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IN_ THE COURT OF APPEALS
STATE OF WASHWINGTON

DIVISTON ONE

Tn re Yhe Persono\l Restyroint of &

BORBY DARRELL COLBERT

PeX\tHoner,

Bobby D, Celbert
Shrofford Creex Corr, Center
191 Constantine Way
Aberdeen | Wa Q8530
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3 NOTATION ROLING
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