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From: Hohnstein, Kathy

Sent: Thursday, January 24, 2013 9:56 AM

To: Gibson-Beltz, Cathy

Subject: RE

FYI: pwaived his PCH. He also waived his appearance at his Review Hearing on 2-5-13.

He pled not guilty to Misdemeanor 3" Degree Assault & a Pre-trial Conference is s.et for 2-11-13. He
also pled not guilty to Possession of Open Container & trial Is set for 3-6-13. He will remain at the
Scotts Bluff County Jail in Gering until we're notified all charges have been disposed of, they dismiss
the charges or they tell us he can be returned & they will pursue the charges at a later date.

Kathy J. Hohnstein

Hearing Officer

Adult Parole Administration
P.O. Box'94661

Lincoln, NE 68509-4661
402-479-5720
kathy.hohnstein@nebraska.gov

From: Gibson-Beltz, Cathy

Sent: Wednesday, January 23,2013 2:28 PM
To: Hohnstein, Kathy

Subject: FW, = -

Go down several emall and look at Jeannene’s.

From: Blum, Kathy '

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2013 10:45 AM

To: Gibson-Beltz, Cathy; Poppert, Kyle; Douglass, Jeannene; Robinson,
Green, George

Subject: RE:

Hank; Smith, Dawn Renee; Hopkins, Frank;

Yes.

Kathleen A. Blum

Associate Legal Counsel

Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
Phone: 402-479-5901

Fax: 402-479-5623

E-mail: kathy.blum@nebraska.gov

From: Glbson-Beltz, Cathy

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2013 10:44 AM
To: Blum, Kathy; Poppert, Kyle; Douglass, Jeannene; Robinson, Hank; Smith, Dawn Renee; Hopkins, Frank; Green,
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George B
Suhject: RE"

Got It...s0 we will bring him back for revocation, provided we find cause.....otherwise, it will have to be a
rescission....correct, Kathy? )

From; Blum, Kathy

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2013 10:43 AM
To: Gibson-Beltz, Cathy; Poppert, Kyle; Douglass, Jeannene; Robinson, Hank; Smith, Dawn Renee; Hopkins, Frank;

Green, George
Subject: RE*

as arrested for 3" Degree Assault and is being held in Scottsbluff County jail on that charge. The current
Scottsbluff County Attorney was familiar wit » prior sentence and questioned how he was out.

Kathleen A. Blum

Associate Legal Counsel

Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
Phone: 402-479-5901

Fax: 402-479-5623

E-mail: kathy.blum@nebraska.gov

From: Glbson-Beltz, Cathy

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2013 10;40 AM

To: Wayne, Larty; Poppert, Kyle; Douglass, Jeanneng; Blum, Kathy; Rabinson, Hank; Smith, Dawn Renee; Hopkins,
Frank; Green, George

Subject: RE; .

We will get him picked up....| assume this will be a rescission and not a revocation?

Fram: Wayne, Larry

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2013 10:39 AM

To: Poppert, Kyle; Douglass, Jeannene; Blum, Kathy; Robinson, Hank; Gibson-Beltz, Cathy; Smith, Dawn Renee; Hopkins,
Frank; Green, George

Subject: RE

| expect we'll be picking him up and bringing him back. Make sure George Is on the same page. Thanks.

Larry Wayne

Deputy Director

Programs and Community Services

Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
P.O. Box 94681

Lincoln, NE 68532-4661

Office: 402 479-5721

Cellr



115

Fram: Poppert, Kyle

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2013 10:27 AM
To: Douglass, Jeannene; Blum, Kathy; Roblnson, Hank; Gibson-Beltz, Cathy; Smith, Dawn Renee; Wayne, Larry; Hopkins,
Frank; Green, George .

Subject: RE o 2

Based upon the additional Information we received today, | believe we should take nto custody and house

him at DEC pending a classification action.
Kyle

Kyle J. Poppert

Classiffcation and Inmate Records Administrator
Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
Programs & Community Services Division
Phone: (402) 479-5750

Cellular

Fax: (402) 742-2349

Kyle.Poppert@nebraska.qov

Change is Inevitable, growth Is optional,

From: Douglass, Jeannene

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2013 10:23 AM
To: Blum, Kathy; Poppert, Kyle; Roblnson, Hank
Subject: REe—___

For clarification, in my previous e-mail, I used the term “commitment order” but, I should have used th'e term i
“Journal Entry on Sentencing” instead. The original court document we received m 2003 was a Com‘x‘mtment.
Now, today from the Court, I received a “Journal Entry on Sentencing” which provides the statement “shall be

punished as an habitual offender on each count.”

Jeannene Douglass

Records Manager IT

Central Records Office

Nebraska Depariment of Corrections
PH: 402-479-5773

E-mail: jeannene.douglass@nebraska.goy

From: Douglass, Jeannene

Sent: Wednesday, January 23, 2013 10:15 AM
To: Blum, Kathy; Poppert, Kyle; Robinson, Hank
Subject:
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<< File: lohman.pdf >>

I called the Cheyenne County District Court this moming regarding® . to clarify his
sentence and offenses. I tallced with Deb Flume, Clerk of the District Court in Cheyenne County; she said that

this was a case that back “in the day” (April 2003) they thought the Habitual Criminal charge could/should be a
separate offense. That information was not included on the commitment order they brought with

when he was admitted into NDCS in 2003. They have now made it a part of the commitment order and have
faxed that document to me, Ihave made it a part of the permanent record (both the institution and CRO inmate
file as well as the computer has been updated) and the time has been recalculated with the total combined

minitum term of 20 years, mandatory minimum.

B is not eligible for parole until 9-3-2022 which is the same date as he will discharge from NDCS
(unless he receives additional sentences and/or loses good time). We were not aware of this information when
he was heard and paroled on October 26, 2012.

If you need more information from me, please let me know. I’ll do what I can to assist in any way.

Thanks.

Jeannene Douglass

Records Manager IT

Central Records Office

Nebraska Department of Corrections
PH: 402-479-5773

E-mail: zeamege,douglas!@gebmska.gov



MEMORANDUM

To: David Cookson and James Smith

From: John Freudenberg
Re: January - February 2013 communications with DCS regarding application

of good time laws to mandatory minimum sentences
Date: June 17, 2014

On January 22, 2013, | was contacted by the Scotts Bluff County Attomey Doug
Wamer regardmg a Department of Correctional Services (DCS) Inmate named
swvho had been released prematurely. Mr. Warner knew that
should not have not yet been released from custody by DCS. He confirmed
that fact after looking into the matter and then contacted me to ask for assistance in

correcting the error.

Following my discussion with Mr. Wamer, I called Kathy Blum who is an attomey
with the DCS. I made her aware of the premature release of "~ sbased upon
the DCS's emor in intarpreting Nebraska's good time law when applied to a mandatory
minimum sentence. We also discussed the DCS’s erroneous application of a
concurrent mandatory minimum sentence instead of a consecutive mandatory minimum
sentence as ordered. Ms. Blum then brought Kyle Poppert into our conversations.
They asked me to email them a copy of _ ~___ 4Sentencing Order which { did.
Further, they assured me that they would then take the steps necassary to locate

return him to incarceration, and correct his release date.

As a follow-up to our previous discussions in this matter, | sent Kathy Blum an
email on February 19, 2013, providing her with the case citation for the State v. Castillas
Supreme Court decision entered on February 8, 2013. In that declsion, the Court
verified the proper method for calculating the release date for a defendant who had

received a mandatory minimum sentence.

117
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DCS has been aware, at least since 2002, that mandatory minimum sentences
are not reduced by good time. This is because Mike Kenney, the current DCS Director,
was the one who appealed an erroneous decision by a district judge, which emroneously
ordered the release of an inmate serving a mandatory minimum sentence. We handied
the appeal at DCS'S request. The district judge’s error was in concluding that good
time runs on mandatory minimum sentences. In Johnson v. Kenney, 265 Neb. 47
(2002), the Supreme Court reversed the district judge in 2002 and the inmate remained
in DCS'S prison under Kenney's custody. The Supreme Court stated in Johnson v.

Kenney:

“From our review of the legislative history, we conclude the Legislature did not
intend that good time credit under § 83-1,107(1) would apply to reduce
mandatory minimum sentences impased on habitual criminals under § 29-2221.
Interpretation of a statute presents a question of law, in connection with which an
appellate court has an obligation to reach an Independent conclusion irrespective

of the decision made by the court below.

N

The trial court erred in finding that good time credit under § 83-1,107(1) applies
to mandatory minimum sentences . .."

Note: I not aware of what date was actually returned to

incarceration but he died in custody on November 30, 2013. Further, in reviewing the
DCS website projected release date was‘still in error.

I have attached to this memo a copy of the emalils | received from Mr. Wamer

first detailing the problem: to Ms. Blum with a copy of "~ Sentencing Order;
Mr. Poppert acknowledging his receipt of my email and letting me know that they were
going to look into the matter; and an email | sent to Ms. Bium with the State v. Castillas

citation. | have also attached a copy of - DCS'S information sheet.
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Supreme Court of Nebraska.
STATE of Nebraska, Appellee,
v

David G, CASTILLAS, Appellant.:

No. S-11-683.
Feb. 8, 2013.

Background: Defendant was convicted In the District Court, Douglas County, Gary B. Randall, J., of
two counts of discharging a firearm at a dwelling while in or near a motor vehicle, one count of
second degree assault, and three counts of use of a deadly weapon to commit a felony. He appealed.

Holdings: The Supreme Court, Wright, J., held that:

(1) photographs of defendant holding a rifle were admissible;

(2) evidence was sufficient to support convictions;

{3) jury could be Instructed on voluntary flight;

(4) sentence of 30 to 80 years was valid even though It did not match trial court's stated Intention
that defendant be ellgible for parole after 25 years.

Affirmed.
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Defendant walved objection to witness' testimony that he had seen defendant In possession of a
rifle that was simllar to rifle alleged to have been used In charged shootings, and thus claim that
testimony was inadmissible was not reviewable on appeal; although defendant moved prior to trial to
exclude the testimony and ralsed a continulng objection during direct examinations of other
witnesses, he did not object or renew his motlon to exclude during witness' testimony. West's
Neb.Rev.St, § 25-~1141,
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t»1 10XVII(F) Other Misconduct by Accused
- ©=L10XVII(F)4 Other Misconduct Inseparable from Crime Charged
©=110k368.96 k, Weapons and explosives. Most Cited Cases

Photographs showing defendant holding a rifie that was similar to one alleged to have been used In
charged shootings were not Inadmissible under rule governing other bad acts evidence, but Instead
were admissible as Intrinsic evidence because they corroborated testimony of witnesses that
defendant had access to and was In possession of a .22-callber rifle at the time of the shootings.
West's Neb.Rev.St, § 27-404(2),
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&+110 Criminal Law
¢=110XXIV Review
©=110XXIV(N) Discretion of Lower Court
+=110k1153 Reception and Admissibility of Evidence
©=110k1153.1 k. In general. Most Cited Cases

Where the rules of evldence commit an evidentlary question to the discretion of the trial court, the
admissibility of evidence Is reviewed on appeal for an abuse of dlscretion.
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=110 Criminal Law
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C=110XVII(D) Facts in Issue and Relevance
©=110k338 Relevancy in General
t»110k338(7) k. Evidence calculated to create prejudice against or sympathy for accused.
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©»110XXIV Review
©=110XXIV(N) Discretlon of Lower Court
¢=110k1153 Reception and Admissibllity of Evidence
¢=110k1153.3 k. Relevance. Most Clted Cases

Whether evidence Is unfairly prejudiclal is a decision for the trial court, whose decision an appellate
court will not reverse unless there is an abuse of discretion. West's Neb. -403.
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t»110 Criminal Law
©=110XVII Evidence .
©=110XVII(D) Facts In Issue and Relevance
©=110k338 Relevancy in General
©=110k338(7) k. Evidence calculated to create prejudice agalnst or sympathy for accused.

Most Clted Cases

The fact that evidence Is prejudiclal Is not enough to require exclusion under rule requiring
excluslon of evidence whose probative value s substantially outwelghed by danger of unfair prejudice,
because mast, if not all, of the evidence a party offers Is calculated to be prejudicial to the opposing
party; It Is only the evidence which has a tendency to suggest a decislon on an Improper basis that Is

unfalrly prejudiclal. West's Neb.Rev.St, § 27-403.
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&=110 Criminal Law
1~110XVII Evidence
¢=110XVII(V) Welght and Sufflciency
ow110Kk566 k. Identity and characteristics of persons or things. Most Cited Cases

Evidence was sufficient to Identify defendant as person who fired a rifle from a car at two houses,
injuring a resident of one of the houses, as required to support convictions discharging a flrearm at a
dwelling while In or near a motor vehicle, second degree assault, and use of a deadly weapon to
commit a felony; witnesses testified that they were In the car with him on nights of the shootings and
saw defendant fire a rifle at the houses, and defendant had a motlve to commit the shootings because
he had a desire for revenge against his glrifrlend's ex-boyfriend, who he believed would be inside the
houses.

[12] @ KeyClte Citing References for this Headnote

=110 Criminal Law
£»110XXIV Review
o=110XXIV(P) Verdicts
om110k1159 Conclusiveness of Verdict
t=110k1159.2 Welght of Evidence In General
0=110k1159.2(2) k. Verdict unsupported by evldence or contrary to evidence. Most Clted

Cases

<110 Criminal Law @ KeyCite Citing References for this Headhote
o 110XXIV Review
=1 10XXIV(P) Verdicts
4»110k1159 Concluslveness of Verdict
t=110k1159.2 Welght of Evidence In General
¢=110k1159.2(7) k. Reasonable doubt. Most Cited Cases.

Only where evidence lacks sufficient probative value as a matter of law may an appellate court set
aslde a gullty verdict as unsupported by evidence beyond a reasonable doubt.

[13] @ KeyCite Citing References for this Headnote

=110 Criminal Law
&=110XX Trial

=1 10XX(L) Walver and Correction of Irregularities and Errors
¢»110k901 k. Rulings as to welght and sufflclency of evidence. Most Clted Cases

Defendant walved argument on appeal, that trlal court erroneously denied his motlon to dismiss

assault and firearms charges, by calling and examining a witness after state had rested and after his
motlon to dismiss had been overruled.

[14] @ KeyClte Citing References for this Headnote

¢»110 Criminal Law
©ow110XX Trial

¢=110XX(L) Walver and Correctlon of Ifregularltles and Errors
&=110k901 k. Rulings as to weight and sufficlency of evidence. Most Cited Cases

When a court overrules a defendant's motlon to dismiss at the close of the state's case In chief and
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the defendant proceeds to trial and Introduces evidence, the defendant walves the appellate right
to challenge the trial court's overruling of the motion to dismiss.

1151 M kevcite citing References for this Headnate

¢w110 Crimina! Law
t=110XX Trial

¢=110XX(G) Instructions: Necessity, Requisites, and Sufficlency
¢=110k778 Presumptions and Burden of Proof
¢==110k778(11) k. Flight or surrender. Most Clted Cases

Jury at trial of defendant on assault and firearms charges could be Instructed that It could consider
defendant's voluntary flight after charged shootings in determining defendant's guilt or Innocence,
since there was sufficlent evidence that defendant's departure from state had been a flight; witness
testifled that she took defendant out of town to meet a relative “days to a week” after second
shooting, witness responded “yes” when asked whether defendant had requested to be taken to out
of town only after a detectlve was “kind of poking around,” and witness testifled that defendant had
told her he wished to leave town because If police were looking for anyone they were looking for him.

[16] ﬁ KeyCite Citing References for this Headnote

©=110 CrimlInal Law -
G=110XXIV Review
¢=110XXIV(Q) Harmless and Reversible Error
4110k1177.3 Sentencing and Punishment
©o=110k1177.3(2) k. Sentencing proceedings in general. Most Cited Cases

©»350H Sentencling and Punishment ﬁ KeyCite Citing References for this Headnote
©=350HIII Sentence on Conviction of Different Charges

&=350HIII(D) Disposition
©=350Hk645 k. Total sentence deemed not excessive.. Most Cited Cases.

¢=350H Sentencing and Punishment @ KeyCite Citing Referances for this Headnote
¢=350HV Sufficiency and Construction of Sentence Imposed
&=»350HV(C) Constructlon
&w350HV(C)2 Punishment
¢=350Hk1137 Conflict In Record
©»350Hk1139 k. Oral and written pronouncements. Most Clted Cases

Total prison sentence of 30 to 80 years for two counts of discharging a firearm at a dwelling whlle
In a vehicle, one count of second degree assault, and three counts of use of deadly weapon to commit
a felony, was valld, within statutory range, and not required to be reversed for resentencing, even
though, due to mathematical error, sentence did not match trial court's stated intention that
defendant be ellgible for parole after 25 years. West's Neb.Rev.St, §§ 29-2204(1), 83-1,107(2)(a),
(3), 83-1,110.

[17] @ KeyCite Citing References for this Headnote

«=350H Sentencing and Punishment
©»350HXII Reconsideration and Modification of Sentence
¢=350HXII(B) Grounds and Conslderations
¢=350Hk2252 k. Technical, formal or arithmetical etror. Most Clted Cases

It Is posslble, in limited clrcumstances, to correct an inadvertent mispronouncement of a valld
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¢=350H Sentencing and Punishment

¢=350HI Punishment in General

¢=350HI{E) Factors Related to Offender
<350Hk117 k. Other offender-related consideratlons. Most Cited Cases

In imposing a sentence, it is appropriate for a sentencing court to conslder how good time credit
affects a sentence, that Is, when a defendant wlil be eligible for parole and mandatory release.

[19]@ KeyClte Citing References for this Headnote

e=350H Sentencing and Punishment
o=350HXII Reconsideration and Modificatlon of Sentence
G=350HXII(C) Proceedings
ow350HXII(C)1 In General
©=350HKk2278 Time
=350Hk2281 k. Term of court. Most Clted Cases,

&=350H Sentencing and Punishment @ itin feren or thi
o»350HXII Reconsideration and Modification of Sentence
G 350HXII(C) Proceedings
¢»350HXII(C)1 In General
ew350Hk2278 Time
¢=350HKk2282 k. Execution or service of sentence. Most Cited Cases

When a valid sentence has been put into execution, the trial court cannot modify, amend, or revise
it In any way, elther during or after the term or sesslon of court at which the sentence was imposed.

[20] % KeyClte Clting References for this Headnote

©=350H Sentencing and Punishment
~350HV Sufficlency and Constructlon of Sentence Imposed
G=»350HV(C) Construction
¢=350HV(C)2 Punishment
t»350Hk1137 Conflict in Record
=350Hk1139 k. Oral and written pronouncements. Most Cited Cases

If there Is a conflict between the court’s sentence and its truth In sentencing advisement, the
statements of the minimum and maximum limlts control.

* %258 Syllabus by the Court

%174 1. Rules of Evidence: Other Acts: Appeal and Error. It Is within the discretion of the
trlal court to determine relevancy and admissibility of evidence of other wrongs or acts under Neb.,
Evid. R. 403 and 404(2), Neb.Rev.Stat. §§ 27-403 (Relssue 2008) and 27-404(2) (Cum. Supp.
2012), and the trial court's decislon will not be reversed absent an abuse of discretion.

2. Criminal Law: Evidence: Appeal and Error. In reviewing a sufficlency of the evidence clalm,
whether the evidence Is direct, clrcumstantial, or a combination thereof, the standard Is the same: An
appellate court does not resolve conflicts In the evidence, pass on the credibllity of wltnesses, or
rewelgh the evidence; such matters are for the finder of fact. The relevant question for an appellate
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court is whether, after viewing the evidence In the light most favorable to the prosecution, any
ratlonal trier of fact could have found the essential elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt.

3. Jury Instructions: Appeal and Error. Whether Jury Instructions are correct Is a question of
law, which an appellate court resolves independently of the lower court's decision,

4. Sentences: Appeal and Error. An appellate court will not disturb a sentence Imposed within
the statutory limits absent an abuse of discretlon by the trial court.

5. Rules of Evidence: Appeal and Error. Where the Nebraska Evidence Rules commit the
evidentlary question at issue to the diséretion of the trial court, the admlssibllity of evidence is
revlewed for an abuse of discretion.

6. Rules of Evidence. The fact that evidence'ls prejudiclal is not enough to require excluslon
under Neb. Evid. R. 403, Neb.Rev.Stat, § 27-403 (Relssue 2008), because most, If not all, of the
evidence a party offers Is calculated to be prejudicial to the opposing party; It is only the evidence
which has a tendency to suggest a decision on an Improper basls that Is unfairly prejudicial under §
27-403. .

7. Verdicts: Appeal and Error. Only where evidence lacks sufficlent probative value as a matter
of law may an appellate court set aside a gullty verdict as unsupported by evidence beyond a
reasonable doubt.

8. Motions to Dismiss: Evidence: Waiver: Appeal and Error. When a court overrules a
defendant's motion to dismiss at the close of the State's case in chlef and the defendant proceeds to
trial and introduces evidence, the defendant waives the appellate right to challenge the trial court's
overrullng of the motlon:to dismiss.

9. Sentences. It Is possible, In limited clrcumstances, to correct an Inadvertent
mispronouncement of a valld sentence.

10. Sentences. When a valld sentence has been put into executlon, the trial court cannot modify,
amend, or revise it In any way, either during or after the term or session of court at which the
sentence was imposed.

*¥*259 11, Sentences. If there Is a conflict between the court's sentence and Its truth In
sentencing advisement, the statements of the mInimum and maximum limits control.

Beau G. Finley, Omaha, of Finley & Kahler Law Firm, P.C., L.L.O., for appellant,

Jon Bruning, Attorney General, and Nathan A. Liss, Lincoln, for appellee.
HEAVICAN, C.)., WRIGHT, CONNOLLY, STEPHAN, McCORMACK, and MILLER-LERMAN, 11,

WRIGHT, J.
*175 NATURE OF CASE

David G. Castillas was convicted of two counts of discharging a firearm at a dwelling while in or
near a motor vehicle, one count of second degree assault, and three counts of use of a deadly
weapon to commit a felony. He was sentenced to 5 to 20 years {n prison on each conviction of
dischargling a firearm, 5 to 10 years in prison on the conviction of second degree assault, and 5 to 10
years In prison on each convictlon of use of a weapon to commlt a felony. All sentences were to be
served consecutlvely. Castillas appeals his convictions and sentences.

' SCOPE OF REVIEW

[11 @ It Is within the discretion of the trlal. court to determine televancy and admissibllity of
evidence of other wrongs or acts under Neb, Evid. R, 403 and 404(2), Neb.Rey,Stat, §§ 27-403
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(Relssue 2008) and 27-404(2) (Cum. Supp. 2012), and the trial court's decislon will not be
reversed absent an abuse of discretion. State v. Freemont, 284 Neb. 179, 817 N.W.2d 277 (2012),

m@m I-?"‘-’T In reviewing a sufficlency of the evidence claim, whether the evidence is direct,
clrcumstantial, or a combination thereof, the standard is the same: An appellate court does not
resolve conflicts In the evidence, pass on the credibliity of withesses, or rewelgh the evidence; such
matters are for the finder of fact. The relevant question for an appellate court is whether, after
viewing the evidence In the light mest favorable to the prosecution, any rational trier of fact could
have found the essential *176 elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt. State v. Howell,
284 Neb, 559, 822 N.W.2d 391 (2012).

41 ﬁ Whether jury instructions are correct Is a question of law, which an appellate court resolves

Independently of the lower court's decislon. State_ th, 2 eb. 2 012).

[51 ﬁ An appellate court will not disturb a sentence Imposed within the statutory limits absent an
abuse of discretion by the tral court. State v. K. 81 Neb, 89 \ ) .

FACTS
BACKGROUND
On June 5, 2010, a driveby shooting occurred at the home of Donald Jones In Omaha, Nebraska.
On June 11, another driveby shooting occurred at the home of William Harrls, who lived with his
mother at the home, also located In Omaha. During the second shootling, Harrls' mother sustained a
bullet wound to her left arm.

Castlilas, Travis Davls, Tiffany Fltzgerald, and Brandy Beckwith were charged in connection with
the shootings. On April 26, 2011, the State was granted leave to file additional charges agalnst
Castillas. It filed an amended Information charging Castlllas with two counts of discharging a flrearm
at a dwelling while In or near a motor vehicle, one count of second degree *#*260 assault, and three
counts of use of a deadly weapon to commit a falony.

Castlllas flled a ‘motion In limine to exclude evidence of or testimony regarding an Incldent
following the shootings, during which Castlllas allegedly possessed a flrearm and brandished it at
Donald Betts, a witness for the State. Castillas also moved to exclude any photographs of him »
handling a flrearm. Castlllas alleged that evidence on this Issue would not be rellable or relevant, that
such evidence would be excludable under § 27-404(2), and that any probatlve value under § 27-403
would be outwelghed by unfalr prejudice, He also claimed the evidence would be Improper propensity
evidence prohibited under § 27-404. Both motions were overruled.

¥177 JURY TRIAL :

Castillas’ trlal commenced on May 4, 2011, In Douglas County District Court. The State called
Davis, Fitzgerald, and Beckwith, All three testified that on June 5, 2010, they drove with Castlllas to
Jones' house. They testified that Castillas and Davls shot at the resldence multiple times with
flrearms. They also testifled that on the night of the second shooting, all four Indlviduals, along with a
person named “Lars,” drove to Harrls' house and that Castlllas and Davis each fired at the residence.

EVENTS OF JUNE 4 AND 5, 2010 ,
On the evening of June 4, 2010, Castlllas and Davis were “partylng” with Fitzgerald and Beckwith,
The four of them were taking photographs of themselves holding guns, to “look cool.” One of the guns
was a .45-callber plstol that belonged to Davis, and the other was a .22-callber rifle that belonged to
Fitzgerald's father. Fitzgerald recalled that the photographs marked -as exhiblts 93,94, 95, and 97
were taken that specific night, because she recognized the black digsses she and Beckwith were
wearlng.

Davis testifled that Castlllas and Fitzgerald argued about Betts on the night of the first shooting.
Betts had been dating Fitzgerald, who was Castlllas' girifriend, and Castlllas wanted revenge. Betts
was the son of Jones, and he occaslonally lived with Jones. Davis had never met Betts, but he became
upset with Betts due to rumors that Betts had fired a weapon at Davls' car.

| SU YN Jf SR I Y] |
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Sometime after midnight on June 5, 2010, Castlllas accused Fitzgerald of continuing to talk to
Betts. Castllias took the rifle, Davls took hls pistol, and the four got into Beckwlith's car. BeckwlIth
drove, with Davis In the front passenger seat, Fltzgerald in the rear passenger seat, and Castlllas In
the rear driver's-side seat. Castillas gave Beckwlth directlons to Jones' house. As they drove past the
house, Castlilas and Davls both fired at It. Davis sat on “the [front passenger] window slil” and fired
his pistol across the roof of the car, and Castillas fired the rifle out the back window. Davis testifled he
fired at least five *178 or six shots and heard Castlllas fire at least two or three shots. The group
then returned to Fitzgerald's house.

Jones testifled that on June 4, 2010, he lived in Omaha with his wife and three of his chlildren.
Betts occasionally resided there as well, At approximately 1;30 a.m. on June 5, while Jones and his
wife were in their bedroom, a bullet was fired through the bedroom wall. The couple hid In the closet
as several more shots were fired. When the shooting stopped, Jones called the 911 emergency
dispatch service. He testifled there were no bullet holes In his house prior to this shooting, Betts was
not at the house when the Incident occurred.

A crime scene technician with the Omaha Pollce Department crime laboratory testified that she
collected shell casings **261 lying in front of Jones' house. She found flve shell casings In the street
and located 23 bullet holes In the house, which appeared to have been caused by bullets of two
different sizes. Several bullets from the house were placed in an envelope along with the flve shell
casings found In the street.

EVENTS OF JUNE 10 AND 11, 2010
On June 10, 2010, Castlllas, Davls, Fitzgerald, Beckwlith, and “Lars" were partylng at Fitzgerald's
house. Castillas mentioned that Betts “hangs out” at Harris' house, and Castlllas and Davls talked
about “shooting that house up.” The five went In Beckwith's car. Davis was In front, and Castillas was
In the rear driver's-slde seat. Castlllas had the same .22-caliber rifle, and Davls had a new 9-mm
weapon that he had just obtalned. Castillas and Davls fired at Harris' house. After the shooting, they
returned to Fitzgerald's house,

Harris' mother lived In Omaha with Harrls and her other son. She was asleep during the early
morning hours of June 11, 2010, and was awakened when a bullet struck and passed through her left
arm. She fell on the floor as several more shots were fired at her house.

. OTHER TRIAL EVIDENCE
On June 11, 2010, several hours after the second shooting, Betts went to Fitzgerald's house to talk
to her about the shootings. While Betts was talking to Fitzgerald outside, Castlllas *179 and Davis
came outslde. Castlllas went back Inside, and Betts saw him In an upstalrs window with a gun that
looked llke the .22-callber rifle used In the shootings.

Det, David Schnelder attempted to speak with Fitzgerald following the shootlngs. Fitzgerald and
Beckwlth eventually went to an Omaha pollce station and spoke with Detective Schneider. Inltlally,
they were untruthful, but they later admitted that they were Involved In the driveby shootings and
provided a detailed account. A detective went to Fitzgerald's house and selzed the .22-callber rifle,
two empty magazines, and another magazine that contalned 11 rounds of .22-callber ammunitlon.

Davis was arrested at his residence, and police selzed his .45~cdllber pistol. He initially denied
Involvement in the shootings but subsequently provided a detailed account that matched the accounts
given by Fltzgerald and Beckwith, Detective Schnelder learned that Beckwlith had taken Castillas to
meet a family member near Crete, Nebraska, and that Castillas had gone to Texas. Castillas was
apprehended [n Corpus Christl, Texas, and transported back to Nebraska.-

The .22-callber rifle selzed from Fitzgerald's house and the .45-callber pistol from Davis' house
were sent to the Omaha Police Department crime laboratory for ballistic comparison. A senlor
technlclan for the crime laboratory analyzed shell casings from both shootings. She testifled that the
flve shell caslings from the first driveby shooting were from a .45-callber pistol and that two of the
bullets recovered from the first shooting had characteristics that were consistent with the .22-caliber
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rifle. Regarding the second drlveby shooting, the technician determined that 11 shell casings were
from the .22-caliber rifle, 5 were from a 9-mm weapon, and all of the bullets recovered that were

sultable for comparison were conslstent with a 9-mm weapon.

After the evidence was presented, the State rested. Castillas moved to dismiss ail charges agalnst
him for lack of evidence. The motion was overruled, and Castillas called Fltzgerald to testify.

Following the concluslon of the testimony, the court held a jury Instruction conference.**262
Castillas objected to Instruction No. 11, which dealt with voluntary flight. His objection was *180
overruled, and the court Instructed the jury. After submission of the case, the jury found Castlllas
guilty of all six counts. Each of Castillas' three convictions for use of a deadly weapon to commit a
felony required a mandatory minimum sentence of 5 years. See \ ) -

(Cum. Supp. 2012) and 28-105(1) (Relssue 2008). Both of his convictions for discharging a flrearm

at a dwelling while In or near a vehicle also required mandatory minimum terms of 5 years each. See
i . §28-12 4 pR.2009) and § 28-105(1). His convlction for second degree assault

had no mandatory minimum sentence. See Neb.Rev.Stat. § 28-309 (Supp.2009) and § 28-105(1).

CASTILLAS' SENTENCES
A sentencing hearing was held on July 28, 2011. The court stated It Intended that for purposes of
parole ellgibllity, Castlllas should serve 25 years In the Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
after credit for good time, It initlally sentenced Castillas to aggregate consecutive prison sentences of
50 to 80 years.

After the court's first sentence pronouncement, the court Inquired whether counsel agreed that
Castillas would be ellglble for parole consideration In 25 years. The prosecutor oplned that the court's
understanding was incorrect. Counsel disagreed on the calculation of parole eligibliity. In response to
defence counsel's statement that Castillas might not be eligible for parole for 35 years, the court
stated that was not the court's Intention.

Before anyone left the courtroom, the court pronounced the following sentences, which in the
aggregate amounted to 30 to 80 years:

e Count I, discharging a firearm at a dwelling while In or near a motor vehicle, 5 to 20 years.
e Count II, use of a deadly weapon to commit a felony, 5 to 10 years.

e Count III, second degree assault, 5 to 10 years.

e Count LV, use of a deadly weapon to commlt a felony, 5 to 10 years.

« Count V, discharging a firearm at a dwelling while In or near a motor vehicle, 5 to 20 years.
*181 « Count VI, use of a deadly weapon to commit a felony, 5 to 10 years.

The court's “truth In sentencing” advisement informed Castllias: “That wlll be a total of 30 to 80
years, meaning you have to serve 25 years to be released on parole. And after 40 years, If you lose
no good time, you'll be released.” The court's written order directed that the sentences be served
consecutively and gave Castlllas credit for 379 days served.

ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR
Castillas alleges, summarized and restated, that (1) the court erred In allowing testimony at trial
concerning whether he possessed firearms after the second shooting, (2) the court erred In admitting
photographs of Castlllas possessing flrearms, (3) the evidence at trial was insufficlent, (4) the court
erred In overruling Castillas' motion to dismiss at the end of the State's case, (5) the court erred In
glving jury instruction No. 11 with regard to voluntary flight, and (6) the court erred In ordering a
sentence that was substantlally different from its intended sentence. -

ANALYSIS
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EVIDENCE RELATED TO POSSESSION OF ,22-CALIBER RIFLE AFTER SECOND SHOOTING

[6] ¥ The State Introduced evidence that Betts went to Fitzgerald's home several **263 hours
after the second shooting. Betts saw Castillas holding a weapon that looked like the rifle Castillas was
alleged to have used In both shootings. Before trial, Castillas moved to prohlbit the State from
presenting such testimony. The court overruled the motion.

‘Castillas alleges that during the trlal, he was granted a continuing objectlon to this evidence and
that, therefore, his alleged error concerning the admission of the evidence has been preserved for
review on appeal. Castlllas clalms that admisslon of the evidence violated 88§ 27-403 and 27-404.

Sectlon 27-404(2) provides:

Evidence of other crimes, wrongs, or acts Is not admissible to prove the character of a person In
order to show that he or she acted in conformity therewith. It may, *182 however, be admissible
for other purposes, such as proof of motive, opportunity, intent, preparation, plan, knowledge,
Identity, or absence of mistake or accident.

Castillas asserts that the State offered no proper purpose for this evidence and that the court should
have held a rule 404 hearing.

The State argues that Castlllas waived any objection to this evidence by his fallure to object during
Betts' testimony. Although Castillas moved to exclude the evidence before trial, he did not object or
renew his motion during Betts' testimony that he went to Fitzgerald's house after the second shooting
and saw Castillas with a gun that looked like the ,22-caliber rifle Castlllas allegedly used In the
shootings. The State claims that Castillas did not raise the necessary objection, because although he
had received a continuing objection during the direct examinations of Davls, Fitzgerald, and Beckwith,
he did not object or renew his objection during Betts' testimony.

Neb.Rev.Stat. § 25-1141 (Relssue 2008) provides:

Where an objection has once been made to the admisslon of testimony and overruled by the court
[t shall be unnecessary to repeat the same objection to further testimony of the same nature by the
same witness in order to save the error, if any, In the ruling of the court whereby such testimony
was recelved,

The State claims § 25-1141 does not apply to testimony given by a different witness when no
objection Is made to that witness' testimony. We agree. Castillas falled to object to Betts' testimony
and has therefore walved his objection to such testimony.,

PHOTOGRAPHS OF CASTILLAS, DAVIS, FITZGERALD, AND BECKWITH

I_?_]@ During the trial, the State Introduced four photographs, Three of the photographs show
Castillas with a rifle that resembles the .22-callber rifle allegedly used In the shootings; the fourth
does not depict a firearm. Exhibit 93 is a photograph of Castlllas holding a .22-caliber rifle and posing
alongslde Fitzgerald, who Is holding Davis' .45-callber pistol. *183 Exhibit 94 |s a photograph of
Castlllas posing by himself with a .22-caliber rifle. Exhibit 95 Is a photograph of Castlllas holding the
rifle and posing alongside Beckwith, who Is holding Davis' .45-callber plstol. Castlllas objected to
these photographs, clalming they were Irrelevant, were unfalrly prejudicial, and violated § 27-404(2),
The court overruled these objections.

Castillas clalms the photographs were overly prejudiclal, In support of his argument, Castillas
attacks the credibllity of Fltzgerald, who testified that the photographs were taken the evening of the
first shooting. He asks thls court to disregard **264 such testimony, because Fitzgerald lled
repeatedly to the police In order to get out of trouble and wrote false accounts of the shootlings
months after they occurred and because there was no other Independent evidence offered to establish
that the photographs were taken on the date claimed by Fitzgerald.

81 ﬁ Where the Nebraska Evidence Rules commit the evidentiary question at Issue to the
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discretion of the trial court, the admissibliity of evidence Is reviewed for an abuse of discretion.
State v. Nolan, 283 Neb. 50, 807 N.W.2d 520 (2012). Fltzgerald's credibility does not control the
admisslon of the photographs. On appeal, we do not examine the credibiiity of the witnesses.
Fitzgerald's testimony established that the photographs were taken near the time of the first
shooting. Both Davis and Beckwith acknowledged the photographs were taken, and Beckwith
acknowledged they were taken on the night of elther the first or second shooting.

Lﬂ@um ﬁ Whether the evidence was unfalrly prejudicial was a decision for the trial court,
whose decision we will not reverse unless there Is an abuse of discretion. See /d. The fact that
evidence Is prejudicial is not enough to require exclusion under § 27-403, because most, If not all, of
the evidence a party offers s calculated to be prejudicial to the opposing party; It Is only the evidence
which has a tendency to suggest a decislon on an Improper basls that Is unfalrly prejudiclal under &
27-403. State v, Williams, 282 Neb, 182, 802 N.W.2d 421 (2011). We conclude Castillas has not
established that the admisslon of the photographs was unfalrly prejudicial. The court did not abuse Its
discretion In admitting these photographs.

* 184 Castillas' argument that the photographs should have been excluded under § 27-404(2) Is
also without merit. The evidence established that the photographs were taken on or near the night of
the first shooting. They were admissible as intrinsic evidence because they corroborated testimony of
the withesses that Castillas had access to and was In possession of a .22-caliber rifle at the time of

the shootings.

SUFFICIENCY OF EVIDENCE

I[11] @Iﬁ] ﬁ In reviewing a sufficlency of the evidence clalm, we do not resolve conflicts In the
evidence, pass on the credibillty of witnesses, or rewelgh the evidence; such matters are for the

finder of fact..See State v. Howell, 284 Neb. 559, 822 N.W.2d 391 (2012). The relevant question Is
whether, after viewIng the evidence In the light most favorable to the prosecution, any ratlonal trler
of fact could have found the essentlal elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt. See [d. Only
where evidence lacks sufficient probative value as a matter of law may an appellate court set aslde a
guilty verdict as unsupported by evidence beyond a reasonable doubt, Id,

Castllias claims that the evidence was Insufficient to find him gulity of any of the six counts alleged
in the amended Information. He claims the State falled to provide even a viable narrative of why the
shootings occurred. We disagree. The evidence establlshed that Castillas had a deslre to Injure Betts.

Castlllas asserts that Davis had a stronger motive to commit the crimes, because Davis may have
believed that Betts and Harrls fired shots at Davls' car. The fact that Davis might have had a motive
t(r)] injure Betts and Harrls supports the evidence that both Castillas and Davls participated In the
shootings. .

Castlllas also argues that the State's dependence upon Davis, Fltzgerald, and Beckwith to support
the accusation that Castillas shot at both houses is Insufficlent, *¥*265 because all three admitted to
lylng to pollce when questioned about these Incldents.

These arguments have no merit. The credibllity of Davls, Fitzgerald, and Beckwilth Is not part of
our review for sufficlency of the evidence. We do not pass on the credibllity of witnesses or rewelgh
the evidence. Viewing the evidence In the light most favorable to the State, a rational trier of fact
*185 could have found beyond a reasonable doubt that Castillas committed the crimes charged.
Castlllas' argument that no ratlonal trier of fact would have found him gulity of these six offenses
because the State's witnesses were not credible Is without merit. .

MOTION TO DISMISS

[13] [ﬁ Castlllas claims the court erred In overruling his motion to dismiss, which was made after
the State presented Its case In chlef. After the State rested, Castlllas started to make a motion to
dismilss. The court stated that Castlllas could defer the motlon, which he did. Castillas then called
Davis to the stand. Later, while the jury was on a lunch break, Castillas moved to dismiss, He clalmed
the State had falled to make a prima facle case agalnst him on any of the charges. The court
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overruled the motlon. Castlllas then called his final witness, Fitzgerald.

LL&J@ When a court overrules a defendant's motion to dismiss at the close of the State's case In
chief and the defendant proceeds to trial and Introduces evidence, the defendant walves the appellate
right to challenge the trial court's overruling of the motion to dismiss. State v. Dixon, 282 Neb, 274,

2 . Castlllas walved hls argument by calling Fitzgerald as a witness after the
State had rested and after his motion to dismiss was overruled. His assignment of error is without
merit.

JURY INSTRUCTION ON FLIGHT

[151 @ Before the case was submitted to the jury, the court gave instruction No. 11, which
provided:

The voluntary flight of [Castlllas] immedlately or soon after the occurrence of a crime, with which
[Castilias] has been charged, Is a clrcumstance not sufficlent of itself to establish guilt, but a
clrcumstance nevertheless which you may consider In connectlon wlith all the other evidence In this
case to aid you In determlIning the question of the gullt or innocence of [Castlllas].

Whether jury Instructlons are correct is a question of law, which an appellate court resolves
independently of the lower *186 court's declslon. State v. Smith, 284 Neb. 636, 822 N.W.2d 401
(2012). Castillas clalms he was prejudiced by Instruction No. 11 because the Instruction forced the
jury to conclude that his departure from Omaha was a flight. He argues that the jury should have
been Instructed In such a way that they could differentlate between the term “flight” and mere
departure, He alleges that there was no way for the jury to discern the difference between flight and
departure and that without a definitlon of flight, the jury would not be able to consider the distinction
between the two. He claims there Is little evidence In the record to suggest that he left Omaha to
avold apprehenslon or detection,

Castillas' arguments have no merlt. In State v. Lincoln, 183 Neb. 770, 772, 164 N.W.2d 470, 472
(1969), this court upheld the glving of a flight Instruction that stated:

“You are Instructed that the voluntary flight of a person Immediately or soon after the occurrence of
a crime, wlth which the person so fleeing has been charged, Is a circumstance, not sufficlent of Itself
to establish gullt, but a circumstance nevertheless which the Jury may **266 consider In
connection with all the other evidence in the case to aid you In determining the question of the gullt
or Innocence of such person.”

This instruction is substantively the same as the Instruction glven In the case at bar.

Beckwith testifled that she took Castillas to Crete “days to a week” after the second shooting. She
responded “[y]es” when asked whether Castillas had requested to be taken to Crete only after
Detective Schnelder was “kind of poking around.” Beckwith was then asked, “DId [Castillas] tell you
why he wanted to be taken to Crete, Nebraska?” Beckwith responded that Castlllas sald that “If they
were looking for anybody they were looking for him.” There was sufficlent evidence for the jury to
Infer flight, see State v. Pullens, 281 Neb. 828, 800 N,W.2d 202 (2011), and the couit did not err In
glving Instruction No. 11 to the jury.

Additionally, Castillas did not submit a proposed jury Instruction or request a more specific
Instruction containing a definitlon of flight. If he desired a more precise jury Instructlon, ¥187
Castillas should have requested one at the time the Instructions were being consldered. See State v.
Lewis, 241 Neb, 334, 488 N.W.2d 518 (1992). Hls fallure to offer a more speclfic Instruction precludes
his ralsing this objection on appeal. See State v. Sanders, 269 Neb. 895, 697 N.W.2d 657 (2005).

SENTENCING

[16] % Castlllas claims that the court erred by imposing sentences which falled to achieve the
court's expressed intent of making Castillas eligible for parole in 25 years. An appellate court will not
disturb a sentence Imposed within the statutory limits absent an abuse of discretion by the trial court.
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At the sentencing hearing, the court initially pronounced consecutive sentences resulting [n an
aggregate sentence of 50 to 80 years, The court stated: “It means that after-25 years, you'll be
considered eligible for consideration—Is that right?” The prosecutor and defense counsel then
disagreed about the calculation of parole eligibility, In response to defense counsel's statement that
the sentence pronounced might make Castlllas Ineligible for parole for 35 years, the court stated that
was not the court's Intentlon. The court then stated:

My Intention is that with the mandatory minimums, ... Castillas should serve 25 years In the
Nebraska Department of Correctional Services after credit for good time. So if the numbers
[minimum portion of each sentence] would add up to 30, that would give it a 25-year mandatory
minimum—25-year minimum, I'm sorry. After mandatory of 20, he would have 10 years for which
he would get good time credit, which would be divided In half for the 25, So we willl start over.

The court sentenced Castlllas to an aggregate prison sentence of 30 to 80 years: 5 to 20 years on
counts I and V, for shooting at a dwelling from a vehicle, and 5 to 10 years on counts II, IV, and VI,
for use of a weapon to commit a felony, and count III, for second degree assault. All sentences were

to be served consecutively,

For its truth In sentencing advisement, the court Informed Castillas that he would be sentenced to
a total of 30 to 80 *188 years, that he would have to serve 25 years to be released on parole, and
that after 40 years, If he lost no good time, he would be released.

The statutory sentencing requirements for the charges are as follows:

e Counts I and V: discharging a flrearm at a dwelling whlle in or near a vehicle, a **267 violatlon of
§ 28-1212.04, Class IC felony, punishable by a mandatory minimum of 5 years and a maximum of
50 years. § 28-105(1). |

e Counts II, 1V, and VI: use of a deadly weapon, a flrearm, to commit a felony, a violation of § 28—
1205(1)(c), Class IC felony, punishable by a mandatory minimum of 5 years and a maximum of 50
years, § 28-105(1).

e Count III: second degree assault, a violation of § 28-309, Class III felony, punishable by a
minimum of 1 year and a maximum of 20 years. § 28-105(1).

[17]1 @[_1_81 @[ﬁl ﬁ It Is possible, In limited clrcumstances, to correct an inadvertent
mispronouncement of a valld sentence. State V. Clark, 278 Neb. 557, 772 N.W.2d 559 (2009). Hence,
it was permissible for the court to resentence Castillas to correct the sentence to match the court's
intention. The court stated Its Intention to structure an aggregate sentence that would result In
Castlllas' belng eligible for parole In 25 years. In imposing a sentence, It Is appropriate for a A
sentencing court to consider how good time credit affects a sentence, that Is, when a defendant will
be eligible for parole and mandatory release. See v, Cadwallader 4 W,

506 (1989). The sentences on all six convictions were within the statutory limits, And when a valld
sentence has been put Into execution, the trial court cannot modify, amend, or revise it In any way,
either during or after the term or sesslon of court at which the sentence was Imposed, State v. Clark,

supra.

Though the sentences pronounced were valld, they dld not match the court's Intentlon.. The court
miscalculated when Castlllas would be eligible for parole and for mandatory discharge.

Parole ellgibllity Is governed by Neb.Rev.Stat. § 831,110 (Relssue 2008), which provides In
relevant part: “(1) Every committed offender shall be ellglble for parole when the *189 offender has
served one-half the minimum term of his or her sentence as provided In [§] 83-1,107.... No such
reduction of sentence shall be applied to any sentence Imposing a mandatory minimum term.”
Pursuant to Neb.Rev.Stat. § 83-1,107(2)(a) and (3) (Cum. Supp. 2012), the term of a committed
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offender Is reduced “by six months for each year of the offender's term and pro rata for any part
thereof which Is less than a year,” but “reductions of terms ... may be forfelted, withheld, and
restored” by correctlonal facllity officials. Section 83-1.110 makes clear that thege good time
reductions do not apply to mandatory minimum sentences.

In Johnson v. Kenney, 265 Neb. 47, 654 N.W.2d 191 (2002), we considered whether good time
credlt should be applied to the maximum portlon of a sentence before the mandatory minimum
sentence had been served. We held that It could not, because good time credit applies only after the
mandatory minimum has been served. One of the purposes behind § 83-1,107, the good time credit
statute, was to ensure that no one would reach mandatory discharge before reaching parole eligibility.
We stated In Johnson v. Kenney, supra, that It would defeat the legislative Intent If a defendant
reached mandatory discharge before being ellgible for parole, because the minimum portion of the
sentence would have no meaning.

In caiculating parole ellgibility In State v. Kinser, 283 Neb. 560, 811 N.W.2d 227 (2012), this court

held that a defendant must serve the mandatory minimum plus one-half of the remalning minimum
sentence before becoming eligible for parole. A jury found Willlam D. Kinser, Jr., guilty of felony flight
to avold arrest. After finding that he had five previous felony convictions, the district court concluded
that Kinser**268 was a habltual criminal and sentenced him to a term of not less than 18 nor more
than 30 years' Imprisonment. Kinser argued that the sentencing order must be reversed because the
court intended for him to be ellgible for parole after 10 years, whereas under the sentence Imposed,
he would not be eligible for parole for 14 years.

We held that with the minimum sentence of 18 years, Kinser was required to serve a minimum of
10 years plus one-half of *190 the remalning 8 years before he would be ellgible for parole. During
sentencing, the court had stated:

“[Kinser] wlll be sentenced ... [0]n Count I [fleelng to avold arrest], which Is the felony, [to] not
less than 18 years and not more than 30 years. The minimum will include the mandatory minimum
of 10 years with a two-year revocation of his license. Those sentences will be served concurrent, I
give him credit for 190 days that he has served.”

‘Id. at 568-69, 811 N.W.2d at 233,

On appeal, Kinser clalmed that the district court erred in sentencing him as a habltual criminal and
in Imposing an erroneous sentence. We found that the sentencing court did not clearly state that
Kinser would be ellgible for parole after serving 10 years, but that even If it had, the questlon would
be resolved by Neb.Rev.Stat. § 29-2204(1) (Relssue 2008). Any discrepancy between the minimum
sentence of 18 years for Kinser's fllght to avold arrest conviction and the statements of the
sentencing court regarding parole eliglbility would be contralled by the court's statements with regard
to the minimum sentence, Pursuant to our holding n V. b
191 (2002), good time credit would not reduce the 10-year mandatory minimum portlon of Kinser's
sentence for flight to avold arrest. Thus, assuming no loss of good time credit, Kinser was requlired to
serve the 10-year mandatory minimum plus 4 of the remalning 8 years of the minlmum sentence,
less credlt for time served, before becoming ellgible for parole.

Loglcally, a defendant must serve the mandatory mintmum portlon of a sentence before earning
good time credit toward the maximum portion of the sentence. Johnson v. Kenney, supra, indicates
that a defendant receives no good time credit until after serving any mandatory minimum. Thus, a
defendant would be unable to earn good time credit against elther the minimum or maximum
sentence until the defendant had served the mandatory minimum sentence. As noted In State v.
Kinser, supra, the parole ellgibllity date Is determined by subtracting the mandatory minimum
sentence from the court's minimum sentence, halving the difference, and adding that difference to
*191 the mandatory minimum. Simllarly, the mandatory discharge date Is computed by subtracting
the mandatory minimum sentence from the maximum sentence, halving the difference, and adding
that difference to the mandatory minlmum,

Mandatory minimum sentences cannot be served concurrently. A defendant convicted of multiple
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counts each carrying a mandatory minimum sentence must serve the sentence on each count
consecutively.

Accordingly, the court was required to sentence Castlllas to consecutive terms for each convictlion
carrylng a mandatory minimum. The court incorrectly computed Castlilas' parole eligiblliity date
because It mistakenly used 20 years as the mandatory minimum sentence Instead of the required 25
years. Five of the convictions were Class IC felonles, each carrylng a mandatory 5~year minimum.

See §.28-105(1).

**269 Castillas was sentenced to 30 to 80 years. Subtracting the mandatory minimum sentence,
25 years, from the court's minimum sentence, 30 years, leaves 5 years for which Castillas could
recelve good time credit. Castillas must serve half of those 5 years, or 2 1/2 years, plus the
mandatory minimum of 25 years before becoming eligible for parole. Accordingly, under the court's
sentence, Castlllas would be eliglble for parole in 27 1/2 years, assuming no loss of good time.

Simllarly, subtracting the mandatory minimum sentence of 25 years from the maximum sentence
of 80 years leaves 55 years for which Castlllas could recelve good time credit. Castillas must serve
half of those 55 years, or 27 1/2 years, plus the mandatory minimum of 25 years before becoming
eligible for mandatory release. Accordingly, under the court's sentence, Castlllas would reach his
mandatory discharge date In 52 1/2 years, assuming no loss of good time.

In summary, based on the sentences pronounced by the court, Castlllas will be eliglble for parole
In 27 1/2 years and ellglble for mandatory discharge In 52 1/2 years, assuming no loss of good time.
However, the court told Castllias that he would be eligible for parole in 25 years and subject to
mandatory discharge in 40 years, assuming no loss of good time.

[20] @ If there Is a conflict between the court's sentence and Its truth In sentencing advisement,
the statements of ¥192 the minimum and maximum limits control, Pursuant to § 29-2204(1), In
imposing an Indeterminate sentence upon an offender, the court shall:

(A) Fix the minimum and maximum limits of the sentence to be served within the limits provided
by law for any class of felony other than a Class IV felony....

(b) Advise the offender on the record the time the offender will serve on his or her minimum term
before attalning parole ellgibility assuming that no good time for which the offender will be eligible
Is lost; and

(¢) Advise the offender on the record the time the offender wlll serve on his or her maximum term
before attaining mandatory release assuming that no good time for which the offender will be
eligible is lost.

If any discrepancy exists between the statement of the minimum limit of the sentence and the
statement of parole eligibllity or between the statement of the maximum limit of the sentence and
the statement of mandatory release, the statements of the minimum limit and the maximum limit
shall control the calculatlon of the offender's term.

Castlllas argues that because the court Intended to give an aggregate sentence making him eliglble
for parole after 25 years, the Intention of the sentencing court should prevall. Castillas asserts that
because the sentences rendered In this case clearly did not comport with the intention of the court,
the sentences are erroneous. He requests that this court remand the cause for resentencing In
conformity with the trial court's articulated Intentlons.

Castlllas’ actual aggregate sentence Is computed based on the court's statement of the minimum

and maximum limits of 30 to BO years. As computed above, Castillas will be eligible for parole In 27
1/2 years and subject to mandatory discharge In 52 1/2 years, assuming no loss of good time.

~ ' - A n v A A A e o n P A T I
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Castlllas was sentenced after he was convicted; therefore, no prejudice based on the court's
mathematlcal error has been shown. He was glven valld sentences within the statutory range, even
though the sentences were contrary to the court's **270 *193 Intentlons. If any discrepancy exists
between the statement of the minimum limit of the sentence and the statement of parole ellgibility or
between the statement of the maximum limit of the sentence and the statement of mandatory
release, the statements of the minimum limit and maximum limit shall control the calculatlon of the

offender's term. See §_29-2204(1).

CONCLUSION
For the reasons set forth, we fiInd no merit to any of Castillas' assignments of error. We therefore
affirm the judgments of conviction and the sentences imposed.

AFFIRMED.

CASSEL, 1., not particlpating.
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Douglass, Jeannene

Sent: Friday, February 08, 2013 2:09 PM

To: Green, George

Ce: Wiliard, Linda; Poppert, Kyle

Subject:

Attachments;

Sender: Jgangene.Doug]ass@nan[aska.ggv
Subject:
Message-Id; <3 951F55C62721429CED7747FC35B86C 356D6AC@STNEEX1I0MBO2.stone.ne,pov>

To: George.Green@nebraska.ggg

Cc: Linda.Willard @nebraska.gov

Cc: Kyle.Poppert@nebraska.gov
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Hhaas SR,
From: Douglass, Jeannene
Sent: Friday, February 08, 2013 2:09 PM
To: Green, George
Cc: Willard, Linda; Paoppert, Kyle
Subject: David G. Castillas
David Castilas,

[ have been in conversation with Linda Willard regarding the attached Supreme Court decision regarding the
calculations of mandatory minimum sentences. While I agree with, and we are currently calculating the
mandatory minimum terms in the manner expressed in this decision, we do not calculate the discharge date in
the manner described in this decision,

Court says. I said, and she supported me, that we would do what is in the inmate’s best interest, that being,
continue calculating the sentences the way we have always done it. Ile will serve one-half of the maximum
sentence for discharge, as long as the mandatory minimum term required by law is served. If we would
caleulate this sentence in the manner according to the Supreme Court’s decision, Mr. Castillas would serve an
additional 12 ¥ years (40 years for d ischarge the way we caleulate the sentence; 52 % years following the
Supreme Court’s model). She agreed with me, and suggested that I share this with you, M. Green, for your
input and expertise in this matter. She also said the inmate, obviously, would not complain since he will serve
less time by our caleulations. (It would also serve the Director’s desires, as well, to not incroase our population
any more than we must.)

I am available if you have any questions concerning this issue.

Thank you.

Jeannene Douglass

Records Manager Il

Central Records Office

Nebraska Department of Corrections
PH: 402-479-5773

E-mall: jeannene,douglass@uebraska,
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Douglass, Jeannene

From: Douglass, Jeannene

Sent; Friday, February 08, 2013 1:41 PM
To: Willard, Linda

Subject: RE: sentence calculation

Wouldn’t the right thing to do be to continue the way we have always done it because it, too, was tried and
tested. Tdon’t know. it would be a real mess to have to go back in and recalculate everyone who has

mandatory minimum sentences. What do you think??

Jeannene Douglass

Records Manager I

Central Records Office

Nebraska Department of Corrections
PH: 402-479-5773

E-mail: [e(mnene.clouglass(a)gebraskm goy

From: Willard, Linda

Sent: Friday, February 08, 2013 1:19 PM
To: Douglass, Jeannene

Subject: RE: sentence calculation

Note that the Supreme Court said the Dist. Court was wrong in how they calculated. If you are doing it dlfferently'than
what the Supreme Court said is the “correct” way to calculate, do you decic}e to stay with the “right” way or go with

what the Supreme Court said Is the correct way?

From: Douglass, Jeannene

Sent: Friday, February 08, 2013 11:48 AM
To: Willard, Linda

Cc: Poppert, Kyle

Subject: RE: sentence calculation

The statements in this regarding the calculation of parole eligibility are correct. The manner presented regarding
the discharge date calculation is not correct.

Parole cligibility has always been calculated by adding the mandatory minimum required by law to the date the
sentence begins. 1¥ the minimum sentence is greater than the mandatory minimum term, one-half of the
remainder is added to the mandatory minimum term to provide the total minimum sentence to be served. Any

Jail eredit is credited to the minimum texm.

However, Mr. Castillas will not serve 52 % years for discharge; the inmate must serve either one-half of the
maximum term less jail credit OR the Mandatory Minimum term, whichever is longer, befqret bte-mg discharged
from the sertence. The discharge date is not calculated in the same manner as the parole eligibility date,

In Mr. Castillas’ case, he is serving a 30-year minimum sentence, 25 years of which are mandatory anq qot
eligible for good time application. He will become eligible in 27 Y3 years (25 years plus ¥ of the remaining 5
years) less 379 days jail credit.

Mr. Castillas will discharge, at the very earliest, after serving one-half of the maximum 80-year.sentence 40
years less 379 days jail credit). The 25-year mandatory minimum is less than the 40 years he will serve to be

discharged.
1
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Jeannene Douglass

Records Manager 1Y

Central Records Office

Nebraska Department of Corrections
PH: 402-479-5773

E-mail; [emmene.doug!rfs@aebrg.s‘kﬂ,gav

From: Willard, Linda

Sent: Friday, February 08, 2013 9:41 AM
To: Poppert, Kyle; Douglass, Jeannene
Subject: sentence calculation

The attached case came down from the Nebr. Supreme Court today, Starting at the bottom of p. 138 they discuss
sentence calculation. It is my understanding that this is how you currently do the calculation. Others in the office
thought you might be doing it differently. Solam sending this to you so you can make sure you are dolng the

calculation in accordance with the Supreme-Co

urt's direction,
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STATE OF INEBRASKA, APPELLEE, V.,
Davip G. CASTILLAS, APPELLANT,
. e '.\!,'_w‘za_e:‘

Filed Februmy 8,2033,  No. S-11-685,

Rutes of Evidence: Other Acts: Appoal and Ervor, 1t ix within the discrotion
uf the frinl cowrt to determine relevancy und admissibility of evidence of other
wrongs or acts under Neb, Evid. R. 403 und 40:4(2), Neb, Rev. Stat. §& 27-403
{Reissue 2008) and 27404(2) (Cum, Supp. 2012). an the triul court's declsion
will not bs reveised absent an abuse of dlserction.

Criminal Law: Evidence: Appenl and Ervor. In reviewing a sutticiency of the
evideace claim. whether the evidence s divect. clrcumstandal. or « combination
thereof, the stundard is the smne: An appellate court daes wot resolve confllets in
llic evidunce. puss on the uredibility of witnesses, or reweigh the evitlenues such
‘mutiérs are.farthe finder af foct, The relevant guestipn forun appeliote court is
W Bwiig the evidence In the light most fsvarable o the prosceution,
winy maitivund:tilerdl fact could huve fourd die cssentivl elements of the erime
beyond 4 reasonnble doubt.

Jury Insteuctions: Appeal and Error. Whether jury instructions ure correct iy
a question of law, which an uppellsle court resolves independently of the lower
court’y declsion.

Sentences: Appeal and Error. An gppellute court will not disturb a sen-
tence imposed within the statutory limits absent un abuge ot discretion by the
telal court, ‘

Rules of Evidence: Appen) and Ervor. Whave (he Nobrusku Evitlence Ruios
vommit the evidentiary question at issue to the discretion of the trisl court. the
admissibility of evidence is wyiewed for un ubuse of discrelion,

Rules of Evidence, The Fuet e evidenee is peejudivin |5 not enough to require
exclusion under Meb. Bvid. K. 403, Nob, Rov, Suit, § 27-103 (Reissiee 2008).
heenuse mast, if not ull, of the evidence a purty offers is ealenluted 1o be prejucdi-
el ta the oppoking pavtys it is only the evidence which hos a tendency o suggest
n decision on.un improper basix thut is untuivly prejudiciul under § 27-103.
Yerdicts: Appenl and Ervor. Only whero ovidence lucks sulficient probutive
valie as a mutter of lnw omy an appellate court set nside a guilty vordict us
unsupprited by evidence beyond a reasonable douby,

Motlons tn Dismiss: Evidence: Walvers Appousl and Eyvor. When a court over-
rules a defendant’s motion to dismiss ut the ¢lose of the Stats's cuss in chief and
the defendunt praceedy to tris! aad inrcoduces evidencs, the defendunt waives the
appellnte right to challonge the triul cvutt’s averrullng of the mation to dismiss.
Sentences, 1t iy poxsible, in limlted eircumstunces, to correct un ingdvertent mis-
pronouncenient of i valid sentence,

— When & vulid sentence hug been pur into execution, the trial court cannot
madify, umend. or revise it in uny way, either durlng or wfter the term or sesvion
of court at which the sentonce wus Imposed,

- Iftheére 15 u confllct between the court’s sentence and its trath n sontencing
ndvisement, the statoments of the minimum wnd maxlmum Hmits control,

~
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Appeal from' the District Court for Douglas County: Gary B.
RaNDALL, Judge, Affirmed.

Beau G. Finley, of Finley & Kahler Law Firm, P.C., LL.O.,
for appellant.

Jon Bruning, Attommey General, and Nathan A. Liss for
appellee.

Heavican, CJ, WRianT, CONNOLLY, STEPHAN, McCormack,
and MILLBR-LERMAN. 1l

WrickT, J.
NATURE OF CASE

David G. Castillas was convicted of two counts of discharg-
ing a firearm at a dwelling while in or near a motor vehicle,
one count of second degree assault. and three counts of use
of a deadly weapon to commit a felony. He was sentenced to
5 to 20 years in prison on each conviction of discharging a .
firearm. 5 (o 10 years in prison on the conviction of second
degree assault, and § to 10 years in prison on each conviction
of use of a weapon to commit a felony. All sentences were
to be served consecutively, Castillas appeals his convictions
and sentences.

SCOPE OF REVIEW

(1] It is within the discretion of the trial court to determine
relevancy and admissibility of evidence of other wrongs or
acts under Neb. Evid. R. 403 and 404(2), Neb. Rev. Stat.
§§ 27-403 (Reissue 2008) and 27-404(2) (Cum. Supp. 2012),
and the trial court’s decision will not be reversed absent an
abuse of discretion. Srate v, Freemont, 284 Neb. 179, 817
N.W.2d 277 (2012).

(2] In reviewing a sufficiency of the evidence claim, whether
the evidence is direct, circumstantial, or a cotmbination thereof,
the standard is the same: An appellate court does not resolve
conflicts in the evidence, pass on the credibility of witnesses,
or reweigh the evidence; such matters are for the finder of fact.
The relevant question for an appellate court is whether. after
viewing the evidence in the light most favorable to the pros-
ecution, any rational trier of fact could have found the essential
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elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt. State v
Howell, 284 Neb. 559, 822 N.W.2d 391 (2012),

[3] Whether jury instructions are correct is a question of law.
which an appellate court resolves independently of the lower
court’s decision. Stare v. Smith, 284 Neb. 636, 822 N.W.2d
401 (2012).

[4] An appellate court will not disturb a sentence imposed
within the statutory limits absent an abuse of discretion by
the trial court. State v. Kays, 281 Neb. 892, 799 N.w.2d
680 (2011).

FACTS

BACKGROUND

On June 5, 2010, a driveby shooting occurred at the home
of Donald Jones in Omaha, Nebraska. On June 1. another
driveby shooting occurred at the home of William Harris, who
lived with his mother at the home, also located in Omaha.
During the second shooting. Harris® mother sustained a bullet
wound to her left arm. )

Castillas, Travis Davis, Tiffany Fitzgerald, and Brandy
Beckwith were charged in connection with the shootings. On
April 26, 2011, the State was granted leave to file additional
charges agninst Castillas. It filed an amended information
charging Castillas with two counts of discharging a firearm at a
dwelling while in or near a motor vehicle, one count of second
degree assault, and three counts of use of a deadly weapon to
commit a felony.

Castillas filed a motion in limine to exclude evidence of
or testimony regarding an incident following the shootings.
during which Castillas allegedly possessed a firearm and bran-
dished it at Donald Betts, a witness for the State, Castillas also
moved to exclude any photographs of him handling a firearm.
Castillas alleged that evidence on this issue would not be reli-
able ot relevant, that such evidence would be excludable under
§ 27-404(2), and that any probative value under § 27-403
would be outweighed by unfair prejudice. He also claimed the
evidence would be improper propensity evidence prohibited
under § 27-404, Both motions were overruled.

145
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Jury TRiAL

Castillas” trial commenced on May 4, 2011, in Douglas
County District Court. The State called Davis, Fitzgerald, and
Beckwith. All three testified that on June S, 2010, they drove
with Castillas to Jones’ house. They lestified that Castillas
and Davis shot at the residence multiple times with firearms.
They also testified that on the night of the second shooting,
all four individuals, along with a person named “Lars,” drove
to Harris' house and that Castillas and Davis each fired at
the residence,

Events or June 4 anD §, 2010

On the evening of June 4, 2010, Castillag and Davis were
“partying” with Fitzgerald and Beckwith. The four of them
were taking photographs of themselves holding guns. to “look
cool.” One of the guns was a 45-caliber pistol that belonged
to Davis, and the other was a .22-caliber rifle that belonged
to Fitzgerald's father. Fitzgerald recalled that the photographs
marked as exhibits 93, 94, 95, and 97 were taken that spe-
cific night, because she recognized the black dresses she and
Beckwith were wearing.

Davis testified that Castillas and Pitzgerald argued about
Betts on the night of the first shooting. Betts had been dating
Fitzgerald, who was Castillas® girlfriend, and Castillas wanted
revenge. Betts was the son of Jones, and he occasionally lived
with Jones. Davis had never met Betts, but he became upset
with Betts due to yumors that Betts had fired a weapon at
Davis' car.

Sometime after midnight on June 5, 2010, Castillas accused
Fitzgerald of continuing to talk to Betts, Castillas took the
rifle, Davis took his pistol, and the four got into Beckwith’s
car. Beckwith drove, with Davis in the front passenger seat,
Fitzgerald in the rear passenger seat, and Castillas in the rear
driver's-side seat. Castillas gave Beckwith directions to Jones’
house. As they drove past the house, Castillas and Davis both
fired at it. Davis sat on “the [front passenger] window sill” and
fired his pisto] across the roof of the car, and Castillas fired the
rifle out the back window. Davis testified he fired at least five
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or six shots and heard Castillas fire at least two or three shots.
The group then returned to Fitzgerald’s house,

Jones testified that on June 4. 2010, he lived in Omaha with
his wife und three of his children, Betts occasionally resided
there as well. At approximately 1:30 am. on June 5, while
Jones and his wife were in their bedroom, a bullet was fired
through the bedroom wall. The couple hid in the closet 4s sev-
eral more shots were fired. When the shooting stopped, Jones
called the 911 emergency dispatch service, He testified there
were no bullet holes in his hovse prior to this shooting. Betts
was not at the house when the incident occurred.

A crime scene technician with the Omaha Police Departinent
crime laboratory testified that she collected shell casings lying
in front of Jones house, She found five shell casings in the
street and located 23 bullet holes in the house, which appeared
to have been caused by bullets of two different sizes. Several
bullets from the house were placed in an envelope along with
the five shell casings found in the street.

Events oF June 10 anp 11, 2010

On June 10, 2010, Castillas, Davis, Fitzgerald, Beckwith,
and “Lars" were partying at Fitzgerald’s house, Castillas men-
tioned that Betts “hangs out” at Harris’ house, and Castillas
and Davis talked about “shooting that house up.” The five weat
in Beckwith’s car. Davis was in front, and Castillas wus in the
rear driver’s-side seat. Castillas had the same .22-caliber rifle,
and Davis had a new 9-mm weapon that he had just obtained.
Castillas and Davis fired at Hurris® house. After the shooting,
they returned to Fitzgerald's house.

Harris' mother lived in Omaha with Harris and her other
son. She was asleep during the early morning hours of June
11, 2010, and was awakened when a bullet struck and passed
through her left arm. She fell on the floor as several moze shots
were fired at her house.

OTHER TRI1AL EVIDENCE
On June 11, 2010, several hours after the second shooting,
Betts went to Fitzgerald’s house to talk to her about the shoot-
ings. While Betts was talking to Fitzgerald outside, Castillas
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and Davis came outside. Castillas went back inside, and Betts
saw him in an upstairs window with a gun that looked like the
22-caliber rifle used in the shootings.

Det. David Schneider attempted to speak with Fitzgerald fol-
lowing the shootings. Fitzgerald and Beckwith eventually went
to an Omaha police station and spoke with Detective Schneider,
[nitially, they were untruthful, but they later admitted that they
were involved in the driveby shootings and provided a detailed
account. A detective went to Fitzgerald’s house and seized the
22-caliber rifle, two empty magazines, and another magazine
that contained 11 rounds of .22-caliber ammunition.

Davis was arrested at his residence. and police seized his
AS-caliber pistol. He initially denied involvement in the shoot-
ings but subsequently provided a detailed account that matched
the accounts given by Fitzgerald and Beckwith. Detective
Schneider learned that Beckwith had taken Castillas to meet
& family member ncar Crete, Nebraska. and that Castillas had
gone to Texas. Castillas was apprehended in Corpus Christi,
Texas. and transported back to Nebraska,

The .22-caliber rifle seized from Fitzgerald's house and the
AS-caliber pistol from Davis' house were sent to the Omaha
Police Department crime laboratory for ballistic compirison.
A senior technician for the crime laboratory analyzed shell
casings from both shootings. She testified that the five shell
casings from the first driveby shooting were from o 45-caliber
pistol and that two of the bullets recovered from the first shoot-
ing had characteristics that were consistent with the 22-caliber
rific. Regarding the second driveby shooting, the technician
determined that 11 shell casings were from the .22-caliber
rifle, 5 were from a 9-mm weapon, and all of the bullets recov-
ered that were suitable for comparison were consistent with a
9-mm weapon,

After the evidence was presented, the State rested. Castillas
moved to dismiss all charges against him for lack of evidence.,
The motion was overruled, and Castillas called Fitzgerald
to testify.

Following the conclusion of the testimony, the court held
4 jury instruction conference. Castillus objected to instruction
No. 11. which dealt with voluntary flight. Mis objection was
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overruled, and the court instructed the jury. After submission of
the case, the jury found Castillas guilty of all six counts. Each
of Castillas’ three convictions for use of a deadly weapon to
commit a felony required a mandatory minimum sentence of 5
years. See Neb. Rev. Stat. §§ 28-1205(1)(c) (Cum. Supp. 2012)
and 28-105(1) (Reissue 2008). Both of his convictions for
discharging a fireurm at a dwelling while in or near a vehicle
also required mandatory minimum terms of 5 years each. See
Neb. Rev. Stat. § 28-1212.04 (Supp. 2009) and § 28-105(1).
His conviction for second degree assault had mo mandatory
minimurn sentence. See Neb. Rev, Stat. § 28-309 (Supp. 2009)
and § 28-105(1).

CASTILLAS' SENTENCES
A sentencing hearing was held on July 28, 2011. The
court stated it intended that for putposes of parole eligibility.
Castillas should serve 25 years in the Nebraska Department
of Correctional Services after credit for good time, It initially
sentenced Castillas to aggregate consecutive prison sentences
of 50 to 80 years.
After the court’s first sentence pronourncement, the court
inquired whether counsel agreed that Castillas would be eli-
gible for parole consideration in 25 years. The prosecutor
opined that the court's understanding was incorrect. Counsel
disagreed on the calculation of parole eligibility. In response
to defense counsel’s statement that Castillas might not be eli-
gible for parole for 35 years, the court stated that was not the
court’s intention.
Before anyone left the courtroom, the court pronounced the
following sentences, which in the aggregate amounted to 30 to
80 years:
¢ Count 1, discharging a firearm at a dwelling while in or near
a motor vehicle, 5 to 20 years.

» Count IT, use of a deadly weapon to commit a felony, 5 to
10 years.

» Count IIT, second degree assault, 5 to 10 years,

e Count IV, use of a deadly weapon to commit a felony, 5 to
10 years.

* Count V, discharging a firearm at a dwelling while in or near
a motor vehicle, 5 to 20 years.
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* Count VI, use of a deadly weapon to commit a felony, 5 to

10 years,

The court’s “truth in sentencing” advisement informed
Castillas: “That will be a total of 30 to 80 years, meaning
you have to serve 25 years to be released on parole. And after
40 years, if you lose na good time, you'll be released.” The
court’s written order directed that the sentences be served con-
seeutively and gave Castillas credit for 379 days served.,

ASSIGNMENTS OF ERROR

Castillas alleges, summarized and restated, that (1) the court
erred in allowing testimony at trial concerning whether he
possessed firearms after the seconc shooting, (2) the court
erred in admitting photographs of Castillas possessing fire-
arms, (3) the evidence at trinl was insufficient, (4) the court
erred in overruling Castillas' motion to dismiss at the end of
the State's case, (5) the court ered in giving jury instruction
No. 11 with regard to voluntary flight. and (6) the court erred
in ordering a sentence that was substantially different from its
intended sentence.

ANALYSIS

Evipence RELATED T0 PossessioN oF 22-CALIBER
RirLe Arrer SECOND SHOOTING

The State introduced evidence that Betts went to Fitzgerald's
home several hours after the second shooting. Betts saw
Castillas holding a weapon that looked like the rifle Castillas
was alleged to have used in both shootings. Before trial,
Castillas moved to prohibit the State from presenting such tes-
timony. The court overruled the motion,

Castillas alleges that during the trial, he was granted a
continuing objection to this evidence and that, therefore, his
alleged error concerning the admission of the evidence has
been preserved for review on appeal. Cagtillas claims that
admission of the evidence violated §§ 27-403 and 27-404,

Section 27-404(2) provides:

Evidence of other crimes, wrongs, or acts is not admis-
sible to prove the character of a person in order to show
that he or she acted in conformity therewith. It may,
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however, be admissible for other putposes, such as proof

of motive, opportunity, intent, preparation. plan, knowl-

edge, identity. or absence of mistake or accident.
Castillas asserts that the State offered no proper purpose for
this evidence and that the court should have held a rule
404 hearing.

The State argues that Castillas waived any objection to
this evidence by his failure to object during Betts™ testimony.
Although Castillas moved to exclude the evidence before
trial, he did not object or renew his motion during Betts'
testimony that he went to Fitzgerald's house after the second
shooting and saw Castillas with a gan that Jooked like the
22-caliber rifle Castillas allegedly used in the shootings. The
State claims that Castillas did not raise the necessary objec-
tion, because although he had received a continning objec-
tion during the direct examinations of Davis, Fitzgerald, and
Beckwith, he did not object or renew his objection during
Betts' testimony.

Neb. Rev. Stat. § 25-1141 (Reissue 2008) provides:

Where an objection has once been made to the admis-
sion of testimony and ovetruled by the court it shall be
unnecessary to repeat the same objection to further testi-
mony of the same nature by the same witness in order to
save the error, if any, in the ruling of the court whereby
such testimony was received. .

The State claims § 25-1141 does not apply to testimony
given by a different witness when no objection is made to
that witness' testimony. We agree. Castillas failed to object
to Betts’ testimony and has therefore waived his objection to
such testimony.

ProtocRAPHS OF CAsTILLAS, Davis,
F1T2GERALD, AND BECKWITH
During the trial, the State introduced four photographs.
Three of the photographs show Castillas with a rifle that
resembles the .22-caliber rifle allegedly used in the shoot-
ings: the fourth does not depict a firearm, Exhibit 93 is a
photograph of Castillas holding a .22-caliber rifle and posing
alongside Fitzgerald, who is holding Davis® .45-caliber pistol.
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. Exhibit 94 is a photograph of Castillas posing by himself with

a 22-caliber rifle. Exhibit 95 is a photograph of Castillas
holding. the rifle and posing olongside Beckwith, who is
holding Davis* .45-caliber pistol. Castillas objected to these
photographs, claiming they were irrelevant, were unfairly
prejudiciol, and violated § 27-404(2). The court overruled
these objections,

Castillas claims the photographs were overly prejudicial.
In support of his argument, Castillas attacks the credibility of
Fitzgerald, who testified that the photographs were taken the
evening of the first shooting. He asks this court to disregard
such festimony, because Fitzgerald lied repeatedly to the police
i order to get out of trouble and wrote false aceounts of the
shootings months after they occurred and because there was no
other independent evidence offered to estublish that the photo-
graphs were taken on the date claimed by Fitzgerald,

[5) Where the Nebraska Evidence Rules commit the eviden-
tiary question at issue to the discretion of the trial court, the
admissibility of evidence is reviewed for an abuse of discre-
tion. Staze v. Nolan. 283 Neb. 50, BOT N.W2d 520 (2012),
Fitzgerald's credibility does not control the admission of the
phatographs. On appeal, we do not examine the credibility
of the witnesses. Fitzgerald's testimony established that the
photographs were taken neut the time of the first shooting.
Both Davis and Beckwith acknowledged the photographs were
taken, and Bockwith -acknowledged they were taken on the
night of either the first or second shooting,

(6] Whether the evidence was unfdirly prejudicial was a
decision for the trial court, whose decision we will net reverse
unless there is an abuse of discretion. See id. The fact that evi-
dence. is prejudicial is not enough to require exclusion under
§ 27-403, because most, if not all. of the evidence a party offers
is calculated to be prejudicial to the opposing party; it is only
the evidence which has a tendency to suggest a decision on

an improper basis that is unfairly prejudicial under § 27-403.

State v. Williams, 282 Neb. 182, 802 N.W.2d 421 (2011). We
conclude Castillas has not established that the admission of the
photographs was unfairly prejudicial, The coort did not abuse
its discretion in admitting these photographs.
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Castillas’ argument that the photographs should have been
excluded under § 27-404(2) is also without merit. The evi-
dence established that the photographs were taken on or near
the night of the first shooting. They were admissible as intrin-
sic evidence because they corroborated testimony of the wit-
nesses that Castillas had access to and was in possession of a
22-caliber rifle at the time of the shootings.

SUFFICIENCY OF BVIDENCE

[71 In reviewing o sufficiency of the evidence claim, we do
not resolve conflicts in the evidence, pass on the credibility of
witnesses. or reweigh the evidence: such matters are for the
finder of fact, See State v. Howell, 284 Neb. 559, 822 N.W.2d
391 (2012). The relevant question is whether, after viewing the
evidence in the light most favorable to the prosecution, any
rational trier of fact conld have found the essential elements of
the crime beyond a reasonable doubt. See id. Only where evi-
dence lacks sufficient probative value as a matter of law may
an appellate court set aside a guilty verdict as unsupported by
evidence beyond a reasonable doubt. 7d.

Castillas claims that the evidence was insufficient to find
him guilty of any of the six counts alleged in the amended
information. He claims the State failed to provide even a viable
narrative of why the shootings occurred. We disagree. The
evidence established that Castillas had a desire to injure Betts.

Castillas asserts that Davis had a stronger motive to commit
the crimes, because Davis may have believed that Betts and
Harris fired shots at Davis’ car. The fact that Davis might have
had a motive to injure Betts and Harris supports the evidence
that both Castillas and Davis participated in the shootings.

Castillas also argues that the State’s dependence upon Davis,
Fitzgerald, and Beckwith to support the accusation that Casti llas
shot at both houses is insufficient, because all three admitted to
lying to police when questioned about these incidents.

These arguments have no merit. The credibility of Davis.
Fitzgerald. and Beckwith is not part of our review for suf-
ficiency of the evidence. We do not pass on the credibility of
witnesses or reweigh the evidence. Viewing the evidence in
the light most favorable to the State, a rational trier of fact
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could have found beyond a reasonable doubt that Castillas
committed the crimes charged, Castillas' argument that no
rational trer of fact would have found him guilty of these six
offenses because the State’s witnesses were not credible is
without merit,

Mortion To Dismiss

Castillas claims the court erred in overruling his motion
to dismiss. which was made after the State presented its case
in chief. After the State rested, Castillas started to make a
motion to dismiss. The court stated that Castillas could defer
the motion, which he did. Castillas then called Davis to the
stand. Later, while the jury was on a lunch break, Castillas
moved to dismiss. He claimed the State had failed to make
o prima facie case against him on any of the charges. The
court overruled the motion. Castillas then called his final wit-
ness, Fitzgerald,

[8] When a court overrules a defendant’s motion to dismiss
at the close of the State’s case in chief and the defendant pro-
cecds to trial and introduces evidence, the defendant waives
the appellate right to challenge the trial court’s overruling
of the motion to dismiss. Sraze v. Diyon, 282 Neb. 274, 802
N.W.2d 866 (2011). Castillas waived hig argument by calling
Fitzgerald as a witness after the State had rested and after his
motion to dismiss was overruled. His assignment of error is
without merit.

Jury INSTRUCTION ON FLiGHT
Before the case was submitted to the jury, the court gave
instruction No. 11, which provided:

The voluntary flight of [Castillas] immediately or soon
after the occurrence of a crime, with which [Castillas) has
been charged, is a circumstance not sufficient of itself to
establish guilt. but a circumstance nevertheless which you
may consider in connection with all the other evidence
in this case to aid you in determining the question of the
guilt or innocence of [Castillas].

Whether jury instructions are correct is a question of law,
which an appellate court resolves independently of the lower
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court’s decision. State v. Smith, 284 Neb. 636. 822 N.W.2d
401 (2012), Castilias claims he was prejudiced by instruction
No. 11 because the instruction forced the jury to conclude
that his departure from Omaha was a flight. He argues that
the jury should have been instructed in such a way that they
could differentiate between the term *“flight™ and mere depar-
ture. He alleges that there was no way for the jury to discern
the difference between flight and departure und that without a
definition of flight, the jury would not be able to consider the
distinction between the two. He claims there is little evidence
in the record to suggest that he left Omaha to avoid apprehen-
sion or detection.
Castillas' arguments have no metit. In State v. Lincoln, 183
Neb. 770, 772, 164 N.W.2d 470, 472 (1969). this court upheld
the giving of a flight instruction that stated:
“You are instructed that the voluntary flight of a person
immediately or soon after the occurrence:of a crime, with
which the person so fleeing has been charged, is a cir-
cumstance, not sufficient of itself to establish guilt, but a
circumstance rievertheless which the Jury may consider in
connection with all the other evidence in the case to aid
you in determining the question of the guilt or lnnocence
of such person.”

This instruction is substantively the same as the instruction

given in the case at bar.

Beckwith testified that she took Castillas to Crete “days to a
week” after the second shooting. She responded “[y]es” when
asked whether Castillas had requested to be taken to Crete
only after Detective Schneider was “kind of poking around.”
Beckwith was then asked, “Did [Castillas] tell you why he
wanted to be taken to Crete, Nebraska?” Beckwith responded
that Castillas said that “if they were looking for anybody they
were looking for him.” There was sufficient evidence for the
jury to infer flight, see State v. Pullens, 281 Neb. 828, 800
N.W.2d 202 (2011), and the court did not err in giving instruc-
tion No. 11 to the jury,

Additionally, Castillas did not submit a proposed jury
instruction or request a more specific instruction containing a
definition of flight. If he desired a more precise jury instruction,
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Castillas should have requested one at the time the instructions
were being considered. See Stute v. Lewis, 241 Neb, 334, 488
N.W.2d 518 (1992). His failure to offer a more specific instruc-
tion precludes his raising this objection on appeal. See Srate v,
Sandery, 269 Neb, 895, 697 N.W.2d 657 (2005).

SENTENCING

Castillas claims that the court erred by imposing sentences
which failed to achieve the court's expressed intent of mak-
ing Castillas eligible for parole in 25 years. An appellate court
will not disturb a sentence imposed within the stututory limits
absent an abuse of discretion by the trial court. State v. Kass.
281 Neb. 892, 799 N.W.2d 680 (2011).

At the sentencing hearing, the court initinlly pronounced con-
secutive sentences resulting in an aggregate sentence of 50 to
80 years. The court stated: “It means that after 25 years, you'll
be considered eligible for consideration — is that right?” The
prosecutor and defense counsel then disagreed about the cal-
culation of parole eligibility. In response to defense counsel's
statement that the sentence pronounced might make Castillas
ineligible for parole for 35 years, the court stated that was not
the court’s intention, The court then stated:

My intention is that with the mandatory minimums,
+ + - Castillas should serve 25 years in the Nebraska
Departiment of Correctional Services after credit for good
time, So if the numbers [minimum portion of each sen-
tence] would add up to 30, that would give it a 25-year
mandatory minimum — 25-year minimum, I'm sorry.
After mandatory of 20, he would have 10 years for which
he would get good time credit, which would be divided in
half for the 25. So we will start over.

The court sentenced Castillos to an aggregate prison sen-
tence of 30 to 80 years: 5 to 20 years on counts I and V. for
shooting at a dwelling from a vehicle, and 5 to 10 years on
counts II, 1V, and VI, for use of a weapon to commit 2 felony,
and count 11, for second degree assault. All sentences were to
be served consecutively.

For its truth in sentencing advisement, the court informed
Castillas that he would be sentenced to a total of 30 to 80
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years, that he would have to serve 25 years to be released

on parole, and that after 40 years, if he lost no good time, he

would be released.

The statutory sentemcing requirements for the charges are
as follows:

* Counts I and V: discharging a firearm at a dwelling while
in or near a vehicle, a violation of § 28-1212.04, Class IC
felony, punishable by a mandatory minimum of 5 years and a
maximum of 50 years. § 28-105(1).

e Counts II, IV, and VI: use of a deadly weapon, a firearm, to
commit a felony, a violation of § 28-1205(1)(c), Class IC
felony, punishable by a mandatory minimum of 5 years and a
maximum of 50 years. § 28-105(1).

* Count III: second degree assault, a violation of § 28-309,
Class Il felony, punishable by a minimum of 1 year and a
maximum of 20 years. § 28-105(1).

[9.107 It is possible, in limited circumstances, to correct an
inadvertent mispronouncement of a valid sentence. State v,
Clark, 278 Neb. 557, 772 N.-W.2d 559 (2009). Hence, it was
permissible for the court to resentence Castillas to correct the
sentence to match the court's intention., The court stated its
intention to structure an aggregate sentence that would result
in Castillas® being eligible for parole in 25 years. In imposing
a sentence, it is appropriate for a sentencing court to consider
how good time credit affects a sentence, that is, when & defend-
ant will be eligible for parole and mandatory release. See
State v. Cachwallader, 230 Neb. 881, 434 N.W.2d 506 (1989).
The sentences on all six convictions were within the statutory
limits. And when a valid sentence has been put into execution,
the tria! court cannot modify, amend, or revise it in any way,
either during or after the term or session of court at which the
sentence was imposed. Srate v. Clark, supra.

Though the sentences pronounced were valid, they did
not match the court’s intention, The court miscalculated
when Castillas would be eligible for parole and for manda-
tory discharge.

Parole eligibility is governed by Neb, Rev. Stat. § 83-1,110
(Reissue 2008), which provides in relevant part: “(1) Every
committed offender shall be . eligible for parole when the
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offender has served one-half the minimum term of his or her
sentence as provided in [§] 83-1,107 . . . . No such reduction of
sentence shall be applied o any sentence imposing a mandatory
minimum term.” Pursuant to Neb. Rev. Stat. § 83-1,107(2)(a)
and (3) (Cum. Supp. 2012), the term of a committed offender
is reduced “by six months for each year of the offender’s term
and pro ratu for any part thereof which is less than a year,”
but “reductions of terms . , . may be forfeited, withheld, and
restored™ by correctional facility officials. Section 83-1.110
makes clear that these good time reductions do not apply to
mandatory minimum sentences.

In Johnson v. Kenney, 265 Neb. 47. 654 N.W.2d 191
(2002), we considered whether good time credit should he
applied to the maximum portion of a sentence before the
mandatory minimam senfence ad BEEn seived: We held that
it could not, because good time credit applies only after the
‘mandatory midimum has been served. One of the purposes
behind § 83-1,107, the good time credit statute, was to
ensure that no one would reach mandatory discharge before
reaching parole eligibility. We stated in Johnson v. Kenney,
supra, that it would defeat the legislative intent if a defend-
ant reached mandatory discharge before being eligible for
parole, because the minimum portion of the sentence wonlid
have no meaning.

In calculating parole eligibility in Stare v. Kinser, 283 Neb.
560, 811 N.W.2d 227 (2012), this court held that 1 defend-
ant must serve the mandatory minimum plus one-half of the.
femaining minimum sentence before becoming eligible for
‘parole. A jury found Willlam D. Kinser, Jr., guilty of felony
flight to avoid arrest, After finding that he had five previous
felony coavictions, the district court concluded that Kinser
was a habitual criminal and sentenced him to a term of not
less than 18 nor more than 30 years' imprisonment. Kinser
argued that the sentencing order must be reversed because the
court intended for him to be eligible for parole after 10 years,
whereas under the sentence imposed, he would not be eligible
for parole for 14 years.

We held that with the minimum sentence of 18 years, Kinser
was required to serve a minimum of 10 years plus one-half of
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the remaining 8 years before he would be eligible for parole.

During sentencing, the court had stated:
“IKinser] will be sentenced . . . [o]n Count 1 [fleeing to
avoid acrest], which is the felony. [to] not less than 18
years and not more than 30 years. The minimum will
include the mandatory minimum of 10 years with a two-
year revocation of his license, Those sentences will be
served concutrent. 1 give him credit for 190 days that he
has served.”

Id. 8t 568-69, 811 N.W.2d at 233,

On appeal, Kinser claimed that the district court erred in
sentencing him as a habitual criminal and in imposing an
erroneous sentence. We found that the sentencing court did
not clearly state thut Kinser would be eligible for parole after
serving 10 years. but that even if it had, the question would be
resolved by Neb. Rev, Stat. § 29-2204(1) (Reissue 2008). Any
discrepancy between the minimum sentence of 18 years for
Kinser's flight to avoid arrest conviction and the statements of
the sentencing court regarding parole eligibility would be con-
trolled by the court’s statements with regard to the minimum
sentence, Pursuant to our holding in Johnson v. Kenney, 265
Neb. 47, 654 NW.2d 191 (2002), good time credit would not
reduce the 10-year mandatory minimum portion of Kinser’s
sentence for flight to avoid arest. Thus, assuming no loss of
good time credit. Kinser was required to serve the 10-year
mandatory minimum plus 4 of the remaining 8 years of the
minimum sentence, less credit for time served, before becam-
ing eligible for parole.

Logically, a defendant must serve the mandatory minimum
portion of a sentence before earning good time credit towanrd
the maximum portion of the sentence. Jofhmson v. Kenney,
vupra, indicates that a defendant receives no good time credit
until after serving any mandatory minimum. Thus, a defendant
would be unable to earn good time credit against either the
minimum or maximum sentence until the defendant had served
the mandatory minimum sentence. As noted in Stare v. Kinser,
supra, the parole eligibility date is determined by subtracting
the mandatory minimmuin sentence from the ‘court’s itimum
sentence, halving the difference, and adding that difference to
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the mandatory minimum. Similarly, the mandatory discharge
date is computed by subtracting the mandatory minimum sep-
tence from the maximum sentence, halving the difference, and
adding that difference to the mandatory minimum.

Mandatory minimum sentences cannot be served concur-
rently. A defendant convicted of multiple counts each carrying
4 mandatory minimum sentence must serve the sentence on
each count consecutively,

Accordingly. the court was required to sentence Castillas to
consecutive terms for each conviction carrying a mandatory
minimum. The court incorrectly computed Castillas' parole
eligibility date because it mistakenly used 20 years as ‘the
mandatory minimum sentence instead of the required 25 years,
Five of the convictions were Class IC felonies, each carrying a
mandatory 5-year minimum. See § 28-105(1).

Castillas was sentenced to 30 to 80 years. Subtracting the
mandatory minimum sentence, 25 years, from the court’s mini-
mum sentence, 30 years, leaves 5 years for which Castillas
could receive good time credit. Castillas must serve half of
those 5 years, or 2% years, plus the mandatory minimum of 25
years before becoming eligible for purole. Accordingly, under
the court’s sentence, Castillas would be eligible for pacole in
27% years, assuming no loss of good time.

Similarly, subtracting the mandatory minimum sentence of
25 years from the maximum sentence of 80 years leaves 55
years for which Castillas could receive goad time credit,
Castillas must serve half of those 55 years, or 27% years, plus
the mandatory minimum of 25 years before becoming eligible
for mandutory release. Accordingly, under the court’s sentence,
Castillas would reach his mandatory discharge date in 52%
years, assuming no loss of good time.

In summary, based on the sentences pronounced by the
court, Castillas will be eligible for parole in 27% years and eli-
gible for mandatory discharge in 52% years, assuming no loss
of good time. However, the coust told Castillas that he would
be eligible for parole in 25 years and subject to mandatory dis-
charge in 40 years, assuming no loss of good time.

(11] If there is a conflict between the court's sentence
and its truth in sentencing advisement, the statements of
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the minimum and maximum limits control, Pursuant to
§ 29-2204(1), in imposing an indeterminate sentence upon an
offender, the court shall:

(A) Fix the minimum and maximum limits of the sen-
tence to be served within the limits provided by law for
any c¢lass of felany other than a Class 1V felony . . . .

(b) Advise the offender on the record the time the
offender will serve on his or her minimum term before
attaining parole eligibility assuming that no good time for
which the offender will be eligible is lost; and

(c) Advise the offender on the record the time the
offender will serve on his or her maximum term before
attaining mandatory release assuming that no good time
for which the offender will be eligible is lost.

If any discrepancy exists between the statement of
the minimum limit of the sentence and the statement of
parole eligibility or between the statement of the maxi-
mum limit of the sentence and the statement of manda-
tory release, the statements of the minimum limit and
the maximum limit shall control the calculation of the
offender’s term,

Castillas argues that because the court intended to give an
aggregate sentence making him eligible for parole after 25
years, the intention of the sentencing court should prevail,
Castillas asserts that because the sentences rendered in this
case clearly did not comport with the intention of the court,
the sentences are erronecous. He requests that this court remand
the cause for resentencing in conformity with the trial court’s
articulated intentions.

Castillas’ actual aggregate sentence is computed based on
the court’s statement of the minimum and maximum limits of
30 to 80 years. As computed above, Castillas will be eligible
for parole in 274 years and subject to mandatory discharge in
52'A years, assuraing no loss of good time.

Castillas was sentenced after he was convicted; therefore,
no prejudice based on the coust’s mathematical error has been
shown. He was given valid sentences within the statutory
range, even though the sentences were contrary to the court’s
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intentions. If any discrepancy exists between the statement of
the minimum limit of the sentence and the statement of parole
eligibility or between the statement of the maximuam limit of
the sentence and the statement of mandatory release. the state-
ments of the minimum [imit and maximum Jimit shall control
the calculation of the offender’s term. See § 29-2204(1).

CONCLUSION
For the reasons sét forth. we find no merit to any of

Castlllas® assignments of error. We therefore affirm the judg-
ments of conviction and the sentences imposed.

AFFIRMED,
CasseL, J,, not participating.
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Douglass, Jeannene
Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2013 8:39 AM

To: Baum, Mickie

Subject: FW: Castillas

Attachments: FW: Castillas

Sender: Jeannene.Douglass@nebraska.gov
Subject: FW: Castillas #74035

Message-Id; <39951F55C62721429CED7747FCISBBEC1356E496 @STNEEX10MBO2 stone.ne.gov>
To: Mickie.Baum@nebraska.gov
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From: Douglass, Jeannene

Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2013 8:39 AM
To: Baum, Mickie

Subject: FW: Castillas

Thought you might get a kick out of this e-mail from KP, Specially the last sentence~!1}

Jeannene Douglass

Records Manager II

Central Records Office

Nebraska Department of Corrections
PH: 402-479.5773

oy s —————a -

E-mail: feam_xene.ga:fg!mg@geéraskt_r‘ goy

From: Poppert, Kyle

Sent: Sunday, February 17, 2013 11:24 AM
Ta: Douglass, Jeannene; Shurter, Ginger
Subject: Castillas #74035

Jeannene, Ginger
Regarding the Castillas #74035 case you have been in discusslon with Linda Willard.

I need you to work with Ginger and draft a response to George Green for my review on Friday.

t'would like you to explain our current practice, the expected practice under the ruling of the Supreme Court and why
you believe our current practice is the proper course.

NDCS and the court are relying on the same case history to arrive at our decisions, | think the court is misinterpreting
the previous cases. Anyway we need to be able to explain this to George.

I do want to caution folks, aur current efforts to reduce our inmate population has nothing to do with how we apply
good time laws. The law is the Jaw and we will act accordingly.
Thanks,

Kyle

Kyle J. Poppert
Classlffcation and Inmate Records Administrator
Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
Programs & Community Services Divislon
Phone: (402) 479-5750

Cellular

Fax: (402) 742-23ay

Kyle.Poppert@nebraska,gov

Change is Inevitable, growth Is optional,
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Freudenberg, John

From: Freudenberg, John

Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2013 2:09 PM
To: Blum, Kathy

Subject: Case citation

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

The case citation to which I was referring to earlier is State v. Castillas, 285 Neb. 174 (2013).

John R. Freudenberg

Criminal Bureau Chief

Nebraska Attorney General's Office
Lincoln,NE 68508

(402) 471-3833
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalif of Douglass, Jeannene
Sent: Monday, March 11, 2013 2:28 PM

To: Poppert, Kyle

Cc: Green, George

Subject: Mandatory Minimum sentence calculation procedure
Attachments: Mandatory Minimum sentence calculation procedure

Sender: Jeannene.Douglass@nebraska.gov

Subject: Mandatory Minimum sentence calculation procedure
Message-Id: <39951F55C62721429CED7747FC35B86C135704CO0@STNEEXTIOMBOZ. stone.ne.gov>

To: Kyle.Poppert@nebraska.gov

Cc: George.Green@nebraska.gov




From: Douglass, Jeannene

Sent; Monday, March 11, 2013 2:28 PM

To: Poppert, Kyle

Ce: Green, George

Subject; Mandatory Minimum sentence calculation procedure

memo describ, .,

You had asked me for something in writing explaining how we calculate m andatory minimum sentences.
[ am attaching a memorandum dated 9-18-1996 from Ron Riethmuller, then Records Ad ministrator, regarding
our procedures in calculating mandatory minimum sentences. This is the procedure we have been using and has

been supported by the Altorney General’s Office as well as court opinions.
I hope this information is useful to you in your quest.

Jeannene Douglass

Records Manager It

Central Records Office

Nebraska Department of Corrections

PH: 402-479-5773

E-mail: jeannene.douglass@nebraska.poy
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STATE OF NEBRASKA

DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONAL SERVICES
Harold W. Clarke

Diractor
MEMORANDUM

DATE: September 18, 1996

TO: Records Staff E. Benjamin Nelson

G r
FROM; Ron Riethmuller, Records Administrator W/ oveme

RE: Computing Parole Eligibllity and Discharge Dates on Inmates Serving
Mandatory Minimums

To comply with the recent Attomey General's Opinion concerning mandatory minimum sentences,
the following procedures shall be used to insure that mandatory minimum terms are served.

We will proceed with the procedure as was discussed at the July 12, 1996 records meeting
regarding parole eligibility computation. The parole eligibility date is computed based on the
inmate serving the entire mandatory minimum term provided by statute plus one-half (%) of the
balance of any court imposed minimum term beyond the maridatory minimum. For example, a
total sentence of 8 to 14 years for a 1DF (mandatory minimum of 3 years) is computed as follows:

Parole Eligibllity: Inmate must serve the entire three (3) years PLUS one-half
(32) of the remaining five (5) years, a total of 5 ¥ years for
parole eligibility. This procedure, which complies with the
language in LB 371, prohibits awarding of good time on mandatory

minimums.

The following procedure will insure that no inmate Is discharged prior to serving the mandatory

minimum.
1. The discharge date on the maximum term will be compared with the mandatory
minimum provided by statute.
2, It the discharge date is prior to the inmate serving the entire statutory mandatory
minimum, the discharge date shall be changed to reflect the later date.
Example: If an inmate is sentenced to a term of 3 to 5 years for a 1DF
under LB 8186, both the parole eligibility and discharge dates would
be 3 years.
3. If the discharge date on the maximum term is longer than the mandatory minimum,

no changes will be made on the discharge date.

| have reviewed the mandatory minimums on all active inmates; this procedure will extand the
discharge dates of nine inmates. A list of the affected inmates is attached.

h {
Xxc: Harold W, Clarke .-
Larry A. Tewes
George D. Green .
Laurie Smith Camp ., » ¢

Manuel 8. Gallardo \l bi- gt my
P.O.Box 94661 e Lincoln, Nebraska 685094661 e Phone (402) 4712654

ra
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Wilken, Kevin
Sent: Monday, September 30, 2013 8:43 AM
To: Johnson, Takako
Subject: RE: PED later than TRD
Attachments; RE: PED later than TRD

Sender: Kevin.Wilkeu@nebraskg.gov

Subject: RE: PED later than TRD
Message-d: <94721B8F88C17F478959DFBIRD

8CFBC43BC02!)93@STNEEXlOMBOI.stone.ne.ROW

To: takako.iohnson@nebraska.gov
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From: Wilken, Kevin )
Sent: Monday, September 30, 2013 843 AM
To: Johnson, Takako
Subject: RE: PED later than TRD

He is serving a mandatory minimum sentence. His PED is later than his trd to ensure that he serves the entire
mandatory minimum and is not paroled before he has served the entire 15 year mandatory minimum.

% " . peeaesmmpparteeE S S bt LU ba ey et

S -

From: Johnson, Takako
Sent: Thursday, September 26, 2013 2:25 PM
To: Wilken, Kevin

Subject: PED later than TRD

Hi Kevin,
Re.: , Is his PED a typo, or I it possible to have a PED later than a TRD?

(I'm looking at the Time/Sentence Inquiry page on PCOM.)
Or was that just a clerical error when he came to NDCS....

Thank you for any clarification. :)

Takako Johnson

Staff Assistant I

Sex Offender Evaluation Services
NSP Mental Health

(402) 479-3452

i ; disclosure
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This e-mitll communication and any attachments may contaln Infarmation that Is _prwlleged,‘ confidential and exempt from

under applicable law. The designated reciplent(s) are prohibited from re-disclosing this information to any othee party without authorlzation and l:rg r::lulred to
destroy the information aftar its stated need has Bean fulfilled. 1f you are not the Intended recipient, you are hereby-notified that you have rectived U Ias .
communication In ertor and that any review, disclosure, dissemination, distibution or copylng of it or its contenls Is prohibited by fedaral and/or state law. 1Fyo

have recelved this comemunication In error, please notify the above irmediately and destroy all coples of this communication, Inciuding any attachments.



From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Britten, Fred
Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 3:34 PM

To; Folts-Oberle, Angela; Hank, Colby

Subject: RE

Attachments; RE -

Sender: Fred.Britten@nebraska.gov

Subject: RE

Message-ld: <A9F0C44D5 1A18Cd087!)24ECFogggﬂSJaMMSGzQB@STNEE-glOMBQZ.s;gue.ne.ggp
To: Angela.Folts-Oberle@nebraska.gov

To: Colby.Ha raska.gov
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From: Britten, Fred
Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 3:34 PM
To: Folts-Oberle, Angela; Hank, Colby
Subject: RE4
OK Thanks
N
Fred Britten
Warden

Diagnostic & Evaluation Center
402-479-6339

fred.britten@nebraska.qov

Fron: Folts-Oberle, Angela

Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 3:27 PM
To: Britten, Fred; Hank, Colby

Subject: RE:

I've reviewed the sentencing documents we received and compared them to online court records. They ali read the
same and we have his sentence calculated correctly. Central Records also reviews my entries and did not contact me on
any possible errors with him. He does have a 3 year mandatory minimum sentence he must serve on one of the counts
which he might be referring to and this actually extends his PED further than a sentence without a mandatory

minimum,

Sgt. Hank, thanks for letting me know ahbout this so it could be reviewed.

Angela Folts-Oberle
DEC Records Manager

402-479-6341
is- 1 3

From: Britten, Fred

Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 3:08 PM
To: Folts-Oberle, Angela; Hank, Colby
Subject: RE:

Thanks far the info, keep me posted.

Fred Britten

Warden

Diagnostic & Evaluation Center
402-479-6339

fred.britten@nebraska.qov

From: Folts-Oberle, Angela

Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 3:02 PM
To: Hank, Colby; Britten, Fred

Subject: RE:

il review hls case today and follow up.



174 2

Angela Folts-Oberle
DEC Records Manager
402-479-6341

Angela.folts-oberle@nebrasksd.gov

From: Hank, Colby

Sent: Tuesday, October 22, 2013 3:00 PM
To: Folts-Oberle, Angela; Britten, Fred
Subject:’__

I was listening to a phone call frormr T Heis claiming to his mother his discharge time is calculated
incorrectly and he Is getting out 3 years earlier than he should. | don’t know If he Is right or not but you might want to
lookinto It. He also said he wrote the Warden that he couldn’t g0 to TSCI due to fear. He said on the phone it is due to
programming, or his perception of lack of programming at TSCL. So what she sald was backward of what he told her In
the phone call. This was made on 10-18-13 at 1849 hours.

dodﬁy ”ﬁﬂq, Avmory Sergeant
DEC/LCC CERT Team Leader

Diagnostic and Evaluation Center

402-479-6382

colby.hank@nebraska.qov
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Peterson, Nikki

Sent: Thursday, October 31, 2013 3:48 PM

To: Baum, Mickie

Subject: Please review this draft

Attachments: Please review this draft

Sender: nikki.peterson@nebraska.gov

Subject: Please review this draft ‘
Message-id: <3CYSEE3D1SEALFAIALBABCO0230F55D53FCABIFA@STNEEXI0MBO2.stone.ne.gov>

To: Mickie.Baum@nebraska.gov
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From; Peterson, Nikki

Sent: Thursday, October 31, 2013 3:48 PM
To: Baum, Mickie

Subject: Please review this draft
Attachments: Meeting Minutes 10-31 draft.docx
Nikki Peterson

Records Manager |

Special Services Unit
NDCS-Central Records Office
402-479-5773
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O STATE OF NEBRASKA

Department of Correctional Services
Dave Heineman, Governor
Michael Kenney, Director

Date: October 31st, 2013

Time: 9am

Subject: Sentence Review Committee Meeting Minutes

Present: Kyle Poppert, Kathy Blum, Jeff Beatty, Mickie Baum, George Green, Sharon Lindgren,
Ginger Shurter, Nikki Peterson,

Absent: NONE

Agenda:

Current Business:

State v, Banes- Sentences: When concurrent sentences are imposed the jail time credit (JTC) is
applied against EACH concurrent sentence, because the longest sentence determines the
offender's actual length of time in prison.

lssue: Current calculations provide the JTC only applied to the initial sentence.

Status; Mickie Baum is currently auditing sentences to catch all changes. This list of
changes is very long; currently Mickie is the only staff working on this list. As facilities records
staff are able, the list will be broken down by facility.

Conclusion: We audit these sentences to our best abilities. If a judicial issue arises as a

result we will handle it then.

DUI- Mandatory Minimum; State Statue language interpretation of “at least’ meaning a
mandatory minimum sentence.
Status: Mickie Baum is currently working recalculating sentences for NSP and OCC, all

other facilities are complete.
Conclusion: Again, audit to the best of our abilities. Notify the inmates of the changes.

And provide them with a consistent response when questions arise.

George Shepard v. Houston- District Court Decision- Shepard a sex offender who will be
required to serve his full term for failing to provide his DNA as outlined in the DNA ldentification
Act effective July 15, 2010. District Court ruled unconstitutional for the DCS to withhold any
good time.

Issue: There are 28 other inmates who fall under this criteria.

Conclusion: Will the Attorney General appeal the decision. Future issues could arise

from this case.
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Nrote an Inmate interview request to the Records Administrator to have his
sentenced reviewed for a Jail time Credit with the intention he deserved a lesser sentence.
Mickie Baum reviewed his sentence and noticed the sentence was indeed entered into CTS

incorrectly.
Status: Mickie has recalculated the sentence. She discovered the naw calculation
actually increased. _ length of stay.

Conclysion: The sentencs should be caleulated correctly, then give notification to the
inmate and appropriate staff at WEC. is currently housed at the WEC, based off
new calculations he is no longer qualified for the program. And will soon be transferred to the

NSP.

State v. Castlllas: The Nebraska Supreme Court affirmed the dlstrict court's decision; however
the Supreme Court has made an assumption of how the DCS Is calculating sentences on the
maximum term when there is a mandatory minimum.

Issue: Our current practice is different than that of the court's assumption.

Status: We need to clarify exactly what the Supreme Court's intention is on this, before
we-as a department act.

Concluslon: We have been performing calculations our current way for years. We are
now aware of this situation, we will act when we are specifically told our current way is wrong

_and it needs to be changed.

New business:

Revised State Statue 83-187- The DCS currently complies with sections (1) and (2) but not in
compliance with section (3) the DCS shall provide a copy of the discharge to the court, county
sheriff, and local police department if applicable.

Issue: There is no consistency with contact persons to be able to provide these copies.

Possible solution: Develop a template of "Inmate Release or Discharge” to include his
release date, that will notify county courts and sheriffs. This notification includes Parolees and
Discharges, will not to include the death of an inmate or RFP. Possibly develop an automated
system that would send out weekly notifications AFTER the inmate has ACTUALLY been
released from a facility. Aim to implement by December 1%, 2013. Have Legal proof the

template before its implemented.

Attorney General opinion regarding State Ombudsman reviewing of inmate files. Per state
statue the Ombudsman office is allowed access to iInmate files. Due to confidentiality purposes
copies made from inmates file should not be shared and solely used by the ombudsman,

Solution: If the ombudsman office needs a copy of any documents from an inmate’s flle,
require them to send us an email requesting specific documents and we shall provide them.
This Is to protect records staff by showing a date and time the request was received and what
exact documents were provided. (Notify Director Kenney prior to making this change.)

Next Meeting: TBA
Maeting Minutes taken by: Nikki Peterson
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From:

Sent:

To:

Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Smith, Dawn Rehee
Friday, May 09, 2014 5:24 PM

Wang, Jen Rae; Bell, Robert; Roush, Sue

Kenney, Mike; Collins, Deb

Media contact

Media contact

Sender; DawnRegee.Smith@nel;raska.gov

Subject: Media contact
Message-Id: <60417654F369794DBAFD1C233903DB3F3D98D7FS @STNEEX10MBO3.stone.ne.gov>

x L3
L3

To: JenRae.Wang@nebraska.gov
To: Robert.Bell@nebraska.gov

To: sue.roush@nebraska.gov
Cc: mike.kenney@nebraska.gov

Cc: Deb.Col.ins@nebraska.gov

Bec: Diane.Sabatka-Rine @nebraska.gov

Bec: Win.Barber@nebraska gov

Bec: Benny.Noordhoek@nebraska.gov
Bec: Joe.Baldassano @nebraska.gov
Bec: Richard.Cruickshank@nebraska.gov
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From: Smith, Dawn Renee

Sent: Friday, May 09, 2014 5:24 PM

To: Wang, Jen Rae; Bell, Robert; Roush, Sue

Cc: Kenney, Mike; Collins, Deb

Subject: Media contact

Received a call today from LIS, Cathy Huddle, regarding the death ofy _ nApril 26", Us

received a call from an Inmate who provided information on the death as well as attributing it to crowding, |
explalned what | could of the death, noted it was Investigated by us and the State Patral. Also reminded her
the Penitentiary has been double-bunked for decades. In her scenario, the Inmate who died was asking for a
new cell mate and we couldn’t move him because of crowding. [ explained that many inmates request a
different cell mate and we have to determine if that Is necessary. But, in the event we found there was a
security or safety reason to move them, crowding would play no role.

Also received a call from OWH, Todd Cooper, regarding a community custody iInmate who was at court In
Douglas County on a pass. Cooper said the Judge was shocked...| told him our staff had been in touch with the
court (I think the bailiff) and had let them know the inmate was going to be there. The concern was that the
inmate was sentenced to a 14 to 15 year sentence with a mandatory minimum of 5 years. This gets very
complicated to figure, but basically according to statute the mandatory minimum applied to calculating PED
notto TRD. So if sentenced to 14 to 15 years...PED is figured: 14-5=9, 9/2=4,5, 5+4,5=9,5 TRDIis
calculated: 15/2=7.5.

What this results in Is a 9.5 to 7.5 sentence. Meaning the Inmate discharges in 7.5 years and is never eligible
for parole. Cooper stated he knew no Judge knew that the mandatory minlmum didn’t come off the max term
aswell. | referenced state statute, which If you're interested is: 83-1,107 section 2 for calculating TRD and 83-
1,110 for calculating PED.

Hoping this Is it for the weekend...
DR

Pawn-renee Smith

Leglslative & Public Information Coordinator
Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
PO Box 94661

Lincolh, NE 68509-4661

402.479.5713

Dawnren ee.smith@nebraska.gov

At the Nebraska Department of Correctional Services di Verslty is imperative and Integral to our mission. Our
Department is cammitted to an Inclusive en vironment where differences are accepted, valued, and celebrated to
foster teamwaork and safety.
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this. message (s not the
dlagemination, distribution or

be privileged and cantidentlal. if the reader of
diataly by replying to

The Information contained in this e-mall message and any altachmants may
notified that any review,
ploase notify tha sentler Imme

Intanded recipient or an agent responsible for deliverin

g it to the Intended reciplent; you are heraby
copying of this communcation /s strictly prohibited. If you have recelved this communication in error,
this e-mall and delete the mossage and any attachments from your computer.
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Hopkins, Frank
Sent: Sunday, June 15, 2014 1:16 PM

To: DCS CEQ; Torres, Helen

Subject: Fw: Sentence calculations

Attachments: Fw: Sentence calculations

Sender: Frank.Hogkins@nebra;l_(a.gov

Subject: Fw: Sentence calculations
Message-Id: <c9d3bda5-09da-4846-90b9-4230373dbf26@blur>

To: Helen.Torres@nebraska.gov

To: Diane.Sahatka-Rlne@nebraska.gov, Expanded: DCS.CEO@nebraska.gov
To: Denise.Skrobecki@nebraska.gov, Expanded: DCS.CEQ@nebraska.gov
To: Mario.Peart@nebraska.gov, Expanded: DCS.CEO@nebraska.goy

To: Ryan.Mahr@nebraska.gov, Expanded: DCS.CEO@nebraska,gov

To: Richard.CruIckshank@nebraska.gow, Expanded: DCS.CEO @nebraska.gov
To: Charles. West@nebraska.gov, Expanded: DCS.CEO@nebraska.gov

To: Brian.Gage@nebraska.gov, Expanded: DCS.CEQ@nebraska.gov

To: Pamela.Morello@nebraska.gov, Expanded: DCS.CEO@nebraska.gov
To: Fred.Britten@nebraska.gov, Expanded: DCS.CEO@nebraska.gov

To: Barbara.Lewien@nebraska.gov, Expanded: DCS.CEQ@nebraska.gov
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From: Hopkins, Frank

Sent: Sunday, June 15, 2014 1:16 PM
To: DCS CEO; Torres, Helen
Subject: Fw: Sentence calculations

Fyi.

Sent via DroidX?2 on Verizon Wireless™

-----Original message---—

From: "Poppert, Kyle" <Kyle.Poppert@nebraska.gov> .

To: "Baum, Mickie" <Mickie.Baum@nebraska.gov>, "Shurter, Ginger" <Ginger.Shurter@nebraska.dov, Jonnson,
Takako" <takako.johnson@nebraska.gov>, "Granholm, Val' <Val.Granholm@nebraska.gov>, "Wellman, Mary’
<Mary Wellman@nebraska.qov>, "Folts-Oberle, Angela" <Angela.Folts-Oberle@nebraska.gov>, "Thompson, Anne
<anne thompson@nebraska.gov>, "Jordan, Curt" <Curt.Jordan@nebraska.gov>, "Wilken, Kevin"
<Kevin.Wilken@nebraska.gov>, "Lytle, Diane" <Dlane.Lytle nebraska.gov>, "Kristalyn, Kgndra“ '
<kendra.kristalyn@nebraska.gov>, "Wayne, Larry" <Larry. Wayne@nebraska.qov>, "Hopkins, Frank'
<Frank.Hopkins@nebraska.qov>

Sent: Sun, Jun 15, 2014 17:01:59 GMT+00:00

Subject: Sentence calculations

By now, you should have recelved a copy of the Director’s memo regarding the calculation of maximum terms related to
those Inmates who are serving a mandatory minimum term. )
The Central Records Office Is in the process of identifying all those inmates with mandatory minimum sentences and will
be contacting you soon regarding the recalculation of those sentences.

| want you all to know how much | appreciate your efforts and dedication to this process, We are In a unique po.sitlon, in
that we cannot make mistakes when It comes to the calculation of inmate sentences. Public safety and Inmate rights
have always been our top priority.

| want you to know that | understand the issues are much more complicated than the simplicity portrayed in the

media. We work with seven different good time laws that include statutory good time, meritorious good time, jall
credits, blood credits, discretionary parole, mandatory parole and mandatory discharge by the Board of Parole. We
process nearly 1500 good time calculations per month related to LB 191 good time credit. That number increases by 10%
each month. It is not unusual for Judges or attorneys to call our office requesting information on how to proceed with a
sentencing order. This process can become even more complicated when inmates are sentenced under more th_an one
good time law, have cases under appeal, have commitment orders are not clear, including those that don’t specify
correct terms, are inconsistent with state statute, and are often Incomplete. The habitual criminal enhancement is
another such example, Furthermore, issues are complicated when are required to Interpret court rulings, opinions from
the Attorney General's Office and our own legal counsel regarding their effectona particular sentence or good time law.

It is in fact, these inconsistencies and vagueness of these statutes and opinions that prompt revie\A{ from time to time by
the courts. We appreciate the clarity these opinions can bring. We will continue to work closely with all of these gr.oups
to make our system the best it can be. | welcome the scrutiny and appreciate the opportunity to improve our division.

Sentencing challenges are not unigue to our system. We rely on decade’s worth of experience and use each opportunity
to teach those who will be our records managers In the future. 1am committed to improving our processes.

Thank you again for all your efforts and dedication to a difficult profession.

1
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vile

Kyle J. Poppert, Administrator

Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
Classification, Inmate Records, Warrants & Extraditions
Phone: (402) 479-5750

Ced

Fax: (402) 742-2349

Change Is Inevitable, growth Is optlonal,
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Poppert, Kyle
Sent: Saturday, June 21, 2014 11:59 AM

To: Brown, Rochele; Kenney, Mike; Smith, Dawn Renee
Subject: RE: Time calculations

Attachments; RE: Time calculations

Sender: Kyle.Poppert@nebraska.gov

Subject: RE: Time calculations

Message-Id; <84061 BDQ&EFEFEidBBCE?GSBD?E9EBDIF48FSFSBZ@STNEEX10M804.stone.ne.20v>
To: Rochele.Brown@nebraska.gov

To: mike kenney@nebraska.gov
To: DawnRene~,Smith@nebraska.gov
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From: Poppert, Kyle

Sent: Saturday, June 21, 2014 11:59 AM

To: Brown, Rochele; Kenney, Mike; Smith, Dawn Renee

Subject: RE: Time calculations '

| don’t mean to speak for everyone, but whereas you are finished, | would appreciate you looking at the others to see If
there may be some Issues we overlooked.

Thank you so much for your asslstance.

Kyle

Kyle 1. Poppert, Administrator

Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
Classification, Inmate Records, Warrants & Extraditions
Phone: (402) 479-5750

Cel

Fax: (402) 742-2349

Kyle.Poppert@nebraska.gov

Change Is inevitable, growth is optional.

From: Brown, Rochele

Sent: Saturday, June 21, 2014 11:53 AM

Ta: Kenney, Mlke; Smith, Dawn Renee; Poppert, Kyle
Subject: Time calculations

H1 all-

I have finished up my' lists from yesterday. |show 22 inmates with new discharge dates past today and have kept those
separate from the others.

I do have a concern though, as | was working through my list | noticed that even though a name was on the list, the
mandatory minimum did not apply due to an additional sentence that took precedence. The same may be true with the
habltual criminal list. My concern is that not all staff that were working on this project have a significant amount of
experience In this area and may have easily overlooked something llke this.

With your approval, | would gladly take a look over the other calculation sheets to be sure that there are no other
sentences like the 2 | had.

Rochele

Rochele Brown
Adult Parole Administration
402-479-5771

rochele.brown@nebraska.gov
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Folts-Oberle, Angela
Sent: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 12:31 PM

To: Brown, Rochele

Subject: FW: Current Inmates with Man Min - all indicators
Attachments: FW: Current Inmates with Man Min - all indicators

Sender: Angela.Folts-Oberle@nebraska.gov
Subject: FW: Current Inmates with Man Min - all indicators
Message-id: <136354F925191240AD95D8CFRF1DDZA96215F20A@STNEEX10MBO3.stone.ne.gov>

To: Rochele.Brown@nebraska:gov




188

From: Folts-Oberle, Angela

Sent: Tuesday, June 24, 2014 12:31 PM

To: Brown, Rochele

Subject: FW: Current Inmates with Man Min - all indicators

Attachments: Current Inmates with Man Min - All Indicators.xlsx, MANTITORY MINIMUM SHEET.docx

Angela Folts-Oberle
DEC/LCC Records Manager

402-479-6341

Angelg,fol;g-gberlg@ngb,l_'agka,ggv

From: Folts-Oberle, Angela

Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 1:58 PM

To: Wilken, Kevin; Granholm, Val; Shurter, Ginger; Thompson, Anne; Lytle, Diane; Wellman, Mary; Kristalyn, Kendra
Cc: Smith, Dawn Renee; Castellanos, Sherl; Braddy, Kay

Subject: FW: Current Inmates with Man Min - all indicators

Attached is a roster for our current or active inmates that we need to re-calculate and update CTS. ['ve attached a
worksheet that we have been using for the discharged inmates and it was mentioned that we should all use the same
one. Please make sure to flll in the previous TRD and all of your calculations should be double checked by one other
Records staff. Call me with any questions. Thanks!

Angela Folts-Oberle
DEC/LCC Records Manager

402-479-6341

Aggglg,ﬁoltg-gberle@nebragka.gov

From: Boal, Beth

Sent: Monday, June 23, 2014 1:43 PM

To: Folts-Oberle, Angela; Smith, Dawn Renee; Vandenberg, Abby
Cc: Baum, Mickie; Johnson, Takako; Brown, Rochele

Subject: Current Inmates with Man Min - all Indicators

Attached is the updated list that includes 5 possible Man Min indicators (including the new ICF/IDF indicator). Parolees
NOT included on this list, '

I think the second worksheet, along with the facility specific tab, will be most useful, but I included a few other sortable
and non-sortable versions.

Abby — here is what | used. In this case, Offense Begin Date didn’t add any, but might be a good cross check.
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S Loct Prfx CD is not equal to / 15 not In prol; absc; band; diac; esm; Irc; euts; tran; cort; rfp; JAIL
AND  J Bagln Date is greater than or equal to 09/09/1995
ORSF oOffense Begin Date s greater tham or aqual to 09/09/1995
AND P Offense Atmpt CD I5 equal to / I8 in #4
ORSY PE Date Chq CDis equal to / Isin 01
OR P Felony Msdmnr 0D is equal to / isin 1CF; 1DF
ORYP Habitual Criminal Is equal to f iz In ¥
OR P ™an Year i3 greater than 0
ORYY Man Month is greater than 0
ORYY #an Day is greater than 0

Thank you,

Beth Boal

Office of the CIO

State of Nebraska

501 South 14th Street

P.0. Box 95045

Lincoln, Nebraska 68509-5045

email: beth.boal@nebraska.goy
phone: 402.479.5810 (DCS)

- cell)

This electronic message and any files transmitted with it contain information which may be confidential, privileged or
otherwlise protected from disclosure. The information Is Intended to be used solely by the reciplent(s) named. If you are
not an intended recipient, be aware that any review, disclosure, copylng, distributlon or use of this transmission or its
contents is prohibited. If you have recelved this transmission in error, please notify the system manager. ~
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Loct Prix CD 1 Loct Sl._lf-x Dsc

e it L ]

Rec Cntr CD | ID Number Inmate Name Rec Cntr CD
ADM 73622 MONARREZ STEPHEN | ADM
ADM 74745 |BAKER JEREMY T ADM
ADM 75689 HAYNIE JESTIN ADM
ADM 79592 HERRON JONATHAN ADM
ADM 80124  |RICHART JAMES P ADM
ADM 80195 |WRIGHTJAMAL S ADM

CCL 63534 |KAMPE PATRICK D CCL
CcCL 71273  |INDA PABLO A CCL
CCL 71793  |WILLIAMS TRAYMAYNE V CCL
CcL 72104  [LEE JOSEPH L CCL
CCL 72620 |CASILLAS ANTHONY A CCL
CCL 73358 |RIVERA RICHARD P CCL
CcL 73525 [JIMENEZ JERRY CcCL
CCL 74548 |JOHNSON TODD A CCL
CCL 74755 LEFEVER LUKE E CCL
CCL 75005 |MURTAUGH JASON M CCL
CCL 75020 BONHAM SCOTT B CCL
CCL 75156  |JOSEPH KENNETH D CCL
CcCL 75226 |SMITH STEVEN L CCL
CCL 75807 |SUND JERROD R CCL
CCL 75809 CRAMER CORY L CcCL
CCL 77796 POGGE THOMAS B CcCL
CCL 78938 |ADAME JOSE CCL
CCL 97751 O'CONNELL JILLR CCL
CCL 98035 HILL DESSHAMETT M ccL
Ccco 61611 |ROEMMICH KENNETH Cco
Ccco 64158 |COLEMAN VICTORL cco
cco 64182 |COSTELLO JACK ) CCco
Ccco 71409  |MATUSKA BERNARD J CCo
cco 74000 |MARTINEZ JESUS Ccco
CCo 75016 |TURNER BRICE L cco
Ccco 75374  |PAGE WILLIAM L Ccco
cco 75388  |LIGGINS ANTONEIL cco
cco 75567 |MATTHEWS JARROD Cco
CCo 76202  |PHEILSHIFTER CHRISTOPHER R cco
CcCo 76277 LAWRENCE RONNIE E cco
cCo 77097 HILL DENNIS V CCO
CCoO 77708 LUCEJOHN J cco
DEC 64389 |CERVANTES MICHAEL L DEC
DEC 69064 |HARRIS RASHEE DEC
DEC 75372  |WARE CHARLES DEC
DEC 77328 |GOOD ANTHONY H DEC
DEC 79603 GRIMES TROY € DEC




DEC 79606 |LAMPKIN ARTTELL DEC
DEC 79629 |DRIVER LARRY ) DEC
DEC 79660 |LEWIS LAVON E DEC
DEC 79715 |COVEY JAMES R DEC
DEC 79720 |BENAVIDES BRAD A DEC
DEC 79748 |HALLOWELL FRANKLIN L DEC
DEC 79759  |STRICKLIN DERRICK U DEC
DEC 79763 |NEWMAN TERRELL E DEC
DEC 79816 |PEACOCK DONALD J DEC
DEC 79852 |CUSTER JASON W DEC
DEC 79892 |DOMACH DIAN DEC
DEC 79917 |ANDERSON DAVID A DEC
DEC 79960 |RENDON CORNELLO DEC
DEC 79991 |SMITH DEANTHONY DEC
DEC 80000 |FOSTER WILLIAM G DEC
DEC 80040 |TAYLOR CARLOSD DEC
DEC 80041 |ENGLISHERICL DEC
DEC 80050 |RIFE BENJAMIN M DEC
DEC 80051 |RIFE NICHOLAS J DEC
DEC 80063 |JENSEN KRISTOPHER L DEC
DEC 80078 [SWIFT MARQUEZE M DEC
DEC 80127 |OHRT ROSSL DEC
DEC 80140 |HARDYMARTIN CHARLES E DEC
DEC 80192 |FOSTER SHYTWAIN DEC
DEC 80194 |DAVIS ANTHONY D DEC
DEC 80210 |HARKINS DEREK A DEC
DEC 80238 |FANTERICD DEC
DEC 80239 |SHOEMAKER CHRISTOPHER D DEC
DEC 80254 |WALKER DANIEL L DEC
DEC 80269 |SMEDLEY ANTHONY DEC
DEC 80285 |BRITT TIMOTHY DEC
DEC 80286 |MORTENSEN RANDY L DEC
DEC 80312 |LEVISON KENDALLS DEC
DEC 80319 |NUNES FREDRICKJ DEC
DEC 80329 |BUSH WILLIAM E DEC
DEC 80341 |PARAMO ALEX A DEC
DEC 80343  |SOSA ADRIAN DEC
DEC 80370 |HUNNEL WARD L DEC
LcC 44911 |POWERS TERRY L Lcc
LcC 55144  |LANDIS MICHAEL LCE
LCC 55537 |LOPEZ RUBEN LCE
LCC 55760 |TUCKER STEVEN L LCE
LcC 56346 |ZIERKE RODERICK LEE Lce
LcC 56742 |DIXON ARMON Lee
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Lcc 58240 |GREEN SAMUELE LCC
LCC 60644 |CALDWELL STEVEN L LCcC
LCC 61537 |FLORES JOSEPH LcC
LcC 61980 |ROUSE ROY J LCC
LCC 62296 |AJAMU OJORE M LCC
Lcc 63722  |BENISH RICHARD L Lce
Lce 63940 |ROUNDTREE CHESTER LCC
LCC 64953  |BAKER HENRY Lcc
LCC 66014 |WILSON ALLENJ Lcc
LCC 66676 |AXTELL MICHAEL ) LCC
Lce 67093 |LACZ JOHN J Lcc
LCC 67138 |THOMAS MICHAEL J Lce
LCC 67761 |SHARPLES STEPHEN MICHAEL Lce
Lcc 69216 |STEVENS DANNY R LCC
LCC 69274 |ZEPEDA-RODRIGUEZ JOSE L LCC
Lcc 70083 |BARBOZA-CRUZ MARTIN LcC
LcC 70876 |FLEMING KENNETH CURTIS Lee
Lce 71321  |MOODY DAVON A LcC
LCC 71665 [JONES WILLIAM $ Lcc
LcC 72044 [BUCKLEY JONATHON CHRISTIAN Lce
LCC 72072 |POKORNY MATTHEW ) LCC
LcC 72082 |WEAVER GEORGE L LCC
Lcc 72373 |VASQUEZ ALBERTO J Lcc
LCC 72532  |COMBS JOHN R Lce
LCC 72605 |FALCON SHAQUILLE M LCC
LcC 73676 |CRAIGIE SAMUEL W Lce
LCcC 73777 |MORAN-LOPEZ JOEL F LCC
LcC 73787  |KISSACK SHAUN M Lce
LcC 73826 |AKOL WILSON LCC
LCC 74172 |PORTERFIELD JESSE C LCC
LcC 74208  |DAVIS TRAVIS Lce
Lcc 74269 |VAWSER BRUCE E LCC
Lcc 74712 |RYAN DWAYNE K LCcC
LcC 74962  |LYLE TYRELLD LcC
Lcc 75040 |JONES CALVIN D Lcc
LCC 75050 |JOURNEY NATHAN C Lcc
LCcC 75173 |RAMIREZ LIONARDO LCC
LCC 75309 |SANTANA HAWK E LcC
LcC 75537  |REINDERS JUSTIN G LcC
LcC 75621 |BIRGE PACEDEON P LCcC
LCC 75708 |BORER RANDEL E LcC
Lcc 76112  |GALUSHA ADAM R LCC
Lcc 76393 |LOVE DEANTHONY M LCC
LcC 76433  |VOZNYUK ALEKSANDR S LCcC




Lce 76837  |NESSLEIN RICO A Lce
LCC 76854 |MATTHEWS WILLIAM W LcC
Lce 77058 |WARRACKJOHN T LCC
LCC 77094 |HAMILTON RYAN LCC
LcC 77275  |PITTMAN JARIEL A LCC
LCC 77312  |FLOWERS SEAN C LCC
LCC 77366 |MANGIAMELI DANIEL R LCC
LcC 77489  |SANDERS CAMERON L LCC
LcC 77846  |ALVARADO TELESFORO LcC
LCC 77863 |BROWN TRE'VAUGHN M LCC
LCC 78618 |WOOTEN TRACEY LCC
LCC 78649 |GAMBLE ANTOINE F LCC
LCC 78992  |ALKIRE MICHAEL A LCC
LCC 79076 |HYATT JAMES M LCC
LCC 79199 |STEWART DEON LcC
LcC 79471  [PILCHER JAMES A LCC
LcC 80100 |CASTILLO MIGUEL A LcC
LCC 80220 |CLEMONS JORDAN W LCC
NCW 95236 |KERBY JENNIFER LYNN NCW
NCW 95662 |LEACH KATHERINE NCW
NCW 95833  [SEASTRONG ELISA D NCW
NCW 95900 |DIXON MICHALE M NCW
NCW 96092 |YAGERJODIM NCW
NCW 96483 |MCKINLEY ANGELAR NCW
NCW 97021 |GLAZE ROSEM NCW
NCW 97232 |DURYEA MICHELLE F NCW
NCW 97523 |DONNERSON JAMICCIA NCW
NCW 97639 |GALLEGOS VICTORIAT NCW
NCW 97701 |MANN BRIDGETTE L NCW
NCW 97873 |NEWSOM SONDRA 5 NCW
NCW 97892 |JOHNSON ELIZABETH L NCW
NCW 98060 |RANDALL MICHELLE L NCW
NCW 98296 |CHERECWICH DANIELLE A NCW
NCW 98318 |FOSTER LORRAINE NCW
NCW 98395 |DUBOIS JUSTINE NCW
NCW 98467 |HOLBROOK DIANE NCW
NCW 98482 |CHAMBERS HOLLIE NCW
NCW 98492  |LIVINGSTON SEELETTER NCW
NCW 98528 |LAUDENKLOS STACEY A NCW
NCY 74065 |RAMIREZ ANTHONY NCY
NCY 74741 |PROVENCHER JOSHUA L NCY
NCY 76527  |WILLIAMS DAION J NCY
NCY . 77634 |VAZQUEZJUAN C NCY
NCY 78209 [BARNES GARY D NCY
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NCY 79082  |LAMERE DAELAN D NCY
NCY 79891  |SMITH DAMARQUIECE R NCY
NCY 80203  [DRAPPEAUX DAKOTA D NCY
NCY 80373  |OLSEN BENJAMIN C NCY
NSP 38572 |DAVLIN CLIFEORD JOHN NSP
NSP 49081  |COLE FRANKIE LEVI NSP
NSP 51276 IMONTGOMERY MICHAEL JO NSP
NSP 51637 |RHODES KENNETH NSP
NSP 54529  |CASADOS DARREN NSP
NSP 56001  |BUGGS MARVIN NSP
NSP 56768 |OSBORNE TONY W NSP
NSP 56881 |THILLE LAURENCE M NSP
NSP 57396  INEAL ALONZO NSP
NSP 58221  |RODRIGUEZ NOAH NSP
NSP 58528  |PORTER DAVID NSP
NSP 59245  |JOHNSON TIUANA L NSP
NSP 59411  |KUTA DANIEL NSP
NSP 59709  |MILLER PATRICK NSP
NSP 59746  |LAFRENIERE MICHAEL V NSP
NSP 60287 |LADWIG JEROMY NSP
NSP 61442  |ROBINSON EDWARD NSP
NSP 61756  |PARROTT LEE A NSP
NSP 61913  JSWEET SHANE ROY NSP
_ NSP 62735  |AGEE TIMOTHY E NSP
NSP 62738 |WEICHMAN ROGER L NSP
NSP 62819 |MUELLER ROCK NSP
NSP 63832  |SMITH DOSHON L NSP
NSP 64135 |FISHER COLE E NSP
NSP 64225  |STEWART CORDELL C NSP
NSP 64283  |WHITE FREDERICK C NSP
NSP 64820 ‘|WEASELHEAD ROBERT L NSP
NSP 64987  [POPE WILLIAM B NSP
NSP 65462  |TAYLOR MATTHEW STEVEN NSP
NSP 65880 |HOLDER KEVIN C NSP
NSP 66735 |CLAUSSEN RANDY L NSP
NSP 67029  |DUGAN MICHAEL MARVIN NSP
NSP 67352  |RETMAN MICHAEL R NSP
NSP 67847 |WHITEMAGPIE LESTER R NSP
NSP 67873  |REDSHAW DEREK NSP
NSP 68107 |GLASSCO SCOTTY R NSP
NSP 69129 |BOOTH BERT H NSP
NSP 69909 |ROSS BOBBY G NSP
NSP 69942  |TUBBS STEVEN K NSP.
NSP 69954  |ROTHSTEIN JOHN M NSP




NSP 70429 |GOQDWIN STEVEN C NSP
NSP 70506 |LOPEZ IGNACIO A NSP
NSP 70535  |CRIPPEN JERRIMIE G NSP
NSP 70654 |MCCONNELLJAMES C NSP
NSP 71428 |BANUELOS-LUNA FREDY NSP
NSP 71506  |JENKINS KEYLAN NSP
NSP 71654 |SEGURA JACOB) NSP
NSP 71859  |COUTTS JAMES A NSP
NSP 72037 |GILLPATRICK PAUL M NSP
NSP 72089 |LOWELL ROBERT D NSP
NSP 72262 |SHANNON SCOTT A NSP
NSP 72449  |WHITE LANCE E NSP
NSP 72693 |HUNT ROLAND LESLIE NSP
NSP 72730 [BURNS ADAM R NSP
NSP 72843  |ROSS MICHAEL L NSP
NSP 72885 |ADDLEMAN LAWRENCE H NSP
NSP 72939 |POTTER WILLIAM J NSP
NSP 72971 |FINCHCHAD T NSP
NSP 73272 |NELSON JOSHUA L NSP
NSP 73339  |STEVENS CORNELIES N NSP
NSP 73391 |DRUGSVOLD TYLERL NSP
NSP 73406 |MILLER ROBERT E NSP
NSP 73494  |VIGIL JORGE NSP
NSP 73550 |WELLS CHARLES L NSP
NSP 73643 |SANTOS BERNARDINO NSP
NSP 73705 |CLARK WILLIAM A NSP
NSP 73729 |GRAVES TYRONE M NSP
NSP 73762 |HOLLIDAY DANIEL A NSP
NSP 73780 |KAYS CHARLES E NSP
NSP 73816 |HARDEN JOHN T NSP
NSP 73875 |BECKWITH ERIC G NSP
NSP 73884 |NORRIS HEATHE NSP
NSP 73897  |PHILLIPS ROBERT D NSP
NSP 73919  |KINSER WILLIAM D NSP
NSP 73931 |REARDON DONALD NSP
NSP 73994  |LILLARD ERIC R NSP
NSP 73997 |PERRY DONTRELL C NSP
NSP 74088 |JACOBS WILLIE B NSP
NSP 74181 |FORD WAYNE E NSP
NSP 74228  |WILLIAMS CEDRIC D NSP
NSP 74261 |EDWARDS DANNY L NSP
NSP 74280 |NAVE ROBERT B NSP
NSP 74360 [JONES THOMAS R NSP
NSP GRIMALDO JOHN J NSP

74361
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NSP 74377  |ARMENDARIZ JONATHAN NSP
NSP 74397  |SHERMAN JEREMY M NSP
NSP 74422  |GUTIERREZ ANTHONY A NSP
NSP 74461 |WORLEY WILLIAM NSP
NSP 74515 | MILLER PERCY L NSP
NSP 74540 |RODRIGUEZ JONATHAN NSP
NSP 74610 |BAKER ANDREW NSP
NSP 74710 |JACKSON DANDRE NSP
NSP 74790 |HOLROYD JON LEE NSP
NSP 74797 |WAGNER CHAD D NSP
NSP 74864  |BLANCHARD PERRY NSP
NSP 74884 [THOMAS KIM E NSP
NSP 74919  |YOS SELVIN A NSP
NSP 74946  |SPELLMAN KEVIN J NSP
NSP 75003  |SANDERS RICKY J NSP
NSP 75030 [ZEIGLER KYLE A NSP
NSP 75038 |GONZALEZ LEONARD R NSP
NSP 75075 |GREENWOOD JAMES M NSP
NSP 75098  [LINDSEY ISLANDS S NSP
NSP 75099  |CONN COTY J NSP
NSP 75239 |HATCH KENNETH L NSP
NSP 75259 |ROBERTSON KEENON A NSP
NSP 75261 |WATT KEVIN J NSP
NSP 75389  |RICHARDSON CLIFTONT NSP
NSP 75411 |BOWLES JUSTIN L NSP
NSP 75443  |BOHY TRAVIS L NSP
NSP 75466 |MEYER BARNEY D NSP
NSP 75494  |CLIFTON TRENTELLE A NSP
NSP 75626  [JANES NICK R NSP
NSP 75629 |JENNINGS DEANDRE B NSP
NSP 75716  |SMITH BRIAN L NSP
NSP 76052  |ZOLLICOFFER ALLEN D NSP
NSP 76150 |GREEN ANTHONY D NSP
NSP 76190: |CHUOL GAMAR _ NSP
NSP 76207 |SPILINEK TIMMY JESS NSP
NSP 76314 |KHALAF MAMO K NSP
NSP 76434 |STRIZHEUS PETR V NSP
NSP 76437 | |COKES ROBERT E NSP
NSP 76450 | |PEARSON DERRICK L NSP
NSP 76458 | |REITAN TRAVIS S NSP
NSP 76508 | |WELCH DEANDRA C NSP
NSP 76559 | |GULLEY ADAM B NSP
NSP 76610 ' |BROOKS JOHN R NSP
NSP 76637 i |PARDEW SEAN M NSP




NSP 76755 |GLAZE PAUL O NSP
NSP 76820 |BROOKS LARRY D NSP
NSP 77077  |SCHLUETER LARRY G NSP
NSP 77111 |GLAZEBROOK JEFFREY D NSP
NSP 77131 |MEYERS RONALD D NSP
NSP 77225 |FRANCO LUIS A NSP
NSP 77238  |FITZGERALD JOSEPH NSP
NSP 77379  |HERNANDEZ BRUNO NSP
NSP 77508 |DUBRAY RONNIE NSP
NSP 77605 |WILLIAMS DOMINIQUE E NSP
NSP 77637  |WHITE TERIES NSP
NSP 77641 |SHREVES STUART C NSP
NSP 77667 |CHANDLER ANTWON L NSP
NSP 77720 |WALLACE JAMAL NSP
NSP 77874  [SIMENTAL LUIS NSP
NSP 77885 |REED GAYLAND D NSP
NSP 77909 |EDWARDS SHANNON G NSP
NSP 77935  |LARSON JON M NSP
NSP 77975 |PALMA CRISOFORO NSP
NSP 78009  |SETTLES MARCUS A NSP
NSP 78011 |ZIEMER MICHAEL L NSP
NSP ! 78132 |STEDNITZ AARON L NSP
NSP 78168 |AGOK AGOK A NSp
NSP 78182  |KINGSLEY SCOTT A NSP
NSP 78221 |ROBINSON MARK A NSP
NSP 78226 |ARMAGOST JACOB D NSP
NSP 78265 |BERGMANN BRANDON W NSP
NSP 78305 |MITCHELL RONALD V NSP
NSP 78306 |DUFOUR JETHRO A NSP
NSP 78368 |CABALLERO RAMON NSP
NSP 78400 |WORRELL RICHARD E NSP
NSP 78466  |VINCENT RONALD NSP
NSP 78502 |WETZEL LANCE A NSP
NSP 78515 |BROWN COLBY D NSP
NSP 78532 |RIGGLE CLINTON R NSP
NSP 78533 |BROOKS COREY A NSP
NSP 78534 |DEVERS ENNIS A NSP
NSP 78537 |HOLBROOK TYLER NSP
NSP 78546 |CLEMENTE JORDON NSP
NSP 78572  |WILLIAMS QUINTIN E NSP
NSP 78690 |NEWSON JONATHON E NSP
NSP 78719 |BERNEY MATTHEW NSP
NSP | 78761 |BLAND WILLIAM ) NSP
NSP 78762 [WYNNE DEJUAN NSP

197



198

NSP 78793  |ROLAND DAMIEN S NSP
NSP 78871 |LONG RYAN G NSP
NSP 78887  |FLEMING JOSEPH NSP
NSP 78904 |FOSTER BENNY R NSP
NSP 78916 |IRON BEAR ANTHONY D NSP
NSP 79006 |CAMPBELL DAVID S NSP
NSP 79012  |COLEMAN CHRISTOPHER NSP
NSP 79067 |RUNKLE JOHN A NSP
NSP 79121  |LISENBY JOHN G NSP
NSP 79180 |PERRY RONNEY D NSP
NSP 79187 |BALLOU RONALD L NSP
NSP 79287 |TAPIA MANUEL " NSP
NSP 79376 |DOCKEN STEVEN P NSP
NSP 79380 |WELTON ERNEST M NSP
NSP 79421 |DLOUHY RUSSELL R NSP
NSP 79453  |LANGENBERG DUSTIN C NSP
NSP 79530 |MCCALL MAX V NSP
NSP 79540 |WYNNE KELVIN E NSP
NSP 79598 |HOCHSTEIN JOSEPH C NSP
NSP 79630 |HEATH SHANE C NSP
NSP 79670 |BENNAMON TYRONE T NSP
NSP 79674 |GUERRA GREGORIO NSP
NSP 79681 |[WATSON DEREK D NSP
NSP 79733  |RIVERA DENYS R NsP
NSP 79792  |BLACKSON DWAYNE NSP
NSP 79883 |WEST ARRON S NSP
NSP 79899  |TAYLOR DEVAUNTE J NSP
NSP 79912 JRAUMAKER STEVEN J NSP
NSP 79982 |ROMERO PAUL M NSP
0cC 43232 |HOAGLIN KELLY JOE 0CC
occ 47456  |THOMAS L.T. occ
0cc 56970 |GIBBS AARON occ
occ 61613 |PARNELL KEINALD V occ
.0cC 62014 |DELONG WALTER E occ
10CC 64500 |LOPEZ DANIEL 0occ
toce 64645 |BLANCO VICTOR occ
loce 64786 |BARNES DESTRY J 0cC
0CC 64870 |PAEZ BENJAMIN 0cC
occ 66079  |SINNER EDWARD ocC
0cc 66617 |ROBERTSON DAVID M occ
occ 66656 |CAVE CRAIG C occ
0CC 69056 |KOZAK WESS occ
occ 70601 |STARK CALEB B . 0CC
occ 70715 |MEDINA JULIO C occ




occ 71655 |WAGNER JASON P ocC
0ccC 71879  |KELLEY PATRICK D occ
occ 71984  |JACKSON TRACY R occ
occ 72469  |SANDOVAL DAMIAN 0CC
0cC 72769 |ROSS TYLER A 0CC
ocC 72779  |APPLEGATE SCOTT D occ
occ 73018 |COOK DEVIN 0cC
occ 73243 |STRONG CORY L 0cC
0CC 73521 |JACKSON QUENTIN D 0cC
0ce 73677 |GUZMAN-RAMIREZ JAVIER 0CC
occ 73749 |DUMARCE AMOS T 0CC
oce 73753  |ARMENDARIZ DANIEL 0cc
occ 74149 |PETERSON RANDY S 0CC
occ 74153  |TAFOLLA-SOLORIO MAGDALENO 0cc
0cC 74749 |SMITH CHRISTIAN A 0cc
ocC 74768  |MINOR MARVELL 0CC
oce 74870 |WYNNE LONTINUS C occ
occ 74920 |BROADWATER DANA W occ
occ 75235 |HARRIS [RVIN B 0CC
occ 75282  |CASTOR MICHAEL P 0CC
occ 75415 |FRENCH JOSHUA M occ
occ 75713 |ROLLING WAYNE D occ
occ 75715 |KELLOGG DWIGHT occ
0ce 75739 |COOPER TARON D occ
occ 75903 |HODGE ROGER A 0cC
oce 75964 |FORD CAMERON T 0CC
occ 76127 |KERCHEVALAJS 0cC
occ 76537 |CARPENTER SCOTT A 0cC
occ 76882 |BRIDGMON KENNETH A occ
occ 76886 |HOLBERT KHYRE D 0cC
occ 76932 |LYNCH LARRY N occ
occ 76952 |MARTINEZ GABRIAL L 0CC
occ 77021 |FRANKLIN DEVRON D occ
occ 77085 |BANK MICHAELT, 0cC
occ 77343 |MUELLER MARVIN D 0cc
occ 77510 |SCOTT LEROYK | occ
occ 77512  |HART HARRY N occ
occ 77592 |DUIS PAULE | occ
0ccC 77618 |BURNS BRENTTON M occ
occ 77646 |ESCH TRENTR | occ
occ 77675 |BORDEN MATTHEW | 0CC
occ 77716  |JONESJAY T | occ
occ 77766 |SHACKELFORD JEROME D 0cc
occ 77849 |ROLDANJOSE occ
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occ 77850 |WOMACK BRIAN J occ
0cC 77888  [WILLIAMS SCOTT E 0cc
0cc 78207  [HENRY LAWRENCE J occ
0CC 78296  |HARDER RYAN M occ
0CC 78313  |SWIFT ANTONIO A occ
occ 78646  |COX PATRICK D 0cC
occ 78928 |CAUDELL CLIFFORD occ
occ 78934 |DAN KEITH A occ
occ 78997  [SETTLES DEANGELO occC
0ccC 79242 [KING JULIUS ocC
occ 79354  |CERVANTES MIGUEL A occ
0cC 79362 |HALLOWELL WILLIAM E 0cC
occ 79474  |JOHNSON DAMIUN D occ
occ 79481 |CASTEELJUSTIN D occC
occ 80075 |LEDWICH MICHAEL G 0cC
TSC 34718  |LYNCH PATRICK B. TSC
TSC 47377  |FREEMAN RODNEY G TSC
TSC 48388  |TAYLOR JOSEPH A TSC
TSC 51328 |MYERS JAMES E TSC
TSC 52931 |BURDETTE DAVID E TSC
TSC 54479  |SIMMONS BRADLEY A TSC
TSC 54605 |ARTHALONEY LANCE R TSC
TSC 54713  |CUNNINGHAM ALFUNTIZE D TSC
TSC 56398 |LIEB BRANDON R TSC
TSC 56626 |MARSHALL DAVID A TSC
TSC 56873 |MURRAY STEVEN TSC
TSC 58634 |BOCKMAN BRIAN W TSC
TSC 58933  |JACKSON ANTHONY L TSC
TSC 61406 |RAMIREZ MICHAEL TSC
TSC 61772 |WELLS COREY W TSC
TSC 61828 |HENDERSON TILLMAN T TSC
TSC 62198 |TURNER LAMAR G TSC
TSC 62675 |MUSE GARY TSC
TSC 63335 |GUZMAN ALEJANDRO B TSC
TSC 63627 |HERNANDEZ MICHAEL A TSC
TSC 63950 |RONDEAUX LEONARD G TSC
TSC 64019 |WABASHAW ELROY L TSC
TSC 64248 |BUCKMAN CHAD TSC
TSC 64403  |FORD TIMOTHY W TSC
TSC 64544  |BROWN RICKY L TSC
TSC 64624  |SCHROEDER PATRICK W T5C
TSC 64687 |LOYD AMOS TSC
TSC 65031 |DOBER DANIEL J TSC
- TSC 65145 _ |BARFIELD ZACHARY L 15C




|GOMEZ FLORENCIO M

TSC 65214  |SELMAN MARK TSC
TSC 65776  |FITZGERALD DAMON E T5C
TSC 66353  |DAVIS STEVE L TSC
TSC 67084  |MUHAMMAD KHALID A TSC
TSC 67456  |GRAY GRAYLIN TSC
TSC 67470  |EPP WILLIAM A TSC
TSC 67749  [ELLIS ROY L TSC
TSC 67933  [FLETCHER BARRY W TSC
TSC 68228 |ADAMS HARRY D TSC
TSC 68399 |ALFORD MARIO D TSC
TSC 68860 |POTTER JEFFERSON D TSC
TSC 69059  |FOSTER JEREMY G TSC
TSC 69305 [JOHNSON JONATHAN L TSC
TSC 69648 |WHITE MICHAEL S TSC
TSC 69829  |SNYDER DANIEL M TSC
TSC 69856  |ELLIS GLENN E TSC
TSC 69865 |MUSE TENIKO § TSC
TSC 70071 |JOHNSON SPENCER R TSC
TSC 70225 |ARMSTRONG PHILLIP A TSC
TSC 70244  |SUMMERVILLE RUSSELL G TSC
TSC 70471  |KELLY AJ) TSC
TSC 70616 |CRAVEN DAVID J TSC
TSC 70692  |ZIMBELMAN GERALD A TSC
TSC 70848  [FILIP GARY EDWARD TSC
TSC 71197  |ALLEN LLOYD E TSC
TSC 71235  |LARA JOSE ANTONIO TSC
TSC 71292 |BROWN MARVIN L TSC
TSC 71332 ISANTOS ANGEL M TSC
TSC 71398  |FLORES RAMON R TSC
TSC 71455 |CROSS SHAWN L TSC
TSC 71556  |COLLINS SHON L TSC
TSC 71560  |STARKS TYRONE ALAN TSC
TSC 71673 |WOODWARD PHILLIP D TSC
TSC 71788 | |HOWLEY PATRICK M TSC
TSC 72146 | |DUBRAY CURTIS R TSC
TSC 72284 | |WILLIAMS CAMERON O TSC
TSC 72362 | |[THOMAS DANIEL D TSC
TSC 72481 | |[ESKRIDGE DARYL D TSC
TSC 72632 [|PERRY LONNIE L TSC
TSC 72654 ||TUNENDER ANTHONY J TSC
TSC 72699 ||HENDERSON THOMAS TSC
TSC 72753  ||LASTRA DAVID J TSC
TSC 72791 ﬁHUNTJAMES M. TSC
_TsC 72967 TSC
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TSC 72982 |BUMANN JUSTIN T. TSC
TSC 73304 |PEARSON MARLON R TSC
TSC 73365 |SHAFER ARTHUR D TSC
TSC 73432 |SANDERS BRENT M TSC
TSC 73519  |WASHINGTON RASHAD TSC
TSC 73526 |GONZALEZ BENJAMIN TSC
TSC 73553  |HARDY FRANK TSC
TSC 73648 |STACKEN DAREND TSC
TSC 73655 |JOHNS CODY A TSC
TSC 73857 |CRAWFORD JAMEY M TSC
TSC 73915 |BENNETT AARRON A TSC
TSC 73987 |BUTLER ROBERT TSC
TSC 74016 |ESPINOZA ANDREW L TSC
TSC 74025 |MCEVOY DANIEL E TSC
TSC 74035 JCASTILLAS DAVID G TSC
TSC 74053 |HALLCHADE TSC
TSC 74110 |GODOY ROBERT TSC
TSC 74115 |HERNANDEZ CHAZ B TsC
TSC 74270 ' |MILLS TODD A TSC
TSC 74486  |ROBERTSON ANTHONY TSC
TSC 74501  |FRAZIER WILLIEC TSC
TSC 74530 |DAK DANIELD TSC
TSC 74545 |ANTON!O-MANUEL ANTONIO TSC
TSC 74632 |HENDERSON EARLL TSC
TSC 74639  |SCOTT SULLIVAN L TSC
TSC 74736  |HEARN WILLIAM C TSC
TSC 74894  |TERRILL JOSHUA TSC
T5C 74943  |BURNS SHANE T TSC
TSC 75137 |MERCER RYAN D TSC
TSC 75147  |SIEBEN DOUGLAS T5C
TSC 75187  |FIELDS-CARR JAMAL T5C
TSC 75204 |KEYSJASONT T5C
TSC 75243  |MERCHANT THOMAS P TSC
TSC 75368  |STEPHENS MICHAEL T TSC
TSC 75468 |MCGUIRE SHAWN A TSC
TSC 75545  |BARRETT SEAN M ' TSC
TSC 75554  |LYLE ANDREW L TSC
TSC 75559  |JENSEN ALLEN W TSC
TSC 75569  |WITTJAMES L TSC
TSC | 75570 |MEADE BRIAND TSC
TSC 75571 |NEWMAN STEWART O TSC
TSC 75590 |MORGAN DANIEL TSC
TSC 75615 |BARBER MARCUS M '3 TSC
TSC 75625  |MENDOZA CARLOS TSC




TSC 75628 |VALVERDE PAULA TSC
T5C 75648  |DAVIS JASON C TSC
TSC 75662  |FRANK JEFFRY J TSC
TSC 75695 |HENDERSON SCOTT A TSC
TSC 75806 |ABBOTT ROGERS TSC
TSC 75845 |CHUOL GATDET G TSC
TSC 75862  |WALKER ERIC D TSC
TSC 75899 |RUEGGE LARRY L TSC
TSC 75930 |HADAN MITCHEL L TSC
TSC 75939 |PEREZ EDWIN A TSC
TSC 75942 |GARZA CHARLIE C TSC
TSC 76012  |ESCAMILLA ANTHONY D TSC
TSC 76018 |PIGEE DAMON D TSC
TSC 76039 |WILLIAMS ERICE TSC
TSC 76056  |ROSAS JOSE P TSC
TSC 76193  |LEWISJOSHUA TSC
TSC 76253  |PHILLIPS TYRESE TSC
TSC 76338  |FETTIG THOMAS TSC
TSC 76402 |MEYER DARRELL G TSC
TSC 76489 |HECKARD GREGORY L TSC
TSC 76498 |BROWN LENARIS TSC
TSC 76565 |GUERRACECILF TSC
TSC 76600 |CARMONA JOSE TSC
TSC 76621 |PRATER RODNEY L TSC
TSC 76680  |FILS SHELTON W TSC
TSC 76716 |GONZALEZ LUIS A TSC
TSC 76727 |LANTZ RONALD L TSC
TSC 76899 |ELSEMAN RYAN M TSC
TSC 76942 |CALDWELL RUSTY T TSC
TSC 76996 |RANGEL LARRY TSC
TSC 77046  |SEBESTA MICHAEL B TSC
TSC 77049 |ELY NICHOLAS) TSC
TSC 77079  |JONES ANTWAN TSC
TSC 77120  |PRICE TIMOTHY P TSC
TSC 77125  |PAINTER LARRY L TSC
TSC 77184 |WATTSJOSHC TSC
TSC 77231 |SHORT MARVIN D TSC
TSC 77244 |DANIEL JOHN E TSC
TSC 77285 |MCDERMOTT PABLO ) TSC
T5C 77292 |PATNODE MICHAEL A TSC
TSC 77306 |REYES REUBEN J TSC
TSC 77310 |FRAMPTON-WYNNE TERRY TSC
TSC 77313  |PATTON MARQUS ! TSC
L Jsc 77327 |HANAN JASON M TSC
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TSC 77378  |CRABLE MATTHEW J TSC
TSC 77392  |MCNICHOLS ANTONIO T TSC
TSC 77451  |LARKOWSKI MICHAEL K TSC
TSC 77452 |ANGULO MARCO A TSC
TSC 77488 |VARGAS JOSE A TSC
TSC 77536 |OBST LONNIE L TSC
TSC 77545  |KIRK RICARDO TSC
TSC 77554 |ORVIS DERRICK K TSC
TSC 77574 |MCGOWAN TIM E TSC
TSC 77586 |PROROK CHUCK E TSC
TSC 77609  |GREENWOOD RYAN S TSC
TSC 77630 |CAMACHO RAY N TSC
TSC 77642  |SAVERY JAMES S TSC
TSC 77834 |CHANDLER SHAD A TSC
TSC 77848  |FUENTES TIMOTHY L TSC
TSC 77871  |MORRIS SHANE M TSC
TSC 77907 |ADAMS JESSE C TSC
TSC 77941 |CRAVEN JAMES L TSC
TSC 77943  |AMERSON HORACE L TSC
TSC 77985 |RYAN CORBIN J TSC
TSC 78032  |LANER JAKE E TSC
TSC 78061 |PATTANGALLDOUGLASD TSC
TSC 78137 |MEYERS JOHN TSC
TSC 78163 |CULPEPPER TROY TSC
TSC 78203 |TORPY JEREMY TSC
TSC 78215 |NEEMEYER MICHAEL TSC
TSC 78337  |KNUTSON SHAD M TSC
TSC 78350  |SMITH PHILIP F TSC
TSC 78358 |ROBINSON DARSHAWN D TSC
TSC 78366 |HARROD STEVEN | TSC
TSC 78373  |MAJORS MICHAEL TSC
TSC 78375 |GOMEZ JEFFREY A TSC
TSC 78432  |SMITH CLARENCE TSC
TSC 78481  |HILL THYLUN M TSC
TSC 78516 |DEXTER MARKE T TSC
TSC 78517  |GARCIA DANNY J TSC
TSC 78569  |NIEVES-LEYVA ARTEMIO TSC
TSC 78590 [JARMAN RICHARD A TSC
TSC 78594 |BROWN KEVIN A ! TSC
TSC 78609 [MUMIN DUKHAN - TSC
TSC 78623  |RODRIQUEZ-SHELLY TRISTIAN R TSC
TSC 78726  |BRUMBAUGH RYAN J T5C
TSC 78756  |WARDLOW RUSSELL TSC
TSC 78757  |TOLBERT ANGELO D ] Tsc




TSC 78770 |TURNER ENDRE B TSC
TSC 78806 |WALLACE JESSE J TSC
TSC 78838  |LYNN DENNIS | TSC
TSC 78844  |ALFORD CLINTUS J TSC
TSC 78885 |MARTINEZ ADRIAN TSC
TSC 78901  |KUEHN MARK D TSC
TSC 78929  |HARRIS WILLIAM T TSC
TSC 78942  |CHURCHICH RAYMOND L TSC
TSC 78949  |RUSSELL BILLY T5C
TSC 79033  |THARP JOHN P TSC
TSC 79083  JWASHINGTON ANTHONY D TSC
TSC 79093  |BALLEW JOSHUA D TSC
TSC 79101 |BYRD JEFFREY E TSC
TSC 79116  |HISKETT JAMES D TSC
TSC 79178  |FITZGERALD CHADRICK J TSC
TSC 79255 |VANCE JERIMIAH L TSC
TSC 79267 |EATON REX W TSC
TSC 79347 |GRAFE DONALD TSC
TSC 79470 |GRIFFIN DEVAUGHN J TSC
TSC 79529  |SHEPHERD ROSS T T5C
TsC 79544  |HINRICHSEN MATTHEW G TSC
TSC 79558 |VANACKEREN JOSHUA M TSC
TSC 79559 |NELSON ROBERTH TSC
TSC 80010 |WAGNER KAYLA T TSC
WEC 64280 |SEARS BRIAN A WEC
WEC 73088 |DOUGLAS ANGELO WEC
WEC 76058 |ROBINSON XAVIER M WEC
WEC 76885 |CHEATAMS NATHAN R WEC
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Begin Date TRD Violation Desc
5/19/2011 | 6/17/2021 |THEFT-RECVNG/OPER MV AVOID ARR
11/29/2011 | 5/25/2017 |[THEFT RECVNG/ATT THEFT RECVNG
5/1/2012 11/9/2014  |pOSS DEADLY WEAPN/PROHBTD PRSN
1/29/2014 4/2/2019  |POSS DW BY PROH PERSON
4/2172014 | 4/19/2017 |pOSS DEAD WEAPON/TERROR THREAT
5/6/2014 | 10/18/2018 |pOSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
1/26/2006 | 3/28/2015 |THREATS/THEFT-RECVNG/HAB CRIM
3/23/2010 2/5/2018  |DISCHARGE FIREARM AT DWELLING
6/24/2010 | 6/19/2016 |POSS DEADLY WEAPON PROHIB PRSN
772772010 | 3/5/2017  |POSSESSION OF CRACK COCAINE
11/24/2010 | 8/13/2019 |POSSESSION METHAMP 10-27 GRAMS
3/31/2011 | 2/15/2017 |POSSESSION OF METH 10-27 GRAMS
4/26/2011 | 2/22/2017 |INTENTIONAL DISCHARGE OF FA
10/26/2011 | 10/22/2014 |POSS METH 10-27 GRAMS/OBSTRUCT
11/29/2011 | 11/26/2014 |POSSESS FIREARM PROHIB PERSON
1/11/2012 | 12/19/2014 |pOSS Wi/ DEL COCAINE-TAX STAMP
171772012 9/3/2014  |POSS DEADLY WPN, UNATH USE FIN
2/7/2012 | 11/16/2014 |POSSES DEADLY WPN BY PROH PRSN
2/21/2012 5/21/2019 |pOSS FA BY. PROHIBITED PERSON
5/21/2012 | 5/10/2018 |POSSESS FIREARM BY PRHBTD PRSN
5/21/2012 | « 5/19/2015 |[POSS FIREARM BY PROHBTED PRSN
4/8/2013 9/27/2014  |FALSE INFO/SEX OFF REG VIOLATE
10/11/2013 |  4/6/2015  |DUI.15+ 3RD OFFENSE
21772012 | 10/14/2016 |POSSESS METH 10-27 GRAMS
12/19/2012 | 5/30/2015 |pOSS DEADLY WEAPON/PROHIBITED
2/8/2005 1/9/2015  |POSSESS BURGLAR'S TOOLS/HAB CR
5/18/2006 | 11/28/2015 |ATTEMPTED BURGLARY-HAB CRIMINL
5/2472006 | 12/15/2015 |THEFT RECVNG STOL PROP-HAB CRI
4/19/2010 | 3/21/2017 |ASSAULT 2ND DG/USE OF FIREARM
7/18/2011 | 5/19/2015 |ASSAULT 2ND DG/USE DEADLY WEAP
1/17/2012 | 7/29/2015  |VISL DEPICT/SEX EXPLICIT COND
3/12/2012 | 1/18/2017 |MANU/DIST OR POSS W/I COCAINE
3/13/2012 | 11/3/2015 |[POSSESS F/A BY PROHIBITED PRSN
4/11/2012 | 3/20/2015 |[POSSESSION DEADLY WEAPON/FELON
7/20/2012 | 6/27/2015 |pOSS FIREARM BY PROHBTD PERSON
8/8/2012 6/4/2015  |POSS DEADLY WEAP PROHBTED PRSN
12/19/2012 | 5/30/2016 |[POSS DEADLY WEAPON PROHBTD PRS
3/25/2013 | 2/25/2017 |[POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
7/13/2006 | 9/17/2018 |POSS METH/POSS METH-HAB CRIMIN
1/22/2009 9/8/2032  |ASSAULT 2ND DG/USE DDLY WEAPON
3/9/2012 3/1/2015  |POSS DEADLY WPN BY PRHBTED PRS
1/29/2013 | 8/16/2021 |MANSLAUGHTER,POSS DEADLY WEAP
1/30/2014 | 1i/9/2021 |pOSS WEAPON PROHIBITED PERSON




1/30/2014 | 1/14/2028 |ASSLT 2ND DEG/UDW COM FEL-GUN
1/31/2014 7/3/2022  |pOSS DW BY PROHIBITED PERSON
2/18/2014 1/1/2051  ISEX ASLT CHILD X2/INCEST-X2
3/11/2014 | 3/10/2026 |CRIMINAL IMPERSONATION
2/24/2014 | 10/29/2022 |POSSESSION METH
2/19/2014 1/2/2024  |ROBBERY/USE FIREARM TO COM FEL
2/26/2014 15T DEG MURDER-2/USE DW COM FE
2/26/2014 MURDER 1ST X2/POS DW/MANSLHTER
3/10/2014 | 3/18/2046  [SEX ASLT CHILD-1ST DEG/VIS DEP
3/20/2014 MURDER1ST/UFA/POSS F/A PROH PR
3/27/2014 | 7/26/2026 |ROBBERY/POSS FIREARM PROH PRSN
3/31/2014 | 6/22/2045 |SEXUAL ASSAULT CHILD 1ST DEG
4/1/2014 5/7/2021  |POSS FIREARM/TERROR THREATS
4/9/2014 2/15/2033  |ROBBERY %2/USE WEAP/FALSE IMP
4/16/2014 | 10/19/2050 |SEXUAL ASSAULT CHILD 1ST DEG
4/17/2014 12/1/2030  |MANU/DIST/POSS W/I-COCAINE X 3
4/17/2014 1/21/2033  |MANU/DIS/PQSS CRACK/POSS WEAPN
4/16/2014 2/1/2027  |ASLT 2ND DEG/POSS D/W PROH PER
4/16/2014 2/2/2027  |POSS D/W BY PROHIBITED PERSON
4/17/2014 | 6/25/2028 |ATT ASSAULT/USE WEAPON/THREATS
4/17/2014 7/23/2032  |DISCH GUN/USE WEAP/CARRY WEAPN
4/23/2014 | 7/24/2032 |SEX ASSLT 3RD/VISUAL DEPICTION
5/5/2014 2/6/2041  |SEX ASSAULT CHILD 3RD DEG/PRIO
5/5/2014 3/6/2017  |POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
5/6/2014 MURDER 15T X 3/USE WEAPON X 3
5/19/2014 3/30/2024 |POSS DEADLY WEAPON (HABITUAL)
5/13/2014 | 5/28/2017 |pOSS WEAPN/POSS MACH-SHORT GUN
5/21/2014 | 4/25/2028 ISEXUAL ASSAULT CHILD 1ST DEG
5/21/2014 |  2/5/2017  |pOSS FIREARM BY PROHIBITED PER B
5/28/2014 6/6/2033  |TERRORISTIC THREATS (HABITUAL)
5/29/2014 MURDER X3/USE WEAP X3/P0SS WEA
5/29/2014 2/7/2024  |ASSLT BY CONFINED PER-HABITUAL
5/29/2014 | 3/28/2018 |MANU/DIST/POSS W/I DISTRIBUTE
6/2/2014 9/18/2017 |POSS GUN-PROHIB PERSON/POSS CS
6/3/2014 3/12/2020 |pOSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
6/5/2014 9/15/2021  |OPER MV/POSS FIREARM/POSS METH
6/10/2014 | 12/5/2043  |pOSS FIREARM/ASSLT OFF/RESIST
6/12/2014 | 9/15/2025 |[FELON-POSS/ATT FELON-POSS X 3
10/22/1993 | 2/13/2029 |ARSON 2ND DEGREE l
4/4/2001 8/8/2015  |SEX ASLT CHILD 1ST DG-HAB CRIM
6/29/2001 | 11/11/2039 |MURDER 2ND/POSSESS CS W-I DEL
8/21/2001 | 6/18/2028 |MANSLAUGHTER-HABITUAL CRIMINAL
1/15/2002 | 7/22/2016 |SEX ASLT OF CHILD SUBSEQUENT.
4/a/2002 11/27/2071 |POSSESSION COCAINE/THEFT-RCVNG
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2/21/2003 8/6/2020  |SEXUAL ASSAULT OF A CHILD
7/28/2004 2/2/2015  |ROBBERY-HABITUAL CRIMINAL
1/28/2005 | 7/27/2064  |KIDNAP/SEX ASLT 1ST-2ND OFFENS
4/26/2005 | 2/17/2040 |SEX ASLT CHILD SUBS/SEX ASLT 1
6/28/2005 | 9/4/2071  |THRTS/ASLT 2D/ASLT OFCR-HAB CR
7/28/2005 1/2/2044  |THEFT-RCVNG/POS FIN TRAN DV-HC
4/18/2006 | 12/8/2035 |ROBB/ATT ROBB/HABITUAL CRIM
10/31/2006 | 2/1/2031  |1ST DEG SEX ASSLT/MINOR
5/15/2007 5/27/2045 |ROB/USE WPN/FLS IMPR-HAB CRIM
10/4/2007 | 9/22/2025 |POSSESS METH-HABITUAL CRIMINAL
12/18/2007 | 12/8/2032  |SEX ASLT CHILD 3RD DG 2ND OFF
11/29/2007 | 5/22/2017  |pOSS FTA/POSS METHAMP-HAB CRIM
4/30/2008 | 9/12/2017 |ASLT 2ND-HAB CRIMINAL/ESCAPE
3/3/2009 7/27/2018  |SEX ASLT ON CHILD 2ND DG/PRIOR
3/12/2009 |  7/3/2027  |POSS METH/TERR THRTS/USE OF FA
8/7/2009 2/24/2015 |POS METH W-| DIST/DIST COUNTER
1/25/2010 3/1/2049  |SEX ASSAULT 1ST DEGREE-CHILD
3/30/2010 | 7/16/2019 |ROBBERY/USE OF A WEAPON
6/3/2010 | 12/14/2019 |ROBBERY/USE OF DEADLY WEAPON
8/16/2010 2/8/2075  |KIDNAPPING/USE FA COMMIT FELNY
8/18/2010 | 12/8/2020 |TER THRTS/USE DDLY WPN/CRUELTY
8/24/2010 | 9/26/2024 |DEL/INTENT DEL COCAINE BASE
10/12/2010 | 1/22/2021 |AVOID ARR/TAMPER/DRV DUR REV
11/15/2010 | 11/25/2022 |SEX ASLT CHILD 3RD DG PRIOR
11/23/2010 |  4/2/2018  |ASLT 1ST/USE FA/ATT ROBBERY
5/31/2011 | 6/22/2029 |SEX ASLT CHILD 3RD DG/CHILD AB
6/13/2011 8/8/2016  |pOS W-I DEL METH/POS WPN/DSCHG
2/2/2011 6/21/2047 |SEXUAL ASSAULT OF CHILD 1ST DG
6/20/2011 | 9/12/2059 |ATTEMPTED ROBBERY
1/29/2013 | 9/26/2015 |FORGERY 2ND DG/TERROR THREATS
8/25/2011 9/3/2031  |ASLT 2ND DG/DISCHARG FA DWELLG
9/9/2011 6/6/2015  |TER THRTS/USE DDLY WPN/FLS IMP
11/21/2011| 9/21/2023 |ROBBERY/USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON
12/29/2011 | 3/16/2020 |ROBBERY X3, DISCH FA BLDG/VEH
1/19/2012 3/5/2017  |pOSS D/W BY PRHBITED PERSON
1/23/2012 7/3/2017  |SEX ASSLT 1ST X2; VSL DEPICT
2/14/2012 | 11/12/2023 |pPOSSESS F/A BY PROHBTED PERSON
3/6/2012 | 12/21/2027 [SEXUAL ASSAULT OF CHILD 1ST
4/4/2012 12/24/2050 |MURDER 2ND DEGREE, USE WEAPON
4/16/2012 | 8/22/2033 |POSS DEADLY WEAP, TT, USE WPN
5/8/2012 | 12/11/2038 |SEXAUL ASSAULT/CHILD 1SST DEG
7/11/2012 4/4/2042  |SEXUAL ASSAULT/CHILD 1ST DEGRE
8/28/2012 | 2/23/2044  |ASSAULT 1ST,USE F/A COMMIT FEL
9/4/2012 | 10/25/2026 |UNLWFL DISCH FA, USE FA COMMIT




11/7/2012 7/6/2018  |pOSS METHAMPHETAMINE
11/8/2012 8/9/2021  |ATT 1ST DG MRDR/USE FA COM FLN
12/17/2012 |  4/29/2019  |POSS MARIJ,DOM ASSLT,THEFT REC
12/21/20127| 8/18/2021 |VISUAL DEPICT/SEX EXPLICIT X3
172872013 | 3/14/2022 |pPOSSESS CONT SUB-COCAINE BASE
1/24/2013 8/2/2018  [TERR THREATS/POSS DEAD WPN PRH
2/4/2013 3/1/2167  |HUMN TRAFF MINR SEX ACT/SEX AS
2/22/2013 8/1/2022  |ATT ASSLT 2ND/USE DEAD WEAP
4/11/2013 10/9/2022  |DISTRIBUTE C/S IN SCHOOL ZONE
4/16/2013 | 8/22/2024  |ATT ASSAULT/USE OF DEADLY WEAP
8/16/2013 | 6/25/2027 |ATT ROBBERY/POSS WEAP/MANSLAUG
8/21/2013 4/8/2023  |POSS WEAPON/ASSLT BY CONF PERS
10/18/2013 | 3/26/2017 [pOSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
11/6/2013 4/4/2043  |SEXUAL ASSAULT/CHILD 1ST DEG
11/18/2013 | 6/5/2045 |ROBBERY X 5/USE WEAP/POSS WEAP
1/14/2014 12/8/2016  |POSS WEAPON PROHIBITED PERSON
4/30/2014 174/2048  |AID/ABET POSS GUN/ACC-MURDER
571972014 | 12/13/2017 {DISTRIBUTE C/S TO MINOR X 2
4/12/2001 2 DEG ROBBERY/1 DEG ROBBERY
7/27/1999 DUI - MANSLAUGHTER
6/25/2005 | 1/23/2039 |FORGERY 6 CNTS/UNAUTH USE FTD
12/2/2005 | 3/13/2030 |BURGLARY/CRIMINAL POSSESS-FTD
6/20/2006 11/8/2029  |CHILD ABUSE
8/23/2007 9/7/2015  |BURGLARY 3 CNTS
9/14/2009 | 1/26/2021 |POSSESS CONTROLLED SUB-METH
6/8/2010 7/13/2023  |POSS METH 10-27 GMS/DEL C/S
AID/ABET MURDER 2ND DEGREE
9/21/2011 2/4/2024  |POSSESS METH 28-139 GRAMS
12/14/2011 | 10/18/2026 |THEFT BY DECEPTION 3 CNTS
6/6/2012 1/2/2020  |ATT ROBBERY/USE WEAPON
6/30/2012 | 10/19/2017 |POSSES METH/ATTEMPTED BURGLARY
172372013 | 4/20/2072 |CONSP SEX ASSAULT/PORNOGRAPHY
10/1/2013 | 11/17/2019 |pOSS FIREARM PROHIB PERSON
10/25/2013 | 10/9/2023  |pOSSESS METH 28-139 GRAMS
1/10/2014 | 12/25/2022 |USE OF FIREARM TO COMMIT FELNY
3/19/2014 2/3/2024  |POSSESS CONTROL SUB-METH/HAB
3/27/2014 | 11/17/2018 JUNLAW/INT DISCH FIREARM/ASSAUL
471072014 | 2/25/2037 |pOSS DEDLY'WPN PRHB PER/ARSON
5/20/2014 | 5/19/2017 |POSS FIREARM PROHBT PERSON 1ST
8/5/2011 9/22/2021  |USE FA/UNLWFL DSCRG FA/STLN FA
11/30/2011 | 6/5/2061  |ATT ROBBERY/ASSLT/USE OF WPN
9/12/2012 | 12/13/2051 |MURDER 2ND/USE DEAD WPN (GUN)
3/13/2013 5/3/2017  |ATT ASSAULT. 1ST DEG/USE WEAPON
6/5/2013 2/2/2018  |ROBBERY X 4/USE OF WEAPON
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10/30/2013 |  1/29/2018  |ROBBERY X4/USE WEAP COMMIT FEL
3/12/2014 | 7/18/2030 |ROB/UFA COM F/FLS IMP/P STL FA
5/8/2014 5/14/2026  |ROBBERY/USE DEADLY WEAPON
6/16/2014 | 7/16/2043 |THREATS/ASSLT 1ST/USE FIREARM
11/23/1993 ASSLT-1STDEG/SEXL ASSLT-1W/HB
12/30/1996 | 5/28/2021 |THEET-RCVNG/DRY AVD ARRST
7/24/1998 | 5/13/2019 |ASLT 1ST DG/USE DDLY WPN
10/13/1998 | 12/30/2032 |POSSESSION FA BY FELON-HC
11/20/2000 |  10/7/2027  |SEX ASSAULT OF CHILD 2ND OFFEN
10/22/2001 | 6/20/2021 |FORG 2ND DG(HC) MANSLAUGHTER
4/8/2002 8/2/2019  |THEFT BY RECEIV/POSS CNT SUBS
3/12/2002 | 3/29/2047 |ATT SEX ASLT/SEX ASLT 1 DEG
11/21/2003 | 5/28/2033 |MURDER 2ND DG/USE DEADLY WEAPN
10/16/2002 | 10/27/2025 |[BURG-HAB CRIM/TERR THRT/US F/A
4/29/2003 | 1/25/2023  |ROBBERY-HABITUAL CRIMINAL
9/16/2003 | 7/24/2033  |ROBBERY/BURGLARY
11/4/2003 | 9/15/2028 |DELIVER METH/DELIVER MJ-H.C.
1/12/2004 6/7/2033  |THEFT BY DECEPTION-HABIT CRIM
1/15/2004 | 1/26/2021 |BURGLARY/HABITUAL
5/7/2004 8/24/2021 |2 CTS 1ST SEX ASSLT/2CTS CHILD
12/27/2004 MURDER 1ST DG/USE DEADLY WEAPN
3/4/2005 5/22/2029 |ROBBERY/USE WEAPON/POSS WEAPON
4/11/2005 | 5/29/2017  [SEXUAL ASSAULT OF CHILD 2ND
12/7/2006 | 9/25/2014  |POSS W/I DELIVER MARIUANA-H C
9/8/2005 6/17/2015  |POSS METH-H.C./THEFT RECEIVING
9/29/2005 | 11/12/2016 |THEFT BY DECEPTION-HAB CRIMINL
3/21/2006 | 5/27/2020 |ASLT OFFICER 3RD DG-HAB CRIMIN
5/24/2006 | 5/15/2023 [BURG/HAB CIRM/A ESCP/POSS FA
5/26/2006 | 12/19/2037 |ASLT 2ND/USE WPN/POS WPN-HAB C
6/22/2006 | 1/15/2017 |BURGLARY-HABITUAL CRIMINAL
10/2/2006 | 12/30/2020 |ROBBERY-HABITUAL CRIMINAL
10/23/2006 | 11/20/2018 |ROBBERY-HABITUAL CRIMINAL
3/6/2007 | 11/10/2017 |ROBBERY-HABITUAL CRIMINAL
5/2/2007 2/10/2019  |POS BURGLAR TOOLS-HAB CRIMINAL
10/22/2007 |  4/8/2017  |POSSESS METH/THEFT BY RECEIVNG
12/13/2007 | 12/9/2030  |THEFT BY TAKING-HABITUAL CRIM
2/8/2008 | 12/22/2022 |ROBBERY/ATT ROBBERY-HAB CRIMIN
5/19/2008 6/2/2020  |ROBBERY-HABITUAL CRIMINAL
5/13/2008 3/24/2030 |BURGLARY
7/11/2008 | 12/13/2022 |BURGLARY/THEFT TAKING-HAB CRIM
2/19/2009 | 11/24/2021 |[POMESTIC ASSAULT 3RD DEGREE
11/19/2008 SODOMY 1ST DG-SEX W/PERSON <14
7/9/2009 9/3/2043  |AT ROBBERY/USE WPN/TERR THRTS

11/6/2008

ATT INDECENT LIBERTIES W/CHILD




10/5/2009 | 2/22/2016 |BURGLARY/THEFT-REC/LV INJ ACC
11/5/2009 | 5/16/2019 |pOS COC 28-140 GRMS W/I DELIVR
11/13/2009 | 4/18/2030 |BURGLARY-H.C./BURGLARY
12/7/2009 1/26/2037  |SEXUAL ASSAULT ON CHILD 1ST DG
4/22/2010 7782022 [POSSESSION METH 28-139 GRAMS
5/4/2010 12/8/2044  |ASSAULT 2ND DEG/USE D/W FELONY
6/1/2010 8/14/2016  |THEFT-TAKING/POSS FA PROHIBIT
10/12/2011 | 5/11/2023  |BURGLARY/THEFT-TKNG/HAB CRIMIN
8/11/2010 | 4/25/2057 |MURDER 2ND DEG/USE DEADLY WEAP
8/26/2010 | 3/22/2020 |pOSS METHAMPHET 28-139 GRAMS
9/22/2010 4/26/2022  |ATTEMPTED ROBBERY-HAB CRIMINAL
10/28/2010 | 3/27/2020  [POSSESSION OF METHAMPHETAMINE
5/21/2010 ASSAULT 1ST DEGREE
12/14/2010 | 11/29/2027 |ROBBERY/USE OF DEADLY WEAPON
1/5/2011 8/5/2041  |DISCH F/A/USE D/W COMM FELONY
1/10/2011 | 4/10/2043  |SEX ASSAULT ON CHILD 1ST DEGR
8/9/2010 7/20/2030  |STRANGULATION/DOM ASTL 2ND DG
1/31/2011 1/27/2031  |SEXUAL ASSAULT OF CHILD 1ST DG
3/18/2011 | 10/27/2021 |BURGLARY/POSS FA/BURGLARY VOP
3/29/2011 | 2/14/2023  |pPOSS FA BY PROHIB PERSON-H.C.
3/30/2011 | 5/16/2018 |DISCHARGE OF FA/ATT MURDER 2ND
4/7/2011 7/30/2025 |POSS DDLY WPN PROH PRSN/DISCHG
4722/2011 | 9/20/2055 |SEXUAL ASSAULT ON CHILD 15T DG
5/4/2011 3/12/2018 |DISTR COCANE BASE NEAR SCHOOL
572472011 | 10/13/2025 |POSSESS METHAMPHET 10-27 GRAMS
5/27/2011 | 7/29/2030 |ASLT 1ST/USE WPN/AT ROBB/DISCH
6/3/2011 9/23/2025 |ROBBERY/USE OF DEADLY WEAPON
6/10/2011 | 12/12/2028 |SEX ASLT 1ST/VIS DEPIC/SEX ASL
6/15/2011 9/7/2028  |SEX ASLT CHILD 1ST DG/SEX ASLT
6/16/2011 | 6/10/2018 |SEXUAL ASSAULT ON CHILD 3RD DG
7/5/2011 5/24/2019 |DIST OXYCODONE NEAR SCHOOL
7/5/2011 11/7/2015 |ASSAULT 1ST DG/USE OF FIREARM
77772011 | 12/19/2015 |pOS COCAINE 10-28 GRMS W/I DEL
6/30/2011 | 1171972025 [OPER MV AVOID ARR-H.C./DUS
[ 7/12/2011 2/6/2026  |ROBBERY/USE OF DEADLY WEAPON
~7/19/2011 | 10/20/2018 |TERR THREATS/USE DEADLY WEAPON
7/20/2011 6/9/2023  |ROBBERY/USE OF DEADLY WEAPON
8/5/2011 | 7/14/2035 |ATT ROBBERY/USE DEADLY WEAPON
8/9/2011 9/10/2025 |ASLT 2ND DG/POS WPN PROH PERSN
8/31/2011 1/21/2019  |POSS BASE COCAINE 10-27 GRAMS
9/12/2011 | 3/10/2017 |VIS DEPIC SEX COND/SEX ASLT-CH
9/13/2011 MURDER 1ST DG/USE WPN/CONSPIRC
9/23/2011 | 3/13/2035 |ASLT 2ND DG/ASLT 1STDG/USE WP
9/23/2011 | 3/10/2021 |ASSAULT 2ND DG/USE DEADLY WEAP

211



212

9/30/2011 MURDER 2ND DEG/USE F/A COM FEL
10/3/2011 | 11/1/2023  |THEFT BY RCVNG STOLEN PROP H.C
9/28/2011 | 2/11/2031 |BURGLARY-H.C./ASLT OFCR-HAB CR
10/11/2011 | 10/10/2061 |[AT ASLT OFCR/USE WPN/MSCHF-H.C
10/17/2011| 4/5/2031  |pOSS DEADLY WPN PROHIB PERSON
10/25/2011 | 4/30/2031 |ASSAULT 1ST DG/USE DEADLY WEAP
11/2/2011 | 10/23/2021 |ROBBERY/USE DDLY WPN/POS STOLN
11/21/2011 |  6/7/2022  |ROBBERY/USE OF DEADLY WEAPON
11/30/2011 | 11/27/2021 |POSSESS FIREARM PROHBT PERSON
12/2/2011 | 5/25/2017 |pOSS D/W --FALSE IMPRISNMNT
7/5/2012 1/4/2017  |pOSS /S W/I DIST--METH
12/20/2011 | 5/12/2017  |POSS DEAD WEAP PROHBT PERSON
12/29/2011 | 12/26/2015 |pOSS METH 10-27 GRAMS
12/28/2011 | 5/8/2022  |pOSS D/W PRHBT PERSON;USE DW
1/10/2012 | 5/15/2031 |UNLWFUL DISCHG FA/USE FA FELON
12/14/2011|  2/8/2020  |POSS D/W BY PROHIBITED PERSON
1/20/2012 | 10/25/2014 |POSSES D/W BY PROHIBITED PRSON
1/26/2012 | 10/18/2028 |SEXUAL ASSAULT OF CHILD-1ST DE
1/25/2012 | 9/28/2023  |ROBBERY,USE DEADLY WPN COM FEL
1/27/2012 | 11/13/2027 |ATT ASSLT OFFICER/HABITUAL CRI
2/17/2012 2/9/2021  |USE GUN COMMIT FELONY, TT
2/23/2012 | 4/14/2044  |DISCHGE FA OCCUPIED DWELLING
2/23/2012 MURDER,USE DDLY WPN TO COMMT
3/13/2012 3/9/2020  |DISCHRG FA @OCCPD DWLLING
3/15/2012 3/12/2015  |pOSS DEADLY WEAPON BY FELON
3/27/2012 | 2/21/2029  |SEXUAL ASSLT, BURG, USE WPN
3/29/2012 | 8/19/2023 |THEFT RCV STOLEN PROP,BURG,HC
1/17/2012 | 10/9/2016 |POSS DEADLY WPN /PROHBTED PRSN
4/23/2012 | 8/12/2027 |POSS DEADLY WPN/PRHBTED;ASSLT
4/23/2012 | 2/21/2015 |POSS FIREARM BY PROHBTED PERSN
4/4/2012 7/27/2042  |SOR VIOL 2ND, SEX ASSLT CHILD
6/28/2012 11/9/2022  |DEL/INTENT DEL HAZ DRUG-COCAIN
7/13/2012 | 10/18/2039 |[ASSAULT 1;USE DDLY WEAP COMMIT
7/20/2012 7/7/2046  |ASSLT 1SST, USE DDLY WEAP COMM
7/26/2012 | 7/29/2026  |ROBBERY;USE FIREARM COMMIT FEL
8/17/2012 | 7/25/2031 |TERROR THREATS,ASSAULT, USE FA
9/4/2012 | 10/25/2026 |UNLWFL DISCH FA;ATT ASSLT PEAC
8/29/2012 1/9/2015  [POSS DEAD WPN PROHBTED PERSON
9/5/2012 3/1/2018  |POSS FIREARM BY PROHIBIT PERSN
9/17/2012 | 4/16/2018 |POSSESS FIREAM PROHIBIT PERSON
9/12/2012 | 6/19/2017 |POSS F/A PROHBTED PERSON,DUS
9/20/2012 4/19/2020 |ROBBERY;POSSESS DEAD WEAP PROH
9/28/2012 | 3/29/2018 [POSSES FIREARM/PROHIBITED PRSN
9/28/2012 | 7/18/2019 |pOSS DEAD WPN,ASS OFFICER,BURG




10/23/2012 | 4/18/2022  |TAMPERING/HAB CRIM
11/6/2012 4/17/2018 |POSS BASE COCAINE
12/17/2012 | 3/22/2016 |POSS FIREARM PROHBTED PRSN X2
12/31/2012 | 10/3/2041 |TAMPERING WITH WITNESS/TT
1/3/2013 10/13/2022 |POSS CONTL SUBSTANCE-MORPHINE
1/16/2013 | 1/11/2018 |DEL/INTENT DEL MARI/POSS METH
1/22/2013 | 3/15/2022 |POSS C/S-COCAINE BASE
1/22/2013 1/7/2015  |POSSESS FIREARM BY PRHBTED PRS
2/28/2013 6/10/2022  |pOSS CONTROL SUB/HAB CRIM-METH
3/12/2013 | 6/11/2017 |pOSS DEADLY WEAPON BY FELON
3/18/2013 | 5/20/2017 |POSSESS DEADLY WEAPON BY FELON
3/15/2013 | 3/11/2016 |POSS FIREARM,POSS C/S,THEFT
3/21/2013 7/7/2015  |POSS DEADLY WEAPON PROHIB PER
3/25/2013 7/9/2018  |pOSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
4/18/2013 9/24/2035 |MANF/DIST/POSS W/| DEL-COCX 3
4/18/2013 1/12/2016  |POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
4/23/2013 1/5/2018  |POSS STOLEN GUN/POS DEADLY WEP
473072013 | 8/24/2018 |VIOLATE SEX OFF REG ACT 2ND
5/6/2013 11/13/2015 |POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
5/9/2013 | 10/14/2022 |pOSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
572272013 | 1/11/2019 |BURGLARY 2 CNTS/POSS FIREARM
5/28/2013 | 10/12/2018 [POSS DEADLY WEAPON/POSS C/S
6/4/2013 10/28/2017 |THREATS/USE FIREARM/DISTURBING
6/3/2013 | 11/20/2014 |SEX OFF REG VIOL 2ND/THEFT
6/11/2013 | 12/22/2015 |pOSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
6/13/2013 | 9/27/2024 |ATT POSS C/S/THEFT BY TAKING
6/18/2013 1/27/2017  |THEFT BY REC X 2/POSS WEAPON
6/21/2013 | 6/20/2017 |POSS DEFACE/POSS GUN/DEAD WEAP
6/17/2013 3/26/2018 |POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
6/28/2013 1/3/2015  |VIOLATE SEX OFF ACT 2ND OFF
7/9/2013 5/27/2023  |FORGERY 2ND DEG $300-1000
772572013 | 6/23/2018  |THREATS/POSS FIREARM BY PROHIB
772472013 | 4/26/2017 |POSS DEADLY WEAP PROHIBT PRSN
8/2/2013 | 12/15/2019 |ATT ROBBERY X2/USE OF WEAPON
8/2/2013 11/24/2016 |POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
8/5/2013 3/26/2040 |MANSLAUGHER/POSS WEAP/POSS GUN
772472013 | 3/25/2018 |POSS CONT SUB/POSS DEADLY WEAP
8/5/2013 18/5/2027  |CONSPIRACY-THEFT BY TAKING
8/6/2013 8/3/2016  |POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
8/7/2013 2/26/2018 |POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
8/27/2013 2/12/2016  |POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
8/28/2013 | 10/3/2032 |BURGLARY 2 CNTS (HABITUAL X2)
9/12/2013 12/1/2022 |POSSESS CONTROLLED SUB-COCAINE
9/10/2013 1/19/2016 |POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
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9/18/2013 | 11/30/2014 |SEX OFF REG ACT VIOLATIONX 2
10/1/2013 | 4/12/2018 |CRIM MISCHIEF/USE FIREARM-FEL
9/30/2013 | 9/27/2015 |pOSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
10/7/2013 7/17/2018  |POSS DEADLY WEAPON/TAMPERING
10/8/2013 | 9/10/2018 |DOMESTIC/FAL IMP/OBSTR/DIS GUN
10/24/2013 |  2/22/2018 |pOSS FIREARM BY PROHIBITED PER
10/23/2013 |  7/7/2016  [SEX ASSLT VOPR/POSSESS WEAPON
11/4/2013 | 1/30/2015 |VIOLATE SEX OFF ACT 2ND OFF
11/8/2013 4/19/2016  |MANU/DIS/POSS W-I/POSS FIREARM
9/23/2013 8/9/2103  |ROBBERY/WEAPONS/SEX ASSLT/BURL
11/19/2013 |  4/26/2017  |ASSLT OFF/POSS W-1/DEAD WEAPON
12/6/2013 6/6/2018  |POSS MARII/POSS W/INT-COCAINE
12/17/2013 | 11/28/2017 |ATT POS WEAP/THEFT/POSS DEADLY
12/18/2013 |  2/27/2021 |PQSS FIREARM/DUI .15+ 2ND OFF
1/9/2014 1/7/2017  |pOSS FIREARM BY PROHIBITED PER
1/15/2014 | 7/23/2033  |ROBBERY/TAMPER W/WITNESS X2
1/28/2014 | 8/18/2018  |ASLT OFF/UFA TO CF/FLGHT AV AR
1/22/2014 | 1/15/2018  |pOS D/W PROH PER/POS W/I-MARIJ
1/23/2014 1/4/2019  |FRAUDULENT INSURANCE ACT
2/4/2014 1/20/2016  |MANUF/DIS/POS TO DIST-METH
2/12/2014 8/9/2016  |MANUF/DIST/POSS W/ DEL COCAIN
2/5/2014 9/27/2018  |POSS FIREARM PROHIBITED PERSON
2/20/2014 8/5/2018  IDIST CONT SUB NEAR SCHOOL-1ST
2/18/2014 2/24/2018  |MANUF/DIST/POSS W/I COCAINE X2
3/4/2014 8/6/2017  |POSS DEADLY WEAP PROF| PERSON
3/25/2014 | 7/16/2016 |POSS FIREARM PROHIBITED PERSON
3/20/2014 | 5/26/2028  |POSS WEAPON BY PROHIBITED PRSN
3/26/2014 3/24/2016  |POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
4/8/2014 10/19/2017 [POSS WEAPON/ATT ASSLT/POSS CS
5/1/1992 6/20/2018  |ATP ROB/ATP BUR/ ESCP
2/6/2003 MRDR 2D/USE FA/ASLT 1ST
5/29/2002 | 3/29/2021 [ASSAULT BY CONFINED PERSON H.C
2/1/2005 9/6/2014  |POSSESS DEADLY WEAPON-HAB CRIM
4/18/2005 4/6/2019  |BURGLARY
8/4/2006 | 10/24/2016 |DELIVERY OF METHAMPHETAMINE
8/31/2006 | 6/27/2021 |pOSS COCAINE 28-139 GMS-H.C.
9/14/2006 4/5/2016  |BURGLARY-HAB CRIM/POSS COCAINE
10/13/2006 | 11/19/2016 |[POSS AMPHET/POSS FA FELN-HABIT
6/5/2007 3/13/2017  |pOSS METH-HAB CRI/DISTURB PEAC
8/6/2007 6/17/2017  |POSSESS FORGED INSTRUMENT H.C.
9/25/2007 1/5/2016  |THEFT BY RECEIVING-HAB CRIMIN
1/23/2009 | 3/26/2018 |THEFT BY RECVNG STOLN PROP-HC
11/24/2009 | 10/14/2014 |pOSSESS OF COCAINE 28-139 GRMS
12/17/2009 |  3/24/2015 |POSSESS COCAINE 28-139 GRAMS




5/27/2010 | 12/16/2014 |[pOSS DEADLY WEAPON PROHIB PERS
7/2/2010 | 1171472014 |[SEXUAL ASSAULT ON CHILD 3RD DG
8/3/2010 9/18/2018 |ROBBERY
10/29/2010 | 1/12/2019 |FELON IN POSS FA/TERR THREATS
12/17/2010 | 9/26/2017 |ASLT 2ND DG/USE DEADLY WEAPON
12/21/2010 | 3/20/2017 |FORGERY 2ND/POS METH 10-27 GMS _
2/2/2011 6/10/2015 |ROBBERY/USE DEADLY WEAPON/ROB
3/16/2011 | 11/15/2014 |DIST COCAINE BASE NEAR SCHOOL
4/20/2011 6/8/2020  |ASSAULT 2ND DG/USE DEADLY WEAP
5/31/2011 9/4/2015  |POSS METHAMPHET 28-139 GRAMS
6/7/2011 4/20/2016 |ROB-VOP/POS DDLY WPN PROHIB
6/21/2011 | 3/22/2016 |ENTICEMENT/ELECTRONIC COMM DEV
8/19/2011 | 8/15/2014 |POSS FIREARM PROHIBITED PERSON
8/19/2011 10/2/2015 [POSS METHAMPHETAM 28-139 GRAMS
11/29/2011 | 12/1/2015 |POS DDLY WPN/THRTS/FLS IMPRIS
11/29/2011| 9/25/2014  |POS WPN PROHIB PERS/POS W-| DE
12/20/2011 | 7]/28/2018 |ATT ASSLT/POSS D/W PROHBT PRSN
1/3/2012 | 12/29/2014 |POSSES FA BY PROHBITED PERSON
2/21/2012 12/4/2014  |POSS D/W PROHBT PERSN/CRIM IMP
2/29/2012 5/2/2016  |POSS FIREARM BY PROHBTED PERSN
3/20/2012 | 3/16/2017 |TT, ATT ASSLT, USE OF DEADLY
5/4/2012 | 11/22/2016 |ROBBERY, USE OF DEADLY WEAPON
5/3/2012 | O/13/2014 [POSS DEADLY WPN BY PRHBTED PRS
5/9/2012 6/24/2015 |POSS DEADLY WPN/PROHBTED PRSN
6/5/2012 2/15/2017 |POSS CHILD PORN,POSS F/A PRHBT
6/8/2012 3/22/2016 |POSS DEADLY WEAPN/PROHBTED PRS
7/11/2012 | 10/11/2014 |POSS DEADLY WEAP/PRHBTED PRSN
9717/2012 | 2/2/2017 _|SEX OFFENDER REG ACT VIO/SUB
11/9/2012 | 8/27/2015 |p0SS DEADLY WEAPON/PROHIT PER
11/14/2012 | 9/17/2015 |POSS DEADLY WEAPON
11/21/2012 | 3/23/2017 |POSS FA BY PROHB PERSON
11/27/2012 | 4/7/2016  |POSS CONT SUBS/POSS FA PRH PRS
11/7/2012 | 5/13/2015 |POSS DEADLY WEAP PROHBTED PRSN
12/18/2012 | 9/26/2017 |POSSES FIREARM BY PROHBTED PRS
2/4/2013 12/12/2014  |DUI 4TH OFFENSE
272672013 | 9/19/2015 |POSS FIREARM BY PROHBTED PRSN
2/2772013 | 9/21/2017 |POSS DEADLY WEAPON PRHBTD PRSN
3/11/2013 4/9/2017  |POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY FELON
3/13/2013 9/2/2018  |POSSESS DEADLY WEAPON BY FELON
5/22{2014 6/1/2017  |USE FIREARM COMMT FEL/MISCHIEF
3/25/2013 | 9/24/2016 |POSS FIREARM/ASSAULT 3RD DEG
3/28/2013 | 3/25/2016 |pOSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
4j1072013 | 10/6/2015 |pOSS FIREARM/DEFACE FIREARM
4/572013 6/26/2017 |DISTRIBUTE C/S NEAR SCHOOL
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4/15/2013 | 1/30/2019 [POSS W/I DELIVER C/S 2 CNTS
471972013 | 10/18/2017 |YHEFT X 2/POSS DEADLY WEAPON
6/1072013 | 7/27/2015 |POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
6/20/2013 | 10/18/2015 |[POSSESS FIREARM BY PROH PERSON
6/25/2013 | 5/17/2018 |POSS FIREARM BY PROHIB PERSON
8/20/2013 | 3/20/2016 |POSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
10/8/2013 | 11/24/2017 |ACC-ROBBERY/THREATS/DEAD WEAPO
10/8/2013 | 10/25/2015 |VIOLATE SEX OFFENDER ACT 2ND
10/16/2013 | 11/12/2017 |pOSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
11/26/2013 | 11/21/2016 |pOSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
12/17/2013 | 6/8/2018  |DOM ASSLT/USE OF DEADLY WEAPON
12/20/2013 | 10/27/2014 |vIOL SEX OFFENDER REG ACT-2ND
1/13/2014 | 10/14/2014 |[SEX OFFENDER ACT VIOLATION-2ND
1/17/2014 | 5/15/2019 |MANU CS/POSS GUN/DELIVER CS
4/22/2014 | 3/14/2015 |SEX OFFENDER REG ACT VIOL 2ND
12/3/1982 MURDER 1ST DEG /ESCAPE
79726/1995 | 2/16/2040 |ROBBERY-H.C./FA-H.C./ESCP
6/13/1996 | 5/21/2018 |ASSLT-1STDEG{HB)/ASSLT-2DEG/HB
12/17/1997 POSS W/I C/S/USE WEAP/HC
9/22/1999 | 11/24/2133 |sX ASLT 1ST DG/BRGLRY/RBRY/HC
11/7/2000 | 2/27/2050 |ATT ROBBERY/USE FA/ATT MURDER
12/4/2000 | 2/11/2015 |BURGLARY-HABITUAL CRIMINAL
12/8/2000 | 11/21/2023 |pOSS WPN/THRTS/ASLT/USE OF WPN
1/9/2002 4/30/2027  |AT RBRY/ASLT/USE WPN/POSS C S
3/8/2002 | 11/19/2046 [SEXUAL ASSAULT OF A CHILD
5/8/2002 MURDER 1ST/USE WPN/THRTS-H.C.
5/16/2003 | 8/18/2054 |ROBBERY/USE WPN/KIDNAP-H.C.
772172003 | 7/29/2027 |BURGLARY-HABITUAL CRIMINAL
11/30/2004 |  6/6/2039  |USE OF FA/POSS FA-FELON/THREAT
3/2/2005 5/21/2024  |POSSESS W/I DELIVER COCAINE-HC |
3/17/2005 TERRS THRTS/USE WPN /ASLT 2 DG
5/19/2005 | 3/28/2029 |ROBBERY/USE DDLY WPN/ASSLT 2ND
7/6/2005 5/8/2094  |SEX ASLT 15T/USE WPN/ROBBERY
12/20/2005 | 5/22/2028 |ASLT 2ND/USE WPN/ASLT OFCR
2/21/2006 | 10/16/2025 |[DISTRIBUTION METHAMPH-HAB CRIM
4/18/2006 9/3/2030  |FELON IN POSS FIREARM/HABITUAL
5/2/2006 | 12/18/2026 |ROBBERY/USE OF A FIREARM
6/13/2006 2/6/2019  |POS FA-DRUG/POS FA/POS METH
7/13/2006 3/2/2016  |ASLT CONF PRSN/SEX OF ACT VIOL
8/15/2006 | 5/27/2051 |SEXUAL ASSAULT OF CHILD-SUBSEQ
8/31/2006 ; FORGERY 2ND DEGREE
8/31/2006 | 8/9/2020 |ROBBERY-HABITUAL CRIMINAL
11/6/2006 | 12/27/2070 |MURDER 2ND DG/DDLY WPN-HAB CRI
12/6/2006 | 10/30/2026 |DEL CSMJ W-1 1000 FT SCHOOL-HC




12/19/2006 | 7/29/2026 |POSS CHILD PORN-HABIT CRIMINAL
12/5/2006 | 8/21/2239 |SEX ASLT 1/DDLY WPN/ROBB/BURGL
8/1/2007 6/29/2024 |DELIVERY OF COCAINE-HAB CRIMIN

1372172007 | 5/28/2032 |RECEIVE STOLEN PROP-HAB CRIMIN
3/7/2008 4]20/2036 |CRIM POS FTD-H.C./CIRC FTD-H.C
3/10/2008 77772077 |POSS DEADLY WPN/ROBBERY-HAB CR

11/20/2007 TAMPER WITH WITNESS-HAB CRIMIN
6/3/2008 9/30/2044 |BURGL-H.C./THEFT-H.C./BRGL TLS
3/2472008 | 2/21/2035 |SEX ASLT CHILD 1ST DG/INCEST
9/10/2008 | 9/18/2041 |ASSAULT BY CONFINED PERSON-HC

1271172008 | 9/25/2041 |THEFT-TAKING/TAMPERING EVIDENC
10/6/2008 | 3/19/2059 |AT SEX ASLT/THEFT/LEAVE SCENE
37122000 | 3/11/2029 |SEX ASLT ON CHILD 1ST/AT SEX
5719/2009 | 2/27/2023  |FALSE IMPRISONMENT 1ST DG-H.C.
672472000 | 12/20/2028 |ASLT 2ND/ROB-H.C./BRGLRY/ASLT
673072009 | 11/12/2028 |ASLT 15T DG-H.C./USE WPN-H.C.
6717/2009 | 4/10/2027 |ROBBERY/USE OF A DEADLY WEAPON
8/7/2009 6/19/2019 |PUBLIC INDECENCY/SEX ASLT 3RD
9/11/2009 3/5/2032  |SEX ASLT CHLD 1ST/SEX ASLT CHL
9/9/2009 3/5/2048  |SEX ASLT CHILD 1ST-2ND/SEX ASS

1072372000 | 1/8/2041  |SEXUAL ASSAULT ON CHILD 1ST DG

1171072009 | 3/7/2027  |SEXUAL ASSAULT ON CHILD 1ST DG

12/15/2000 | 5/13/2043 |SEX ASLT CHIL 15T DG/SEX ASLT
171873010 | 7/27/2031 |USE OF FA/ROBBERY/POS OXYCOTIN
3/8/2010 3/3/2021  |VIOLATION SEX OFFENDER REG ACT
5726/2010 | 8/16/2015 |UNLAWFUL/INTENTIONAL DSCHRG FA
373072010 | 7/15/2029 |THEFT RECVNG STOLEN PROP - H.C
4/7/2010 771272016  |DLVRY-INT DELIVER COC/POS METH
4/16/2010 571072017 _ |DIST HYDROCOD-SCHL/ATT BURGLRY
4/23/2010 | 8/17/2032 |ASLT 2ND-H.C./USE DDLY WPN-H.C

571372010 | 7/3/2057  |SEX ASLT CH 1ST DG/POS VIS DEP
5/7/2010 1718/2061 _|AT MURDER 2ND/POSS DDLY WEAPON
37172010 | 12/7/2019 |OPER MOT VEH AVOID ARREST-H.C.
6/28/2010 | 5/23/2092 |DRV WHILE REVOKED FROM pUI/DUI
97172010 | 1071172016 |SEX OFFENDER REG ACT VIOL 2ND

~5722/2010 | 5/26/2037 |AT MURDER 2ND DG/USE DDLY WEAP

10/13/2010 | 2/25/2040  |ASSLT/USE F/A COM FEL/ROBBERY
10/26/2010 | 12/27/2030 |ASSAULT 1ST DG/USE OF FIREARV]

1171672010 | 5/25/2022 |ROBBERY/USE OF DEADLY WEAPON
12/1/2010 6/2/2025  |ROBBERY;/USE OF FIREARM
12/9/2010 9/2/2022  |POSSESSION OF METH 10-27 GRAMS
1371772010 | 11/25/2036 |MANSLAUGHTER/POSS FA-FELONY
1271772010 | 11/14/2022 |AT ROBBERY/ROB/USE WPN/ASLT 1
1/26/2011 5730/2028  |USE OF FA/POSS DEFACED FIREARM
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1/28/2011 | 12/24/2017 |ATT SEX ASSLT/ATT POSS CH PORN
[ 3/22/2011 8/11/2030  |ASSAULT 1ST DG/USE DEADLY WEAP
1/26/2011 | 10/2/2020  |BURGLARY-H.C./TAMPER/DOM ASLT
4/13/2011 | 12/15/2030 [ROBBERY-HABITUAL CRIMIN/USE FA
4/18/2011 | 11/5/2072  |ASLT 1ST/USE DDLY WPN/ASLT 2ND
4/26/2011 7/7/2023  [ASLT 1ST/AID DSCHR FA/POS STOL
5/4/2011 | 12/10/2066 |SEX ASLT CHILD 1ST/VIS DEPICT
5/25/2011 | 1/29/2023 |SEX ASLT ON CHILD 3RD DG 2ND
5/24/2011 6/30/2032  JUSE DDLY WPN/AT ASLT/DSCHRG FA
6/27/2011 | 2/26/2024 |POSSESS OF METHAMPHET-HAB CRIM
7/12/2011 5/13/2043  |SEXUAL ASSAULT ON CHILD 1ST DG
7/19/2011 | 7/23/2050 |SEX ASLT CH 1ST DG/AT SEX ASLT
7/25/2011 | 10/22/2017 |POSS FIREARM PROHIBITED PERSON
7/28/2011 | 12/21/2022 |THEFT BY RCVG STOLEN PROP-H.C.
7/28/2011 4/8/2063  |DISCHRG FA/USE DDLY WPN/ASLT 2
8/1/2011 3/16/2023  |BURGLARY/ATT BURGLARY )
8/5/2011 8/19/2017  |AT ASLT 2ND DG/USE OF FIREARM
8/9/2011 12/8/2026  |pOsS DDLY WPN/THEFT/AVOID ARR
9/9/2011 | 11/30/2082 [SEX ASLT 1ST DG/USE DDLY WEAPN
10/18/2011 | 5/26/2026  |DUI 4TH/FLS IMPRIS/SEX ASLT-HC
10/18/2011 | 1/19/2031 |pOSS DEADLY WPN PROHIB PERS-HC
10/26/2011 | 6/17/2034 | AT ROB/USE FA/ROBBERY/USE FA
10/25/2011 | 10/17/2038 |SEX ASLT CHILD 1ST DG/IMPERSON
11/4/2011 | 2/10/2046 |ASLT 2ND/ROBBERY/USE DDLY WPN
11/4/2011 | 6/25/2025 |ROBBERY/USE WPN/POSS DDLY WPN
11/28/2011 | 6/13/2023 |POSS DEADLY WEAP PROHIB PERSON
12/23/2011 | 10/5/2038  |SEXUAL ASSAULT CHILD 1ST DEG
1/3/2012 5/30/2039  |SEXUAL ASSAULT OF CHILD 1ST DG
4/30/2012 | 3/29/2021 |THEFT BY UNLAWFUL TAKING
2/3/2012 1/18/2039  |SEXUAL ASSAULT CHILD, INCEST
2/13/2012 | 8/15/2023 |ROBBERY, USE DEADLY WPN COMMIT
2/15/2012 | 9/17/2022 |UNLAWFUL DISCHARGE FIREARM
9/25/2013 | 6/17/2029 |UNLICENSED DEALER-MOTOR VEHICL
3/14/2012 1/9/2094  |SEXUAL ASSAULT/CHILD 1ST DEGRE
3/27/2012 9/3/2075  |MURDER, USE DEADLY WEAPON, CON
4/9/2012 10/29/2043 |MURDER 2ND, USE GUN COMMIT FEL
4/9/2012 | 5/26/2025 |ROBBERY,DISCH F/A BUILD-VEH
4/4/2012 6/22/2021  |ASSAULT 2ND DEG/POSS DW PROHBT
4/11/2012 | 11/12/2025 |ATT ASSAULT, USE D/W COM FELON
4/11/2012 | 12/27/2038 |1ST DEG SEXUAL ASSLT OF CHILD
4/11/2012 | 9/10/2059 |1ST SEXL ASSLT CHILD, VISL DEP
4/16/2012 MURDER 1ST DEG/USE FIREARM COM
4/16/2012 | 12/30/2032 |DISCH F/A BUILD,HOUSE;USE DDLY
4/23/2012 5/1/2033  |SEXUAL ASSAULT/CHILD-1ST DEG




4]23/2012 | 5/15/2053 [SEXUAL ASSAULT CHILD/CHILD ABU
4/19/2012 | 3/24/2021 |ASSAULT ON OFFICER-3RD DEG/HAB
4/26/2012 | 3/11/2028 |ATT POSS FIREARM PRHBTED PRSN
5/2/2012 3/28/2064  |SEX ASSLT CHILD 1ST/VISL DEPIC
5/21/2012 | 3/16/2020 |pOS METHAMPHETAMINE 28-139 GRM
5/4/2012 3/22/2058 |ROBBERY,USE DEADLY WPN, CONSP!
5/23/2012 | 9/17/2056 |USE DEADLY WPN COM FEL, ROBBER
6/5/2012 | 11/13/2038 [OPER M/V AVD ARRST,BURG, THEFT
6/5/2012 8/30/2063 |MURDER 2ND DEG, USE DDLY WPN
6/6/2012 9/25/2023  |USE DDLY WPN (GUN),TT, ROBBERY
6/11/2012 | 4/25/2022 |ASSAULT OFFICER 3RD DEGREE
6/25/2012 1/4/2068  |ASSLT,USE F/A COMMIT FEL, ARSN
6/18/2012 9/2/2097  |POSS DEADLY WEAP/PROHBTD PRSN
6/18/2012 6/4/2033  |ATT ROBBERY/POSS DEADLY WEAP
6/26/2012 6/1/2031  [POSS W/I DEL METH,POSS D/W
7/25/2012 5/1/2026  |ROBBERY;POSS F/A PROHBTED PRSN
8/3/2012 | 10/27/2058 |MURDER 2ND DEG;USE WEAP COMMIT
8/21/2012 6/6/2034  |SEXUAL ASSAULT/CHILD 15T DEGRE
8/22/2012 | 7/11/2067 |SEXUAL ASSAULT CHILD 1ST (X2)
9/11/2012 | 11/11/2034 |FORGERY X3, THEFT DECEPTION
9/7/2012 3/2/2030  |USE DEAD WPN COM FEL/ROBBERY
9/24/2012 6/14/2029  |ASSLT 1ST,USE FIREARM COMMIT
9/27/2012 | 5/12/2034 [SEXUAL ASSLT/CHILD 1ST & 3RD
10/1/2012 | 2/14/2022 |DEL/INTENT DEL C/S-MARUUANA
10/5/2012 1/5/2020  |POSS WEAP PROHBT PRSN;USE WEAP
10/15/2012 | 8/12/2036 [SEXUAL ASSAULT/CHILD 1ST DEGRE
10/18/2012 | 5/18/2072  |SEXL ASSLT CHILD 1ST DEGREE X3
11/16/2012 MURDER 15T DEG/USE DEAD WEAPON
11/20/2012 | 9/19/2031 |5 CTS, ROBBERY/1 CT USE WPN
11/30/2012 | 4/22/2027 |BURG/POSS BURG TOOLS/HABITUAL
12/11/2012 | 3/25/2026 |MANSLAUGHTER,USE DEAD WPN,POSS
12/14/2012 MURDER 1ST,USE DEAD WEAP COMMT
12/17/2012 MURDER 15T,USE DEADLY WEAP,POS
12/21/2012 | 3/3/2032 |VIAN/POSS W/I COCAINE/USE DEAD
1/2/2013 7/6/2042  |SEXUAL ASSAULT CHILD 1ST DEGRE
1/11/2013 | 6/28/2044 |VISUAL DEPICT/SEX,SEX ASSLT
1/15/2013 | 12/11/2019 |POSS DEADLY WEAP/PRHBTED PRSN
1/22/2013 2/6/2030  |SEXUAL ASSLT CHILD 1ST DEGREE
1/25/2013 | 7/7/2032  |SEX ASSLT CHILD 1 & 3/POSSCP
172972013 3/3/2039  [SEXUAL ASSLT/CHLD 3RD DEG X2
1/31/2013 | 7/13/2027 |ATT ASSLT,USE FA COMMIT FELONY
172472013 | 8/18/2023 |TERR THRTS,USE GUN COMMIT FELO
1/25/2013 MURDER 1,USE DEAD WPN COMM FEL
1/29/2013 3/1/2039 |MURDER 2ND DEG/USE DEAD WPN
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2/7/2013 9/11/2026  |CHILD ENTICEMENT-ELECT COM DEV
2/12/2013 4/5/2047  [USE F/A COMMIT FEL/MURDER 2ND
2/25/2013 | 9/28/2020  [BURG/POSS STLN F/A/DEADLY WPN
2/25/2013 2/9/2029  |pOSS METH 28-139 GRAMS
2/22/2013 2/4/2043  [SEX ASSLT ON CHILD 1ST DEGREE
3/4/2013 2/18/2029  |DEL/INTENT DEL C/S-METH
3/1/2013 12/19/2018 |pOsS DEFACED FIREARM/POSS DEAD
2/28/2013 | 10/4/2034  |SEXUAL ASSAULT CHILD 1ST DEG
3/12/2013 6/24/2072  |SEXUAL ASSAULT CHILD X 5
3/13/2013 | 9/15/2030  |THEFT X2/BURGLARY X2/POS TOOLS
3/15/2013 | 10/29/2024 |ROBBERY X4/USE OF DEADLY WEAP
3/15/2013 | 10/15/2058 |TERROR THRTS X5/USE FIREARM X6
3/19/2013 | 11/1/2058  [ATT SEX ASSLT CHILD X2/VISUAL
4/17/2013 | 3/23/2043  [SEXUAL ASSAULT/CHILD 15T DEG
4/12/2013 | 2/15/2040  [SEXUAL ASSAULT/CHILD 3RD DEG
4/17/2013 8/6/2019  |MANU/DIST/POSS W/I (GUN)/IMPER
4/26/2013 | 3/11/2019  |pOSS DEADLY WEAPON BY PROH PER
4/30/2013 | 6/30/2022  |THEFT BY RECEIVING OVER $1500
4/30/2013 | 8/22/2036 |MANSLAUGHTER/USE DEADLY WEAPON
5/9/2013 4/24/2021  |DEL/INTENT DEL X2/POSS COCAINE
5/17/2013 4/5/2045  |SEX ASSAULT/CHILD 1ST DEGREE
5/20/2013 | 7/15/2034  [SEX ASSAULT/CHILD 3RD DEG 2ND
5/28/2013 | 9/26/2027 |ROBBERY/THREATS/ACCESS/WEAPON
6/3/2013 11/11/2017 |pOSS FIREARM BY PROHIBITED PER
6/5/2013 4/30/2026  |OPER MV/POSS WEAP/THEFT/ASSLT
6/12/2013 | 10/24/2027 |OPERATE MV TO AVOID ARREST X 2
6/26/2013 9/5/2021  |SEX ASSLT-COMM DEV/CHILD ABUSE
6/26/2013 5/8/2047  |SEXUAL ASSAULT CHILD 1ST DEG
6/26/2013 | 2/11/2025 [ATT ROBBERY X4/USE DEADLY WEAP
7/1/2013 1/17/2043  |ASSAULT/USE FIREARM COMMIT FEL
7/1/2013 1/26/2016  |VIOLATE SEX OFF ACT 2ND OFF
7/3/2013 | 11/28/2036 |[SEX ASSL X3/CHILD ABUSE X2
7/16/2013 | 3/25/2036 |ROBBERY/ASSAULT/WEAPON X 3
7/24/2013 MURDER 1ST,USE DEADLY WEAP
8/2/2013 1/11/2032  |ROBBERY X2/USE WEAP/POSS WEAP
7/30/2013 | 11/18/2031 |[POSS FIREARM PRHBTD PRSN/ASSLT
8/9/2013 8/17/2024  |VISUAL DEPCT SEX EXPLIC CONDUC
8/13/2013 2/18/2037  |MULTIPLE OFFENSES
8/8/2013 4/19/2034  |ATT ROBBERY/POSS WEAP PROH PER
8/19/2013 2/4/2028  |POSSESS C/S-COCAINE (HABITUAL)
8/16/2013 8/26/2021  |POSS FIREARM,/POSS STOL FIREARM
9/5/2013 3/20/2022  }viS DEPICT SEX EXPLIC CONDUCT
9/10/2013 8/2/2025  |ROBBERY/USE OF FIREARM-FELONY
8/29/2013 MURDER/USE WEAPON X2/ASSAULT




9/4/2013 MURDER/USE WEAPON/POSS WEAPON
9/17/2013 | 10/11/2020 JATT ASSLT/POSS WEAP/DIST COCAI
9/23/2013 | 4/26/2033  [POSS GUN/POSS-REC STOLEN GUN
9/23/2013 | 9/28/2057  |SEX ASSAULT/CHILD 15T DEG X 2
9/30/2013 | 12/30/2015 |SEX OFF VIOLATION ACT 2ND OFF
10/7/2013 1/21/2026  |THEFT BY TAKING X 2-HABITUAL
10/3/2013 | 6/19/2051 |ASSAULT/USE WEAPON/OPERATE MV
10/15/2013 | 4/25/2045  |ATT ASSLT OFF X2/USE FIREARM
10/1/2013 | 1/24/2023 |WEAPON/THEFT X2/BURG/STOLN GUN

10/23/2013 | 7/14/2022  |THREATS/DOM ASSLT/USE FIREARM
10/28/2013 | 6/8/2021 |POSS DEFACED GUN/POSS WEAPON
11/7/2013 3/1/2076  |ASSAULT X4/USE DEADLY WEAP X2
11/5/2013 | 9/23/2023  |USE FIREARM/DISCHARGE FIREARM
11/6/2013 | 10/2/2027 |pOSS WEAP/ROBBERY X2/USE WEAP
11/21/2013 | 3/15/2030 |POSS FIREARM BY PROHIBITED PER
12/5/2013 | 7/27/2055 |SEX ASSAULT/CHILD 1ST AND 3RD
12/6/2013 | 5/15/2030 |POSS FIREARM X 3/STALKING
12/23/2013 | 5/10/2036 |SEX ASSAULT/CHILD 1ST DEGREE
1/14/2014 | 10/8/2050 |MURDER 2ND DEG/USE OF WEAPON
1/28/2014 8/9/2053  [THIRD DEG SA CHLD SUB OFFEN X2
1/28/2014 1ST DEG MURDER X2/UFA/POS FA
1/28/2014 | 10/12/2057 |MURDER 2ND/USE FIREARM COM FEL
1/27/2014 | 10/7/2050 |SEXUAL ASSLT CHILD-1ST DEGREE
471772014 | 7/28/2023 |FORGERY 2ND DEGREE (HABITUAL)
6/22/2006 | 5/24/2015 |BURGLARY-HABITUAL CRIMINAL
2/11/2011 5/6/2016  |ATT ROBBERY/USE DEADLY WEAPON
6/26/2012 | 12/10/2016 |ROBBERY,USE DD WPN COM FEL-GUN
11/14/2012 8/9/2015 |POSS DEADLY WEAPON/PROHIB PERS
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Wellman, Mary
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 3:42 PM

To: Henrie, Brad

Subject: RE:

Attachments: Ru

Sender: Mary.Wellman@nebraska.gov

Subject: RE

Message-Id: <BAD7936AA16BBBAFBE4BCCAS3AOS6DFS3D743F1S@STNEEX10MBO2 stone.ne gov>
To: brad.henrie@nebraska.gov
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From: Wellman, Mary
Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 3:42 PM
To: Henrie, Brad
Subject: RE,

“Due to an audit of yoursentence, the DUI &/or refuse to submit charge carries a mandatory minimum sentence that
the Nebraska Department of Correctional Services Is required by statue to apply. The mandatory minimum has an effect
on the Parole Eligibility Date. If you have further questions, please address your concerns to the Records Administrator
at the Central Office,” '

That's the official wording. | don’t know exactly what happened, and they don’t tell me either. I've heard something
about the Nebraska Supreme Court making a ruling that required corrections to go back in and refigure the PED for very
dui/refuse to submit inmate. This did not affect anyane's TRD, As you see, Mickie Baum at central office will also
answer any questions, and she knows much more than | do. Thanks. Mary

Mary Wellman, Records Office
Community Corrections Center-Lincoin
(402) 471-6253

From: Henrle, Brad

Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 2:30 PM
To: Wellman, Mary

Subject: RE:

I'am scheduled to meet with him this afternoon and | am sure he will have questions. Is there someone that he can
contact to give him an explanation or is Just notifying explanation enough?

Will this affect his TRD as well?
Thanks!

Brad

Brad Henrie

Senior Parole Officer

Hastings Adult Parole, LRO
2727 West 2nd Street Suite 224
Landmark Center

Hastings, NE 68901

E-Mail brad.he nrie@nebraska.gov
Cell
Fax

e e e et e e e i i

From: Wellman, Mary

Sent: Wednesday, October 30, 2013 9:00 AM
To: Henrle, Brad

Subject

{ 1
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| got a new dreant"$K&at for Niim. HIs PED has ¢hariged, It's three motiths later (6/21/13) because oF KE Fiandatory
minfmum. Could you let him know? | put it In his RFP mall here, along with the explanation. Sorry about the bad
news. Mary

Mary Wellman, Records Office
Community Corrections Center-Lincoln
(402) 471-6253
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Kristalyn, Kendra
Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 3:50 PM

To: Baum, Mickle

Subject; ~®Man Min / Jail Credit Help!
Attachments: ! Man Min / Jail Credit Help!
Sender: kendra kristalyn@nebraska.gov

Subject:4 vian Min / Jall Credit Help!

Message-Id: <86IE_O_MCOEDEOM_@&DIIF24D219§8g?CB#SOFlGSQ@STNEEKIQM B01.stone.ne.gov>
To: M[ck}g.&ggm@ggm_ﬁskg.gov

[t pRs L PRI Saee
A e
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By __— ﬂ- : ‘_
From: Kristalyn, Kendra
Sent: Thursday, November 14, 2013 3:50 PM
To: Baum, Mickie
Subject: _ Man Min/ Jail Credit Help!
Attachments: NCCW New Commits! df
r
Importance: High
Hey Mickie,
Here is the info that | have op ) o (SOr1y It is in the middle of the PDF)! A gentleman named Casey Quinn Is
apparently representing Inmate : and is saying that | interpreted her jall credit wrong. | remember Angela
calling me back after checking my calcutation and explaining thak rould not qualify for jail credit in this case, and

that she had just talked to you about a similar situation the day before, hut for the life of me | can’t remember why

" didn’t get the credit. Mr. Quinn Is also questioning me about why | applied a mandatory minimum to her
sentence. " explained that it was a 4™ offense DU and a Class 3A felony, but he didn’t think that | automatically had to
apply the mandatory minimum and that | shouldn’t have. He kept trying to explain that since the judge had possibly
considered her for probation that that meant | shouldn’t have applied the mandatory minimum. My apologies, but my
head was swimming and | referred him to you.

Kendra Kristalyn

NCCW Records Manager
1107 Recharge Rd.

York, NE 68467

p- (402) 362-3317 ext. 218
f. (402) 362-3892

From: Kristalyn, Kendra

Sent: Wednesday, November 06, 2013 4:09 PM
To: Baum, Mickle; Shurter, Ginger
Subject: NCCW New Commitsf !

Good afternoon Mickie and Ginger,

Attached for your use are NCCW New Commits,_ "™ ,hey have all been entered into CTS. | will be out
tomorrow morning until noon, but then | will be back in the office If you have any questions.

For Inmatef ' her first name is spelled two different ways on her commitment. Do I need to ask for an
amended sentencing arder? When you look her up In NCIIS there are only entries unde” .

For inmate/ ~ lranmy calculations by Angela first. Mickie, she explained to me that even thougt
was sentenced by the same judge, same day, etc. that she will not get the 145 days of jail credit towards her sentence.

For Inmate # Angela told me to call Douglas County and get her booking date, etc. so she should be entered
correctly.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thanksl
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Kendra Kristalyn

" NCCW'Récords Managép™”
1107 Recharge Rd.
York, NE 68467
P (402) 362-3317 ext. 218
f. (402) 362-3892
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Granholm, Val
Sent: Tuesday, November 19, 2013 9:47 AM

To: Fleischli, Scott

Subject: FW: DUI mandatory minimums

Attachments: FW: DUI mandatory minimums

Sender: Val.Granholm@nehraskg.gov

Subject: FW; DUI mandatory minimums

Message-Id: <4229FDSSBDD490468D53A612001489373 FC7E92D@STNEEX1OM BDi.stone.ne.gov>
To: Scott.Fleisch[i@nebraska.gov

W
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From: - Granholm, Val
Sent: Tuesday, November 19, 2013 9:47 AM
To: Fleischli; Scott
Subject: FW: DUI mandatory minimums
Attachments: DUIIIR reply 1st.docx; LB 667 and LB 675 DUl MM.docx

For your reading pleasure

From: Baum, Mickie

Sent: Tuesday, November 19, 2013 9:07 AM
To: Granholm, Val

Subject: RE: DUI mandatory minimums

Val,
You can use these two replies. Thanks

Mickie Baum

Corrections Records Manager Il

NDCS Central Records/Special Services
402-479-5705

Mickie.Baum@Nebraska.Gov

The information contained in the e-mail messge is intended for the confidential use of the recipients named above. If
the reader or this message is not the intened reclpient, you are hereby notified that you have received this document
in error, and any review, dissemination, distribution, or copying of this is strictly prohibited.

From: Granholm, Val

Sent: Monday, November 18, 2013 2:41 PM
To: Baum, Mickie

Suhject: DUI mandatory minimums

Hi Mickie,

So I am going through all of the kites that have been sitting here since October and as you can probably guess, | have a
lot of upset inmates . Do you or was there evera memo drafted, to explain why all of these PED and TRD’s were
changed. Dream sheets were sent out as you were changing them with no explanation.

Thanks Val
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Due to an audit of your sentence, the DUI &/or refuse to submit charge carries a mandatory minimum
sentence that the Nebraska Department of Correctional Services [s required by statue to apply. The
mandatory minimum has an effect on the Parole Eligibility Date. If you have further questions, please
address your concerns to the Records Administrator at the Central Office.



LB 667 and LB 675~ 2011

Under these laws under 60-6,196.03 provides —

Two prior convictions:with a Higher Alcohol level - Class I1IA Felony and the “court shall also sentence.
such person to serve at least one hundred eighty days imprisonment in the city or county jail or an.

adult correctional facility.”

Per NDCS legal — “at least” shall mean mandatory minimum

Three prior convictions — Class {1lA Felony and the “court shall also sentence such person to serve at

least one hundred eighty days imprisonment in the city or county jail or an adult correctional facility.”

Per NDCS legal — “at least” shall mean mandatory minimum
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Wayne, Larry

Sent: Friday, November 22,2013 10:12 AM

To: Morello, Pamela

Cc: Poppert, Kyle

Subject: Fw,

Attachments; Fw,

Sender; la[gg.wagne@negrasga,ggv

Subjects

Message-id; <MFC14CDOSBBCMOQF?DMSM11_8085D30930042@STNE§X10M802.stone.ne.gov:-

To: Pamgla.More!lo@nebraska.gov
Cc: Kyig.Pogger;@ngbra;ka.gou
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Prom: Wayne, Larry
Sent; Friday, November 22, 2013 10:12 AM
To: Morello, Pamela
Ce: Poppert. Kvle
Subject: FW

Moj; this is FYI only. Not sure how the miscalculation occurred, and my interest in copying you on this is that you’d know
and to advise we have processes for catching it, but obviously don’t like having to bring someone back off parole. Also, if
in case you hear any coniplaints from the family you'll know what it's about and what we’ve done on this end to address
It. Kyle informs me your records person s quite competent, so this is a heads up for you and/or them.

om: Fabian, Edward

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2013 9:42 AM

To: Poppert, Kyle; Wayne, Larry; Glbson-Beltz, Cathy; West, Charles; Hansen, Anne

Cc: Granholm, Val; Leonard, Linda; Langan, Todd; McClymont, Phillip; Sargent, Kristie; Thielen, Mark
Sul_:ject: RE:

Kyle,
CCC-0 has a bed. | suggest’ ~ parole officer contact him and give him a directive of what_time he needg to report
here and then let us know when we should expect him. Once irrives we will re-classify him to community custody. |

am copying CCC-O staff on this so everyone is awara of what's going on.
Ed

From: Poppert, Kyle

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2013 08:28

To: Wayne, Larry; Gibson-Beltz, Cathy; West, Charles; Hansen, Anne; Fabian, Edward
Subject:

pwas paroled from WEC on November 10, 2013. He is serving a sentence for 3" offense aggravated
DUI. A review was conducted regarding his sentence due to the interpretation of “at least” to be a mandatory minimum
term. WEC staff reviewed the sentence and did not catch it as a mandatory minimum term. Mickie Baum was reviewing
the facilities calculations regarding the new mandatory minimum terms and determined Al not be eligible for
parole unti! after his December 10, 2013 discharge date.

He is not eligible for parole, Therefore, he needs ta be taken into custody and returned to a DCS facility,

I suggest we place him at CCC-O to mitigate this situation. He sentence will be entered into CTS on Monday when Mickie
returns.

If you have any questions, please call,
Kyle

Kyle I. Poppert, Administrator

Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
Classification, Inmate Records, Warrants & Extraditions
Phone: (402) 479-5750

Cell:

Fax: (402) 742-2349

Kyle.Poppert@nebraska.gov
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From: ' Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Wayne, Larry

Sent: Saturday, November 23, 2013 10:07 AM

To: Hansen, Anne

Cc: Poppert, Kyle; Gibson-Beltz, Cathy; West, Charles; Fabian, Edward

Subject: Re:

Attachments: Re_

- —— —

Sender: Larry. Wayne@nebraska.gov

Subject: Re: gan_
Message-Id: <lecgvfptpxkiySihiZ6ibte0.1385222838409@emall.android.com>

To: Anne.Hansen@nebraska.gov

Cc: Kyle.Poppert@nebraska goy

Cc: Cathy.Glbson-Beltz@nebraska.gov
Cc: Charles. West@nebraska.gov

Cc: Edward.Fablan@nebraska.gov
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From: Wayne, Larry

Sent: Saturday, November 23, 2013 10:07 AM

To: Hansen, Anne

Cc; Poppetrt, Kyle; Gibson-Beltz, Cathy; West, Charles; Fabian, Edward
Subject: Re — 7

thanks Anne, nice work everybody. Hopefully we won't have to go through this too often.

Sent from my Verizon Wireless 4G LTE DROID

"Hansen, Anne" <Anne.Hansen@nebraska.gov> wrote:

It took a little bit to get him picked up, but he is now at CCO.

Anne Hansen
Assistant Adult Parole Administrator
402-479-5968

Anne.hansen@nebraska.gov

Fromﬁ P'o‘ppert, Ky-l—e T
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2013 8:29 AM
To: Wayne, Larry; Gibson-Beltz, Cathy; West, Charles; Hansen, Anne; Fabian, Edward

Subject

T Thas paroled from WEC on November 10, 2013, Hels serving a sentence for 3™ offense aggravated
DUI. A review was conducted regarding his sentence due to the interpretation of “at least” to be a mandatory minimum
term. WEC staff reviewed the sentence and did not catch it as a mandatory minimum term. Mickie Baum was reviewing
the facilities calculations regarding the new mandatory minimum terms and determine -\’will nat be eligible for
parole until after his December 10, 2013 discharge date.

He is not eligible for parole. Therefore, he needs to be taken into custody and returned to a DCS facllity.

| suggest we place him at CCC-O to mitigate this situation. He sentence will be entered into CTS on Monday when Mickie
returns,

If you have any questians, please call.
Kyle

Kyle J. Poppert, Administrator

Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
Classification, iInmate Records, Warrants & Extraditions
Phone: (402) 479-5750

Cell:

Fax: (402) 742-2349

Kyle.Poppert@nebraska.gov

Change is Inevitable, growth is optional.

1 ¢ 1 i

3
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Poppert, Kyle

Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2013 2:36 PM

To: Hansen, Anne; Wayne, Larry; Gibson-Beltz, Cathy; West, Charles; Fabian, Edward
Subject: RE: _

Attachments: RE

Sender: Kyle.Poppert@nebraska.gov
Subject: RE ~
Message-td: <84061BDI4EFEF64BBCE765BD7F9EBDLF3FEA4004D@STNEEX10MBO2.stone. ne.gov>

To: Anne.Hansen@nebraska.gov

To: Lamg.ﬂa_x‘ ne@nebraska gov

To: Cathy.Gibson-Beltz@nebraska.gov
To: Charles. West@nebraska.gov

To: Edward.Fabian@nebraska.gov

(5
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From: Poppert, Kyle A

Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2013 2:36 PM

To: Hansen, Anne; Wayne, Larry; Gibson-Beltz, Cathy; West, Charles; Fabian, Edward
Subject: RE — -

FYl

1as assigned to Schnitzer for RFP investigation on 10-18-2013, | never received a reply. The parole address is the

same address as he submitted for RFP.

He is approved through the parole board and classification for RFP. The Board stipulated CAM if he was to be released
on RFP.

He could return to the address on RFP. | would need a PO to approve the residence and a warden's signature.

Kyle

Kyle 1. Poppert, Administrator

Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
Classificatlon, Inmate Records, Warrants & Extraditions
Phopa' 1an7) 479-5750

Cel'”

Fax: (402) 742-2349

leg.Poggen@ggt_)raska.gou

Change is inevitable, growth is optional.
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From: Hansen, Anne

Sent: Friday, November 22, 2013 3:30 PM

To: Poppert, Kyle; Wayne, Larry; Gibson-Beltz, Cathy; West, Charles; Fabian, Edward
Subject: RE’

It took a little bit to get him picked up, but he is now at CCo.

Anne Hansen
Assistant Adult Parole Administrator
402-479-5968

Anne:hansen@nebraska.gov

From: Poppert, Kyle
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2013 8:29 AM
To: Wayne, Larry: Gibson-Beltz, Cathy; West, Charles; Hansen, Anne; Fablan, Edward

Subject:

Was paroled from WEC on November 10, 2013. He Is serving a sentence for 3" offense aggravated

DUL. A review was conducted regarding his sentence due to the interpretation of “at least” to be a mandatory minimum
term. WEC staff reviewed the sentence and did not catch it as a mandatory minimum term. Mickle Baum was revlewing
the facilities calculations regarding the new mandatory minimum terms and determined “ywill not be eligible for

parole until after his December 10, 2013 discharge date.

He is not eligible for parole. Therefore, he needs to be taken into custody and returned to a DCS facllity.

1 i
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T3ggest Wwe place him at CCC-0tS iltigate thisSiation. He sentence will be entéred into CTS on Monday when Mickie

returns.

If you have any questions, please call.
Kyle

Kyle J. Poppert, Administrator
Nebraska Department of Correctional Services
Classlflcatlon, Inmate Records, Warrants & Extraditlons

Phone: (402) 479-5750

Cel" T

Fax: (402) 742-2349
Kyle.Poppert@nebraska.gov

Change Is inevitable, growth is optional.



e e s

From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Poppert, Kyle

Sent: Tuesday, December 24, 2013 12:29 pMm

To: Davis, Tom A; Baum, Mickie

Subject: RE: Inmate . }'_""'"‘ lest sent Records in Lincoln not returned since
11/13. o

Attachmants: RE: Inmate ¢ ‘quest sent Records in Lincoln not returned since
11/13. -

Sender: Kyle.Poppe Bov A

Subjeet: RE: Inmate /équest sent Records In Lincoln not returned since 11/13,

Message-Id; <84061BDQE&EFMBBCE?GSBD?EQEBD1 FQFEBQESSQSTNEEXJ,OM BO2.stone.ne.gov>
To: Tom.A.Davis@gebraskg.gov

To: Mickie.Baum@nebraska.pov

ke
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.- From: Poppert, Kyle -
Sent: Tuesday, December 24, 2013 12:29 PM
To: Davis, Tom A; Baum, Mickie _ .
Subject: RE: InniE’ : 21quest sent Records in Lincoln not returned since
11/13. :

He was sentenced to a class 3A felony. Based upon a review of his sentence, the language in the statute which reads "at
least" Is determined to be a mandatory minimum term by our legal department. State statute also says no credit shall
be given toward parale until after the mandatory minimum term is served. Therefore, his PED has been recalculated

and Js now 1-27-2017.

Kyle

Kyle J. Poppert, Administrator

Nebraska Department of Correctional Services Classification, Inmate Records, Warrants & Extraditions
Phone: (402) 479-5750

Cell .

Fax: (402) 742-2349

Kyle.Poppert@nebraska.gov

Change Is inevitable, growth is optional.

--—-Original Messaga---—--
From: Davis, Tom A

Sent: Tuesday, December 24, 2013 12:21 PM
To: Poppert, Kyle
Cc: Baum, Mickie

Subject: Inmate {equest sent Records in Lincoln not returned since 11/13,
Read attached and reply pleas. - y..- 3 submitted a Step-One Grievance.

Thanks

Tom A. Davis

J3 Unit Manager
Omaha Correctional Center
(402) 595-3963, Extension 522-7048

tom.a.davis@nebraska.gov
From: dcs.coplers@nebraska.gov [dcs.copiers @nebraska.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, December 24, 2013 7:29 AM
Ta: Davis, Tom A
Subject: Message from "RNP1E8B73"

This E-mail was sent from "RNP1ESB73" (Aficio MP 7001).

Scan Date: 12.24.2013 08:29:30 (-0500)

Queries to: dcs.copiers@nebraska.goy

i
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From: Microsoft Outlook on behalf of Kristalyn, Kendra ..
Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2014 8:28 PM

To: Jensen, Audra

Subject; RE: Maternity Leave - Quick Notes

Attachments: RE: Maternity Leave - Quick Notes

Sender; kend ra.kristalyn@nebraska.gov

Subject: RE: Maternity Leave - Quick Notes
Message-Id: <861F0AACOEDEQ14ABDAF24D219C8B7 CRBA514705A@STNEEXIOMBOL.stone. ne. Rgov>

To: audra.jensen@nebraska.gov
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From: Kristalyn, Kendra

Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2014 8:28 PM
To: Jensen, Audra

Subject: RE: Maternity Leave - Quick Notes

Additlonal Quick Notes:

Parole Certificates:
® Send a copy to Carolyn Stewart at APA, Try to do It next day, unless you have several falling In the same week,

* During Parole Hearings, keep the original copy (purple inked copy) to send ta Carolyn Stewart —they prefer
originals.

Time/Sentence Sheets: '
* Sign all then make two copies. Keep originals for Records; give one to caseworker (usually Golliday) and one to
the inmate. ‘

Passwords:

Computer,
Passward: 4

Emaill
Password:

NICalvis
Password:

CZ: i
Password:

Youcan see a theme. If loesn’t wark, try|

And okay...two final notes for tonight. Tomorrow, Just worry about getting all of the discharge/parole documents
completed and put in Master Control for the discharges/parolees. Pleaselet' Jknow that her bus ticket
will be walting for her at the bus stop...she will NOT have It when she leaves here very early on Sunday meming. Make

sure they have all their paperwork (checks with Lynn), meds and any property In Records/Intake. Make sure Master
Control knows that they are leaving. | like to call and see If Master Control has the travel order befare | leave for the

day.

On Monday, get together with Ginger and figure out where to send:.ag .\ — ydischarge certificate. Itis

on the long table. It should Just be a formality with paperwork that you tax to lowa and walt for hack. Check with Lynn
on what kind of release statement to send, etc. Ifyou have any questions, shoot me a text oran emai!.

You are going to do very well. Remember that IFyou are feeling overwhelmed you can throw whatever you need to at

Central Office. If all you can do is scan them the commitiment orders with numbers instead of entering them In the
computer ~ that is TOTALLY fine. Don’t stress too much. We have all day to get things done. Call with anything. ©

Kendra Krlstalyn
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NCCW Records Manager
1107 Recharge Rd.

York, NE 68467

p. (402) 362-3317 ext.218
f. (402) 362-3892
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From: Krlstalyn, Kendra
Sent: Thursday, March 20, 2014 12:21 AM
To: Jensen, Audra

Subject: Maternlty Leave - Quick Notes

Hey Audra,

Here are some quick nates about the main duties that you will be covering for me while I am on leave. You probably
remember most of this, so it will be a quick review. Don't hesitate to email or call with any questions.

Sentaence Calculations:

* As soon as commitments come in via telephone or fax, try to send out an email to the New
Commitment/Returnee email list with as much Information as you can find. Typically I look them up in NCJIS and
add whatever relevant information that I find there to my emall.

¢ For the emails I put the inmates name as it appears on the commitment order, DOB, CR Number, Offense,
Sentence, any Previous Numbers (with dates of time served), any Aliases, and any Informatlon on Holds,
Warrants or Detainers If that is sent as well...

« As soon as possible, try to do a sentence calculation to determine if the commitment wiil be a book and release
or not. If you find you have a book and release, send your sentence calculation to Mickle and Ginger. Alert Lynn
as soon as possible so she can get an emergency gate pay check cut. As soon as the book and release arrives at
NCCW, you need to obtaln their Social Security Number, DOB and their race and call Special Services asking for
an NCIC check. You can email the info to Speclal Services, but I usually call after I send it so that it can be
completed asap. Once you get the all clear from Special Services you can determine travel arrangements for the
new commit. Check CODIS and see If the new commit needs to submit a DNA sample - they usually
do. Remember to have them fill out the $25 check for their DNA test. If a book and release Is supposed to give
a DNA sample and refuses, call Mickie right away. So far I have not run across that, but it will affect the book
and release's good time, etc. and possibly make them ineligible to leave. (Llke I said, it hasn't happened yet, but
I'm sure it will some day,)

» Check the age of the new commit. If the new cormmit is under 19 years of age make sure to highlight that In
your emall, spectal arrangements wlll have to be made in D&E. Call Golllday with a head's up (or Steve If it
happens during Golliday's days off. Brook and Damon are good choices if Stave Is stuck in meetings, etc.) Also,
Mental Health has speclal paperwork that they have to fill out In a certain amount of time for a youthful offender.

» If you suspect a mandatory minimum, go ahead and put that into your email to Mickle-and Ginger at the end of
the day. There Is a chart In my office that I will show you, but give those to a head's up as well - they can help
determine how and If to apply it. (Some funky rules.) The higgest charges to look for are Class WM's for DUIs
(depends on any. priers), Class 3A of Class 3 Felonles for DUIs (depends.en how many priors), Class 1 Felonles
(typlcally we see these as weapons charges, efc.). As of right now, the only Class 3 Felonies that we have been
applying mandatory minimums to have been DUIs - that was determined late last year by NDCS legal. Odd, not

sure why..,

Clearing Count:

» Do this every day when you get a chance. Remeruber to plug It into the monthly report every day so you just
have to print out the monthly report on the 2nd of the month. Skrobeckl, Assistant Warden, Diane Brune, Van
Daam and Crosby get coples. Remember to print off a copy for Records.

DNA Testing:
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« You already know how to create the DNA cards, etc. You can go ahead and use my DNA Testing Report in
NICaMS on the Reporting side to figure out who needs testing.
« Remember that the sooner you can plug In the Information on the New Commits NCCW Tear Sheet into C2, the
sooner the DNA Testing Report will have all of the relevant information updated. (It updates every midnight, so

the data should be avallable the next day after entry.) .
¢ Once you create the DNA cards and the lists for checks, give the tests to Tanita. She will glve the medical staff a

deadline to get the tests done by,
» Itry notto go more than two weeks in between DNA test batches - some weeks are heavy and some are fight for
commitments, etc. Medical is also down one nurse right now, so I try not to hombard them. (Doesn't always

work...)

Temporary Release Orders:

«  You know the drlll. Sometimes Special Services sends them via emall. Mickle Baum has your email so you should
start recelving them. I will keep an eye on my email and forward anything random that I see. About 95% of

them still come In via fax, so you will be fine.

Transfers to CCCL/CCCO:

o Steve will bring you Inmate Transfer Orders to review. Check Screen 25 in C2 for any active Holds or
Detalners. Check NCIIS for any active Warrants. Check the Criminal History In NICaMS on the Data Entry and
Inquiry side. If any of these things pop up, do not sign the order. Attach a note to the order for Steve to et him

know what turned up.
« 1 also attach a note to the orders reminding Steve that I have not requested NCIC checks for the Inmates on the

orders. Steve requests those right now. Our contact Is Dallen Johnsen at NSP.

« Once the Inmate Transfer Orders have been approved by all departments and Central Office, Steve will send
them back to you, typically with a Reclassification for the Inmate that specifically calls out that they are now 4A or
4B and going to CCCL or CCCO. Put the Transfer Orders In the folder on my desk and put the Reclassifications In
the Inmate flles, noting any custody level change on the front cover. If you do not have the Reclassification that
denates the community custody level and specific Institution that the transfer is going to, call Steve, Sometimes
we are waiting on those last minute from Central Office.

«  Steve will send out an email after NCIC checks come back an who he wants to send to community. Usually he
will glve everyone at least two days to pull stuff together, but he is under a lot of pressure to move
people. (Medical just told me that they technically should not sign Inmate processing out forms after 1300 hours
on a given day, so sometimes they are put in quite a bind. Just gently direct them to talk to Steve ahout the time
frame, etc,

« Ifyou have) an especlally tight time frame, go abead and give Van Daam a call and make sure she has had time
to see her emall. I check to see who the transfering Inmates caseworkers are and then send them an emall
asking for the caseworker files, I usually give thema deadline of the day/afternoon before the transfer so I have
a chance to put them In the folder. If It is someone’s day off, ask Brook or Damon to get the file for you. If all
else falls, let Steve know. If you don't get a file in time, just let Mary Wellman at CCCL or Val Granholm at CCCO

know that the treatment flle will be coming asap.
¢ Check for any Inmate property in Records (birth certificates,
inmate). Pull any PSIs and put in the files. If you have time,

put It in the file.
The day before the inmates are to transfer, forward the llst to the CCCL/CCCO Transfers emall ist. The people

on that list have to do entrles into C2 for the inmates transferring.
. Make sure whoever Is in Master Control signs the Inmate Transfer Orders,
files to CCCL/CCCO. I can't remember if Master Control Is on the email that Steve sends out,

Master Control knows who is leaving.

S5 Cards, whatever Is in the flling cabinet for the
pull any loose flling for the Inmates transferting and

then make sure the Orders go with the
so make sure that

Inltlal Classifications:

« You are all over this one as well. Remember to make two coples of the classification part (one stapled for
Medical, one paper clipped for Mental Health). If there Is the health summary in the classification, make a copy
and put it under the first tab In the file. Remember to pull out the personal plan and put It on top of tab six In
the flle. If there Is an D&E Orientation Packet Checklist In the classification packet, pull that out and put it on top

3
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of tab five. Remember to mark the outside of the flle folder with custody level and date that Skrobeck! signed

the classlficatian.

Discharges/Paroles:

* You know all about the paperwork. Lynn will typically bring you checks a day or two ahead of discharges. She
will request checks as soon as possible for inmates that are paroling. Typically for last minute paroles I try to set
thelr parole date for a day or two later. Remember, Medlcal has to have time to request meds and Lynn needs
time to request a check from Central Accounting. We shouldn't have too many surprise paroles, but if you do talk
to Deanna and Teresa and explain the situation, including travel difficulties from NCCW. Deanna and Teresa are

really good to work with and can help give you tips, etc.
¢ Fordischarges I will show you where to print off discharge certificates. I try to glve them to Skrobecki the last

week of the month to sign for the followlng month. If you need one signed quickly and she Is out, have Tim slgn
ft...and then the assistant warden designee once Time retires.

Parale Hearlngs: .

* Youare on this. Try to get Unlt Staff to pin down inmate travel plans by Tuesday or Wednesday of next week to
ensure that you have adequate time to book tickets, etc.

Fingerprint Cards:;
* I don't even need to write anything here.

LB191 3 Days a Month Good Time;

* Remember to mark the TRD on the outside of the folder, mark the sheet on the Inside of the folder and glve the
updated Time/Sentence Sheet to the Inmate. I believe Is the only inmate at NCCW that will
recelve a print out that shouldn't get one. (She has a mandatory minTmum and Mickle fixes it every month.) If

you have any questions, just shoot me an emall,
PSI Requests: .
= Already old school for you,

IIRs:

= Try to farm out as many as you can to lighten your load. If you have any questions, you can scan them to me
and I can let you know where to look for an answer. You can also do that for Speclal Services, Mickle or
Glnger. Typlcally there aren't too many off the wall questions, but who knows...

Random Items:

* If you recelve any current Inmates/returnees from community or parcle, go ahead and send out an emall to the
New Comemitment/Returnee emall list. Usually a reason will be glven, but If you find that a returnee was brought
In late the night before and no reason is clear, go ahead and call the Institution that they came from and see if
they can tell you. Tty to send an emall out as soon as you find out about a returnee coming back to
NCCW. Mental Health trles to do an evaluation within the returnee's first 24 hours back at NCCW. (IF returnees

come In over the weekend, just send out an email when you can on Monday.)

Okay, I am done for now. These are all of the blg Items. We will go over Rosters, etc. tomorrow when I get in. You will
do awesomel . )

Kendra



