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LEE, J.,, FOR THE COURT:

PROCEDURAL HISTORY AND FACTS
11. On October 12, 1993, in the Chickasaw County Circuit Court, Tommie Lee Skinner pled guilty
to one count of armed robbery and one count of second degree arson.  Skinner was sentenced to serve
twenty years for armed robbery and ten years for arson, to run consecutively and to be served in the
custody of the Missssppi Department of Corrections. At sometimein 1995 Skinner filed hisfirst motion

for pogt-conviction relief. An evidentiary hearing was gpparently granted, dthough there are only afew



pages of the transcript in the record.  Skinner's motion was denied and he appedled to the supreme court,
which affirmed the lower court's ruling on December 28, 1995.
12. In April 2002, Skinner filed his second motion for post-conviction relief. The lower court denied
Skinner's motion stating that theissues had previoudy been decided and theissuesrai sed weretime barred.
Skinner now gppedlsto this Court asserting the lower court erred in accepting his guilty pleato the arson
charge.

DISCUSSION OF ISSUE
113. In reviewing atrid court's denia of post-conviction rdief, our standard of review iswell stated.
Wewill not disturb thetrid court'sfactud findings unlessthey arefound to be clearly erroneous. However,
where questions of law are raised the gpplicable standard of review isde novo. Pace v. State, 770 So.
2d 1052 (14) (Miss. Ct. App. 2000).
14. Inhisbrief Skinner mentions variousissueswhich hefalsto argue or discussin any way other than
meking vague assertions. It gppearsthat in October, Skinner will have served the mandatory ten yearsfor
the armed robbery charge and he will then have the ten years for the arson charge.  Skinner's main
argument isthat the lower court erred in accepting his guilty plea because there was an order dismissng
the arson chargein justice court. However, thisorder from justice court wasissued on October 14, 1993,
two days after Skinner entered a guilty plea. The order dismissed the arson charge because Skinner had
dready pled guilty in circuit court. We cannot find any merit to this argument.
5.  Although Skinner'sarguments are without merit, hispresent motion isaso untimely and successve.
According to Mississppi Code Annotated Section 99-39-5(2), "amotion for relief under thischapter shall
be made. . . in case of aquilty plea, within three (3) years after entry of the judgment of conviction." The

judgment of conviction was October 12, 1993, and Skinner's second motion was filed in April 2002.



Furthermore, under Mississippi Code Annotated Section 99-39-23(6), all successive petitions are barred
if apetitioner has filed a previous post-conviction relief motion. Skinner filed hisfirst motion in 1995 and
his second in 2002. Therefore, Skinner's motion for post-conviction relief istime barred and successve-
writ barred.

6. THE JUDGMENT OF THE CHICKASAW COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT DENYING
POST-CONVICTION RELIEFISAFFIRMED. ALL COSTSOF THISAPPEAL ARETAXED
TO CHICKASAW COUNTY.

McMILLIN, CJ.,KING AND SOUTHWICK, P.JJ.,BRIDGES, THOMAS, IRVING,
MYERS, CHANDLER AND GRIFFIS, JJ., CONCUR.



