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Steven Tayl or was convicted of two separate robberies at the
same store and possession of instrunents of a crime He was given
a total of twelve and one-half to twenty five years in prison,
concurrent to an eight and one-quarter to twenty-five year
sentence he was serving for a Del aware County robbery.

Hi s only argunent on appeal conmes fromthe adm ssion of
testinony concerning the Del aware County sentencing. At the
sentencing in Phil adel phia, he was especially contrite and
apol ogi zed profusely to the victins who were present. The
District Attorney, to rebut his apparent contrition, called the
Assistant District Attorney from Del aware County who was at the
sentencing there. His testinony was that Taylor showed the sane
kind of contrition when he spoke at his sentencing there, but
becane totally disruptive and had to be restrained after he
received his sentence. This evidence was properly admtted only
to rebut the inpression that Taylor was truly repentant for his
crime. Fromthe Del aware County sentencing, it appears his
repentance only lasts until he gets his sentence. The details
fol | ow.

St even Tayl or robbed the Natural Goodness Store at 20th and
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Wal nut Streets in Center City Phil adel phia twice within two
weeks, on Decenber 6, 1997 and Decenber 18, 1997. During the

first robbery, he said, "Have you ever experienced death? ...

want all the noney, right away, open the register ... Were's the
rest, | want the rest...You have ten seconds or |'II kill
everyone..."l"mcomng back in five mnutes, don't nove or |'l|
kill anyone." He did not display a weapon, but the victins
conpl i ed.

The second tinme, Taylor said, "I'marnmed and |I' m danger ous,
|"'mwanted for nurder, and I want f'ing noney...|l've got a f'ing
gun, I'Il kill you...l know there's nore f'ing noney, go get
it..." He said he would be back and "I will f'ing kill you." He

said that several tines. However, as he ran fromthe store,
people said, "Stop him stop him robber” A unifornmed security
guard started chasing him and anot her non-uniformed security
guard tackled him The second security guard handcuffed hi mand
the police cane and arrested him

Qoviously, this is a serious case, in which there were two
separate robberies of different people. Two of the enpl oyees
were so frightened that they quit their jobs and their lives were
di srupt ed.

The defendant at his sentencing before nme on August 19,
1998, expressed great renorse (N T. August 19 1998, pp. 11-16).
Anong ot her things, he said, anong ot her things:

. he was sorry for what he did fromthe deepest, deepest part
in him
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. he hopes that one day he can see the store owner so she can
see the kind of person he really is, where he can be
hel pful to her;

. he was sorry the male victim (who was in the courtroom in

fear, and wi shed himthe best of luck in his future

endeavors;
. drugs were responsi ble for what he did;
. he woul d never forget the wong that he did;
. he just wi shes he could erase that year fromhis life; and
. the district attorney is going to make himout to be a

person he isn't.

The defendant knew that the assistant district attorney was
going to point to his conduct in Delaware County and tried to
blunt that. The defense counsel tried to admt that there was an
out burst when he got a twenty-five year sentence in Del anare
County.

| responded that while it m ght be reasonable to | ose
control after such a | arge sentence, | needed to know exactly
what happened to be able to see whether or not it was rel evant.
It could rebut his claimthat he was renorseful and all this was
out of character for himbecause of drugs. Wether or not the
defendant is truly contrite is a relevant factor in sentencing.

Counsel were unable to stipulate to exactly what happened,
so the next day, Mchael R @Glantino, a Del aware County
Assistant District Attorney, cane in to testify. He brought the

notes of testinony fromthe Del aware County sentenci ng hearing.
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M. Glantino testified that Tayl or was convicted of robbing
a 35-year old Payl ess Shoe Store cashier with a fake gun.
During jury selection, Taylor said that the trial was "organi zed
slavery,” and ultimately was ordered renoved by the judge. He
kept interrupting the police when the testified, saying they were
lying and were abusing him He was warned not to do that, and
they readied a video roomin the event he had to be renoved from
t he courtroom agai n.

At sentencing, Taylor apol ogi zed for his behavior, said his
enotions got the best of him and his enptions got control of
him He was very apol ogetic, renorseful and deferential. As
soon as the sentencing took place, which was relatively severe
(eight to twenty-five years), Taylor changed. He told the judge
he was not fit to be a judge. He kept interrupting the judge and
was told to sit dowmn. He had to be renoved fromthe courtroom
twi ce. when he cane back, the judge ordered himgagged. He
yelled into the m crophone through the duct tape over his nouth,
and the judge had to have the sheriffs pull himback fromthe
m crophone so he could put his reasons for the sentence on the
record. The summary is that Taylor was originally contrite and
apol ogetic, as he was before nme, but was the exact opposite after
sent enci ng.

| refused notions to strike the testinony of Assistant
District Attorney Galantino for two reasons.

First, he described in detail the Del aware County robbery,

whi ch was not contained in the presentence report. The nature of
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prior offences are properly taken into consideration.

Secondl y, when tal ki ng about tinme needed for rehabilitation,
Taylor's true renorse and contrition is relevant. H's actions in
Del aware Count after a nea culpa statenent simlar to the one he
gave to ne does indicate whether | can accept his apol ogi ze as
si ncere.

Mor eover, there is no real argunent that the sentence is
excessive, and, very frankly, the Del aware County outburst did
not alter the sentence | gave him The practical effect of the
sentence is nerely to give Taylor an extra 4-1/2 to 9 years on
top of the Del aware County sentence for two other robberies. |If
he were sentenced to that termconsecutively to the Del anare
County sentence, it would be within the guidelines in any event.

Since the sentence in Del aware County cane after the
comm ssion of these crinmes, the defendants prior record score was
only a "3", although these crines nerit a "10". The standard
range is 43 to 54 nonths. Therefore, if Taylor received a
sentence on each of the two robberies consecutively, the standard
range woul d be 108 nonths, or nine years, close to the twelve and
a half-years he received without considering the fact that this
was a concurrent sentence. Also, there could be an additional
sentence for the knife he had on his possessi on when he was
arrested. If the Delaware County robbery were taken into
consideration, while it did not count for the guidelines, it
relates to Taylor's character, dangerousness, and possibility for

rehabilitation that would justify a sentence outside the
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gui del i nes.

Therefore, the conplaint that the Del aware County sentenci ng
hearing shoul d not have been considered is without nmerit, since
it related both to the nature of the Del aware County robbery and
the sincerity of Taylor's apology to ne. Under all the
ci rcunstances, the sentence was not excessive. The reasons

stated for appeal should be rejected.

BY THE COURT,

R B. Klein, J.
DATE: Septenber 27, 2000
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