IN EHB CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE SINTH JUD!C!kL CILRCUIT
) OP PLORIDA,: IN AND FOR PINELLAS COUNTY

4
¥ '
- 8TATE OF FUORIDA :
. -_i s l_."
v. } : Care Mo. CRGRI-0T004CFANO
DENNIS D. congnA %
9’ (‘ ,/ \3 3 ,/4‘ e v e o / ' ' ’ :
_ _ﬁ ‘§% 3 .
DETENDANT. DENMIA D, CORBEA’S MENoMhMDUMN . &
OX _LAW_IN _BURRORX._QF A DOWNNARD DERARIURS “ ' o) :
IN_BENTENCING p oo 8f
. ¥ o) )

4
counsel, Wrreby gubmnita this menorandus for the Courl'nz; ,rtné’lo
in connocépon vith gontencing. In furtherance of the goala under ly- g )
ing the Sé%tnnclnq Guildoelines, § 221.001 ot aeqg., Flarida ftatuten T
(1988), t@ in appropriath to inform thie Cunr\cpf the exigtenca of |
mitigating factors whiéb varvant a downward{bqpartutq from the ‘
reconmended séntencing ﬁnnqa,df four and one-hi#ilf to five and ohe- f
half yoaran lncnrénrnthfn‘ The mitigating faltars vhich nuat be '1
taken into account inclﬁda Hr. Correa‘s amanability to vehabillitas sg_ié
tion, the gubntantial ;tkelthood that rehnbtlgyatlun vill be asuu~ g'
ceusful @nd tha dntendnnt'n.qnnuluq rennres Snd glrong deairé‘io
accoupllih complete restitution. Defendant Correa ragpeggrully n

submits that a pariod nf incarceration uf no rore than tvo and ones
. | ) e
half yoars, folloved by probation vith the epieirie provision for

long term treatment and victia restitution | papproprt&téciﬁ this
. h v 1
fnastance. Horaovar, any sentence in excess of the lov and of the

applicable guldelina range would not furxharﬁ}he enda of juatica,

~ y I
'The poermissive Bhnge L this cags ia belwasn thide and Oha«

, ha1t and soven yoars.
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" The detn giving llno to the Information rilad aghinat Hy,

Correa by the State are ndt a aource of content |Q A Ny . Corvea ia
charged with five counta of grand thaft ‘ana\!t¢$$

L

‘mataly October 26, 19106 and October 7, lQb‘qun vtolallnn of

et wvean appr oxi-~
Chapter 812.014, Florida Statutes. Throughout k?o courae Of both
“the Florida Bar’a inveatigation and the nuhnaqua&! inguiry by the
State Attorﬁey'n Ooffice, wrongdoing vae nelither danied noy covered
up. HNot oqu has Mr. Corrvea cooperatpd fully vith Snvpattqatinq
uuthoritiaﬁlby opaning his recovds, he in fact voluntarily vealgnerd
from the F}oridn har AunO(latton {n Hay of 99\ Horeover, on

October 20, 199), Ht. Cor:an voluntarily apoke ﬁhdnt aath vith the

s

prosecutors assigned t %htn cage.  He candid
dotailed his criminal cxnphut andd hia derirae t jRake full restitu-
tion. It ‘
Al ; y AY . 4 .
In standing up to thed pending chargen vith stmadfast insistence
on making :eutituttow for his alsdeeda, Hr. CuxréL haa d¢nanattatpd

hise ramorsﬁ for the breach of truat visited upon hie cllente by his

actions. ﬂr. Corraa'd renorve .As corroborated by nehtal haslkh.

counselor Sarah R, nradﬂay. Ed. 8., vith whom he[has hean in traat-

mant since approximately January of 1992. A coyy of Ha, Bradley’s
Q‘ '

‘ B S
curriculum vitae is attached horato as Exhibit A, The authenticity

of the Defendant’s remorde has been espirically docusehted by br.

ly  and templélel)_
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Anveatment counseling. In him poerronal life, N

. L ¥

® o

|

. . ¥
siqni(lcant;pnd therapeut {c role in hia rehabilitation.effart. Dr.

Reynolds’ v@sume ims attached herato as Exhibit =h~

D\n'inq'ﬁhla 20 year catleet anm a pPracticing a\t:'.;‘_a ney in the State

of Florida, Mr. Cotiea earnad a teputation anonff hias pease ae a

highdy competent practitidner in the field of odﬂ}ﬂo planning and

[ .
ot vrea hag bwen
1

, i :
marrvied for 2% years to hig childhood pvoothn‘a{;_i . Tudly Cotrea.
i
Together they have ralaed twvo children, Chn in!np!w& Toxddd Caovtea and
Colby Correa.

In n(lﬁltlon to havimng wide baased support arong fanily and

friends, H't}. Correa has lined up future enploynrent oppottunitiee
! ’

which will '.(’l\;‘ll)ln Nim to nake teaslitution and to which he looke
forwvard with antjicipationh. Janes HMHiGowen, ;';J;buidom and Chief

Executive Officer of Financial Foeva! Inc.. iafifully award of Hi.
; : {

' {
Corven’as problenas . and ’FI, nonetheloaa, prepajfed to ewzploy the
i

pefandant to market the cﬁapany*p refvicea uaing his ertate plaining

axpertice. In an affort (to asaist in Hy. vnrrc§'g rehaﬁsli\aqiou,

i

Mr. McGowen would place restrictiona on the Deflndant ‘s access Lo
the corpofnte check ing acrount. As will Harvah bradley and Dr.
Raynolds, Mr. McGowen will b prepent at the asntenuing heating to

personally attest to hin connitment to Ky, Cogyea and Lo address

!

quastions or. concernn 6( the Couyt,

Mr. ‘Correa hags aldo bLeen offeres the oppat{unity tq'ub;k with
Tim Raxter {n the construction businesn. NANr. ﬁaatér vill also be
present at the gentencing hearing. Whatever ﬁesur. Cnirg; tak;ﬁ.

¥
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. . .

howeyer, he-plans to devofe a eubatantial unr!sunq%f hia Incone to

,
T

victin restltution. ' ;
ﬂocaumﬁ the Court will heat fron the nuzestroyr individuale who
NI )

wiah to npﬂ*k on Hr. Coréoa'n behalf{ at the ttnh of aentencing,

furthetr elaborvation into the nature and ar!nu(*tﬂ' Ht . (Coryea'a

BUPPOrt network is unnacemeary in the vnn(ost_nr‘;htn nenorandun.

i '

‘A compilation of lettevra from Hr. Corvea's nn@iu:%grn har bDeen

-,!

‘More pressing la the need to place Mr. Corvea‘a ajtuation in the

submitted under gaeparate cover, sinultansously witlthis nenorandun,

context of the lav aan it pertaina to applicatjon of the sentennting

gquldelinen.i The dinscussion wvhich follove |a, therefore, ihtended

t

to give thﬁF Caurt an explicatian of the case lawvw concerning when

ultigntlnq;mlrcuuntnncenryarrant departure fron the guidelinag,

i,

13 3

In an eoffort to nch?qvq 3 qreater degroe

]

fnirﬁeue in the nankennin?nprnqcns throughout t Atate of Florids,

'3

sentencing guidalinea wniv inplezented in the fall of aénl. Hule

3.701, Fla.R.Crin.P. As”articulated in the Sthtenent of Purpose
saction of; the quidslinas: {
The purpose -0l sentsnicing guidelinen {e to ertablieh
a uniform get of dtandards to guide thy sentencing zndge
in the sentence decision-making process. The guidelinas ¢
represent a eynthqsin of current sentenciing practices
. throughout the atatle. Bentencing guidelinelf ave Intendad
ta eliminate unwatranted vatriation in t{s saantencing
proceas by reducing the asubjectivity inf intecprating
apacific offensa-related and offender-rethted critérias
and in defining thalir relativa Inportanca kn tha esntapur
ing decialon. '

Rula 3.701(b), Fla.R.Crim.P. See a;;a ngangn&fwmagggg. 554 So.d

512 (Fla. 1990) (quoting fin e Bules of Crininal. cocsdure (Hantencs
» :

6 conmistency afid.

_————— L
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ing. Guidelinga)., 419 SG. 2 nen. neo (Fla. \on\)).b significant ly,

the guidelir@m ave not intdnded to alininate judicjal diecretion in

the aontoncﬁ’iu).procnnn. Agong the apecvifically ngmnctated prinet-
N 34

- 1 T
ples enl)cxlh)}! in the quiddlines is the tenot thatd
. |
While the sentonging guidelinea ave dedfyned to ald

the judge in the msentdhcing decliaion and are dfiht intended
°to umurp judicial diacretion, depavtures (Ufn the pre-
sumpt ive sentences eatabliahed in the guidélifler ahall be
articulated in writing and rade when r(|vv'piancqp oy
fattorns reargonably juastify the aggravation oy nitigat ion
of tha sentence. The level of praoot nw.‘onmﬂ?‘ to eataly-
liah a departure from a asntence undetr the q\fidelineg in
& preponderance of the evidence.

Rule ).701 (W) (n), Fla.R.Crin.P." The qnldo!ih\cn epecifically pro-

f .
vide for clqnm‘ture whan there exist "circunratancéa or factars that

(U L Sl

roasonably ;’\mtsry aggravat ing ar aitigating the santence ® Fla,

R.Ceim.P., H.701(d) (1)

>

Although the. frnnnr'ni: of the guidalinea vdj'i‘o careful not o
place linitations on the Jg;m'!nrc. prnpo::rly ('nnsmllro_d in mt’lqa.uoh_ \’
“oor aggravation of n‘ann'tel?":q, the guidalinea do dhntain the provigo .".
that "[r)eanons !“og- devia!itnq ‘f-t'-o-n the guldelines shall h‘(_.st lm:h’nle s
factors relating to prior ij\rrostn vithout convictien ot Lhe l.ns.xtat\!_, &
offanses for wvhich convictions hava not been 0;')lv*.aiv\§<l." H\»il‘f"
). 7ox(d)(xi), Fla.R.Crin.p. The Connission var careful te articue "o

late, hove\mr, that “(o]thar faotore, conalatent and finot ih contliot

with tho statasent of puﬂpou , Bay b #onntdorad ;;d vtilired by the

4

'prior to tha 1988 Anenilnenta, the standard cf proof required
tor departure from the guidelings vag “cleav and convineltg” evis
dencea. in Mumy_pﬂkyt\a&ﬁ. 546 Bo.2d 91 (Fla. 18t D.C.A. 19!39), ‘.
the Pirst Clrcult Court of Appieal sustained Lhe, constitutionslity
of the reduction in the atandard of proof to B
evldenca. ,

prcm%hxint‘ahre of




\

sontaencing judge.” Rentancing Guidelines Cornine

-

B S

on Hoten (d)(13)
(1980 Aaem()'u_snta).

It ia pgainat thia (famevork that the Flovida coaurte have hwaen
grappling tp define the pkrnnp(crn of judicial Jjnrro\twn in gene

toncing. ﬁéc Htate v. ﬂxécnlgx, 400 o, 2d s g3la. 1986) (ot iy

that, nince the lnplenomcﬂinn of the guidelinea fhe Hv@ diatlyict

courtn had come to dimparate conclualong ove) vh@ﬁhag an Sd;ntinal
renson for daparture is "clear and <'t\l\'.'tl\t'\hq")l}:, The petvanrive
~thame which hams emevged Iin the case law ia thatk nitigation of »
racomnmendad nentence la wartanted when, for a vhriety of veagons,
the datondd%t poses no future thieat to acciety. flee for @waﬁplo
gtate v.. S E\q‘llﬂ. 526 Lo.2d 40 (Fla. l'“m) (defendant 'a conduet beihg
an isolntmlx tm,hlan! thefe s no future threat to society); Ltale

¥

Yo EQrhesn, 516 fia. 20 156 Hla 1M DLCLAL t')nn)(n{hmq notivation to

rehabjilitation and excell*ht prohahlx!iy of rQHaH:lttatSnn are valid

basaens for downward dnpnu!pro), State v. Regan. "4 %o. 23 1208 (Fla,

2d D.C.A. 1990)(dat‘cndat\ff Atd not constitute a threat to qnvldly
\ <

wvhere the parttculnr ¢£|3unntanvcn of the crsmg anoliotated tha

level of the'defendant’'a guilt o¢ noral culpahilt@y): rgggmgj.ggggg,'

441 So.24 230‘)2, 1070 (¥Fla. 198)) (evidepce of renntée niy propstly

be conaidnked in mitigation of aentenca),

&

Perhapa bacauge réhnhi!ltatioh holda th

¥4

kay Lo ingur ing

aogleties’ protection against crimsinal recldiviin, » defendant’s

<

“3 N ]
amenability to vehablilitation le anong the nonm £r9quhtly arplﬁu“

lated reamons tor downward devlatibn fron a reconftemded conlencs,

The rlorlda 5uprene court recently enphaalaéd Th@ inpgrtaﬁce of
)

=nl

a
o
)
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% .

@nonnbllxty to,rahabllitndhnn in the (rqquon()y%cltqd deocisjon,

Hexxin v. State, sod fo.2d 920 (Fla. 1990) . tn ifRradpn. the tria)

judge departed from the presunptive seitencing gnqo'nr hetwann
throq and oﬁo—ha\f and (our and one-half yeate SLFAIFFtaQKOH and
uonténcod tﬂh:dorondant to two yearn cnnnunt(y'(wnﬁl<\ll folloved by
one year of ﬁrohntton. Clting uaibe[a Y. ftate, ﬂos gfo.2d 43y (Fla.
1987),' the ﬂlinl judge n\congpd Horrin'n ananahi‘;!y to treatunent

as ovldonggd by him volunfhry envollnent in a «hnﬁ; treatneit pyo-

gram®  Herrdpn. %60 So.2d at 9y i

Baged on a narvow teading of Parbera, the ua(?"d Niatrict Court

of Appeal lgnorad the trial Jidige’ a finding with )qqard to anena-

‘bility to rehabilitation and reversed. Faocusify solely on the

substance abuge aapects of parbera. the dietrict court determsined
4 )

that lntoxi#ation or subalance abuge can be clear and convinging

reason for 30wnvard departure in-sentencing anly wvhere, ag wag Lhe
i

1

caso {n ngnﬂana. tha defeiflant in intoxfcated at {he tine the crine

i
‘f‘
3

was committaed.’

Vi +

Becauno the fedond District. Court of Appaal

taticn of Darhera cdnflguq,d vith that of otheor diRtrict gourte, the

£ ' .
Suprame Court accepted jukisdiction tn hear the ¢ase. JNerrin, 568
| . LY [ '

50.2d at 921. SRignificatly, the Courl étated without hesitation

its unwillingneas to hald that mybstance abuna’ ¢an only varrahﬁ
i i

i

t

SEIERE YA gt

’nggpgxg vaa gubrequently raueaod fram on otner groutde I fope

Y. Htate, 561 8o,3d saaﬁ(rla. 1990) .

]

“‘Daxkexa wae dacided prior to the 1988 Amq‘fﬁeﬂt reduaing the
atandard ot proof from "elear and convineing® wf *s prepohderance
of the éevidence.® . A )

atrict intetpres
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departure iy thosa cases ih vhich there ia an tnpaf@nnnt at the tine s

1

the crime iﬂ comnitted. In keopinq with the Qutdﬁltnea undetlying

goal of unl@oxnl(y {n gentdncing, the Court, tskaw@na, ntnpped ghoyt

1

of atating * tule which wuld perait dovnward dqra:tune in every

cage of drug ov alcohol nﬂdtg\inn. Hovevat , ham}s upan the tyial

)udq%'s finding of drug addiction coupled viﬂﬁ arenability to i

rehabil{tation, the Court aatulely reasanad: Y{ i
For purposea of quidelines departures, . .[. a defan- )
dant ‘s substance abuse suat he conatldered tdjether with ]
his or her amenabllity to vehabilitation, . . | [W]e hold

that subatance abuse, atanding alone, cannot justify a
doparthire. There suat aleo be a finding hated upon con-
petentiaubatantial evidence that if the defendant’'s sen-
tenca fla reducad in order to parait treatment for the
dapendgncy, there f{a a reasonalile possibility that auch
ttantn%nt vill be succeanaful.

e S

SR

RHoexrin. 568380.20 at 922. :See algo aLngQyA_I[aa%QI. 6310 Ba.2d %72,

v
‘

titat ian can itaelf

14

4l in a3 teagonabile

- q 574 (Fla. 4th D.C.A. 1923) {aranability to vehaht
]

be valid reaason provided ther

- -

) possibility that rohnbkli_a\lan vill be succeantul). *
B In Herrin‘s case, tu& Court concluded that the avidenhga was ® ;L
sufficiaent to support the'reduced sentence. 'Th?yfaﬁt that Hartvin k.

N . .

had abetnlqea fros druga for a period of tire folloving an injtial
period of %pluntary treatmant waa deensd rulficient evidence of the
potential for rehabllitation. Herxin, 368 Bo,24 at 422, That

. ‘ 1%
further treatment wvas hélnq sowght wag found td

corraoborate thie
conolunion. uggggn. 560 50,20 at 922,

<

Ao ln Merxin, Mr. Corroa s anenablility to 1ruatnpﬁt and . the.

dtrength of hisg comaltment to rehabllitation are avidanted by his

voluntary submiassion to counassling prior to th%%knceﬁtiﬁﬁ'ﬁf.tbé
3 }

> ]
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’ ' . v

criminal inveatigation, and by Nhis continusd {participation jo

thox;apy t‘.hl"‘ouqh the preadgnt date. fee alao nag.&,el, 610 Ho.2d at
574 (dol‘endlant'n volun(nl;y submiasion to counsefing prior to asen-
tencing .‘uw}.l; willingneaa to participate in treatnent progrvan are
valid conn‘idm‘nt fona 1n @owwnn\ depatture) . A,:i:, sentencing, Hy.
Correa will] atteat to hid caonaitaent to continy | ticatrent for ae
long ar necassary to accaonplish conplete rehabi l(atsuﬁ

Although the Florida Suprene Coutt apecif it’ab,if y determined that
oxpart teatimony la not necemsary o auppaa t a rlmn,finq of amenabili
ty to rehabilitation, Herrin., 560 So.2d at 922, !j\n Court need not
rely exclu!_:lvply on Ht. Cotrea‘s aeslf-aerving fepregentat jons in
this roan{h. Having vorked with both Hi. Correa and hias vife for
an extandnﬂ pgrlod of tire, favah hradley vwill altest tn the defen-
dant’s intd}npo rotivation to becane yehabilitat c;t and of hey opinfon
that rehabilitation can lclt accoapliahed vith ¢ nﬂ inved theyapy. Dv.

’ 4 *

Raynolda will tell the (‘dﬁn! that Hr. Correa iw #\m only Gi';it?t’i‘?.ﬂﬂ"
ing reactive depr ﬂun\nnm of clinical uiqnlﬂéj\n(o hut  that he
sufferns fron na pernnnﬂxlﬂy dirorder. Baaed upon or{ohﬁ}vq.péthﬂ*
logical tenting and QVnPNAtsﬂn Dr. Reynolda viil opine that with
long-tern treatment Hr. Corvea will e able tn &aria\:m hia rgqﬂw;
ery. Acdbrdlnq to Dr. ngynélda, Mr. Corvea e an oxceptionally
intelligent individual vho in readily arenable to rehabilitatign on

i
a rational cognitive lavel.

Althouq.h Herrin dealt vith drug addiction, & Cactor nidt present
' 3 )
in tho case at bar, the courta of this state slso recoynide that a

defendant can possasas anh anotlional or lﬂkﬂlle!ual atata vhich ray

i’#
§
J;

f

-
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justify mitiigatton of meptence when coupled wifth amenabllity to
1 ‘ .

rehabilitathon. Saith v. $take, 512 t0.3d 50 (Flaj 24 D.C.A. 1988

sgntgmy;‘rxglyea, 461 0. 49 (Fla. Y DA sy o but of . gtate

Yo Alexander. %91 50.2d0 19 (Fla. 0 D.C.D. 149 (diet inguiahing

Talyas on grounda that anenability tn Qt'ca!nor\(;," &}n not equivalent
to showing a strong motivation for r1ehabilitat \(v{f\-) "I state v,
Twalyeg, 4¢6) S0.2d 49) (Fla. a0 D.C. A 128%), o1 instance, the
Third Dintn}.ict Court of Appeal sustained a nitigated gentence Baned
upon oxpnrl{‘:.avldom'o that the defendant auffored fron Peoast Traumatic
Stress nlnf‘.)rdnr vhich was anc:‘\ahln to ULreatnent by dermignated

outreach plé(xjt‘nnn. The Churl waa persuaded furfher concerning the
’ #

)

defondant’a potantial for rehabilitat inn by the Seat irony of support
i

from family, frienda and fpnts\:.)',"ax'n. In the ins
that'ﬂr. Corraa haas the n‘,,'m'vhe,tntnq suppart of %tn fanily, friends
and potential enplqurnégraatly ehhancea hig fogtent {ak to. bheaona
fully rehabjlitated. uqrs lettors mllmntc«)‘\uv? v separate covet.

The ngkxgg decipion wvas subzegquently nited with approyal by
the Second. Dintrict Court of Appeal in & cane In which the'd@féﬁnént
receivad a nitigated %énleﬂcq for canvictiong on 132 ?gmht; ot

sending threatening lettera and faour counta of E%téa{ghinq harn to

]

a public aervant based upon the teial court'f Finding Hhat his
actions “were motivatad by ‘an extreme axotional cobdition'®,
snith, 532 $0.2d at 5). In atfiening tha-dﬁvngard depatrture, the

3
)

defdhdant hau also basen held to be a witigating

'he age of the

tactor vhen, by virtue of age, the dafandant is 8 good candidats for

rehabllitation. Srate M. Noralss, 522 G0.7d 444 (Fla. 4th 0.C.A,
1989). - ' :

10 - A T

}m\'! cage, the fagt
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v . i . - 1} s

diatrict gourt obsarved that the avidence conreining the defendant ‘s

A

i

enotlona@ or intellectijal atate juntified ns‘igatS@u, aven though

it ntoppeq short of dﬂnqhntlatinq inconpetence fr insanity. 1d. As

ntated byjthn dintrict wonrt: i

Saith'sa pnninhnpn{ i . . . to be gauged”

., Bbattera as his dangerousness, the 1ikel ko
vian, the actual harn done, and the poariBfility that hie
behavior was influenced by factora not ofiff 1t'ely within
hia control. '

Smith, 532 80.2d at s4. F

In addition to :\nan:\ISHHy to rvehabilitatfon, a recond factoy
t'requontlgi! citad in suppiort of dowhvard departure ja a defendant'e
genuine rcﬁaorna. For conatitutional teasraona, lack of renolpe cémsot
conatitutd a . valld reason for sn upward dnpartulo fron the guide-
linas. He&rtrnlt remorag on the part of the dnf%ndant #ay, hovever,
properly be conalderad an a nitigating factor. ‘§LaLgL¥g.£iShéo 526
$0.2d at 951, Ptme.,ﬂ.r.w 3FL9. 44 Ko.2d at 107} -

e

("{alhy convinging
avidence of vemorae nay perky be conaldered {n nitigation of the
sentence); State:v. uoughx 572 G0.240 1009 (rna.“zg‘ 0.6 A zucx)
In tho fnatant caeq. Hr. Carrea will sﬁqa@qursonﬁlly of hié
remorse nwd of him intanee Jdesire to make full rveslitutidn to the
victime oﬁrhtn orime.  Agaln, thQvur. the Court -nesd not taly

solely on the Defqndant{a nelf-sgrvtnq teatinofly am proof of hie

romorse. Mr. Corvea’s iremorde is corroborates by Dy, Heynolds'
eibirica)‘ttndlnqa. an wall as by the teatinony b Ereatin§ rental
health counselor, Sarah bBradley. HKa. hradley will share with thé

Court the break through whlch vccuteed In Ke,

joreaa’a treatpant

when ‘he was. finally able to reveal in tharapy th
. £
X

} facta uﬁdgrxiing

11
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| .
] .“' .
2 the crinifial chargas (of which he now faces mentencing. Only then J
d \
%, ’ B
i vas the Dgfendan! able Lo begin to deal with ‘“° voncomitant guilt L% |
i, and renofﬂe which had, !haretnfnra. ve tghed 931"9“v“r pon his. ;
} ; ‘ _ _ ' i -

. g i 11 i

Having voluntarily relingquiehed hin Hvam’.»s to practice Yaw,

? Hr? Corvea posnen no futyre threat to society. f%r. Cnrrna>hpprpuin ,{
é aten, hovever, the roriouanean of the of fenpe whh“h ﬁa haer coepitisd :
E and acknowladgea that a pericd of {ncatcerat {oi \& fitting., Accord- j

ingly, the defense does not meek to avold Incajzceration.  Rather, i

it ie auh#&tted that a departure gentence in Lﬁc range of twoe and
I

ohe-half ypnra is appropriate under the circumatancen of thia vana.

o -
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Moreover, hnn sentence in excegn of that which ir requeated Vn“]d

gerve nho Lanahle purpogk other than to nakngpn exaeple of this
i \’ . . -

fif ﬁ defendant . ' i , + f
%1 1 While a nevere négienca'can #end an tnf luable #espago té h
;? 1 socioty whan adnlnlater P in the proper context, the exisatence of ‘y,:g
é y coppelling mitigating f&wtnrw in the wane at ?ar counael auatnﬂt ‘ %'1i
;:‘ .i such action. A the Gé‘dnﬂﬁa demonstrates, ﬁr. Correa 18 both :
f amenable fo rehabilitation and atrongly rotivated to achieve ;ﬁg y

conplaaenﬁary goals of total rehabilitation and conplete vi?&ih

restitution. The euhst?ﬁtial liinllha&d that tl

succesnful in his efforth to acconplish rehubllit{tlon is !llustratu

Defendapt will be

ed by his qenulno renorse and by hie atrong vnmﬂhtnnﬁt Lo dartivi~
pation in a treatrent teqgins. hoth Kr. Cnrfea’é treating ﬁenhai .

health counselor, Harah hradley, and evaluémihgkpsyehnloggﬁt. tie.

derald Reynolils, agrae th?t a prison term in‘éxuj”'

@
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by the defense would, al beast delay and, at w

»;' hampor, the ultinate goal of vehabhilitation,
WHEREFORE, under the particular ciicunnatancae:

Defgndant mw\yn that this Court vill cavrefully ('ungﬁmmﬁ the teptino-

ny to be pijp'gentod at the heating on November 8 1391, and {impore

{: .
a mitigatel nentence of

)

tvoe and one-half yefzre imncarceration,

followad b* prohation wilh the apecific vrm‘xn{t,:nn for long-teym -

treatmont and victin reatiityt ion. ‘%

Regpectfully submitted, thin ' _'_'J day of W“"‘”“""- 109y,
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