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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF WASHINGTON

DIVISION ONE :
STATE OF WASHINGTON, )
) ) No. 77678-9-1
Respondent, )
‘ ) ORDER DENYING
V. } MOTIONS TO MODIFY AND
) = DISMISSING APPEAL
BOBBY COLBERT, )
)
Appellant. )
)

Appellant Bobby Colﬂert has moved to modify the commissioner's February 7,
2018 ruling regarding the basis for his appeal and the commissioner’'s April 23, 2018
ruling denying his emergency motion for release. The State of Washington has filed
answers to both motions, and appellant has filed replies. We have considered the
motions under RAP 17.7 and have determined that both motions should be denled.

Colbert seeks review of that part of a trial court order that imposed a fixed term of
community custody, the spebiﬁc relief he requestéd. *Only an aggrieved party may
seek review by the appellate count.” RAP 3.1. To be aggrieved for purposes of
appellate review, a party “must have a present substantial interest in the subject matter

of the appeal and he must be aggrieved ‘in a legal sense.” Stats v, Tarrer, 140 Whn.

App. 166, 169, 165 P.3d 35 (2007).
In response to the commissioner’s request, Colbert failed to provide any coherent

explanation of how he was Injured In a legal sense by the trial court's order granting the



.,n'

- No. 77678-9-1/2

relief he requested. Accordingly, we dismiss the appeaI.' See State v. Tarrer, 140 Wn
App. at 170, '

Now, therefore, it is hereby

ORDERED that the motions to modify are both denied. It is further
ORDERED that the appeal is dismissed.

.r"
Done this 4 day of Uﬂwkb ,'2018.
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