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LIST OF PARTIES

[ &4°All parties appear in the caption of the ease 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 OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

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

OPINIONS BELOW
[ 4}’/for cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix “to

the petition and is

[Af]/reported at el ; or,
[ 4has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[A1s unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 2 to
the petition and is

['»}/réported at el ; or,
[z} has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[41s unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

[ ] reported at ; or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ -8 unpublished.

The opinion of the _COVRY o F APPERlS
appears at Appendix & to the petition and is
[ ] reported at | - or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported or,
{ £-1S unpublished.

court




JURISDICTION
[ 4-For cases from federal courts:

The date on @ the United States Court of Appeals declded mY caseé
was RS

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

[AA timely petition for rehearing was d;‘ﬁed by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix “—,

[«¥An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted -
to and including = (date) on el (date)
in Application No. AL T .

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

M/For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was _ "7~/ 7
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix -

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

appears at Appendix

[4An extension of time to fille the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including e (date) on ___ & (date) in
Application No. £ZA £

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. §1257(a).




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

ﬁn..Faéona, pointa out that hia neanonla) for being in the U.S;
Suphemé Count ia veny aimple: The United State Juaticels) muat
addnesrs can Jail Credita be equally applied to a Lile Sentence
and Lditée Statue fon Life Sentencela) based on Egual Juatice .

and Aq&nd Coqééétutiona/ grounds of Equal Prnotectionl /.

Thia caae ia haaed akound Michigan Judgela) who will not addneaaA
a MLcﬁagan aLI Credit Statute MCL 769-11b, which effect many.:
pnaaanana @e{ane, Duning, ond Aften the Statute was Enacted.

The Macbcgan Juaticela) and Judges ane ignonring and dangcng ;qual ’

natectaon PLoﬁia fon Nefendant(1) Sentence to Life in pnaaonr

The same MLcﬁcgan Statute NC/ 769 /1h appliea to Defendanta wﬁo
are not Senternce to Life in pniaon. And they ane gave Jail
Cuedc£4 applaed to thein Sentencelal.

ﬂowevon the ﬂccﬁLgan Statute NCL 769.11h atates that wheneven any
peraon haa 6een conviction and haa paion to aenfenccng,.4enved
time tn jail Aerauae he was denied bond on unable to funniah bond,
the trial count muat ApeCL!LCLtlly gnant credit agaLnat the
aentenée {forn time senved in gail. nCL 769.116.,

HE QF £ CASE ﬂfS/O?V AND FACTS
On 10- 2? 98, Ma. Favona, waa convicted in the Wayne County Ccucuct
Count,. fallowcng a Juny Trital of Asnault to do Great ﬁodcly #aam
Lesa /ﬁan Munden, MCL 750. 84, Kidnapping MCL 750.349 and Fcnat
Degnee cSC 750 520.

On /0 22 98, #anoaaéle Townsend, sentence Ma. Favora to Life ;i
in pncaon foa ﬁca conviction(a). And 204 Daya of Jail Cnedita’

wene Gnanted k
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Mnr. Favara ﬂudgment of aentence gave Mn. Favonrna 204 daga of
Jail Caedat/a/ on the Sentence. '

And /crﬁ;aan Depantment of Lonnectiona could not and would no£
glive fin. Favons, his 204 Days of Jail Creditas that waa gnanted
to him: by the Trnial Iudge; Because the Jail Lredita coufd not
be taken off a, a life Sentence; because o Life fentance do not

have any Mirn. on Max. Releasre Dateas.

M. Fd;oaa, pééan out that flichigan Depantment of [omﬁectéona*
could not add on aubtract the Jail Credita off of ALA./ fe
Sen*ence, but ‘it could add and subtnact Jail Cnedita a// of

/'L/l ru)ne !'z,fe qr'nie.rzcnfa/

Nn. Fa@ona, did Petition the Tnia! Count fon them to show Michigan
ﬁepanfmenf of Connectiona how to apply the Jail Cmedatﬁ to a [Lfe

Sentence.

On %- /? 18, The wayne County Cincuit Count Denied Mnr. ravoaa,';?

MOtLon Fon Vacat'n9 of Sentence and fon Resentencing.

The Couu* aaid M. Favona, Motion was Denied, because mae Favoaa,

faLIGJ to Stafe a Claim Upon MWhich Relief can he Gnanted

And fﬁat Jail. Caedcta hasr alneady been applied to each (ount ?
in the gudgmenf of Sentence. '

Wote:”@n. Favén4 pointa out that Jail fnedcta was not app/Led to
hia li?e Senﬁgncefa/.

On.7-2 /8 tﬁe State of Michigan Lournt of Appeala ﬂenced Favoaa,
ﬂe/ayed App/LcatLon Fon [eave to Appeal with the same foum letten

and nea4on/4/ as they tasue to 98% of prisonens Lack / MeALt in

the gnounda ?neaented

'vw
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On 2-4-1/9, wﬁile Nn. Favons was waiting forn Justice Kagan to
neApond to hia Motion the Nichigan Supneme Count, Denied Favoaa

AppchatLon %oa Leave to Appeal.

The Mtcﬁlgan Supreme Count gave Mn., Favona the same Fanm Letten
and neason aa f}eg gave to 98% of prnisoners who seeh out ﬂelayed
ApplLrJiLon Lon leave to 4ppea/ and that said Mln. Favona Fail to

?enauade and the Question Presented ahould not be T Qevqewed.

[aw/aj In Suﬁpé@ffa/

M. FaQoaa, pacnta out that it no aufﬁonctg to cite on pnecedenta
dea/ang uLiﬁ GL/ Creditas being gave to Nefendantas waiﬁ a /a/e

Sentenra

An ana/Ld 4antenne may be set anide and .a: valid one
impoaed, auéjec{ to the ﬂefendant/a/ néght to neceive '
crnedit. MCL 744,70

raé/unb to nedcf a Deﬁendant with time senved pnion to

4enfencano {2 not Aanmleaa ennon, even wﬁene 0e{endanf ia

Aeaang a mandatany none pano/aélo' L/a 5enfenc~ Rorauae
the length of time served may affect Defendants: elcgzét/Ltg _
foa vanioua 6enef¢t4 within tﬁe priaon aystem on fon Commutatcong

and /aognama as well aa lowea /eve[4. gople ve Ditta, 157

MA 38 //987/

Wﬁenevea any penaon ia ﬁenaa{ten convccted of any cnime
thﬁLn this itate and Aaa areaved any time in jatl pncoé fo
_Aentenccng becduse of" AeLng denLed on unaﬁ[c to - /Lnaaﬁ Aonﬂ
Lon the of{enae ‘of which he'ia convccted the tnca/ count in o
“impoaing sentence SHALL apecifically Grant fnodct agacnat '
'the Sentence fon auch time senved in jail prion to Aan*enrgng.

nel 759 /4.

'Caedéf@ ia djhatteaja{ atatute, and tﬁu; the AtatuteiMZAjlﬁé'

B,



rnead qécoadin; to ita plain language; a defendant ia
entitled to credits only when incarcerated because of an
énabé[@i; to pbaﬁ bond fon the offense forn which he on ahe

£a ultimately,canvécted.

The atatute in rot satisfied by the count’'s statement éﬁat_
time apent in jail prian to aentencing Fas been conaidened
in determining the nentence imposed, norn by o aimple
Ataiemgkt ttat the de{andantbﬁaa heen given credit foﬁfaucﬁ

time.

gacl rncdcta can be nreview on Appeal deapoe the a64ence o/
ob;ecécana Seg: peaple Ve Cannoa, 209 Mick 4rp hre //??5/

TAe pdiﬂciple‘af fé&i dea[éné wéédﬁ impose Judges in pa)aéng
aenfenﬁea to tahe account of the time a defendant waa depacved
of hia /Léeatf wécle awaLiLng tnidl. See: Dunn v, Uaned Ytafea,
376 F24 191

Sentence credit. must he glven on both tﬁe Minimum and maxcmumv
Senfence Boaﬁca Ve Qgcoaden,a Judge, 7 nA 705(1947)

[f tﬁe defendanf {a confined on more than cne concunnent

2

4entanga, he an ahe ia enfaf/e to credits on all. eap!e v

?anéaé;qﬁo mﬂ,322 //973/, ngy 'd on,otﬁea,gada 393 M 3[(/975/

TAe aﬂcond muat 2how. that a AperLch gnanf of caedc* wans :
made aa well as fﬁe mannen in wﬁccﬁ it was made. MC/ 744 /0

@ .
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~REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION o
f

Mn. FQVOAA,,pbénta out that hias neason(s/) to grant ia.ﬁﬁat tALA

Statuﬁb;a[feéﬁ many Mécﬁégan prisonenls) unden o Life Senfencg.

. . * .
o . ~ . -

#oweveﬂ the Stafufe nctL 769 /1b ia ambiguous to Jail fmadcta to
Life Serfencea that do not 5ave a Min. on Max. Out Dafa/a/

Pe/eaao ﬁateﬁm/ v &
B ); . "' .‘t‘, . L ) ‘ g 1 .
Non. da the MLcﬁcgan Depanfmenf of foaaechona Enow Aow to '
4 i .
applg qac/ CRPdeA to a /L/e Yentence/a/ = e 3
* . » o . ' . r"“ A.”A.,
Non ﬁa@ any macﬁggan Count evenr addne44 ﬁow gaL/ fnesta can
62 applced to a Life Sentence. 1 S »Q
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* ~ CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Asore ™\ N aven, 557357

Date: 5 “1‘ I (7
v —



