IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DI STRI CT OF PENNSYLVAN A

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA : CRI M NAL ACTI ON
: NO. 98-631-2
V.
: ClViL ACTI ON
STEVEN J. | MVENDCRF : NO 02-4087
ORDER
AND NOW this day of Septenber, 2002, it is

her eby ORDERED t hat :
(1) the notion of Steven J. Immendorf under 28 U. S. C
8§ 2255 to vacate, set aside, or correct sentence is DEN ED;, and

(2) no certificate of appealability is issued.

On May 3, 1999, co-defendants Fred Massanova and Steven
| rmendorf were convicted by a jury of conspiracy to distribute
marijuana fromat |east June, 1994 to at least in or about July,
1996, in violation of 21 U S.C. 8§ 846. |mmendorf was al so found
guilty of possession of marijuana with intent to distribute and
mai ntaining a marijuana storage facility, in violation of 21
US. C 88 841(a)(1l), 856(a)(2). On Septenber 21, 1999, the court
deni ed the notions of Massanova and | mendorf for a new trial.

United States v. Massanova, No. CRIM A. 98-631-02, 1999 W

761136 (E.D. Pa. Sept. 21, 1999). On Cctober 28, 1999, the court
sentenced | mendorf to ninety-seven nonths inprisonnment. The
Court of Appeals affirnmed his conviction and sentence on COct ober

25, 2000. United States v. Massanova, 242 F.3d 372 (3d Gir.




2000). The Suprene Court denied certiorari on June 25, 2001
Massanova v. United States, 533 U S. 930 (2001).

On August 8, 2002, we denied the 8 2255 notion of Fred
Massanova. In his § 2255 notion, Steven |Imendorf has raised
exactly the sane issues that were advanced by Massanova. In
fact, nmuch of Imrendorf's notion is copied verbatimfromthe
notion of his co-defendant. As explained in our August 8, 2002
Menmor andum we found the argunents of Fred Massanova to be
conpletely without nerit. W therefore will deny the notion of
Steven I mmendorf to vacate, set aside or correct sentence for the
reasons set forth in our earlier Menorandum a copy of which is
attached.

BY THE COURT:




