  After careful consideration of Grimes’s opening brief and the State’s
motion to affirm, we find it manifest that the judgment of the Superior Court
should be affirmed. In Delaware, the writ of habeas corpus is very limited and
only provides relief to obtain judicial review of the jurisdiction of the court
ordering the prisoner’s commitment” In this case, the Superior Court’s
commitment of Grimes is valid on its face, and Grimes is being held pursuant to
that valid commitment.’ Thus, there is no basis for a writ of habeas corpus.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the judgment of the Superior

Court is AFFIRMED.
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2015).
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