IN THE T

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES ;- -

/
\'\moTH\t %& Cq E

(Your Name)

(PE ey PETITIONER

VS.

UNTTED STATES DF AMERI CA — RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

UNLTED STATES COURT D% APPedls FoR THE ElewenTH (iwuiT

(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

T limerny "D O (Re¢ No: 14194104

(Your Name)

V.S. P. 1eE, p.p. HOX 305
(Address)

Jesville, V3 24243
(City, State, Zip Code)

(Phone Number)

RECEIVED
OCT 16 2020
SRR IR




QuesTi oN(S) PQESENTBD

| when cHagged witk YipLaning 12.Usc 8 922(4)C) )

CDupde W iH M’/—"—&(a)(z) ngS e LDistricT CoGRT

Rerain JuRiSDICTioN 0 CHorge an  pFFEnse +haT 18NT

CogNiZABIL  UNDER fHE Aumoﬁlw 0f_+HE UNITEd STATES

6\3 DM\TY'\r\g an /\?EOUHBG; ’EleMer\lT7

2. Wied _cHarged  With VipiATing 13, u.s.c S 922(4)C)

Covpled W>+H§‘124Cé})62) k3 Qm WEIEN'T éu\(&;\l

“’rﬂueNOﬂce DT THE Mzns “Ref 15 THAT 3N

Taik_and’ Just Reasonl _unpek  F.ED. R e ol )

(D)(2)(R) %K G ) Plea Agreements To be it HDRAIWN,

Due b an mNsmUmz\!aw Yravalid” Pea ap\ree/m\gr?

1/—\\
—
—




LT DF PaRTizS  gnD ReideD CAsES

QP)LATE?D (ASES .

/446\'{’30‘\’ V. DANLTED ecmes No, i7- ‘fo(oD U.S. COLRT pFE #APfealsS

FoR THE BigventH gireuiT. 'TUDL‘:)ME:MI CNTere/')l\uNé 2t
2.019. ~




TARIE OF COoNTeNTS

T e & e DA ta & G T l

Duestion(s ) PRESENTED oo v cnncenvue v oue

© © o g P e o PP v P O ooy o oaweeoe > @ D T

TARIE OF CONTENTS v v v v« «

TAaRle OF (iteD AvtHoRITIES o-a«»«oaaa*ov»&vcoewﬂ--v"""mli\/’\/
ceowa L.

()pamm\ls DELOW e ccoconnins v veemanee o oo

@ o "QA-Z.

\)U’Ré’lgDicTidi\Il’ﬂvdcaoummaae’ VT e o g e e G W o @ o O P e & W e

LOINSTIHVHONGL. — and  ST4aTu +o!2\/ }Orov’is}'orﬁs TNVOIVED 4o vw == 37Y

IR 1))

o w € o

STATEMENT DF THE CASE o cc o o o = c 0 o o o oo

Summarb 0F _GrguemenTs ... - on. . e T

—7*2?%30:\1 s TFTokRr eeaz\mnﬁ THE PeTiTioN o o wae s o= 27- 7%
2

col\)clusio.r\\‘vuu‘oa»ooe-t:co“‘"' ¢ <. o o@bﬂ‘ﬁ@

?QOOT; D’{: SEY\/"CE .’Ozmwolﬂo"oa.e @ eSO @ o

A
—
—Y

N/




Tan1E OF CiTeD AuTHORITIES

C3se S

KewaiF V. UNLTED STATE S

139 5.CT 2191 (2019) v e o o ccoo amoosnsan.

UNLTED STATES V. DOMinoueZ BeN\TEZ

542 u.s T 93(2004) o eeueiereon oo o

STricKLAND V. WASHINGTON

o U-5. 0%, (A4 (1994) +ecc o ccconuvaon o

HiLL V. LocKHarT

%74 U. S, ‘52‘ 56 (lﬁ¥6) ooooo 6 @ T e e e 060 & 8 O Noa e B

smith V. 0 GRaDY

312 .8 '3261: 384 (1] ) coe e oo co o 2290 caneoa

UNZTED STATES V. OLAND

507 U.S 725 782 (1993) ¢ cevovrecncce voono = °

WeAVER V. MEBSSAChUSETT S

137 5.¢T, 1399 1907-03(207) +.vvocecococmomnos

UN1TED STATES V. JOCKSON

120 F.3d 1226, 122908 1797) vveeoeue conen-

Duncan V., LovisanN g

391 vs 145 149, 20 Lep 44l 9% 5.CT 1444 (1968 ) .oveen o

parrerson Y NEWYORK

32 u.s 197, 210, 53 Jgb 2d 280 A1 §.caa 2314 (1971) . .-

4 1,99 98 s.cT _1921(A5 ).,

MULLANEY V. WilpuR, 42l v.8 G
. [

g 7
)

OP\B




UNITED STATES V. BuCKIES,

243 T 2d 469 (11T7GR. [989) coewve o scee

UNITED STaTES V. PRIWN

17 F.3d AT (1™ R JBT) cecvomccomenms

BowKu\I V. ALABaMA

395 v.s. 253 ClOCT) vvv e eseecaacnn s

pa(Zc\uE \/ BbuRToN

26 F.3d 1095 1096 (1*5iR.1994) o oo ourrmen

PaRK® V. Raley

oL U.s. 20 22 (1992 ) veee e e

UNLTED STATES V. OWenNS

16.7.3d 496 2001 (NHER M) ece e oo ow -

UNITED sTATES V. MEDLOCK

12 F.3d 185 189 (NCRMAVE ) v o v o -

UNITED STATES V., JONES

) F-/rpp'x 901, 107 (“T”cie. tes ;:(;,2002‘)_ o =

HenDeRSIN V. MOREAN, 4206

U.s. (937 39 (M%)wwo,,.ﬂ,»agca

UNITED STATES V. Gyom‘Zalez:« LOPEZ

54Y u.S. HO(?,oolJ b w ee w s e o e e

M(lco\: V. LiuiSian g,

V-5 18% s.eT, I5060, 1507 (2018 ) o-- .

Gideon V. WaAIN WRIGHT

312 y.s. 335,348 -345 (1963) .vvcwu- -

UNITED STATES V¥ coTTonN

535 U-S. L2656, (30 -3] (200Z ) .eev (‘lv)



SuLLivan V. Loyisiana

s0% U-s. 276, 27‘7[1‘7@3) f o b me e e .

Rivers V. Koabdway EXP. INC

51 y.s. 29% 312 -313 (199%) coecccocso.s

) MoRiSS BTTE V. UNITED STATE S

842 U.S. 2HL 251 (1952) cecccocceos

“AosaLes - MiReles V. UNITEDSTATES

5.5 . , 133 s.cr. 1297 1ao(207)

STATUTES CcoDE S, and Ruie s

TibLe 1% UNTTeD states cooe, §922(9)0)

TiTLe ' UNITED STATES cobe & 924(@)(2)

TitLe |8, uniTed states fope & 924()(N(A)

Tirle 21 UNITED STATES CoDE, 3 g4lcay(t)

TITLE 21, UNITED STATES copt & 34((8YU)(¢e)

TiTLE 2| UNITED STATES CODE LR (DI(D)
FED. R, CRM, p, |l (p) (2)(B)

FED.R. cvm. 0. 01(C)

Ted, crim. R, 32(d)

L



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:

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

[ ] reportedat V-S.0. LEE, f.0, Bok 3085 ; 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 ﬂIL to
the petition and is

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

The opinion of the THE TifTeeotd Juditia| efkCviT court
appears at Appendix B tothe petition and is
[ ] reported at ; Or,

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



JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was ¢ ,/ 1 ,/ 2620

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

[ 1 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).

[ 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).
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