No.

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Deverly Rilen PaRer _ PETITIONER
),
(Your Name)

VS.

Unidgd Stades of Rwerica_ RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

Unded, States Cougt of A 919&8.)5 For Tae Yourt Cleeuid
. (NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

@38\10\3 Qlen DaKer BSWHGI- OB

(Your Name)

Popox Hopo
(Address)

Alicenille, Al 3544
(City, State, Zip Code)

(Phone Number)



QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

1 Sheudd s Cour¥  exeraSe ks oLLP@\I\"L\\/ a.u%‘r\crdy to reverse
Mg Baker's  congpivacy corwichon € |
By the end o Hral, e gover ament Concdluded hat “we Hﬂw&— |
Ments  ensied faﬁhtr Than the 0\(\3\6 Agreement dmanjed in the Ak -
tent Q,b(\‘.)\T\LC.\'\\It_ amendl ng e n&\c}mm% _,

BJ Did the (ﬂowex*'\muﬁ’ Coonrau T & Yolea KeS esrar L.L%\U\%
evidence  oF o\ P\ Lé:ﬂS()xTu.t«ib ﬁ SULPFX)(‘{' A Wndict et |
foc . bingle uﬂbp\(acy O Koveakes v lnted Shates 343 0D,
0, TeT-17, Ll S G 1225 (1M6) : Wntked Stades v Lapes 7906 F.2
a0 (a4 ae, Qowm). | -

' \J\Dé )V\’\t Fadang of g’\\fc_ onp&m\.’fro \‘Sdlfcu\k a opgc;if\‘-{c'
Unanmoty ﬂ%ﬂmd'ion [SRCS J\ the  cousts Sailure dp Sua
bpm*& gVe  Sudn Lnj'mkc)ncﬁ Create Yoe 18l € a Qonunani -
ous Verdick 2% ararded o frmcle T an 2 and tee Sixdn
Arnend ment of he L\nn&cf) Stades Con @hﬂﬂn on. L_m“m’.ci 5*"‘*@3
V.G Ney B36 ¥.2d 06 la@-13 (G ar, 1987,

l U@c\u Ree V. Flares D‘+ec31 5&8 U.S3 170, 41890 | 120 S G \ooq LZC%) (\(PPL_\ late

S ungel wWas apt ak UWherdy b O\L\)\_g(JLLrL\L 'F\“u_ B‘PPLUS\—C Withes o8 N
QD&\\QI c,\\OL Nr. N \”(EL"\D \(\o\afb \’\U o,.\)Crh /‘\’rﬂff\f\hﬁe_& (L(‘m +3 efﬁ’redi\u_
a@o\S*M\Ce o Coungel oo &banc(omng her wishes on cmit Q(th_&\

o Iﬁ% 'V(o Baler —errted Ay a rmm PP, o @no&ma “mpcr -
p \I\(OL\\A& Likel have (’NUH( Rodc: (L,“Q'L V. backed D+a_ArC.6 305
u 23T, , 845G TS L %‘t)

3. %ﬁ%nam v. Unded States BV .5.24 i, Uk 5.\ (19gw) | holds ¥aat
L,\.L\’\(\kL\a‘\"th_ pwx&ﬁm&rﬁc s unauther \Lcdz by Com\)* eSS \\a\‘a Baker re -
R 62 £ . -V B (ST Ve T aen*vmc:e, THEETARR A coum'% TR TR ARG
e %{ﬂ’hﬁﬂCe_ Jrho o g+ BJSL\ Spﬂ'\’ﬁ,ﬂc,i(k her 4o concursent Yer mY
OF 24O months on the Same  cpuds e o— elegen valahon of e
double  jepary dange. Did %e Fourth Olreak Q,omn)\(* A Ruledge erver?

NWas e c\\S‘Y\\Gr Lbu-\— required. Yo po%&hc&\ 6 eg Arug chuaﬂ\—'
&t %m*re,(\wg k\cLJ\r% Ve, %&33:&6 Ny ?aﬁu&m ;m\\ W3, 7&:
W03 Uk cie))
If 90 did Mo Sadluce Yo spesty, allow The Aistaick courdt Yo
Congider Uﬂ The vecprd +he pplicable %Lx(c\e,\ime, Tainge. Lnaor
158G adil ()7 | S v



5 Does the remedy i Marksez V. Ryan Stk 65\ N\ 129 8.t \36\ @om

and Trevine V. Uealer 133 8. CrolalW G (Mg 28 &53)/ eXQUSE ANy
mcmur“ c\m&J\w ba AXT\NG | N4 Da}\mb \M},/H echin ass ‘fra‘n@, o5
Coundel  Aaim® Stom belng | teard . on wWhedher ummd Was

eWeckhye atr Sentendng Staae ? T e . % M GaXer Cﬂ'\r\*\ec‘.\ o \"\zu
Soll Seope o ner ineSfcckive | asSistance ¢F Counsed daims conmdered
hat  were \)V&Se_rﬂ'ed n her &ab‘b.‘: '

b Tid %(\ﬂ swnder of wecelaked C/\\aAg]dc allans 2m Umpes eSS \de (‘L_.Q_’P(\(j
Q% 1.5.5. b SD\. &Lél) (Whe c\.\\d‘?..\u\e_.) leut relevandt u_n&udr '\'C. e \\\-p"d_j?.

D
Llucred during Hhe camomudbien of e cFrense  af convichon vncdudieg AN

ceamna_\g\ Srmt cealble acts o othes 0 Surtherance oF the joitWy e e hLKJj
Coirminal ek v ky that Occusfed c\unm} e Commitdion OF The offente oF
u,n\ucfﬂen (u S .G BLLD. D e ralsgolnder allow Me Baker ~o e

\Utm\o\r\ed wice Sor o u;\*\) Tuse “Hrough eleven

. D\c\ Jr\me'ﬁ erba ot Uioladte e ©akess due procesd rg\'d' wWhere
H’ %lxl&c\ h C,om@\/ whith he rekcurr_mirfv‘; &% \% ugsC 3953@), (b)),

Shg&\d\ Mo . Barers  coimiam) . juc\s‘mﬁn¥ oo ¢ tQK\JY‘{f X0 ;pgndﬁ-
e Fed B Ras N ) agpeal period to run anew, s other |
Clroars Follow Mve wsual Lourge. of \)dcﬁk&‘b\\ proce,ecl Nt
Yo aMow c&f}e_\\AaJ\*rb Pael ¢ \\6\‘& o a ﬁ’\e_d_ﬂ\(\S‘?LL\
,a@;oea\ 2 I -

90

. Did lcou)’\,e,'\]S -@'3:\\&( e o d(\a.\\'tiﬂgt e, SL\‘WRC\&OQ,\/ ot WRe . ey Ae_ncg.
| 1n\1e,\én\—\y Wasve - Bake's Tight 4o challenge +he  cons rudionalvbx

3% her Qones«?'\\‘&(;\/ convichon ©
TR 5hu.x\d S tourt O\)&r‘\‘dj«'\ Wnded Statres v, paker - o
AT~ D mr}l Vac(;u\fe. e qovernMent o grove dhe ® &drei (a
Gncert ' element o can Tre courd disreasrd e odicg 0 Wakbea-
%es v, United States 328 4.8 750,713 Qi) and adle w )ﬁm\\!\@ Ao be
Conieked oo a Swgle Qom@wa\g\/ cased on uxdc_nc,k, o5 W\\L\*\?\v
C/D\\C\{J\YaULS :

>\'\ D‘LCX he, \‘QLLVH\ Ckfg.u\‘ €x< \N‘Y\u\ WoAdlerecarded ‘he \\L\A\\‘\S W
?\uévlulge, v. Uniked ‘C‘Q:H_a SMW.B . 18L 11996 and ndluded Yoy ©aker
(ceeive & aMe ot Senlrence ‘m addhon o e d@maqaj'eg\ Sentence ?

. LJD () ) ~ e



\a . \3\;\‘\ h{j‘g}ftf\c‘l\ v oNeas SQISG_/y 5%@‘45‘“\‘@(0 \{\?\Q\.\ﬂc} “ \'@\\\aj-\,’\& NS
Untted Sraks (29 SQr 2050 il U{J‘va?, fequice Fae jacy w0
deferraine  dr ug q}@f&’i-\": ;AN \'c\,fj adcedual baais LQ{_‘( ag cesnent ,
fakher than drug quanhity attcibated 4o Foe censpiiacy 2% a Wheke, ) )
i ocder Yo *(igger The maundatory Mialmuom and A Moy Sahge
€. The DSt Court 1F8l® made the tndividualized
S‘—Lm&lr@% 2% to :iruc c&w%ﬂ"\e‘s awolve & eadh
'&S-\ve_e,mux%. Y%\a} ‘s S%R'ng\ltjsﬁ S baged on courk
Sound factd | vather than by the Jury - Against
P cduets nelding oy Lnked abates v . Beooter
B13 u.5. pAc, 'ad S, Cr. 7128 ((2.009).

D, ch, Aneye. eXC,e,p\/\-aﬁ% o Fus coudt's tuling o Lndked Stades
VoXaeBddl 213 w8 L0, T LEd Wed 1wy :—%\'zﬁ’ would allows

an omakoud ndickmert Yo dnafge a number oF ditfarent
oOSpLrades cormmitted at JitTerent mes | under the SU;\SB
oF & Biagle  ebatinuin 2%5ense’ Daes Kissel allow the™
" Q/Oﬂ*-(nu\ahdb?' o oe &k%ragafcied And Vre 1ndi crmests Fvested
3% Charging 1o mpre. Yman e ommigsen of the otfense on
The Srst” day dwneeas e anme here N BaRer's case

MWMas net esSential % Cortauous ©




LIST OF PARTIES

[ All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT CF THE UNITED STATES
PETITIQN FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[)(] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A o
the petition and is _
. [ ] reported at : ; OF,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported or,
[X is unpublished. '

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix B to
the petition and is
[1] reported at ; OF,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
~ [X is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts: N / &

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; ; oY,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported or,
[ 1is unpubhshed

The opinion of the . court
appears at Appendix to the petition-and is

[ ] reported at i | ; oY,
[ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported or,
[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

- [X] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals de01ded my case
as Novemlper 33, 3017

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ A timely petition for rehearing Waiodemed by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: 1 CURYY 0D, Q01D | and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _C .

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including _(date) on (date)
in Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[1A tlmely petltlon for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Append1x

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. A :

‘The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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