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LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ ] 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:

RELATED CASES .

'I f- V*

40$ f. ^ ^'0/

(Is4 Cr, IW)

lin\T<5^

t) E /

Ywc-t. irvfcmelun oh n /



TABLE OF CONTENTS

1OPINIONS BELOW

JURISDICTION

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

# REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

CONCLUSION sc

INDEX TO APPENDICES

cbc/oW by cot*r~f — WO/\/C

CircqA*APPENDIX A

APPENDIX B

APPENDIX C
i/

/
APPENDIX D

APPENDIX E

APPENDIX F



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

CASES
V, SteW*^. 

U^'Aei 3\Ac5 V. 0 (?>c 

Uni-ki 5[Jk V. Qo-CorjL

PAGE NUMBER

/ HF. App'x

raj ^0^1*1 c^c;
^ F.3J Cir

4k Gr.to)

Gc Wo)

STATUTES AND RULES

l if [A&.C 3H5(c)
twicj ^t)d4 d j'ucj^C 15 C* i)uJiO*l oP^iCer^

i 4> .ele.sc fcthoL*"
«Vc^s4ldtvi C-etJoY)^0 c.'XjV^/

14'£V\v\ CoHC'j^ llter^L c^U^konzcj 

3M*> wU -if Uirvc

OTHER



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

Jjtf For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
jV] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

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

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the_
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.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

For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 

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

was

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
, and a copy of theAppeals on the following date: ___________

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

pii An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including__________________(date) on Q/rA 7 (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____
Application No. __ A

(date) on (date) in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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granted the parties' motion (Doc 2477) and heard this matter at a one-day bench 

trial on July 12,2019.2 The Court found the Defendant guilty and ultimately 

scheduled the matter for a sentencing hearing on February 18,2020. The Court 

subsequently granted a Government Motion to Continue sentencing due to the 

unavailability of the case agent (Doc 2839).

Additional hearings were scheduled then cancelled as the impact of the 

COVID19 pandemic rapidly spread across the United States and to the Western 

District of North Carolina. On March 20, the Defendant filed a Motion for

Conditions of Temporary Release (Doc 2886). The Court denied the motion that

day (Doc 2887) and has scheduled the matter for sentencing on April 14,2020.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

Facts necessary to the discussion of the issues on this appeal are

recited infra.

ARGUMENT

Standard of ReviewI.

This Court has not addressed the standard of review applicable to the

appeal from the denial of a motion for release pending appeal under 18 U.S.C. §

3143(b). But see United States v. Stewart, 19 F. App'x 46,48 (4th Cir. 2001) (holding

that "The standard of review for pretrial detention orders under 18 U.S.C. § 3145(c)

2 The Defendant also entered into certain trial stipulations consistent with his desire to preserve his 
appellate rights on die pre-trial motions, but also to qualify for ‘acceptance of responsibility’ under 
U.S.S.G. §3E1.1. (Doc 2435 & 2595). “Conviction by trial, however, does not automatically preclude a 
defendant from coftsideration for such a reduction. In rare situations a defendant may clearly demonstrate 
an acceptance of responsibility for his criminal conduct even though he exercises his constitutional right to 
a trial. This may occur, for example, where a defendant goes to trial to assert and preserve issues that do not 
relate to factual guilt (e.g., to make a constitutional challenge to a statute or a challenge to the applicability 
of a statute to his conduct).” Id. n.2. The Government was relieved of the burden at trial of calling a 
number of civilian witness from Florida and elsewhere in the United States.

3
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

/rc*dI'fJ/ ’enu r lm>y^iO
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