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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Siith Amendment rignt to tryed by State whereln
Crime shall hove been committed,

Fifi and fourtenth Amendment right of due process



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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

to

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[ 1 is unpublished.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[ 1 is unpublished.

[\f For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _A___ 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[ ] is unpublished.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 i court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at : ; OT,
[ ] has been designated for publication 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[ 1 is unpublished.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 v

[ 1 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: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix ‘

[ 1 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).

N{ 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).
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_ . The Above action 1s 4o Cleor u‘:ﬁ a motter
'oF importance, Where the superior cour+
S o{: the District of columbia hove C\"\Qrged
| +\ne pe‘n’noner tor o co\r)m:\(\ns ‘ho c\eor\\/
+ooK ploce In e State of Maryland , Outside
I-W\c_)umso\\cinona\ bounderies of 4he
District of Columbia: O.C. code \\-923
- ._ iCD‘CIY"eO\’SQY\r\ZQ‘\"\'O\.’\ Act of \CWO)‘ ' | UL
_. ; . _
| ;On Maorch 29,2005, The 'pe—\—\*’v\ohe,r
plecd guilty in the D.C. superior Court-
. o seven offenses, including o count of
Armed CarjocKing.The car JacKing charge.
Stemmed from o aoou ncident in which.
_.Appellont, Armed with o gun, robbed o
Nichm in front of her Marylond apary
ment and forced her into 4he Frunck
of her own cor,ond drove oway. Case
Number (FEL-963-03) D.C. superior
;Cour . |
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The pehitioner who has been denied

. relief by the Superior court in four
_.different motions Nos Chollenged, the

_,court s_jurisdickion and Showed +he

S domine effect of violarions ¥ hos
Coused, Such as; Double jeopardy, ineffective
Os5\5tance of counse\ , and due process
5\1\o\cx\\on to his r\g\f\‘(s

ForHher more the pe*\%\or\er-'s foct ou
cAaims thak the Stale of l’\l\o\rﬂ\o«\d Q\So
J’\Q\Je cho«-caed nim for e car Joac ng
while Armed (Which has been ignored, b\;
_.'-ic Su\per\ox' courd ond Appeals court)

Cleor! Y Show +ne. \Y\sjrm%emey\%— of 4he

the state of Maryland s jurisdickion |
by 4he District of Columbia ConrYs
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T e AppeQ_\A_D_E;;fk\f.\e_p.e;\_.'\il_o_o.cts__m:ojr_ion’-‘ ,

o witndraw-his_quilly plea (Aenled uz0/z0).

e Appeals_court _claim ok hs_moXion

Shoud. “be_proce. durolly borced. Qs 5ec cm!d‘

+n his Liesth n\MeSﬂOf\

. omd\_successwe__.w\'\\cv\_brmgs._ ne Deh*\tmer |

— — ""«.;-
| COX\ Sub\ec\* N\o-Her~ \uv*\sd\c**\m\\
___oNexcome. ol ‘DY‘OCC-‘d\xYQ\.\DQY'Y‘? - -/\

" ‘Q&__course -\—\’\\S__Y_\ov\ _\o\e, C,ouw“—\—' LAY
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o Suoyecy - Modtesr - \urﬁd\c Yion_Yo_ e

o 5‘\-Qﬂd\5~,i\'_\'_\0:\'_<3ﬂ9w \x,\%__o\ \m\\o\ c\oum of

~ 1proce. Aural) \;_bqweo\._\,s_%r_o_o\\o w_the.

\ower court’s Yo disrespecy the power

- uoon which -\'\r\c\(_wm—e rn-\-\Q\ed,I*VmQ\'\\

n CQ*&Ar.f\'___\QQ.\é‘S.__‘_).um.sdmixo.o_:\-_\r_\.e,mS.e.\c_\.ér_ex_\_c_c

| Should_not stan: d
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Su‘ojec\' Matter = yurisdickion _liKe

Ac\-ua\ _nocence_ovre_botn_boseo_on |
_J:PO\C.‘\‘QU\\ evidence_thaix_con_prove Yook |

Je\e,vv\eﬂ:\'_s _of_the_ Accussed _crime_ore _
_Lalse_More_so__Subyect - Motter - jurnis = :
IdicHon_shows_the_courts_jurisdickiona)
Aimita¥ions, Bounderies they_hove clearly |
ONeY_s¥eped. .

e — ¢ —t

) ! S\X:\&\-Q\me\r\dme\f_\:\—_ume?ux voco\\y_mcm— i
S __,qu*e S v Q\_\h_Sfrq*eﬂond_D\s%\c-\— wherein S
_____]Cr_\me Shall_hove beer\_ComW_ld:\.ed_,_Ov\d P ooQ______ﬁé._*_

of venue.is therefore essentia)_poct of gover-

e _penks chse_wﬁr\f\out_wh\c\’\ Maere_con_be_no_
lCOV\\J\c*\on BlecKor v. U.S. _(1as\ CAY_VA) 657
F 2d_623 CCF _81838_(19%2) ‘454"(15 150,102

--————-rS Cx_I0Wb,71]_L.E.d_23_D0H,

_—— -
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\b\ho& burden af proof S I‘Po.umed 4o
_.3howl ﬁ\e, cnuur’rs lacK of Y wr\sdn(:‘&'\or{P

i/V\O\Y\y‘S’rq*CS regure proot beyond o rea-

sonable doubt. Annatation, proving Venue

“derritoriol) Jur\sd\c+|on (QJ_A.L&MQ&
,OQA;UEJZEJJ Thus, For example, In SYote v.
E)O\\dw\\’\ 305 A. Jd 555 (.N\E. \C\73§ AﬂY\O+Q~\—\or\ :
TSupra, b A.L.R3d ot 1004, Hhe Supreme
Court of Maine reosoned reasoned +hat
*O\ 5-\rr"m9e,n+ stondard of proop reflects
e gravity of e effect of an errpneous
i‘)_ur\\sd\\c}r\\or\q\ determinotion upon the
Jadicial process ond upon the rights
of defendonts ond, becouse jurisdiction
€on never be woived nor conferred by ~
conser\*\' wWoul0 insure thotr when o
cour ¥ o\c\'s '+ does 50 with outhoriyy
jond best onoid the risX tha¥ o defendant
olready tried mightt e tey ed \n O
jsgcond ;ur\sd\cinor\ For the some offense.
w\r\fxe -W\e first court was without
J\K\Sd\c\\on 305 A 2d o 559- 60O,




e7
8 page

e md e

—Tno_Henstani_case were the Diskrick
| nF Co\umb.\,o\..churg,ed -\—he_pe’n.‘r.lone,r for:
' Ar med_Coaryoc Ki ng-ond the_Skate of
. ' ?/V\er\qod_ogam chorged he peritionerfor - . .
e e _some _carjocking_shows the_Supreme s
i . *cou\:.’r__,o >_Maine._concerns_ mwsuc\f\_,mo\%*er:.s ——
— ) _ ' "’\f\e_b\ Ser:__ci.&/\eshon_ofr’ the. mo¥ter \s,
’ _ Ma two e s Cho qemq O DS:.\:L‘\:LOY\E‘F .
\With —Hme someﬁcx,\me couse dso\A\o‘\- N |
-&\e mind QE_—\—he COUW‘*? |

"~ e —— e —_— C o

;

e ———— - _.__--.-—-,_-.v“w;:.——_ DML i e A r———  ———— S A - . LA Rk i A e s e =~ e - -

_ﬂ’\e pe:bixonec..ns Suremhxs_honorqb\e N
LCOUrY_undersionds_Hnot o _yurisdickonal__
c\qu by dhe_couct Occuses the O\G?Gr\dqrﬁ_____
,osF comms‘r*mg Ahe _crime. within_the
Jbouno\er\es_,o_&ﬂhc Staye. Two_stokes
4 .C\Q\W\\ng Jums.d\c.&.uo\r\___o}_j\/\e..co\caadﬂmg
sbo,u\ d__cqusad_,dw‘oir |

S T : : - - S




' *C '\eow\\;;\h;_-\%de;gbbv é,_,cas'e, | dwbu'rde‘r{ .
lof Proof o decide_ o L)u\rxso\\<;5h,ho*\cm\

' de#ev-mm,o\;\—.sovx*_\ s__r\eeded,_%ufr.}uw\r\er N

nroop of_the \oc;uixoanFerb,.e_cmme ComA

| \F)r“ four\d__md'\:\e_l\ppeo\\s couV:;\'mde,mo\

o f’)‘-’o{: the Motion_ o w.\,:w_\d\ro\w gu\\\;\'_\]_\o\eol

. . \NCY‘P +he._,c Out._-\:._admd’_:\—haz\'_:\—\'\e__v.\C,Jm " |

| '4\0};6 sfgm I_Le, N\qw \O.i’\d___Ouﬁ’S\d\e__,\’_\c\e

.. \U\r\.sd\c_}__\ongj,._._bounde,mﬁs of.._:\—\'\c, D\s&nc\- ,‘ -

o},___C_o_\g m) \o \0\

3 ‘me_pe_‘r_\i\gner c,\onm +’nq¥ no e\emf,_r_\’f

__lof -\—\r\e cocr\ac\(mo *\—oo\( \o\qae V) D C B ‘3’,

V'Such (,Hmes ~~E\re',\f\_,.o\(—’,gr,er be\r\o Ner’rcd

__Hhal dne Stale of Mqry_\.w\dmw.w\d_*c\mm _

iy thr_,smo\le\” %c_cgrjqc\g 10G.,
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R'e.o\so.ﬂa {or _qr_ar_\:h‘i‘mg,wm*

SR - C = -

421'_'\(\ 'Hf\e_ Q\:)ove Qch\or\ were ~\‘ﬂe superior. ..
‘ Court have charged.the petirioner for. . .
. _AQ_CQ.\(‘\)QCK‘Y\S_...\N\(\‘_\e_. Armed\ Yot fook . - _

—_- Place. N _the State of Maryland  dhe. = .. . .
i _.peir\#\or\cr ‘will. now give A4S honoradle .
- .. TCO\A\*'\' good cause. to grant_the weily R
S __.oF Certiovrart. S
o —I'he_ Appea\s court have decxded a JFed-

: . eral question Fhot has not been , bu
I shou\d be_decided by this CouNr Supreme. .
4Cour‘¥ Rule 10(¢), _ - -

L [The queshions asked n is petivion are o
- — {QUuestion 4ot have hot yet been decided.
_{by is court ond pose o threotx Yo .
|federal end stote jurisdicHons, And would . ..
."'Latf\sﬁo.%as'ro\s\r\\\p Yo defendont n future .
proceeding. This issue 1S of Clear national
fimpociapce. . . Lo oL L

— e o o
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_This honoroble court has pointed out

- 4he need of the lower courts Yo ook -
4o 4he substantive offense to indicate
‘Where congress considered place of

commission to be, locus delect Bleckor
v.-U.S (1981 CAY VA 657 F.ad 633 CCF RIB3A
(1aga) 454 U.5. 150,103 S.CY tolk, 71 L.E.D.

2d_204,

Thn e instont Mmorer D.C. code 223803

(A act of congress) Statue Ffor Armed Car-
jacking only gives two prongs that complete
+he offense of carjocKing. The First s Hhe
force , +o abtain the vehicle, The segona

~ Would be the immediate and Actual poss-

cssion of +he motor vehicle. Tis honorable
Court can see from the focts gwen, that
the force ond the immediote and Actual
possession of the moYor vehicle was gained
by 4he peditioner in the stake of Maw\o\nd
See; Appeno\\x A,
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TF 4his honoroble cour¥ were Yo allow

e Appeals cCourt erroneous decision

+o stond, 1+ would allow future court's

to wrongfully speculate “he jurisaictiona)
bOuno\eNc—:s of there Cou\r-‘r Tn e thstant
matter ,where the superior cour’y of the
D\S‘:r\c+ of columbio ond the sState of
N\QY\I lond have charged the petitioner
WiHh he, same coLrJQcng showlad of causeq
doub¥ in e Mind of any reoasonoble fack
4’mder Butr nstead the pe%\hor\er WoS
gwe, fime for +he cqmuc\(m while armed,
by the Disyrict of columbla,dhen was

- charged by the Syate of N\Qr‘y\o«r\c\ for

the Vesser Included offense of use of a
fire during a viclent crime(Which would
consis} N of e same crime see: Block
Perger V. United Siates) (Donble yeopardy).
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B AY\A \?\W\O*\’ *\f\\% \/\OV\O\r Q\D\e_._COU\Y‘ *___Shpy,\,\ _d

n\b_o__Sec_l s_jhe__mx sta \Q,e,,___oﬁ pro ce. durq\\\/ -

| bqrrmg_,o\wpe,}r_ﬁ\oner wibn-such o val \d

'- (‘\Q\M The Y‘ec?,uw‘eVY\en%- of Subjcc+ —
Mot ter - \ur\,sd\,gir.\on shou\d_b,e_.\mmume

:‘From WO N or -?or -?e\-\-uwe_b\)__o\ de{e,ndqw\-

mnd_.c:ov\r;:&_s,__w_o,u\d__\g_,egr an_independant

obligodion n_gvery case= and. every ) eve).

,-)—f}n&‘mapoe\\q\—e reView = to_oSsure \‘\'S

| %O\‘r\ SLEQC“\\ 0N, r‘eaurd_\.ess_qo}’__w he—}her O..

,:_‘hor+q wWere 40_,~c_0\§c \'\' See_ 1 0\ Ar hQuo

S 2

B 1.”5% J. S, a+rs|4

""he__pe:}_\ Jr er g.w Qb\(.‘\'\f\\s_\f.),QY.\p,rub\e i

court- Yo oo‘K___,o\_\f these \\mpor+an}mqu%¥\0ns

And _Fo. SU\de_:\_:\c\e lov\wr courd. And to.

.he\p vkop COY\:EMS\OY\
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The pet Honer proys 1S honorable court wi
&f* The burden, Were +the superior court ang,
State of Maryland hqye Cho\to\)e him For the

‘Same co, \
T VRCKING ANd onswer these impor tant question
ure .

Aeav yp problems of the Pyl

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

An Sr\nov\\; Brower

Date: Sep%ember 2 2020




