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NO. CAAP-13-0005192
I N THE | NTERMEDI ATE COURT OF APPEALS
OF THE STATE OF HAWAI ‘|

CORI NNE GRACE LANKFORD, Pl aintiff-Appellee, v.
KI RK MATTHEW LANKFORD, Def endant - Appel | ant

APPEAL FROM THE FAM LY COURT OF THE FIRST CIRCU T
(FC-D NO. 08- 1- 2336)

SUVMMARY DI SPOSI TI ON. ORDER
(By: Nakanura, C J., Foley and Fujise, JJ.)

Def endant - Appel | ant Kirk Matthew Lankford (Lankford)
appeals froma Cctober 18, 2013 Famly Court of the First
Circuit® (famly court) post-judgnent order denying his Hawai ‘i
Fam |y Court (HFCR) Rule 60(b) notion for post-decree relief from
an April 17, 2009 divorce decree that dissolved his marriage to
Plaintiff-Appellee Corinne G Lankford (Corinne).

On July 31, 2008 Lankford was convicted in the Grcuit
Court of the First Grcuit of the State of Hawai ‘i of nurder in
t he second degree and sentenced to life inprisonnent with the
possibility of parole. State v. Lankford, No. 29287, (Haw. May
13, 2011) (nmem) Lankford did not appeal the April 17, 2009
di vorce decree which awarded sol e custody of Lankford's children
to Corinne with visitation at Corinne's discretion.

On March 19, 2012, Lankford filed an application for
nodi fication of the divorce decree seeking visitation and contact
with the children. Lankford was at the tine inprisoned at
Saguaro Correctional Center in Arizona. On July 13, 2012, the

The Honorabl e Bode A. Ual e presided.
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famly court denied Lankford's notion stating there was no
mat eri al change in circunstances since the divorce decree was
entered, that Corinne had not abused her discretion, and there
was insufficient proof that contact would be in the best interest
of the children. Lankford did not appeal the order denying his
application for nodification.

On Decenber 26, 2012, while still inprisoned in
Arizona, Lankford filed a "H F.C.R 60(b) Petition Requesting
Relief From April 17, 2009 Di vorce Decree," once again asking for
contact and visitation with the children. On October 18, 2013,
this second notion for nodification was denied and on Novenber 7,
2013, Lankford filed this appeal.

Upon careful review of the record and the briefs
submtted by the parties and having given due consideration to
t he argunents advanced and the issues raised by the parties, as
well as the relevant statutory and case | aw, we concl ude
Lankford's appeal is without nerit.

Ther ef or e,

| T I S HEREBY ORDERED t hat the Cctober 18, 2013 "Order
Denying Motion for Rule 60(b) Relief" entered in the Famly Court
of the First Grcuit is affirnmed.

DATED: Honol ul u, Hawai ‘i, March 24, 2015.

On the briefs:

Kirk Mtthew Lankford
Def endant - Appel | ant pro se. Chi ef Judge

Dwm ght C.H Lum
for Plaintiff-Appellee.

Associ at e Judge

Associ at e Judge





