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Queséf'on (s) " ’Prcse,n{cc‘

) Defendant's £ral Counsel Filed vrmé:on for Continuance,

- State objected to it, but waived all objechions bused on Eiming
to any Motions thet Defense £iled. Defewse Counsel explained he
WS not r;AA.j to érj +his Case becauwse L (1) ﬂus Weas e Tree
Lefe” case; (2) There wece mulbple Vickims, Some of Likom resided
in Conada; (3) 7he c(:;wuuj in the Case as Voluminows; M) The
Case involved Coifnple_x 155ueS of Venue, QLILL Ae needed v
Refeordh Further; ) diring hearng defense Counsel &old tle Court
he fat +he defeudant ot £hct po;}z% Will et be receiving
Constitutionally aa\e.ﬁmk Counsel aud & clefenge inthis Case,

DL‘J Tricl Court abuse its c[a‘S(Jc‘l:\‘on LOLQVl + c(&w;ecc De fense
C’.aunS&{‘S Mo‘fftm %r o Cevrl‘?nuana,?

2 Does o Tricl Court obuse its discretion whew it denies Defeuse
Counsel’s mofcon B mustral, When on First duq of tricl, duriag s
Cese in chief, the prosecwtion ntroducd awd played a rewrcf@[
indervied disclosing Evidente #hat the Defenelant had  previously
been Convicked of Clild Secucl Abuse, despile the Pardies’
Preteral &Sr«mmi thet all evidenct of Defendant's prior
Comui ckion s (A)o»»\(l be exctuoleaf?

3 085 131.525 allows for o cose fo be bried ia the County
Wlich €he Delondant resides. i§ +the Crime  (ous Commitied Tn +the
stale and i Canmf fedip['ilﬁ be clekfmiaeop within ('\)LJC\‘\ Coun'+j.
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LIST OF PARTIES

[ All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ ] reported at —; o1,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

K For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _ A to the petition and is

[X] reported at STATE of ofEaow V. Soscph WhALsy 288 of App 27 ch,! é}jn)
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the £ . court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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



JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

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

[ 1 A timely 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

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

[Xl For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was October 19, 2017
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _& A .

[ A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
DEC. R0, 2017 , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix _C

[ 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).
2,



(',onsl‘hl’uﬁiona(. And 5]’&{'“-/'&/5 CP/OUJSE;MS Tvvolved

wniked shotes Consiﬂ'uxl’?(m, Arrendment VI
unikd skls  Conshhution, Apmondment Vil
wntked Skdes  Conshtnbion, Amend ment Xiv

Orusm Co;nﬁh‘/'u‘/‘am, Article I, Section I/‘



STATEMENT OF THE CASE |
") Five days behre tal, defemse fricl counsel filed motion for «
Continuance, (Appendx D), In the Affidavit defense  Coun sel
explained thet, (1) this wes o “Trae LtFe'; tase; (2) there were multiple

Vickims, Some of Wwhom resided in Cancclay (3) the c(lﬁéob'd‘j in the cese
Was Voluminous; (4) the Case .‘;:vOluuY Complex issues of Venue, which he
needed o f-em:& (esearch further; and &) defense Counsel Loes not fzan
T £y the coser The Shle Filed oo Writken objection to ¢he clefundont's
motion,

The destrict attor ey ountlined her pbieckion to the defendan t's Motdon
Dased on the defficulty will gebbiag the vickms to tridl to teshity,
She also Wuived anq objeckions bused on Gimeliness to mobions that defendiyt
migld  File c(w:,.s trial So that £le case could proceed and defense Connsel

.cM‘M have the Five daqs  before yurq Selection to tnvestigabe the case,
(Tfl ‘7“61)- Defense Counsel reiteccted s need for wmore Lime bused
on the Seriousaess of o trae Life” Senlen€e 1a Compurison to the Secluusnss
oF any macdec Tral, (10 go;z|)‘

Defense Cownsel, clostrict c«rfa.r,,ej, aud the Court discussed defense
Counsel's u,pcom?,,j drial dafes after s cas aud Fthe Pfu/;‘ous 9(-L<o[u|a‘g
fof the case @ 21-24) The Court dented the 120 boom (TR 24-15, appendix D-S)

On the Lerst a(«j of {:r.a[ defense Counsel re news hes fﬁéuuf R0 a
Continunance, o Ssert: ey tlw C‘&Q/wc{anf would MoT receive Conshi irmkaom\\j
ecdye A‘['e»%b(ak Fe,oresméul{m and o defeuse in the case’ "o he is
net f!‘efal‘eco, 1o Proceed at the time. Trial CowrT Confermed Hlat

4



this wes the fourtl scbbing for the brial, that defonse
Cownsel had been appointed to the Case Siate inception in May,
2013 aund denied the mwtion (TR 36-33), |

This Court ruled 'pr;uiowsits in f‘}faus;ﬂjzr V. Heamlia, Hoz
WS 2S5, 32 [edad 530, 92 5S¢t 2066 (lqn\;

“The cssistunce of Counsel s oflen « reaou‘fi‘le to %e,

Very existunce of o $eir Arial!

A Defendant, Whom 15 tadigent, and hius & mrenkl Heeln
L‘;rsv‘vl‘j, "éf-_-_-ﬁ Caumﬁc( thet 1S ?mlomf.erl:s P(‘e,fa(‘ecﬂ or pmoaief
:waeshsx}ams to eﬂublrsl\ c o&eﬁ«/zse, s n this case, Pweuf—s

« prejudice to the defesndant v an wafiic troal seHing, AT
Hol nsS 37-3% This CoutT o(ec[aruf “... Ao pecson mQa be ciefh‘w,oq

of his L3l<7"+3 Who has  bees cﬁ?nl'eco assistance of Counsel as
Sb»cu/an‘,'&&& by the Stxth Amendment.”

I This cese when Trenl Cowrt lenied Defense Co_unseils
Mobion foe (omtinuance 1o aapeﬁual-e,fj Prepuce aud TwU&jksqk
the basic necessities o ) betild o defense devies
o(%o@e/nf tus basse element of surisptudence, Hhe right
o Q—A)%“;k, (’455351&,»1% of counsel,

ﬂcwrécinf)lﬁ, This CourT has é’.rwaéus[:j stled that aq
;4&63%"’ chs:bmc(c.n‘r Mwﬁ‘rv be aSsured e Offor.l“n:).ﬁ “+v
Preset bes defense, Tu This case, he defoudant did nof
Whave @A 4 Par"‘?C:PNHm i Fhe (Anf’rcfarechefs ofF @Mﬂéél
ard fps ta Ake V. OKlaboma, Y70 WS 66 ot T6-T1 frouacﬂes:

5



“udee [043 tecogmized that hen o slle 5r:a35
its Judiced Qower fo bear on an indiqent defendant in o
crimiaal proc¢e,&:43,:l: mst Lulke Steps +o stwc that e
defendant has o Furr of,ﬂof"‘hn;l'-s to presesit bis defense, xxx
TheT e@n tadigent c(eieznofafrf i5 entiHed to the assistune of
Counsel at trial, xxx aud thet such assistunce must be effectiue.
Lt Thet & crimiacl ﬁr:«( is Quniamon«k,llj wnforr ik the skie
proue&s agamst an ?44:3@,,4 defondant toithont maliag Cerbuin
thet he Lus aeess 4o the raw muderidls tatregal o The
building of an effeckive defemse” |

Oue to pot ancQow}:ns inuLs+33a+'7m5, and rcu:ewzn}-ﬂ&
Aescwuj of +his case, Defense Counsel was mot” awsare
defendant “éiﬁfaéé—s&“foﬁ s‘fak, and Could have Mfa«cted Lo esSes,
hed he conducked Vertficabion of oefendant's sklemet uaT
al\t&geoQ Crimes ot wask:ashﬂ Cow«”; residence (as ?M/afszl,lc,
i1 Ro09, a5 “The (&S?defmcc Was Lm‘UJ'mLf// QJ ofluc F‘qdiuao(m[ﬁ

Furtoer that DefendanT hes o Lo liostorsy of {5@'743
Mm#uj o‘Q:saHoeﬂ, with « onwsnoS?S «s late «$ December 2000,
of paransid - Schizophrena i cddifipy 4o Severe Rost. Tremmatic
5tress Disocdet, aud  Attention Deficet” Dosorder, qud woutd

OFten oclenowled e uméasiwot;aj When asked, aud not fully

Comprehend O hats beag said, (util Seeling Furtiar explisibiomn

,?rdm Treasted 5(470?0(1' fecsomael or *ﬂaafa‘ffs‘\. (te 723-'22‘7),_
This concT f?r‘waogslj Leld qhe Conterns 0F Mental  Hee Hh

G



and Compeiwcj wuandec 'p(‘ofz V. MisSowrs, Yzo us 1625 U3
Ledzd 103, a5 Sct 596 (qr5); T 171-172:

“he mmln[[j I«.Camfejr&w‘f’ Ap,fw,c(q,n'f’, ﬂougk Fhﬁ:ulls PN/Se/n#

in the Courfroemn i5 in fa»l?{’j offorded no o/;f,,ralmnﬂﬂj ) JQQ/MO
himself, wxx L420 ws 172) [ilas Swfficiont present obililit

to tomsult with Lss L«u‘jg it o reasomable degree of  ratipnel
unaﬂzrsj«anxqﬁ aud  Oletlar l{e, has o ratipml s el es 7C'~¢+§«i
umﬂe(sjrumﬂ:qﬁ of fle preceediags cLSQ},,sr Him, [ 420 us 1797
“Ef’]ailw& o ive Propec wualfr o Hle tnfocmation 5u33asj—?nj
fnlompetence Wwhich  came o LJGLT during £eral, Ldzo us 180] The

impstT of @ our deaston xxe is thust evidene of o defedants

vrrational belwpiof, hos demeanot, at tral, aud aﬁs praet medice |

Of’iatm on camfe}cuw o 5#«01 trial are relevant ia d(&-,-cfm)n7mj
Whetler 'ﬂ‘r‘n‘,‘.( M(bufrn

fectors 5-,1‘&4(1;‘-3 elone

5 re,$u§fc¢”, bl ThaT evenr omwe oF TlesSe

miy, cn Somme cycumshnwg Le Suﬂlaumk

our duting Voir dire by pecspective Jurors, and phen being
uestined and  pot Fally understuading ous diected by Cowasel
10 Say kel “The CourT Wawks 1o beaf, inc(ual:a} ducing The
hoaked  exclange between the Trial couT and  deSeadant wle,

asked aSout (,)az(lz»rjv /‘%L-f'j 10 -7'25';‘.*;3 o .L?} ow n b&i«c(—c.

(T{L-ggﬁ—ﬁ;gc[), The Cowrts Combnued dewial of e raghts

of tte defendant, gud \V\C«cﬂabm\"ﬂ Cunsel, defendant s demted Lis

Due Process gt o w Lo drel. A eotdemced by T Second actof
| 97
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<6usta<m5 in /{7&4, '4er43 of the Jury!
dditionally the OFC Ho.lbo Aale 403: Excclusicn of relevant
evidente on grounds of prejadice, (omfusion of und ue Ae(aj: proulclast
“Alth;.,\jt‘ Eﬁ% evidence mey be excluded £
it's probative yalue is Swés-ﬁm(,—:a!lﬁ out  eigled
by the danger of wnfir Prejudice, (ombusion ofthe
is5ues, of meslmolzaj the Jury, or (onsideration s oF
(m\ctue. clo(aj or needless presemtation of Cumuylative
Evidence ! |

The admission of the a;sr;uﬂ tmadmiss Sle eur;cﬂwq,, and tontinved
claracker evidente tntroduced by the stk clw,‘nj the briel Crealed an
wccomunlative  erght fo the faadmissitle evsdemce.,

The trial Court has ioide discretron in the decision’ 4o grant of
deny o pwbion Br o pmustelal, but tlet J:‘;crcl-io,4 is not Limilless.
whemever it appears thit a defendant's abiliby bo obbuin a fur
adjudication of the fucks has been tmparred, the Trial Court errs
‘n _c(e/m.];,lj a motion br o mustrial; Morjw,-, v Illingss, 504 us 14,
at 726727, the Due Process Clause of the Fourbeenth A rrgnd et ©
“demunds” such a bral, aad ¥l Sisth Amendment to the miled
Skes ComsLJkHM Provides:

(N

Ta all comisd Pusecuhons, the actused shell
ooy the rigut to o speedy, and public trial, by
i pectict jury, wiew, Land ] to Lf_ Condromted with
the Wilnesses aqainst hom, "

I
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Swns‘s cr«(:‘a:lii—3 assesSment of the witnesses, betonse rost
of the evidemce in Support of the Chucges Come From Vickims'
14:45}.‘”1”3, The foct +that +le 5@3 heard that swtz‘fcmmfv
wiscerated all effort to ensure Bhat the Serq Loould not  make
the fnﬁrmcg, that Aetmdanf was 3“”“"3 betonse he bad
Previcus ly emgaged i gimilar Comdnck.

Onte the jury heard that defendant hed been imprisemed Sehre
and that it was For Sexual offenses agqaiast clildren, it toes («5!@!3
the Jwry inferced tot  defendant bhad pomchunt fr Seraclly abusiog
Young boys. Thas, Zhe prejudice From the sh&ment s So great

+ht onece heard the 3»«.{3 Could no [ahsa( Prouacafb c(éf@wc(hfhf' a tGrial
that as ?/;’\pqr%éa\ and Laer. fhor(_ow, +the Courl;rs instrucktion 1o

the Juey to disreqard The slde ment  toas haf Suflicent v cure
the prejadice, becamse of the (ekelihood Hhat the shlesrent .‘}npnfdlj
iINPluened the Nary T its &cfﬁmdﬁaj buncboon.

Tn & Case inVoludrg many  Clirges of Sexus| obfenses committed
cqainst Vnule:ple. Yowng vichims, an inadmsssivle shlemot thor the
defendant 5 o Conpicked pedophile 15 Llialy b0 taFluence the §nry's
decrsion, &”56'3“0"_“3' £lhe Q;[ucfosmnt defendant's rmostreel
mobion yYioluted Wis roglt to a boal by an imparbicl Surq Gmdar
Article U Seechimm 1| of the Oreqon Constitution, aad clefevdant's
roght € a L0 and imparbial oty wndesr the Sixth Bmudment and
the Due poocess Clanse of Yhe Foorbeenth Amemdnet of the United
shdes  Comghibutiom,

13



The tral Court eSuses ibs discretion in JM,D:..S o petion
Q’f M?«S{‘rc‘al. vrl'luil rwus;J -Q;( e - lew 1‘;{1‘@‘ (A fLu?S CeSe 5

f(.%u}f(,al.

D) Proc bo triel, defendunt's drial ounsel foled o wsribbon objection
bo the Shkkes asserbion Ehat Veane was proper in wasbn:){-m,Cole/
fl Severd Counts, ia cluding Counts 7-to. In that rrobion, defendant
acqued thet Venne was not propar in Washiglon County based on |
the albernabive Venue Skdule, ORS 131,325, #hat P;owciesf

“IE an offense is commibbed withia the skle and it

Cannot rcad,-‘l3 be dedermimed woibhia ol cl C"‘*“"J’j thal

tommisSien book pi,ac,e,,'oJ o Shdule #hat FouvernS Ceomdacl
ouksde the shle 15 violled, Trial ey be beld in the
County in wlock the defendant resides at the time oF

. 17
Hhe  Commssim ob the offense,

At o peekrial heariag, tle shle argued Hat becanse vemuc
Could not be debermired for County 7 throwul 10, wuder 085 131325
U“;“’*_WAS peoprl ia the County in whickh defendint resided, (TR 11-43),
Defendunt rc.spmo[oaf that ‘!pthawSL« tle f‘qw"ﬂgrqft. Cowld havre been folken
cn either Qrboi< cou.f.ﬁ), waétiﬂjhn cmmtej, or VanCowveS, wevsfu‘«swlon, Venue
Wees mof proper i wastaséun Cotun by, (,‘\’YL'!’vl?rblé.),

The Court ruled thet Vemne Could ot be sed ra,clv‘lj dedermined,
and Weas, therefore, proper in wasL:,‘Sl—u.-. County,

Rrtrcal I, seckiom “, of the 0{(,5071 ca*\S*‘-B\‘W‘HOV\ P'“OUDC(&S‘.

1y
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Tn  all Creminal Prosecubion, the accused Shall have
the riglt to pubbe £ral by an impatial fury ia the
Cownty i wlid tle offense slall hare been Commithed.
That  provision guaran tees individaals the pesomal roght to  be
bréd i1 the County Where the offense Lows  ommibled, Shte v,
nells, 354 10[ 350, 371, 312 P3d sl (Zol’a); See also ORS I’SL?ZS-‘
ORs 131325 's alternative Mmemns of esiu(v{st:aj Vemue applies
i, o only 16, the Shate Larst eshblishes the fucbual predichtes
Hlat, (1) the Crime pecurred ta Oreqon, aud (2) bhe locabiom of e
Crime “Cannot be fca%ldl,ej delermiaed

Cm.»n"’ﬁ 7 'éh&'amal\ o Wweere lauScJ ufm [ 5‘7’4316 PL,o-}-asrwa (:J—
D35 penis that Loas Hound 0q a thamb deives Becanse DI dod nat

remembel When or where the preture Was buken, the Stede Asseried
thaT Venue Could not be readily dedermized, aud was thas propes i
the defendant's current Couvnlj of residence, W‘»5L"43+w" County.
Howeves, at #he prebrial Vemue heariag, the eVidene estublishes that
the phalvsme Contd me, been 4uben it ome of three pPlacest Crocik
Connty, Weasking o County, of Vanlowves, Washiagton, where  defendent
resided ot e Lime, and Where thamb dosve wns discavred. used o
that eidence, the Trocl Court found that Venwe couwld not be
recdily debermined becawse e prebure could eve been bukon @
v “wryq ome of Hlose locetions,

The shule Loiled o eshblish the Fctuel predocale Hhat e
the Crimes cvllc&cbwﬁ i1 Counts 7{;L.wa3L lo Oltwrred ™ Oreqon,

15



One of the pPlues that the Skk esliblosked TheT Ehe phobogeaph
Coanld have beeu taken wed Vancouver, (A)abLl'as""O"’t whsek 05
Du"-s?cﬂe, of e Slz.lc of OrCﬁM, thaws, The Shk Filed &o es&lpbﬂ.

the ©cs5T fachnal pPredicete  Necessaryg ¢ ORS 131, 325 ¢t W(J
that the Crimes oCdrred ™ O"Cz)dvn

Fur-“u;f, o(u,n‘m) the course of the Erial, the SLk iatrodaced
re_,oealc& +¢$4—3Mo43 (’/U.)‘o{owLL that clefendant Loas l‘e,sad:qa s

Van cover, (/J&&LMS-H/) JM"“43 tle Comission of e &I/ecl‘je,& Crime’,
shle oidmesses DS, Le, €6 and Debechue KD, (v s2¢, 53¢, £39, S66-67,
574, %bn”}l),, Furtuer, it was p,ws@nl—cd( 1the Cease (oas omﬁrn.:.”5

turned over to the F.B.I s the papic jurisdickion fu proceed with
the case, thet  Federal ﬂﬁv(‘nej Gemeral Bended o Fﬁpﬁ&c&d-c the

case. |
Thos, the Shile Soled to eskblish tte crimes occrred v
Or&sm;l aMedged Tn Counts T througl 10, and tlat e clelendent
resided in Otegon, or Weskinghn County dariag He Comissiom of
the offenses. ﬁcaorot:},ﬁis the +rial Court @rred When it Comcluded
ohecrse and demied delemse Counsels objection to Venue and

Motorm for Iudﬂmm‘f’ of ’quéwiﬂal for Hle wuw#, 1 ’t'ﬂfcm3\a lo.

L') Rs SLM in the Thed Question's SLul(,mml’ ok Case, ™M
FegacdS to 025 131325, Priot fo Trtal defendant’ Tral Counsd
Coled « writhen o‘agwi—ém,(ﬂppwohx E'>,{>o the .5]«4«,‘5 eSSes tvom

that Veuue Loas propar gt l‘,\)a,slt.‘».s'}‘bm,(,ou‘n?"jy for Counts 7 nroujL to,

\6
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skde V. Mg 336 Or Clo, 624, %4 Pl 1163 (2004) (noking

the Ptoblp,ng acise i E t, PL(SUUa+JM onion 5 Sleced tvo “f’L)AID").

5) The Eiglbl Amend ment to the United slules (omsttubion
Porbids “Cruel auvd Lmupsuel punfshmvnf." Tt tomtains o 'natrow
Porf’orttuwa,l?l-j prznczfla" that “applies #o f’lon(ﬁaff#‘-" Sembentes’,
Warmelin v mecdiaen, SO WS.a57, of 996-999, (11 S Ct 2430
e LEd ad %36 (1aal): EWiag V. Ccvh&rma S28 Mzo ad,
(r¢a££erm:,,5 He aﬁo{s%g; mj of Federel Pmpar-{-«)malﬂﬁ LaU); See also
Robinsen V. california, 370 WS 669, ¢(1, %% sct iy, g Led 2d 75¢
(462) (agplying the Erghbth 60t shkes via b Fourdecntls Amondment ).
Whete! o Sembente 15 50 dispartiomate et it violates the Exghih
Amendment depends on dree fuctrrs () fhe graviby of the offense
and Hhe berghness of the pmﬁ,lw‘vj; (2) the Semiences é‘MfJosaJ for CommisSien
of the Same crime in other JurisdechmS (ud (39t semmlinces ——
o1 otlur cramiacls in Bl Same SurfSci“q"’ml." Solewm v. Helm, Y63 ws 277
292, 103 S ¢t Zool, 77 L &d 2d €37 (195D (holding frut’a ife Sembence
WotkowT possivility  of 'Eft‘cu Seventh  nonviolenT wCe[zmj“ wes !MCMSHH*’M“')}
but see Hutto V. Davig, USU s 370, loz S CEt 703, 70 L E] 4 556 (lﬁsz)
(per Cur«‘am)("“\(i‘nj thet Two Comsecutive Ferms o} 20 3;4;5 M Peason Fes
Possesston Lot fwdent fu distribuke  pine ounces of Marijnana and
doste)bubiom of marijnana did ot uooluk the Pfoﬂar{-.)ma[;.}nl pr;ncaple).
The Pemally mondated by ORS 137,719 is dospropsctomale 1o

the offenses Cm»pk?aul f Counnts L, 2,4, 5/7‘51, llfls‘l c,-.ui L9,

\9



Al of Hle offenses at 155ue in those Counbs are Sewual
oHenses mwlmr} oLflArg/n. Tle P%@Hj Mmandated o l\nlcn-qulf
Non-aggravated marder is o dekerminade prisom Semdence oF 300 mpils,
ORS 137.700 (2)(a)(a). The presumplive Puniskment Hc atbeymplecd
a9qravaled and Solicikedion of o onSpiracy to Commit the Crime of
a_ggrm‘mkj murder is o dedermmate prison senlente of 120 memths;
ons 137,700 (D) (). TF the oflender .lqas an erlensite Crimiaal
hostory, o Court May impose & Aa%grmznd-c of 120 mmthS uuwde
the Sonloncra-j 3»»:0\(_‘:“4@5, OAR 213-ooU-pool, LF the ofemdy bas
e ewhbensive Crimiael l«osl—orj and the Come Wes Gggcavaked, «

Court may impose o durational depacture wpto 240 pronths, OAR
R13-00%-000l; OAR 21%-00%-0003 ().

Thas, the ponalty B intenbiomally duking the lcfe of anotter
Nimman buag S »300 months , prisen- Prd, the e mum PFGSW"'/’L'W"

Sembine foc o forst-bime offemder who Commits First-Degree
MmAsleLl—d or Who Soliciks e Commission of, o atlempts o
Commit 00 Congpires to Commit Gqe ravated muarder 5 a
derermmate Sembonce of 120 prontes, (10 5eers) ¢ Those  ace pawch
less  Sewere plmqléaa than thst imposed puacswant to O0RS 131719,
Wlack applieS to 6ffenses Hlat ace vt mucder. TheT frcT
‘olbm@nff‘mjres AT +he f(mq“r:s pucsuant to OKS 137.719 V5
despeoportmate. |

A Sewlence of life in Prison without Fhe pofsaLtl;\LB ot
Pasole 5 a  mere Severe ,Wmo»H*‘S than those Fm/?oseol for Comes

20
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defender’s office, reluced 2o me by the OcDLA. £t's
Very  desturbing et people lecon vour past, and 1o et
WhsT gouw try 1o do righty & CourT com Thrusr gow “Throegh
the Syslem aund Sembnce you o dic aay Frm family, and
loved mies om 4t Zug—/aé/& Lord of itwsses oih  sdulemends
M Comflict of physical evdemte. Zt's ke flese reesoms I
bei)?ms CourT o shed it's CglT wpon fhose wihput
miliors of dollars to peskecT therr rghts and cibects.

Thank qow hc the Eime and  tomsideration in s
matter, |

Conclusion..

The ngh«hm Hr o wrﬂ' of Gertiorar: SLDWLA be sraﬂhce.

Q%foo‘\'-cw\\j SeSmitded,

L w N

Dader Mey 29 2018
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