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In the Menorandumand Order Dismissing the Verified Conplaint
signed on March 10, 2005, footnote 6 on page 7, should read as
foll ows:

6 The state Suprenme Court’s inability to resolve
all of Cesario s procedural due process clains due to his
failure to provide relevant transcripts, see Bergquist,
844 A. 2d at 104-110, does not create jurisdictioninthis
Court, as those due process clains are“inextricably
intertwned” with the issues that court did resolve -
namely the validity of the Superior Court rulings. See
Picard v. Menbers of the Enployee Ret. Bd., 275 F. 3d 139,
145 (1st GCir. 2001). Moreover, in the course of denying
rehearing, the state Suprene Court reviewed pertinent
transcripts belatedly provided by Cesario and noted that
nothing in themchanged the result. See Appendi x, n.2,
i nfra.

Ent er:

It is so ordered.
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