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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:

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, 
[ ] is unpublished.

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

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the ^Cjl 1^0/5 CiVct/ft______
appears at Appendix 13 to the petition and is

court

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[vl is'unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

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

[ ] 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

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
(date) onto and including______

in Application No. __ A
(date)

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

[v^ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Mfyy £~7 ■ j-OAP 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix_Cl___.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
_____________________ , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix

iy] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
(date) on Mar. iQ, 3-D3-Q__(date) in

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

to and including Ode- AM / AO 9-0 
Application No. __ A
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

jJI. 1^70/ t I, Liirifhxhovi oT PeiOcx.\'V\e5.
Co*W tcf [O \r\

All pervcxVViei. sW\\ loe- l^oW* (Xcju)cdVyv^ 'Vo tV\6
6enou5v\e65 o*r 7-Ve ck^ense cxw^ ujtUv -vVe. oW\£c$~\\je c$r 

ces+orihj "tV\£ c££e^er to vtf£o\ cilt-ze^Ui'p.

U»vS. Con&t, <5vmencl6, V]U cw\<d XIV

7c2VXLC5 5MH- l <7. (a*\s)
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STATE MEN! OF THE CASE
to! encountereJ Tracis d>okinsoa when mvesbcyddn^ 

(X brabb1 c otVeY\6e.. bo I Hie o.ppcof-ebed kiwi “toe o-Tielb vVcVervie.u3 

becxjs-e kis vehicle ojxs blocking cwi CvVWy. Upor\ cxpproacb,
Tk-ey Swelled CA-nmlms, 6<X\H <x cAoprette m do Woods Wwd, cwd 

cxrr-esded dokws^jvv, Police Then (Londocbed <x. ousted wxl Seareb 

<Xv\d ceeov'ered cv c^un t-row\ AdW^Ws ^>efsor\-

|6€

TW Stairs cVvcxra-ed -^oV 

k<xta\dux\ SCwvw.\AcA CARO dor
bk C^GoSS exemed 

p 0 s>5 e 5 iex cyjv\, pre&vceded 

On Vns (TowvjicWons Tor unteudul uSe cd cv oweevpon by cx Xelon - 
(UU^P)in Case 9V CR O^a^Tol and UOwF m R? CR 130^, . 
awd cdWr q^oa dciwies, vtohnson pWexd apddy do ABC- -bn - 

exckav\^e, We dnxi\ dOurt SenVev\(Led Kw\ dD Strife. 6ei/eA-
years in prison, <xt <Sb%/ ckyA ddxde dismissed cx\A rewvamdatf 

dOunds.

nson u>

vJoWnsoA Subsequently -Piled ex prO Sedbon 3-"lL/0( 

petri-fo^ (Xlleo^m^ dVcd the A PC stobue violated tW 

propordionede. pem\Ti-es Cause <xv\& seeking f esevdewuncy 

OoWnSTfN coebed pWticuW Txcb> ob bis arrest. kdVwison
xdxebeA \aTbisr\cx3nOn Tcow\TV\o JlIWqis DepdWevb cd 
C0vreebions fdevidibyiVu^ bis SpeC-kC, ppmr predieob-e 

(LovwjledioviS cXvvd Seidei/vce6. And AoWbcn asked tW bra\ * 
G/Curt* do ce,seXlevi<xe Wm uSiwc^ dWe. Class 5- S^WeilClAu<^ Cav\cje
ck dbree To 6evrea years in pnson,To be secured ad 

Th-^ TT-abl SoofT d-eibed bcWoonte peVeVl0V\,

^okyxson <xppea\ed., resevvdencwia.
dbcA dke Sentencing peoj uire-mevds Tbr an A|AC 

lAiere ciiSppDpoftioiAobely c\yp\ieddo bivvy in i/iotebioirt ob 

The XI l-moC O-Onsddodi’on C propovdioixede penexlduo clovoOey 
b-'Wen CkpplyrpiQ dVe Tbr-ee bpidede xcdieulod-ed *n 5oiem \A
H^Jmf db-3 U3. il77 C'R<?3\ People v/. AoUnson, 5105.0 XO App
G^r3 I7P.09V-U.

f tie. cbppel\ode- Cooid oJoolci not xpp\y S)o\tm. 

OoWo^Po^pre Arpp(h+) n&oqi-U. The Gourd- Concluded 

tdxt Soiew hc\S brery the Subject cr¥ inudm de-babe* omd

Ae cxra^ued
C-onv \ebon

H



(l ■* j } Jl
1"V\tfdr fts €_xocX sVodu s ceA\aiiv> 6oweujUcdr diepoted,
Xf CoAododed. -+Wt X-\liv\o(5 Courts ooooU not use.
CrtVeria, "to excess Cw^rtitutio^odity eft: <t- 6evdence. 
pursuant! -to tte Xllmo/5 proforVoftofe penalties (Clause 

because. ~tVus Court (%cvS l utliz-ed fts OoM test. JL~t" 

Goneluded dtrt usim^ttc Sokm cnter-cx would be diji/iucvlent 

do rt\e CX-D 55 - Covnpac \ Sov\ Ctjncdysb tbrt tVuS Court rejected
in People /. Sharpe.. £l(o TIL M rtf Qkftp). Johnson, ^03-0TL Af>fC\^) 

\19-oW, A-nd (rtil<|. tt rego^rted H\ert otter e\pprtbctc (Courts 

^ppbrt .Solem, irtdid n o't vrtt "tVv^vn persons we. RecVWr, rte 

(Court r eCused "Vo apply PocLnn anA oXticniet “tte. cle.v\\a( ot 

XoW son's. erection 3-dHOl prtdioA.

Johnson subsequently -Piled adiw^ly prtdbv\ XW 

leave. to cvppaxl ce? -irteTUmois Supreme Court ovsbin^ 

tWe/(covirt t-o reuieuo tte (correctness ~tbe ClppeWrt
Court's decision.X~he XlUnois J op feme Court denied 

Johnson's petfhon ftor leauerto cxppeaL

Johnson aou) d-iles prtrtdn Pot
iA UnHed rttates Supreme. Court-

uurTt ert Certiorariox

•6



R ^ckS0V\5 \-<?r Grant ii tVus VerVVtToAms
i K15 Croft- W(Tt Certiorari

“TD fe.5olve. Ck (Conflict beTujeen XWinois C^ppelWrf' 
Xourts. Ceacxrdvna LMV\eH\^c The United XbcVes .Supreme 

Opinion m Sq/zw i/ Helm, HIdS 0,5, Q51Is 

■ bmcbv^ I aoo TacTT)I moi's CoorT* <orre required ToFbUoou 

when cmalyXnj <x sentence ondec ~Xe IIImob CGKnt'itTWs 

proportionate perodTes clause..

Court's.

| h-€. Sfo/ew CouFT bcld TVat To tfvSSCSS whether 

<^p«v\cdTy is proportionate as rejoiced by The ei<^V\T 

(Xm-^ndm^ Courts Should (consider three od^ecTw-6 

CT\HTcx; (l) Vhe apex^dy ^'Te othense and the YwshneSS 
oF-ihe pev\cdTyC(oO(bT\e sentences ‘imposed on other 

Criminals iva <6c\w\e Aur{sd\Ct(bns, ** And GO ^ne sentences 

imposed^ov Commission n5? ehe o^we cr'wne in other^ 

sdur’vidv.ctl GnS-^ "Ttcvams dol^n^on (XCapOO that the S^-vdrentAn^ 

re^uireminds Tor cm armed habitued criminal (Add^ 

donut ctriorn uueee disproportionately Applied To VVuTl, ir\ 

VTi'olcTron cTTheXlUnoiS pro port ioncTe penalty (LWose, 
Ahem cupplyma tVi 5do/&m cxrtenix. BuT The appellant" 

CourT ConGAucred That Soltm's VxacT status remains 

SomeujVvcT disputed,,'1 did not be(Av/c thxt55o!tw Applied 

To owa Illinois proportionate penalties clau5e analysis, 

c\v\d reHs^-dl To apply 5o!<-m. r&op/'Z u Johnson, ^09-0 XL 

App (i$t) i7Xo97-lL

"TRs conclusion reTleets 

Illinois 

ot -So/etw.

ex cov\Fl ict b etou can, 

el \ owlt coo rts r ejard\nc^ the ap p 11 Cab i l tty
)urYs disagree peap-rdma iwhetWe J5o/em

15 hndina )aua 1 he dined district cond one division 

(A the First District O^cknoledaeThat \t \5„Pzopk \z„ 

Clefw/nsK/) TOl'g XL App(3d) IbO(79/ People V. P&rnande^; 
^o\H XU App(ir) IXOXOK 8uT+V\e Cecond District cmac) a 

di^Pefent dW>^ion in tt\e Host DisTricf •t\'\\nl<-rhccV 'T lo 

r\o\,peop/e if, Jmdson, 30\ III. App 3d V6L(And Dist, 

^Johnson, <205-0 XL App^f) I7c9-o9I-U- And There >5 Cplit
uuV\ett\er <55o Pm

Xlcru^e,

r/v

e^ardin^ 

ornondte
oJ/thii 1 rhe First Distncd pe 

o\pply^s To c^n Tliinois prop penal Ties



Os\c\.\y5\*>. "The t-oudh division cxcTiaooj ledaec T-bat- 

ft does, Ferna/xd^ JL AppCbt) \9lo5DH, boT the,£v?th
dwSion here believed that tt does not, John sow, dO<3t)1 U /W 
ftst) 175-0.9*/■-U.

Illinois Courts must ft)Uo(A) United CtabeS -Soppeyrye 

Court peecede/rt on Cxa\sditudiov\<xi 16f>ues./ea/de «/ 
h/cfshi'\cj'f'o% I7| Il(. <2d *175, 7%5 (wCy The Tlhnois 

pro por donate .penalties C\au6e i6 c& least (Xt> broad 

0i5 The ei^Vrt amendment: People i/. (Ljemo/is, ^Ot^XL 

I07$£l U */0, And t/sina the 6>okm Criteria in a proportionate
pei^lt^s clause cm at ysfs does not conflict L/Jfth tUi.5 

Court's prededejab

App lyiV\a 'fte,So/e:/7f Criteria here chouus thcd the
^ende^C/nap ree}uir cm ents -tor an AhC conviction uuece 

diSp(x>portioAccreiy Cipphed do dohnson. 1 be (^Touchy cT 

hb Condl/Ct — poos essin^ <t weapon turthoot comvh\ttma 
or t-brecrtevutvo Violence"^" 16 minor when Compared to ^ 

the Vvxtshness V\b pevvAdy— a Class X ^entente do 

be seci/ed at 25%. IHinoiO punishes more CeriDoc, 

Violent cCmes l-e^s 5evere\y. And other jurisdictions 
(would punisVi Cohwson's Conduct" less severely. 'TheretoCe, 

dVws Coart 6h0uld opa-nt oobit (X' Certiorari do Ce6o\ye. 
the Cont?Uot between Tihnois appeMant Coocds Cecpxdina
the appHeoJoili+y c£ <So/em and do b old tiicd CoV\v\6onC ^ 

Cend'enciv^ it> ct is propoftionote under So/e/^

7



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

VpA u IS -AnV\y\ 5Q\f\

(Qr.f~Date:


