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State of West Virginia,

Plaintiff,

V. Case No. CC-35-2013-F-31
Judge David J. Sims

CODY BRAUTIGAM,

Defendant

ORDER REVOKING SUPERVISED RELEASE

On the 27th day of June, 2022, came the State of West Virginia, by and through
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney, Shawn R. Turak, Esq., and as well came Defendant,
Cody Brautigam, in person via video conference from the West Virginia Division of
Corrections, and by his counsel, Robert Gaudio, Esq., for a hearing on a Petition to
Revoke Supervised Release filed by Probation Officer William Hinerman, who also
present for the proceedings.

WHEREUPON, the Court ascertained that the Defendant, Cody Brautigam, could
see and hear all occupants within the Courtroom.

THEREUPON, counsel for the Defendant advised the Court that the Defendant
was prepared to admit the allegations set forth in the Petition.

WHEREUPON, the Defendant, Cody Brautigam, swore an oath to tell the truth.

THEREUPON, the Court conducted a colloquy with the Defendant, Cody
Brautigam, who advised that he was the same Cody Brautigam in the Petition; that he
understood the allegations contained within the Petition; that he was aware of and
understood his procedural rights to a contested hearing wherein he could challenge the
State's evidence; that he wished to waive his due process rights to a hearing and
instead admit to the allegations contained within the Petition; that no promises had

been made to him in exchange for his admission; and that he was doing this of his own



free will and without threat or coercion.

WHEREUPON, the Court did review with the Defendant, Cody Brautigam, who
did admit to violating Rules 8, 12 and 15 of the Adult Supervised Release Terms; Rule 5
of the Computer Use Conditions; and Rule 16 of the Sex Offender Conditions.

THEREUPON, the Court did

FIND that the Defendant, Cody Brautigam, did understand the nature of the
allegations contained with the Petition to Revoke Supervised Release. The Court did
further

FiND that the Defendant, Cody Brautigam, did understand aii of his rights reiative
to a contested hearing on the Petition to Revoke. The Court did further

FIND that the Defendant, Cody Brautigam, did knowingly, intelligently and
voluntarily waive all of his rights and admit to the violations as set forth fully in the
Petition to Revoke Supervised Release. The Court did

ACCEPT the Defendant's admissions and did

ORDER that the Petition to Revoke Supervised Release is GRANTED. The
Court did further

ORDER that the Defendant's Supervised Release is REVOKED.

WHEREUPON, counsel for the Defendant argued in favor of the Defendant
relative to the sanction the Court could impose.

THEREUPON, the Court did afford to the Defendant, Cody Brautigam, his right
of allocution, which the Defendant did exercise.

WHEREUPON, counsel for the State argued sanctions to the Court and did elicit
the sworn testimony from Officer Hinerman in addressing the appropriate sanction.

THEREUPON, the Court did spread upon the record its rationale in imposing its

sanctions and did



ORDER that the Defendant is sanctioned to a sentence of twenty-five (25) years
in the custody of the West Virginia Department of Corrections with credit for all custodial
time served in the underlying conviction, to-wit, five years, as well as credit since his
arrest on April 14, 2022 for the Petition. Accordingly, the Court did

ORDER the effective sentence date as April 14, 2017. The Court did further

ORDER pursuant to West Virginia Code §62-12-26(j) and on motion of the State
of West Virginia, that upon his release from incarceration, the Defendant, Cody
Brautigam, shall be subject to supervised release for an additional twenty-five (25)
years. Tnere being nothing furiher, the Court did

ORDER that the Circuit Clerk of Ohio County shall forward an attested copy of
this Order to all counsel of record, the West Virginia Department of Corrections, and the
Ohio County Probation Office.

To which rulings the respective objections of the parties are hereby noted and
preserved.

ENTER this 1st day of July, 2022.

Is! David J. Sims

Circuit Court Judge
1st Judicial Circuit

PREPARED BY:

/s/ Shawn R. Turak

Shawn R. Turak
Assistant Prosecuting Attorney

Note: The electronic signature on this order can be verified using the reference code that appears in the
upper-left corner of the first page. Visit www.courtswv.gov/e-file/ for more details.



If CDJ/ ..6(‘&(.2"73!21"1} wc(cd’ed m/ 5:‘.!/3&(%5&51

release , I Ct‘.\ﬂédmﬁd Ml/ld &H“dfnj .’)dbéf‘lﬂ(‘-ﬁ.‘i’

o ,_mp.mperl / vsed the internet  and  used the \303.[ ATM

e

which was prohib,lﬁe.ol . 1 alsec meved and ne_gj\eci’ ed

| *_fc_ L)’OLJ.GJ'E. M)/ acldre.» I am W_r)/ C e_mo.fzs_&\(ul Enr
_ fh&,.e_ Qd’nOij and  hed taken Coll rupms. f/ ﬂr

them.

“wa_ sentence I bl ceceved was .Uﬂ'FG.if cmol

e’

vacensthtotional . 1 was  <entenced. Yo the maxioem

m( A5 7:‘5 and. en "fe_p o( that the ceurt added

Qs e.fd'nre‘?/ new Yerm (,f A5 AL Super \/ased

release , .-L Jt.f_K remed)/ ‘E}( 15 exroeyf,



(f\ﬁéi%nm&m d( Eeror

The érror be.msj seatenced Yo the max LUV
prised se_r_weaca & 35 yes | which u.as the entvre
,_mpe/\/:‘sed cedbase and thea reaéyl%a._ ancther 5
Y,q :mf)e,rv'«‘se’.d (Q\QCLSQ _a(’w_r Ccmplerfn__(‘] the pﬁ.xr\
sentence, _Tﬁq{ s _in viclahen of the 2ol WVa,
Code . Chqpter (03 Criomnal Proceedure Act, 19, Qo_bahm_
and. Qarele'_, SG-ia- 2, Exfend&l §Qpa'v;.5icla GN i
C;?.rfq;_ﬂ 5.;x O@wea‘; ﬁ.enfﬂf@n&j; _coﬂdit;ﬂ_ﬁ]’ 5¢:Pwn"5_fcn
N Q’avim‘oas; _ﬁu_p;a(v};sfovl_ Fees; Rules _Ci)_aac[ CD’_) _

@.)pﬁd’&l ’ / -\jubmlﬁ ed -




