- ATTORNEY (GENERAL

ALAN WILSON

Monday, July 02, 2012

The Honorable James R. Barber, III ’ V2 ‘7(//} JA )PV 2

Chief Administrative Judge — Fifth Judicial Circuit
P.O.Rox 2766

Columbia, South Carolina 29202-2766

Re: PCR (2()11-1-1')?-40-8297‘, —~John D. Barnett #00250432 v. State

Dear Judge Barber:

Enclosed, please find the Siate’s proposed Conditional Order of Dismissal in the 2bovz-

captioned case. If the order meets with your approval, please sign it and file it with the clerk sc it

may be served on all parties involved in the matter. Thank you for your consideratio:i in this
matter and if you have any quesiions or concerns with the Conditional Order, please contact me

at any time.
With highest regards,
WS
Robert D. Corney
Assistant Anorney Geneial
Enclosure
cC: (Pro Se Applicant)

John D. Barnett, #00250432
McCormick Correctional Institution
386 Redemption Way

McCormick, SC 29899

ReMaert C. Dennis BuiLpG  » Post OFFIce Box 11549« Covtmpia, SC 29211-1549 ¢ TELEPHONE 803-734-3970 » FacsmauLe 803-
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ALAN WILSON RE CEWED
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Christina Kellett, Esquire

South Carolina Department of Corrections
Post Office Box 21787

Columbia, South Carolina 29221-1787

RE: JohnD. Barnetﬁ, 250432 v. State of South Carolina
2011-CP-40-8297

Dear Ms. Kellett:

Enclosed please find the Conditional Order of Dismissal dated July 12, 2012, dismissing
- the post-conviction relief application without a hearing in the above referenced case signed by
the Honorable James R. Barber. Please serve inmate John D. Barnett, #250432 with the order
and provide our office with an affidavit of service so that we may prepare a final order
concluding the case. If you have any questions, please feel free to call: 803-734-5178.

Sincerely,

W

Robert D. Comney
Assistant Attorney General

Enclosure(s)

REMBERT C. DENNIS BUILDING ¢ PosT OFFICE Box 11549 Cowmm)x,-,SC 29211-1549 « TELEPHONE 803-7343970 * FacsmmiLE 803-253-6283
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SOUTH CAROLINA DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS
Post Office Box 21787 - Columbia, South Carolina 29221

Pursuant to Rule 4(d)(2), SCRCP, the Director of the South Carolina Department of
Corrections has designated ‘c‘\; 3— A (Server) as his duly authorized agent for the

purpose of making service of)the signed Conditional Order of Dismissal on the below named
individual.

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) AFFIDAVIT OF PERSONAL SERVICE
COUNTY OF )

On this _ L7 day of _ 3.1\, , 2012, T served the signed Conditional

Order of Dismissal on Inma;zi;‘\ﬂ gﬂ?ﬂt SCDC Inmate No%ibk{agg, by delivering

personally and leaving a copy of the same at /"\L( srrave K Correctional Institution,

/‘4 CG?‘r\u & \< South Carolina. Deponent is not a Sarty to tj;z/%_’

SCDC Server

SWORN}'O AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME

(LS)
" Notary Public for South Carolina
My Commission Expires: /7/)&{? ,[i-:l/ LO0>{

ADMISSION OF SERVICE

Service of a copy of the signed Conditional Order of Dismissal is admitted at the S.C.

Department  of  Corrections, TM C(_ armic Correctional Institution,
MC(,—;I- , //"’) “Corpmrc ) County, South Carolina, this 27  day of
Su )7- , 2012.

o Mﬂ%%ﬁ/mf#

Inmate Sngna

SCDC No. g{r W/ YN

List case number here

Lo\ (p-40-33"]



FORM 4
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA JUDGM [N A CIVIL CASE
COUNTY OF RICHLAND - .
IN THE COURT OF‘COMMON PLEAS CASE NUMBER: 2011CP4008297
John David #250432 Barnett State of South Carolina
PLAINTIFE(S) ~ DEFENDANT(S)

| Submitted by:

Attorney for : [] Plaintiff [_] Defendant or [ ] Self-Represented Litigant -

DISPOSITION TYPE (CHECK ONE) '
[J JURY VERDICT. This action came before the court for a trial by jury. The issues have been tried and a verdlct rendered.

DECISION BY THE COURT This action.came to trial or hearing before the court. The issues have been med or heard and a
decision rendered.
ACTION DISMISSED {CHECK REASON): [J Rule 12(b), SCRCP; ~  [J Rule 41(a), SCRCP (Vol. Nonsuit);
[J Rule 43(k), SCRCP (Settled): ] Other ‘ ~ T -
ACTION STRICKEN (CHECK REASON): (] Rule 40(j), SCRCP; (] Bankruptcy; ‘
[] Binding arbitration;, subject to right to restore to confirm, vacate or modify arbitration award; D Other
[l DISPOSITION OF APPEAL TO THE CIRCUIT COURY (CHECK APPLICABLE BOX):
[] Affirmed;  [) Reversed; [ ] Remanded: [ ] Other
NOTE: ATTORNEYS ARE RESPONSIBLE FOR NOTIFYING LOWER COURT, TRIBUNAL, OR ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY OF THE CIRCUIT COURT
RULING IN THIS APPEAL.
" IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED: [X] See attached order (formal order to follow) [ ] Statement of Ju(ﬁxent b%the Court

ORDER INF ORMATION

O o0 ag

This order [_] ends [_] does not end the case.
Additional Information for the Clerk :

INFORMATION FOR THE PUBLIC INDEX

“Zmplete this section below when the judgment affects title to real or personzi ~roperty or if any amount
is no judgment information, indicate “N/A” in one of the boxes below.

3 zhrirze‘.l

x= :
Judgment in Favor of (List name(s) below) | Judgment Against (List name(s) below) | Judgment Anioufs fEnrolled =
$ = m <

If applicable, describe the propefty, including tax map information and address, referenced in the order:

The judgment information above has been provided by the submitting party. Disputes concerning the amounts contained in this form may be
addressed by way of motion pursuant to the SC Rules of Civil Procedure. Amounts to be computed such as interest or additional taxable costs not
available at the time the form and final order are submitted to the judge may be provided to the clerk. Note: Title abstractors and researchers
should refer to the official court order for judgment details.

Circuit Court Judge Judge Code Date
For Clerk of Court Office Use Only
This judgment was entered on the day of , 20 and a copy mailed first class or placed in the apprormate

attorney’s box on this 12 July 2012 to attorneys of record or to parties (when appearing pro se) as follows:

John David #250432 Barnett Brian T. Petrano

John David #250432 Barnett

ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE PLAINTIFF(S) ATTORNEY(S) FOR THE DEFENDANT(S)
Court Reporter Clerk of Court U ¢ M
SCRCP Form 4C (10/2011)
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IN.THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ) _
COUNTY OF RICHLAND - ). FOR THE FIFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
. ' ) '
John D. Barnett #00250432, % 2011-CP-40-8297
' -Applicant, )
) _
V. ) CONDITIONAL ORDER OF DISMISSAL
) | 2 S
- State of South Carolina, - ) o=~
-2 Om o
| ) od &
Respondent. ) oA -
| ) CRog IV
o =

2 Koo

&

This matter comes before this-Court by way of an application for post-convicticigrelim
filed December 6, 201 1.-Respo£1de1;=.t made a Return and Motion to Dismiss on January 6 !20"12,‘
requesting that the application be sgmmarily dismissed as barred by the statute of limitations and
successive in nature.

Applicant is presently confined at McCormick Correctional Institution pursuant to orders
of commitment of the Richland County Clerk of Court. Applicant was true bill indicted at the
July 2000 term of the Richland Grand Jury for one count of Grand Larceny of a Motor Vehicle
Under $5000 (2000-GS-40-49993), two counts of Burglary in the 1* Degree (2000-GS-40-
49994; 49995), four counts of Kidnapping (2000-GS-40-49996; 49997; 50008; 50010), five

counts of Armed Robbery (2000-GS-40-49998; 50004; 50005; 50007; 50009), one count of
Grand Larceny of Motor Vehicle Over $5000 (2000-GS-40-49999), and one count of
D:ischarging a Firearm at or into a Dwelling (2000-GS-40-50000). The State also nolle prossed
one count of Assault and Battery of a High and Aggravated Nature (2000-GS-40-50006)? one
count of Kidnapping (2000-GS-40-50003), one count of Armed Robbery (2000-GS-40-50002),
and one count of Burglary (2000-GS-40-50001). Applicant was represented by Leslie Coggiola

Esquire, on all charges. On March 30, 2001, Applicant appeared before The Honorable Marc H
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_Weétbrook, where he pled guilty' as indicted for a negotiated sentence of five (years)__‘
Air»npr'isénment fo; Grand Larceny of a Motor Vehicle under $5000, forty (40) yearé imprisonment‘
for each-count of Burglary in the Fi'r'st.Degree, and_thirty (30) yéars imprisonment for two counts
of Kidhapping (2000-GS-49996; 49997), all sentences to run concurrently with credit for time
 Served. | o

" Thereafter, on November 14, 2001, Aﬁplicant appeared before the HAonorable L. Henry
McKellér, where he pled guilty as iﬁdicted for a negotiated sentence of thirty (30) years
imprisonment to run ;:oncurrent to March 31, 2001, for three counts of Armed Robbe_ry (2000-
GS-40-49998; 50004; 50005); twenty (20) years to run consecutive to March 30, 2011, for two
counté of Armed’ Robbery (2000-GS-40-50007; 50009); twenty (20) yéars to run consecutive to
March 30, 20.11, for two counts of Kidnapping (2000-GS-40-50008; 500105, five (5) years
imprisonment to ru.n‘;:oncurrent to March 31, 2001, for Grand Larceny of a Motor "\{-éhicle over
$5000 (2000-GS-40-49999); and ten (10) years imprisonment to run concurrent to March 31,
2001, for Discharging a Firearm at or into a Dwelling (2000-GS-40-50000), with credit for time
served and for an aggrega-te fifty (50) year term of imprisonment.

Applicant filed a timely Notice of Appeal with the South Carolina Court of Appeals. The

Court affirmed the convictions and sentences, and the Remittitur was sent on August 30, 20055

State v. Johni Barnett, Op. No. 04-UP- 3751 (S.C. Ct. App. Filed March 8, 2004).

'Applicant filed his first post-conviction relief application on November 18, 2002 (2002-

CP-40-5633). An evidentiary hearing on this application was held, at which Applicant was
present with counsel, Tara Dawn Shurling, Esquire.z i'he application was denied and dismissed

by order served March 29, 20,0:63 JACS //2{7//-/?/{’/5 ////:/ WA”/Z”/(;/J Wtisenrir bl 2
b 1777 R Jlirers 25267 D L € i Y )‘
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Applicant filed the current application for post-conviction relief on December 6, 2011. In

9. State concisely the gro'._més.omwhicﬁ you base.your_allegation that you' are being held in custody unlawfully:
() FE HES voiten Fiks (1o Lutiig L OgR oMoVt Tw SON 0FELE] &
() SEXoLFempen LEE 70, YET~WEVEE I000tIGg 001 &y i SEX BRI ERSLS o7 -
() ATEmusly moR b ity or" 85 J0x 652 4nicz) f DGV i BorTy oo IR 2 ;:’;;

it, he alleges he is being held in custody unlawfully for the following reasons:

oK EauRs PTG 50 BN S0 CEIL ) Y ™10 5. L) B 1784 70 BE 1728/0575%0 4 7757/ Feom-
Vot Tvistr &F Crittrn 20 8§ £X 1 P SE) PRR jor 7776 ST CIR IR P16 RPLI L2007 o
DS Loty SEX BRI M DINDAI AL NI P Ls9hes 76 Pls (72 S 70 SEX OFFLE -
ARLR, QLS vl /s Plotim Rantied™ REATIT/iots DARALS Rty SBIECTIBL AL Lankd T LHL -
rwE Rk oF /m»:? ,'/[uscua /rﬁuf,tcc.m//,c'/ﬁqi' ﬁ/ﬂ/,/;u;ﬂ;;ﬂc/‘aﬁof/r To ST 477 1k
" 27 Jor S LEAELf s arIE Jhr LRt D s TR ins FIT I o )
/;.r/ /54‘:";/3 ﬂ,::(z/:s};f /v .5/;/»,,444 137 AL 11 BRG y P Cbr dPIDD 3yt biae BT LIRS PN TV

E el i 0F7 R S22 R ;7o ,fowﬁoz‘ m;;@f Yoo -c»w)zz/:_u& L DASLEQ U Gk S FH
THLE 22000 O B PAS ks SIS SPSSTP S X Ol AT -

IAVE CrR LS 1 Sod /D D7 e D SIAS ST TSP St DD S PREC IRy TS THE 8
NIV LT 0] ORI I lokss Vs CATIB LRSI s R~ A Tl f 1020707 S0 RSP T Snry Tor P ol A7 =

RV 7R BCDTT 05 it i W i TS S lr ko € Cowa'iT /iEIY) LRSI ISP At 2 %
I BERY o8P L3 SAMDAE SIS UK. 2T 9B 1 /157 §LE 27 RIe2).
YR s s s~ Moip il ikl }75 PrER 8ol e

. Moot

e

In regards to Applicant’s claim that he has been unjustly added to the Sex Offender
Registry this Court finds the issue to be moot as a Consent Order to Remove Defendant from Sex
Registry was filed with ihe Richland County Clerk of Court on May 29, 2012 (attached and
incorporated herein). A subsequent examination of the South Carolina Sex Offender Registry

has revealed that Applicant is no longer listed as a sex offender. The result of this search has

been attached below: ( Atx/ )75)
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Found 0 offenders

Mame: John Eamett Viswing If

City: 2

Found U offenders

Applicant has already received the relief which he seeks in the current action. Therefore, the

current request for relief is moot.

Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

In making its decision, the Court had before it the available records of the Richland
County Clerk of Court regarding the subject convictions, and/or the Applicant's records from the
South Carolina Department of Corrections, the Applicant’s application, and the Respondent’s
Return and Motion to Dismiss.

Timeliness — S.C. Code §17-27-45(a)

This Court agrees with the Respondent that this Application for Post-Conviction Relief
should be summarily dismissed for failure to comply with the filing procedures of the Uniform
Post-Conviction Procedure Act. S.C. Code Ann. §17-27-10 to -160.

SC Code Ann. §17-27-45(a) reads as follows:

An application for relief filed pursuant to this chapter must be filed within one year
after the entry of a judgment of conviction or within one year after the sending of the

4of7




remittitur to the lower court from an appeal or the filing of the ﬁnal dec151on upon an
appeal, whichever is later.

.The South Carolina Supreme Court has held that the statute of limitations shall apply to

all applications filed after July 1, 1996. Peloquin v: Stafe. 321 S.C. 468-‘ 469 S.E.2d 606 (1996).

For the purposes of this Order, the Applicant’s conviction/sentence was ﬁnahzed on the date
of his conviction or the date of the Remittitur from. -any direct appeal whlche\-/er was later Le..
August' 30, 2005. Adding one (1) year per S.C. Code § 17-27-45(a) and one (1) day per Rule
6(a), SCRCP means that this PCR application had to -be filed by August 31, 2006. This
Application was filed on December 6, 2011, which was 1929 days beyond. the time that the
statutory filing period had expired.

A motion for sﬁniinasry' judgment may properly be used to raise the defense of Statute ¢f

limitations. McDonnell v. ©Fnsolidated School District of Aiken, 315 S.C. 487, 445 S.E.2d 43¢

(1994). In addition, S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-70(c) (1985) authorizes the Court to “grant a
motion by either party for summary disposition of [an] application when it appears from the
plzeadings ... that there is no genuine issue of material fact and the moving party is entitled to
judgment as a matter of law.” Therefore, this Court shall summarily dismiss the application for
post conviction relief for failure to file within the time mandated by the Post Convictior}
Procedure Act.
SUCCESSIVE-S.C. Code § Ann. 17-27-90
This Court further finds the current PCR application is successive. Successive

applications for post-conviction relief are disfavored. Land v. State, 274 S.C. 243, 262 S.E.2d
735 (1980). S.C. Code Ann. § 17-27-90 (1985) states:

All grounds for relief available to an applicant under this chapter must be

raised in his original, supplemental or amended application. Any ground

finally adjudicated or not so raised, or knowingly, voluntarily and intelligently

50f7



waived in the proceeding that resulted in the conviction or sentence, or in any

other proceeding the applicant has taken to secure relief, may not be the basis

for_a subsequent application, unless the court finds a ground for relief asserted

- -which, for sufficient reason, was not asserted or was madequately raised in the

or101na1 supplemental or-amended.application. :
Under th;s statute, success;ve post-'convictlon relief applications are forbidden unless an
applicant can point to a "sufficient reason" why new grounds for relief -were not raised or were
not properly réi_sed in previous applications. Aice v. State, 305 S.C. 448, 409 S.E.2d 392 (1991).
Any new ground raised in a subsequent application is limited to those grounds that “could not
have been raised . . . in the previous application.” Id., 305 S.C. at 450, 409 S.E.2d at 394. If the
Applicant could have raised thése allegatidn§ in a previous application, then the Applicant may
not raiée those grounds in successive applications. Id. The Applic;ant bears the burden of
showin‘g”t}ié.t the allegations could not have been raised previously: .L_'aiig, 274 S.C. 243, 262
S.E.2d 735 (1980).

The Applicant could have raised the new grounds for relief in his prior post-convictioﬁ
relief application. The Applicant has failed to present any reasons why he could not have raised
the current allegations in his previous post-conviction relief applications. Once a PCR applicant
obtains a complete adjudication on the merits of his original application, including an appeal, he

may not make successive applications based on ineffective assistance of prior PCR counsel. Aice

v. State, 409 S.E.2d 392 (1991). Even a belated direct appeal claim is subject to limitations.

Graham v. State, 378 S.C. 1, 661 S.E.2d 337 (2008)(Petitioner was barred from raising in
successive post-conviction relief (PCR) application claim that he was denied the right to direct

appeal due to the ineffective assistance of counsel, where claim could have been raised in first

PCR application).
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Based up-on its re\.fie'w of the pleadings in this matter, this Court does not _sve.e.”the need to
appoi‘n't counsel to represent the Applicant and expfesses its intent .to summarily dismiss this |
matter ur_ﬂess Applicant _advises this Court with speciﬁc reasons, factual or legal, why it_shéuld
I_ldt"dismiss the matter in its entirety. Applicant is granted thirty (30) days from the date of
service of this Order upbn him to show:why this Order should not become final. The Applicant
shall file aﬁy réésons he may havé with the Richland County Clerk of Coxiﬁf‘é;ld shall serve
opposing counsel at the following address:

Assistant Attorney General
Robert D. Corney
Office of the Attorney General
P.O. Box 11549
Columbia, SC 29201
—

AND IT IS SO ORDERED this /2 day of ~~jxe? ,2012.

The Honorable James R. Barber, III
Administrative Judge
Fifth Judicial Circuit

(ﬁ'éwb”@ , South Carolina
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA | )
COUNTY OF RICHLAND )

The State of South Carolina,

IN THE COURT OF GENERAL SESSIONS

Indictment Numbers: 2000-GS40-49996,. 49997,
2000-GS40-50008, 50010

)  Warrant Numbers: G419055, G419054,
) G347982, G347986
) R }
) - ,
VS, ) CONSENT ORDER TO REMOVE
) DEFENDANT FROM SEX OFF ENDER
, ) REGISTRY
- John D. Barnett, _ ) -
' Defendant.)

This matter comes before the Court on motion of Circuit Public Defender Douélas S

‘StricKler, attorney for the above-captioned.defendant who, with the consent of Solicitor Daniel E

Johnson, seeks an Order removing defendant from the Sex Offender Registry.

x/\

IT APPEARS THAT:-

1. On or about March 39, 2001 Defendant was convicted after trial of, infer alia, two

counts of Kidnapping before The Honorable Marc H. Westbrook but, due to inadvertent -

oversight, the Court was not asked to find that the offenses did not include gFcrimzal sexualz

> — i")
. Lo C{:‘ > & -«;ﬂ{ -
offense or an attempted criminal sexual offense. 'o o= 2 3;;:
~—‘! ~ pi~t
o}
V=)
2. On or about November 14, 2001 Defendant pleaded guilty to, znteW two coufq’f%'\ «

=}
= e
of Kldnappmg before The Honorable L. Henry McKellar but, due to 1nadVél'§§;1t ov&m ght, é

b
the Court-was not asked to find that the offenses did not include a criminal sex‘ﬁfﬂ offense or

an attempted criminal sexual offense.

3. Solicitor Johnson consents to entry of an Order directing that the defendant does not

have to register as a sex offender as a result of these convictions and that his name should be

removed from the registry.

CERTIFIED TR
OF Oy

HE COPY

‘f/, G (Q df’&L &»
RIGHLAND COUNTY
SOUTH CAROLINA




‘T hereby find that the kidnapping offenses referenced in this Order did not include a criminal
sexual offense or an attempted criminal sexual offense. Therefore, the Defendant does nothaveto
 register as a Sex Offender pursuant to 23-3-430 (c)(15) as a result of his conviction for the above-

- captioned offenses, and should be removed from the Sex Offender Registry as aresult of these offenses.

é4 OanlzL

THE HONORABLE G. THOMAS COOPER, JR.-
Chief Judge for Administrative Purposes
Court of General Sessions

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

Fifth Judicial Circuit
Columbia, Souﬁm Carolina
This =2 dayof'May, 2012.
I CONSENT: ‘
The Hofiorable Daniel E. Johnson om E 2
Solicitor, Fifth Judicial Circuit - o = AL
Im n >
pog P r-.CD
I SO MOVE: oo = MiE
S = i)
"o (:3 o=
S v} 0 >
) oo ‘“;'
[ B!
™ .

CERMIMED TRUE CORY
OF @E\(JL&[‘“A‘L FILED,
g‘,fz@&,«f«/? Qﬁfwffffj @f%éﬂl
C.G.ORRGS. :
RICHLAND COUNTY
SOUTH.CAROLINA
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STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA .
IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS

COUNTY OF RICHLAND

CASE NO.

" John D. Barnett _
2011-CP-400-8297

R N T N N N i N N N

X Plaintiff
V. MOTION AND ORDER INFORMATION
- FORM AND-COVER SHEET

State Of South Carolina - L

X Defendant. m =~ —_
Plaintiff’s Attorney: Defendant’s Attorney: Om & g '
John D. Barnett, Bar No. o Robert D. Corney, Bar No. S;:’ ~ 4>
Address: o Address: o : NS
McCORMICK CORRECTIONAL INSTIT UTION Post Office Box 11549 o = . “Tio
‘Route 2 Box 100 , Columbia, South Carolina 29211 /"X =& o
McCormick, SC, 29899 | phone: 803-734-5178 fax: 803-734-4%83 @ S
phone: fax: : e-mail: rcomey@scag.gov other: = © —
e-mail: other: : S =@ B

[ | MOTION HEARING REQUESTED (attach written motion and complete SECTIONS I and III)
[ ] FORM MOTION, NO HEARING REQUESTED (complete SECTIONS II and III)

1 X PROPOSED ORDER/CONSENT ORDER (complete SECTIONS 11 and III)

SECTION I: Hearing Inform.atlon

- | Mature of Motion: =
Estimated Time Needed: Court Reporter Needed: [ ] YES / [X NO
s SECTION II: Motion/Order Type "
] Written motion attached '

X] Form Motion/Order

[ hereby move for relief or the as set forth in the attached proposed order.
\& ?W\\ July 9. 2012

Signature of Attomey for [ JPlamtiff / XDefendant Date submitted
SECTION II: Motion Fee

L] PAID - AMOUNT:
[] EXEMPT: [] Rule to Show Cause in Child or Spousal Support
(check reason) [_] Domestic Abuse or Abuse and Neglect
(] Indigent Status [ ] State Agency v. Indigent Party
[] Sexually Violent Predator Act  [X] Post-Conviction Relief
[[] Motion for Stay in Bankruptcy
[] Motion for Publication [ Motion for Execution {Rule 69, SCRCP)
(] Proposed order submitted at request of the court; or,
reduced to writing from motion made in open court per judge’s instructions

Name of Court Reporter:

[] Other:
JUDGE’S SECTION
] Motion Fee to be paid upon filing of the attached
order. JUDGE
] Other:
CODE: Date:
CLERK’S VERIFICATION
Date Filed:
Collected by:

[] MOTION FEE COLLECTED:

SCCA/233 (11-03)




