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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

Whether the United States Court of Appeal 4th Circuit violated the United States V McCarthy Rule.

Whether the United States Court of Appeal 4th Circuit violated the Appellant appeal rights on an 
ineffective assistant of counsel claim.

Whether the United States Court of Appeal 4th Circuit violated the Appellant appeal rights on his 
3553(a)(2) Sentencing Factors.

Wheather the United States Court of Appeal 4th Circuit violated the Appellant appeal rights by not 
ruling properly where Appellant Attorney made Appellant commit penalty of purjury by lying that 
Appellant should plea to count nine in violation of 21 U.S.C. 841 (a)(1) and (b) (1) (c) distribution of 
narcotics.



LIST OF PARTIES

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:
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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

[X| For cases from federal courts:
G

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

to

N/A
[ ] reported at 5 or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

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

to

N/A
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] 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[ ] is unpublished.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 petitij^^nd is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

N/A
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[ ] is unpublished.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 
was______________________

[ ] 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: September 25,2020 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix____

, and a copy of the

[ ] An extension of time to fi^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).
THIS COURT HAS JURISDICTION OVER APPELLANT

N/A[ ] For cases from state courts:

N/AThe date on which the highest state court decided my case was 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix----------

[ ] A timely p^^ion for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
______________________, and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix______

[ ] An extension of time t<j^|^e 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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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

3553 SENTENCING FACTORS
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

BACKGROUND AND OR STATEMENT OF THE CASE:
Lorenzo is before this Court for sentencing after having plead guilty on December,2018 two Counts six and 
Eleven the Indictment before the Honorable Robert G Doumar, Senior United States District Judge, The Court' 
accepted Lorenzo's plea of guilty, found him guilty, and continued sentencing pending the preparation of a 
Presentencing Investigation Report. Count Six charged Lorenzo with False Statement during Purchase of a 
Firearm, in violation of 18 U.S.C. 922(a)(g)and 924(a)(2),on an about December 19,2017. The Appellant was 
sentence on April 2,2019.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The Fourth Circuit Appeal's Court has violated Constitutional Issues as Follows:
The Supreme Court Ruling in United States Ruling in United States v McCarthy Rule 
22 L.Ed. 2d. 418, 394 US 459. That clearly states that it is Mandatory that the Court 
suppose to ask 62 interrogation questions before signing a plea-agreement. The 
appellant was not Afforded the Opportunity of the 62 interrogation that was suppose 
to be asked by the Court. The Appellant did not understand all of the procedures by 
the Court base on ineffective assistant of counsel claims the (4th Cir. Appeal court 
denied those claims). The Appeals Court over looked Appellants United States v. 
Booker issues [Sic]3553 Sentencing Factors. The Appeals Court further overlooked 
sef-purjury claim by Appellant commited by himself base on his Counsel cohersion 
getting Appellant to Plea to a charge that he did not commit.
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CONCLUSION
Base on the herein information and presented by Constitutional Laws and the Appeals 
Court Violation of Abuse of Discreation:

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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JUDGES OPINION ATTACH:
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