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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

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

OPINIONS BELOW
[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix

to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at

» 0T,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

to

The opinion of the United States distriet court appears at Appendix
the petition and is .

[ 1 reported at ; OF,

L 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

Pﬁ For cases ﬂ'om state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at

Appendix A,_&_ t(')ﬂ t.h% Reﬁl;aon ax;d B 20 woA 2018 (A~emu de &)
D4 reported at( sch o

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the £ 1€ CC‘U'\?‘V (PA) Common Cleg s
appears at Appendix __ C.__ to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; OT,

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JA is unpublished.

court




JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

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

[TA tlmely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix ..

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including _ (date) on

: (date)
+ in Application No. A . A

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

B4 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was _DE,@_ZAZM
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _ & .

NO Petifion For Rehearang was € led.
[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the followmg date:
: , and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted

to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. __A

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

a2
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W?ﬂ AOLB) qnd refused +e give petitioner copy o
Said documents. on o‘//ab/&olg/ Tudge Cgi’imejl)f ded
MéMes*u%duz% OpnNN OF Said [9L5Ch), ON @Q,//g/,‘w)g/
afte r GCraz,e }\e,amngj {yef‘i{’h}fle S S pe rmcfFred

+o reﬁf‘eéaﬂ‘/’ him e [ on «ppeal. on Og/ﬂé/aclg/ﬁro se,
p@‘“ fFoner Filed an A’“Wﬁ@i /?;J‘fébl 0N 05%!‘?/020/5}

(s)



Judge connelly did Memorandun opmon fo sack
/9L S (b)), On G"f/[f’/ai@/?, Ph $uge v Couwp+ Femande §,
i plxti”“f'} fhe case [(Yao WIA 2018) Jo Jowe v Cowrt te
ellow petifioncs to File prose it orronce

motion fo E”“”u‘?"”"‘/e‘ fhe Challeage o F his 01/29 /20 £
%o .Z@,cfrs o /(fe S.ef\femce, etc. pn lol/lj/ozo/%
pe‘*f‘/f’tc»f\&r file & Cimely hnend e y rMotom Fo
ﬂ\gwas,‘q’,ec"o’kh\\%t/Maé»if’t:&?@mh‘on 0F Sentence (A Jogec
Courts ON 01/@7/2 ca 0, Sard mation was denjeq,
on o 62_/0’7/&0&0} pe ttvae e Fled Motrce (}Fﬁfﬁppea( angd
/9257(0) fo PR Sugerd r cowt (oY WPA RoRa). 0n
0/ 1y /aeRo, Tedge Mead filed Hemorandum opmin
o said /92.5C0). ON 07/ 21 /R 020, PR superior cou ot
denjes said Rppeal, ON 03//’7/520&0/,’7€//7:1?ner Files
Petition For Alfocwance of Appes o Pk Sugreme Cowrt
C&,ﬂ} WAL do o), en /&/o&/&oa\oj pe va‘a_merk petd o
forellowance of appeal was het b pendg deccsion ofF

Cem, Felder‘} JEEAP Rol8. on oa/&3/ao;za/ Felder

was dec,/ded, on Db/o7/2023a, PR supreme court denied
petitisne s pe tibion withowt Aiscretionary revie,

(@



Rehsons PoR GRANTZING 7HE Pr7z77oN
| Doe S THE FhAcT THAT AT SUVENILE LIFER'S RESENTENCIAG
TN R0I8 . 7HE TUDGE RECANIED THE ONLY REASON HE CLATHMED
HE DENIFD DECERTZIFVIN G SA7D SWENZLE LIEER FETETZONER
7o JUVENZLE SYSTEM ZN (992 MPICE GNY SENTENCE
ConvicTFoN oN SALD CRARGES ZN ADULT GRIMT
Sye 75 UNLCONSTZTUTZONAL NULL, AND VOLD ¥,

The facks,issues; and evdence related to a4 Juvenile
Lifer's Pecectification (Transfer) decision are releiant to
Said Taveade LiFer's Resenteacdsy, com. Ve Browh 3¢
ZA.SCL 185 (pa. ;uﬂer, Loll) 4 com. v. DAR . Jooh3dR067

.S r, ¢y - - .
pa- u\geo 2el7)5 YA Pacc s, e b 355 (o) DUTi) (D) Mllec
v. Rla ams, ’:3‘9* Sk AYS5LF0/R), pecertifitotmn (S
Sead @E&LJ’LSJ SSke | L tl. 7"\6 c:‘#ecﬁr‘l"‘t‘ffca{‘(en (TF‘QO\S“FC:—)
decision preseats the seateacing option of o lrght

seatence as o Juvenile and extremely Jong Senteace
a3 an adult. See, Miler rAlaloamd, /32 s.f 2 ys5(2olD;
A”Q‘/"’l(f; v, (4;5,/ /133 S.ct. QIS [&D/?); Lot Vi Muni&?) 23
33 bl (Pa. Supec.2013),

Zn Judge connelly's o&/e6 8/13293 Memoranbum
opifidon, page /3y he stated that the pnly reason he

denied dece rti¥yimg petrtionec ﬁ? juven[le. 5/d+em was
his False /base ess cfaim that Unconfradicte b evidence'

prove d getitone ¢ was the actual shooter and fAu s,

he wanted ged itione c fo Spead a ve Cy lo@_@;or-h“me n
prisen (which was mandatecs Life withe ut Parofe). But,
ot Féif itiene €S 01/&9,{;1_.‘3_1_;@_ Resenden 6124-9/ dJudge Celmel/)/
W the t}ﬂL:/ reagon he soid he base)l hos
c{,a,ca.("‘“ff(f“”"“ de ncal on and admtted That

)

(7D



No euvidence ever exizted 1o establish petitione ¢

0s the acfuul jﬂcof"f’f‘g ﬂé’&cs&%esxc,:f::'t_y. 7rcm5c:.v-'ﬁp~#'

("R T D(httacne b Append x-6), g 30 and bz, Whith
furthe ¢ evidences tha {'g&_m%_ Seated ce 6 Cen Urriimn
9“/?/1. f—@ p(i'{'l"{'mﬂ.(ﬁf on Sadd Cl‘\arsed i ad»ul.*[f"c.’awr-'{—
IS unconstdutional, iflegal, bias apng m@ﬂ,‘f“ﬂ/
gx cessive and that petofioaes ;< also CL(;}—uaig[
notent of fhe seatence of 4o yearsto Life, ete,

. . N
and pe{‘ (fione ¢\ Convietrion dind Seatence hce an
oW de of LL(‘M_(‘@ fion and mo

S Cacriage of justice. See,
Com« V. MéCrﬂ(KCﬁﬂj 695? A d S(//{Fav /9?5)%? e, v, Small
7o 7

b7 Pa. ya 3 (Pa.Rol8); Eom. vi DAR. /06 4, 3d d67/Pa. Sqpeq, 217,
Williona s v, U, ;593 WS- /‘?3[1‘?‘7&955;»5‘ Ve Cheistaen, s 09 g
F1d 2a99(ethar 2o 07);Nor,"mfx/()9 the actwal Npng cence
doctrine ;s applied o the comijcion, butits also
applied To the sentence , see Schlddp v, Pels 513 us:
298 (1976')3 WS Yo Ma'ﬂaeck—/ A3 FIVEEO0(yth cil, /999);
Zn the interestof 3.6 187A.3d 3705 8o, 3\ whpe 2o17

(P&.- 20L8). IMPO~5”’1’9 a maméwfor! MmN U o (LL\}QF) based
oW an allege d fo ct that has ot been provea ——Z—M ond

areasonabole doubt polates due pProcess of /Y th
Xmemsmwv(’ of w. S« constitation and (bU‘ Ameau dment

of W.se Censtriufon viyght teo gury feial.see, Com, v
Mw‘\&\;c\:’i g 78 A 3d bl (Pa.éuper, 26l 3) ﬁggrend; Ve freld
Jdecsey , /Qo S.ct. dIYE (Zawdd; Alleyne v oS, 137 Sich,
Ats (et P, Penying pecertifFicotron ba sed on

(8)



false alleged Fact (&vcf'ucti Shooter claimynet proven
iaeycm;i reasonalle doubt sSu bjel,,fez& p@h“ﬁaﬂer o n
Méa&o ry maitimum of LopP ik adult cowrtin 199K,

Then, A yeu - s later, +he 5ame Judge Cecanted Hiat
alleged Fact, Petifionee aways stuxed 4 harhe is not
+he actant sheoter and doesnt know who i § +he actual shooter,

: 4B Cou \BUSE DISCRETION BY SENTENCIN (4

5}\0 A;y 4;0 Aﬂztf%ﬂfLr EXCESSF VE, UN REA S NHBLL-} AND
Gaas Lo ;ﬁﬂ S ToLLFE | RESTZTUTI0N AN COST 0F PRoSEc u 770N,
B‘%‘ [/f,/ ’:’}’}( 0e3T FACre LAWS, SENTENCING Pﬁr.z/v:oﬂ_z,-& BAsES
g,‘\’; cco%{lzj;lcypﬁﬂﬁfde OF EIRST PEGRLE MURPER, NoY S&E con D
pé’E)REEMMKDﬁ"Q/ AND AF76R KEJ£N7Z:"A/c§/§)?Ca AN Aliecen
Co-ODEFENPANT 78 R0 yEARS 70 $0YEARS

Petifiener always Stared (any the evidence proved) +hqt
he (8 ihneceat of all Chavges aggainst ki (Robber

7
(’c)n:,aﬁ”a <y 10 Rob l%r,v) an & Second Jegree /!«{uo“Aer),fﬁe on y
Sentenc e he a,lwalfj Fegueste N 18 refease £ rom Prisen, gnd

- - .\ (s ‘. - LS ~
p,t,fum €S Sen Fevi e and Coriv,/c Fickh are « A TRY4 uo“m‘&_ge of

Justice, Schtup v Pele, 573 ucs. 293(/9925); cemi vi La wont, 5y g
A.2d {07( PG«IY,%:); Za_Mteredt or . B,/87A.34 390 (Pacsupey,
2018); éumma_m._ﬁgjm} Y93 ucsi 3070779,

Teial (oue + Juésc(s had [0‘114‘?”)”) has « dotume
OF devonstratinyg JUudyecmens That (s manife,s
bias, (i-wifl, partial ang prejud,
Ceview of how Jemcbrjuége

nte A hc‘a-}—osr/'

(/v unre g 5onala4~¢;)
rte igainsy Petitione ¢, o

k (Sha s Conne/le) handle A 441 o
petitoner™S and aye ged Co-deten d,q.n+s"(A/1+an,‘Q

Hocwiurd*s apnd Stephon gohn S01Y) € oue g pro Ceedinge

(decectFicativn, Ctc ) Ve Fres s chy A de o Ndant ;s

entitled v a Sentencany Judge Who is Fair qpy impartra),
Lom v, willams , (7 A34735( Pa.super. 2003); Lhapman v,
Calforn (4,386 u-s. LEL/968),

()



Petitionec 15 Still beng dene ed unconsditutionalty @nany
VDays of /99 Trca |l Teanserip ts, P t"”éh‘ﬂt-/?’t&ﬁf’ He vring
Frauscopt, all wrtaess stute meats (except defendans
Foha gom‘_s;) anrd othecr NeceISary K fp eal docenments court
ordered tv be givea 10 appellantlpetifivies),
The court ervedfubused discretivon by Sentencing
Pe{ thon e~ to manifestly € Xeessivey unreasonable, ank
Bias Yoyears tu Life, restituten end coftof prvsecetian,
[ 9noring EX gost fa cto Laws; Sentencing Petitione based
0N conscderatien of Fiest cfeyre& Muvd e MM
degree M urder, and aftec resentencing an alleged
Co-defepdant (Antonv Howard) +v Lo to FoYears,
e T e e
7 gamdst pefifrome e with prose cetion
to Sabofage P@“&ifﬂ)ﬂ ér's Case, 0N QWi@/di.o&L, Gorbato

was Sentfeaced 10 /& fo 30 Monthy in pPrison Fo Scamm ng
hisc)ieats €rom Lol U X0 0,

On 03 /d2/20/8, attorney Bavbato filed a /72s¢b>,
O 0f/0 6/2018, Judge counelly fled a Memoranduem opinion
(1925¢ad) . za sa’d 0¥/00/h )8 7/ TF25ce), Judge connelly

Stated that he reseadence & petitioner based on First
degree murder stutute, ;8 Pu.c.s,

” Ho&. [ ca), ank that
e was Requred o 1Mpose a Mandatorye max qpmumt
7

(+uil) Sentence oF Life imprrsonment wie n resense ncing
aguwr\[le o E(rst degree murdec, ' And also Stated
Fhat the meftim e m _ amount— oF Years (Yo }’ear&) givente
Petititnes wus 4l so gufcfed b/ Eiest d-egree Murder

S fetute. Bt pwo moathsg prioc v reseuntencing

petifione q the same Juwdge Connelly Mesentenced one of

(i)



petitionecis alleged co-defendan-ts (Howard) t+o
KXo to S0 years, Desp{Jre Fact tAald peﬁﬁon e and
defen dan ¥ Howurd Were +e7€d ane Conv,cted -tzget}xer
inadult tourtof Second degree Murdey, Robbery,
and censpiracy to Kobbefrfl'\ /9 9. 7/'len/5e’n‘i’€/n.ed o
mean daj-ory LAwOP 1h /992 . Deftendunt HoLuavd's prison
behavivorc record i$ Sc‘Mf/t?u",iF hot wo v*.se/Hu\r\ petitioner's
and Ars pPrisoan classificayrion Summarcy done by his
gri‘son counseflor stares +hat Howardhas a high fisk
0f Ce-offending Vc‘ole’n-r/y (& pavoled (page 19 0¥
/‘}me‘ ds ///08/01 017 Re -Seate ncEVlg Tl‘anscrf‘y-l').Peﬁﬁone‘-\j
prison classification Summary states that petitioner
has «a /ou)j_i‘_{_}_i_ of Fe-oFfending . DeXenban + Holvard
Wwag ce leased on parole i May 20l 8, The prosec«tion
314 not veque st a particélar Sentence for defendant
Howurdds re serten Ce'hg an & e €+ Thot+ .So/ely for Tudge
Connelly todecide.B ut they requested Syeavs tolife for petitivage,
Tudge Conne [lyand Ecie tounTy
Clev ke of court h ave @ documented hestory of
cegeatedly iNtentionall y /malic;ous 17 faloely listing
peditione cls comVickon as FiCst degree murder,
TJudge cwnnelly alvays falsely acewsed petifioner
oF bea‘rxg actuaalShoote ~(Kdle f)and made his decisions
Vvased on Scud false/base )ess Qe cusation, See, Page /s
ofF pretfione ¢ 04/51.?//7?& Sen‘l’enc{nab Zn fud ge

cenniellyls oR/fo8//393. Memorandvm op ncon, Judge

Conmelly Stuted tiradt the only Feason he denjed
deceryifying Peffioner to juvenile Systerm was hig
False/ baseless staterment Fhat "“unc on Fea dtcded

evidence I pro ved Petitivnec was the actua\ Shoo ter,

(1)




t
|

the Same judge L,@nmeI(Y decerfified +he cldes+
deFendant (Stepbon Johnson), whe pef fivne orly knecw
FTor :i—wO da# Sy f@juvem‘[é fydf'pm iIn /992 QA
defendant Bhuson wes el

’ _ eaded aFier a ve Ty Shoer+
Juvenile Systean sentence, d

cspite Fact theay:
{a)Ba f‘fn’wa’\z and Bariur tests re vewled thuy '}’/ie caly

defeudant with gun Powder residue on Heir hon ds was
defeadant dohaseng Notes of Toiwl Trans copt (4, 7,
OLloRr/I99A and 0loV/ITIA;(H) the ety de feudant
With bleod oa their clothing was Fohason, 8. 7. 0 6/o3//974;

(c) the only Finger pemts ou The victim's possessions(mver
To item s)feaken Wwere Howard'S and Johnson's = .7
06/ 03/199 L and 0bfoy//7945 (d)at teidl, deFendaut
Howiard (a gro se ction witness) Festified that he and
Johnson Lvam-bﬁfl’\ecl to @_e_i% ccase petitionec 6€
being actual Shooter, defeadant Johnson was The
petual Shooter, N7 06foy/[992 and 0bloS/3TR (p.5
and a‘?)) and thhat pe‘r"f'f"onew did act Conspa‘re_. +o rob
oF Kill Hhe vickim, M. 7, 06lo5//992-(p 337315 ()0t
p.e{’ itione ¢ May J99a Decert (Fication Heua rihg, ALl

Wit he sses (defense and pre Secution) e commended Hiat
pa‘é (trone r be placed in juveade System, jing luding
Same preéoetutdn expert wutress (Do Zronets;) he
Tetemmended {/kqj/&@, fendant Tohnson NoT be

p Lo ced in Jul/em{\,e. Syste m (petitionerts Maoy

11990 Ak,

>



fvia\z 7, /772 Decer Lfrcatcon ﬁcwﬁiﬁ Trwugc ept (P«H,Z))
(£)ju dge connelly admiffed #hqt pettione Proved

his State tory burdea of needfumendabi] ;"‘-{%“y to

Juven;le System; See puge 4 pe& 07/03//99 3 flea,

“iZ’Lj;
en fg‘f(’{'(,\o e f'b;S !"{Ofﬂ)w F’ar M&W TL’&{Z\L( TrCLL’L(SCf‘V?? ~;~@
. A A 5
(9) at “h‘ial, deFeu dent Howard +es

. tfred tht
tine gun ( alle ged Mmurde ¢ jyea Pen) o pol

Sko@%iﬂg and that e st

he Save
ice the &a{ ﬁﬁ’@;& The

From ks aunt Fwo
Weelk s 119_2«_@_;:_@_ Comg in Conta ot with Pet ctiype m png the.

Shoo fing happened, NeTe 0bfof/TI2 and 0cloS/ 199 (p.18- /9).
But retitione o was Fhe m«h{ defendant chy rged it
possession OF said Wenponlgun) and dbfen dun s Howa .

Was hevecr charge & with stea ling Said YunFrom his
adunt,

The court relicd on falieymisleasing, qnd rnaccar

le the Gun

ate
Negae h’Ve/ prgﬁd}c?&l INFormaotion Fo dec: de Sentence from

ie\wM@(e{e/imufF.‘cc‘evtf Prescatence vepPert gad :')1\/@57‘(9«}-
;w\l mitigation re port, prifon dutenile | Fer Faformotiop
Pocket ProfSe€ution's Seaten ce Memerandum an ¢
Defendant’s (Petidionecls ) Seutence Me morgn

\oy petitioner's cour+ appoated atto TRey Ga
ONY worke & agamst petitione e with prosecy
Ceourt considers imprope r Fu

dum Cf’re(’&reé
© bk‘\—@y Wlf\g
Yor), £

C{OT'S (n Seafen
AMhough the Seateace im@osed is Mot ven g,

the court hasabused discre ‘ﬁ\W\.See/
872 4. a4 870 (Pusupe e, o 04); W,

(13)

714.5 de fFendq nt,

eA 1[[("9 ‘ZI l/
Com, v, M i%{»‘ee/
L, Tce.(,/ge(j Yol w.s.




TY501993). Due process i3 Voolated when judge
rebhes ow migm formatim, uavel s ile Facts, and
e ted mafe fl/\ﬁ(‘!’ﬂ.&‘&"cbﬂg Se e, Com. v, ’eh(?(.{ef;? ?OA'éZd
T73LLPa. Supe e, a ¥); ef s, ’

7 oo ¥); Yot %c S U319 92), s, Vi 7 wceec
Juwdge connelly fold petitivne that he s acot

cllowe & At dany time during Resenten e Hea ~itg

te address or cerrect any '"chf'v&/mr;f/ea&;ng and
tAuccs mate inFormation i prosecetionts Sented e
Merio raqn du m, Pefendant's Sf’.!\f(’v\c,e Me o rgn s M,
Juvenile LiFer Snfo, Packet(prison file) edc., And ¥
pef{‘-ﬁm«ef teies, he Wil be Hheown outof Court room ,
/)2 F/2o0l8 Rescntemce Tf“ﬂvtﬁu'*ip“f} p-&-¢.Even
“Hw(,{ﬁ(,\ pe,-f):f'rbl’\e" was Aot “;’Tynf\{:} to acgue the {aw
Sey PetiFioner was nof allocved 4o (J*wa//eﬁge Lra.i[‘f“[ of
his prison flelrecords) at Re}enf-eai.,cﬂkgj

In addition Yo other factors Mentiontd in i oy pm‘fh‘omj

10 years to Li¥e 3 MmanFestly ex cesSiVe, unrewsona yle auy
bi\C&S beause S, -ft”sf»f'ﬁ“‘“"‘—ﬁ' Cornm, s sion defines A L Fe
Seateance as Y70mentns [o‘\ppr-oxm\,ad—eIY 397eacs an g 3
Months) . o, petifioner’s mnmum date (/o Years)is sl
A Life senten ce. See, WS, W Ne\semj Y9l F38 3yy, 39950
(1o, 2e6c7). Ho Years te Life dees ot provde g
M@ﬂﬂfmgkfvt( epeor»ﬂwn:‘l’y +o 0!{7’&"6\?!\ re\e.ase, ‘D@\S(’,A O
dem on sthated matarmty and rehabiitaton ang

does At Co mpb/ it h r\@(iu.?@l’&wm‘f 10 I"U\.{l’of
Sentence to indVidual Jevel oF cep abilty ang

1S - g ] !
gartitpationin c crme, pyiller v, Qlabc\lvw\/zjas. <t. es520s)
Juveklie iifec's Seateace veduced ¢ 30¥ears bas i

| ed oa Jopes V‘;-Nfﬁdh?g?ij
(1Y)



(W) S 1307 (R02Y), CNPRESIS oh “Noudin in Senjencing Matte TR
B e Ry s bish Lo s 89741 (5.0, A 31 Ao ly £oat)e
At Resentencing Heariny, Judge tonnelly Stufed ihat he

8 Mot conSideqhy petidione s Mdividual alleyed level
bF cwt pmb’(\ﬁ‘;{ and pa rticipationia Crvome charged
ol 2. K Seafe wig . ‘

/5;9/91.0 13 F~elea em— W Troms o (R T, p. LY wny
a?fz,‘ ri’e!f“"'/f"" fact that milles . AL bgma /32 &, F,
ﬂ?‘”{f[&c:/&)/ reqguges Consderaton of Sad Tnaiv duay

F&cféré. The Ju r,yj pvoseccfion and judge con ne/ly
Could nevec State aty Factor evdence, o Swppert
Any tharge g amst petitionce, AlSg, & Max date of
Life means pet tooner will he umcom"l’[fu‘/fana/ly
pinishe & Fov Crmes Llf\ao’gé: J/comwlf“efi ofF for restof
his |/ Fe Jhat's e/rcexsf\/e)c. F‘ue//un ccsu,cd/e.s pe C»i’(l“f
Cems{&er'hﬁ ‘H\"— {&@.f;s/é’ (/i;(ea te o¥ thss Case,

The court erred/abused discre tion by 19 herﬂ«g/wblaﬁly
EX Pos+ Facto lawS/c[a uses &;f seatencdrg petctooner to Yo
Years 16 Life., N+ Fune of alleged cerme [1?9’/), N o

Constitutional seafeachg Scheme existed, fhe re Eare He
oaly Constriutional Sentence avarfapyle at said timme

was Fol' +he most seridus lesSe e 6FfFense ¢ £ Thirk
({37ree Murdes whrch Sentertce fh 199 ans /992 was

lo to Ao yea S5 Lenm, v, &osej Aeols Po.lexcs 23 (Pa. awtg);

P(?\~<,ocxs+, Act. @, Sec 175 WS, Const-Art. E, Sec. /05 Weaiver
V. grc\\{c\m_; Yso WSy (/951).

a6 modion challem9 g restitutpon is Not Subject to
'}'75%211\54@3_3 cen steamts . The Courd ot any fimne caw TelehSide ¢
and modify restitud don. com. v, Langstea, 904 4,44 977
(0a, suger, 2006), challe nge to I\//eg&\ Seintence |

(15)



ﬂ'\‘a‘ﬁ' %"QKV&%\@‘, Lo h’\g v, C ﬂ’-(i;g} 9\& / ?‘ P((‘ $ e pec__‘ “np%b ) LQX«:J

%.'Q‘O/Pat Super, Aol?). when [ mposiing res*ﬁh«ﬁ‘am/ j_'_lg_e__s
ﬁ(iae'i emg@gu&qg —d’lcuté tonsider wWhether deTenda t
TeceiVed notices pF mfeat to seelc restifutun geior
1o the hearing and Lhet her deFenbant fnteads to!
0‘&}91'& to ZE’M‘na_Sf't fon 0F restctuticn | Pa, g, cram. P, 7051,

Fetitioner alwoygs stated that e (8 [Rnoceat

e all charges. At pe,h"'*!-&vx@,r‘s orginel (392

Senten cihg petrfioner was g juveadle (leyesrs old) anA
had no w&aas’-sﬁméimg ofF sa;d g f‘OCeEd;ngb ?1:71) 0,39 —
1Y, Pe Fihoner a_greeing Fe malke restitution at Sard
Hime ( (992, af ter being Told by A3 courfapponted attoruey
{ Tames Moran) }o do so, was hot voluatary, intell gent,
Ko wrm,g "Y/ or With prepec undecs ‘l*cs\;/\,éy;‘,\g‘ Thus, is ot
Failid, HenderSon Ve Mocgan YA w.S: b37 (1976): Com. V’E@yj
1573 F, 38 ledo(Pacsuper: &olb). -

Mwﬁkm«er‘l orrginal 69/ /1292 sentenclis,
guage connelly ad feed F‘ff[h‘%ﬁu‘%\ £eur~timf>p0m+e4
attorney (Tames Mo ran (MoCan)) ﬂf: pe:h-fram_r wc?uld be.
w:ﬂing fo'maike “oresttution P«f sard {"rf’tej &ffOZZOM-OFm\

asked judge connelly fFor o “Second’ To 5(&1 o
petittene s, Thea, 0F F-1he-rewrd, ot torney FLOTAR
guickly fold petitones Fhot ke has fo agree 0

hen beimy sentenced. So, /6 year

“Yvia K e Festitution W
ot d ()MV(‘?MQF T9ne rantly, involuatarily, mmw\-’ellcgemﬁ
Bk-lf\&}’gjﬂl_ggi (7 ropee un decrstanding ayree a to

maolke cestitintion. See, © QS]] 9T SenrTrnce

(1)



TranScop t, o 10, JAZLS thowy ifkj pPe 1 fiones Cendmuek to
state that ke is nccent ofFall charges, said Gyreement
Seue‘reh{ Qre\j‘%&?(,eé, P@»ﬁ'(%mu\am% Seatente and
Eon Victhon ans was a manfest iqjustice, EXaemiing
+he 'h‘)f&i{%f oF the circumstfonces 5urreun¢{#\9
sail jnvolntary/ighorant &greeing to cestitt fon Veiifies
Such. come Vo Hach 17 A adbbolfa sugee, RolDscom. Vi
ﬁiékmaﬂj‘?“i? Aad 136(oa. —S%l?e r,.aa o), S¢ [i“jﬂ ‘Obv/‘au‘s
petitioner doda't wcc,(emhnd and wai act notifred
of tufent to seek vestitution before Seafedcing
Mo @ns that petitiones dadwt understand what
ke cestrfation <o nnotes and (1S
com, V. QoA 275 Aad 332( Pa. /970
U.5. v. cronic jof S o3 (19895 fisher v Gy ‘75@f‘)28&
€48 1283 (0% cr Rooid; Pactonsti Arti |y sec & tnd 13,
W Se fo astdution Amends. |, 57 e, Sund 1Y, Petitionevs
unc onsditational restitution Situation 18 anoiher eXamp e
0 F Some of the “incompetea cies assecoved with youth”
States in Miller v. Alobema /3 LSt 2Y53/2/2), Swech 6 d
Juveartes’ inability to deal wth prosewct ors éﬂ&a[u&‘nﬁ
ple,«:x agreem/temfs/e%c;o an & the T own a.f*("cr‘we}z,
At the 09/29/79%3 amd 01/99 /2018 Seateacing, judye
Conmelly &d not state Whether restitution wa s Moy sed
as part of Seatealte pe™ [§Pa.ccs. 106 of as condition
o€ probation ger ¥ala.c.s. 9759, Pa. R copm. @ 905, Ot
requires sauch cdariation, Ao, +rial court lack
Buthority to imgose costs associoted w,th Feseatencing
UreCeeding necessixated by amposition of peior iflegay senbence,
Com ¥ Lewman, 343 A.3d 7(Pacdoat),

ag(eeing 10 ma
LonsSeguerd ces
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Ia '@pﬁ% reseateacmy Judge (onne tty Feeantes the
Ohby reaSon he claimed he denjed de cevt(Fydig pelitioner
o awvem‘\;e system (i MJ'H‘“ $ Making (’mz’ Senfence nnnd
Conviction OF petidioner i adalt ©urr System unconstitutional,
Nelt ar & Vo, d . R.f,/p, 30 and (I/&%‘ﬁfﬂreﬂ&; V. New Jevsey 3G S.cf,
X298 (a001); ﬁilc';yv‘w Vi biSy 133 Siet. ST (Ser3).

Anct her exXample of Judge Coanelly's b{&smesfﬁrgu&:w
rsthat, on Ywo Aifferent days, Furer Mary Aafes asked
Fadge Conmelly fo remove her Fromihejury because she
cant be fairand impar fral Sinceshe personally Knows
oo Many peeple, From grosecution &if ,‘gw'eived. in
case,incfu d Emﬁ ddverse allege & (o-deFendant To hison's
Erie Police ofF€icer Cousm (Jerome'actom)‘ NT. ) os/29/99,
P l@‘!»[o‘b, and obfol//?F2,p: 35 dudge Conaefly refuged
foremove juror Hayes,

on jOf/k (991, {;gh‘%:‘aneruﬁme Gcvoss e Fet‘tdawl' Ho werd

watking dewn the A reet . petitiovner had Knewa lfoward
Since Lftb grude but had not ISc:em or heard frem him fﬁ
a Few years beFore (0//6//72 . OR 10/17/1%74 defeundant

Roeward mtrodu ced pe{'[{to“gr e defenpant Johason, 0N
Lo/18//9U , the shooting Happmecl.- pet Ffroner had oaly “
Kaswn defesdant Johnson for fwo DAYS act e Fears,
{as Ju dge connelly ond Couct ceporder falsely put in
OYRY/Aol § peseatence Tran Sceipth Léﬂ-e 4 e neg ht of
the sheo ng (w//g//yy/)idefeuéawf“ Johnason Loeat o

WS cousitr Tepomme Odom's(wn Erie Police officer) house,
ol é him Vvoud the ff/teo{'mg, Then, oFE cer Jerome o dom
Yoolk defendant Johnson fo E0ie Pelice stat o, Defendant
Tolnson was the First deFeadant to tur n Al Se fF fn
to Po\ice, Defeadant Johnsonimplitated fmself o

(/8)




homicide [Rol i/)wy and related charges, Falsely
Aece se d pet ctonte ¢ oF @n‘:mg actuwal sSheotes was
teleqsed the same day,and net arvested/c harged
witil Lodays latec, on [0/ 7/199/, pet Aloner was atresied
%.Iu,cﬁw;&. wdl Hon fcide, Pobibiery and related
charges, ddna't implicate anyone, and placed in gdult
£ e County Gails ot (0fy 9/ /99, deFeadant Howaed
tarned hwse! £ m to pelice, [M!y/[ud'e.é. hoamse (£ i
homicide/Robbery ana gave police a gumlalleged
Murd er Wﬂ.quu)@fﬁﬁfemdm it Howard v S Rot arrested
and QKU\(\?@,A for Sagd ihcdent wtl /0 leﬁ,gJ latec, Ado
bvond was Set forpetittoner, Gut pp o 2/ &o/199R,
defendant johnéom wa s e leaded g Setiety after
G veery (o w bond o Frive fhowsond dellacs (joch o€
50,000 dollavs) was pard.
 None of pef/tloerd [4Sues are Waived or
bo:(erp lcgfe, The toterts' QMRS pmed $ioued Fhrowghout
Hhis P@{Iﬁam are M censistant arth Seateacmy code
Ya Pacc.s: 78] (a) aud( p);ya ac.s. Y7RU(B); ¢ Oarc.sn,
(0358 and confrary Yo notm s of tnder/ymg
Sewted ey proce £,

3. DED COURT ERR/APuse p#3cgeT 20N By RELYZN G oN
EALSE MFS LEAD PN &, AND ZNACcuRk7e ZNFUAMATZON To
DeczpE SENTENLET

e Court erredfabused discretun by Felfi™ o
false, mslead gy, and MOCeu Fate Aformation £rem
pres cnfente investogation repe rty pro Secution'S
Senten ce Memeoran dum, prisewf-([@ ( Juvende LfFer

(%)



"- A A L YT @ n‘g’.\ " - A A ’
i {'01 (AL S a AVAAN E’ﬁ’\é v"\ch, QLF/L-é, De Femd ﬁf@%lf {{?5 7‘3‘!‘”‘&;94 £ 5”J i)

57 g v ~ -y .
pAteACce Memerandum ( droFted by petchioness

: petirivier)to decide Seatence, And al So Sentenced
petitioner based on First deyeee pusder i
fé"f'f‘fa\?/\e/" wus convycte d @f Second be \;jﬁ ::+ .
cem. v, MchAfee 897 A. A4 9\70‘(,:‘,,5u‘,,uf‘z‘my)umw'
U. s, v, Tackee, Jofucs. 19307973, Beve example ut‘é Many,

pvoese cwfron stated pefitioner re ceived _ZMFJ c,,,m,gubbj

e 1IN F\i‘ibé‘c’\\ Pe +itroner pre..se.nfe 4
ng it wasd Oﬂfﬁﬂ&fb(famduc,f'& fi/l&}?fﬂﬂ

For assaxlt whel

dostunaents V@rl'f{i

absa wld in Ris appeald ofF seatence,
D AT AR B Pl n
ATTO F\NEY(UBEW@‘;‘Mﬁmg Wiho WhS LaTANTLY WORKZIAG
Wz7H PROSE CATION AGAZNST PEFETZONE RCHES owN
cLZENTIAT CVERY STA GQE/FsSUE O F CRSE 70 SKEGCT AGE CASET
& de Fense c(”({or/\e({ who abandon $ A5 lcya/‘ff t_Ob__l;f;
client ans ef fectively joins the prosecction in af
eFFort o axtain o conficton °0F horsh sentence
Eor W clieat suffers From an obrods Confiet
, $, A3 D5 V) and

£ i‘b\f'eres’rj w $. Ve Cronit jod U
anrelra bles Fisher v,

of hteresl
dvevsary g cocess

mokes ent e d
G ihson, 284 F/3d (885 [ 1oth cir. LoOR).
he 5ufer,‘0r' Courfts o ¥/Is/2el? re manded a{'Aer
thes o

<o i N
pefrtienees couldaf rase
+-semtence motion,

did not state that
Gk nk » padse

61 her add/tipaal (BSues i his po
7he court Mly«;{ﬂi@é that pe,{“f{r\mu“
{s85uUes C\F‘F(\rﬂ,\eé ik them © 7/15/91@/ ¢erded ayoig
R his oSt -Sentence Mot 0N

( &0)



At Fhe begrn nhg and towavd end eF O0l/2%]2¢l8
Res ?a@f{’lftc,,hy h’e@ir‘lhg and M peFeadautts Seateace
Mémoreuébeem, Barbato s«nd petifioner Mode the
Conflict o nterest (lear fo burious +0 Judge conae/ly,
ATl pe 8- ¥3and fby com V. Tylec 3o h.ad €17
(fa. Supec / ?7‘&). $q, Tud ge ¢ onne/ly Abused dScretion
by ot replacng Borbodt, om. VBradley le ;‘?“ A34 381(Pa. 20215
Attorney Barbato prejdiced get (tionec and
woried with prosecation A9 o St Pe‘h‘?‘f@""&ﬁ- “‘M—E"‘A'ibhg)
but not fimted to, €aliely fmalrciously stating o
De Ffﬂ,dﬁb’k{"i‘ MeMerundumt for Seafeace that gesf[f'iemv“
admits guilt (without pe titiones s Knowledye or con Seatds
fequested seatetce of Ao to o years (1 SQ.‘WMLQ
Memsrandum (without petitiones’s Frowledge o€
Cer\,‘.enf)} Ihenat («'\Qﬁfnd‘f“‘ pL tHitconer's W
obj ections at Reseateaceny HEW«T\JQ_B Barbato only
Cevie wed uad sgreed with po rtioas of petitionecy
prison file provided by presecetion and prosecatba’s
negutive fatce, and misleadag infer peetation ofcty
didat £le pes+r-5ec{fevt ce Motoa; withlield docanments
and refused Lo Lommunccate with petatiencee,
on o "94//0/9;0&1!/ Attorney Darbats wa &
sentedced to l8 +p 36 menths ju prison for
S cam M Ing hiS elieats from 2olY to R oac. e

also Lok Wis lecease o Practice |aw

(21)



5, DED (ouRT ERR/AGUSE DrscRETION B) 76
perz oy s iER'S PossZB I Aaipsor. ATunl v indg i NG
NEE DS FN <buDTNG, Busl NOT Limtz7p0 jo, Mem 7L
MHeht7H REHABEZ LE a7 700 ¥

The Cour + trre&/a};ugea discretion by fgﬂot’“iv’\ﬁ
petitionec's octaal omd/for possible veh alilitative
needs ?ﬁcludbxg, but ot limdfe d to, meafal hewt Hh
rehabdation, Ake v, okbahoma, 470 u.s, L8 (985D,
Cem. W 5!1_s:__c_gvij LORXAK PA S uged, 1 (f’mbt&pzrg Mavch ts, élaél&)j

YA P, Lo § e F721LL) ; Pes Ruc mimns 703,76 L(b) 43 Pa.c.s, 978/&@7);
Lo, V. Luc nuf'fe} g Acrd §37(PaSuger. ‘;005)3 p“‘c@ms%’/}(ﬂl)

Sec.F und 135U 8. const.Amen &5 /, s, G, 5 and 1Y,

At petitione 'S /922 Ve certification Jtearing , expert
psycholegist, Pe. Mc Garrey, testified that petitoones is
shy, guief, @&SSEVe/ﬁgilpr~ane, +o angu* or Iw.sf{f,“f),j
would be vekimized M adult peison ngfem, should
be plate d Juvengle aya%uﬁ; and plecing peditlney jin
adult prison system Would have a Signdicant flegative
i:v\()u.+ ennd offect on petifioner, See, 05/6 9/1992
Pecertif; cation H'ec\r.?\g 7Fﬁnscﬂ“iP4‘(DsH.T), 033,93~ 96, The
pi“*@éecafi‘on‘,{' ex pert psy clfrrfa“ff‘f-s‘f’/ Foreastc psychiatest
(Dr. TronetH ) agreed with D McGarrey at Said
Neuring and his psy chiat e evaluatien, see, BY o7/#992
D.H.7. 7The prosecution Never challenged ther reperts

and fecommeng afion s,
Psychetogist Wil famrm Nies (Jiles)was appomtes

to be mitig ation specialist for peritionerS reSentencing,

@




Niles stated that petitionec's cuase was e First

Hme fe did e mdigation report, R.7 ,p. Y, a.nd.

Stated thot he Whad concerns For petitio pev's mental
health and that pefitione © [$ Suffering From o
5\,2&%’0«6‘7/ of Signficant traumea Hhat he( g des) was Not
gualtied 10 diogpode and recommended +hot o
Mmove qualifie d psythologist be 6 ppointed +p do

Sald ev!/d[otaﬁbn and Moke So,d Ar@.@"\aéi}.see,
al/o@:‘}/ﬁo/g Mofion For A/?‘pmhfmem'l” of PSyc ;10109&“;-‘
5ué96 Connel/ly deared Satd Moﬁot’\/reque st, Niles
Stated that he did not do « complefe /s « F€,cjent
presentfence jnvestigation and evaluation and &ik Not
request/review petiioner's entife relejunt prison
ele and @nl‘yrevlz‘e& on FWﬁ@m//ﬂ%ecfpre‘fdhbm oF |
p«zﬂﬁame 'S pirison File ( Juvende #nifec Fafo, Pm.ka»)
pavided by prosecetion, K. 7,,p. 4l. Rlse, prettioner has
expecicaced L&VOIUH‘F(XD’L leng— teem 50/[{71:-{ Con Fenement
from 20006 +o0 2013 and ZolY 1o present whichis Known

fo have signfrcant mem*hx(/p’/\yd?m( i&m&g?tf\p

affe cts/effects. See, Reid v, wew"aell}:lS«c,w— 00l7b (P40 py,
fled q/agyrold, settled 1/185/20 /%) Joh
?\Dl bwl 511819 . 0.P0.2010) 5 Shoatz v wetzel Aol
W.Se Dist, Lex, s I75/5°(w. D pg, &ele); Wilkinson V. A{owHﬂ

5 ( “ Uy ’
‘/SEu.sa A0F (Roos) (! No study on the eFfects of Sa(ii‘ow y
Con¥imement or Super meay —J;

ndopn U luetzel
~

ke confinemen + tiiat Jasted
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[w%g@, than b0 Bays Fajled to Eiitd evideace of Negatitve
Psych ological effects ),

Fr Pk Sugevior court'S © «f;/lffa”\o/? opim(‘om{éppmd;x_
5),59(19@ /5, ool note fo, Swerrtor cowet Stafed that on
reatand pe tdionee capn ruise ?aes{iam 6F trial Couertis
Consideration of RS rehab/lfative Needs qad “Fine Tl
Coult would then be able to addre s¢ Fhe extent of
ttS consideration o € fetdicnec's rehtﬁh{[{f'aﬁt/e [i.(’.e&Jj
ihc\uéiwg meatal health Cehab | fatie heeds, [h any
i‘iﬁ"‘f” e f)'ﬂ;(’\;ﬁﬂ . ,»ﬂ’\.(, {'ﬁ\&.( Cﬂud"‘(‘"\Sé’Jud‘ge CO&W&QII{‘S)
Onalysis of pe ‘i"i'h‘brf\w‘i rekabilitotive meess cons ;sts
ﬁf’ on e éept‘l'en,tg.n ‘,s‘u’;e I Cow rufed ‘f'f\a.‘fjud_,ge_

éem«e!/y s one seatedce analysis i$ ifsu € Cient  on

Cemand, Judge Mead only stated in his o /1v/pbs o
Memorandum opltdn (19Ls(ed) that "' Tud ye shad Connellsy
considered appellant™s possible Wndfor a ctual Pehabil oty

Needs at fime o F  se nten cirg. Y Further e.Uzgu'LcMy thet
Petticac s Rehabil fative Aeeds lutre Not Consideped

i "\ Ke )Q VL“’@“L c,; gﬂg ‘MjaO&‘ wes  pust. Le)(d 897({/(5‘ pn’Vn}/‘ [)s/{m)’

E rSCRETLZoN BY ZONCRIN G THE
(o, DIO COURT ERR/ABuse DESC Tﬁmn O s

. NGES 0F OF FEZCEAL DO CUMEN VA
?%7’4"552%"’?7—5 e A TZONERS ORIEF THAT VERLEY THAT THE
T emaTZoN ZN PRESENTEN CE REPORT, JUVENZLE LjFEl% UM
i’,‘i’;ﬁ DANT'S SEN TENCE MEMORANDUM, AR D METZCTRTZON REPORY
gb FALSE, MISLERDE Ny AND FHRCCARRTLS

Petitioner attuched as exhibits o Wes 09/a2 [0 0
cteld

(2Y)



&FPe&i 6!"[6’? iwﬂc“réc%v& of "}ay‘c,s oF Puoluwmeands §uﬁ;dﬁmﬂ,\j
Brief to BA Supecior tourt and Swperor towrT erved cng
Abused discretion b\/ ignoring said documegds whie
Vf’v“ff-/ that iM.FOV"i’I\,a.f’mv\ i ¥he Seatecce Mes socied wens,
presentence cepo v"{’,p@h"h‘eme,w‘j prisen Filepete. 15
neqi 1’““/@1'[ Fal se, rm, 3 leading, gnd maccaente, Com. v. McAPee
DYF AAL 270 (Pu. Super, doo)5 s v Tuchex, Yoy us. 793 (1972).

" DzD Coulkl ERR/AGUSE VIS cRETZ0R BY ZGNORIAG/Ne T
AU‘DthsEfN& ABUSE OF DFSCRETZON/GIASMESS T5S uE/OF
RESENTENCING TuDGE CLAZMFING £T Lvhs MANDRATORY To
CIVE OJUWENFELE LFFER PETITZONER §# pMAKS (7A7L) DATE
oF LIFE FoA RESENTENCING, BuT, Two MonTH S PRIOR., SAME
£ AN ALLEGED Co-0% FENDANT  SUVENZL e L ereR

TUDGE, GAY £ |
A MAX (TAZL) Da7E oF 50 YEARS FOR RESENTENCIN &

LF'S abuse of dfscmh‘&tﬂunwnsh’fuf-,*gml for judge to
\gnere obwious busness OF‘ gy dge 5#&*"‘"«3 Hhat (FS mandatiry
i_ﬁ 9“‘/@ FQ{VI-fI‘OmE’P a m‘,\,x d,O\,""@ O'F Llh 3 6(1"7“}’“/0 I’V\.Gl/\.fk$ FJFR)C
udge gave ofie of pefitioner's alleged co-detendants

Same )

(Howard) a moX. date oF sopars. tom. v. wikams, ¢¢Asd

2013); Chapman v. Caldornia, 360 uts.-lﬁ[/%?)‘
docamented histery of

t petitioner, Supervr

7 35 ( Puc Supeds
Semfema“y\g Judge ( Judge Connﬁl/f) has

biaSness, (1f-wil(, and prefudice agams a
Court \eftout the word “Eﬁ‘;&é:’ i Their deci b\cDVh even
thouwgh 7 Wes stated in pethoner's 19 s(b) questions.
LAY . T coNdZDER A

g, Fs PENNSYLVANZAS LAW T el 1?2’1_ o CLLPABLLLTY
DEFENDANTS "ALLEG ED .ZMD.?W-,D%& é"i(pfp V2T MULTFPLYE
D PRRTZCTIRTEON CA'?MEfTZMEr LS SEERING

AND EC: 7

DEFENDANTS UNLESS DFESTRECT
' - : e SENTENCESY L

| ZFE wz rtouT PRRoL e o be meitiple

THSs unconstifutional For
defen dants (A o criminal cose and Courd Tefuses to

(29)



Eonsider Fhe pdlidual Jevel of alieged eutpabilidy und
parﬁ‘u}o&ﬁ’bm (A Crime clx.mrge«(, wn less Distriet Atto me;/

i3 requestimg L WoP. ESpecially, i hea Said defendants Can
STl be Seateaced fo LWOP. Com. v. Jones 49 Pacsupec, 63 Pusages,

;981 ; Smals W ?enmﬂmnm , 170 u. 5. /4o [/?86)5 Ropec visimmyns
$Y3 s 550 (Lo 0s); Miller v. Alaoame, 132 scc . ¢$5¢Ror2), 7

?, DLD CouRT ERR/ABuSED DrscreTzoN BY DENYING
Mo7zonN FoR. PSYcHoloGLsT To DO FUull EVALUATEON ¢F
PETETESCNER To MIAKE DIAGNOSES APPOINTED METZGATZoN
SPeczh LEST(Williom NI LESD WASN'T QUALFFZED 70 Do, Thus
ZGNORIN G PETITFONER'S PossEBLE AND/uR ACTUAL 7

REHABLLT TATFVE NEEDS 7
Py chol ogist william piles{ Miles) was appeinted +o be

mtcgation specialist for pefitioner's resentencing, MNiles

adwifted that he did Not do Full evalugtron ans

inve stigation oF mitigating factors he was hired to do,
Fhrs was First time domg a mi h’ga{-?cm Fepory, he had
conterns foc F@{f{"{‘bmﬁ ~¢ Mental hca/‘ﬂt, /\/tﬂ/(i.& Stated

Hhat he was ﬁg‘f_céuﬂ“ﬁeé to do Full psychatrce

e valuwatien pe,{'f{'(‘amp needs and fifes recommended
that a mare céumlfﬁeé psychologist be appomfed. R,
P /e and multple reguests for Confhuance. Judge
C“”\"\@l/y apuse d discretion by deaying sald mokion,
Expetst is needed whece meata| condition and Futare
danger are central gosucs, Ake v, ommma] Y70 .S,
b8 (19855 Com, i Cucnette 87 hidd &3![Pasuger. 2005),

10, DZD tour T ERRIABUSED DESCREZZON BY RESENTENCING
HEk@ zn & BY PROHIBLTING PETITEOMEL TO ADDRESS/CORRECT
FALSE AND MISLEADIN G DoCUMENTS ANO AVERMEN 7S MAXDE

(a8)



f%' ("i‘\’jf\@l:) i fﬁ?f??&?f@gf’\ RY PETLT I /\/5/2\5’ ﬂ-r-rDM}E}P' ALD
OR 0 $&cuTron ZN THEFR SENTEMFNG HEMORANDUM B T

The court evred/Aoused discretion by prohiladng
petrtivate #o address/cerrect false and Wu“dleiu-&ﬂ’tg deocaments
s av - y » ﬂ

and p Q:MM’:‘& made agamnst petitioncr by his own attorney

| rosecafion jather Seatredcd
Prejudicing petihs S Meegndums, fhis

9 petihones and violatn |
¢, 8 - | § WiSetoast, fimends. |, 5,
J 8 and (Y Pacconst. Art, | . “
‘ ' ysec. Fand 135 Com. V., Thomas, ss

A28 TS (Pa.f287) s Ws. v Morena, 809 _ 2y 533
P A 2 Ne, §0 £3d Tpe(34 Cir, 2016);
a.FL:Lr;mn P ToY ((L)(,g); WS, V. Tuckee‘) o WS qq3L[¢7&;

I, PIp Mz , '
PETZTZONER BY 5‘5’3&55%5’35&%%&5}‘”&”” Aey DL E
Repofy WLTH FALSE/MISLEADIN G m:’aﬂfmfr};o"k 7Z9N _ AND
ummf.mma WEAK. TESTFMONY T ANG GrVzNG

Mt Gu i ~ f . . . .

) /&c{}:% 0‘3 i,ﬂzc:amf/ysyc,he 5‘9914"7 wellanh /»1{/&3] a&m:‘f{'&i

.chr e ch' ot do the Fullevaluation he was appoiated, ot
ot gualcfieci,‘fo do and thoat he did not review

peﬁ tone s eatire gevson £ le relevaat 1o reseafenting,

Which is a main ssue for reseatfeacng, Miflec v Blabama

/3 5.t . AYSS [02—0/9»)/ but Gf\if agreed with and re,w"e,wz—d

gortions of Pﬁf('f‘h‘oﬂﬁr\-‘ predon file (Jurenile e Faformation

Packed) Prow”decl by prose cution and proSecatioats negate,

£alse, and ms leading nterprefoation o€ it RiT,p 100 The

Fuvenile LiFer Fnformadion Packet ©s an alrdged Versinn

or “rec ;+&+:0““ oF pe‘{»[{-';‘a ne 'S 7 Y(‘JLF (ot that {ﬂMQ,)

pr*iéen _F"‘e, CGMPI’IQA bY Sh\,"’ﬁ, Col™ P&C{’l\of\ 1&5{7"{“*1‘@(’1 [5¢'(4,l,_>

with Ne o cual ed w cation

G reene Priven staff
de mee,nfjjm(bcenc&uc«+$/e fc. and £ille d whith False

and mrs(euémg negatrve wFermation « N iles cepert did
not State any mdg ating Facta o¢ evidence regarding

(x®)



Pé’ f.—i';."e nee \é casde CCP’W’K@,) (r;\av y’é’.&l éitl} ' ﬁﬁ“’ﬁ‘t& cjﬁﬁﬁ“
False/prejudicinl things, Niles’ repoet Folsely stutes
Hoatr pefitroner s “0 Ffeng
cu i eﬁ[u'/* %6;«}9 o oceegt a ko #o o
yedr Seafent Without petitionerts /(If‘tcw[e,rlg e i)
_ ) e Br Consenyy,
Ns.ieg 5ep‘mrew uoxf&ef represented pelitivne ry ’
eduwcation Complé,hon i proSends and maf,z;gusly Lrofted
hids ra‘aer}—ﬁ; give false impressen 'ﬁ\uf'pe;fﬂfm{uf s
admitting gultydespte Fact that pelchivner glwoaygs.
Stifed (oad the evidente Pre ved) thot he i$ ihno cent
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