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BeforeSTEELE, Chief Justice]JACOBS andRIDGELY, Justices.
ORDER

This £' day of August 2013, upon consideration of the Hapes
opening brief, the State’s motion to affirm, ane ttecord on appeal, it
appears to the Court that:

(1) The appellant, Charles Cobb, filed this apgeah the Superior
Court’s denial of his motion for correction of semte. The State has filed a
motion to affirm the judgment below on the grouhdlttit is manifest on the
face of Cobb’s opening brief that his appeal it merit. We agree and
affirm.

(2) In his motion for correction of sentence filed the Superior

Court, Cobb argued that the Board of Parole emeSeptember 2001 when



it ordered, following a violation of parole hearjnipat Cobb forfeited his
right to all good time previously earned. Cobbteoded that much of the
good time that was ordered to be forfeited had bemmed on a 1992
sentence that he had fully served. Cobb contematsitt was illegal for the
Board of Parole to forfeit that good time. He esishe same argument on
appeal.

(3) A motion for correction of illegal sentence end&Guperior Court
Criminal Rule 35(a), however, is not an appropriatethod to seek the
Superior Court’s review of the actions of the BoafdParole. The narrow
function of a motion under Rule 35(a) is to revi¢ghwe legality of the
sentence imposed by the trial courtlt provides no basis for review of
decisions by the Board of Parole. Accordingly, five no error in the
Superior Court’s denial of Cobb’s motion for cotren of illegal sentence,
although we affirm on independent and alternaticeigds

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED that the judgmenttloé
Superior Court is AFFIRMED.

BY THE COURT:

/sl Jack B. Jacobs
Justice
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