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Stateoment of |Sssue on Appeal

Nhe»H\er 'H’\t, APP&HOJ\‘L su,g H‘\I P\e‘.L WOS invull\&n'}om/
due +o not hmvina o cleor u_ndersimnd'mj of He
S&Ku.&\lj V;Ole/\"' Pf{do;\-o( Ac . Whlc,h W\J‘Jﬂou.‘\' Con"'fkdl-cjr‘mn
1t shows Appe”wﬂ- was no+ Pfe.do.hr\{.

3,\[ Appellon -\:]Unj o pro se motion o reconsider
his Sentence on grounds ¥het the sentence was
excessive. Appellant did not Nove the knowledge o incdlude
Hhe sew;o;lhj violent predator Rct. |



Arque men +

Appellants TL,‘H—\{ plea. was ;nvolu.n-\-ar\/
due +o ot how'\ns o Lmde_r&\'mndQnS of Yhe
s&uml\u( violent+ predater oci

| The SQK\*-O\.H&’ violent Pr‘(dc\'\'or ach ado':j

With the excessive Sen“ence should be /ncluded
1N the Appellont reconsiderotion , becavse the
Focts suppord Appellont was net predoctory.

Stodement o Facts

Counsel| for Appellont allocuted +o Judge Jefferson
Hhot “he vickim's mother KACWE"PP&”MH verny , very well.
70 the point that she was con—l—mﬁ'nj Cnppc//anﬂ FhouSands
of Yimes " R.17,lines /219, Specifi colly, the two wuere
kx‘\"‘_'\j and would nmeet pchcmodl\(. Counse| for ,L')}ppe//an+
Submitted 4o Judje' Jefferson o “whole book ' oL Yex+
W\CSSCL7€S between Hhe +woo, Counse !l aolse cx_plo‘infc/,’ “at
Some point they did 4alk about her dcxu\sk-\-cx &S wel/. And
then on a C.oa.giole of ©cCaSions, +he daugh-kf conYacted

w\\{ client. . .” B, )17 lines 9-I].
Afler npf)e\\m+ was sentenced, He Hled on Moarch
17, 2o o pro se rmobon o veconsider NWis Sentence

on 5n>wwds Hhet He sentente Lues excessive. R. 29-3/
-/’;lf Stade fled a. veturn on Apn'\ 3, X0lY, B.32-33.

On MN{ [y 9‘0""{/ J“A‘JQ JC‘FQUSO"\ ;_SSu.Q,cl o order deﬂ\{]’\j

Y



Appellant s motion +o Yeconsider. R. 34-28. The
order SPQL;‘RCO\.\[\{ Stuted P‘PPC.“M"' ‘s sentence wiag
appropriate  Conside (‘Qmj, inter olia, “4he Pr-e.dcc’mfy
acts ' of Rppellont. B.27,



Discussion
Before  Appellant’s plea. hearing there was no  discussion
of the Sexually vidlent predator act Appellont had no
knowlcdje, of the Acd nor did he underStand Yhg nochure_ ot
i which makes 14 ir\VOlM'\-wr\{, STaTE V) BeLL yo s.c. Y3, 765
S-E 2d M S.C. App. (201Y).

The pro se mohon 4o reconsider showld hove Yhe s-exu.c_x\\g(
Vislent predator ovet jn 4 but Appellant ‘oe\ie,vg& Yhe e)&C&iS.\VC
Sentence covered Yho whole sentence within Yhe Cose.

An this cose, the evidence 1n Jhe record does nol
Support dhe -conclusion ot ﬂppel\m-l- preed on the vickim,



Conclusion

For -H\e,'-Fore,Soir\S reasons, Rppellant requests +his
Court reverse the rulinS of +he plea judge ond remand
'§°f' o New sen-\-encinﬂ he,ou.r‘;my

Respeo-H:ull\l Su.bm'tﬂtcl ;

7 :

€ornelius X. Dawvis
Appellont

This 174 doy o} Ju.l\{, A015
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