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LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ 1 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:

0 LT caseno. - L{‘BZ-OL‘?CFOOOC{‘-{OA RELATED CASES. UDPCA no.= 24— D‘E(o"l

¢ Merrihew v. Stute, 2620 WL (44§58 (Fla. 4 pea Nov. 35, 2029).
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays th;at 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

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[ 1 is unpublished.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

to

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

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[ ] is unpublished.

[\4/ 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,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the Foucth Distriek Court o€ Appeals  court
appears at Appendix _E2 _ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at i ; Or,

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

[v]/is unpublished. '

1.



JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the l;Jnited States Court of Appeals decided my case
was :

[ ] 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. 8. C. § 1254(1).

|

[VrFor cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was _t| / 2‘5
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _E2 .

[v]/ A tlmely }Jetltlon for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendlx £3

[ 1 An extension of timje 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. 8. C. §1257(a).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

- ettt - Wet of
COMES NOW), the Petitioner; CHALIN MERRIHEW, propria YerSoMs,f\lmg pettion o »
CerKovari pwsuant o )Flor\'Ja. Rules o‘%" Apvd‘x\’a Procedure R‘:’.\Pe q.100(S). The Petitioner will demonstrate that the
lower 4rial drbung) departed From Hee essential requivements of (aw based on ‘e ‘Rl(om:n%:

T. The Pertorer was Cllega(l\{ ) \'V\o\ccwafe\y clw!‘ge,d by the RcéPoMmeSﬂTE oF FLORW% with Hree
“deadly weapon enhancements (1113 @(@)) when Fetboner's exidence clearly shows DOY beyond a reasonable
doubt that Pokitioner chould Wave corvecty been charged “without a wawon\\ B3 (7.)@) Petihoner camnot
be convicted and nearerated Gor cl&araes he did net commit which have no Factual bascs.

IL. The Pehtioner was denied a Ot Amendment U.S. Constitution G Fria| by thee QM TupIcAL TRIALCOUR
wbe dismissed Petibionerds PostConvichion metion Br Tneffective Assictnce of Counsel wohen Pelitioner's evidence
clwﬂy showg \O00fo LQ—YOV\A a veasshable AO\L‘S{' Mok Petthoner was Gte?\n\!eﬁ\, o ?a,{:gsg lonal counsel) “The la(-(h

TUPICIAL. TRIAL CovRT alcs based e sew\'e»c(ns decision on a False statement, whick can be pvo ved by the
Append.ix” su\sf’o&\'\s evidence . _

The PetiHoner is the Defendant tn the In7T case aumber and the Appetlant in +the 4t District Appellate case numbes which is non-
Final i the “rial Cow+l and the Res f’O“dUd' is the Plaink® and Appellee . On A\Laus*‘- 2, 2017, Respondent dr\nr&e.o‘. Petibioner
_imaccufod'el?' and. illegatly 4o Haree “deadly weagon’ chanye eahancements (81213 (2)(a) that Petikoner can prove have no Fachual
basis. On Octobep 2 ) 2019, Behitioner sent o leter Ece Exhibd A, va- ﬂ—h s aﬁome,Y ‘o ask how withdvaws Pleq, hear\‘v\ag wov
akd o equest thak he angue the d edowns of a%ﬂme'\'{".c"\ul%\emilj wozx\?on\\ erhance ments, which he ”(Sb&\lxl @hor&/ and left

Pettoner Jm argue Ws own deferse [see Exlnbit C,tg- W while he shood there ad'\‘v{g as € T wever mailed im afore mentioned
letter '?e‘hi‘l’wr\ef ended up do fn% his best +o argue Ws ouwn Cblargec{ou)vl metion ,which he sext do the ol court vin Awaus“\' 2,

Zo\g ES@G Attach. Cz2, ?s‘lﬂ LU\‘{’ ended up Pmceg,dl‘ng with Hee PleO. due b \‘769\3 left ConF\*SQA on how wirdraw ?\ec\ L\W‘M%S
workk i relgiton to "oe\‘y\% owor‘hnﬂ'\'&s for e,kwﬁe,g{ownf- o et @\‘nce, Pekek

. oers attoyyey vever replied to Ws inquines on such
wk@t‘ left Petitioner vidnerable +o attorvey's Htien coerciqn hat: lne geuld “ Btrsend vtse: SR Koo v, State o6 Fl—)i\
Pebitioner Hien sent Wis atterney ancther letter; aqain f‘eﬂ\&‘; Pag | e net

uamwl‘ze\} Yitio S Veaks i, & Years e out,
iR e S R @ Y ’ -j i
. y see Exhibit 12 land agan was
iqroted by s atomeyand Poktioner was subsequently sentenced he argue the elargedoions [see Eadibit B, py 12 and again

2, O N NTe N \ -
ent (lq‘u'l TJubtcikL TRIAL CoLR &‘é“l AL\’\;CLi velief due 4o 2D Years 'G‘r' Sln‘“rle vobbe 7(?@{1-‘10;;@3-5 1S“'°Q‘.e,\§e l,\’ RCSFO!\A'—

Respondents mot comprehendng tae | { basis v ineHective alsistas (=)

sunsel \ . . \ o q B inef ssistance of
= nd J g ene Wit a %\gadl\/ weapen.” How the s wer \“K“‘U’uolCﬁAk'lRtAL.acouRT fould 4 A

e aotion for relief is /e/onc( me ( i+ you dowt believe me +hat my attorne

and he will Yol you he didints how Hais"man o5 allowed 4o conbinue practicing law Vs beyond mel) The Respendent(iqin TOPICIAL. TRIAL CoOR
ak"i C“’W"\-\‘\‘teti \\'bel/\,qu C§z.230 dv aveive ot Wie s’m‘luc"nﬁ du:\‘?fon Eee AYach. ot, H'ﬁ and AHML\.PZ., pg-291. After concbencina, the
Petttioner seut Respoudent (14t 0» RiAL CooRD & Mokion 4 withdraws vleasee Attuch. €2, \’3’@“’*‘“&\ was \ater dened by Reg;’om\

et A T e seed ot 0 e Fekbioncd) e Abch a1y 8], Potoer el s
W A rme. S Oon .‘. Fouur'\-k D“S\"‘\\C‘\- CDUJJI'OF ‘S o : ~ ‘ ! D‘ . b ]
%& le«aa.l qul"s r cl\a_rysg,‘ S :k\e u:'\’\-ltco\, Vi d‘-’mi(y wea?o v\\\ eth if’?ea , B V“la\oD on Bed, 25, 2020, ke aww-\.\\/ MLONS \.H,\@{ o\on{-se:’(‘

_ BACKGROUND OF CASE.

When Petitioner's d(s.:o\le;ry was veleased, it was vevealed in the main accusers AR davit and later deposition that the wmost he
LIt €rom I’\W\'f%?e*ﬂ‘ Tonen's F(QSh'c%\/ ﬂ’\qp&’dbl& Be gun /,eox‘n-\-e,:,\ tn his divection: was Seelin ,,a_ i4e §'I\“Key\ “P\\I{ee Ancls .
B2, 73“3' He never testified any Affidavit, depo, or drigl court that he £eaved for his life When the plastc, :»\ore,mi,te,*o\‘ eg
9AN was po mbed n Wis direction. Accorc\-‘*\ﬂ Yo Rp\pbexy 'XAY\[ Instruchions 5.1 ,,Eu\\v\-w\cgo\ Penaits S seckion , M order for any obje_.:_‘i"
to be considered a 44&1&\\{ weq?ov\\\, o must be “used or Wrtxl'b\ec\-b be used 1 a way \kely to cause deatia o Su‘ea(\' bodi| bharm
Ew, Attach. £, m.”-ﬂ'{%‘s’ same “Jury Tnstruekion ak sechion number 2 stades 4o be charged with only Simple Ro\a\oery, owe must Tse
Grce, viclence, assault or /,qﬁéhy i Fear inthe course F the *{;\kfv\%\f Tk s \\o\w\‘ous\y iwf‘ew&ec( by -H'\g, Stecte leﬂ‘glfchft? o FL
v hade the oy make & dostinction \7\/ these two rules for a a.e,y\e,m[ fear versus a “ear of death from a «\‘chm;ﬁfv\ce'(%
Pedchoner's marn accuser only stated that he was %a \tHe shaken up, the law contvols here Mt Has s a SeV\end / vd%\‘r\j "
fear™ clagsifeakion, nst a ”\;ke\\, do cause deatir or Sreod( boA{(\, harm® fear. Tin addction, the evvdence also conclusively shows
Hhad- Petilione nedey \Icr‘oa,l\\( Yheeatened accuser or used the dhe Qlas-h'c-, \'v\ogemHe "\0\[ BB qun + M‘&:\j\’-m\‘ SW{“‘S «, o o‘\*v:er
wise wse i 4 '\-kfm\’ey\.ns MANNEY o E’e"\‘f{'foner‘s ?lAS\'CC ~{1>Y cannot be classvfied as a //cleadl weapen winder Ju I’\s*“ﬂd'\m
5.\ Bnhanced Penatky eitirer The evidence also cov\c_l\xs‘\“[el‘( shows the flasl-\‘c ; (vxo?e«"al:te B3 gun could not m\-\:MOV\
to oot o projeckile. [Tee Abtacia. A9 ] and according to witness Me Edwin Whitaker; Periiioner only Twalied with the
MAN accinser de e Joor [see Attach F1, fa.z"ﬂ,wwd,\ contradicts Yue main accuser's periurous, ex: c)e,mhw\ stovry that

&2 qun wag 4?(esse¢l qao\n‘ns% his '{’ew?le,‘\; even +f Hus lle was rue, O\Q.Lorti\'h;‘lo Yhe abeve T\M‘Y

H-




tnskruckion 1S\ could shY 7267 be <l i ” QA e

impl o o \achic. ¢ charged with a “deadly weapon ;as it is obvious 15 those w:

;’\:f\‘/l Y""—SSCKV\& a V}“h ¢, inoperable toy BB qun against OV\Q_\Z le I‘-S not lf;elwi ij:; T with common Seg\;e,%a{-
Py o MS with Mf TTeanant, the man aceusen s not eno i eatih or 5“"* \’odily harw.

, : 1o classe honer's 4ot
under We robbery Sury Trstruckion (5. Enhwnced Penal - vt 49('«\':3, "‘KRI&S:?: i;:l\"a: é i:i‘\ ;gg ;&:\— dow «s 74 !l\/\\
R

C.\\af N o N ~ N e
5"\03 gmr,\'\ce,, which wolates ?e,-\'\{'\oner‘s Flondg Co . . N aex :
v*{ak"r, Tt oner has_beev\ c\e?rwec\ of due process (ﬁse:\\ S&f:‘t‘: v:“\ﬁ‘bxe;:\;\i:;""b“ 2's Admonistry l‘onc:é}:’si\‘c&
l%\llo 19, the %sfondew{-‘c"(*‘w JOPICAAL TRIAL °°°P\T5 based Wi Sm’m«:c"ﬁ jec(s fon " {:‘e Cw«?‘\-\‘*od-\‘on- Lastly, on Octeber
a\l Eee Atach. D\, ?‘5'@ bukyet i a Herald - T bune News arkcle Es:ee Artoc, on. “not Bemj a fon of robbenes at
e ' . > 02, rs-za%cs 1 TUDLCIAL TRIALCOUR

who told Pe:\ﬂ'loy\er he was not a fan of mblermes arall s provento be a vy g fon ofF vl N
ctrues amother man w ik 1655 Yham 2 Years & 2 counts of robbe w;f} '3 mobberes after all as he
\ffé{’iﬂ‘ and Petitioner Ad no-l', and s man's vichims rqor{"a\, M:ﬂ i Muo\r\&wf«:sr:‘ga. Thie i Q}SO 'M\i\mmcod
s Mo lo Ceal &x‘)(u\c&\‘om why he deserves less Hhan 2= years and Petvoner Aecexve.: l‘a*ia; Peis Hov\e,r:-'ﬂ\d‘e,
Pehhoner ot hic Smdna l\eaf\'ﬂj Yok he 1s mot a fan of robbenes at &\\\\ . I % ’ Re Raspondes old
okner man less than 2 years for 2 counts of robbery with 4 Greamt, but o en e spondentserve dis
For | count of simple rob\,ej\{@,;m 20 Ge o Beadls 1 y bk ek served Pedthoner with 20 vyearstl
& fan of vobbory ~ “ y wWeapon would be excessive in com 'So"b The e

. (b C‘V‘\¢S a{’ ol s &K?OS‘Z.A as an Ow‘k’ﬁ‘g\q* ﬁ.lse,’h + . (’M : \S k&SfM%.P; v\oJr
aFadr Aal, sihce Hais is how Respondestt determined his smfm"f‘ y which means Petthioner did notreceive
ct\w‘g\‘ns i @ court of law are cnwinal and are a high mis i«c\nidtc\‘s?ow. Croven \\‘\ae.l[h‘us and over-

N Y 2 ¥ = \Y s . ‘ Jsh \
fL *:{r‘ viola¥ion of[- gehitioners U.S, Consivtubion (i Aven ima\"::,\'d e 5 "~ 3 shee, Ma\ unfole and waequal SQ/\"\Ev\dr\j
:'ck OV\:\‘,,.{; ys%ce "“3“\" Let ol Hhs |owenr drtbunal and State A Flo“;\ a Constitution Ackde |, SeckionZl's adonin

a high deqree, & to do so would be & grss mjustice and dtsrt%i‘:i ;:T &JVK%AQ( requirements of law to

et Mm'zﬁg&;_q
Pehtioner -




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
“The Periton for Wert of Certiorary c\wc\d\{v\% both e AfRrmed order of dthe A‘ppe{(«ﬂh. courtand

M covw\“c'\'\‘on/q:kikdl‘ca\-\‘on € Yue lower Tbunal and Alsmissing case wp. Y32oTCFO00GH 0A should be
6«*«/\{-34 for the G»How\‘nﬁ reasons

T . Cebihioner was dened a falr trial -U«ro‘«ﬁk misunderstand ing how his withdraw ?lm
lhearn gw ould Lunction wn rzﬁwrc\'; ‘o C,OV\'\'&S‘\'\‘V\S JQOA\\( wespon enhancements due Yo meffective
reorekmnce of counsel (comnsel (qmnored eetihover’s precedural (ndquiries and {eﬂo\,( @qweﬁi‘%

w Lae»\ cl_\.d«‘ equices Ql:*o»/\u( 4 aduise Q\\ covn V. State of E-’(b when defendat misunderstands yrbcechde
NGO

1. ?e:\'l'-'l—t‘ona‘ was wexd«ars«z,c\ by Re$povxo\en+@j7\ﬁ OF FLORIPA) with :\\e‘b"“\ Qeidl\/
wm?ovck eV\‘f\Mc,Q,MQ/V\k'S V)l\u\ a‘\\ W\\o\(’/\/\(‘.e $]AOUJS LY law ‘-\‘l«\ad“' Pe,\-p-ﬂ-,‘omef‘ cl“r* V\O‘l’ CJOMM:"" C{Q“le\/
udelo\pov(\ crmes.,

and: j

T Pertoner was dented a far trial \9\{ Respono{&h{’@q%-s‘»wkl"-TK‘A"‘CO\)@%"“&“
\ibel and bias @2‘3‘3@ Be\‘vxs used 4o dekermine Pebitroner's sentence instead of dus‘w‘ce and
“reuth. : )

aANA =

T/ . Pehlonec sees wo valid, lo%fca.\ reason u)\/\j he showld not receve an equal sentence
do Mr Leoledmer's 2-year sevd'w;ge [Atachh. ©2, ¢4.20] a5 all mew are created equal, and |
Pehitioner's v*o\s\yex-\( was muchh, much 1ess servous than MO laegl&«“l"ﬂer‘a How s M Legles
a betrter man Yan Me:z_‘?‘.




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,




