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Whether 3? ving the Distriet coort d |'scr@[ionj[o aro.mL or der’u/
o erfencing reduchion. pursuantto the retroactivity of Anenduent
Tho, \Iiol m‘es \% ?_e\mimars Ruvjreen% AMM&MM\L, in refwnmL
pal‘{‘i(’iau al ﬂ‘ol{e,cl(l'oﬂ of H«e Lowd 7

ihefher cGnsn}Jers‘ng evcamatantiol evidence found of seajrencfﬂﬁ
88 grounds teo Ae_mf fhe telitioner relief pumumﬁr {o the Forr
Se.nfencm Ack, vislates Hhe Pekibianers K6 Amendment: in relevant
}3&\"‘(‘: Bue%’\*ocess of Law? |

Whether ”\a Phrase . diserebion o gran* oF Aam/ a sen{ef\c(mﬁ
reduction, cpplies 18 USC 3853(a) factors ar eircomatantial
avidence found of SeJ\\Le!\L‘_\'Y\ﬁ {hat was believad o be Facts?
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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

\[\-] For cases from federal courts:

to.

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix
the petition and is

[] reported at NO A{)pl".“a‘l’@ GDL)("{' Qf-"'if\ IOV\ : or,

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

\{\] reported at ; Vor,

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[ 1 is unpublished.

[ 1 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,

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

[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the i court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is '

[ ] reported at ; or,

[ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

1\] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Apm‘l Ity 2020 .

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

}\] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of ‘
Appeals on the following date: _May 2i, 2020 , 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 (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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied 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 (date) in
Application No. A .

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




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Anendment 750

Oivfl Knﬁkh A(DL of 1404
Frst (S{‘QP Act of 2018

8 15.0.3553(2)

47 4ScS 1981

Fifth Avendmedt
gﬁur\(em% AMCV]AMG_H‘(‘



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Apm’f 21, 2005, an indictuent wos Gled char ing ALYONZO LEE
with conspivacy Yo distribute crack cacaine s a vislation of 21 USC 890,
and hmnd(shmg o $ivears in connechion wdh o druc traffieKing crime s in
violahion o 18 USC 224(e)0)ANI). The pekbioner proceeded o tial and the
_\urq Ir\ou(\C\ ‘“\alr ke wiald Fespo.f\:\'iue Q;r Hae A faL\“u‘L:)u{‘\'bn c.)c 50 3mM3 @Q
Cocaine bmse.The_ t’P\'e *Seﬂ{‘enaing IA\/&SFSO}EQA Rzpotjr /Jd{‘em\m{‘,d “f\c{‘
pe‘ﬁjr\'om wa3 Tesponsfb{c Qv 283 groms of cocaine {bo.,sez. dncha”a/\jeJ [nf
e carts appoiz/x&d’ OHQP’n(SVI Michael O.Nelson ( the distivef court aJap{T;
the %SIR %V\A:J\gﬂ o sef\'lrenciﬂg and sentenced the Pdi‘\‘u' atar {6 762
rmonths an the Aruﬁ c\r\avae ond o consecutive &4 wmonths v the gun.

On 1-20-06 o Writ of Cortiorari was fed, See 067531 as b the petioner. On 1-
i7-08. Hﬂs couﬂl Vaaa{'&y #h: Juzjﬂuanf ancJ I’cManrf %e Cose fmck In I lﬁH Dl(‘ Kl)\a'omuj{a
V. Uniled Slotes 552 015, (2007) %l fovq{nﬂ remand / the petitioner wias resantnced
- 4o 168 months on the Amg ckanje ond o (:onsecuh'\{c 24 aonths for the qun.

Aer Cansress passacl the sk Sjrqo Aet of 2018, the pmlhl{oner\(\ilﬂd a
Mo{i'on fora Ser’\‘(‘&!\d\ﬂg redachion pursuamL {o Section 404 of the Act. The
3D\IQMMM+ oio\'le.mlad ; arauma fhat the pe\t’i*‘{m«er is noj& entifled fo re-
Sen{'ej\cina uqéar the Frst §¥ep Act because of the a”eﬂecf 7R3 grams of
Cotane hase Cou!\(.{ ;n H\c PS.T_R . T"\e 3nvernM@mi' arauMen‘{‘ WKS(,’%A‘HS COUI*‘/

s entitled Yo consider all 7%&“ cocame base the dafondant was Bund
re.Sf)onsﬂgle for /243 amm‘\ The district conrt appm‘emql/ aCcep)LéJ the
3overnuan+:$ araume.mt H\a% ‘”(hﬁ pem’n'(mer vas mn‘ M%ﬁﬂc’ fo rel {e)o Uﬂc]ﬁl” The
First Sfep At dueto citcumstantinl evidence found in fhe PSIR, because
”\a Pejr iJrEener WOo3s c{.&ni@_c‘; re\\‘e? ander ‘{'L\f’_ {:}I“S‘\‘Skp [\cjt The f“\ppe”o.(‘e,
Court &uMMa_ri’L/ afPirmed the district courts decision. This peHJn'@n'

?&HDN&«



THE SUPREME COLRT OF THE LINITED STATES

 ALFONZO TRAYMAYNE LEE,

Retitianer,
\/._ . Memorandum of Law in Suppart of
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Whether giving the districf C(}uﬂl c‘jl'scrmlion fo Smm( or deny/ a

| Semlﬁncing reae’uc{{on,pursuamt fo the rdroqcﬁvh(y of AMMJMM(
750, vm/a{esv the Rificnars 1™ Amendmant . in relevart pmlf
6(1}3@( ﬂ‘o\{“e(‘}i‘un o\C \Hlé! -LO\N‘.?

A, Fqume n'{'
Givinj courts discretion fo 3mrﬂ[ ar o/eny' a 6en7[ena/h3 raduetion ,ou/:ﬁuan)Z

f:a the [eﬁoacf/'v/)[y o?pﬂMeﬂJM@nfﬁO violates e [dhioners 63%/
/'I“o?[eaffoﬂ C/AUS& o)p 7‘//6 /</%/4.M8/)(JMM7Z. : T

C1n~our’.\cfs .

l.} Lourls o[o not enjorf Hla Be.nem of diserefion fo a,op/z/ /lmana//me/l‘/ 750
since its enactuent. Courds are bound by lawt Yo honor Congress will fo
| :'mp!e,men{- fairness in what was considered Yo be pun/s/LMemL rosal Y
J{sp;-opor{.'onmle fo the SEVBI“hLV of the crime. A ratio o//;s,aarii/ Hhat was
o/e)larMiheo[ 7[0 Ae unﬁu}f uwd&l,- and un Jbsf/'ned [M/ Law, ano/ 10 //16 ey&&
m(‘Mcmq, racially bias. | |

7. Ml persons wh‘/;in {he J'ur:So/fm[/Bn of 7%& (_/ﬂ/'v[eo/ States SA?&// Aa%‘.’fﬁe Same.
: riﬁlﬂis in avery SMate and Errh(om/ U f/?@ f:;// ond éQué/ é&i/}(zﬁf of alf
laws and ,orz':iceedfnﬁﬁ. o every Kind + and to no other, in m/e\/an‘/,oar/,,

3.“777& Supreme. Couni VIENS as ‘fn Consf:'l[tt#cma//'{)// Con&-“:[rumlﬁb/); a/)c/

/.



o‘pp/ic.ml.fon of 42 US.C.5.1981, providles for Q(iué./ rights as fo sach ,
moHers:. . and /ega//i‘l"aceé'c//}’)jsf /.OSA L.Ed 24 737.

. . ! ‘ . b. .
4. In 2010: Congress '(“dsponc/f'ﬂg fo crificiam that the 100-to-1 rahis mas Foo

/)r'fz!/» ond unjusﬁﬁmﬂ Dorsed V. United Shates . 567 (3. 760, 268 (2012),

enacted the Tair Sen)[(?fléi'ﬂg'/qc{: i24 Stat. 2372 The At reducted fhe base~ -
powc!er cocaine a/('spari'fy Ac/ /‘a[sfna the cocaine base we./'.j/n" thresholds

for \“riﬂﬁer{ng ive and fen tear Mano/afary Minimum sentences. See Amend.
750 ; Sec. 2 (2),(b); ﬂorsm_/ 1567 U5, of 7694,

5 In 2018 Conﬂreéfs /agzls/ar/éd' /‘eﬁvacffm/y the fair Sen)[encihg_/zcﬁ /Aereéy
/}f‘ox/ic:[fng a reMe_a/(/ l:or 7%3 Lerson3 f/ia%Mz/‘t’ se/))(é/?ceo/ pmb/“ Yo h‘s @/7:327{/&4&/17[
who had bean wrangfully subjem[ fo an unjusf:ﬁ(\k'écsf sentence. See Secbion
40 of fhe first Step ket specdically, park ().

i. In djoif)ﬂ so: circart court opinions Marntarn Hat the Firet Step Act ap,o/i'(ea‘ fo
ofenses, not conduct. See Wirsing . 943 £3d 175, 185 (4% cir 3019)1 and United
Stafes V. MCDonald s 9 £3d 769,772 (8% cir. 20i9). Then it determined Fhat
the phrase * Statufory penaltics for which were modified in he definition of
Covered Offense in )[1162 Fu:ﬂ[ SW(N/D Aot a,p,a/:és fo 7% Yerm Yederal Criminal
Salube (e s the Stedute of Convichan ), See_dackson, 945 £.3d 315,320
(s™air, 2014);_tnifed S‘/mzes V. Williams . 407 £ Supp. 3d 442 (M.0. TUl.
2004) 7 and United Stakes V. MWDonald 994 £3d 767, 772(8%%ir 2019).

Anc/ a/so )%m[ 7%& pAI”aSé Y ”:4 cQuN[ MQ)(/‘M,OL\S:&O/ Q Stl/))é%/)@@. ;%r a (}.\ver&:/

. v, N . N . ¢
0ffonse MAY. . . impose o reduced sentence ¢ qive Judaes diseretion fo
| o , give Judg _
3mn¢ ar o/em/ a semlence reJumlzbn.ﬁ




7. The word jvmy'“ is unreasenable C‘om[_l'a.n//bl{s the refroactive ek)qécl/ of 7%8
fAmL, &nc{ Vlvoimléfs ){‘Ae /O &)([{i‘onei‘ﬁ élqua/ vpr'o)(é(:‘llbﬂ o)[\ )%6 /‘/MI{A/.‘@/IO/MM‘/.
;Qny violation or denial of &”’.riua/ ,orofeefzbm 6.’/ the terlaral 9ovel"/)Men‘1L is
f’mm[@,c/ as a \/r’c/m[/'om o)(\ )%9 Nue )9“7:361966 C/éu&e o)p /ée )F/‘ff/ﬁ /Memlue/!‘f:
37 13,497, 498 7 55 N.C.L. Rev.540 (1977).

§. The Fair Scz‘n‘ﬁ‘ma!hj Aot contiols here ra{/mr then the rasumpfﬂon OF Coumtss
) . ]

c/fﬁcl'e)lcbm ConﬁraSs pass / aW s ?Lo cn( ﬂ'nr\a]['n've/}/ pf’o{eof Mé 60/137[.\‘81[:2:‘/:&(

ri'f]f;\‘{'s a{‘\ ci{‘l'z,&ﬂs and o ?uaran){ee ezuo/ /o/tc)[ec%l'on o)[\)(/fe /..am/S‘. See

LCiul ﬁiglﬁ' Act of 1964

1. When Con3ress Passeo/ into law the fair Senfen ainﬂ Aet, ifs intent was Yo
dliminale the effects of the 100 -fo-1 ratio because i 5u3383¢-/"aa/°a/ |
bias, and racial c//‘:‘parf)(/'as in _sem[enc/hg due Yo Azﬁ/rer pr-eva/@ﬂca of
cocaine base in Aftican - Amarican communities, See Dorsey V. United
States: 567 1S, 260, 26668, /32 5.0 232/, 183 L.€d 74 250 (2017)

0. As an American of Mvican descant that was seafenced prior Yo the

&naaﬁu&n)l ol(\ 7(/16 Fair Serﬂlcmcmg AQ]L{ f/.]e, felzf')[/bnal“ i3 being Sué j@ﬁ‘[%
an unjus ified mci@{ JESPQM%(/.

1. @anéres:s /avirjen)[purposa fo apply pre - Fair Sen)(enaing Act law
rdrmc“{v.elq {na//(:a{acf fhat if am?fmafive/y‘ infended sections 2 and 3 of -
AMMJM&/\“ 750 Yo o.pp/y’ fo cases arising helare lﬁzs enaciments moreovels
there is &(:’OFdSUMO‘i'I'Cn in Favar of application of refroactive statites fo

cases arising before Hheir enaatsments Rivers V. /?oao’u/ag/: 50003 30%):)4_
per)(f/)en)[ palvvl. | R |




1Z. The. eetitioner is entitled 4o o s-an‘[éhamg reduation thal reflects the

redroactive effect of e fair Sanfcnc;‘ng Act. Anything contrary prescribes
Foctual ertor that exposes fhe fefitioner o o. complede loss of his
parsonaf _l'\har‘w,c/ue. to courts ol{scre’\(fon,awcz\/ from his howe . Q}(Mi()/.

ond fHends. o

R. The P&Hviemer has o M“‘ AMMJMamL rfﬁhjr +o ke pivajrecwleJ \QoM a f-@h’o
c](spa.m\tx/ that was Found Yo be unfait ¢ un just,and un\fus%-h(' ‘ed by Law.

The E«itmi Ft”a"@‘&c‘fl'on ‘C{a.usc s::‘opm-"‘(s 1%'3 C/O.I‘M. v

‘Fol H’&e_ chve' Feo8ons ; H&a PmLhL{o/}er asf( Hlml Hn':s (‘.our‘[‘ gmml fevien

+o aNniIWer H/\fS Conmli'\tl,»{:'oﬂa{ fi;u,cs{’lvo/! ancf /‘es’o/ve ‘f’A("s Ma?z‘{(?/i

Ii.
Whether cOnsécIer{na cirauM34an4-{a| e\/iclence. ﬁ:umjfl ot
Se,n\te_ncinﬂ as qround te deny the Petitioner relief pursuQmL
to the fowr Seaﬁenamﬂ Aot violates the Patitioners Ffth |
Amendnient (n relevant Paﬂtf Due trocess of Law?

14 l‘gUMﬂﬂ‘{'

Qonaicjef-inﬁ ciraummiam['{a{ e.vfm’e.nca Q;u/m/ /.1‘/ 5&n)[encinj a8 rouno" fo
denz/' the Ioefh/fmer relief pursy am( fo the fair SemlencMg Aﬂcf‘ Vl'o/qfe?s
the Pelibioners Fifth Amendment in relevant pam[; Due Process of Low.



G rouanS y

1. lhen the disfriet courf ased canduet found af sentencing Yo deny the
Petibianer tolief unAer the \Q{\'Sen{eming Act, the i'/n(égr'nl:]/ of the criMMq/

| pmc.eerima INGE a‘fs r'uio‘{'e,cj, anc/ /Aem}(;re r:omfroMfse(./.

2. bua ﬂ—oc;e_ss. 6.5 an a.xpress.{on o? ﬁmafame/\‘{m‘ pmc@.Auml ’?o.ii"ﬂ@ﬂéi
rectuffes o Mote V‘S\{-r\‘{\jev&' S&'o‘l\tjafd,ﬂ)!‘ C.?’;M:ﬂ(a, Coacs ‘H’mn }Qj.'“ ordfm:\M/
civil (i‘ﬂﬂa]c\'oms » Inre wlinshin, 397 US 372,

3. Conjress stipulated Covered Offonse , which is defined. Stafule of

Fiag e , )
Con\/!c\.‘{iefx To A\/ofa{ ffle Ja/at/ ot expe/md H\a‘l‘ Ml‘jl/\‘l I‘P.Su/)l {"I’DM H’IE )QJ(/
en Lartngan\L af pmagdura{ rf{gHs rcacluir‘i'nﬂ the exhaustive pr'e&en‘{o.“n'om'
04: &Vi'c‘e_né’.e_ o VaIiJA"‘i'ci"g o{ )C)G\[S no\l' in [J{Sftu‘['é\?./ 506 P 2d 133 ,13Y
23 S.E. 7d Y28 '_ R | '

i . | ez , N
4. When ConerSS swtsrsu!alad Covered Offense it does not f“ecluld‘e

- c_on‘sidcml-\'oﬂ or Muhm’i{“\/ fo Ee{em(‘ér'ceo.‘blef\. “%‘1 N.E.104Z.,1047; 73 AM.
dar. 2d 536. ' |

g, 'F;Ilowinj Conﬁress ’ead , cireatt court upressea/' hon the ﬁrs* M@p
Act applies fo affenses . net conduat, dnited Slates V. MeDenald 944
£ 7&)17)772_'(8*“(_‘;". 2019), because cmsia/emhj can}/uc)‘ found of
sentencin 9 violates the oriminal proceeJa'na,wfm'c.h i furn, violales Due

H’o ¢ess.

. 'ﬂdé. Means ojr\ cjue Process mC faw 05 Hm( H’le 9$vernMemL 'MUST‘

5.



proceed acaorolmﬁ {o the fow. T+ was also meant fo make ceﬂla/}’r )[/1&1[ .

peraon.wou/al L\@ 3nvarrz faz[ /aw 1 n'mi‘ v{/«e arés“ﬁm r4 ‘)(ilm[ Q‘F Couﬂl pozufs!:

1. Due frocess of Law was birst expressly inbroduced into Anmercon
Jurisprodence in the £ 6t Amendment fo the Consditubion which
prov{mlﬂs that! nor shall any peraon be Ae_Pr;vea‘ of e, (\'lDCJ"{‘i/,o!”
pmprf{‘\/; i thaut cJU& process QP {o.w;:\ This provisi‘cn (S o.pp\ica(afe on‘L/
Yo the actions of the: federal %;V&VH'MP_(I{" 7 fet. 243 (1833).

8. Thﬁ re_c{uii'ar\/\en{' o‘r _ z:!ue pe'oc-,ess i3 nu\l‘ 0. \Ca.{r-’wm{-‘(\&r or ‘['iMiA qs&uranca.
T4 amost be r‘e_SPe,o.JraA in periods of calw and in fimes of frouble ; A

Pro\le.c_JrS a\i@_(\s os well 0s z:'&{zd/\s. '

4. When ‘H\e C[i&‘\’icjf courjr \Lcok the Potidicners ariminal process a.nc‘
o.-prl'ec} civil stondards as o remedy to deny the relief requeSWL@;z:!:
%ir\e caur’{; INIR ad{na fAzJaf)anJen+' to ‘HM-"_ v\li"“»a‘c Co{\ﬂi*szs a/)al f‘he
au‘“\cl“htk{ O\C H’S circuﬂ C_ouhL pué“ﬁaujf o.m/ r&jarcj )Q:r due process.
0. The court [ack of sceord with the low IproS'Go; for the saKe of
Uni%ﬁ\kdﬂ/ (138 irreﬂufmr. | |

for the abave reasens the Petitioner sk f'/\is (‘;aur*} o Sro./\.\[ Feview
o answer this constibohional /iue:“s*lz'on and resalve Hhis motler

CdT, : | ' .
Whether the Phrase s discration to SramL or demy/ a san{enging reduction,

6.



applies 18 U.S.€.3553 () factors or circumstantial evidence.
found of Sen\(»ancinﬁ that was helieved Yo be foels 7

ArauM&n'l;
The Pkrase y"afn'acrml{an fe .

.t \Y
?mm‘ ot deny a sen{encma raduection
opplies Yo the 18 USC 3553

a), {a cjrars, ot cirCUMs.\‘anfm( evidence .

| G r‘e)uﬂ(!jﬁ ‘

(. The phrase /" diseretion fo grant or dany a sentenaing reduckion . does not
&pp{t/ “'l’: ClFCUMS"'G\h{'"l'a‘ t’_vide.{\cs_ Pcuna’ A{' sen{'enm'nﬁ H\(ﬂl wos be({eved +0
he facts. Recause , it ao: 1 sonld famt the effect of the term Covered

Ofense » make i} aubiauaus s and void r%r‘\/aguaness‘

2. Congress {MpleMemlmLian of Covered Offense clarifies any ambaguhlt/.
1#5 infeat was Yo prevam‘ persons [ike an_ Ptiioner from Ba{ng aub jed' fo courlts
c{iscrc‘i-ion hased an puré Spﬂcul mllqc)\/\ m‘ﬂmml {:buna]ajﬂ'ar\ because Cfcfnﬁ

S0 Nou,(:j &SP_ \n’ofajrive D‘F c’u& pt‘o&&Sﬁl.

3. The eircuit courts have defined Covered OFense s and in dsing s0 1 if5
been expressed how the First Step Act o.pp(ies.(ﬂ\e First Step Act applies Yo
offenses , not conduets dnited States N.MeDonald, 394 £3d 761,772 (87cir.
_Z_Q_!i) and iis the defendants statute of convichion that defersmnes his
e{iﬁi/o;ibk/ for relief, tnited States V. Jackson, 945 £34 315,320 (5% cir,
2019)). - o




4. A elear distinetion befwisen the First Step Act and the definiion of ,
the ferm Covered Offense ia obvious. The frst part express how the Aot
applies fo offenses, not conduct: and Hhe latter defhes Covered Offense as
Be_inﬂ the Statufe of Convichon.

5. Nlo thing in the Act nor how courts c/eﬁ‘ne the Act instructs or autherizes

the courf fo consider conduct.

6. Unifed States V_williams . 993 £:3d &4/ (8% eir. 2019) instructs Hhe cour ¥o
consider the 35 53(a) betars /”c'ounli should censider the 3553(a) Yackors i
determining whether o reduction'is warronted and the extent of such
teduchon, Williams,; 993 £3d 84/

7. Of/)elj' Cohf/w///}@ case faw instruets courts o app/y the offense . not
conduet and iFi's the defendants Stutute of Conviction that detormines
eligibility. United Stafes v McLonald, 944 £3d 769 (2% 2009).

8. When the C.ouH[ app/fe,«/ ifs diseretion fo the petifioners ¢on«fuc‘h e '\/ab/‘aileJ
due process rand the skt consituction of how the Act ia Yo be agplied.

9. with i‘ﬁﬂarc‘s fo 18 U3C 3553 (“):lﬁm’ courts ore divected in delermin i o
- par\(( cular Senle_{\ce o be I'Mpc;se,c! . shall conaider the Kinds of senfence and

H’\e smﬁé_l\ai/".ﬁ range esﬂu I’s‘/t Qr- HM app’ |'rm{oic Ca{egorz/ of m@ense CDMMiH?i(’
fxz; {he app'(anﬂe c,m(e_ﬁm/ of Jelpér\ch# as set forth in the Gu idelines. 3553(0)

10. In Stoludor cmsﬁﬁﬁ{%ﬁ: the expression of one thing qenerally excludes anofhen.
f i P 93 y |



Conﬂ! uslon

&ac:['{on 404 e*‘ H@&Er& gjrep Aml appl ies 1’0 og\(\e(\fs'e& nd' Comd?uc‘é/
and Ejr is the Pebitioners Satute of Convietion that determinea hiz |
e_(ig'ib}m'y. Section 40U also serves as a vehicle +hot leads to Sechion
L and X &F the G Sen\Ler\cir\ﬂ Act uhich l‘ecluil‘es o S‘aA‘Lerf\cMg court
to shike 50 3nms of cocaine hase and insert 220 SM\MS.W\& a |
f&%’ﬂ';oﬂem. CO\N_F‘E.C{ Dﬁ}z/\Se (s 50 qroma a{'\ cocoine base "\\3
kamlulre of Convickion has besn moditied , the modifieation,as of 2018, o
haa been mode retranctive. He is entitled fo relief Falute to apply
relief vislates his Eq\ual Pm{‘ec“l'o:/\ {rom a rabic disparity that found to
he unfair, u»'\iumt. ond uniu&JriC{cci i and intutn, creates the den ial of

due process of low as re({u\‘r—cd Lq the Eifth Amendment 1 relovont
g _Pm'Jr. ' ‘ '

For the above reasons the Palrht\’aner ask thal this court 3mmt Feview
fo answer the abovementioned clues‘ﬁ’om

Qespaml@“c/ Subuitted,
/S/ AfoNzo LEE
20059- 047
£0.Box 1009
Weleh, WNest '\I:.rﬁ;m'a\ 250/
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