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No, ZO-CZ'Sy t f/s/fcvzw) 

Xh Tht
Supreme. Court of the United States 

Tea vis L. Wat son

l copy

v
UthnlS D anittst et& /)

^0J'jh, Ta, Mandate. 2S U.S .C.ZiOtff).

redeye. a Air revieSof state %l'/f ■ S'"/'”T* m,ordel1' +°, ,
relief Aom iAst fud^mlniX WJS^Smer,^jand UihPahl.
C-f n io . f A/ / / A 3. i *'r' , ien It A prisoner of the.
±tate tf A/orth faron no. i w ho Souqht a writof habeas cornus
fUr/**i£ ^ ** i» tie kM«//wi,A#,/ J
under the m,Srarraige ofjus frees dodr,n£ after trial Court Ana!

reasons explained, more fu/lu be/ow > Q, stau is iustif/ed hu this court eund the relief SoSoht fs unayaSat/Z from artuZ
Other court .Thu shu is souM in pursuit of a Writ of Certiorari In ms Ceuri,

3

juctpm&nt

X, Background
On Septe.rn her 7 j ZOOS » fYlr. Watson pfed qui/hj to iwo

tOunH of Inda/rarec rand j Conspiracy tv Commit 2nd cleared
cap d j dn d Lnd ctea red kidnap p/no in Bui/ford Countu Superior
Courts, The hria/^Court impaseddz 9/ -US month /net 27-VS
month Sentence, to be ran Con currenty, Mr. Watson also reoieved
L J30** ~re/edft s,uP*rvision Sens) Sentence, j which he.
f\/a\ t/7^ °M Aplr> U ' Z0/S CaJgS 0¥Cf'S 787Lf j (Wotf 7f 7f!,
/IS a pre/uetd -to this Cafe j ahter trtr, Wats on S fente/nh^ 7 7rjsr
oflidoTit ^aJ£ UUt2f£ a *rMetul"'+ Counterfe.it Lopu 

Ot the or/jenat judgment > to imprison 771 r. Watson far oue.r a, “
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die. Cad a, bePore, rdeasiny b/m bo PAS //Lb ,7) * This CaundnPe ib 

document alte,rtd ftCr. Watcan’c or/oinal Concurrent Sz 

bo a. Con secutivc hcr/A j added /rrc/onu obPenrc oPsboieri 
motor vehicle, , and was dc/iVerAaL'^ar/onq with fit r.Wats on 
bp the, Department oP Porredbon PnoC.)dWhere, bhe, altered 

judymenb Was CSC cubed,. A Pprt/Pied , True , and Phriaina / 
Copy oP bhc Z DOS Judo nn eh b /n b/f pertinent pads j JS 

Ctbtached P Ex. I) ,In Comparison > while the -P/Iin# dabes bop 

Center paye are bhe same / only bht or/yina! TE/.Dmaiy)-
tQ/iTf ™* Sepb emler Z j ZOOS Pi I in a dale dub hbe, tePb s/de bar 
Ob bb>e papjCf > The, COunterPe/t appears bo bare been recorded
in J*rPT *>** Zl, ' ZooSfETl-paae Zdop /ebbside bar). At the, 
bo+t-oM of paaf of the CouijPfrafan / has been mark, 

Phe fa\vt hoy j and r/ahr Le/ow//j inbormohon which 
J and stipulate consecutive Sentences.In lieu oP these

At ortb Carolina Prtn / Cba /. id A - J 7$b S ba ieS
'[IP not spec./Pred an required by statute.

Consecutive by , Sentences shall run 
Con c urren t!y P

P d in 

Sian /Pl

Con

bo run

Following Mr. A,'atson'c release to fifiS j on December zg,lo/& > 

0 tfSeers with tht Greensboro fio/ire Department arrested Mr. Mahon 

On tWo n e.pi tedojnu ChaeaeS and deba/ntd bn/'m in the PruitPord 
County la/1 On Idnud.ru Z5 ? 2,0/7 ) bhe. Posi Reieasc Supervision and, 

Parade Conn m/SS ion C PASS PC) Strved Wr. Watson witba, posh-re I ease, 
SnUrtSViS°A warrant , bused or, tbe new fe/ona Charges fEx.H

li fSI"“T 73 'T/7 ' ‘"Si, ^ at>“du /ailftflr.Wab-

OS he nSned cl vsaiver contract ho postpone tbe fibIrTceed/as
dhoojfld/P fill ".baryes have been
disposed of by the Courts, as the Waiver states AEx .Epajez).
f-.Pi M&uthlo/Jtjtfr Mahon was Committed, to a stah nr/Son 
TMility and processed into the Department of fiub/rc Safety fob) , 
Division of Adult Aorrer.jton fPfic) fEx. tpage Z. Ledmpage). 

However j the pending charges had not beefif ad/ud/cateeTand 

CL/SpaSed Or nor hau. bn ere been SLnu bear/not or process 
regarding PPS t its the record, reflects. ^
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t irt OL sfol&^
rivahon rtf freedar/l ; ih £

On if o vem b p,r IbiiLolT > PA r, Watson was a
hahp.aS hear/na cha// engina h/S dep
Honors h/r CfuaatL STohn 0 '.Ural a JIT presiding in Superior fou 

Eindina he was Without j uriSfL inbon ho and res s a, re/afecL 
nakprtff / Srucs invof vina rA$ /STudae Cra/a dec/incoL fa dismiss 

fhe Criminal aln&rqesCLS reau e.rr e d. hep tflr. l/fahson , On Novem­
ber 2~7 /ZOU ) Tf)r.vfahsor) filed bis in/hioffpderoJ lloleor Pebboil 

under ZZ Li 'I. C, ZZ1/1 dtl-empbnoj bo address hie /css of /iberfy f£xA\) 

hut hnisslahed. loir cloimi On December IhZOiZ >iwo week's after 

7/1 r. Wo tsorr initio/ peb-ti'of) as n pretrial o/etci ned. j the PAS if. 

tSSUe dn Order fan ACr,ViolsonS release from lit DPS/ Df/L anoL 

Firm in oho n of PAS (Ex,1! pope P),

A Slay Zr Jusbfied
„ ,j' Aj £dei r +U prelude, or, pant i of Ihfs rmbon , line sUe las 

altered and changed the original foodJudgment and. enured Mr. 
Waff on -to Serve, at r ubs ton rfa l tu jtnathier Se.hte.nees in prison before, 
release ho PAS / CL Consecutive Jen! erca no! prescribed intbe orioino. I 
judgment fSee Exri and£x.z) ,Zn this respect t hit ZOti_£\fS iid/olid . 

i / Judgment
B .The dole has hnotp riollu a He red the process of re!ertf/nq fylr*

Vi arson from prison ho PAS by devtabng from the Control/inala ws t 
PPS, As discussed/ fflr. Ida Isons PAS Was a 5u ear Perm fix,*!paste 

Xnslpad of releasing ffr, Waison from prison to A AS) five jje/Krr 

prior ho b/S maximum term fper statu! t lav/J > lie stole CohhinuecL 
h/S Confine men! until ff!r Wohon had Served !3f months,

ZL

Ci On Alau ZZ/ Zo/7 > white evi&ilina disposal of the, ZO/6 felonu 
Offenses /fper due process and per contra/chj Mr. Walson was ^
r/vafruiL f ^' bAC (sHle. pn'ser,) ur>Jer i/e guise od a. fAS
rJiiCJjT Si r reference. J-o lie 2d>0S judtmerd Slhis qufse and 
■fraud has defrauded Mr. Walun a/M rdu-h */> /),„ f . S
fal^OUjl, paj/ees lEeSfi J/rM l cifff T* Uf *' ^

O f parole cohdSonf, hrMir,ahon 0/parole inflicts grievous loss
l/‘illi/JZVe'£ dUt ProSss. P^eehir,). Mr, W*hen fas imprisoned

fftd ler/r, inafpdgn December ii / Zd i On&e. fYir. Watson he jar, Jus lilij& lion of /L Issues. PUS had no!

H6fl3



L ft voiced ) as tht record reflects , This yuise^ has also 

defraudecl tY\r, Watson of the riqhtf prolecled under lle^
/ H™ A mm dr/) ml Due Process Clause on its own dor re. ireouiririg 

CidjL/dicaP'on of flu ill in cl Criminal prosecution before on individual 

IS* deprived of his liberty and Com pitied, lo CL dale prison. The 
/Vtf Amendment elicit!yJslates :

Afar sloll any slate deprive ary person 

of l/fe j liberty j or property without 
due process Jof law." J

This Courl has hoid lhat determining Speci-A'c due process 

Requirements in SL yiVcn situation daman as an examination of Abe- 
precise nature of the government function OS well as the private interest" 

affected / £e e Morrissey t ‘io S US. at H%I isec also Matt lews v TiUridye j> 
TZt UX, J/f j 335 ClT7i>) (proced u rat due process must he evaluated, 
usincj hatandhy lest) .

To Support flnfs froudilht prosecutor committed fraud on 

trial Court With this raise claim of tit November 10 ,zsi7 In deaf h
m9 :

pen

ear-

jljour honor j the Way X undemsland whal 

happened is L t/lrWahon loses Convicted of 

Ivvo rapes hack in Zoo5 or so-may he loC.
He St rued ol suh slant a /1'enqlby sen ten ce, Al 

the end ol that sentence ht was given hfs nine 
months LAPS J j then one or more of h/S 
Grui/ford Countu -the new charges popped o/O ,

-And tit Depti. of Public 1alely Activated the.l
JoJne^ mon its that Hey had JSuspend cl at the v
end of his Stnlence, and sent hind hack to prison .

f Hole as Tram crip f pays 7-lme fs-13 _ To be exhibited ) . The proseev- 

lor hasjUfl misrepresented material fads of lit ZOOS fudymenl fn 

Ctn odtfmpl lo justify ffl r. Watson’s deprivation of liberty and 

i trip riSon men lJ in tine bPS /DAS. As the record rtf ticks j ib/s 
o/a / nn is unfounded nuns up ported iand in direct contra dicti 'on tv 

the parole Comrnfssion's Chic f Administrator in ibis admission l
Tht L fPS PC J did not revoke uourCfKS] for uour 

previously incarcerated C 9Z ho IZ5J month 
Sentence' f Tx. V paye 5_ Top oCpaye) .
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(This Tune U > LOIS' ad Mission by if) ary Siemens To be exhibited) •

lered inio tbe record do sustain, . Two documents werL en 
the fraud - ,

(0 The order denyina habeas relief states I
The Applicant fs imprisoned ft 

violation on L PftSJ with 

daft of Aprit H / Zo zof
f£x.3).

This in form ah'on if fa he j unsupported by any hear!ny , notice 

do fnr/ Watson j and again in Contra di etj'on to fit- parole. 

Commissions Chief Administrator f CxHTcyiS. Top of page.).
7Ylr> Watson was re teased drum pr/jon on April U j zoU for at
Juror ARC period f£x,4 paae3L Top of page) .The fact and-the.
^ s rn otter is mr> Watsons dupery /sect p eriod'wa r tr>

ftp rtf IHiLoLo i not his imprisonm ent for $ supposed 
rRS Violation j This false dame Corroborated the prose cuforts fWse 

ctaim > tayyiny and mis identifying fAr.Watsats loss of fibertu 

Of ? ^iSSUC^ j and obstructed /Ar, Watson from re tie f and
justice from the false imprisonment that he was beiny subjected to.

dl) The December II> ion order Ly the PACfC states'.

Upon further revi tW of tb/s Case. j the £ CCS PC J fends 

that fftr. Watson has Com p feted service, of his 

maximum Term in his L96 fo i Z5 3 month sentence 

as required by Af*C, &tn/Sfaf. i5A~i3h$i3 fedi) 
fTo be exhibited. for tint of the Order Urff/'r/n at £/,

or a parole, 

an expected re/ease.

///

,z)4paye 4-para
j These documents ore AahnCaled misrepresentations j Contrary 

to the Second ) the Chief ftc/rnjnisir~Ator of the. PCS PC j and the. 

p a rote Commissions database CaSC records prior tv the orders. 
Note. These orders have ommitted any mention of the Z7-/Z. 

hnontb Sentence, f Cafe 64CPS 7S73i) that the state imposedconSCcv- 

five to the 9 (> to tip month Sentence fcare aides 7 & 7 zsk),un taw - 

Tullu fpaje Z of th/s motion) .These art tbt fraudulent documents 

that Served to Justify ffi r, Wat sods toss of liberty from Way toil 

to u ECCrn her 2.0/7) With mis/hformafj on And have de-fr&Ua<e.d
Trlr, Wots on of the due Process guarantees of the IT ^ Amend men h .

/ of B



, Tit Chief Aden in if holers admifsion if not lie only evidenC/L 

ina! flnOWJ flol lie proscruler's claims OLnd fit cHi/nS ConlaioccL 

in lie discus red documents are a fraud. litS Could nol be, 

revoked because, fCr. Walson Sianed ei waiver ConhroLCsl lt> 

poslpon^ line- Pits re vocation proceedin^J’ / wlicl $ laic l
rp °f° here hut waive mu riaht lo cl Preliminary

Hearma and JLpnrPCJpetffna Undid pending
Norttd Carol, not Criminal cla/acr have, hml 

disposed of but He couris,
CTo he exhibited .Tee Bs,¥ pane z -f&r aTAVm/n
PRS re vocation process W&S on boil j per wai Ver^contrckcsh.. The Bbbc^ 

oiNWi has ro/cititd an entire PCS revocation proceeding once, 
TVr. Wo! Son bejen Cha/ie^yi ny his /oSS of i/lerPu On Mxy Zl/ls/H,
s fyr/Wt+StoS FHP P*vl wl/liled no etidanc^

Or a PRJ vi ofor/ on dePer/hi nodi on or re vacab'o/l, However , in - 
%fJSrriP ^\n Wahids Claim oi Due Process vioUhion CC-rounddm,, 
FHP) j tlnj^d^d rf vcc~a! drcu dirieni ezsserh'onJ’ Unsupported

content) , The~

hy any
(lii) Pell'oner. 7 Seplemher ZooS /,/ pied

yuiJty -hn, possession of stolen motor vehicle,
CLnd was senhanced to /Z3 b N> 7 months ,
imprisonment'; C grie-f _ pAat T To be Buhl hied J .

CAffirmed a! Bx.Hpayt l),

“ddCCC^B/i do*rC fepfiW, ^tse-
Ccu.ierOd,JuOj^riX.z).,SuppMj LU Bairt.

(IV) ■ ,,, Ftvt>(ah'on pvc/Co/td/n<fr -f&*- L/c Cfi/ts]
-n ■ fit Vert crnrJlJr^W." /Or/eVpaae. i,z_ r* he CyLii/fj].

fffd%dC7JLTCu^L/t ,Us hd L^s, Ml„o

m on

lA/bil He
assertion

I V) ' Oh Olau 2Z ,Zt>/7 , Lie Cpflf] was nvokel
by Her parole commission 

Upon proper i nvesli a ah' on n etthornty s 

Know fhl invalid,'ty^and i/leqiltyi 
Hespan dents nave. tOnovsina iu and w/
C (aims fo Bede r* J Court fd~C& r lie

" PBriefs paye l )
d- Ctfponderhr Would 

«cy o f flese claims, The. 
lii ny /lS pres on he d, folse^, 

improp er purpose, 6 f

11 /

an
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ph£V£fthh$JUchce^ Av T/lr. lA/aison , Tht lower couds leave re is - 

apprehended -the Veracity oP Win Wats on's claim c in A/s FHP and, 
h\vtLlk ee? 1 ^phoperiy tnd/uenced m adf udi caAng ibt hnatirr because 

of th/s Thau a. in/i/aied /A ft a Prial Court and. ConAhued in tfit, 
tea era! p race e d/nyS,

)'fdd^hii$l-lil'’Z0l1j'l!P’''W±atS,‘” ^trec/into &„ aqreemen/ wi/b 
Chir fes TlxH iiTd/ C?“* ttfsp^ ibi pend/ru,

9 Mr‘YatMS dUi *>rMrJ' an^ h'ber-hj fnterts/s iCommilhel

w psrt «"/ rf-wTand ankllna.y P^Hv.blfn/ niiwPlj,li“tSSS'. ‘•njatHtaX,

isfiPn rtryahy &/se imprisonment from Mau toll -be beeemLr 

V/il Fl 5 f!'rFH,al Stainee, , i7!r. Wats on was Ported io work
CiP+tddfLL i ke/P found guilty oh O, Cr/mt > fn Centra vendor)
io +ht Pro kb! her, oP S/oVery oT+bc h« Amendment. UX cdltZbin,

cifAeTdlF/wii1*^” ■ tf &nlyL Pi-oeeedmq Per tie zo/h

dT/C'f”l ^ PnSff"- Aix.WafsonS r/At to
CJfTfl also Violate d when he was all or/e Jh proceed ire se.
N>C Gen PMm7A*'>'JsisC'tPtejy: ^tP‘r/nP Mtbout a iateer of Ctnmsc I. 
N>t. Gen ,S tot. 7A-ISIAaV zj aPPords counsel a! a Stele habeas bearing
%fe,idfirfdr9kUfftlSef/ d/s“**fn'P>L ground One oP M rWatsoris

On May 2.Z. / ZS/ il twin Waisons L FAS J 
rt voted bu the, par alt tom miSSion '!

JfEr/eA pay e Z .h be, exAi b/ltd J „
H* The M,S, bistr/ct Pourf abuse o/ d/'sereWon hey &r ding t/'ghi io 

Louftfe/ m [yround Two and Three 0/ PHP Wo, A'J/f av 1 V?, Unde/ the 
Hmendmeni 1 a Criminal defeno/ani is entiled io meet with Counsel,
'bit May^ ZZ/tO/7 Aha r)f Peer in let- rupfed AAai high A and the Lewis v PaSeu 

actual ihjury he^u/rflmeni if inapp!Scab/> (Ptround Two), %t court ^ 
(tb use cl dneefifan in ground Three, bu affehhnq a. dairy) not oPtered Lu 
Tht Txpfpohdents: J J

was

AtC> Pu/et ot ProPfe.fr/Qn&l Eondt/ci l/miltd PAe. scope of aryumenis
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Pbat Petitionas Priaj Counsel Could, lacvt-M&dt 

to Hi t Pria / dourP * Sssl A/* C* A / ProP* Pond. 3* / 
fuA lavtuer shall no! bring or depend ou proceeding > 
or acceri or Controvert On issue therein 1 
Unless Here, IS cl basis in lew an d Pad Per doin 

So that Is not Pnyou/ouS i which Indudes ct g

ns”"’*" C/4.L

effi$?$"&<% °fSr£Z,?a%f
STate habeas Pran script will shew contra-ru In The words cP Tud&t, 
0>CraiyjE himse/P : J sr

1 Well > you ma 

haV

i

nq1ao

^ point Here, >1 will concede tbap 
. Y a iCyiP'Mate argument to make Here,*, 

r /the droument i as JZ Se>e it / would have Po be, 
before Phe bept.oP Public Sa/ePy and the, ,

PVrLf ~'i “s™ '"W vvou/a ne The ones Phot Would be 
Subject Po a habeas Corpus bn chon because- PhiS-LTRSJ 
Wotabon s Something that /s ouis/dt Phc /uris diction 
Op Pht Super/Or OoutrPf *

YHo Leo c Transcripp- p age ivJ
TuJoUY'riDrh'ICLf‘0U''[ PlPUfYc//iJcr!f’Sr *ne/ar tt;s Mobon dm. 

• dy? Y•Cra/qMs ab/hiy Po adjudicate Phe mother Was Imp r opt Hu
influenced bu hht prosecutors Proud On the Court. Pit a bras'trdrn

lyou mau 
JhoWe Ver 

made,
L PRSPCJ and hhty Would be tb

6WS J

inPluence d by hbt prosecuto 
Crlpp-pay e, ?),

X, fP)r. Wot Is on did not red e ve. cl Pair review Phat conn ports wrtb due. 
DroCtss in Pht UJ, Court ot Appeals , On August / /led > iYir. Wahon 

S U omitted a Motion To Amend Plea din a rorfeecuesfed Pi/iCf j 
A oldr effing the proud in this Case** On Piugusik rzoii , ffl r, Watson 
InPorryed tbi Court hhot documents Po support b/s c/aimS oPPraual 
hod been rt£uested from the U*S,district Court and would be promoilu 
Sent oncL recieved .Pte also sent cl copy oPPhe document request, , 
On August Zb iZozi j T/tr. Watson in Permed Pbe court that inrehti'an a i 
intervening CLcPt'onS oPcUtoy were stattinj the de/ncery tiP the 

documen ts * Pfe atso spoke Po CL Courts case manager in bis cast j A • 
Brownleoand inPormedher ot the Same / On September £> tZaz! j t 
Tilt. Watson mailed the documents attach ed tv the mopon Yam ended J

Vi S-

? cP/J



and in a separate cnvt I opts 1 On ATfidoviT regarding its arrival,
The motion and documents were delayedProm delivery hy The mai troofA 
ai The prison , over charging TP r. Waif on a Tee erS fs,zS Cii sTamfs)
To mail The paCkogL Thrown envtlopt) or 80 pages * a/Thoua h 
t/lr. Watson if indigent and entitled do dree Postage hg 

Despite / fAr. Wets on paid The. postage, and mailed The 

documents the morning pT August %/Zolt, The Same day , he­
re Cieiil dan order Pro mr The CocfrT denting The motion * ^The Court 
denied TArWotson'c Petition Tor ft eh earing j A shearing Ifni one > and. 

motion To nmend Pleading Tor Atquestod^Pet/eT oddresr/ng The Prau d, 
be Tort Supporting documents were, waived / although %ir. Watson

T 7*r- w“,‘" "*;t-Fo, PrtduchM of Documents > +6 bL um/ed cm fU A'ecpcmdeM-s ,/n 

iUDSPftikS etehfns and toaitort ,Mr. Waho* fnadt dear titfr

TulwTTT3i//r,Tr*T,Tl! %

disclosed by the Pe fponder is j prejudicing
7. The fiupjndeds id If aH-o-otu app&ac/'yia > TY! r. dareace T. be/Ane. 

UL tmsertpd -false claims m a MaHo/ Far fummaru Xudameni , *
dpd in viol ah on of the Uif, D /strict Courts own Iota/ tuiL / Was Subctftutid, 
bij Attorn ru Ph/Hip Anthony Pub in vyifh out an order Pro m The Court 
^anbn} leave MobL to wjUraW, Mr de/PoraeJSfftS The v

*”rered a, counhrPeiT Judgment and cdmmitiment PAxZ) 
mTo The. re tard of ThcSe PederJ Mb ear corpus proceedings 

instead of requesting an original Prom The tifai Court , And This 

Trauduhni document is prejud/rdal To Mr WatsondMorneuti&t- 
torgpJIL Should not haVt been allowed To jump CrTP tnl cased 
Outside or the as r spied and usual course oPJud idai proceedings tin - 

eluding no tice Tv Air. Watson j who is prose, in Th/s Case , This 
Calls tor an exerr/re, oti this courts Supervisory power hecawe The,
Substitution Was sanctioned Lu The iiS.cLurt o t Appeals, Tee (JSdti/stricT 
CourTM,bftt,C, LP 2* JPeYft).

motion anoL

i eru being 
Watson /Jtnr.

K, This motion presents substantial and COnstituiion *1 questions 

Of pub tic interest That art relevant To The ouicomtoP This Case, i

to e/ 13



, // JZjT cl parolt Warrant sufficient fo commit an individual 

who In a r been accused ad a. crime Win'll on post - re/case 

Supervision fPRC3 f Defendant-Super vise e) j fo cl slate prison ?
Z.pkJ does duifiroffti require. L/oyt a Z>f/WW - Supervise

be sent to prison and FAS terminated?6 an

3, Do the due process protectors under the. u.S.FonsFtuhom )Ot 
f*1 p‘nd incarcerated past ike. Maxi worn Sentence.

protect

H. Does the US, Constitution afford protection against fraud > obstructions 

aidfSSCri rXhd\ProZiSiP ^ ^ ^J durihS

Li°ir 'f',cUd’ eS!^vh'1? *eh>d procedurjprUtcOen L/ore a. 

Defendant-Supervisee Can he Com/rutted to prison and forced -tv work?

h- Does the US. Constitution afford procedure] protection recta r din 

Waiver contract obligating the state to aj-pecif/c. performance. ?
nj *

Z Does fin US. Constitution afford a Federal ftaheas Petitioner prole chon 

from tht abuse of discretion bu /ewer Courts ?

%> Jj a. stale habeas Petition 

rip hi to Counsel afforded ly slate statute?

f.Dees a stale habeas Court have discrete/) -fo a/tow a. Pehhon&r to
proceed pro se. without a wa)vtr of Counsel?

♦

tilkJ to Counsels obligations whener en

16, Are procedural protections due. j during a Federal Habeas proceeding > 

he fora initial appearing Counsel can he Substituted?

//' ^hal Constitutional Safegards are rtoy/red fn order to show that 

Mdiwaua/s parole. /posl-rcJeasL Supervision has been revoked ?
■fuj. u/^7? case > the Kesp on dents have disputed With
Mr. WalsonS Prround One ciaim funlawPut deprivation of /ft!trig ) but f

H of B

an

ave



hot proved, or showed Heir respire oP PAS revocation > to 

justify t/lr. Watsons loss oP liberty os ol pretrial detainee. .
The ans wtriny oP the. Pore going Quest ions Will ensure ah cL 

preserve^ -the public /hie rest of due,process of low jpairness j 

find ecpjat protection under thetaW ) ih tie courts and /or court 

related processes * These questions j if answered / would he Good 

precedent tor future Case! and tend Pet Society /'n Qen era! 

keeping in Lne with an ind/v/'duds due process rightssWhtn an 

individual on Pitt' ref- is charged with a new Orient.) it /J 

i,{ y ’a ™ve fas day m court on hhi~ new charges /And so 

When that Defendant - Supervisee, chooses ho postpone the PAS 

proceed/nys eznd to face the hew charges f waiver to be esfihiteJL.
^nf+L ^ PfJL J individual Show ahi protected Under thiL
tv, #r”?"drn^f jin the Criminal proceeding Par the pending , 
Charges and Should not hi comm/tied to ads/ait prison pitiIfh/ 

bribr dut process iSSaks fed , fi]r> Watson is eXe re/Sin a his ConStihuko/)~ 
a J PtGteeted rights * For all iht forejoiny reason Si cPstay isjuskPed,

i m

Relief
. . tbl Judywents Sought to he reviewed> frin Watson js .

seeking that the 2.00S and Lai 9 j'udg/n ent he set as/dCi that 
Unconditional and Immediate, rtieaSCheyranted j and that he he, 

ret rev td 6p all restraints j restrich'6 nS / conditions j and Par negutre - 

Mentf appticehte to those judgments. The Cornp/erity ot' fW r.watsonS 

CaSC i in Vo tving two Judgments m state Court proceedings j tooth oP 

which demanded due process and a/so the nature oP fHrt Watsons 

Claims and iniurieS Sufferedj render the relieffought unavai' 

in dnu other Court, fYlr, IWatson has been the subject oPan eyrccjioiAS 

fraud that haJ pervaded the entire ZOOSjudament j been injected 

into the ZsOUr Judgment i and caused irreparable Cons titufomt in(urd 
to Mr. IWolson, ^

Xn

'hkhJt.

Furthermore / Air. Watsons l/tody depri vat'on CFlip- &roundOne)ts not ,
Su{/ported by any cause.or initial order b imprison him, Fir, Watson/ioSS 
ot tfherty by the time, oh the 7J>i% finalj u ay meat J would he effectively 

Unr evil Wakfe, Con cerniny the ZOOS Judy mint because, the parole, 

Commission WiongPuihj term ihat ed CCS on b teem her ii )C0i7/Fx.tipayett) 

which was a 5 year rerm set to end April f //ZOZ&C£x, ypage Z), 

tflr' !/V01SonJ in!crests in being free Prow) imprisonment /S independent
H of iJ



from tie Merits of L/S 20iL (Srimi hat CSiStL d So art P/S C'/aimSnn
ot Proud and cou/d hoi be vindicated an appeal tto/n ibt Z.018 

jltdGwent* tYir, W&iSon faS Suffered an Un/ufi incareeration V/itti ol 

Sgvtreluj OverlehienCeiiJudgment rhia/ned by-trai/d/Be*2) ) b/>m
,JS2S/S$l'IS0YdSasf ** J*r»>tpaje 3-B- afhhh Mth'a),
cincr suffered adverse do jfat era! consequences from use of

HlL°6S Un Wcht'Crt fohrhfifatd hy -ffaudJhdjmenh) /„

ShSZiSlZl “* UMA/" * »’■tntCSs
The is rues in. / Mr. Wakens Cafe /hvdvL- leqal ptincrpkr o-t

ConsbpuMMl S/amffcc^OL h hhe Jurispruderfe. o f hhe Feurhh ' 
un/rts bfcavrt fine kwtr Courts need au/darae- cm -these-/scuts 

Which hwe^ Otffeohed fne.Wo.hsMS ConflikhionAl rtjhhs and Com pro-
' ai ftir* walsods expense,,

7Y)r.Watson respect Ally requests that tits Court a ran l liiJ 

Motion to stay t in the in / erest ot justice- to atli
fiespecPfu/ty PubmPitel

Sepl&m Ler 2-0 )Z02/t

dr re u it

c/i

jA j/\/
527 C&mmcrcie Dr, 

Etitfit t/i Chtijtti/.liWt
CertifScale oP Serv/ccu

Jl C C/tify tin at tie fa rtfoinp w ns 

System tali cdt/jvs-red and serves/ on
placeddn tie. prison waitina 

■ tiz tv liowrny Respondents.

ERiiC AitiOOKS)Stertiary /NX,hepl.op Pull Pc Eafety s&ia/ j

Is/sditi
52-7 EdmMercL- i)h 
ElfZ^Utt, BsijjV£Z79iS

JdJ. USL
SZl Commerces Hr- 

N*C.

September ZJj ) 20 2-*i

tr jotnaitj of ptyury tit -fortyofryUndt are*
true and 

S&plcrnber ~zo tltiZ/f
EtizabeH* City,

ifjtfo if!3 6/13



NG.io-GHqif/:i4 cvihh) 

X* The-
S UprtfrtiL Couhd of dbe UrfrtdS/aftiS 

TrovII L. Waffon

V
Jb enmf D an Ce/s ^ e/a. / > j

. Mo if on To SfJ

Pz Ai'AiOn&rs Exhibits t

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ m'r^ ^ rn1^ ^® 787IPs

2-- Fraud a Uni and Counferdt/i Tudqmmi and &mrn iihntnb For/nS
f CafeS 67 CPS 78 718; 67CPS 7871/ jjmAldlSll ),

2 > Sda/e /4ak> ear Order.
4* ff\ fiat sFraft 
5> Dazumth/f rt^ursded.
f' UtFO/fEiei Courf arder den 

7 / U*$> Cou/i od J/pp £6
ERespondents fhi'Aj&i arrorney app ear&nce^,
^* FefponcJends Su L f4 / Audi6 n ad Cour)f&/^
/O* 20/8 Tudam e/hf and EommrAAfnPrA Form!fCISeJ fi CPS 726 0/> >f6/VC 

926t6, j /7 CMS 2 <7652-),

'Ff/iit1 Fc/(i'Z7iJ, QS a P'tffol ^/a/W'/' yVMion To S4cj COS,an wM TUffJtvi-h.
15< Mandate _ LCC.CgA,
/Hi Order benjinj Mob'on To SE

/,

bocuMerrk At> be mLi/led).

y/hj FMP,
Of/n)on ) Tuda,merA > Order,'J

EWo ^e/nAen 27 / 2o/7 )/

—17X Co Ay
/ dd /



No. 10 '623<]j frjq c v ZVQ 

In Iht*
Supreme Cou4 tf Jhi tinilej Chief 

TlrAVjS L. WakfdA

1 copy

v
btmnh btonulaef*)

>)

Affidavit _ Ih Supped tf f/\ak Jo C4tj ZP ttSS,2t6/Sf),
Ct i Travis Lkfafson J do sWfur W

_r j °* SefhnnLr/Z , Z£ fl j£ J;J fij£
7udjM£ni In ffe US, Curt of flppedf

It1Jf£frS7'JuKj LSs(U^n^J» ^ M>k,n p?;;; z zcz w w aw,S, MAh dak Wkf iSfy/>J Sephfc /z&tr,
V. £ri»r Mitito -h shu WAf /srufj

ii *MJ^}&^1Z£7.1*s? *i») ***■
iMbifnC WM tS'^r/rff^ a -JU jjy £j z,i/

\J HAhJ &t M,h„ T. Am^J fLpy Atjua /,»?/
M ZntL Klhtwnj Tnlfinf, y

j' TT Tt ltd ZLnttrnajtdv/itS &hd J\e^uefdi ~for~ Pndufddfn dp be cv/fl &dk 

l( Supper! fht Th-t/dn/cJmf k mu psJfdidnf cmd /yyfdjs/7/

?il T!ft ?* SP‘C % ^ A-SrtoUt'Su.t. M) ,M/„y
-ddrS/LZZITLjZZMr?tj& ^ de/*y»*■ %ctCbttiCS.Jj~T h^jd,J,rm ^ {'■i-SZa w sLpcAtSC, t/r?f* j - T”4 Tf cJ/mi Aur^ u 'zozh ppL/ uj-^r> my ptAhnf end mifm on Stphmlnrd uzAj
bihrt KtJfthdmfr ya\)& d/rr»Vfpy o.ndAAm nejyj- of Cvppody dtcvmenb’j

/.
e & /ifhbmA Shy fbc Ju/ySnozI

To S-f*y

dpJnjoyj £thj drd/er m

4 StktnC-nr a

I of 2



kXnhrmstdkrieJ TeM/Xls dor Prot/u dim ori Dot* most
VJtfL Job A AddrtfftJs in Ah Tpftnn Lit %s 242,! 6 rder ~h dt/U/ /

wsitd dvury) Lf>L bisbid Toyid Wirt, &ikfJyfijd
d SOnA 7k> dAi- SSS, fri A j

u,
/Z < lint dfiti/Jnn&ris
-h &n aryotndeJ Afldktn To Anne*J PAe^diry fin
tf, X hfrVL nMUtshd Alt Ovu4 Ao deliver Jhu A/lskon and dtcv/yiAnJf 

b&ck As not f Tepl,) frier Txkribil S)
//, Ar 6A Asd&u /£ ic-vL' hi sie ved no
IS„ X plutJ yds /fltksn To fAfij and suppefdruf AAfrd*w4 -h 

Ll dthvmd Ao Al>)r Sju/A)/n Ht prism m&iJitri rieph tj> jZo ?J>

ds&vno&rtAfj

Under Ah JnnL^penally 6p perjury J a)! AAxt^ -Artym ny £rrL'
and ror/icsA,

StpAtmLer Ztf) 24 2J
-5ZJ Ctyntn&f'ies b h, 
Ad/fltLed &Ayj/VC,279*L

CsdirfiffiAt of ft

Jf CtAidu A fid At Jsnytinj WM pitted /» prism Madhri I 

hi dthvtrej and Q/vtd an 'fk Jklwhna /

EAlk A, lAoakS, tijirtA

S&hAtnnLpr 2aiZszA

AfriCUn

) Afrit Aeplj Aldo se/uz/tj*y wri/Sa.

X-rikx
SZ7 ddno/n erLO'/b K. 

EJjftA&M GApj/f/d Z79Sl

1*1 X
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SiJfitf/M i o

V
£a f/i/m 0 t*t?f fir s //^ /, j

3ft (tjim To 5i**4
J

Pt h Pme/a £xh» ids ;

h tm$ Q,pfi}Snml J&dtfjrte/J' and fcftrt&f C*S*1 QMW®7&71$*

Z, ZQ0$ prawdlul&'Jr and faundkrdfttft Jucf&mendi And farms* tfhwnd ft.*## 

f Cafes, wms 787Z2 , &ja&n?3S?f sjuU&U&UM ) - A /
3 • SMf* Hkkw ® refer °^c^7C7j/ o'*
Hh jft&fixfrmf&k f&yHc4ifojm f At & fyfitntMrsvboteTw&dt f* fic wfomhd),

J>' Do&frnvtktp sftdT 

** U'-itbufryph CojurT Ord&c* dknyjpyi'f
1* lt"$‘ Cow+ o f ftpp€*t} Opinion A:
%* ftlly)6r)dlrtfs /

* It u S • far torA o f ftpp £&fs Op ini &n C Juefq fit) tnTj' t $ r 3 6 p*
% * fni'S)*? Gtpyp ecfav»n£& *
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Cl ifW'i Ofik (JfiflfJ CkJp{ 

7mh l*k/£-imn

: copy

v
ijfainhic t pS &$<,

'■* 2

~ J” S*ff**t */■ t/Uk* %■ M

iif&i *
' * f/y Mf yj^g

«2T # 1/ fyf ^ j-
M / J$. . iWfhy &t*J ' grgjrm

h On Sfjt*mL,m*?iii ;J J.Jif
JUjyafsrf fi? UtUftittiaf n^f4f

A n"4v urrdAi «kJj
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in Ihf {fpTfm Iff Ei2
§i* /H \jj> Tr> iff i#4f4i6fffl 
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£rJir H Tffttf.#*zff
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA

In The General Court Of Justice CERTIFICATE OF 
TRUE COPYGUILFORD County

Office of the Clerk of the Superior Court
As Clerk of the Superior Court of this County, State of North Carolina, I certify that the attached copies of the 
documents described below are true and accurate copies, of the originals now on file in this office.

/
Number And Description Of Attached Documents:

(5) Pages 04CRS-78731 State of North Carolina vs. Travis L. Watson, Indictment, Warrant and Judgment

Witness my hand and the seal of the Superior Court

Dale
11-20-2017

Cleric Of Superior Court

Signature

Deputy CSC CD Assistant CSC CD Cleric Of Superior Court

AOC-G-101, Rev. 4/97 
© 1997 Administrative Office of the Courts
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\ 5K • 'l-68- .
W /;TJje'<fere‘ncfe.r}t shall pay the-costs.

£btfS£ Irealment UnjL G,$. 15A-1351(h) (aptfks otr.y ia pffcoses c&i'niitied before Dece/ijoer 1.2003).
Mr. '>□ 4,;Psychiai^C9tic!/OrosvchOk)Oical counseling. ,
j^r -p S. yvbrk

•-. • -C- ?• RaymenLas a-cond'ffpn.of post release supervision, it applicable, or from work refease earnings, if applicable, of the items and 
—'-K-..... -amounts-setoul below.  -------

^/•e£ ; | Court Ctfsrs
:i$

□ 2. The defendant shall pay a fine of $__ ;_/ ••.v

r

I Hesrhunon'

_____________ _____ .J»- .______________.
Worksheet. Notice And Order (Initial Sentencing).- AOC-CR-611, whinh fa incorpnratniThy refornWrie • ;

The Court further recommends: •--■ — -............. - •• —- •

k. Tttlil AiOoulit Out/

r $■/. $ • - i $

. • *.
*. • .*

•• •: ?
• ■.

-

The Court does nalfeeoBirfiertd:
Li- 1.. Res(<bjtfi>fi 3$ a conditJon-of post release supervision or work release.

AWARD OF'fe£ TO COUNSEL FOB DEFENDANT l ' ” ”

4 a - ***omo a **• "““"9 •**«■;«■ ^ i*
? ORDER OF COWMITMENT/APPEAL ENTRIES

D 2- Work release.
iis&asaaiA.

* %.v«*
/,

-laf ii: ft is ORDERED that the Cferfc deliver hyo certified copies of this Judgment and Commitment to the sheriff or other qualified officer---'-? 
' ’• ' .and-that the officer cause the defendant to be delivered with these copies to the custody of the agency named on the reverse tp 

. serve the sentence imposed or until the defendant shall have complied with the conditions of release pending appeal.
•. ‘ . ■ .

;.. Lj The defendant gives notice of appeal from tho judgment of the trial court to the appellate division. Appeal entries and any 
. conditions of post conviction release are set forth pn form A6C-CR-350,

■ u-a;

y- r.T;
•wSIGNATURE OF JUDGE

-V. T&& tihrW* Oi PtesSeihg Jutte-a ttyuz Of
T

SrjJHatvrrj Ql Pf&k rT

. 9.7/2005 HENRY fc. FRYE. JK.
ORDER OF COMMITMENT AFTEi- APPEAL V<

* Date WnUtfraHa/ Ot Appeal Sfetf ™ T“”**~'~“**
.r;

v ' 'f Onus AfVHvl Dpfe AptMtiaf&Qplnlgn Cartfflof
:

. v
j • ft is ORDERED that this Judgment he executed. It is FURTHER ORDERED that Ihe sheriff arrest the defendant, if necessary, and 

• . | recommit the defendant in the custody of the agency named in this Judgment on the reverse and furnish that aaencvtwo certified 
I' copies of this Judgment end Commitment as authority tor (he commitment and detention of the defendant

•** t>.» ••Jt'vfrvi—m »» . «s ».»'• ^v« m • ,w   »-•— ,.  -------„ *   •— TTf ■■ ■“ • , ---------—-------- ----------------- ------------------.. —
T-1................ j ^ranr • • • □ tom- CSC ' □ AfM CSC .•

Qcie^kO/5«tf«wfofC<^ * .,.tj
?m«^noir?*r^t<tnrWiHrl^fi^fTfffc^^HilTrC7rMrfTM'^frinr rr*i I flfH 1* «V

rW

f f ’
£ , CERTtFiCATtQN...................................................................
” [ vSf'cri'te Corrirflilment with Ihe attachmentfs) marked belowfe a {rue and corhptete.copy ojf Ihe.

/. ip-Appeaf.Entries (AOC-CR-35D) ■ • *
j G Felony Judgment Finding Of Aggravating And Mitigating Factors (AOfrCft-eOS) •

— IO Juditri'ai Findings As To Forfeiture Of Licensing Privileges (AOC-CR-317) 
iO Victim Notification Tracking Form

ResOttriicm Worksheet, Notice And Order (initial Sentencing) (AOC^CR-611)
• '£

l
T*

: • •: • #tera ■ SiirWwe

____ _____ „.SS??„lVJ5iO
&*:& Cttxifettt Co&tt*

'/7JAJU SEAL

(XJ Deputy CSC ^Assistant CSC Q.C/er* Of Superior Coiitv :
977005

7^^-/- •i- - •
■ ^ 

••. •- iV
• ' , •' ^

- *y• -f

- • - ww*a:« wwi* 4 ia tn Av&gii>fl«d « wrowKWi
; lAoc-ca-sm, sat Two, b&v. to,04 
: .{-<$2004 AdiAmfcyetiva 0f<<ce oi the CpuHs *

* . J.«* ’ V «• •A .*



Original 
Tudgm tnfimmii*

i_
-<f 7-

' suifam" couw/
fflofeibEa;

po^e 2.
l! Aft»JK^TATE OF WORTH CAROLINA

•' ■ ' GUILFORD (GR)

0-4CRS078731 51

GREB In The General Court Of Justice 
•Q District £9 Superior Court Division

County
' : NOTE: (Y-’v-sfcnniixjQtwxdfrillI&yi/onzmtis: unipinu^in^cifan:

aytt&Xtdfarjui&iwlMnanyfpfriv&UAt&f} Vtr AOC-Oi-f*! 8 2005K •*

SMENT AND COMMITMENT 
ACTIVE punishment

FELONY

STAT.IVERSJJ
Of Dofl'fidaPt

iWATSON.TRAVIS.LASMAUN
| Oder-—•

• ! 12/13/1980
•f Su*fi&C$ (STRUCTURED SENTENCING)MB GS 15A l3C1.15fioS*0l3-•L.:

' ] Attam&y -or $M7e
" ’HUBBARD, AL

1"
*—*Arf^mfy DAVIS,WILLIAM

———ig—49 w* »*< 4 I I iM I * ' 1 *■ " ^ ■;_ III < U ’

■~S| Died guilty to: 1J was found guilty by a jury flfi Grilled no coniest to;_
OtlenfcO Date

. fSjrWofarcrf {^jnarplnyir
■ rr: i The defendanti 1 •Pun.t G.S. No. CL.F/MOffense DescripftonOIL | CLFile Nci-lsl

1214-39 F5/7/200451 isnCONP DEGREE KIDNAl'PINGjtMCRS0787.1l1 •

ti- I-
?• • ! !. ;•• •r .- ;

i<£....... 9 '

.ti

II i i;:• .- :! i 1/i i
• ‘NOTE: &Mrpvr,t4tnutu ifiis* if M/ri-m twi umfrnA't team iis»s !t>uiii.V>mtn c«w nyrresi’/irs n fW/«i of mihtncnmmtl. ft i 1 ‘ in Civ

"■ !' The CouftdNOTE: ff/wrd tm 2 Must ti,'-Mttej); PRIOR J=j 1 •jj 111 tr={V 7.
has determined, pursuaiiio G.S. f5ft- 1340.U. «te prior recoed pcinis U H»e defendant (o lie--- ~— RECORD LEVEL:l_J it LJ IV L-J VI

• !' 7 2. raahc-s no pnor record ic-vci limans because none is regutrco lor Class A fewy. vioioot haoiiuai le-'on. ordrujj nalficking offenses.
yZ=L

=n 153^tsssssR?srarsa^JsswHS»^^«|ai rrf«sajsaar
^nBs^tfe^boye^fgna^ed^enTe^ls a re|»Meb?e conviction Involving a minor. G.S. 14-208.6.

V-|H i £S ae the Ume of me ? 1
• r •' • ISA-1340.16A, has increased the minimum lerm of imprisonment to which the defendant would otherwise be sentenced by sixty

' (60) months.. This finding is based on. the jury’s determination of UtiS issue beyond a reasonable doubt or the defendants plea .of 
guilty or no contest to this Issue. •

j D to. finds the defendant is classified as a recidivist. G.S. 14*208.6. '
11. finds this is aji_aggra^atBd.o^ens^ mot01- vehicle was used in the commission of the offense and this conviction

f-
\

i —:

iu
iu=.

‘ 1

■7,

1

; t2. finds mat a
finds thfetsa^offense involving assault or communicating a threat, and (he defendant had a personal relationship as defined by

' G.S. SOB-1 fbt with the victim.___________ _________ ______________ __________ ____ ______■ .-----
r. : Tha court. having caitdered evidmce. arguments of counset and statement of defendant. Orders that the above oitcnses. V more than one. bo coisoi.dated for J
g . j ludsment and tfie defenaant be angrisoned

\ for a mlriiimim few of• 5

;
:U13

•i

•Tfor amaxmium term of: - ! in the custody of:
. I

Sn.c. doc .
n Sheriff pursuant to G.S. 1 SA-1352(b) .
□ Other................. • . ___

‘months-* months I ji>7 - n Death- [$ee attechid Deaxti
Warrant end Certificates)... iff Class A-Felony: Cj Life Imprisonment

__________Without Parole____________
| C Class-8f Fefony: Life imprisonment Without Parole _

" G Violent Habitual Felon; Life Imprisonment Without Parole ............. ..................... ........... .....— —
g-r -- : xhe defentiant shafl be given credii for^UL- days spent in confinement prior w tho dam of this Judgment as a result of this chargeis), •.

‘ t fi The sentence imposed above shall begin at the expiration of all sentences which the defendant is presently obligated to serve, 
j, ] The sentence imposed above shall begin at the expiration of the sentence imposed in the case referenced below;

■ Imri^r ' jortowa • rco««.iy ' r: ‘l5*5 \0ate
J -I • ' • ' f'

! ) L _________________• ~ ■_________ ■ L ----- ---------------------—-------- L.
‘■to ■ Maionni ooposila unmarked iquereo is to 0e ritSmofi'Oed OS surolvsagii.

lOver) • • ‘
*n-

aoc cn-ebi. r?,v. io.-oa • ■O3004 Arf.'tVnijttSliid OlfiQe <rl lM Courtsis*
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CMfsPtsn

{■ Ipaje/

fkm
County_______GREEN ^BOR^p* | fljaeJSf (f^t

j.•—t :•
No.■iSTATE OF NORTH CAR 04CRSO78731 51

GUILFORD (GR)
In The General Court Of Justice 

□ District 0 Superior Court DivisioiNOTE: (This torn Is lo boused lor II) felony oltenso(s), end (2) misdemeanor oft iso/s), union ara
consolidated (orJudgment ulih ony felony olfense(s). Use AOC-CR-3J2 DWI ollense(sQ f p 8 2005

STATE VERSUS 1T^ftbveinr*r D UUtjtf MENT AND COMMITMENT 
PY* '' . ,11.11,1 ■> CTIVE PUNISHMENT
——J FELONY

Nome Of Defendant
WATSON,TRAVIS,LASHAUN
Race Sox

(STRUCTURED SENTENCING)B M 12/13/1980
G.S. 15A-1301.15A.134n 1.1

Attorney For Stele Allornoy For Oeiendont
DAVIS,WILLIAM

j I Ocf, Found 
'—“l Not tntffgont

| l Dtt. Woivotl 
■—AttorneyHUBBARD,AL W Appointed I I Retainer

The delendant 0 pled guilty to: □ was found guilty by a jury of: Q pled no contest to:

File No.(s) Olf. Olfense Description Offense Oata •PurG.S. No. F/M CL. cu.
SECOND DEGREE KIDNAPPING04CRS07873I

04CRS069837

51 5/7/2004

10/25/2003
14-39 

20-106
F E

POSSESS STOLEN MOTOR VEHICLE51 F H

\

+D Al UtL-lotaXol 0 Gj- Uty^rcl 

TDfV-(Sk^-CA.- 'Mo yvtinOir
’NOTE: Filler punishment class il dil/oroniirom underlying Iclony class Ipunishment class represents a status or enhancement).
The Court:(NOTE; Block I or 2 MUST be chocked.): PRIOR
0 1. has determined, pursuant to G.S. 15A--1340.14. Ihe prior record points of the defendant to be 5 RECORD LEVEL;!-] n fl IV fly'
0 2. makes no prior record level finding because none is required for Class A felony, violent habitual felon, or drug trafficking offenses. — 1

□ l 0 III 0V

The Court:
0 1. makes no written findings because the prison term imposed is: 0 (a) within the presumptive range of sentences authorized 

under G.S. 15A-1340.17(c). 0 (b) for a class A felony. 0 (c) for an adjudication as a violent habitual felon. G.S. 14-7.12.
Q (d) for drug trafficking offenses.

0 2. makes the Findings of Aggravating and Mitigating Factors set forth on the attached AOC-CR-605.
0 3. imposes the prison term pursuant to a plea arrangement as to sentence under Article 58 of G.S. Chapter 15A.
0 4. finds the defendant has provided substantial assistance pursuant to G.S. 90-95(h)(5).
r~ 5. adjudges the defendant to be an habitual felon to be sentenced as a Class C felon pursuant to Article 2A of G.S. Chapter 14.
H' 6. finds enhanced punishment from a Class A1 or Class 1 misdemeanor to a Class (felony. 0 G.S. 90-95(e)(3) (drugs),
^ 0 G.S. 14-3(c) (hate crime). This finding is based on the jury's determination of this Issue beyond a reasonable doubt or the

defendant's plea of guilty or not contest to this issue.
0 7. finds the above designated offense(s) Is a reportable conviction involving a minor, G.S. 14-208.6.
0 8. finds the defendant is classified as a sexually violent predator. G.S. 14-208.20.
0 9, finds that the defendant used, displayed, or attempted to use or display a firearm at the time of the felony and, pursuant to G.S, 

15A-1340.16A, has increased the minimum term of imprisonment to which the defendant would otherwise be sentenced by sixty 
(60) months. This finding Is based on the jury's determination of this issue beyond a reasonable doubt or the defendant's plea of 
guilty or no contest to this Issue.

0 10. finds the defendant is classified as a recidivist. G.S. 14-208.6.
011. finds this is an aggravated offense. G.S. 14-208,6.
0 12. finds that a 0 motor vehicle 0 commercial motor vehicle was used in the commission of the offense and this conviction 

shall be reported to DMV.
013. finds this is an offense involving assault or communicating a threat, and the defendant had a personal relationship as defined by
______ G.S. 50B-1(b) with the victim,________________ _____________________________ ___________________________________ _
The Court, having considered evidence, arguments of counsel and statement of defendant, Orders that the above offenses, if more than one, be consolidated fa
judgment and the defendant be Imprisoned

for a maximum term of: in the custody of:for a minimum term of:
months months21 47

H D W H TnI I Class A Felony; 0 Life Imprisonment 
, Without Parole

0 Death (see attached Death 
Warrant and Certificates) Cl < uli fkirsuant to uTsT l bA-t: if

0 Class B1 Felony: Life Imprisonment Without Parole
0 Violent Habitual Felon: Life Imprisonment Without Parole_____________________________
The defendant shall be given credit for 0 days spent in confinement prior to the date o 
n The sentence imposed above shall begin at the expiration of all sentences which the d 
pf] The sentence imposed above shall begin at the expiration of the sentence imposed in

I IfQftfer
W SEP 2 1 m -

tniS** jdgment as a result of this ;narg( Is).
to tfcrv.

‘TO?lflifffi9dfie9»888

aJ

File Number Offense County Court

04CRS078728 51 GUILFORD (GR) SUPERIOR 09/07/2005
Materia) opposite unmarked squares Is to 0s disregarded as surplusage. 

(Over)AOC’CR-601, Rev. 10/04
<&2004 Administrative Office of the Courts



1

(check all that apply)
n 1. The defendant shall pay the costs.
The Court recommends:
n 3. Assignment to a substance abuse treatment unil. G.S. 15A-1351(h) (applies only to Offenses committed before December 1, 2003).
□ 4. Psychiatric and/or psychological counseling.
CD 5. Work Release. ,
□ 6. Payment as a condition of post release supervision, if applicable, or from work release earnings; if applicable, of the items and

amounts set out below._________________________________________ ____________ ,_____ ___________________

CD 2. The defendant shall pay a fine of $

k. Told! Amount DuoAttorney's FeesRestitution *Court CostsFines i 700.00 .650.00 t$$$$
'See attached "Restitution Worksheet, Notice And Order (Initial Sentencing)," AOC-CR-611, which is incorporated-by reference. ■ 

The Court further recommends:
$50,00 court appointed attorney assessment lee included in total amount due above.

Total amount due above shall be entered as a civil judgment,

Upon release, defendant shall register as a sex offender and abide by all conditions of the Sex Offender Control Program.

The Court does not recommend:
□ 1. Restitution as a condition of post release supervision or work release. D 2. Work release.

wmmmm AWARD OF FEE TO COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT

m A hearing was held in open court In the presence of the defendant at which time a fee, including expenses, was awarded the 
defendant's appointed counsel or assigned public defender.

ORDER OF COMMITMENT/APPEAL ENTRIES

[Xj It is ORDERED that the Clerk deliver two certified copies of this Judgment and Commitment to the sheriff or other qualified officer 
and that the officer cause the defendant to be delivered with these copies to the custody of the agency named on the reverse to 
serve the sentence Imposed or until the defendant shall have complied with the conditions of release pending appeal.

□ The defendant gives notice of appeal from the judgment of the trial court to the appellate division. Appeal entries and any 
conditions of post conviction release are set forth on form AOC-CR-350.

9/7/2005

ISIGNATURE OF JUDGE
Signature Of PresName Of Presiding Judge (Type Or Print)Date

HENRY E. FRYE, JR.
SHKIMSISSORDER OF COMMITMENT AFTER APPEAL^

vote Appellate/d,pinion CertifiedDote Withdrawal Of Appeal FiledDate Appeal Dismissed

It is ORDERED that this Judgment be executed. It is FURTHER ORDERED that the sheriff arrest the defendant, if necessary, and 
recommit the defendant to the custody of the agency named in this Judgment on the reverse and furnish that agency two certified 
copies of this Judgment and Commitment as authority for the commitment and detention of the defendant.

□ Deputy CSC □ Assistant CSC 
I l Clerk Of Superior Court

SignatureDa to

CERTIFICATION

I certify that this Judgment and Commitment with the attachment(s) marked below is a true and complete copy of the 
original which is on file in this case.

□ Appeal Entries (AOC-CR-350)
□ Felony Judgment Findings Of Aggravating And Mitigating Factors (AOC-CR-605)
□ Judicial Findings As To Forfeiture Of Licensing Privileges (AOC-CR-317)
□ Victim Notification Tracking Form
□ Restitution Worksheet, Notice And Order (Initial Sentencing) (A0C-CR-^14i

7SignatureDate SEAL9/7/2005 ,1h'.
Dale Certified Copies Delivered To Sheriff ]' Assistant CSC Q Clerk Of Superior Court[X] Deputy CSC9/7/2005

Material opposite unmarked squares is lo be disregarded as surotusaga.

AOC-CR-601. Side Two, Rev. 10/04 
|&200f Administrative Oflica o( the Courts^^



{EXHIBIT2\5#
*2.

• '<

• • [ STATE OF NORTH to.couii 04CRS078728 51
GUILFORD (GR1 green;3QRor(_ County

NOTE: (Thu lorn is toheusedlbrft) Itdiny ollonsejsl, and (2) misdemeanor olletse/s/, which era, 
consolidated lorJudgmenkwllhlny Mon/ olltnse(s). Use AOC-CR-342 lot OVWoffarisofJ/BS’ atUiCl I In The General Court Of Justice 

■|l—1 District 0 Superior Court DivisicEP 8 2005
/ rATE VERSUS 7CT ;£i±b JUCJSIfrtENT AND COMMITMENT 

TIVE PUNISHMENT 
FELONY

Name Qi Oe/endent . ^ 7CT
WATSON,TRAVIS,LASHAUN 'jpgr'OD 1 IlJ" BV.0&

i

Ov Race Sex dob
B M 12/13/1980 (STRUCTURED SENTENCING)

O.S. 1SA-1301. lSA-134n 1Attorney For State Attorney For Defendant

DA VIS,WILLIAM□ Det, Found
Hot Indigent

|—| Dcf, Waived
*■—-* Ano/ncyHUBBARD,AL

B Appointed I I famine
The defendant ED pled guilty to: □ found fltiilty by a jury of: □ pledwas no contest to:

File No.(s) Off. Offense Description Offense Date G.S. No. CL. >PlF/M
04CRS078728
04CRS078728
04CRS078728

ci51 SECOND DEGREE RAPE
52 SECOND DEGREE RAPE
53 CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT 2ND DEG RAPE

5/7/2004
5/7/2004
5/7/2004

l4-27.3(A)
14-27.3(A)

14-2.4(A)

F C
F C
F D

NOTE: Enter punishment class ti ditiercnl from underlyiny felony doss (punishment class represents
The Court .'(NOTE: Block I or 2 MUST be checked.)', j-i . ryi ... r—,
S 1. has determined, pursuant to G.S. 15A-1340.14, Ihe prior record points of the defendant to be __5__ , P.,P| N MV
LI 2. makes no prior record level finding because none is required for Class A felony, violent habitual felon, or druo trafficking nffnn^ U 11 i—f IV U v
The Court:—— ■ ....... ................ —---------------------------—_
H 1. makes no written findings because the prison term imposed Is: 0 (a) within the presumptive range of sentences author!™*

□ W?orSdrXrjn7A„S,(b)S CU,!S * ,el°ny' D ,0) tor *" aa|"" M 8
□ 2. makes the Findings of Aggravating and Mitigating Factors set forth on the attached AOC-CR-605.
□ 3. imposes the prison term pursuant to a plea arrangement as to sentence under Article 58 of G S Chapter 15A
□ 4, finds the defendant has provided substantial assistance pursuant to G.S, 90-95(h)(5)!■ Jr.ESftrcTi sssas t?s£ u-„ ■ defendanrs'plea SCSfiVZJXg ,‘hKS." "" ^ ™'»“» ™ Jnil'douL,

□ 7. finds the above designated offense(s) is a reportable conviction involving a minor. G.S. 14-208 6 
0 8. finds the defendant is classified as a sexually violent predator. G.S. 14-208,20.
□ 9' !,'??*'!??Ade<ent|ar>t used, displayed, or attempted to use or display a firearm at the lime of the felony and pursuant to G <;

,1rfm'134^16x'uhar. I"cn3a,sed «he minimum term of imprisonment to which the defendant would otherwise be sentenced bvsbdv 
Sty^Tn^contest S'lhis Issue6 0" the,Ufy'S delermlnation of ,his issue bQVond a reasonable doubt or the defendants plealrt

□ 10. finds the defendant Is classified as a recidivist. G.S. 14-208.6.
_j 11. finds this is an aggravated offense. G.S. 14-208.6.
□ 12. finds l^hat a Ojriolor^vehicle 0 commercial motor vehicle was used in the commission of the offense and this

Z) 13. finds this is an offense involving assaull or communicating a threat, and the defendant had 
______ G.S. 50B-1(b)wllh the victim._________________

°f ” and S“l of defendant, Orders .hat the a^eZTfenses, it more man one, be coriscMaW fa

o status or onhoncomentj,

conviction

a personal relationship as defined by

for a minimum term of; for a maximum term of: in the custody of:
months36. months125

uZ::ZaJSSls,Sc~~— JfetiAgatf
0 Violent Habitual Felon: Life Imprisonment Without Parole _______________________I jj* f 'er-~>-p „ - ^------ J-Jl —
The defendant shall be given credit for087_ days spent In confinement prior to the date o W udgmem as alesuU a( this ML ST

R T£;:r" iss rss a x ss;i r:ry *»»
Mnterlal opposite unmarked squares Is to be disregarded as surplusage.

(Over)
AOC-CR-601. Rov. 10/04
®2004 Administrative 0IIiC8 o( the Courts
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INHIBITX
p*j*3I

ft

file No.STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
QuAuLrd (3£-e In The General Court Of Justice 

D District Ls-Superior Court Division
ounty

STATE VERSUS
Name And Address Of Defendant

[Ofvfeor CONDITIONS OF RELEASE 
AND RELEASE ORDER

lipid
Offenses And Additional File Numbers

Amount Of Band

$ G.S. Chapter 15A, Art. 25, 26

Location Of Court Date Tima
I I District Q Superior Q AM Q PM

To The Defendant Named Above, you are ORDERED to appear before the Court as provided above and at all subsequent
continued dates, II you fail to appear, you will be arrested and you may be charged with the crime of willful failure to appear.
The defendant has been advised of charge(s) against him/her and his/her right to communicate with counsel, family and friends, 
I I Your release is authorized upon execution of your:

□ WRITTEN PROMISE to
□ CUSTODY RELEASE

You wilt be arrested if you violate the following restrictions:

0 UNSECURED BOND in the amount shown above 
I—I SECURED BOND in the amount shown above

appear

0 Your release is not authorized,
0 The defendant was arrested or surrendered after failing to appear as required under a prior release order. 
I I This was the defendant’s second or subsequent failure to appear in this case.

Additional Information

Date SignatujcOfficjai

~~fLU0K)'05
Assistant CSCI | Magistrate | | Deputy CISC | | Clark 01 Superior Court | | District Court Judge 1~[ ^Superior Court Judge

ORDER OF COMMITMENT
To The Custodian Of The Detention Facility Named Below, you are ORDERED to receive in your custody the defendant named
above who may be released if authorized above, If the defendentis not sooner released, you are ORDERED to;
0 produce him/her in Court as provided above, 0 hold him/her for the following purpose:

LJ (Check in all domestic violence cases covered by o.s. isa-534.1 (b)) produce him/her at the first session of District or Superior Court held in this '
county after the entry of this Order or, if no session is held before tenter data end time 48 hours alter time of arrest)
--------------0AM 0 PM produce him/her before a magistrate of this county at that time to determine conditions of pretrial release

Name Of Detention Facility Date Signature 0/ Judicial Official

WRITTEN PROMISE TO APPEAR OR CUSTODY RELEASE \
I, the undersigned, promise to appear at all hearings, trials or otherwise as the Court may require and to ablde by anv restrictions spi nnt a)3,a',e j

irtiNhe 
ar Qui tMBentry of judgment in Superior Court. If I dm released to the custody of another person, I agree to be 

person agrees by his/her signature to supervise me.
I freed ii ci

Signature Of Person Agreeing 1Signature Of Defendant je vise Defendant

8SL2 ? MSName of Person Agreeing to Supervise Defendant {Type or Print) Address Of Person Agreeing to §Jp< se De

«u,DEFENDANT RELEASED ON BAIL QQMOlfflgfrRCOOnPOTime Signature Of Jailer
0 AM 0PM

AOC-CR-200, Rev. 9/02
©2002 Administrative Office of the Courts ORIGINAL
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(check all that apply)
□ 1. The defendant shall pay the costs.
The Court recommends:

I I 3. Assignment to a substance abuse treatment unit, G,S, 15A-1351 (h) (applies only lo offenses committed before December 1,2003).
0 4. Psychiatric and/or psychological counseling. !U .'hi ''•!iCiU c'i *.
□ 5. Work Release.
□ 6. Payment as a condition of post release supervision, if applicable, or from work release earnings, If applicable, of the items and

amounts set out below, '.I ill

□ 2. The defendant shall pay a fine of $

, '
• »*

\\ !
L. Total Amount DueRestitution • Attorney's FeesCourt CostsFines , « *

t:.• .'V.$$$$ '7%’7Vv • • 1

’See attached "Restitution Worksheet, Notice And Order (Initial Sentencing)," AOC-CR-611, which Is Ihcorporate'd by reference;
The Court further recommends:
After release, defendant shall register as a sex offender and abide by all conditions of Sex Offender Control Program,

The Court does not recommend:
□ 1. Restitution as a condition of post release supervision or work release. 0 2. Work release.

AWARD OF FEE TO COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANT

0 A hearing was held in open court in the presence of the defendant at which time a fee, including expenses, was awarded the 
defendant's appointed counsel or assigned public defender.

ORDER OF COMMITMENT/APFEAL ENTRIES

0 It is ORDERED that the Clerk deliver two certified copies of this Judgment and Commitment to the sheriff or other qualified officer 
and that the officer cause the defendant to be delivered with these copies to the custody of the agency named on the reverse to 

the sentence imposed or until the defendant shall have complied with the conditions of release pending appeal.

wmm&m

serve

0 The defendant gives notice of appeal from the judgment of the trial court to the appellate division, Appeal entries and any 
conditions of post conviction release are set forth on form AOC-CR-350.

^simam SIGNATURE OF JUDGE
Signature Of Presidlr I)Name Of Presiding Judge (Type Or Print)

HENRY E. FRYE, JR.
Dele

9/7/2005
ORDER OF COMMITMENT AFTER APPEAL

Ooj6 Appellate Opinion CertifiedDale Appeal Dismissetl Date withdrawal 01 Appeal Filed

It Is ORDERED that this Judgment be executed. It Is FURTHER ORDERED that the sheriff arrest the defendant, if necessary, and 
recommit the defendant to the custody of the agency named in this Judgment on the reverse and furnish that agency two certified 
copies of this Judgment and Commitment as authority for the commitment and detention of the defendant.

0 Deputy CSC 0 Assistant CSC 
I I Clerk 01 Superior Court

SignatureDate

HSflPISICERTIFICATION

I certify that this Judgment and Commitment with the attachment(s) marked below Is a true and complete copy of the 
original which is on file in this case.

D Appeal Entries (AOC-CR-350)
□ Felony Judgment Findings Of Aggravating And Mitigating Factors (AOC-CR-605)
□ Judicial Findings As To Forfeiture Of Licensing Privileges (AOC-CR-317)
□ Victim Notification Tracking Form
□ Restitution Worksheet, Notice And Order (Initial Sentencing) (AOC-CR-611)

T~T~.
K

SignatureDate SEAL9/7/2005 I Jjn
Date Certilled Copies Delivered To Sheri!f

9/7/2005
[X] Deputy CS\ [~1 Assistant CSC 0 Clerk Of Superior Court

MMcrtat oppo$ito unmarked squares is to ha disregarded os sorptusaga.

AOC’CR-601, Side Two, Rev. 10/04
tA,dmlni$ueiive Office of the Court!



INHIBIT 3\ S’tv'fo /jfrl&M Order

vSTATE OF NORTH CAROLINA IN THE GENERAL COURT OF JUSTICE 
SUPERIOR COURT DIVISION 

04 CRS 78728FILED
2811 NOV 21 P 2- 28

COUNTY OF GUILFORD

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA GUiLP0^C0.,0.8,0.
8V ORDER

(Denying Petition on Writ of Habeas Corpus)
v.

TRAVIS L. WATSON,
Defendant/Petitioner

This matter is before the Court on a paper writing entitled “Application for a Writ oif Habeas 
Corpus” filed by Defendant on November 1, 2017. The Court received the file on November 22, 
2017 upon which the Court has reviewed the Application and the Court files in this matter. It 
appears from the record that the Application should be denied.

The Applicant ^Imprisoned nor a parole violation on post release supervision with an expected
release date of April 14 2020, j The offenses subject to the conviction included: conspiracy to
commit second 
a term of 96 to 125 in)

ana two counts of second degree rape for which he was sentenced to 
(n September 7, 2005.

Tee rape

Generally, Habeas Corpus is a procedure by which a person may challenge an imprisonment or a 
restraint on his or her liberty “for any criminal or supposed criminal matter, or on any pretense 
whatsoever”. However, habeas is not the proper procedure for challenging a detention pursuant 
to a valid final judgment in a criminal case entered by a court with proper jurisdiction. North 
Carolina General Statute 17-4 provides that an application must be denied when, among other 
reasons, the party is committed or detained by virtue of a final order, judgment, or decree of a 
competent tribunal; or, when the party has willfully neglected, for two whole sessions after 
imprisonment, to apply for the writ or when no probable ground for relief in fact or in law is 
shown in the petition.

The Applicant has failed to satisfy the basis for the writ.

If is therefore ORDERED that:

1. The “Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus” filed on or about November 1, 2017 is 
DENIED.

2. The Clerk shall mail a copy of this Order to the defendant/applicant and to the District 
Attorney for the Eighteenth Judicial District.

This the day of November, 2017.

J\

Sujferior Court Judge Presiding
zq-n Cop^s D'sh

fu



EXHIBITS'

Judge Hinnant's November 22, 2017 order denying state 

Habeas corpus
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA

r
TRAVIS LASHAUN WATSON,

) ■ ’t'

)
Petitioner, )

)
1:19CV249)v.

)
DENNIS DANIELS, )

)
Respondent. )

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND RECOMMENDATION
OF UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE

Petitioner, a prisoner of the State of North Carolina, seeks

a writ of habeas corpus pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2254 (the
»(Docket Entry 7; see also Docket Entry-9 (memorandum"Petition") .

in support).) Respondent has moved for summary judgment on the

merits, as well as on grounds of non-exhaustion. (Docket Entries

11, 12.) For the reasons explained more fully below, the

undersigned United States Magistrate Judge will recommend that the

Court deny the instant Petition on its merits.

I. Background

On September .7, 2005,. in Guilford County Superior Court,

Petitioner pled guilty to two counts of felony second degree rape,

conspiracy to commit second degree rape, second degree kidnapping,

and possession of a stolen vehicle in cases 04 CRS 78728, 04 CRS

78731, and 04 CRS 69837, respectively. (See Docket' Entry 12-2.)

After consolidating the rape offenses and consolidating the 

kidnapping and possession of a stolen vehicle offenses, the trial

court imposed consecutive prison sentences of 96 to 125 months and

(See id.j ' Petitioner also received27 to 42 months, respectively.
)
s

Case l:19-cv-00249-LCB-LPA Document 17 Filed 12/03/19 Paae 1 of 24
L



I

r »r *
a five-year term of post-release supervision ("PRS") , which he

began to serve on April 16, 2015, see Watson v. Daniels, No.

1:18CV4 51, Docket Entry 13-4 at 1 (M.D.N.C. Jul. 9, 2018).1

On December 29, 2016, officers with the Greensboro Police

Department arrested Petitioner on two new felony charges (see

Docket Entry 12-7 at 10-13) and detained Petitioner in the Guilford

County jail (Docket Entry 9 at 1-2) . January 3, 2017, the Post

Release Supervision . and Parole Commission ("PRSPC") arrested

Petitioner on a warrant for post-release supervision violatd,

based on the new felony charges.

Petitioner/appeared

See Watson, No. 1:18CV451< Docket
$

Entry 13-4 at 1. before the PRS on January

13, 2017, and signed a waiver of his right to a preliminary hearing

and a hearing before the PRSPC, which provided as follows:
$

I do hereby waive my right to a Preliminary Hearing and 
[PRSPC] Heari
charges been disposed of by the [c]ourts.
unde

until pending North Carolina criminal
I do4

■a

and the purpose of these hearings is to determine 
WfTether there is probable cause to believe that I have 
violated the condition(s) of my Parole/Conditional 
Release/[PRS] heretofore granted by the North Carolina 
[PRSPC] .
■Preliminary Hearing to be held prior to the pending 
charges['] disposition by contacting my Probation/Parole 
Officer in writing.

7$
I do also understand that I can request the

I "P~b ^* -ib
4;

atson, No. 1:18CV451, Docket Entry 13-8 (emphasis in origi

On May 22, 2017, Petitioner transferred from the Guilford

^ -V *
County jail to the Craven Correctional Institution ("Craven Cl").

1 In civil action 1:18CV451, Petitioner brought an action under 28 U.S.C. 
§ 2254 challenging his 2005 convictions and sentences, which the undersigned 
dismissed with prejudice on January 31, 2019. See Watson, No. 1:18CV451, Docket 
Entries 31, 32 (M.D.N.C. Jan. 31, 2019). 
citations to page numbers refer to the page numbers in the footer appended to 
those materials at the time of their docketing in the CM/ECF system.

Throughout this Recommendation, pin

-2-
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see also Docket Entry • 9 at 1-2.)2(See Docket Entry 7 at 5;

According to Petitioner's filings in another case he brought in

this Court arising out of his transfer to Craven Cl, Petitioner .

transferred back to the Guilford County jail just eight days later

on May 30, 2017, and remained there until June 22, 2017, when he

returned to the Craven Cl. See Watson v. State of North Carolina

Post Release Supervision and Parole Commission, No. 1:17 CV 97 7,

Docket Entry 2 at 9, 19, 22, 24, 26, 30, 34 (M.D.N.C. Oct. 26,

2017) . Eighteen days later, on July 10, 2017, Petitioner

transferred back to the Guilford County jail and remained there

until August 1, 2017, when he transferred to the Caswell

See id.3 On October 4, 2017,Correctional Center ("Caswell CC").
VPetitioner transferred back to the Guilford County jail where he ?

kJ.remained through his trial in late February 2018. ___
Entry 9 at 4.) ^ CUUw. h

^-jjUb -fo*'" WbitMtyf I N®
In November 2017, Petitioners^:iled a pro se "Application for

(See Docke&
n/1

a Writ of Habeas Corpus" and/or a " tion to Dismiss" with the

trial court seeking dismissal of his pendin^2016 criminal charge

2 The Craven Cl is located in Vanceboro, North Carolina, see 
https'://www.ncdps.gov/adult-corrections/prisons/prison-facilities/craven- 
correctional-institution 
approximately
https://www.mapquest.com (enter query for directions from 201 South Edgeworth 
Street, Greensboro, North Carolina 27401, to 600 Alligator Road, Vanceboro, North 
Carolina 28586) (last visited Dec. 2, 2019).

(last visited Dec. 2, 2019), at a distance of
miles from the Guilford County jail,190 see

3 The Caswell CC is located in Blanch, North Carolina, see 
https://www.ncdps.gov/adult-corrections/prisons/prison-facilities/caswell- 
correctional-center (last visited Dec. 2, 2019), at a distance of approximately 
40 miles from the Guilford County jail, see https://www.mapquest.com (enter query 
for directions from 201 South Edgeworth Street, Greensboro, North Carolina 27401, 
to 444 County Home Road, Blanch, North Carolina 27212) (last visited Dec. 2, 
2019).

-3-
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due to the alleged revocation of his PRS without a hearing and his

intermittent confinement in prison (Docket Entry 12-7 at 34-36; see

also Docket Entry 7, ! 11(a)), which that court, following a

hearing (Docket Entry 12-4), denied on November 22, 2017 (Docket

Entry 12-5') .4

2017, the PRSPC entered anOn December 11, rder with regard

to Petitioner's PRS which provided as follows:

In reference to [Petitioner], convicted September1 7, 2005 
in Guilford ■ Couaty Superior Court, /docket number 
04CRS078728, two counts of Second Degree Rape, Conspiracy 
to Commit' Secondr Degree Rape, 9'6 to 125 months' active. 
He was released, oa f>ive years post-release supervision on 
April 16, 2015' and was arrested January .3, 2017' by
[PRSPC] warrant for reported post-release violations. 
The [PRSPC] finds, thati [Petitioner] i-s currently 
incarcerated for the [PRSPC's] -January 3, 2017 wa

pending felony charges againShtafcfigljf 
^nds a preliminary hearing 
Sw n~nLIT__ tile's'e pdadinych^r

\*v vi
for
[£& furth

arvulTY~d-37o ges
s e

Upon furtn eview of his case, the [PRSPC] finds that 
[Petitioner] has compl-eted service of his maximum "term in

ence as required by N.C. [Gen.[his 96 to-125 mont-t
rele^ed from custody _e-&^ctive immediately. This order
doeshot resolve [Petitioner] of ' any other legal 
obligations such as for the pending charges -in Guilford § 
County or for the registration requirement for'[his. 96 to

an“?£?

15A-1368.3 (c) (N 1) and -therefore ' orders he beStat

V

125 month]
6

:18CV451, DocketWatsdnT7! ntry 13-3 at 1 (emphasis added).

In response to an inquiry from Petitioner, Mary Stevens, Chief 

Administrator of the PRSPC, wrote Petitioner a letter enclosing and
\

explaining the above-quoted order of the PRSPC, which provided,
’ ^ orJ<T £r 6^ W -f« if ■ «■ Jl i,

A f wv ftrs-h a rJi.^ Jir v'oU'hy'-j . (j<; -fd.vt

buo-'ri< P0S-\fhS(t -frr*W -ffa, Q, f
The record does not contain a copy of Petitioner's Application for a Writ

in

pertinent part, s follows:

of Habeas Corpus

-4-
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This will acknowledge receipt of your recent 
correspondence dated May 27, 2018 to Governor Roy Cooper. 
In answer to your concerns, the [PRSPC1 did not revoke 
your [PRS] for your previously-incarcerated [96 to 125
monthl sentence. In_ December 2017, the [PRSPC] rescinded^ 

r CPRS1 proeoodingrs In your cS^e—or stopped
ordered that you be released from the [PRS] requirejft^n 
of [your 96 to 
of that ordery

2-§^unonthl sentence. Enclosed is a/copy 
This means that the" five (5~T /eap/ [PRST 

^requirement for [that sentence] was completed effective 
D.aaember 11. 2 017/bicause you had served~~~ytrtHr7^a^-±irtam
sentence term.Q. Ivjh. pbcm___________ ,

Id. , Docket Entry 13-3 at 2 (emphasis added)/.
o

Petitioner

apparently remained dissatisfied with that explanation, as Ms.

Stevens sent Petitioner another letter dated/ June 25, 2018,
Jv Vexplaining as follows:

This will acknowledge receipt of I your recent
correspondence dated June 18, 2018 in which you requested F 
additional information concerning tha post-release ^
violation process of your previous confinement. You 
expressed concerns that no probable cau/se hearing took 
place in your case. /

is

5s.

. . [Y]ou waived your right to a preliminary hearing
and [PRSPC] hearing until your pending North Carolina 

^criminal charges had been disposed of I by the [c]ourts.
XSfrfr signed waiver is why the [PRSPC% /did not_proceec
wi-th—bhe hearing process in ytnm?-—ergso/ in 2017V 
county iaTls choose to send incarcerated persons"to
Department of Adult Corrections ('DAC' )\ (prison) custody
after a [PRSPC] warrant has been servedX even when there
are pending charges in that countyu The\PRSPC]'s order
of December 11, 2017 released you from DACvcustody back

Your public recxxrd in the 
[Department of Public Safety] website shows 
release supervision in your previous confinemert 
December 11, 2017.

Some

to the county jail.
at post- 

ended

(Docket Entry 16-6 (emphasis added).)

On March 1, 2018, a jury convicted Petitioner of felony 

robbery with a dangerous weapon (offense date December 22, 2016), 

possession of a firearm by a convicted felon (offense date December

29, 2016), and attaining habitual felon status (offense date

I y
stL9-cv-00249-LCB-LPA Document 17 Filed 12/03/19 Paae 5 of 24
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December 29, 2016) in cases 16 CRS 92606, 16 CRS 92616, and 17 CRS

24032, respectively. (See Docket Entry 7, SIS! 1, 2, 4-6; see also

Docket Entry 12-6.) The trial court sentenced Petitioner to

consecutive terms of 96 to 128 months and 97 to 129 months in

prison. (See Docket Entry 7, SI 3'; see also Docket Entry 12-6.)

The trial court ordered that Petitioner receive credit for the 427

days he spent in pretrial confinement against his sentences.

(Docket Entry 12-6 at 2 .) Petitioner appealed (see Docket Entry 7,

SI 8) , and his case remains pending in the North Carolina Court of

Appeals, State v. Watson, No. COA 18-1254 (N.C. Dec. 11,App.

2018) .

In May 2018, Petitioner filed a Petition under 28 U.S.C.

§ 2254 with this Court attacking his 2005 convictions on the ground 

that his "[PRS] was revoked and [he was] returned to prison without 

a revocation hearing and without any official determination of

wrongdoing." Watson, No. l:18Cv451, Docket Entry 2, SI 12 (Ground

One) . The undersigned United States Magistrate first recommendeds£ denial of the Petition as moot, because it challenged only the 

procedures surrounding and conditions of Petitioner's term of PRS,
\

which expired on December 11, 2017.' See Watson, No. 1:18CV451,

2018 WL 6728041, at *3-4 (M.D.N.C. Dec. 21, 2018) (unpublished).

The undersigned alternatively recommended denial of the Petition on
$

its merits, because the PRSPC did not revoke Petitioner's PRS and

thus did not deny Petitioner his due process rights by failing to

SO hold a ■kearirng"] and notingtThat the expiration ofrevocatio

Petitioner's term of PRS on December 11, 2017, mooted any need for

-6-
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a preliminary (or probable cause) hearing after that point. See

id. at *4-5; see also id. at *5 (recommending denial of certificate

of appealability).5

Petitioner subsequently filed his instant Petition in this

Court on February 25, 2019, along with a memorandum in support,

challenging his 2018 convictions. (Docket Entries 1, 2.)6

Petitioner filed an Amended Petition as of right under Rule

15(a)(1) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure (Docket Entry 7),

as well as a supporting memorandum (Docket Entry 8) . The

undersigned then granted Petitioner's motion to replace that 

supporting memorandum with an amended memorandum (Docket Entry 9).

See Text Order dated Apr. 3, 2019. Respondent thereafter filed the

instant Motion for Summary Judgment and Supporting Brief (Docket 

Entries 11, 12) , and Petitioner responded in opposition (Docket

Entries 15, 16) .

II. Grounds for Relief

The Petition raises four grounds for relief:

"Petitioner (was] denied due process as a pretrial1)

detainee" (Docket Entry 7, f 12(Ground One) (standard

capitalization applied)) because, "(o]n [May 22, 2017], Petitioner 

was sent to prison prior to any adjudication of guilt" and "was in

5 Because both parties consented to the jurisdiction of the undersigned 
United States Magistrate Judge, the undersigned withdrew the Recommendation and 
entered a final Order and a Judgment denying Petitioner's claims as moot and 
meritless, without a certificate of appealability. See Watson, No. 1:18CV451, 
Docket Entries 31, 32 (M.D.N.C. Jan. 31, 2019).

6 Under Rule 3 (d) of the Rules Governing Section 2254 Cases in United 
States District Courts, the Court should deem the instant Petition filed on 
February 25, 2019, the date Petitioner signed the Petition (under penalty of
perjury) as submitted to prison authorities (see Docket Entry 1 at 15).

-7-
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state custody from [May 22, 2017,] to [December 11,2017], prior to

trial" (id. , 51 12 (Ground One) (a) ) ;

2) "Petitioner [was] denied [the] right of access to counsel"

(id. , 51 12 (Ground Two) (standard capitalization applied) ) because,

"[o]n [May 22, 2017], Petitioner transferred over 200+ miles away

from [the] place of [the] alleged crime and away from [his] court

appointed counsel" and "could not relay information to [his]

attorney to file [a] motion to suppress evidence" and "could not

communicate with counsel to discuss a plea bargain" or "being sent

to prison prior to trial" (id. , 51 12 (Ground Two) (a));

3) "Petitioner [was] denied [the] right to counsel" (id. ,

51 12 (Ground Three) (standard capitalization applied)), because

"Petitioner's [first] assigned [trial] counsel was not

present" at the hearing on Petitioner's Motion to Dismiss and/or

Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus in the trial court, and

Petitioner's second trial counsel "stood by but would not represent

Petitioner nor address [the] claims of Petitioner's habeas motion"

(id. , 51 12 (Ground Three) (a) ) ; and

"Petitioner [was] denied [the] right to a fair trial4)

proceeding" (standard capitalization 

applied)), because "Petitioner [was] punished and imprisoned in [a]

(id. , 51 12 (Ground Four)

state correctional facility prior to guilt," Petitioner was "housed

' in [the] same agency as convicted felons, although presumed

innocent," Petitioner was "denied access to his attorney to prepare

a defense," Petitioner "was not represented at [the] habeas

hearing," his "[M]otion to [D]ismiss on above issues, was not

-8-
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heard," his Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus was "denied

although there was no legal judgement," and a "[p]lea [was] sent to

Petitioner through [the] U.S. Mail while [he was] in prison as a

pretrial detainee" (id. , f 12-(Ground Four) (a)).

III. Discussion

A. Exhaustion

Respondent contends that "Petitioner has failed to exhaust

state remedies on all his Grounds for Relief as. required by 28

U.S.C. § 2254(b)(1)(A) and Respondent[] do[es] not waive

non-exhaustion." (Docket Entry 12 at 7.) Indeed, as Respondent

asserts, "Petitioner will have to complete his direct appeal, and • 

then file a post-conviction motion for appropriate relief (MAR) in 

the Superior Court of Guilford County raising his present claims,

. . . [and i]f not satisfied with that court's adjudication, he

must first file a certiorari petition in the [North Carolina Court 

of Appeals] seeking review of the MAR order, before returning to

Respondent points out that "[t]his Court.federal court." (Id. )

has the power ... to adjudicate and deny Petitioner's Grounds for 

Relief on the merits notwithstanding non-exhaustion and 

Respondent's refusal to waive non-exhaustion" (id. at 8 (citing 28

U.S.C. § 2254(b) (2))), and urges the Court to "exercise that power

here, because Petitioner's Grounds for Relief are without merit, 

and in order to conserve scarce judicial.resources both state and

federal." (Id. )

In response, Petitioner contends that he "did file state

habeas and [a M]otion to [D]ismiss, as a pretrial detainee, to

-9-
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address this matter," that the constitutional errors alleged in his 

Petition qualify as "structural in nature and should exempt

Petitioner from further exhaustion requirement," that "[fjailure to 

review this claim would result in a miscarriage of justice," and 

that " [c] ause/ [p.] rejudice also exists and should exempt Petitioner

from exhaustion." (Docket Entry 7, f 12(Ground One)(b); see also

id. , f 12 (Ground Two) (b) , SI 12 (Ground Three) (b) , SI 12 (Ground

Four)(b).) Those arguments fall short.

Even if the Court found that the Motion to Dismiss and/or 

Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus, Petitioner filed in the

trial court in November 2017 raised the substance of Grounds One

through Four of the instant Petition (compare Docket Entry 12-7 at 

34-36, with Docket Entry 7, SI 12), Petitioner glosses over the 

facts that 1) his direct appeal (which, inter alia, contests the

trial court'-s denial of his Motion to Dismiss (see Docket Entry 12- 

- 8 at 18-20) ) remains pending, and 2) he has not filed a post­

conviction MAR in the trial court challenging his 2018 convictions 

and/or sentences. Moreover, Petitioner's conclusory assertion of 

structural error, offered without any supporting facts or law,

fails to excuse Petitioner's non-exhaustion. See Sherman v. Smith,

89 F.3d 1134, 1138 (4th Cir. 199.6) (defining structural errors, as

defaults—T_so severe as to render a trial inherently unfair" and

cautioning that judges should be wary of prescribing new errors

requiring automatic reversal"). Furthermore, Petitioner's

invocation of a miscarriage of justice and cause/prejudice fails 

both as conclusory and as inapplicable' to Petitioner's claims,

-10-
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which remain unexhausted but not procedurally defaulted. Thus, the

Court presently may not grant habeas relief on any of Petitioner's

Grounds for Relief, 28 U.S.C. § 2254(b)(1); however, such claim(s)

"may be denied on the merits, notwithstanding the failure of

[Petitioner] to exhaust [state-court] remedies," 28 U.S.C.

§ 22.54 (b) (2) (emphasis added) .

B. Merits

1. Ground One

Petitioner's first ground for relief - contends that "Petitioner

[was] denied due process as a pretrial detainee" (Docket Entry 7,

f 12(Ground One) (standard capitalization applied)) because, "[o]n

[May 22, 2017], Petitioner was sent to prison prior to any

adjudication of guilt" and "was in state custody from [May 22,

2017,] to [December 11,2017], prior to trial" (id. , SI 12 (Ground

One) (a)) ." As a corollary to that argument, Petitioner also has

asserted that:

Pretrial detainees have a right to be free from 
punishment for a crime until convicted of the crime. 
Pretrial detainees have a right to have their day in 
court before they are deprived of liberty beyond the 
restrictions of jail management and security. Under the 
due process clause, pretrial detainees cannot be 
punished[.]
(1979) .

■ presence at trial, 
restrictions that are 
management and security. To the contrary and prior to 
his trial, Petitioner was subjected to rules and policies 
founded on correction, retribution, and deterrance [sic] 
which all constitute punishment. . . . The deprivation
discussed above has undoubtedly prejudiced Petitioner. 
The State, even after Petitioner voiced this claim at a 
habeas hearing in Guilford County Superior Court on 
November 16, 2017 as a pretrial detainee, has disregarded

fBell v. Wolfishl , 441 U.S. 520, 537 n.16
They can only be detained to ensure their 

and subjected to rules and 
reasonably related to jail

f

-ll-
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Petitioner's right to due process and proceeded to gain 
a conviction in violation of federal law.

petitioner's argument fails as moot.4 (Docket Entry 9 at-3^-4.)

The Court "shall entertain an application for a writ of habeas

A corpus in behalf of a person in custody pursuant to the judgment of

a State court only on the ground that he is in custody in violation

of the Constitution or laws or treaties of the United States." 28

U.S.C. § 2254 (a) (emphasis, added); . see also Maleng v. Cook, 490
DNN U.S. 488, 490-91 (1989) (holding that Section 2254 petitioner must,

bp at the time he or she files petition, remain "in custody" pursuant

onviction or sentence at issue (citing Carafas v.to sta-fe-e—"tri 

LaVallee, 391 U.S. 234, 238 (1968))). The "in custody" requirement

raises a threshold jurisdictional question.

490 (stating that "[t]he federal habeas statute gives the United 

States district courts jurisdiction to entertain petitions for

Maleng, 490 U.S. at

habeas relief only from persons who-are 'in custody in violation of

the Constitution or laws or treaties of the United States r n

(emphasis in original)) .

To meet the jurisdictional "in custody" requirement, a

petitioner need not remain in actual physical custody of state

authorities, as well-settled law holds that an ongoing term of

probation or parole constitutes a sufficient restraint on a

petitioner's liberty to allow the petitioner to challenge a state

sentence under Section 2254. See Jones v. Cunningham, 371 U.S.

236, 242 (1963) (deeming prisoner on parole still "in custody" for 

habeas purposes because release from physical confinement remains 

conditional and "the custody and control of the Parole Board

-12-
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involves significant restraints on petitioner's liberty")

However, where a petitioner "elect[s] only to attack [his or her]

sentences, and . . . those sentences expired during the course of

t he[ ] proceedings, th[e] case is moot." Lane v. Williams, 455 U.S.

624, 631 5lTsq North Carolina v. Rice, 404 U.S. 244, 248

(1971) ("Nullification of a conviction may have important benefits 

for a defendant . . . but urging in a habeas corpus proceeding the

correction of a sentence already served is another matter.").

Here, to avoid the mootness issue, Petitioner attempts to

repackage his claim from one challenging the revocation without a

hearing .of his PRS stemming from his 2005 convictions leading to

his i m>%tent confinement in prison during the time period from 

May 22, 2017, to December 11, 2017, to one alleging wrongful

pretrial detention in prison on his 2016 pending felony chargesS

during the time period from May 22, 2017, to December 11, 2017.

(Compare Watson, No. 1:18CV451, Docket Entry 2, f 12(Ground One),

with Docket Entry 7, 1 12 (Ground One).) However, the record

before the Court conclusively establishes that Petitioner's active

prison sentences, for his 2005 convictions expired on April 16,

2015, when he began his five-year term of PRS, see Watson, No.

1:18CV451, Docket Entry 13-4 at 1, that the PRSPC arrested

Petitioner on the new 2016 felony charges on January 3, 2017, see

id. , that Petitioner waived a preliminary hearing and a PRSPC 

hearing until after resolution of his 2016 charges, see id. , Docket

Entry 13-8, that Petitioner experienced intermittent_(and brief) 

periods of confinement in prison from May 22, 2017, to December jl.
/

1 -13-
j'of ?
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2017, see Watson, No. 1:17CV977, Docket Entry 2 at 9, 19, 22, 24,
(Tr

/A26, 30, 34), that the PRSPC terminated Petitioner's PRS arising ,«V
jffrom his 2005 convictions on December 11, 2017, see Watson, No.

1:18CV451, Docket Entry 13-3 at 1, and that Petitioner thereafter

remained in the Guilford County jail until his trial on the 2016

charges in late February 2018 (see Docket Entry 16-6). 

words, any time Petitioner spent in prison from May 22, 2017, tdL

December 11, 2017, farose o~ut~~of ~his"violation of the terms of ]t~ls> 

which formed a part of his 2005 convictions and sentences, 

not his 2016 then-pending felony charges.

In other,

and

Because Ground One<3
^'s’Sa attac^s only the procedures and conditions of Petitioner's expired* I

^ ^ term of PRS, Petitioner "urg[es] . . . the correction of a sentence

|L ^ already served," Rice, 404 U.S. at 248, and the Court should deny
~Vftf, f£(v

Ground One as moot.$ vio.1
2. Ground Two va! Mlin Petitioner's second ground for relief alleges that "[he was] 

denied [the] right of, access to counsel" (Docket Entry 7,

1 12(Ground Two) (standard capitalization applied)) because, "[o]n 

[May 22, 2017], Petitioner transferred over 200+ miles away from 

[the] place of [the] alleged crime and away from [his] court 

appointed counsel," "could non relay information to [his] ./attorney 

to file [a] motion to suppress evidence," and "could not , 

communicate with counsel to discuss a plea bargain" or "to discuss 

being sent to prison prior to tr\al" (id., f 12 (Ground Two) (aj); V 

see also Docket Entry 9 at 4-6). Petitioner's arguments fail as a ^ V 

matter of law.

s
<vj<r

ri

§4

Case l:19-cv-00249-LCB-LPA Document 17 Filed 12/03/19 Paae 14 of 24



,vr t

"A criminal defendant's Sixth Amendment right to counsel 

attaches at the initiation of adversary judicial proceedings, which

at least includes the point of formal charge, indictment,

-information, preliminary hearing, or arraignment." United States

v. Cain, 524 F.3d 477, 481 (4th Cir. 2008) (citing McNeil v.

Wisconsin, 501 U.S. 171, 175 (1991)). In this case, Petitioner's 

Sixth Amendment right to the effective assistance of counsel

attached, at the latest, on January 23, 2017, the date a grand jury 

indicted Petitioner on his 2016 felony charges. (See Docket Entry

12-7 at 21-23.) Moreover, because Petitioner remained in jail

.and/or prison from the timo h,i °—i-CLd_l r.tmpnt s t-h rough hie fri-al

jail and/or prison must have.atf.orded him "a reasonablethe

opportunity to seek and receive the assistance of attorneys," and

1 and/or prisonj air r'practT"ces that unjustifiably obstruct the
- tt-

availability of professional representation [to inmates] . . . are

invalid. ", Procunier v. Martinez, 416 U.S. 396, 419 (1974) (citing

Ex parte Hull, 312 U.S. 546 (1941)), partially overruled on

grounds, Thornburgh v. Abbott, 490 U.S. 401, 413 (1989)- Here,

Petitioner's allegations of dSTTial of the right of 

counsel fail as conclusory and unsupported.

access to

See Nickerson v. Lee,

971 F.2d 1125, 1136 (4th Cir. 1992) (holding that, "[i]n order to

obtain an evidentiary hearing on an ineffective assistance of

counsel claim[,] ... .a habeas petitioner must come forward with
\

evidence that the claim might have merit," and tha-tome

tjhj] nsupported, conclusory allegations do not entitle, a habeas

\s '(J.*'

•r 3 s
-15-
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petition to an evidentiary, hearing"), abrogated on other grounds,

Gray v. Netherland, 518 U.S. 152, 165-66 (1996).

Although Petitioner alleges that his transfer to the Craven Cl

on May 22, 2017, placed him "over 200+ miles from [the] place of

[the] alleged crime and away from [his] court appointed counsel,"

and that he "could not communicate with counseK about certain

matters (Docket Entry 7, 5 12 (Ground Two) (a)), Petitioner neither

alleges that the transfer actually prevented him 'rrom any

^nrough in-person visits A telephone
*

communications with his counsel

calls, or^written correspondence^ nor provides the Court with any
T~~rr'
proof/ beyond his own unsupported allegations, about unsuccessful

attempts to reach his counsel through any of those means (see id.;

see also Docket Entry 9 at 4-6, Docket Entry 15 at 3-4).

Petitioner's assertions in Ground Two also ignore the facts 

that 1) Petitioner remained in the Guilford County jail from the

of his arrest by officers with the Greensboro Police '

Department on December 29, 2016, to May 22, 2017, when he

transferred to the Craven Cl (located approximately 190 miles from r\j 

the Guilford County jail), 2) Petitioner transferred back to the 

Guilford County jail just eight days later and remained there from 

May 30, 2017, to June 22, 2017, when he returned to the Craven Cl, 

y 3) he transferred back to the Guilford County jail 18 days latejo-e+r 

^ ’^July 10, 2 01>^and remained there untdd^tojA^^rs-b-dr7^oT7^ when he 

* ^ ^^^transferred^Q^th^CaswelirQS—(dr^cated”^pproximately 40 miles from 

|'¥1<D\pthe Guilford County jail), and 4) he transferred back to the

A

N

/]

•s
Guilford County jail on October 4 2017 and remained there through

_ ^ -K '
^ :

cj

c 'i 3
-Sr

$kr4 2
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his trial in late February 2018 (see Docket Entry 9 at 4) . See

Watson, No. 1:17CV977, Docket Entry 2 at 9, 19, 22, 24, 26, 30, 34.

Thus, the record establishes that Petitioner remained at a distance 

Q£~~approximately '1200 [] miles from [the] place of [the] alleged 

crime [in Greensboro, North Carolina, ] and away from [his] court

appointed couii&ed~" (both located_i Greensboro-, North Carolina) for
V7 -------—----- „ ------- ^26 days (or approximately six percent) of the 427 days 

from his arrest on December 29,

a total of

2016, to his convictions and

sentencing on March 1, 2018. Petitioner's presence in the Craven

Cl for such a small percentage of the time between his arrest and

trial undermines his bald assertion that his time in prison denied

him access to counsel.

Moreove-r, the record, insofar as it reflects matters occurring

between Petitioner's arrest and trial, further forecloses relief.

Although Petitioner alleges that he "could not communicate with

counsel to discuss a plea bargain sent to him in the mail" (Docket

Entry 7, SI 21(Ground Two) (a)), Petitioner's first- trial counsel

averred that "[he irsited [Petitioner] in jail on June 22 [, 2017]

to dis s [Petitioner's] cases and consider the plea offer"

(Docket Entry 16-2, SI 4), which offer counsel deemed "reasonable"

(id., f 3). "[Counsel's] advice to [Petitioner] [wa]s that a jury 

trial present[ed] too many risks and that he should consider the

plea offer." - (Id. , SI 7.) According to counsel, "[Petitioner]

literally became enraged at [counsel's] statement and told [counsel

he] was helping the prosecution and not [acting] in [Petitioner's]

best interests." (Id. , SI 8.) "[Petitioner] told [counsel] he

-17-
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y
want[ed] another lawyer and instructed [counsel] to file [a] motion

to withdraw." (Id. , SI 10.) Petitioner also filed his own motion

to have counsel removed and new counsel appointed. (See Docket

Entry 12-7 at 24.) On July 24, 2017, the trial court allowed both

motions and appointed Petitioner's second trial counsel. (See

id.)1
rrtf 1/4 (•

Despite Petitioner's conclusory allegation that he "could not

relay information to [his] attorney to file [a] motion to suppress

evidence" (Docket Entry 7, 1 12(Ground Two) (a)), the record

demonstrates that his second trial counsel filed a motion to

suppress on November 22, 2017, along with a supporting memorandum

and two supporting affidavits (see id. at 25-33) and, on February

27, 2018, argued in support of that motion at a hearing, calling

both affiants as witnesses (see Docket Entry 12-10 at 12-59) .

1 Petitioner alleges that his second trial counsel "was assigned officially 
by the (trial c]ourt to represent Petitioner!] on November 16, 2017," and thus 
Petitioner argues that he "had no access to any counsel to examine, discuss, and 
review the plea offer" from the time between the trial court's removal of his 

t first trial counsel on July 24, 2017,’ and the "official[]" assignment of his 
second trial counsel on November 16, 2017. (Docket Entry 9 at 5.) That argument 
lacks merit. The trial court appointed Petitioner's second trial counsel on July * 
24, 2017 (Docket Entry 12-7 at 24), and Petitioner's own evidence shows that his, 
second trial counsel corresponded with Pet- i t- i nn^-r nn September 77 
"enclosed a copy of the plea offer extended by the State," Watson, No. 1:18CV451, 
Docket Entry 28-3.’ Petitioner's apparent attempt to rely on a discussion between 
the trial court and the prosecutor at the conclusion of the hearing on 
Petitioner's Motion to Dismiss and/or Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus on 

^ November 16, 2017, misses the mark. In that discussion, the prosecutor merely 
'S noted that "(s]ome of the[] files reflect[ed] that [Petitioner's] previous 

attorney . . . was still [Petitioner's] lawyer even though [Petitioner's second
trial counsel] [wa]s supposed to be on all of [Petitioner's] cases." (Docket 
Entry 16-1 at 15.) The trial court responded, "Madam Clerk, if you will check 

^^CJ'^that and to the extent [Petitioner's first trial counsel] is still on any of 
those cases, take him off and pu£ [Petitioner's second trial counsel] on as 
St^kornev of record." (th..—at—1 6_______________ 'he mere fact that, due to a clerical error,
some of The trial court's files dfid not yet reflect Petitioner's second trial 
counsel as attorney of record doa4 not establish that Petitioner's second trial 
counsel did not actually serve as5 Petitioner's attorney of record as of July 24, 
2017, the date of the trial coiyrt's order appointing him.

lr\ W (0J^/ 

•©rz>~^u fi6!

-18- 
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Petitioner neither elucidates what information he could not relay

to trial counsel for inclusion in the motion to suppress, nor how

counsel's lack of such information prpjndo-g^d—Petitioner. (See

Docket Entries 2, 9, 15.) That failure precludes relief.

Regarding Petitioner's contention that he could not "discuss

being sent to prison prior to trial" with his trial counsel (Docket

Entry 7, 1 12(Ground Two) (a)), as discussed above, Petitioner

remained represented during that time by his second appointed trial

counsel (see Docket Entry 12-7 at 24) , and Petitioner has not 

blished that his brief stays in prison denied him access to his

Moreover, despite representation by his second trialunsel.

Petitioner proceeded to file a pro se Motion to Dismiss 

and/or Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus with the trial court

counsel,

and Petitioner's second trial counsel g
his pro se motiopYs*)^ ^

(Docket Entry 12-7 at 34-36),

ensured that Petitioner obtained a hearing

on November 16, 2017, as reflected in the. following on-the-record . .
Cjl rA jhfi-T

rfo
L ,An ,discussion during that hearing: «f *1

ta/vsnV'Q/
[TRIAL COUNSEL] : I did ask [the prosecutor]
[petitioner1 over today. ... I believe [Petitioner's] , j 
case is likely to go in front of the jury sometime^hl^ 
December [2017] or January [2018] if I'm understanding 
correctly. So I thought that these issues needed to be^ 
resolved. .

bri

)/
e, •

Your Honor, I met with [Petitioner] on Tuesday aV I
you. We had a good conversation"! I took over thisN

in early Augug/t, possibly late July, of 
have got guite a few motigne-— 

[Petitioner] has fi/Led essentially on the same
issue. And with the [c]ourt's indulgence, I was hoping 

^ the [clourt would hear ffrom [Petitioner! about this so 
s, that this issue could be resolved! ! ! I believe he

h | ^ \ aJ i is going to ask the [clourt to dismiss pending charges 
^ ^ p \ s. that he's facing at this point.

AsACl / ^ A

I believe,
[2017], Your Honor. . 
that

0niy Z-

\jv&L
1

J T?

-19- Ob
ot>-ft A."

■ dtUrvirt)I* fwp
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T[RIAL] COURT: 
allegations [Petitioner] is making, the legal arguments?

cr[TRIAL COUNSEL]: I think [Petitioner! 
the [c]ourt on those, Your Honor.

wanted to address
i

T[RIAL] COURT: Are you cognizant of them? 
address them?

Can you also

Honor, ' that[TRIAL COUNSEL]: 
cognizant of them.

I believe, I'mYour
I don't believe that I can present

them in court.

(Docket Entry 12-4 at 6-7 (emphasis added).) The above-quoted

colloquy makes clear that Petitioner did discuss his transfers to

prison prior to trial with his second trial counsel."

In short, Ground Two fails as conclusory and meritless.

3. Ground Three

Via Ground Three, Petitioner contends that "[he was] denied

(Docket Entry 7, 1 12 (Ground[the] right . to counsel" Three)

(standard capitalization applied) ), 1 because "Petitioner's [first]

assigned [trial] counsel . . . was not present" at the hearing on

Petitioner's Motion to Dismiss and/or Application for a Writ of

Habeas Corpus in the trial court, and Petitioner's second trial

counsel "stood by but would not represent Petitioner nor address

[the] claims of Petitioner's habeas motion" (id., 5 12 (Ground

Three) (a); see also Docket Entry 9 at 6-8;, Docket Entry 15 at 4-5) .

Petitioner's contentions do not warrant relief.

As discussed above, Petitioner successfully moved the trial

court to remove his first trial counsel on July 24, 2017 (see

Docket Entry 12-7 at 24) , and Petitioner's second trial counsel

attended the hearing on Petitioner's Motion to Dismiss and/or

Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus in the trial court

Case l:19-cv-00249-LCB-LPA Document 17 Filed 12/03/19 Paae 20 of 24
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Although Petitioner'sNovember 16, 2017 (see Docket Entry 16-1) .

second trial counsel declined to argue Petitioner's- pro se

contentions, Petitioner clearly insisted on filing those arguments 

pro se and indicated that hje wanted to present those arguments to ,

the trial court:

T [RIAL] COURT: Do you wish 
allegations [Petitioner] is making, the legal arguments?

the a(yt
(/(#[TRIAL COUNSEL]: I think [Petitioner] wanted to address 

the [c]ourt on those, Your Honor.

T[RIAL] COURT: Are you cognizant of them? Can you also 
address them?,, fl**' ,Nou'iru sd-J

[TRIAL COUNSEL]: I believe, Your “Honor, that I'm 
cognizant of them. I don't believe that I can present • 
them in court.

X-

(Docket Entry 12-4 at 6-7 (emphasis added).)

Accordingly, Petitioner has failed to establish a denial of

his right to counsel at the.hearing on his Motion to Dismiss and/or

Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus in the trial court.

4. Ground Four rr5

Lastly, Petitioner maintains that "[he was] denied [the] right

to a fair trial proceeding" (Docket Entry 7, SI 12 (Ground Four)

(standard capitalization applied)), because "[he was] punished and

imprisoned in [a] state correctional facility prior to guilt," 

Petitioner was "housed in [the] same agency as convicted felons, ^

^ \ i
etitioner' s• 8 Petitioner's second tri\l counsel likely cbuld not address Petitioner

arguments due to the North Carolina Rules of Professional Conduct. See N.C. R.
Prof. Cond. 3.1 ("A lawyer shall not bring or defend a proceeding, or assert or 
controvert an issue therein, unless there is a basis in law and fact for doing \f)V*A 
so that is not frivolous, which includes a good faith argument for an extension, 
modification or reversal of existing law."); see also In re Small, 201 N.C. App.
390, 393-94 (2009) (recognizing that trial court possessed "inherent authority" 
to sanction criminal defendant's attorney for filing frivolous motions).

jhj, JUf ^ ^

Jfjj

w [..ft iUkl
if ^.

1 00 non-21- xa 7
}£ \ 'fa
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although presumed innocent," Petitioner was "denied access to his

attorney to prepare a defense," Petitioner "was not represented at 

[the] habeas hearing," his "[M]otion to [DJismiss on above issues

was not heard, " his Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus was 

"denied although there was no legal judgement," and a "[p]lea [was] 

sent to Petitioner through [the] U.S. Mail while [he was] in prison 

as a pretrial detainee" (id., SI 12(Ground Four)(a); see also Docket
VEntry 9 at 8-1,0; Docket Entry 15 at 6) . Those assertions lack *0

fr\ 4-ft*merit. f *\JL

,X<ks As discussed above in the context of Ground One, Petitioner's
•N

argument that "[he was] punished and imprisoned in [a] state ur
correctional facility prior to guilt" and was "housed in [the] same

agency as convicted felons, although presumed innocent" (Docket

Entry 7, SI 12 (Ground Four) (a)) fails as moot. Furthermore, as

detailed in the discussion of Ground Two, Petitioner has not shown

that his short stints at the Craven Cl denied him access to either
S' of his appointed trial counsel. Moreover, as already addressed in 

the analysis of Ground Three, (Petitioner remained represented \yp 

his second trial counsel at the hearing on his Motion to Dismiss

^-----

and/or Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus, ut Petitioner,
f<t>ueA/ fftinsisted on pursuing those matters pro se.,r. i

rfv h
Petitioner's assertion that his "[M]otion to [D]ismiss .

was not heard, " and that his Application for a Writ of Habeas

Corpus was "denied although there was no legal judgement" (id. )

falls short. The trial court denied Petitioner's Application for 

a Writ of Habeas Corpus for lack of jurisdiction in open court (see

Case l:19-cv-00249-LCB-LPA Document 17 Filed 12/03/19 Paae 22 of 24
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Docket Entry 16-1 at 14-15), and Petitioner did receive the trial 

court's Order filed on November 27, 2017, denying his Application 

for a Writ of Habeas Corpus. See Watson, No. 1:18CV451, Docket

Entry 2 at 16. Moreover, although the record lacks any evidence

that the trial court entered a written order denying Petitioner's

Motion to Dismiss, that Motion raised the very same argument that

the trial court addressed and denied both in open court and in its

Order denying Petitioner's Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus.

(Compare Docket Entry 12-7 at 34-36, with Docket Entry 16-1 at 14-

15 (denying Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus in open court

after hearing), and Docket Entry 12-5 (written order denyj

lea [was] sent to

D. 0'Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus).)
"fj^"V
-L) V** ‘ ■Lastly, Petitioner's contention that a "

Petitioner through [the] U.S. Mail he was] in prison as0< ' oX
pretrial detainee" (Docke 2(Ground Four)(a)) nails to rv-y ctutio tion.MSallege any co. r, as.-air, detailed

■x'esented a /ab Petitioner' ayfirst appoiijfue' w. c
(rV

letiticemer in pereasonable plea off. uilfordn/\a

Awhich plea Petitioner emphfa tl cal 1 v^ C,, 

rejected) (see Docket Entry 16-2, 1! 3, 4, 7, 8), and

jail June 2017X?

sA6 W 

vAiVA
* etitioner

remained represented by his second trial co he mailedV-v Ae Petitioner a copy of/ a plea offer o September 21J,/ 2 0 e Vlf~

. jU)Watson, No. .1:18CV45I, Docket E scusseda
A]

A&ys in <4®above, Petitioner has not estai t<
i

prison during the ime period from May zz, 7TJT7, to 11,

_ *0 /

~?7
77

0 03’ 6\f (\fVrr4

bu»w o
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•2017, denied him access to either of his appointed trial counsel to

discuss_ plea offers.

In sum, Ground Four entitles Petitioner to no relief.

V. Conclusion

IT IS THEREFORE RECOMMENDED that the Petition (as amended)

(Docket Entry 7) be denied, that Respondent's Motion for Summary

Judgment (Docket Entry 11) be granted, and that a Judgment be

entered dismissing this action, without issuance of a certificate

of appealability.

/s/ L. Patrick Auld
L. Patrick Auld 

United States Magistrate Judge

December 3, 2019

-24-
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA

\ TRAVIS LASHAUN WATSON, )
)

Petitioner, )
) .

L19CV249)v.
)

DENNIS DANIELS, )
)

Respondent. )

ORDER

The United States Magistrate Judge issued a Recommendation that this action under

28 U.S.C. §2254 (“Section 2254”) be dismissed. (ECF No. 17.) The Recommendation was

filed with the Court in accordance with 28 U.S.C. § 636(b) (id.) and, on December 3, 2019,

served on the parties in this action (ECF No. 18). Plaintiff filed Objections to thewas

Magistrate Judge's Recommendation (ECF No. 20), as well as two supplements to his

objections (ECF Nos. 21, 22). Petitioner raised new arguments (see, e.g.. ECF No. 20 at 8-9)

and attached new evidence to his Objections, e.g., an Affidavit he signed on December 17,

2019 (ECF No. 20 at 29-30) and a letter he wrote to his trial counsel (id. at 31-32).

Accordingly, the Court will make a de novo determination of all matters raised in Petitioner’s

Objections, including any new arguments and evidence. See United States v. George. 971 F.2d

1113, 1118 (4th Cir. 1992) (“We believe that as part of its obligation to determine de novo any

issue to which proper objection is made, a district court is required to consider all arguments

directed to that issue, regardless of whether they were raised before the magistrate.”); see also 

Cruz v. Marshall. 673 F. App’x 296, 299 (4th Cir. 2016) (“When a party raises new information

Case l:19-cv-00249-LCB-LPA Document 23 Filed 02/06/20 Paae 1 of 5
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Si
Petitioner first objects to the Magistrate Judge’s recommendation that the Court deny>4

0 iJ Ground One as moot. (See ECF No. 20 attl-7; see also ECF Nos. 21, 22 .) In that regard, o
5N ;; Ai I ^ 5 

44
^ J71 but instead argues that he “is challenging his (il l ii conviction[s] because he was . . 

. ... v.v ^ ^ r 4 \ prison by county officials before his trial.” (ECF No. 20 at 1 (emphasis added).)1 w

IT
Petitioner denies that he based his claim for ralief in Ground One on his 2005 convictions and -2

-3

tO,sentences (including his term of post-release supervision arising out of the 2005 convictions), j-SLsr 

c § tz. sent to

■o u

A
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Petitioner’s argument ignores the letter dated June 25, 2018, to Petitioner from Mary Vp r'<L &<b
O; t St o0 1 .
l .>—4 Stevens, Chief Administrator of the North Carolina Post-Release Supervision and Parole 

^ -

£.
2?

^ Iimmission (“PRSPC”), explaining that “[s]omq county jails choose to send incarcerated " > '5
____ _____ _______ ^ ^

^ ^ persons to [the Department of Adult Corrections (‘DAC’)] (prison) custody afteFa~[PRSPC] /<. ^ ~ ^

* "i ^1 I ^——--------- ----------——~~r—^
rrant has been served, even when there are pending charges in that county.” (ECF No. 164 g £ 5 v 'v£

_£\
(emphasis added).) As the emphasized language makes clear, Petitioner’s arrest on the ^ ^

a
’RSPC warrant alleging violation of the terms of post-release supervision which formed part

/IN
of the sentence for his 2005 convictions caused the Guilford County jail to transfer Petitioner 

into prison custody. Because the PRSPC terminated Petitioner’s post-release supervision

Aarising out of his 2005 convictions on December 11, 2017, see Watson v. Daniels. No. 2 £

1:18CV451, Docket Entry 13-3 at 1 (M.D.N.C.), and because Ground One attacks only theI 5
O o

conditions of Petitioner’s expired term of post-release supervision, Petitioner “urg[esj . . . the
V

correction of a sentence already served,” North Carolina v. Rice. 404 U.S. 244, 248 (1971).1
2

3D
A
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Moreover, Petitioner’s attempt to re frame Ground One as an attack on his “wrongful

pretrial imprisonment” while awaiting trial on his 2016 charges also fails. (ECF No. 20 at 1.)

A federal habeas petitioner “in custody pursuant to the judgment of a State court” may seek

relief under Section 2254, 28 U.S.C. § 2254(a); however, as a pretrial detainee awaiting trial on

his 2016 charges, Petitioner did not qualify as “in custody” pursuant to a state court judgment.

making relief under Section 2254 unavailable.

Thus, the Court overrules Petitioner’s objections to the Magistrate Judge’s

recommendation that the Court deny Ground One as moot.

II. Ground Two

Petitioner contends that his pretrial imprisonment denied him access to counsel in

violation of due process, “because the delay in Petitioner’s new counsel acquiring information

relevant to'his case led to a delay in the filing of a [m]otion [t]o [sjuppress illegally obtained

evidence.” (ECF No. 20 at 8.) According to Petitioner, “[i]f Petitioner had not been

unjustifiably transferred to prison, causing a delay in the filing of the [motion to suppress] and

interrupting [sic] his ability to meet with counsel, the [motion to suppress] could have been

heard much earlier, denied (as it was), and Petitioner would have accepted the plea to avoid

trial.” (Id.) Petitioner also maintains that his trial counsel “attempted] to reach Petitioner

twice at the jail to discuss matters but Petitioner had been transferred both times.” (Id. at 9

(internal citation omitted) (citing ECF No. 20 at 31-32).)

Petitioner’s new arguments provide no basis to overrule the Recommendation of denial

with respect to Ground Two. Petitioner has provided nothing beyond his own bald assertions

to show that Petitioner’s brief stints in prison had any impact at all on the timing or content

of the motion to suppress (and thus, in turn, Petitioner’s decision to reject or accept a plea

3
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offer). See Nickerson v. Lee. 971 F.2d 1125, 1136 (4th Cir. 1992) (holding that, “[i]n order to

obtain an evidentiary hearing . . ., a habeas petitioner must come forward with some evidence

that the claim might have merit,” and that “[unsupported, conclusory allegations do not entide

a habeas petition to an evidentiary hearing”), abrogated on other grounds. Gray v. Netherland.

518 U.S. 152, 165-66 (1996).1 Furthermore, the letter Petitioner attached to his Objections

which he purportedly wrote to his trial counsel on August 11, 2017, does not provide any

'Jsupport for Petitioner’s assertion that his trial counsel “attempted] to reach Petitioner twice if,

at the jail to discuss matters but Petitioner had been transferred both times.” (ECF No. 20 at lo ^ **) '

9, (internal citation omitted) (citing ECF No. 20 at 31-32).)

Therefore, the Court overrules Petitioner’s objections to the Magistrate Judge’s

Recommendation that the Court deny Ground Two as meritless.

III. Ground Three

Petitioner’s contentions in his Objections do not supply a reason to overturn the

Recommendation that Ground Three be denied as meritiess. Although Petitioner apparently

disagrees with his trial counsel’s decision not to argue Petitioner’s pro se Motion to Dismiss

and/or Application for a Writ of Habeas Corpus in the trial court on November 16, 2017,

Petitioner concedes that trial counsel both arranged for and attended that hearing on

Petitioner’s behalf. (See ECF No. 20 at 10-13; see also ECF No. 12-4 at 6-7; ECF No. 16-1.)

Contrary to Petitioner’s arguments, trial counsel’s scheduling of and attendance at the hearing

1 Petitioner’s trial counsel filed the motion to suppress on November 22, 2017, along with a 
supporting memorandum and two supporting affidavits (see ECF No. 7 at 25-33); however, the trial 
court did not hear the motion until February 27, 2018, the day before trial (see ECF No. 12-10 at 12- 
59). Petitioner presents no evidence that, had trial counsel filed the motion to suppress before 
November 22, 2017, the trial court would have ruled on that motion any earlier than the day before 
trial.

4
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did not obligate counsel to present Petitioner’s pro se arguments to the trial court, particularly 

given that the North Carolina Rules of Professional Conduct limited the scope of arguments

that Petitioner’s trial counsel could have made to the trial court. See N.C. R. Prof. Cond. 3.1

(“A lawyer shall not bring or defend a proceeding, or assert or controvert an issue therein,

unless there is a basis in law and fact for doing so that is not frivolous, which includes a good

faith argument for an extension, modification or reversal of existing law.”)

Accordingly, the Court overrules Petitioner’s objections as to Ground Three.

Ground FourIV.

Lasdy, Petitioner’s contentions do not provide any grounds to overrule the

Recommendation that Ground Four be denied as meridess. Petitioner simply has not

sufficiently established that his short stays in prison during the time period from May 22, 2017,

to December 11, 2017, denied him access to trial counsel to discuss plea offers or other pretrial

matters.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the Petition, as amended, (ECF No. 7), is

DENIED, that Respondent’s Motion for Summary Judgment, (ECF No. 11), is GRANTED,

and this action is DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.

A Judgment dismissing this action will be entered contemporaneously with this Order.

Finding neither a substantial issue for appeal concerning the denial of a constitutional

right affecting the conviction nor a debatable procedural ruling, a certificate of appealability is

DENIED.

This, the 6th day of February 2020.

/s/ Loretta C. Biggs______
United States District Judge

5
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA

TRAVIS LASHAUN WATSON, )
)

Petitioner, )
)

L19CV249)v.
)

DENNIS DANIELS, )
)

Respondent. )

JUDGMENT

For the reasons set forth in the Order filed contemporaneously with this Judgment,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Petition, as amended, (ECF

No. 7), is DENIED, that Respondent’s Motion for Summary Judgment, (ECF No. 11), is

GRANTED, and that this action is DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.

Finding neither a substantial issue for appeal concerning the denial of a constitutional

right affecting the conviction nor a debatable procedural ruling, a certificate of appealability is

DENIED.

This, the 6th day of February 2020.

/s/ Loretta C. Biggs______
United States District Judge
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

No. 20-6239

TRAVIS L. WATSON,

Petitioner - Appellant,

v.

DENNIS DANIELS,

Respondent - Appellee.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Middle District of North Carolina, at 
Greensboro. Loretta C. Biggs, District Judge. (l:19-cv-00249-LCB-LPA)

Decided: July 8* 2021Submitted: June 28, 2021

Before NIEMEYER, MOTZ, and KEENAN, Circuit Judges.

Dismissed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Travis L. Watson, Appellant Pro Se.

Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
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PER CURIAM:

Travis Watson seeks to appeal the district court’s order denying relief on his 28

U.S.C. § 2254 petition. The district court referred this case to a magistrate judge pursuant

to 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(B). The magistrate judge recommended that relief be denied and

advised Watson that failure to file timely, specific objections to this recommendation could

waive appellate review of a district court order based upon the recommendation.

The timely filing of specific objections to a magistrate judge’s recommendation is

necessary to preserve appellate review of the substance of that recommendation when the

parties have been warned of the consequences of noncompliance. Martin v. Duffy, 858

F.3d 239, 245 (4th Cir. 2017); Wright v. Collins, 766 F.2d 841, 846-47 (4th Cir. 1985); see

also Thomas v. Am, 474 U.S. 140,154-55 (1985). Although Watson received proper notice

and filed timely objections to the magistrate judge’s recommendation, he has waived 

appellate review of his claim that he was denied the right to counsel during a hearing on

his state application for a writ of habeas corpus because he did not specifically object to

that portion of the recommendation. See Martin. 858 F.3d at 245 (holding that, “to preserve

for appeal an issue in a magistrate judge’s report, a party must object to the finding or

recommendation on that issue with.sufficient specificity so as reasonably to alert the district

court of the true ground for the objection” (internal quotation marks omitted)).
—■ —---------------------------------------------------------------------------------——•

Watson’s appeal of the remaining portion of the district court’s order is not

appealable unless a circuit justice or judge issues a certificate of appealability. See 28

U.S.C. § 2253(c)(1)(A). A certificate of appealability will not issue absent “a substantial

showing of the denial of a constitutional right.” 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2). When the district

2
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court denies relief on the merits, a prisoner satisfies this standard by demonstrating that

reasonable jurists could find the district court’s assessment of the constitutional claims

debatable or wrong. See Buckv. Davis, 137 S. Ct. 759, 773-74 (2017). When the district

court denies relief on procedural grounds, the prisoner must demonstrate both that the

dispositive procedural ruling is debatable and that the petition states a debatable claim of

the denial of a constitutional right. Gonzalez v. Thaler, 565 U.S. 134,140-41 (2012) (citing

Slack v. McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473,484 (2000)). We have independently reviewed the record

and conclude that Watson has not made the requisite showing for his remaining claims.

Accordingly, we deny a certificate of appealability and dismiss the appeal. We also

deny Watson’s motions for leave to use the original record, a transcript at the Government’s

expense, and for judicial notice, and deny as moot Watson’s motion for a final disposition.

We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are adequately

presented in the materials before this court and argument would not aid the decisional

process.

DISMISSED

3
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FILED: July 8, 2021

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

No. 20-6239
(1:19-cv-00249-LCB-LPA)

TRAVIS L. WATSON

Petitioner - Appellant

v.

DENNIS DANIELS

Respondent - Appellee

JUDGMENT

In accordance with the decision of this court, a certificate of appealability is

denied and the appeal is dismissed.

This judgment shall take effect upon issuance of this court's mandate in

accordance with Fed. R. App. P. 41.

/s/ PATRICIA S. CONNOR. CLERK



FILED: September 8, 2021

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

No. 20-6239
(1:19-cv-00249-LCB-LPA)

TRAVIS L. WATSON

Petitioner - Appellant

v.

DENNIS DANIELS

Respondent - Appellee

ORDER

The court denies the petitions for rehearing and rehearing en banc. No judge

requested a poll under Fed. R. App. P. 35 on the petition for rehearing en banc.

The court grants the motion to exceed length limitations. The court denies

the motion for additional relief and review.

Entered at the direction of the panel: Judge Niemeyer, Judge Motz, and

Senior Judge Keenan.

For the Court

/s/ Patricia S. Connor, Clerk
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Clarence J. DelForge, III 
Capital Litigation Section

(919)716-6571

Josh Stein 
Attorney General

1 May 2019

Travis Lashaun Watson 
No. 0692957
Pasquotank Correctional Institution
527 Commerce Drive
Elizabeth City, North Carolina 27906

Travis Lashaun Watson v. Erik A. Hooks. Secretary, N.C. Dept, of Public Safety, et al.
No. 1:19CV249: Copies of Respondent’s (1) Answer; (2) Motion for Summary Judgment; 
(3) Supporting Brief; (4) Exhibit List and Exhibits; and (5) Consent to Exercise of 
Jurisdiction by a Magistrate Judge.

Re:

Dear Mr. Watson:

Please find enclosed herewith, copies of all documents filed by the Respondents in the 
above- referenced federal habeas case.

Sincerely,

Clarence J. DelForge, III 
Special Deputy Attorney General 
North Carolina Department of Justice

919.716.6400114 W. Edenton Street, Raleigh, NC 27603 
P. O. Box 629, Raleigh, NC 27602-0629
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File No.
STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA

GUILFORD 16CRS0926I6 51
GREENSBOjlO; j jge'at of Court

H k.—. . .....County__
NOTE: [Use AOC-CR-342 forDWi offense(s).] In The General Court Of Justice 

□ District |x] Superior Court Division .
(

JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT 
ACTIVE PUNISHMENT - FELONY 

(STRUCTURED SENTENCING)
(For Convictions On Or After Jan. 1, 2012)

STATE VERSUS
!!: 27Hak -0 AnName Of Defendant 

WATSON,TRAVIS,LASHAUN

tl fal? a) fl»S'o C 0,Race Sex c.s.e,MB G.S. 15A-1301, -1340.13
0 Appointed Crt Rptr Initials
| | Retained

I—I Del. Found |—l Def. Wmkcl 
L-J Not lbMs.atXdAttoixim^.

Attorney For Defendant' ■ 
-THOMAS B KOBRIN

Attorney For State
MSWILLIAM A WOOD II

The defendant was found guilty/responsible, pursuant to 0 plea (I I pursuant to Alford) rf~l of no contest) 0 trial by Judge [x] trial by jury, of
CL. •Pun. CL.G.S, No. F/MOffense DateOffense DescriptionFile No.fs) Off.

C12/29/2016 
12/29/2016

F G14-415.1
14-7.1

POSSESSION OF FIREARM BY FELON 
HABITUAL FELON

16CRS092616
17CRS024032

51
F C51

‘NOTE: Enter punishment class if different from underlying offense class (punishment class represents a status or enhancement)
The Court: |X| 1. has determined, pursuant to G.S. 15A-1340.14, the prior record points of the defendant to be__

Any prior record level point under G.S. 15A-1340.14(b)(7) is based on the determination of this 
issue by the trier of fact beyond a reasonable doubt or the defendant's admission to this issue.

Q 2. makes no prior record level finding because none is required for Class A felony, violent habitual felon, or 
drug trafficking offenses.

PRIOR
RECORD
LEVEL:

09 . □ i BJniDv 
0II01V0VI •

The Court (NOTE: Block 1 or 2 MUST be checked.):
0 1. makes no written findings because the term Imposed is: [Xj (a) in the presumptive range. 0 (b) for a Class A felony. 0 (c) for adjudication

as a violent habitual felon, G.S. 14-7.12. 0 (d) for drug trafficking. 0 for which the Court finds the defendant provided substantial assistance,
G.S. 90-95(h)(5). 0 (e) in the aggravated range, pursuant to G.S. 20-141.4(b)(1 a).

0 2. finds 0 the Determination of aggravating and mitigating factors on the attached AOC-CR-605. I I egregious aggravation under G.S. 14-27.2A, 
14-27.4A, 14-27.23, or 14-27.28, on the attached AOC-CR-618, which requires a sentence in excess of that authorized by G.S. 15A-1340.17.

[Xl 3. adjudges the defendant to be a habitual felon to be sentenced 0 (offenses committed before Dec. 1. 2011) as a Class C felon.
[Xl (offenses committed on or after Dec. 1, 2011) four classes higher than the principal felony (no higher than Class C).

0 4. adjudges the defendant to be a habitual breaking and entering status offender, to be sentenced as a Class E felon.
0 5. adjudges the defendant to be an armed habitual felon to be sentenced as a Class C felon (unless sentenced herein as a Class A, B1, or B2 felon)

and with a minimum term of imprisonment of no less than 120 months.
0 6. finds enhancement pursuant to: 0 G.S, 90-95(e)(3) (drugs). 0 G.S. 14-3(c) (hate crime). 0 G.S. 50B-4.1 (domestic violence).

0 G.S. 14-50.22 (gang misdemeanor). 0 Other:_________________________________________________________________________ .
This finding is based on the determination of this Issue by the trier of fact beyond a reasonable doubt or on the defendant’s admission.

0 7. finds that the defendant committed the felony by using, displaying, or threatening the use or display of a firearm or deadly weapon and actually
possessed the firearm or weapon about his or her person. This finding is based on the jury's determination of this issue beyond a reasonable doubt 
or on the defendant's admission. Pursuant to G.S. 15A-1340.16A, the Court has increased the minimum sentence by (check only one)
0 (Class A-E felony committed prior to Oct. 1, 2013) 60 months. I I (Class A-E felony committed on or after Oct. 1, 2013) 72 months.
I | (Class F or G felony committed on or after Oct. 1, 2013) 36 months. 0 (Class H or I felony committed on or after Oct. 1,2013) 12 months.

0 8. finds the above-designated offense(s) is a reportable conviction under G.S. 14-208.6 (check only one) ;
0 a. and therefore makes the additional findings and orders on the attached AOC-CR-615, Side One.
I | b. but makes no finding or order concerning registration or satellite-based monitoring due to a sentence of life imprisonment without parole.

0 9. finds the above-designated offense(s) involved the 0 physical or mental 0 sexual abuse of a minor.
(NOTE: U offensets) is not also a reportable conviction in No. 8 above, this finding requires no further action by the court.)

010. finds that a 0 motor vehicle 0 commercial motor vehicle was used in the commission of the offense and that it shall be reported to DMV. 
011. finds this is an offense involving assault, communicating a threat, or an act defined by G.S. 50B-1 (a), and the defendant had a personal relationship 

as defined by G.S. 50B-1 (b) with the victim.
012. (offenses committed on or after Dec. 1,2017, only) finds that the offense was committed as part of criminal gang activity as defined in G.S. 14-50.16A(2). 

0 and that the defendant was a criminal gang leader or organizer as defined in G.S. 14-50.16A(3). This finding Is based on the determination of this 
issue by the trier of fact beyond a reasonable doubt or on the defendant's admission.

013. finds the above-designated offense(s) involved (check one) 0 (offenses committed Dec. 1, 2008-Nov. 30, 2017) criminal street gang activity 
0 (offenses committed on or after Dec. 1, 2017) criminal gang activity. G.S. 14-50.25.

014. did not grant a conditional discharge under G.S. 90-96(a) because (check all that apply) 0 the defendant refused to consent. 0 (offenses
committed on or after Dec. 1,2013, only) the Court finds, with the agreement of the District Attorney, that the offender is inappropriate for a conditional 
discharge for factors related to the offense.

015. finds that the defendant used or displayed a firearm while committing the felony. G.S. 15A-1382.2.
016. finds that this was an offense involving child abuse or an offense involving assault or any of the acts as defined in G.S. 50B-1 (a) committed against 

______ a minor. G.S. 15A-1382.1(a1)!: _________________ .____________________________________________________________________
The Court, having considered evidence, arguments of counsel and statement of defendant, Orders that the above offenses, if more than one, be 
consolidated for judgment and the defendant be sentenced (check only one)___________
f~l to Life Imprisonment Without Parole for 0 Class A Felony. 0 Class B1 Felony.

0 Violent Habitual Felon. 0 egregious aggravation under No. 2, above.
in the custody of: 
0 N.C. DACJJ. 
0 Other:0 to Life Imprisonment Wth Parole, pursuant to G.S. Chapter 15A, Article 81B, Part 2A.

0ASR term (Order No. 4, Side Two)and a maximum term of:for a minimum term of:
0 to Death (see attached Death Warrant and Certificates)128 monthsmonths96 months

The defendant shall be given credit for 427 days spent in confinement prior to the date of this Judgment as a result of this charge(s).
0 The sentence imposed above shall begin at the expiration of all sentences which the defendant is presently obligated to sen/e.
0 The sentence imposed above shall begin at the expiration of the sentence imposed In the case referenced below:

Court Date.Offense CountyFile No.

Material opposite unmarired squares Is to be disregarded as surplusage.
AOC-CR-601, Rev. 12/17, © 2017 Administrative Office of the Courts *0ver)
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The Court further Orders: (check ell that apply)
1. The defendant shall pay to the Clerk of Superior Court the "Total Amount Due'1 shown below.

Total Amount Due
$ 4,622.50

Appt Fee/Misc
$ 0.00

SBM FeeAttorney's fees
0.00

Restitution*FineCosts
$ 4622.50 0.00$$$ 0.00$
•See attached ''Restitution Worksheet, Notice and Order (Initial Sentencing)," AOC-CR-611, which is incorporated by reference.
— 2. The Court finds that restitution was recommended as part of the defendant's plea arrangement.
“ 3, The Court finds just cause to waive costs, as ordered on the attached [H AOC-CR-618. □Other:------------------- —-—---------——
“ 4 Without objection by the State, the defendant shall be admitted to the Advanced Supervised Release (ASR) program. If the defendant completes 

the risk reduction incentives as identified by the Division of Adult Correction and Juvenile Justice, then he or she will be released at the end of the 
ASR term specified on Side One. G.S. 15A-1340.18.

I~1 5. Other:

□*1. Substance abuse treatment. □ 2. Psychiatric and/or psychological counseling. □ 3. Work release □ should □ should not be granted.
“ 4 payment as a condition of post-release supervision or from work release earnings, if applicable, of the Total Amount Due set out above.

’ □ but the Court does not recommend restitution be paid □ as a condition of post-release supervision. U from work release earnings.

The Court further recommends:

ORDER OF COMMITMENT/APPEAL ENTRIES).
[xl 1 It Is ORDERED that the Clerk deliver two certified copies of this Judgment and Commitment to the sheriff or other qualified officer and that the

' officer cause the defendant to be delivered with these copies to the custody of the agency named on the reverse to serve the sentence Imposed or 
until the defendant shall have complied with the conditions of release pending appeal.

| | 2. The defendant gives notice of appeal from the judgment of the trial court to the Appellate Division. Appeal entries and any conditions of post 
conviction release are set forth on form AQC-CR-350. msSIGNATURE OF JUDGE:;$■s, /'li

Signature Of Presiding JucbeName Of Presiding Judge (type or print)
THE HONORABLE EDWIN G WILSON JR.

Date
03/01/2018

•X V.'t j.'.-.iORDER OF COMMITMENT AFTER APPEAL
Date Appellate Opinion CertifiedDate Withdrawal Of Appeal FiledDate Appeal Dismissed

It is ORDERED that this Judgment be executed. It is FURTHER ORDERED that the sheriff arrest the defendant, If necessary, and recommit the defendant
to the custody of the agency named in this Judgment on the reverse and furnish that agency tm certified copies of this Judgment and Commitment as 
authority for the commitment and detention of the defendant.

□ Deputy CSC □ Asst. CSC
I | Clerk Of Superior Court

Signature Of ClerkDate

A>. 1
CERTIFICATIONiS

I certify that this Judgment and Commitment with the attachment(s) marked below is a true and complete-copy of the original .which Is on file in this case 
X] Appellate Entries (AOC-CR-350) □ Restitution Worksheet, Notice And Order (Initial Sentencing)
□ Felony Judgment Findings Of Aggravating And Mitigating Factors (AOC-CR-611)

(AOC-CR-605) CD Judicial Findings And Order For Sex Offenders - Active Punishment
CD Judicial Findings As To Forfeiture Of Licensing Privileges (AOC-CR-615, Side One)

(AOC-CR-317) I I Additional Findings (AOC-CR-618)
□ Victim Notification Tracking Form □ Convicted Sex Offender Permanent No Contact Order (AOC-CR-620)
□ Additional File No.(s) And Offense(s) (AOC-CR-626) □ Other:-------------------------------------------------------------------------------- •

□ Deputy CSC [X] Asst. CSC
| | Clerk Of Superior Court

SignatureDate Certified Copies Delivered To Sheriff idDate SEAL
—d

disregarded as surplusage.Material opposite unmarked squares (s to
AOC-CR-601, Side Two, Rev. 12/17, ©2017 Administrative Office of the Courts
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File No.
STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA cil cn

GREENSBORO 1 L-L. <yt of Court 16CRS092606 51GUILFORD_________ County__
NOTE: [Use AOC-CR-342 for DWI offense(s).] In The General Court Of Justice 

_______□ District [x] Superior Court Division
2: 57 JUDGMENT AND COMMITMENT

ACTIVE PUNISHMENT - FELONY 
(STRUCTURED SENTENCING)

(For Convictions On Or After Jan. 1, 2012)

?B18 \\m -5 Pl;STATE VERSUS
Name Of Defendant 
WATSON,TRA VIS,LASHAUN C.S.C.At<ji r» r>

Ds/Jjbwi/dffUfHD CU,
12/13/1980 \JJ

Race Sex
MB G.S. 15A-1301, -1340,13

|—| Def. piotihd^f-jDafrWaiveV'
■—' Not Indigent I—I Attorney

[X] Appointed Crt Rptr Initials 
| | Retained

Attorney For State •Attomey-For Defendant 
THOMAS B KOBRIN MSWILLIAM A WOOD II

The defendant was found guilty/responsible, pursuant to Q plea (T1 pursuant to Alford) d I of no contest) I I trial by judge Ixl trial by jury, of
File No.(s) •Pun. CL.Off. Offense Description Offense Date G.S. No. F/lt/I CL.

16CRS092606 ROBBERY WITH DANGEROUS WEAPON 12/22/2016 14-87 D51 F

‘NOTE: Enter punishment class If different from underlying offense class (punishment class represents a status or enhancement)
The Court: [X] 1. has determined, pursuant to G.S. 15A-1340.14, the prior record points of the defendant.to be__

Any prior record level point under G.S. 15A-1340.14(b)(7) Is based on the determination of this 
issue by the trier of fact beyond a reasonable doubt or the defendant’s admission to this issue.

I 12. makes no prior record level finding because none is required for Class A felony, violent habitual felon, or 
drug trafficking offenses.

PRIOR
RECORD
LEVEL:

'll . □ i aniOv
□ II ffl IV □ VI

The Court (NOTE: Block 1 or 2 MUST be checked.):
[x] 1. makes no written findings because the term Imposed is: [X] (a) in the presumptive range', [_J (b) for a Class A felony. (_J (c) for adjudication 

as a violent habitual felon, G.S. 14-7,12. Q (d) for drug trafficking. L) for which the Court finds the defendant provided 
G.S. 90-95(h)(5). Q (e) in the aggravated range, pursuant to G.S. 20-141.4(b)(1a).

□ 2. finds □ the Determination of aggravating and mitigating factors on the attached AOC-CR-605. □ egregious aggravation under G.S. 14-27.2A,
14-27.4A, 14-27.23, or 14-27.28, on the attached AOC-CR-618, which requires a sentence In excess of that authorized by G.S. 15A-1340.17.

I~l 3. adjudges the defendant to be a habitual felon to be sentenced Q (offenses committed before Dec. 1, 2011) as a Class C felon.
M (offenses committed on or after Dec. 1, 2011) four classes higher than the principal felony (no higher than Class C).

I I 4. adjudges the defendant to be a habitual breaking and entering status offender, to be sentenced as a Class E felon.
I I 5. adjudges the defendant to be an arrged habitual felon to be sentenced as a Class C felon (unless sentenced herein as a Class A, B1, or B2 felon)

and with a minimum term of imprisonment of no less than 120 months.
("I 6. finds enhancement pursuant to: f~lG.S. 90-95(e)(3) (drugs). I I G.S. 14-3(c) (hate crime). II G.S. SOB-4.1 (domestic violence).

□ G.S. 14-50.22 (gang misdemeanor). , □ Other:_________________________________________________________________________
This finding is based on the determination of this Issue by the trier of fact beyond a reasonable doubt or on the defendant's admission.

I I 7. finds that the defendant committed the felony by using, displaying, or threateningthe use or display of a firearm or deadly weapon and actually
possessed the firearm or weapon about his or her person. This finding Is based on the jury's determination of this issue beyond a reasonable doubt 
or on the defendant's admission. Pursuant to G.S. 15A-1340.16A, the Court has Increased the minimum sentence by (check only one)
I I (Class A-E felony committed prior to Oct. 1, 2013) 60 months. Q (Class A-E felony committed on or after Oct. 1, 2013) 72 months.
I I (Class F or G felony committed on or after Oct. 1, 2013) 36 months. Q (Class H or I felony committed on or after Oct. 1, 2013) 12 months. 

n 8. finds the above-designated offense(s) is a reportable conviction under G.S. 14-208.6 (check only one) 
f~l a. and therefore makes the additional findings and orders on the attached AOC-CR-615, Side One.
□ b. but makes no finding or order concerning registration or satellite-based monitoring due to a sentence of life imprisonment without parole.

□ 9. finds the above-designated offense(s) involved the Q physical or mental Q sexual abuse of a minor.
(NOTE: If offensefs) Is not also a reportable conviction in No, 8 above, this finding requires no further action by the court.)

□ 10. finds that a [j motor vehicle Q commercial motor vehicle was used in the commission of the offense and that it shall be reported to DMV.
□ 11. finds this is an offense involving assault, communicating a threat, or an act defined by G.S. 50B-1 (a), and the defendant had a personal relationship

as defined by G.S. 50B-1(b) with the victim.
□ 12. (offenses committed on or after Dec/.1:2017, only) finds that the offense was committed as part of criminal gang activity as defined in G.S. 14-50.16A(2).

n and that the defendant was a criminal gang leader or organizer as defined In G.S. 14-50.16A(3). This finding is based on the determination of this 
issue by the trier of fact beyond'a reasonable doubt or on the defendant's admission. '

I 113. finds the above-designated offense(s) involved (check one) Q (offenses committed Dec. 1, 2008 - Nov. 30, 2017) criminal street gang activity
□ (offenses committed on or after Dec. 1, 2017) criminal gang activity. G.S. 14-50.25.

I 114. did not grant a conditional discharge under G.S. 90-96(a) because (check all that apply) I I the defendant refused to consent. Q (offenses
committed on or after Dec. 1. 2013, only) the Court finds, with the agreement of the District Attorney, that the offender is inappropriate for a conditional 
discharge for factors related to the offense.

[~~| 15. finds that the defendant used or displayed a firearm while committing the felony. G.S. 15A-1382.2.
016. finds that this was* an. offense involving child abuse or an offense Involving assault or any of the acts as defined in G.S. 50B-1 (a) committed against 

a minor. G.S.-.'1'5A-i3’82.1(a1).' ,_________________________________________________________________________' ____________
The Court, having' considered evidence, arguments'of counsel and statement of defendant, Orders that the above offenses, if more than one, be 
consolidated for judgment and'the defendant be sentenced (check only one) 

substantial assistance,

in the custody of: 
(X]N.C. DACJJ. 
□ Other:

□ to Life Imprisonment Without Parole for Q Class A Felony. Q Class B1 Felony. 
□ Violent Habitual Felon. Q egregious aggravation under No. 2, above.

f~l to Life Imprisonment Wth Parole, pursuant to G.S. Chapter 15A, Article 81B, Part 2A.
’ and a maximum term of: I |ASR term (Order No. 4, Side Two) 

months
for a minimum term of: •

I I to Death (see attached Death Warrant and Certificates)
months' 97 129 months

The defendant shall be given credit for 0 days spent in confinement prior to the date of this Judgment as a result of this charge(s).□ The sentence imposed above shall begin at the expiration of all sentences which the defendant is presently obligated to serve. 
The sentence imposed above shall begin at the expiration of the sentence Imposed in the case referenced below:H

Court DateOffense CountyFile No.
03/01/20182016CRS 92616 l 51 GUILFORD SUPERIOR

Material opposite unmarked squares Is to be disregarded as surplusage.
AOC-CR-601, Rev. 12/17, © 2017 Administrative Office of the Courts (0ver)
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The Court further Orders: (check all that apply)

1, The defendant shall pay to the Clerk of Superior Court the "Total Amount Due1’ shown below.
Appt Fee/MIsc Total Amount Due

$ 352,50
Attorney's fees

0.00
SBM FeeRestitution'FineCosts

S 0,000.00$$$ 0.00$ 352.50 $
’See attached "Restitution Worksheet, Notice and Order (Initial Sentencing)," AOC-CR-611, which is incorporated by reference.
0 2. The Court finds that restitution was recommended as part of the defendant’s plea arrangement
“ 3. The Court finds just cause to waive costs, as ordered on the attached 0 AOC-CR-618. 0 Other:---------------------------------------------------------------
0 4. Without objection by the State, the defendant shall be admitted to the Advanced Supervised Release (ASR) program. If the defendant completes 

the risk reduction incentives as Identified by the Division of Adult Correction and Juvenile Justice, then he or she will be released at the end of the 
ASR term specified on Side One. G.S. 15A-1340.18.

0 5. Other:

The Court recommends:
□ 1. Substance abuse treatment. 0 2. Psychiatric and/or psychological counseling. □ 3. Work release □ should 0 should not be granted. 
Q 4. Payment as a condition of post-release supervision or from work release earnings, if applicable, of the "Total Amount Due" set out above.

□ but the Court does not recommend restitution be paid □ as a condition of post-release supervision. □ from work release earnings.

The Court further recommends:

ORDER OF COMMITMENT/APPEAL ENTRIES
0 1.- It is ORDERED that the Clerk deliver two certified copies of this Judgment and Commitment to the sheriff or other qualified officer and that the

officer cause the defendant to be delivered with these copies to.the custody of the agency named on the reverse to serve the sentence imposed or 
until the defendant shall have complied with the conditions of release pending appeal.

ID 2. The defendant gives notice of appeal from the judgment of the trial court to the Appellate Division. Appeal entries and any conditions of post 
conviction release are set forth on form AOC-CR:350.

A\..... '■.....LJl;
Signature Of Presidinj/judga

‘V •;SIGNATURE OF JUDGE
Name Of Presiding Judge (type or print)

THE HONORABLE EDWIN G WILSON JR.
Date

03/01/2018
ORDER OF COMMITMENT AFTER APPE

Date Appellate Opinion CertifiedDate Withdrawal Of Appeal FiledDale Appeal Dismissed

It is ORDERED that this Judgment be executed. It is FURTHER ORDERED that the sheriff arrest the defendant, if necessary, and recommit the defendant
to the custody of the agency named in this Judgment on the reverse and furnish that agency tuts, certified copies of this Judgment and Commitment as 
authority for the commitment and detention of the defendant.

P Deputy CSC □ Asst. CSC
, ■ 0 ’cte'rk Of Superior Court

:■/’/ v-i 0.0y;0:>:,

Signature Of ClerkDate

__________ _________________________________________________ ....
1 certify that this Judgment and Commitment with the attachment(s) marked below Is a true and complete copy af the original which is on file in this 
— □ Restitution Worksheet,.Notice ,And Order (Initial Sentencing)

(AOC-CR-611) " "
0 Judicial Findings And Order For Sex Offenders - Active Punishment 

(AOC-CR-615, Side One)
0 Additional Findings (AOC-CR-618)
I | Convicted Sex Offender Permanent No Contact Order (AOC-CR-620) 
0. Other: —•

CERTIFICATION
case.

X] Appellate Entries (AOC-CR-350)
0 Felony Judgment Findings Of Aggravating And Mitigating Factors 

(AOC-CR-605)
0 Judicial Findings As To Forfeiture Of Licensing Privileges 

(AOC-CR-317)
0 Victim Notification Tracking Form 
0 Additional File No.(s) And Offense(s) (AOC-CR-626)

Signature Offitdrj$J? 0 Deputy CSC Q^ss/. CSC
| | Clerk Of Superior Court

Date Certified Copies Delivered To SheriffDate SEAL
3-Ur 7^

b/disregardedMaterial opposite unmarked squares Is to 
AOC-CR-601, Side Two, Rev. 12/17, ©2017 Administrative Office of the Courts

as surplusage.
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J
18BB,HABEAS

U.S. District Court
North Carolina Middle District (NCMD)

CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: l:17-cv-01067-LCB-LPA
Internal Use Only

WATSON v. CARVER 
Assigned to: JUDGE LORETTA C. BIGGS 
Referred to: MAG/JUDGE L. PATRICK AULD 
Related Case: 1:17-cv-00934-LCB-LPA

Date Filed: 11/27/2017 
Jury Demand: None 
Nature of Suit: 530 Habeas Corpus 
(General)

Cause: 28:2241 Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Federal) Jurisdiction: Federal Question

Petitioner
TRAVIS LASHAUN WATSON represented by TRAVIS LASHAUN WATSON 

0692957
CASWELL CORRECTIONAL 
CENTER
444 COUNTY HOME ROAD 
BLANCH, NC 27212 
PRO SE

V.
Respondent
MARK CARVER

✓

Date Filed # Docket Text

11/27/2017 1 PETITION for Writ of Habeas Corpus (pursuant to 28: U.S.C. 2241), filed 
by TRAVIS LASHAUN WATSON.(Butler, Carol) (Entered: 11/27/2017)

11/27/2017 Filing fee: $5.00, receipt number NCM039502. (Butler, Carol) (Entered: 
11/27/2017)

11/27/2017 Case Reassigned to JUDGE LORETTA C. BIGGS and MAG/JUDGE L. 
PATRICK AULD. N UNASSIGNED no longer assigned to the 
(Butler, Carol) (Entered: 11/27/2017)

case.

11/27/2017 CASE REFERRED for Screening (Butler, Carol) (Entered: 11/27/2017)
11/27/2017 (Court only) Set Flag (Butler, Carol) (Entered: 12/04/2017)

11/30/2017 (Court only) Case no longer referred for Screening (Butler, Carol) 
(Entered: 11/30/2017)

-S 211/30/2017 ORDER AND RECOMMENDATION as to TRAVIS LASHAUN

Pace 17 0,1^/20/2017



t CM/ECF - ncmd Page 2 of 2

<1

WATSON, signed by MAG/JUDGE L. PATRICK AULD on 11/30/2017. 
ORDERED that in forma pauperis status is granted for the sole purpose of 
entering this Order and Recommendation. The Clerk is instructed to return 
the five dollar filing fee to Petitioner and send Petitioner § 2241 forms, 
instructions, and a current application to proceed in forma pauperis. 
RECOMMENDED that this action be filed, but then dismissed sua sponte 
without prejudice to Petitioner filing a new petition which corrects the 
defects of the current Petition. (Butler, Carol) (Entered: 11/30/2017)

11/30/2017 3 Notice of Mailing Recommendation. Objections to R&R due by 
12/14/2017. Objections to R&R for Pro Se due by 12/18/2017 (Butler, 
Carol) (Entered: 11 /30/2017)

11/30/2017 ORDER that in forma pauperis status is granted. Signed by MAG/JUDGE 
L. PATRICK AULD on 11/30/2017. See 2 .(Butler, Carol) (Entered: 
11/30/2017)

11/30/2017 (Court only) NOTICE of Manual Mailing re 1 Petition for Writ of Habeas 
Corpus, 3 Notice of Mailing Recommendation, 2 RECOMMENDED 
RULING - MAGISTRATE JUDGE, § 2241 forms, instructions, and a 
current application to proceed in forma pauperis in paper form from the 
Clerk’s Office to TRAVIS LASHAUN WATSON, 069295,7 CASWELL 
CORRECTIONAL CENTER,444 COUNTY HOME ROAD,BLANCH, 
NC 27212. (Butler, Carol) (Entered: 11/30/2017)

Case l:18-cv-00451-LCB-LPA Document 2 Filed 05/23/18 Paae 18 of 18
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FILED: September 16, 2021

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

No. 20-6239
(1:19-cv-00249-LCB-LPA)

TRAVIS L. WATSON

Petitioner - Appellant

v.

DENNIS DANIELS

Respondent - Appellee

MANDATE

The judgment of this court, entered July 8, 2021, takes effect today.

This constitutes the formal mandate of this court issued pursuant to Rule

41(a) of the Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure.

/s/PatriciaS. Connor, Clerk
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FILED: September 17, 2021

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

No. 20-6239
(1:19-cv-00249-LCB-LPA)

TRAVIS L. WATSON

Petitioner - Appellant

v.

DENNIS DANIELS

Respondent - Appellee

ORDER

Upon consideration of the motions to stay mandate, the court denies the

motions.

For the Court—By Direction

/s/ Patricia S. Connor, Clerk


