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March 2 2023 Florida Clrcult+ Court entered final |anmﬂn+ for garnlishment

(EXHIDIT AD

12712723 Florida District Court of Appeals denifed review (EXHIRIT R)

2/15/24 Florida District Court of Appesl danted rehearing (EXHIBIT C)

Mzroh 4, 2024 Florida Suprems Court dismissed due to no weitten apinion on
the marits (EXHIRIT D)

Octobzr 7. 2024 +his Court denied certiorart (EXHIRIT B

This timaly filed motion for rehearing contalns = question law for +his
Court s review Petitioner claims Florida Court s lack subjsct matter
jurisdlction rendaring thelr judgment’s vold Petitioner respectful ly regussts
¥his Court s ~aview for applicatlion and Interpretation ousmsuant +o Florids

Statutes Sections 55 091 and 95 11¢(1) Spacifically, review on limitations on

actlons \Vhen registration and anforcament of a forelfqn judgment excesds 21
years from date of entry Aoneilea's raglisterad thelr Michlgan Foreian Court
Oedar in Florida Court more than 21 years from the original date of entry
Florida Court’ s awardad Appellen $224,661.65 In violatlon of hoth Michigan's
and Florlda Statutes

Review by this Court is necessary *o answer the question of law for

Iimitations on actions



STATEMENT OF FACTS

(D) May 3, 2001, Sixteenth Judicial Court Macomb County Michigan ordered,
Patitloner. Pann, +o pav criminal restitution o Ulmer's for 5102;505595
(EXIBIT G)

2) The Michigan order contalns no sddandum for an award of interest Soe
restitutlon contains no provision for awarding interest on a restitution

order

3) Florida Court s amending a Michigan Court ordar violates Petiticner s Due

Pracess pursusni to United Constitution Amendnent Four, +he full fal+h and

credit clause for state court orders, judgments. and decreas
1) The Michigan judgment is +o be glven full fai+h and credl+ as +hav have
in the rendering state Florida applied 1+ s restitution law +o +he Michigan

judgment violating the Fourth Amendment Florida criminal restitution arders

are treatad as civii matters Michigan restitution orders are not treatad as
civil orders and confain no orovision for gwarding Interast

%) Appellee registerad Michigan's May 5, 2001 ordar (forsign Judgment) In
Florida. November 1A, 2022 (EXHIRIT F) Florida NDocket Sumary

6) Aopelles rscordad Thelr ferelgn judgmant clalm more than 21 years from
the date of entry in Michigan Violating Florida S+atuyte's Ssctions 55 081 and
95 11(1)

7)  Appellee relied and nresented +o Florida court s Michiqan Complled Law
600 &013 which has a Iife span of 10 years (EXHIRIT Y see last page) =and fs
inspplicable to Michiaan Criminal Restitution orders

A)  Patitioner only nresanted Constitutional clalms in his sriginal netition,

dis process and Const Amd 4 violatlions

N Patitioner now oresents his preserved Florida State Law claims for



review
A FLORIDA STATUTE OF LIMITATIONS RAR THE RECISTRATION IN SLORIDA DURSHANT TO

FLORINA ENFORCEMENT NF FOREIGN JUNGMEMT ACT (FEFJA)Y FOR A MONEY JUDGMENT

OBTAINEDR IH MICHIGAN 1N 2001 MAKES THE JUDGMENT VOID FOR LACK OF SURJECT

MATTER HIRISDICTINN

ANALYSIS

Robert Pann timaly appealed all Slorida court s orders and respsetfully
requests this Cour’? s revisw limer obtained a Michigan judgment awarding him
$102,505 2% on May 3, 2001 Ulmer registered the judgment in Florlde sursuant
to sections 59 .501-509 Florids Statutes, the Florida Enforcement of Foreign
Judgments Act (FEFJA)  The trial court Incorrectlv desmed the judament +imsly
and Incorrectiv deternined reagistration starts the limi*ations parlad snew
‘The judgmznt fs znforceable untlil 2042

Robert Pann timaly filad for dismissal dus +o fack of subject mattar
jurisdiction (Suz SExhibit D numbers 24, 29 32)  Robert Pann never was
affordasd an opportunity o ha heard hy the ¥rial court 2/26/2023 (Hmer filzd
notice for final hearing 2/28/2023 Final Hearing set for 3/07/202% at 2 00 PM
IN 700M  Q%/09/2027 Judgs Marsh entered final ordsr  Sse Docket Summary
Numhers 353 (EXHIRIT =) U S Mail takes 9 days Fime +o +raval from Florlids
to Michigan, Robart Pann had 16 hours notlca and due to hls incarceratlon
Prison autheritias cauld not schedula the 70MM conferanca, Robzrt Pann timely
sgnt notica +o Florida Court olezding for meschadula (EXHIBIT F #41) only +5
he danied,

An elementary and fundsmantal roquirement of ¢ue process in any proceeding
which s *+2 accord fingllty 13 notice rusasonahly calculated under all
circumstances 1o appriss inferested vartles cof the pendency of +he action and

afford tham an copportunity +o presant thelr obhjections Mifle~ v Meyers K 311




US 457; Grannis v Ordzan 243 1 S 385; Priest v Las Vagas. 232 U § K04

The notice must b3 of such nature as reasonahlv to convaey the raequlred
information Grannis Id  but if with Aue ragard for +he practicalities and
pacul laritizs of the s3se rhase condltions ar2 raasonahly met, tha
constitutional raquiremants are satisfied The eriterion is not +ha
possinility of concelvable injury but the just and reasorahle character of the
requiranznis  having reference o the subject with which +he statute duals

Mul!lane v Cent Hsnover Rank & +rust CO , 332 0 S 306 (1950)

Patidionar Pann was not afforded reasonable notice He racelved 16 hours
notice to final hsaring “ann timely pneti+ionad the Court informing tham of
this only To ba denied U S Mail requires 8 days travel +ime from Florida 4o
Michlgan See Dockat Summary, notice sent 2/28/23 hearing set for 3/7/23 ses
(EXHIBIT F # 36Y Clearlv Pann s due procass violated

A Jurisdictional dafect §s one that strips the court of I+s power to act

and makss tha judgment void MeCov v United States 206 F 3d 1245, 1249 (11+h

Cir 2001)

§ 55 0OR1 statute of limitations 1len on a judgment;

Suhject +a 55.10 a0 Judgment order or d2cres of any court be Ifen upon
real or personal property within the state after the expiration of 20
years from the date of entry of such order decrse or judgment
Florida s version for the Uniform Enforczment of Foraign Judgments Act
(FEFJAY  Provides a procedure so that out of state foreign judgments wiil be
given full fal+h and cradit by *ha court:z of Florida 1§ fs & simolified
process that does not require the creditor to file a lawsuit There ls vo
disputz that llmer properly reglsterad the Michigan judgment tn Florlda befora
the judgment axpirad In Michlgan but pursuant +o Florlda Statutes 55 0871 and
95 11(1) +his action I3 +ime harred
A creditor who brings an action on a forefgn judgment is sybject to itha

!
twenty year statuts of limitations measured from the date the Ml
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judgment was rendzred Tn 2001; *hus +he Michigan judgmant i3 unenforcaable

1

Florida Petitioner looks +o sectian 55 50301) orovides that a foreign

&



judgment properly racorded under FEFJA shall have the same effect and shall

he subject to the same rules of clvil procadure, fegal and equitable dafenses
and proceedings for ~aopening vacating or staying judgments and i+ may bhe

enforcad, relesassd or satisfled ag a judgment of a circult court of this

state (Florlida) Thus section 55 503(1) providas that a judgment domesticated

under FEFJA shall e enforced as a Florida judgment and Florida courts hava

so0 hald Sse Zitani v Read 992 So 2d 403 404 Tla  2d DCA 2003 (citiag to

saction 55 503%(1) and stating *hat a "California judgment bacams snforceable

like any judgm=nt entaraed by 5 circult court in Florids )

With respect fo tha statute of imitations question here FEFJA does nob
contaln it own statute of limit=t+ions and Pann arques that Florida 3 +twenty
year statute of limitations for an action on a Florlda judgment asopilas See §
95 11(1) Ulmar and Florids courts contended that a dlfferent rasuld is
required and reaistration starts the |imftation pariod anew Thls is
absolutely incorrzscet and violstas hoth Florida S*atutes and decisiens

Undzr FEFJA  recording a farelon judgment does not start tha statute of
limltations perind anew Once reglistered under the FEFJA a forzign judgments
are treatad as Florida judgments and therefore becoma subject o section

55 021 Florida Statutes (2000) which states that no judgmant shall he a lien

on persanal nroperty within the state affer the explration of Fueaty vasrs
from the date +hat+ +ha judgment was snterad, ragardless of whan T+ was
actually

racordar  Therefore simply recording the judgment pursuant fo FEFJA chould not
be viswed ac< smn indepancent actimn on a judament that would fal!l undsre ithe

statute of Mimitations in saction 25 11(2)(s) Micheal v Valley Trucking 232

Sey 2 ad 217 HN( O HNID



55 501 Florida Enforcsmant of Forelgn Judgments Act; short +1+le Szctions

55 501 55 502 may be cited as the YFlorida Enforcamsnt of Forelan

Judgmants Act”

55.502 Construction of act —~

(1) As used In ss 55 501 55 509 +he term forelgn judgment means any
Judament decree  or orde~ of o court of any other atate or of the United
Staves {f such judgment d=cree or order fs antitled fuil fslth and
credit in this state

(2) this act shall not be construad to impale +he right of a judgment
craditor fo bring an sction +to enforce his or her judgment Instead of
oroceeding under this act

(3) This act shall be Interoreted and construad to effectuate its gensral
purposz to make uniform the law with respect to the subject of +hisz act
among states enacting 1+

(4) Nothing contained In this act shall bs construed to alter modify, or
axtend the limitation neriod applicabia for enforcement of forsign
Jurgmants

fEmpnasis added )

55 503 Recording and status of forelgn judgments; fees -——-

(1) A copy of sny foreign judgment certifled in accordance with +he laws
of the United Stataes or of this state may be recordsd in the office of ths
clerk of the circult court of any county The clerk shall file record,
and Index the forelign jucdgment fn the same manner as s judgment of a
circult or county court of this state A Judgment so recordsd shall have
the same effect and shall be subject +o the same rules of civil procedure.
lzgal and equitable defenses and proceadings for reopening vacating or
staying judgments and 1+ moy be enforced relsasad, or satlisfied as a

Judgmani of a circuit or county of this stute

Patitionsr contends that 55 502 subsection (4) applles and Fiorida's

twenty year statute of [imltations applicable +o a forelign judgment reglstersd

undzr FEFJA  State and faderal courts In Florida have agreed with +his

interpretation Sse In re Goodwin 325 B R 328 333-34 (Bankr M D Fla
2005) (determining that the twenty-ysar statute of timitations in section
95 11(1) appiled to Malns judgmznts recordad under FEFJA)Y; see also Le Credlt

Lvornals S AV Nadd 1741 8o 2d 1165. 1169 1172 (Fia 5+h DCA




1999) (analyzing FEFJA in a cass concarning out of country foreign judgments);

N Y State Dep + of Taxatlon v Parafio 829 So 2d 314,319 (Fla 5th DCA

2002)(Stating that when registered under JEFJA  the foreian judgment bacomss a
Floride judgment and is then subject tn the Florida statute of limftations for
Florida judgments )

Uimar contands that the limitations perind applicable fo the enforcament of

s foraign judgment recorded under FEFJA §s +he |imitations period apniicahi=

in tha state where the judgment was oriaginally rendsred undar section 55 50

2(4) With pesnact o the statute of 1imitations

FEFJA does not contain its

own statute of limitations As worded, sectlion 55 502(4) applies to Florida s

twenty vear statuts of limltations apnllcable to enforce a forelgn judgmant

refaranced In subsaction (2) of +he sama section not The varfed statutes of

limitation In states around +h= country

Section 95 11(1). Florlda Statutss (2012), provides the following statute of
fimitations

Actions other than for recovary of real property shall be commenced as

follnws

(1) WITHIN TWENTY YEARS -An actlon on o judgment or decree of a court of

record in this state

(2) WITHIN FIVE YEARS

(a) An action on a judgment or dscree of any court not of record of +his

statse or any court of the lUnltad States or any other state or territory
in the United States or a foreign sountry
Enforcement of judgments within +he state must ba conducted within the

time constralnts of section 95 11, Florlds Ststutes MNadd v Le Credi+

Lyonnais 804 So 2d 1224 1232 (Fla 2002)

In Patrick v Heas 212 So 234 1039 1044 n2 (Fla 2017)(The Second District




In Hass also determined the {imitations perliod begins +o run when +he judgment
is randared In the foreign jurisdiction WYa do not address this issue as |+ 1s
not necessary for a resolution in +his case )

A Florida judgmant recordsd in any circuit court can only have a !1f2 span
of twenty yzars A lien osn only be extended by re recording for up +o twenty

years See Mlchaal v Valijay Truckina 832 So 2d 213, 215 HN2 (Fla 4+h DCA

Under FEFJA. recording a forefgn judgment does not start the statute of
Imitations parisd answ  Oncsm reqgistered under the FEFJA a forelgn judgments
are treated as Florlda judgments and therefore bscome subject to sectlion

55 081 Florida Statutes (2000) which states that no judgment shall ba a [ien

on personal propecty within the state after the expiration of twenty yaars
from the date that +the judgment was entered regardless of when T+ was
actvally recorded Therafore simplv recording the judgment pursuant to FEFIA
should not he viewed as an Indspendent actlon an a judament that would fall

undar the statute of Imf+ations in ssction 85 11(2)(3) Micheal v Valley

Trucking, 832 S¢ 2d 213, 217 HND  HNT1D (Fla 4+h DOA 2002)




R FLORIDA STATUTE RENDER THE JUDGMENT VOID DUE TO ILACK NF SURJECT MATTER
JURISDICTION IN ANY FILORIDA COURT PURSUANT TO FILORINA STATUTES?
A jurisdictional defact is one that strips +he court of its power +o

act and makes vhe judgment vold McCoy v lUnitad States, 206 F 3d 1245

1249 (11+h Cir 2001)

§ 55 081 statute of IImitatlons Iien on a8 judgment;

Subject to 55.10 no judgment, order, or dacree of any court be lien upon
real or personal property within the state after the expiration of 20

years from the date of entry of such order decree or judgment
§ 55.10
R

(3) in no event shall the (fen by this section be extended beyond the
perlod provided Th § 55 081

The plaln language of section 55 081 and 5% 10(3) 1imits tha recovery fom

propecty pes!t or unreal

Section 95.11 timittations for oather +han For.recoverv of real property
Within twenty years An action on a judgment or decrse of a court or record
in this state
(2) within 5 ysars

(2) an actlon on 2 judgmant or dzcree of any court shall of the Uni+tad
Stat:s  any other state or territory in The Unitad States or any foreign

country

Utmer regfsteraed his May 3, 2001 Michligan ifudgmant (Exhibtt A) in Florida
on November 16 2072 (Exhibl+ F)  Pursuant to Florida Statutes and daclsions
Uimar Ts +ime harred for reglistration

Saction %5 501 Florida Enforcemsnt of Forelan Judgments Act (FFFJA) qives

Fuil Falth and Cradi+ Clause of the United States Constitutlion Under FEFJA

recording a forelgn judgment doss not start the statute of Iimitations anew;

9



oncs registered under the FEFJA  foraign judgments are treated as Florida

judgments and tharefore becems subject to Fla Stat § 55 081 which states that

re judgment shail be a lien on nersonal oroperty within +he state after the
expiration of 20 ysars form the dare of entry of +hs judagment Vallay

Trucking , 887 So 2d at 213

Ulwnar s Fforeiagn Judgmant axcesds 21 years from date of entry to date of
recording In Florids  Umer has ao standing and all Fiorlda courts lack
aubjeot natter jurisdiction dus o +ime

A Jurisdiction tainted by a jurisdictional dafact must be reverszad A
jurisdictional dafect is one that strips the court of 1+s power to act and

makes the judgment vold  McCoy, 266 F 3d at 1249 HN3 Id

A jurisdictional defect may not be procedurally defaulted and +hat
therefore s dafendant nesd not show cause and prejudlce +o ijustify his failure

o ralse such a defect Harrls v United States 140 £ 33 1304, 1309 (1i+h Cir

1998): Mcloy id at 1248

A judgment is vold bacause the court that fssued i+ lacked the power 4o do

s0: not haecause it 13 erroncous William Skiflings & Assors v Cunard

Transp  Lid 594 F 2d 1078 1081 (5th Clr 1979): City Cab Co of Orlands v

All City Yellow Cab 591 F Supp 2d 1197 1199 (Middle Dist Tla 2009)

Enforcemant of a foralan judgment within +he State must be conducted within

the tims constralints of § 95 11(1) Fla Stat (2012) Ssctlon 95 1101)

Fla Stat provides that sn action to enforce a foreign judgment of a court of

racord of Fluride must he commencad within 20 years see Patrick v Hess, 212

So 3d 1039 HNZ, HNZ, HNE, HNTD, HN1T (Fla 2017)

Petitionar in his first respoass +0 Florida s Circul+® Court cleariy statad
Plaintiff's tack of jurisdiction wherein fant he should have stated

standing Plaintiff Is not an attornzy and his pleadings should be given

10



leaway FPetitioner uses lack of subject matter jurisdictlon and again in nis
requast to stay proceedings dus +o Michigan s unlawful rastitutisn order

currantly under review in Michigan Court of Appeals Ne 372457 Pecple v

Rohart Pann
Whether a cause of action should bha dismissed s a questlon of law, which

is reviswed de novo Clty of Gainsville v State of Florida Dept of Transy .

779 S0 2d 514, 522 (Fla 1st DCA 2001)z Undar sectlon 95 11(1) Fla Stat t+he

statute of limitations appllcable to an action or a judgment is 20 years Nadd

v LeCredit Lyonnias 804 So 2d 1226 (Fla 2001) Ses In re Gooadwlin 325 0 R,

328, 353 34 (Rankr MDD Fla 2005)(Determining that the 20 year statute of

limitations in Sec 95 11(1) applied o Main judgments =acorded under FEFJA)

Ulmer, raecelved his restitution award May 5 2001 he rzqglstarsd In Florida
undar FEFJA  More than 21 years slapsed from the original forum's court
The controlling nase fo= review is-

New York State Comm'~ ¢f Taxatien % Fisance v Farfona 2021 So 24 864

866 (4+h NCA 2005)(0Once domestizated a forelgn judgment will ha

affactlive for 5 nerind no longer than the original forum's statute of
limitations o~ 20 vears whlchaver comes first)

The key words are whichavar comss first Raspondent s Michigen judgment
axcaads 20 years and Ts tharefore +ime barred The Circult Court |-ckad
subject matter jursidictfon  lade~ FEFJA  racording a forafon judgmznt doss
not start the statute of limitaion s perfod anaw Undar FEFJA  foreign

judgmants sre traeated as Florida judgenents and therefors bocoms subjact o

section 55 081 Fla Stat (2000) which states that no judgmant shall becoms a

lien on personal propertv within the state after sxpliration of 20 years from

the date of entry of the iudgment See Micheal v Vallay Trucking Co 223 S0 2d

213, 717 (4¥h DCA 2002)(Valley Trucking may only have a llen for 20 yaears




after t+he date that the judgment was entered, regsrdless of when i was
actually recordad )

NO FLORIDA COURT DECISION ALLLOWS RECORDING OR NOMEST|ICATION OF A FORFIGM
JUDGMENT  ORDER  or DECREE  AFTER 20 YEARS FROM OATE OF ZNTRY IN THE FORFEINN
COURT S JURISDMICTION!

The Circult Court randzead its decision without subjzct mattsr Jurisdiction

a procedural due orsosss vinlaticn  sze Yramer v Chemical Const Coro , 454

5 4581, 427 a4 (1982)  This Honsrable Court  pursuvant to Florida Statutes

should oraer the judgment void due o lack of subiect matda~ jurisdiction

C  PETITIONER'S DUE PROCESS VIOLATED BY FLORIDA COURT'S MNEVER 1SSUING A
MRITTEN DECISION OM THE MERITS FORFEITING FLORIDA SUPREME COURT REVIEW
No Florlda Court ever antsred z declsion on the merlts Due o Petitlioner
baing 2 Michigan prisoner unrepresented by counsel Florids Court s accaptud
respondent s arquments at face valus even though thelr arguments were In direct
conflict with Florids statutes and declsions No Florida court aver enteraed a
wrl+ien decltsion on the merlts for appellats ravisw  Thus baring Florida
Suprame court ~aview Sce (EXHIBITS A,R.C,M to comply with Flarida Court
Rule 1 140 requiring 30 dav notica prior notlice for fins! hearing See Florida
Ragister of Actlons #'s 35-41 (EXHIBIT F) Respondent s only allowad 16-hours
notice and Petitionar's prison could not verify on such short notica
Patitionar has no relief other than +his Court Only condltions of confinement
or criminal sentences are appllzable for fedaral court review This fs a 2ivil
matter outside of Petitioner s right s of access to the courts Constitution
First Ansndmant protactions

This Court has +he authorlity to remand for Florida courts to enter a written

declsior on the merits

1 &



RELLTEF

Petitione~  Pana raspactfully requests thls Honorahla Court fo grant

rehgaring  determining Florida Court o lack subject matter jurisdictton due to

thair statute s of {imitations  Order the judgment 2022-0CA-2036 nu!ll zrd vold

Respacttully submittad
[

e

Robert Pann 25404R

Carson City Coresctional Faciifby
10274 Boyer R

Carson City, MI 48811

Dated: Octchar 31, 2024
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RULE A4 CFRTIFICATE NE ANNN FAITH

This Rule 44 natition for r»chaaring 1s prasented In qood falth and not for
dalay, Petitionar's initial p2+it+ion anly prasented 1.5, Fourth Amendment for
Filorida Court's amanding Mlchigan's criminal ecaurt arder, This Court deniad
raview,

Patftoner now requests raview for "OUESTINNS OF FLORIDA STATE LAY, " Reviaw
for Fla~ida's cou~ts anplication of statutas and court rulzs Pursyant o
Florida case law and statutas their Court's lack subject mattar jurisdiction
pvar Petitonar aned their judgmsnt and ordsr Ts vold pursuant to Fliorida
statutas. Enforcement of foralgn judgments i3 stric*ly limited +o 20-yea=s
f~om datz of zntry In the foralgn court's Jurisdiction., PRasnondant
domesticated / reqlsterad thaie foraign judgment over 21-ymars from date of
antry, Ng Florida oour* has jurisdictian puyrauyant +o Fla Stzt sec 55,0%1 and
sac 95. 11, Florlda court’s ineorrectly orderad domestication of a formign
judgmant starts tha limitatian nariod answ,

This Court has the agtha=ity and Aduty +n ssak the t-uth and justics in
corracting unjust State judaments entered fn violation of +hele SEgta Jauwas and
statutes,

Secondly Petitonar was denied timely notice for final h=zarina., Resoondant
providad 16 hours notica, Pursuant to Flarida Coyrt Ryle Patitisnar wyas +o he
orovided 39-day natice for flinal hearing, This Is a pracedural dus process
vialation, 14+h Amandment violation. No Court aver entared a declsion on +the
marits for this quas+inn of law.

Patitoner raspactfullv reauasts this Court's revisw for nusstions nf state

law,




SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001

November 18, 2024

Robert Pann
#254048 { }\
10274 Boyer Road }L m P-eHTO N\ razu )f(& /<~ ((aa c b réac
Carson City, MI 48811 / * :

Youy éO()(t R )‘:

T f‘QUh’i\/Q\\ YQ\W

Do eewbac V3, A0, éé
Dear Mr. Pann: '10\57\ 30 \‘(Ui\\"ix‘m O\ﬁmc}v&

The petition for rehearing in the above-entitled case was postmarked
October 31, 2024 and received November 14, 2024 and is herewith returned
for failure to comply with Rule 44 of the Rules of this Court. The petition
must briefly and distinctly state its grounds and must be accompanied by a
certificate stating that the grounds are limited to intervening circumstances
of substantial or controlling effect or to other substantial grounds not
previously presented.

e 3doges i

RE: Pann v. Ulmer
No: 23-7458

You must also certify that the petition for rehearing is presented in good
faith and not for delay.

Please correct and resubmit as soon as possible. Unless the petition is
submitted to this Office in corrected form within 15 days of the date of this
letter, the petition will not be filed. Rule 44.6.

Sincerely,
Scott S. Harris, Clerk

Redmond K. Barnes
(202) 479-3022

Enclosures



