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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

X. WHETHER. THE SECONO CXHCuxT Wflo/J6Ly XXLSKLSSEO PETXrzoAJER* £ 

P(i£frATJ£.ELj AS Z^OoT BEFo/Z£ ALLOVJZM& /4X/h THE ORRo/ZrUATEryAPPEAL

T0 SHOW TWAT/TIS APPEAL AiEETS TH£ EASE 6/C 6o/J7KoV£tl.sy REQuZRErtENT- 

UfOQER AttTLCJLE TIT OA THE U/dETEO STATES COAJSTXJTjJZOfiJ?

oL, pxb the 6£co/jo cxamzr shrougisj peterfune />etxtton£/z.s jeesrocArzool 

SuP&l\iZ£EQ RELEASE S&jJE/JC£ £XPXO£0 £i/ i^/loNSty /ZELyENCS OAJ 

UNXVEQ STATES \/. P/Zofi6Eg, HO f JX 345 (&4 Or. I w) V/HEbi PETlTIoMER 

XS SE&MIA& Mi A6C\Z£6ATEO JO-y£*£ LORCiJRREAJTfjy -XMPOStO $BJTBUEE 

Fo£ goTH HIS A»u iZcFLE DRUE CatJSPxnMiy CASE A Mb 

Si)ffih£LSE£> RELEASE CASE C0R\/ICTX6zJ£?

S’XNG-L.Z RevOCATXOAi Of

3. IS P£UXU)f4Eg!s APPEAL MOOT* V/il6W HE HAS OPEN MxdlaioloNS 0 f SvPENXtlSED 

Release Anoa StmiqzMG Ap&est yjapjzantxn thefiaseachosetts oxsmiar 

Court thro^h xt* fuweo and p*£tuq*.czal transfer, of tvkxsoxcjxcN oh 

pETXTGoAei^ suPEfiuxjeo &L&.SE foTHt VemaHT cooftf UMD& JfcO-S.C. I 3605?

4. XS fltTXTXoN£Rk APPEAL Moor WHEN XUSTTrcT COOfZT FAXt-EO TO APPOINT

PETtTXoNE(2 CTA COUNSEL poR HlS R£VOCA7IoAJ OF So?£tZtfL$£P RELEASE 

PftxEeOXAf UNPcR THE fElFTW} Al*EPVM£ti7~ AWD ?p.OCjb£D£0 TO <JDN\JZjCT 

PcTXtXonER OF jZ&MMATXGA OF SsjP6tltfLS&0 jZe.LEAS£ BASSO 6N A S^UL.- 

SEAIEO OkJ THE V&lMbtfT DES7K££T OocSLTS bOOcLT \NMUAAT PEmxoN 75H*J~ HE 

WAS' NBIE(L PM'tZQSO 0(L WAS A^iAfZE EXISTED AND THEN SENTENCE FSTrjXoHER 

OVER Tm* AUTVtofZXZfcP STATWDAj MAKX^vum VsiXTHoOT CouSZC&rtXNE A SXNSLE 

/8 u.s.L. S 3ESS PAODR AS R£AuXfceo By OzblCOEZS UNDER 18 U.S.S. * 35'83(e)?
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

1x3 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[>3 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix S: to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[>3 is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix_____ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the_
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

1



JURISDICTION

IXl For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was 0c.4obp/~ l(s>. rtiodLO1

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[K! A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
, and a copy of theAppeals on the following date: 3ia/>u<wi* 

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix C .
SUo . i3jOc3. Ii

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No.__ A

(date) on (date)

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix_______

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
--------------------------------- , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
(date) into and including____

Application No.__ A
(date) on

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).

oL



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED 

Consul4o-Kor>41 Prov»V»'oft^

AriiVle TiT i X The \odicial Power s ha.H e.*-fen<iv foall C<kSe.£.
■ I, _ . 11 ii-—- j )

tlqurfy t APIS I100 under fhif Cens'Kfu t| On ; "HoiL 

of +Ke Un.’+eA States ( and Trea+ire noa<fce^ ortoKitK s/ial( 

be. ooa^e.< under fbeir /Wfhorily j — fo rui Cas&s affecKnoj 

Arobas^ador^^ o+te~pobi/c M'VsRrrcLncl Qnfo/Sj — te cill Case^r 

of adlrniral+y an 4 marit//ne_ vjurfsdbebor* j — |o (Ton Vo vers i" 

which 44*. United States' shall be, a Party j — +o fon+rwerrites 

between -two or poors, S^cj€£j — between State on <4 of'

another Stetej — between CtiZen^ of dUffe'Cnt Safes'j - 

between fi+i^ns of fte State ciatVmn^ Aands Linger

Sra/vhs of different State^ and betw-een a. State,^ orttee, 

ffber£of; #njl foreign States ^ Cih-zcms or iubjecfr.

A.

in Law

Attendant V : Mo pernor) shell be he\A -fo ansoaCrfor a Capitalf 

or etterwtee. infunoos rn>>e unless on a pre-£en')y*'fl-nt or 

i nAiohMent a (rrand Cfor^ } except i’n cases cxTiVio 

or r»o.^a\ forces or in -the A'lal Ifia wten in a ctual ^ewice, m

J n the 1 and3
I

of War or public, danger^ nor ShaH O-nv^ person b-e, Su/g’ecJ" 

for the £&i*£ offence. 4o be, twice put un J-eopard^ of bfc or h'nb^ 

Sh^ll be compelled i'n any irfr»Wl eare_ to be a witness ajxl^s-h 

W.^^elf ^ nor be. de-pdv/ej of life. (liberty or property j wUhou-l due, process 

af law* nor

fine.

nor

Shall pA'/aJe pr&per-fy be. taken-Qr-public use un'+havjh)

Z



JUS+ £on\penSoJ-/'on .

Aftendroe/vh V) : Xn <x11 CCimt na] prosecutions -fhe. accused.

^Via.11 e^joy ihe r,^K+ -to a speedy and pub/.'c fry*/, by 

IMJta/N-ia.l o-f “Bxl fhxhe. and diStri'ch OjfertSr\ the. CTi/n^e.

Shall have been comynthteX ^ whfch dU^-frVc.4- £hall ha*^e_ bejzn 

pr£\noo£)y a^eerf a.toci by |aW^ andi 4o be informed of "Me 

ha+ore. anX caofe. 0-f +M accusation j to be cooTWjfeJl 

W/'fh fhe Wrbvesce£ against him j to h<u/e Compulsory 

process far obtain iny Witnesses in h?S fas/or • an A -Jo b<*ve. 

’H'e. A^SV^hance oP Counsel far hit's defence..

an

8* S|qlu4prcj Pnpv/i$fon S'

Ti-Vk l&U>S>£. T 300&A(a)(i)i Repre^enfa-Vi'on Shall be,

pn>v»^e^ for any pinaACfovlly el/^ikle person cJho —

CO J£ charged w/+h a Vf'olocUon Sup^rvised reJea.SC or 

Paces mofii^cab'on^ reduction j or eniargeruient of a 

Condition

release- D1

• 4 *

or extension of resjocatiQn of a ko*v o-P Supervised
)

Ti^He 18 0>S.C. $ 3£&3{e)\ The Cour4-rv\ay

hhe PachocS Set forth \n Section 3S53 (*)(') (*)(*-)(%)) C^X^X^J/

ww(o), («)(»), ww.mw, «»<i (*)<■») -
("5^ revoke, a. 4erm of Supervised release, and ceepjine“Hxl 

^ekn^<xrrh ho Serve v'n prison al\ or parf o-P 4he. hem of

offer ConsideCioo^

♦> # «

H*



Supervisee! ne.lea.se. (xo'H^oriz&d by Skxhjfe for 4K&. offense. fhof

resol-ted > o Soc4> -krrh o-f Superv ifed release w»4hdo4 eredl4 for 

dime previously Served on posttedease. Soperi/)'s/on i-f 4 be 

Gsur4 j pmT^oan-f 4o 41><l FederoJ Rules of Criminal Procedure^

applicable. 4o revocrcMon of probxif on or Supervised relea^e.^ 

■finds by a preponderance of 44e evidence ffaffbe defendanf 

vioUded a. condition of Supervised red-easej except fkef a 

defendant- iohose term is revoked under fh/'s f> 

nc4 be required 4o Serve, arvy Sucti revocadfoo 

\n> • 4-He offense 4Kaf ne^u/kd i'n 4he term o-f

Supervised red-ease. \S a class A felony ^ fhore tfan 3 years in 

if Suck offense i S a class 8 feJony ^ more. 4ba«~>

graph may

more 4kxn 5 years

ora

prfSom

3L \jcat~s in pn'$0n if Such offend is a class C or J) felony 

OC Wore. 4ban one yCoT in any other Case. LM

Trile l& b,S.C, % 3565(0 t The power- of -tie court -to 

revoke a term of Supervised release for vj'oLjdvon of a 

Condition of Supervised release ^ and k> order 4k. deicrJaaf 

4o Serve a km of imprlSorymenti and Subject fo 4k.

1 iV\jk4«'on^ jo Subsection (b); a Tut-4Ker term °f Supervi sed 

release.

Supervised release, for any period reasonably rupeessarej for 

adjudication of poa-HeCS ourising before. <4s eycpfnxtion \ff 

before. •Cvcpt rati on ? a warranf or Summons has been. 

\ssued On 4k. bait’s of an aHe^S ion of Sudn a violation •

Cx-kn^S beyond 44e expir^aWon of ffe term of

S



Ti4U. 1$ 0. S . C. • f 3SSf (<■') ' Mul-tiple. -JernS of iMpri'sonnQjnJ-

or concurren4-1y sb<xl l 4e_OcbejrtA -Vo Con s eco-b / s/eXj 

jv&o^cA far odMin isi-nxbi Ve_ purposed

fOO

as a
-f-er/n of i fnpcisonro&nf.

fHle )6 uJ.c. % Jfor: A coocv (Xffer /MpcSt'ncj a Sesvtejncjz^j

Mcxy \r&nSfer rfs d T cHo ri

Supervised release- *+» He du'sfrfcf eourf <av\y oW>$in disfr/cJ- 

•+o wbi'ob fH person required +o proceed o.S a. conji -i-ion

Over a. probationer or person on

df kis probation or nelea.se or is perr^lHeA fo proceed } 

W/'fb He Can Ourrenu^ of Such Court- A later 'i-m*nsfer

r>f jurisd«cHor> may be made in ++•€_ Same fn^nnen /4 Court- 

fo wkialo jgrisdictfon |S tranS-/erred under ffi's Section is

ao'Hvsri'^e +o ex£nstsecxM powers d>ver 'He- probationer aC 

releos&e- Hat are perrHH-eM by Hi* Subcbapfer or 

SubchapVer’ 8 or D of chapter" 4

T»-He 1% U»$.6/ t 3U2M(C) 1 [A] -ferm of Supervised re,lease 

Comrxenc&s On He day -fKe p^fSon /s released -from 

ImpriSOnfr'Crvb oervd funs COncorrcnHy ioith Fe derod f £+ate?

or |ooa\ Hrm of probocHoo or Supervised release* or parole for 

another offense+a U'Hioh t^e person is solved-or becomes 

SoJ^^V duringfl^-ferm of fv^hfrvised release^, A jean of 

iupervired release Ao^S not fun during any period /'o ojbldn 

the person is imprisoned {o Confect for ex FeAar»J Sfate^

4



or local cnne unless te* impelsonmM- »s -for a period o-f 

)eSS-H-»on 3<9 ConSero-fiVe. dayg

Tjfle. 18 0,£,C. f 3~?^oL(a)i A <A6^€ndotfvi" ma\| -file a no+i'o*. o^f

Oppeal in dte dusfritf Coor-l-for rev/eu) ofan of^orUiSC fVnal 
£o_r\HeCQ. if the Sentence- (I'i imposed In V^olabonO-f loM^

(A,) vjaS imposed ol£ a rebuff of an i'oCorrcjcf apph'caffon yAjc_ 

tenfendn^ guideiineS j' or (3) »5 greater than ite S&rtenQL. Specified 

i n j-k-apptic&ble ftungC 4© +te etftete teaf tee Sentence
includes 0 greater -fine of term of imprison/v»enf ^ pro bed/on or Supervised, 

release -Hun tee fM^ijnu/^ QshbliSkJl /n fkjuuJehkL or Mudes^

a (Here. I avdif/on of prolate) n ocSlfetvfeeJ fcl ear<L. under* 

Stefion 35*63^6;f6j or fb)fu) ftentee MOXjMUM €fivbl/cli<J fn dke 

cyddeJ/ne. ran^g,j or (VJ wai imposed -fur an often S-e.-for ijhi'cb 

■VWc Is DO^entena'n^ guideline and iV plainly unrearonoble,

Tdle dU U.f/f, 5 851(a): person wko stends ronv/cted o-f 

©ftenSe order £s.i O.S.C. £ 84-Q Shall b£, .sentenced under­

line rtased punisloPTe/d" by reason of one or more, priorCOnvfdion^> 

Unless before. 4rfad j or before fintex^ of a plea of7^uii4y^ -fhe,
United Abates otHoeney files an informaffon. wifte-fhe. 60or4- ^dnd 

Serves a ropy of ^oob 1 nter-mateon on tee perron or counsel fir tee 

persbn i'n^ lowrlli’oj tehe. previous ConvicfionS do be. 

relied upon

an

m i € #.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

□Ln «2OOI ^ />ebf/ion&~ /nVo!vr\iari/y jo/eclguilty Jx> possession

VJi+V\ inbenbbo disbribube 23 grows of heroin under an untiled 

Inapplicable 5-1 o>S.t- £ &S\ enhancement otter he cms misled by:

4tve. OntVed Attorneys the disbrict-court J bht Untied fbabes

Ppoba4fon office, j and h>'S Courb-Appointed attorney J David X

VJ\l\iam$ ^ -Wia+ re^oi-fe^ in his befog grv/en <an unlawfully - imposed 

enhanced Senbence. UnileA Sfafes V. Aguiar, a/o. SL’OO^cr- //^ BcB 37 

<Aooi^2aiH'bt\eA. po±4- challenges).Conviction

Xn Xanuarg £>07 f f^bibionCC lUaS released trow Cus-kxiy 

<Xndl began serving hte unlawfully - imposed six-year stobvbo eg 

MO^ryJaWg Minimum berm of Supervision >n Mattach uScttS pending the. 

btransfer of joo'£<bchon of his Supervision Under 18 (J* S'. <1. f 3CoB

4Voro yjtrrnonf +o lAaSS act U Sett S -Hnab Was finalized by feptwbeT£007, 

Unfed fbabes v. /guljafjA/o. iW'Cr-103lS7} fCf pa f (v.ftaSS. dsol), 

In faouar^ 2loc%j Pe+i+f<?ner Corviple4edl 
in the /Massachusetts Coorb a.nd the coorb reduced his berm of

-£r>frg pni^ra<n(X re

Supervision by one year under 18 U.S.C, § $S83t bu4- -fa-ilecl -bo 

Memorialize, any record of 4Ke reduebion orvhl 9s>19j. XX} £cf 2S,

Xn dcbobeC X00$ t Pebibiontr viol abed his condibionS of 

Supervised release by bein^ amesbed by Mew Hampshire. Shade. Police for 

reckless cbivfr>g• Appendix P. 7o begin proceedings to resolve bht 

Vio\oflon} bhe United Abodes Pn>ba.-Woo Office. fwU$lV'j-)-ot<\ PeUUontT 

-Hy*V if would -ffrs4 modify the berms of hf$ Supervised reJea.se.

8



Condii-h'ons he, waived his Tidjhf -to a Couri- Kear/nj

The. USPO +hen Secretly moved +he court- +0 add a. 

CoNWvaify Service Cor^ponenf- To Pe.+iHonCr^’ Supervised release. 

Conditions Until iT /a-fer adviseJ hhc Court-forties- of

. XJL

any
acVlon or ?n66+lor> afler it h&d obtained and r&vieuiecl 

VeMtionerls arrest report-from the police^ see iA., buf Pet toner 

go as nofouoane, of Ate. Seal-ed events on the Court's doetcet-.

the. Court grtvnHd the. VfPOs m©ton, ad,

On April <Z&! 3oq*i^ PeHUoncc again violated his

.Supervised^ release. Conditions by being Criminally charged by 

Massachusetts police, -Tor again driving CEclclessly, /Appendix E,

-the- (JSPo openly 'filed uihh the, Couch 

a Supervised release, violation) ^ but-did not Serve Petitioner 

hot\c£. that a Violation had. been -fited, Xd. j See, alsa Aguiaf, 

Ho. H67-cr'/03Sl/ £CPs(Tisn*_

In "Tone Aoo^

S.CO^Si led jdochzeted violation),

The USpO Proved The Court To S+ay the. Vio\c\tion until Petit/oner!s 

Crim}r»<x\ ^Wges ioerC rtSolved) See. jd,; a+ which -time On 

Qchoncdple. det&yn!nc(t cooald 'ffen be (v\ade,j and the Court-
granted the. r^aHon under <£eal. /Append ix £.

Xr» To\y doo^ f Petitioner pled gul liy to the reckless 

driving criminal Charge j Tk_ State Court Continued thsL 

proceedings on4i I 0doloer3c6*l by placing 

prttaacMion and Ccndttioning: ThaT hft_ pay -fines ^ -that he. 

CompYeTe a Safe, driver course, j and iWV Ke_ noT be. 

Charged u>v4T\ any -farther' criminal conduct- during 4he

ion

Petitioner" 0o



probof ionaPLj penod, Appendix G. 1be U$P0 sccre.Hy aA\]i$cA

4"Vte. coorT of Pehhonerk i+oivs and again moved1 The. courf To 

Stay The ViolaVfon unhl he, The probaffon condiTionS. -ed«

The. Ccurf gnarfed The moffoo f buT Peff’oner was again Oof awone 

of The sealed events on The Massachusetts coo/f k dockef. -Xd<

Oo CTo\y 30j 200*1 f however^ peTiT/oner wai arres/ed 

<xn& changed in iferTor a drug conSpiYacg J ^ee Om/eJ Skates 

y, A^ular^ fl/o. d’-OT'Cr-^O ^/), l/f 2°h) (-fhe. Mdrug conspiracy ca.se 

and The Vernovt Coar+ again appointed Dav/«A VJ/UiamS The Sawe

attorney who had K^fsadvised PeteToner m 2-oca-<2-ocdJ— To 

repne.se/T- hiVn under The Cr/vn»v\al XosHce Acf (^uC3a "). Xd •

In August t The USP6 secreBy fled in the Massachusetts 

a warrant* peTitton defatliog The V/ermonT Courf's filed 

aU-e^ahWis of PeVih'onerk drug Con Spiro, eg ca.se. arres-f Seeking 

The issuance of an arresh WarranT To revoke. his -term of 

sop^rvi s i on ^ buT PefiT toner was again no T auiape. of The. Sea. Ied 

eyenfs on The Massackusetts courfs dcckef. Appendix if

On /uguST 5/7^ P-OO^ The /tfaS£ctciiuSetf~£ Coo Hr tSSUtd a 

warranf Tar PeUT/onerk amesT^ See. Appendix I} but- again 

PehTfoner was noT aojare. cf This Sealed event- on The Court's 

dockef Id. On August 3^ 2joo*f ^ Peh'Honec'c /err? of Supervised 

release wias effectively Tolled under l& U»s.c» I

DeSptTe The M&SSacho Seths courfs STandtng 31009- issued 

arnesT warrant""-for moi-Wpie ongoing vi'ola-UooS of Supervised

PeleaSfi-^ ot/ar/cuo years A*/er on December ^ 2-00*1 ̂  /Ae courT"

i
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issued and docketed a notice, o-f franstier order under 

}£> U>S*C. f Z£>0£ ordering that tts ^^juris diction o-t 

£ Pe4i-A oner's- Supervised release^] be 4" run steered with the records 

oti the Cour-p do bte United Steles District Court -dor ttei_
CDCs4-rrOr ot Vermont] . . . * AguioTj No. /101- cc- /02.S7 Ecf I3L 

(emptosis added) ^ bo+ Petitioner uyas glven no Suck n&iice..

On Monday j December /2y 3loUj -hoo hours be-fCre. kfs 

(^A)0 ConCpiraxy Case, Sesitina'rUj In Vermont^ the fl^oSSacku Seths

And tte, Vermont court receivedCourt transmitted^ ^ee id*

ttic Courtis December *7 SU>il tranS-ter Order 0.r»d incomplete, 

recocts 4Wf Consisted oti only the, fYlassachufetfs courts still- 

tided- under^SeM August warranti petition seejeing do

revoke. Petitioners Supervision. Cti. A^oiar; A/o. SL.'OO-cr- //^ 

ZCt 31; 3SL. This branstier was a Seeded eilent tior utiicti

_L d.ttinre Loas no notice. otielectronic tiffin

As Petitioner proceeded do he. sentence d in 4f>e, clfucj 

&5ospfraa^ case ^ he u>as notausare, oti tite, early -morn irg (s 

Seeded do dent activity. because ttie Massachusetts Court had hob 

toansti&rred i+S records* -to -fk_ Vermont court Consistent uitk tbs 

QVon orderj See. A^u* or. A/o. /(ol-cr- /oustf £cf /3c^ -to i nclude 

ttie. Open l\j ~ti\ led ^

when tite Vermont court -failed to appoi'nV' Petitioner- CJA 

CoooSe.\ tor ttic revocation} $ee Aguiar^ AJo. 9J.00 ~cr~HI f 

SsCti 3to34'^ a.rvA unexpected^ (announced ctvrVo^ 4-ha. <AnJgj 

Conspiracy Case, Sentencing 4V>a4 ih UOoO\d cxddreSS tt(L

3*

<2^0^ - tii led V iotation See, Append/* £^one

il



[s-h'li-Sealed] Supervised release vtolaW&n 4i'/ed by -Me 

in MaSSacku SeHrS ^ 4k a+ record n^keS clear Shah PeliHoncr 

Was misled 4x> beJi'e^ 4W4 4ke ooork^ referenda oaas t-u hhe, 

iAassaclnOSzlfs courfs unWrS-ferrtA record a 4 t4<, docke-tad 

Tune, cZoo*?'filed fend iny Vt’olation 6i+ed

A^v i 0J~! No. QJ-dH-cr-^O ^ BCp 6,3/f ah 3 (jrocj Conspiracy 

SenHndny hranSeriph)^ //>o/ increased Kt

Xj pok'n+S. dSSkjAs j DO'I Id Pruy Conspiracy CaS<

£TA counsel's Con-flich- of inherts-h enisled Pekk'oner 4o aUouj 

4te_ courf 4o revoke Uis -berm o-f Supervision based Solely 

4ke MeSsorhoSeHs Coucfs [] SHI I-sealed on 4ke Vermont coorfs dodeeh 

aV 4ke4fn'>e he. Was SaMencedJ Sealed. Auyosh sloo<? Warranh 

pe-H-Kon 4ho4 Ke knew rvo-H-xVuj abe>u4 cxnd Wcts never provided^ £££* 

A0otor; No. X'oo-'oc-//^ £cf 3“X (sealed evenh of-fk. JAassackufehhf 

Coach's Still-filed-Under-seed Auc^str 3uxr? USPO petition bein^ 

received by 4ke \lermonbCPorh)j bu4ser id. j E-Cf- 33 (posh~ 

Sentencing offer--the -facf doc-tader»4rxj o-f dec. 13f SCOII

Vernonk Coach VxfiArin^ in aksenkfa. and Order 4ko4 4/>e_ petition 

be unsealed^ and sentence. h«^ ever 4ke authorized Statutory 

fAavipwfn under IB u»£.e. 35S<?(ft)(3)^ 4or" hfs

or! 0ino.l ok&nse And <31 U.S.C. ff fthlfattO'} (b)(>)(c) conviction

Wi+keu-k ScJr^Sfyjtnoj Congress S j

leo.s.c. | zs&lie) ft> 4ks4 consider pie IB u,s.c. f 35*53 

■fackors 4k»aV To eluded 4ke_ guidelines. Cf Aguiar No.

90j Bcf C.H ah f (Jnj Conspiracy Cast SentanCiVjg WnSCripf),

Petitioners pSPj\ n

See

s criminalcase

htS+or

on

iSdi'ckfonaJ prece^u i S i fe under*vn

SLi09-cr-

I3l



APfcer Sentencing for bbe dnjg Conspiracy cind CCVocaiior)^ 

Pe+iHonerfeni the, (district court- a pro se. notice. of appeal that 

+he Court Misfiek in on , fee }l ,£<*518.lyiht da^ Conspiracy case 

£>ro^ Conspiracy Case CJA Counsel aka richer advised Petitioner 

dboai his Qppdl<xie rights and knooJ/ny/y wis/ed Petitioner aboOt 

hi's iIntention 4t> contemporaneously appeal both JvS revocation 

and drug Conspiracy convictions and Sentences, See, e. g, , 

Aguiar";
ajnended claims held un4»oaeJy u nder tee. AEC>Pa)j

AjOlQS} A/o. oL\0H-CT- 7o f £cf SOI-I ^amended /W, CA/. /?

pen habeas proceeding based on Petitioner beiny 

Misled by CTA Counsel aboop h»S P»’gbb to contemporaneously 

appear] both b«£ revucaU'on and drug eonspinacg case. Convictions 

and SenJences -fbaVbbcdtCWTe}- Coo-ct denied as notibeti-y uorthin 

bk, Scope ©f Role 6oCb); see-id;£c/r £/?,),

'/(attemptedpost-convictionA/o . X-00'cr~/17 , BC

See also

Mol-lon 4o rea

Because PeW+toners Oooi pr^or convielVon and Oo( f

rev/ocaWon vj-ere used, bo enhance- h»s drug cons pi 

puntSho^enV under IB U.S.C. i &SI and U-S^G. ^ tAl.l a/»J */£/,/, 

See idi ^ fSCP 37£>j PSR |PfP 88JIIOJ Hl^ PeHtiioncr diti^erA-ly 

sa^ghb all evidence, relevant +0 his defense and r*ade pro se 

p(P6f - Conviction challenges tOh*le be»V*g actively and unknowingly 

i^isied bv^ his Conflicted aftomey 

Aguiar /g«. ££^<1 (diV*. ms)} A^o»ar; a/o. 3-’0O-<:r-

IMj £Lf 31 ^p-ebihlons for LaWl- oG error Cocam nobis\ D 

Conspiracy OxSe, Cuurb-appojYvfed CTfr Counsel's Conflict of

cafe.piracy

Uni bed £ babes V.3*i

rvy
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Inferesf aversely affected +Ke fun^armr\ia) -fairness of

Pe+H/onerk ft-ffh AmenAtWnf r/jht /v doe. pmae.ss a*nA 

An**Av*esxb r»'jk+ +o endive asskfxnoz. of counsel <^nd 

po^judimA PefH-iontr in eueAj 

in 4kc Luake. of ki'^ Toly SLoo^ arresh. 

cr- ioa57 (i). iviass. ^Loot) j

Aguiar^ A/o. *1'(0. . <£x?//Jj United Sfoi-e^ V, A^utef

KJo. n-^a6<3-'^r (^Ji Or. ioaj,

/V£ter* Ms covering r\eio fades atou+ hi'i ne^6«i/oo • hi'^ 

aWormuj's miscon^ucf" ank -fhe Si-crn^orA Coords mUhanAlin^ of hte 

i©l| firneXy-fUed pro £e no+fefi, 4o appeal bo+f KfV nevocodion a/^d

hivS r\e446e,4o <app£ai^ S&e. A^ulcur^ AJo. JLIOQ-cc-//^ Bcf ?/^ fbaf 

ooas s^z/vf fo 44e Ci'ircvl-t', lM)4cA S4aA^t y, A^uf&Tj Alo. <£0-72.7*?

(id 6»‘r. aoapj, On Oc+ober l(?; Jlo3lO t ‘the fecortA ^Vrcvjik Wrongly 

AiCc^iHeX 4kei app-ead aS ihooV prtpncdvrely S'o^^csh ocj

haA no ^ori $ A«c4ior\ 4e> feas 4W. appeal ^ £-ec AyyefluiiX Aj
relying on On14^ 6+afes \j. Probke.rt |7o ft 2A 34$ (ac* £/r* 

l^W). Pe4J4f 6>r»er -fiileA a, 4i'r»n«-ly pe4\-Wom 4or rtJn&ar('n<^ 

Gf^uj'n^ 4W4- +ir\T4 Case. ro-eefs 4he Case, or c&r-\froyersy

re^u*cti*'enJlr un&e~f' ArWcle JU of 4kc CanZhivfton and, 

4kaV Zec&nA Circuit oneslooked -Kwf i'4s reManC^on lf$ 

ho\<\in<^ in Probbe.r WAS inapplicable -fv fke. dtUti^utshaUc -Gxd-i' 

C>4 44»»S CaSC. On January il j iO<Xl^ 4Ke_ £££on<d Cfrcuif 

AenieA 4V\jl peblf/on 4or oeheoWnc^. Se.g. Appendix 4!.

proceediny drainsf hirt 

- in ^0. V4. 3uooi)j

ccunf

oi gjTj a/o. jl ’. oo-cr

Connections / Sentence, f. Peftfiofxc(~ feneiAedc<x&c

4'ka4 14
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

This Be.-H+»on is one of -firs-f impression frw/ofv/ng 

Ongoing iVv^ory Surrounding ttul+fpl-e. Una^'udica+eM Supervised 

release v»olA.fion^ ar><A <xn in complete. and AeTcchivc mu 

joris^lefional PtMOCA^lon pnoeeedUng inferdependeriily 

ir>4er4wi'ned wi+h Pe4N-foners Aru^ conspiracy C<x$^ fnxnUncj 

THis Pe4l4for» \s needed 4o clar»4y 44>e. Scope of 4-he. 
or dorrhrover^y re^ire/nervh under Arficle. ill of 4'h-e.
Uni4ed S+aVes fonsblToffon 0»ven 44>e. fxc\-intensive, nad-ure. 
o-f Pe4-i4> onerj case *

Hi-

cas-e.

Second Circu'H Wrongly Dismissed 

fle4vKoAer!r Appeal as Koo*V (Pivi'og PeV»4»oner 

Mo Opporhjnify 4o Show 4ha4 4he Appeal Meete 

4he Case or Controversy Re<|UireMe/rh Under 

ArV»c\e IEL o-r fh^- United S+a+er ConsiHuHot)

The1

This CouA- |nai ivn<>4<\j6+ed ffaV " i4- is 4he. burden or
»o hf s -favor, /•the 'paWy who reeled 4he exercise of juris dedbior^ »'

'clear ly 4o a\lege -facVs dernonsV^aV^n^^Vuvl' he 

^h> invoke. fesolvrKon 4he dispute.7* FW/PBS}£r>c- v.
[)o\\cxS j 4^3 0*£* (l^©) ^internal C»4a-)4on£ dmitteji) /

"The "fi-fm Arendvn&nV &l£o re^jy»ne£ 4Wh <3 paW-y b-e^Veo fAaf- 

Opportunity under di/e_ process o f laxri-
-fhe Second Occult's ruling 4o prenwForeiy 

Peh4toneri- appeal as ru>oF u>HFouf aWoui in^ ap/>ecil

is a proper pady

Here.
I
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to Mo\ie torvJaak v/’ola4es DoJla s Courts jooidiV)^ ar)<d +h€_ 

f?-C4K Ar/'enJrvien'lr, !4<a»d 4k Second CjV^o»r4“ ioo4- dbs regarded

2 au44)on4y oC /'k Dallas holdiV^aiod allowed 

Pe4i4foner 4o exercise hi's n^h4~ 4o doe process beJow^ he cooOldl We 

presented record evi/defiee- prouiog -4ha4" 4k. appeal he. fnade beJoW 

Was bs>44> mnerJ-hortovs arvdJosK'c/'able-,

The Second C»reuit Wrongly Relied on 

iinifeA States u, Probber^ 170 F.3<J 3f4S /ad 6v. iwj 

Because feVxiloner is Pre^enHy Serving a 

30-Year Con eg rre.n4)y-Imposed Single 

A^oirc^akJi Senteoce ^or Multiple Drug 

Conspiracy Casg and Single Revocation of 

Supervised Release Case Convictions that can 

be Remedied by a Favorable Ru/;Vjy a/» Appeal

Pe+.‘4*'ooer^ appeal below lays cMle^e 4r> hfs 3ux>[ 

Conviction anJl Sentence* and Sioil rev/ocafi'or) convi'c^oo Sentence, 

tacts o-f u/hi’eh CaoSe Kivm (Dngai'nj consequences tor \vh‘ch he i'S 

incarcerated, TVs Coorts 

challenge. 4o 4k VaUdrly of’

ore. antj concrete on Collateral Conse^yenceS. See. Ca.ra.fas 

haVa)lee; 3<n O.S. *-3V 3L21-3 7 (>**>*>)} United £fafes V, 

Morgan^ 3*f£ O. S, S^a Citron v. Afc&J M;r/c 3^

O.S. tyOj S^SC^j^SgJ, This Courts precedent- also Isolds 

that thcrt is a preSumphon of colla bra! Consequences for 

tor Crispin cl I Convictions that o\lcrcoroe_ ynooteness and

this Court's bi'ndin

X.

precedent holds ttot a defendants

A CenVt'ction is note/fieot 7f fame.

IU



Satisfy dto. Cast or controversy CtqyictMeni under Article JH 

of OnH-eA S&d-es £on£4-M-o4/on. Xd- “The Gurhs preeeden'f'
furltaer hoi^ 4ha4 Such (\ prt^orop-Kon dots hot extendl 4o State
parole revo&d/on^ Unless The defendant Shows Concrete

injcjnc^- ir\ - fact a+fo UuTable To The revocodi'on, Spencer v, 
Kmnaj S3L2 u,6. i ( 7-IV 7ht Second Ci'rcvif expanded

Spencers holding 4t> revocations of fedes-ttl Superi/ifcd release. 
See United £hMs v. Probber 176 f,3d 3tS (xd Or. 19<j<])t 

Justice. calls On this Ccurl to Correct The Second Circuits
error To misapply Proper4o The di'sTiVujui'shed facts of Pehhbner-r 

OxSt and Conflict iv/TH this Coo<t!s binding precedent <Xnd Article JJZ, 

Record evidence belo\/V Shows thoSr the appeal belouj was 

nof moot and meets ArKde HL^ cafe, or con+ru vensy recjulrefnenti
(i) Petitioner challenged hhe validity of hi\s Quoo) Convrcteon and 

Sentence, j (u) PehT/oner challenged The Validity of hiS 2jdII

'revocah'on of Supervised release Conviction and Sentence-• 
(in) Pe-Hh'oner aggregated prisonpresently femes a 30-y 

Sentence for Pexlocahfon of Supervised release j and (>v) Petitioner 

presently Suffers injUri'es-Tr, -fact a-tfnfbufabIe -fo his-3joqi drug

ear

Conviction and sentence and duO/i revocation of Supervised release 

Conv/chon and sentence-,
i. Petitioner^ challenge fo the Validity of 

\\is 2-001 convicVion and Sentence

While <xct*\ieAy misled by drug conspiracy case.

CoorV- Appointed, CovnfeJ j Pe4if/ohdr challenged The vali di+y op

n



hi$ 3j)6i Conviction and Sentence, based on a. neves -Hied cund 

inapplicable 5-1 U.S.c. £ 6Si enhanceMent. -Tee A^m'gr

fcCf 3*7 {post-Sentencing C ballenge +0 He. Validity 

of the 3i?0 ( Conviction (XnA SentenccS) . B€aao£e_ Petit\ Onex'S

No, 3L\00~£T~ II*?

challenge 4d the validity of hi/ Conviction always Satisfies 

the case-or-Controversy rc^uietjm^n tf *'Set fencer. S3l 3 O.s. at ^

th£ &ppea\ below u>a£ nob Hoof. C-T< Appendix A.

ii. Petitioner k chaHfinge *h> the Vdl 1A i4y ot* 

hrV iOH revocation Conviction and sentence.
Affer being Misled by drug Conspiracy Case Counsel and

challenged -the Validity of both hi'S 

drug and Soil revocation Convictions and sentences fhnu^r\ 

amendment given -H^ Confusingly- interdependent and improper 

joinder of drug con^ptracy a,nc{ revocation of'Supervised 

CelCaSt, Cases in conjunction tuiththc defective^jurisdictional 

nature of Fetch* on erk mv/Kple Violations of Supervised release, 

in AlaSSachuXetfS. Eee, Aguiar^ Mo. 9~'00-cc~Hcj/ j£cP &£>-/ 
(amended /x>st - Xentenc/by chat fences PAaE He eL'shr/c}- court- 

hold H> be untimely under He AEOPA)j see, also Appendiejes p-J* 

Aguiar. Axoo~cr, iHf ECf ^/ ^Petitioners renamed- nottucofappeaij, 

Becajjsa Patih'oner appealed tkc district court-s Subject- hafter

juriedichor +0 revoke. Kf^ Supervised release and independency

challenged tte Validity of his revocation of Supervised release*

Sentence* 1 He appeal below iuas fioi- moot- a.»d 

meets Pbe, Case, or Controversy pe^ulre^nj- Under Arfy le fTL .

the Autn'ct Court, Petitioner 

SLoei

Id



iii, fetfKoner now s&rVe6 an >nterdepende n t a nd 

adversely-imposed 30 year concvrrerftsentence 

■fcrboifi his revocation of Supervised release 

Case and dru^ conspiracy Case Convictions that 

Can be remedied by <x favorable ru/iruj on appea I 
Und&c Artiete^ i-Uu^ % 3*f oG the_ doosttuf >°h the VNcase.— 

or- Controversy nacjui recent subsist* through an s+«xge.<; o-f teder^l

judicial proceed iory^ trial and appellate u on<X "[tlhe parties imust 

Con4inue -to havJdV personal shake. in the, aoheor^e/ of the- lawsuit "

Cecjpjlrtnc^ that the plaintiff NN Must have Su£fereAt or be threatened w/tt 

an actual (njurij traceable. 4o the defendant and likely to be redressed 

by a favorable judicial Aecision, Lewis V. Continental Sank, dorp, ^ 

'MV U,S. m; *77-78 f)9<?o)j Xee also Prefer v, AlewLiVk, tiU 

U,S. 395“ Vo! (HTS'J. Prior Convictions that enhance^ a petitioner's 

Current S'enfenc^ also Satisfy ArUde HL, United £taks V, Moc^xtlj 

3tf 0-s.so&Ctos1*)'
De^pik. the claimed invalidity of his prior «a_col ConWch'on 

and Sentence, — a case- in which no <2.1 U.S.C. % e$7 intiormcdiorx 

filed rendering Petitioners plea i'n voiun-fart^ and hi'S 

Sentence (mlaofvlly enhanced ’ relied 

Sentence i See, pp, 6} fo-i3 otthis Petition ] Petitionee presently 

Suffers an actual irguri^ likely to be redressed by a 'favorable,

cvppecd tub fig— Injury independently athtboVofcte fo his reuoccdion.
The £ecand Gvcuit jA*iS«xppl »eA Probber and ^pencer 

to the facts ©f Petitioners case-— this begs irvte.rvervbiar\

Was e.u>er

on -to Increase. h*\S connect

l4!



'ffbm "Hnis Court, “The. Pnobber FoorF A^eFendcxnFV C-hallen^ecl 

Sentence (rwA expired And h*- had been released! ~fhun custody

VU i' thou F con^e^jycyice and fFe c©ur4 rul^d FFaF- Cpes-iter'c h. wJ </v^ 

pne^ludeA -B~g prc£umphoo e>C co\\<x\era,\ consciences 

aHrlWh&bl^ 4o Fte. ^bpdn/^eJ release r^ocaUon +o £affs--Fy 

ArpcJ-c. HL
Pr^bber, l7o F- 3d 3*f,T 3^#* Conyer/ely^ PeFiFi'oner

Serves an adverse. s\r>^\e. a39^g°d^<A 30 year Se/rteoce. under 

18 U.SVC, / 3S‘%lf(c) For both h«'s re-VocoFi'on o4Supervised

^ conspiracy

be by a Fav/orablC. ru l jVt<^ on appeoJ, See.

Appendix >T ( CurrCAV Tone 3uOJl\ /co4ence. Cor^pof^-iiO^J arJL 

Appendix K (e.-M.Ait From prison officials Verifying -phe. on^othy 

Collateral coriSecjo&noLS o-f peTllVonerk re.vo&>teon ©F .Toperv/Y^eJl 

PBleaSG-). Undenrably^ PeViF'6n£r{r release dale -for Fhe- ,foperv»‘ie<s| 

rt\ease rCMOcahon is 9LOSS' and prfsoo ©Petals contenueF© 

rnoM£ averse deFenrvM’n<vFiOin£ agaiVvsF PeMUoner kase<d <90 

ht'S r£\J0Caf(©o ©F Supersi»£ed P&lea£e- under ibeb vSWt/fory 

aojhociVy. JLAt The Second Circo JF- FAU-ed Ft) acknouiledge-FbecF 

PeVrUdVT&r SuffkcS Concrete. •Vr\jor^) - In-FVcF FFaF- \ £ aAWbuFabte— 

Fu bis revocation o-C SupeofiseA release, and wrarvjly 

deWimin&d -VWV PfcU\i<x>4/“\i -fthisked Fe.n/tn^Fbe challenged 

ftrm ©F imprJsonmfcjrvF* Appendix A. Wert 4Wi Court- Fo 

agree. u>iFte FW<, io©c©urateL pne^umpF/’on^ Pebboncr 6Fi l\ 

SoC&fS C&Wot^ra] Con£{U|oe,\nC£--£ -frtxn h*5 habeas Cballerge5

ha A Probber pn>\/ed £ocV\ ConS>ecjuencef. £ee.no<r

not*/

release, case. a<~>A dro ccK.se convt'elioos theeb

Can

even

3L0



<*s descrfbed abotfectod below ia this Pe-W+i'on.

Pe>rffoner Suffers Concrete. tY^Jurij 

under ArWclelJI independ&rHy 

A^n'bofable. bo b©4k hfs Aoct ckruj 

Conviction d/uk Sentence. and his 

Ml revocation of Supervised release^ 

Conviction and sentence.

IV.

Ur> 1 / k(L~ ‘H'«- jfpencaf and Probber defend ant S,^ Petih'ontf 

i'nJor<^ a^riboVable. "h> brs £Looi drucj and1 3lDU 

revocation of Supervised{ release. convictions and Sentences

gutters

because both proceedings are inierdependent/y /nterfvut'necl 

W ith and each indcfeodcnfiy AamfeHy dffectj PePh’oners 

Current diru^ Conspiracy Cafer enhanced fen'fence, and 

Pd-iflonerS custody and c\as si-fi cation detero^irc^ttorfj in the
federal Bureau of prisons ("ftfop"). See. Append?ees S' K.

Wer£. ?etvMonecs revocation of Supervised release.. 

reversed ^ for examp\ef ke luoold no longer be serving an 

aofirtqattA Sentence, foe revocation ofSupervised, re-lease, thus 

<Jteallow/'nj prison offidots to Continue. Avak/ruj adverse, 

determinations ocgfen$f Petitioner based on tfe_ revocation,

A -^xviorabie appeal would likewise, resulf in PeMttonejT beJno^

re.sentenced -for tte dru<j con £p iVaccj case cx\)o\ninc^ bio to 

Correct 4Ve i aj vmj ^ f n —feet caused by e ith&r the potentia (iy

urlo-vjfu l 3ux>\ or JLOU revocation ConVictfont and sentences,

In aosj event) Petitioner's appeal Satisfies Article.ILL ba.see|

Jl\



On CoiioMral consec^oences independently atVri-bufctble. +o titvL 

revocation oP Petitioners Supervised reJe&P^, -Ed.

Petit ticnerlf Appeal Satisfies ActicitlEH 

Because Petitioner^ Revocation Proceed is 

Not Yet* Final by Having Muf-Kple \)rodjVd\CatoA, 

Vi’olafion^ of"^uperi/r^ej Release and a 

Warrant -for his Arrest in tAassochvseitis

3.

Doe. proves of low on<der the Pi ft h 4rv>en<JiMgnt rappltes

*b Violations of Sup4rv/('sed release and revocation proceedings. 

TKr^ Court- holds that the U' recjulrements otidutt, 

written notices op tU. claimed violations** * * /

/Aini^UY^

\r>c\od<Sprocess
Morrissey v. Brewer} tfoS u«£<H7/yty0^ >

* ♦ ot

Uncler an improper” transfer of Jurisdiction op Petitioners 

Supervision to Vermont f Petitioners doe process rights caere_ 

vto\oMd under the fifth Amendment. S>ee pp, 8'lthoP this Petition. 

The. district court- Qa.ve- Petitioner no wrrflsn notice- oP any 

claimed vioWtions of supervised release, and re.vol'^Ji 

petitioners term oP Supervised release- Lolthoot proper le^al 

ftuHvorify* Xd. 7Ke_ record maties c\eor fkoA -H>e Vermonti 

district- Court -failed to appoint Petitioner GJA counsel 

-for hfs revocation o-P Supervised release- , Hd , jhi ri.cnrA 

also makes dear dtiati Pu, district covftiejave petitioner no 

written notice. oP any datmeJ vPo! cttionS and improperly 

revoked Petitioners 4er/n oP Supervision based On a Still~ 

Sealed on Pie \Zermonjr Courtis do tied' attic f/Vne PqUHoaer~ Das



Sentenced 0,00^ Warrant Petition he iCneu) noftyiny

Wi'4kout Considering a SYn^l^ J 0 u.s. C. f 3S>£3 ~£<uJ-or as require.4 

H Cfi'iQtCS* vn&*JT 18 0<£.c. i 3£$3(e-). See pp. 8-lV ot+h;s

Pektton. Tke record -fW+her clfi^r -H^vf-fKe district courh

)e£*- Mo7-h'p)e, \/i'olaWon5 o-f-Supervised ceJlea.se, onodjudleafed anJ 

disregarded Petitioners Standing arrest warrant An /fiassachusxttr 

~(or Such violations and -failed to properly docket Petitior^rS 

.££gSS=. notice. +o c&nte/^poraneously append both h>'S 

VtvOcaYton ofj Supervised release Case. and day conspiracy 

Convictions and Sentences, xJL

Seca\jsa_ the pr€-rvva-kjr€- revocation o-f Petitioner's

^-yerwised crease. <xnd the district- COuChs errors that violated 

Petitioners due. process rVghts closed mo/ffplt Coll&kra-I 

Consequences aS We/i as concrete, /juries- An - -Cod - a S deku'LeJ 

in fh,'j PeHHonf -Hit Petit towns appeal Satfsffes 

Article, UT and -ffe Supreme fourf most y

Pe+i-K oner’s Af^eaV £atU-fie.s Article HI 

an A -Vke f>« strict Court Lacked Subject 

Matter TurUd let ion to Revoke Pettfton&r^

SuperviseJ Release 

Under 18 u.S.c. i 3S%3(e) > XN[tike court-im^y f after

Considering trie.-factors gef-farth in Section 3SS3(cij(0;

(»)(*)(b) (a)(»3(c) (a)M(p) M(>t) U)Cs-) (a){i) aoj
' I I 1 ' / /j
. • /;} lAlj ^ rtMolce ck term o-f SupemlsecK release, m

18 0.£,C, f 3t> S3Section 3S8 3(e.) is ex

a.bouF

Case.

f fiiis PeJ-iiAon ,ran

V;
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jurisdkdiono^ prerequisite, to a Courts Subject flatter 

jorisdidhon +0 nevd<e_ fr-Wi of Supervision under % 3S'83£ej£5j> 

Un<kr federal fait of CrtrvVfV\d Procedure, 3<2-.^ a defendant facing 

revocation* if Supervised release. J^&S due,promts rtjUfs csnd 

fv\0£+ be. gi ven I wn’-H-en notice of He violations j disclosure-of 

tUidencLj Ond -He opportunity to present ev/denejt ^ fnat*e.

<k $\at£mey\\r) arid prtSCnf fviit/^aJ/nj CV idenCS__ ,£ec fed, £.

Cr\m. P. 3<2-l I (b)(3.)(A) - (&)0 This Count holds that fte.

rerjuirejnenf$ of dtoe, precede includes ucUte-n 

no Met of cl<x\r^ed Vi elections, PWrUcpij} l|0& U4. aV

Thu appeal below Satisfies Article JZf.j tha- distrtef 

Court Jacked Subjech/ruxtferj u rf .$ dictloo to revoke fktt ftoners 

Jerrn of supervfeed release, and a fkvorabU ruling on appeal 

Will allow Petitionee to return to AlassacAoseifs, to resolve.

foinifrotn

tJe. Warrant for htf arrgsf and UnadjodiGated [//'olatfoets of 

Supervised ndea.se-. S&a- Appendices C~X *
De.£pltc -Hv«_ defect! ve_ fran$fe.r of jurisdiction of 

Petitionees Supervised, release, fo \Jermonb- under Id U,f,(, f 3GOSj

Se& pp. S~ /A. o-f -Hu'-f Petition ^ lie district court fat led to 

Comply wi'fk any reguirej^enf 

'IhsL. Court 0<tv/€_ pefiftorvir

dee frit SA,. I. Jfd. at I0~fo.un

'Her notice, of A/s erg ft to counsel 

Under I0> Os.c. 5 3o06A nor vuriVten notiac of Hr Snares, XX, 

Wi4kdoV disclosure of any exii dunce ^ 44^ court re\foH:edt 

Petitioners -Krm of Supervision ba^ed on cn Stl If filed ~ under

net

Qeo\ \Hoefonf pdK4f©n Petitioner jCnfixo rvottino^ obouti and

XH



Sen-tended Pe+»+iorver <^v/er /Ae auH^orix^J ^MMor^ F'lax/vwi 

WiFkooF ConSJAerin CL Wngle f 3z>S3 -factor a<. n&yofred Fy 

. / ‘SS’SBFej, .See pp, ftou. of df/s
3

Congress under /&

Pe.fi ton t Add. 4o ■fKd"^ fke Cour + fai l-edl to dd>ci<ef Petofr ot^Qj^'s

o.s.c

£e. rtofVce. to Conte**)porTa.cito\}SUj appecd bato hts C&ioc<xi-Co>n 

Cjx%z, (Xn.\ dftfcj

X2. Af 13.
pi naaj case, Con\j(cHon s and Sente^nozs,Cons

Because, -ffe Verm on F diStofc-f CourF Vi'olatod PeWf toners 

Amendruenf- nfj|W" to doe. process and dFsregarded 

lAorrtoceij j Fed* £. Crw, p. 3a.l-ani |& o,r.c. / 3S8360 ,'0

|Fs fin+iVeFv^ ) Ffe CooFt lacked Subj’eef rHotoer Jon'cdted?on to 

fex/oke Pe>i4tonerk torni o-F Supery/s-ed release. and Ke ttusF

re.Wn to MaFrackosetoS do vokere, jun'sdi'cHbo of hi'i Supen/r'ston 

nusF 1 j'e.
PefiftonoPs Appeal faFfs-ftes AdddeHL and 

Revocation ©f Supervised Release-1jos felieJ 

on to> /tofce. Anverst. t)etert*>(aMoks m fAt 

PSR ©f PefFoncrV Drv^ ConSpiraaj Case

An '' aUecjedly - erroneous PS/? itop)icoles JJfificier\-b

Foilaferal ConS&jugyices -do preserve <x cootooveriy,,A 

Onitod 3tofesv/. Rarvu're^-rSdnzalez ( F- jd ^0; <^V.r 

FVr. £dyQS}k Fven ' a c\c.rica.) esroC I'n FAe PSfS i3 ' noi* 

harm toss becaose, i-V- cxfEecF.S d^denda/iklr J Suksto/iftoA 

fiqjV\¥s^ and ftoF I'he. deAer^Jne^ -fVe, rl^VFs and

©bli^aVionS of -fto defenda/iF Y^V/nc^ fvWarcl , ^ Unltod. SbaJes

S.

XS



nsn p.sa |‘?S'/ Oco (s*> or. cOon/J. "The Bo?lsV. frWetCa.vj
flU^josf ro€r>f 4o [a Attendants'] ad ruiYn raf iV e records

-^ollowtV^ [a] rtszn+Zr-icJnc^ nti/vfbrces -H\«_ Aired' r&xvs between 

•H*g.4wc sentences3 Unite A -SteteJ M. flvhofj &y/f-3cl 

(ty^Cir suoie),
An in+erdependenliy dlneof and advers-e. 

between Pe.hliont.rs Jrv^ Conspiracy 

Supervised release case, Sentences fha\- would be remedied kj a 

favorably <appaal rulvVyi firs\ ^ Peiii/oner coco id be, remanded 

be. resenkncud in Me Any Conspiracy Case, alioutiny him to <jbeil 

Me, h>arm4ol revocadfor* - related inaccurate d eteoi f nttt on $ mode.

nexus exists 

cas-e. and revocation of

cu^aloste h'V> the. PS(Zj <e,e. A^uiar^ A/o. £,'.C)*f-cr- *f0J 

?S& PtP IIO-JJI^ thatprUon officials rely on to execute, onyolny 

adverse decteIons a^aWf PeltHoner' dur/ncy his prefect onqpiny 

incarceration > fee, AppgnAice^ T-L, Second

id forte, prison &fCfc\a\$ At> adj usM PeifMorQrs admlnistiative, 

PZXUrAs and. Correct' +)x. Iri^uiy^ to ~ ~fb.ct tend adverse^ 

naU>rt erf Suet yjo/y beloy caused by Me. revocation, xd, 

Uja&±f cc -favorable, app-eai ujoold allow/ Pet Hfotxer to return 

fo AlaSSachoSetis to where JurCjdfcteon q-C his revocation o-T 

Supervised release, properly |ive5 orffardfny PeUtiondr hi is 

rTgWf 41> Au«_ pCOULSS of (au So that he /nay resolve d/s 

unodjodicahd violations of Supervised release, and Standing 

\Ajarmni -far Infi arrest as 

Constitution, fee, AppenAi ceS D*X.

re^vuinJi

Woo

l&td under tie, United Shifts3uonxn
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(Sivfio -ihe. abo\/e.-u)e/WH?e^ I ^Juries - i r> ~-fkci- and P-etl\(orQjrs 

infooopi-ete. and riof yet-fi1 no-1 rt\/ocaVfcvo o-f Sbpcn/fScd releas-<2-
proceedin^ ^ the. CooA- Must Vaca+e, t)-€ Secord 6Voj»Vs &rre>r 4o 

dismiss Pe}-IMorses appeal or rroot under- Art\c.le^JJI. App&rtJiX A.

7%fi appeal Below .^a+isties Article -111 £f*en 

that tke. Drs+nct" Court Defying Petitioner 5?

Motion +o Vacate as Untinely Under the AEDRa 

is anJs)jwfy~in~ ftxdr PirecHy Attributed t© 

hi 5 Supervised Release Revocation Conviction 

and Sentence Proceed? ng

Ar4« cl-e. m SWdiAj rt(jo/nLS <X Case, -or -coni-rov&rsp and 

Con4tnaiA^ ioj°^ IJ Kely to be redressed by a t-avoroble.'j'jd.fcfaf 

decision. Spenar; .5*3 u.s. |; 7-6. Under &% 0,S.t. 1 2*SS(o) f

a prisoner Ca.o Move a CooH- tor reAie-f bared an* violation^ o-f

Iavj. Under i <3Lassr(f)(0J fto+ionr tor- re-Uef mvif betlud o

One. yeoT tror' tire dote, on uWck tU- o-f Corset cMor> becomes

t-W»4»

6.

Because- of tire, record - evident" Constitutional vrolafioio£ 

and district c<xict-caused errors' beloui aC described /'n tAkr 

Petition f the. Court wronjly Concluded tkot Petlt/one.f'is {notion 'fbr 

neVe-f ondef f ol2.S2" was -Hme-b*nned under the AfPfA, $ec 

Aq>jIqj'^ A/o. «3_‘»60-cr- jW( £.C^ 93, ~fb>i& ^fOa.l<ti'ec as a. Conti'nui'n^ 

Collateral C©a£e<joenC4_ a Hr?bubble, io the OeuOcatfoa ot^uperv/i.fd 

release, tho-t Can be rCfnedied bv^ a -tavorabl-e appeal and fhus 

4vrtkr Satftttes PeUVfOner} Article Hi Stand »W \Nn jk'S case./3
xi



fie Conk ojidenc^. below/ Shows that He district coach 

/Aishondled Pe+i+loneri intended fi£OS£. <a^>// jniter to fk coarh to 

Contemporaneously appeal h»'f revoeodlo

Cafe Conv/fcHonS and Sentences t 5ea; e.g ,; /tju/or Ab. .2 •' ot-er-90^ 

tCfS^Q, (pro ££ noHi’^-fo appecdj’ buf .fee, //a SU oo-cr-

fccf 3\'3t j and (d. j Ecf *?| ^renewed notice of appeoj^, //exfj 

Dru^ Conspiracy Cafe C3A Counsel actively 

ab»V +Ve appeal} fee Appendix L ^CTA counsel !r ao/a leHer 

Misadv/isiny FfcH+ld>n<2r -Hvd he. had no rfrjtaf ho appeoJ a revocation 

and Hat tte revocation was not yetfiW) and coooid be Vacated 

were -He appeal s occ ess fa 1 and foch M i £ ad v/ i'C£_ U)4S

Supported by +h^ <dfctrfcf courts -failure, -fo docked Pedlfionerf 

-h'Mely- -filed pro ££ notice+o appeal hhah he. hoA be,li'£\ted 

i'nctaded fk. revjocakon,

The. eollaVerad Consequences of -pKe Vi'oladfonsf o-f

process rtq^s'j a-f ffe. district coorKr errors'j 

aod O-f CoA Counsels fnfsdiWdtOn artd fru'Sad\/{ce_ Caused /Ae 

premature and fnoppnopifate <2o/V fifing o-f a 

petition^ £f£r AfyjlejrJ do. SLSOO-cr- litf £cf31 ^chaltenjln^ 

pe-HfWri £ooi conddAon ] sentence) f and 3lo!7 £dtncq 

nooV/on to vacate under £<S o.r.e f sezs’ST fee A&ylsc, Afe. froo'cr-(fi 

Ecf (olj iS'j T7j 04j ^cba'len^iny Peil ti'Oner V <3-001 Convi'dion j Sentence, 
and 3£>t1 revocation of release. comt (dion/Sentence) ^ thah

deni'ed as Un+iWVy Urvkr He. AirOPA , X-d. , Eff <?3, TUlul jVyv/n'eS- 

in-facf Satisfy ArKdeXIL and car be remed/ed by a-favon&Ue appeal,

d druy coaspimojn an

m'sled Pe.Hh'onec~

PeU+fonecV doe

Co ram inobis

of a

were

Vl>



The. Appeal Belov/ \sfie.s AcKr Id 33X and 

+V«. Favorable Ruling Wculd ReMedy *H»c Vlola-Kon? 

o-f feHF'ioneri? .£ixFb AMe^dMent" fcr<jM'4'o Counsel 

and Frf-lb AwendMenf Due Process Preserved 

"to Cors+eKporancously Appeal ln»s Drvcj Conspiracy

4o<J RevoavKcn o-f Supervised Release Case. 

CorvvU-KonS and £en4«flC€.S

Ceorf h<u Ms+rocfeA roo-rVS iW deQnJck/vVs have, a 

rujM--4o CoonSeh a+ revo«xtfo*n hearing ^ 5ee_ Mempa vy. Rhay; 3g^ 

U^. (4947^ arvd a rj^V^4o eounsej on appeal . && Anderrsc:

CaU-lomVa ^ 364 U«S» 73 g ^(cT^- Ftidi R. CWa1, P* 33« I ot,nd

18 U*£.£. i 3d)G4A <xUo Insfroof -HuxV de^e^d&*•>!-£ have, <x r/^kV

4l> CoOnSfiA tnde.pendfi/»-Hy -&M" Hi>/oCaHon£ O-f S’opervl Sedl r2irA«_

anA IB o.^.c • I 3*7lf3.(a) guoraryfejCS a derfe^do/rf- a SrhiivfDAj r^/vf

4© a property- preserved K^V4- -Vo appeal. 'this Cbocf also insteoefs fW“

(ieCenda^Vs hajoe. a rfgWf 4o re.pntzesi facteo>n -{bee. of a conflict of 

Interestf -Tee, Wood v. feor^la; Vst> or. ,2^ £7/ (n®l)j it ha* 

e.\icv\ v/aaxkd a probo^oio rzv occdtor-i because tte. 4irtal roorV hod 

'faUisd +0 l^o »r€. jnVo 6 possible Conflict of 

of a peVmo/verj attorney. XA. ah 3-73-7V,

"The. ■oi\&*suJL t'r> Pettl4orver'V Case. beiovV -TKou/s V/af- dorlny his

scheduled dcu^ Conspiracy Case SenUncfncj 

appoioV Pev^'Mom^ apunseJl kU pevoca+fon o-C fuperv!sed feloajxz- 

pwcmzXiCi^. fee A^oloc^ l4o. ct'OO-cr- I(6^ 37-3^. 7he record

SkouiS ffedr dfu^ Conspiracy Cafe GJI\ counsel OjoS /[n effective

tents f on #e_ par// r>

//e. -beta! Court d» J not

<\lro
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ir» htS ^Looj rCpre.Ser\iaiion of Petitioner' that caused a Confh'd- 

of jrrferest- Sce.; e. g.; i A,. ; Ecf &&-I gl+ 31-33 ( post-sentencing claims)* 

TV»e_ triad courf P'l/sjoi'neJt Pe.fi±1 oner!s nevecaf/on and drucj 

Conspiracy Cage prrarorvling< » ambushed PeA)4-ioner Uuith o. Violation 

of Supervised oeAdo&e. pnoceedlrg for wh/cfo

notice-' rcvokeA ?e\]U oners fern of Supervision based

he c<j(XS <jlve,n no advance.

SflhfkJ-o n a,

Under Seal 04assacJho/ei'^ Coarra/vf pehlHon fhafife. Cour4~ rxejtergave, 

to PeWon^y Compare. i A. 31-33. ^seated ev/en-V- o-f courte!s transfer
afjurl^AlcVloo-for wKfdn no noUcc of Medtronic transfer uj<xs <^t\jes-tS)

)

W»4h IA, } ECf 33 ( bee. (3 f &&// pos+ - sentencing after - -jter- foAr 

Coorf Seann^ in obsenita and oAzT ft A the faarraApetition he unfeale^)’

anA Sentenced PebA-loncr considering <x single, J©U-£'£. f 35S"3

factor as required Congress under l& u.CC. f 3S%3(&j, See. A rp?u*fj

No- 2-\M-Cr-qo . fcffSS ah .(five, 131, SUH1 .fe/vKnaYty hranScrlpt).

The. fetal Courh Sentenced Pete t one. r~ u ho 3CO manfbS on

Co^rAs tel +o be. cun Concurrent-iu -followed bv-i a fen u&oc fer/n of
r ^ ^ I 1

Supervifed release..»» fhnee years, itbr v/folaHon o-f ruprnj f£<?4 rdeasej

to be. run caneorrenfly f ft? be_~foUou>ed £xy Supervised release, 

6©+h fk defendant and fk. gaiemr^nf jncuj haxe pf^hf to appeal
[unAer IBo.rx.

* * * loo # « «

X-F -fKe. defendant So r-ey ueSfS "fhe clerk 

SktU popart <xaA -fik_ on bekalf -fk defendant-

• • ®

XA. aV «2k'«£7, l?66aoic Avu<^ consp/raecj Case. £jvv coonfe.) n£\*oy 

mcV calfk Pektttoner about an appeal PeWffo^r £«nf a. iX /ef/ec 

4d +^8- Ar/kfcA- CouA advUineg fkaf he CJ^i-C-d fb appeal W\S CorwlfcMonr 

ound. fbnjenceS ^ boi0 He couef- fl 1-eA iAe_ pro so. oj>pei\aJe. naHcL. i'n
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piracy Ca.$&■ Pec Aguiar, A/o. ^'o^'CT'^b^Only Pe+ihoners <dru^

&C£ 5<?g) whfcin if 'pact PfeH+lOner pud preserved Irv'S rf^hf+o
J d<VJ Conspiracy

Cons

Contemporaneously appeal Lxsth h»'S CB\loCatfo 

Co&L Con\iiction£ Cind Sentences ^ See. Uni ted ■Sffti-e.f V. yjornef- Freeria/?j 

Qjlo fed ■ App)i. 7¥S~C(C‘ /March /6f JLOO$)(conci<jdtny pUap tfe 

dePdrdcxnb had preserved her fi^hf *fo Contemporaneously appeal ixrtf 

her revfl&dlbn ofSuperyfsed reJeafe. and fraud Coni/icUons cmd

n cun

Sentences despite tfcd her pro se. noVlce^H apj>ea I Ptat shi_ £es\j- do 

4fe Coorf noV Specifically idefhfy Pte. re^occdfon)t

"The. district- CoorpjS miShandliny of PeMttonorS pno £e^ 

DotUe. *fo app-ea) Supported dru^j Conspiracy ca£e_ <SJA Counsels

Jlec&ptiom i See Appendix and £©o-Fl»'ef o-f i n+eresfH'hrev^hoOf 

Coila-k/a! ConSQ^yenc^S oP caoofejs miSaduiac arid

*is^»cec+'tovn harmfully afCeAed vJhtn^ and fht Way »'r> whi'cd^

ca\ Sed h»'S po$t ~ Sent&ndny 

See Agu Tar^ /Jo. oL.’M^er- 76^ BCfr §07-1 j A go 1 a/^

/Aa/- were cJenSeA by -He_ du+ffcF coorf. UndeeJ 

above derailed •^urles-io-farf are aWrriboh>Ue. PetiHomrs

claims Pdf relief bdovU
/io.Z'OO'CT'Uq

PePlMonCf

ftvocaUao ofVopefV/^ed release proceed iVxj,

SfA>p^ M-, -He_ coUalemj Consciences cdpribu'k-d it) 

PctHfonertf revi ©caff on of Sup-cryUcA release exAend Po his 

£>n0oi>g \nauxjuaPiori and InarmPdlly PeWoners
£b(fh and Fifth A/natA\ihenf r/^Ufs in aVl ceur-V proceed^5 

ar>d iVu^recM^ ceialed fo -We Supervised rei 

owocaflon -W\ ciMn

cafe.

each be. remedied tx^ a. iav/o/uh le appeal
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/n this Ca££-. Sec /4ppendtX D“L.

TKe. JIvS+tScI coosAr-CoU led 4o dock&J- PcdH-Pof&rs properly

4»o+K hi\s r&JocoSton 

ca&_ convictions

preserved Pt'gkf 4o CQntes*\poraf\ejDos>Uj exppeaJ 

oC Svperv 1StX rtk&xS^. <xnA ciru^ Conspiracy

<Xn4 ZtntenULS, AJof wf^£fcuoAt/T^ c\nj^ Conspiracy CdiS^ 

Coonfeds Con^iicp of f'/rte/'c^- co<jri~<tvercj p cxst - Sentencing 

prbcejzA'my 'H^4"^ollooJe4 proceeded UrJ^T prckn&es

cxnA \jifol<3k.kJl PeUHan&rs ff-ftb ptfgUf- 4b proofs

8ea»JJ«--fU- Ai^fctel- errors and Consiltijtion<sJ

StioiaMonS Con fc»e_ ren^jlleJi btj a -/aA/on*Ue_ appeal ^ HSU WOSj- 

\jacoM- •Hvl ^-lcotsA Ctico \ \-S ruU’n

+f^_ £<^>pe o-f -Ha_ abo\t^ detailed coiioJtCrod Cons^sjoenceS CauSeJl

byjOnA atVt'buieA PeiHtvmr!f rtxocodton and wkSter~ 

FeU"Hon<-rJ Conce mdrvHy - i mpost 30 yexir sentence, rrws-f- lot. 

\l<xtaM-d 4r> <xV\oui Petitioner' 4t> oe^-forC, hLf pwpesly prcfcriccj

pf^kV to ConporayT^ov£Ilj A.ppeeJ hi£ Artwj conspiracy 

CeMOCcdtOn of JupecUffed rtisef^ COnupcb/on £ exr\cX S^Cn tencQ^S 

toit'k-H-e, G&ccf-tu-^ asstsh*nc4_ o-f coonCeX onbjee IQ V •/"«£.

itit'S CO.&SL and deter Sol r^» n3

<Xncl

f 37V2.(a) COASUifcrrfr U^-Hn ttc Const {hi tfon ^ CJA ^ Onci

'fhi'i pre-^eAe/rh
The District Coor'fje Transfer o-f 3ur»VAic+'io/vS.
o-f fektt oner's £upervircd ReUcise is Voi'A <xnJ 

W\$ ^OQI-lKpo^eA TerfA o-f Supervised Release *r 

"filled Under /# 0,C,C. f Z(&Hie-) and this Courts 

Bolding in Mont v. Uni hid ^totes’
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~T\t\c 18> U#£.C. f 3Cs>oS au+4\ori"z.es <x Court -fo fcx^sfkr
■H\€. juo £<dic,Y\txr\ o-P <x defcndorfs Super vi'scd re^leos^e-'fo arv^f^eT 

Gwo+Yer A\^>Vttck TVm*/ Court koidLs -HycY ondtr 19 u</.C. £ 34<AV(e} 

<x -term Supervened release, does r>of run doWng a/H^ period 

OJficU H* d&Q>r\dar\f lS i rnprisoned m Connection ojlfh 

a cnV^ -for p'V^re, than 30 days, See. /Woni V.
UQxkUiai£sS; 56*7 U.r.___ } 13*? X.c*. /S<^ (sloi*). This, Court

(k\£o holds -fhaf the minimum rt^ui'ferments of do-e, process 

Includes ujri+k^ rvoWce of' 41-e cW/»ed Supervised CeXeaS^C 

Vfo[oMon$t /y?6rrisreu f l/d& 0,S. <J7/ ¥8*1,

U^eT this CourtU preceden^ Pe&dior&Cs 3ux>i - imposed 

W*\ of Supervised rtAease is foiled under It 0. s C. f 34a^3; 

£££- P^on-V ( Supm. * PeK4ionev“ uas noV c£vjer\ t\-e, ^Mi'/nu/n 

PSijoireY*£nf£ of du*_ pODCcLST ^ See pOom^/ey ^ Supra; and 

PeVdioner's re\/ocaVtarv ©f-Sup«vi£ecl reiea.Pe proGz^diV^ is rof 

\je\ (i^vvl Or*A fk. VenmoM dwirfek COurS pfBceecUrgS 

\joid ■&*v> fhi. Sfar-f, "fhi'J four-f rous4 granff-WS Pe-Viffon 4o 

clarify the Scope, t>f MonVs holding 4o "this ca.se, &-£ fa c hr a f 

■feeft i repression, Sul pp. 8* 18 of 4V\»6 pe.fV\on .

Here.) Petitioners c&iocoMon of Supers 1 sed 

proceed;ocj • * i^rjurtsdtcHo^al f £ee, ORAkIs -DXcTXOMAfZy

of THE LAv\j ^defin/ng " proceeding" a£ 'vJVJ Case In couH-'';

[V]W orderly progmerfon ©-C a cafe in c^rfUj and U M^e 

recorded lr\l&4o<^ of a axQetu)^ p.33S faeA 

in DA^iWl') ^ .See also Agufor Mo. S-’.OO'Cr-U^

I n

Caere-

') hQHZfj At* /I07-
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Cf”- I6as>7* Appendices P -X; and jun sdi'clion o-F Peh»ii'onejf\£

^•'11- 'tolled, -herm of Superv/'S/’o*') be nehurr»c<d to) ’hhe

DiShn'oh o*P f^'lassachu.s'e'thi do where £och jvjo s<di'cl/e>n 

over -Hxi'i ca^e l.'es;properly

Fi'csF pel.'fi'onerls Sealed revocaf/oo -F»vyfproceed rh<j

a. s sioo B .began i'o 4fe Oi'stofcf of fhaSfacho.Pethf as eoAy 

£-ee~ p. 8 ©f hhii Pel 4»’go . Xndetzd ^ Petoltooer had bozn ^sven 

a.n fnappl/'cably- I'ncreased 4er/h of Supervised release. and 

ujoold. have noh ©FWujise been on Supervis-ed release, ah He 

Fi'ave <sf hiS TUX)^ cures]- -far a dn?y conspiracy had Fie 

lvla£facho'<£eihs doi/rh cioctoeied ths one year real t?clfon of

petotooner-T ./upervi’sed release, tow /o /Fe watoeof Infs J&oq#

jJL,parkr/patoon (V> ftoah Courts re-entry prog

5econd ( after additional «jea|eJ i/i‘alahon^ e-f supervised

rtxm,

b&ct. flleX unth He Massachofidhf eoort 

after Ffetoh’vner had been arrested in 

appointed a GTA aMorndy who had
/

lvniee.sF. +\e IfVla^achu^ertf eoor-t- issued cl urcurant fbr~ fieditfonerr

pp, 9 ~i0j and 

Vermont" -for Conspiracy and 

actual Op Con-fttch of

see. i d-1) '

ioas an

I
cxmesh etnd his 4enm of Super\ji fed release uJas effect/ueAy/ 

lolled <sm AogusV 301 000*7. p, ip,

Ne*V t year^ offer PeAHlonerS drv^ Conspiracy case, ccrrest 

tke_ yAassodnosetts Court- /nappropn'akJy drans-ferred / Vs Jurfad/dion 

of Petitioners Supervision to? hte l/ermonto court— a •fransto.r 

hk>h was i'n aw plele_ and void ah iNhs i'nceph'Sn — an£\ wiftoxh 

Waminy PeVlHoneTj hK_ Ver/W(jn| Couch urdavuto/ty accepted Such
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jUfiseJi'cM&n ^ -Cai \eA 4t) appot'/ijr f’eJ-M&ntr OTA cavneeJl ccnci m I'^j'ojWci 

fk rev/ocaMtyi pfccejzAfacj un-fin Pe-fi+i'o^Lr'/ A\ru^ cansp+azoj 

proa2ed.tr\aj ^ ct\ioheJ PeM^Onsy'S •ferv^ d F Tup-erur<flor^ to \ tfuPu'b <j*Kv/h^ 

K.Va ar>A -fA* l-^A ks> AockfijJr (v'^ pro £e~ appecK,l +© :fk, CszorS’

XA. pp, J0-J3. X/vVe&d -Hs2. Coch-^ e-Trucr anA M /'aloAf^X

Ao-S. pn?C£^T ur>«Jt€v^F»v-AHa Ay^-v^di'Y^s\Jr -fac-i(ikited Arucj 

Co A co^n^ek ^cwTlfcp tsF «V»i^re<Sl- i'n -Hsl yeevT

4WV lloujeA as ke pa/vAr^c^J PeM-Kor^r oho\A +J-e Tupen/iteA 

Ce}extC^ reMQc&^cr^ ^ A hfr rVtjUfs. 5^ Appendix X . 5iv^ply

V^rr>vo^+ proc^A/ngi are Ve tA and aP 5L>p*/v is »(on jolted,

CONCLUSION

(zaS-O

ca^e

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

/ •

3-3 ; AogUDate:
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