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1 . The sentencing court erred by imposing a sentencing
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2. The sentencing court violated Mr. Ba• ner's fundamental

constitutional right to parent without interference when it
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elaborate charade that someone else is handling your
account. I mean, no Internet in your name; so at this
time, the Court is going to revoke the SSOSA, and I'm
going to sentence Mr. Babner to jail.
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BASED ON VIOLATION OF AN UNCONSTITUTIONAL SENTENCING

CONDITION PROHIBITING ALL CONTACT BETWEEN MR. BABNER

AND HIS BIOLOGICAL INFANT SON.
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with minors .2 RIP 101-2. The provision prohibits all contact, even
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Although the court also cursorily refers to Babner's Facebo
account, this relatively minor violation does not appear to be th
reason for the revocation. RP102. The court does state that bein11terminated from treatment is a violation of the SSOSA, but does n
refer to this as a reason for termination. RP 97, 101-2.
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3 Mr. Babner's convictions in this case were for contact with the 5-

year-old daughter of a friend. Supp. CP, Declaration for Probable
Cause.
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