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LIST OF PARTIES .

[V{All 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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_INTHE

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

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[V]/is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _ ¥ B to
the petition and is

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

[L11s unpublished.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

[ 1 reported at : ; Or,

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

[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the ‘ ' court
appears at Appendix to the petition and-is

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[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was r 2

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

[ Vf A timely petition for rehéaring was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _ C .

[ 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).

[ ] 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

[TA tlmely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied 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. §1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

5™ avend ment 1o '\'\ht United States ConstituThdn
Uh amend men+ 1o e United  Stotes Consnitution

3. Vs.C.S. 998, (e (1)
IFuses qqy



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On o acound The. onth o June, 210V6, M Christopher Jermanne -
Kb\\t:\ WUS indicted of One. Coont of \Oé’mci o Qe\\oﬂ n Y)osscssmﬂ O‘C Cr

ercc\rm;("ind\amcn’t\ Crm ., R. 173, QQSQ 1.9, #22) A?wommqmn 11 monmhe

hater Fhley Pleoded QMW Vg o \)tndmb Peu Qgyres wrent .,?\Ar‘suod,.
To Ve ) @Y(MB) and (o),
PoTT of rthe pleg Ggree ment
(1’3(0), To an effective (o mo
The dote. of he

QOW, The

<D\QQ'A<3rcc,m€,rf\‘] Qmm, R. ~‘le1 As
The i)or‘ht,s 'Qc\»)rtté\ bnder fale WK (c)
nths’ tmprison mex] effective $rom
wa\/txﬁ p\cal (14 et pacg, 1.6.127‘13 On maxs'le)
&lSTF\(:’[- Qour"r QCCC\)‘Yca ﬁnl\tv&'fs %\“hb Q'le% while,

rc&uvw\% guc?mﬁcc, of The partic ¢’ Plcu agrecyn ey

On Seprembe A, 2018, Kelle:
Votate hws Scntcncc)

ONwerne

T™he,

Riled a ?ro ’6é=.orr.lo”l'loh To
In which he Y“lMQ{‘).)\A | Qrsch ﬂjc('r B\S.
) Wes Constitutionally flcrie Qoo Toitng thallense
Aum%é\cmonq\ NeXus of the Ckor%e Ohd ﬂ%r_;PrcSSuﬂhg

Hc’\kd To plead nghtj rather Than r'tq(m‘fnj,r-)iicv'_ 60_\/crn mont

To prove Thot he |n fuct Possc"ascd The Sircarm. ' ( MeTion To

\l(!(‘/at&) R.I\ PQ'S]L X.D, o \“1°1>, —if\ Clcld\'hoﬂ L K’QRS c,\rcaue,d

that s ‘i\ma" line ‘mﬂgc, had been M\SCu\c'ula‘&id « (3d ar Puc:g-
30 ® 20~ B\q) On D(Qen\,ber Ho] 10\01')' Kt]lt\j '
Me o | \3“0‘? ang Qéa(d Thet dus Qom)i(','tlo

1

-?\.]cd O\' SU\?P\Q -
DUt be Set



ade Undec Aelhof V. Varted &uTcs’ V29 S, et A9\ (’Z_O\CD\ because he
PW\PQ(‘TQM% A\é not X T\hoﬁ he b(,\ongg,d To The Y‘L\c/\)un't Cote -

3(9(‘3 6’? ?C“Sons \DOTCCA f?f‘om ?635(/55‘“% o ’?\fﬁcﬁrm ) ( Su?rpxgnécm,
@) Brick, R 37, Page T.g ),

The distaey Court relected K\-,l\oﬁ‘g- Groument ond demicd hie
MoTion | (N\emomnéum, R 39, Yoe .0, # 13%-155), The disteict

Court Presumed That Rehad did net C;Sé?c,ré \fc\\u.s Gnw N -

Unds fer "‘\i‘lﬁ?\u‘l&, ot ?orﬂﬁ 1\0,3*/\55‘ beeause ™ e Soh

Ciecurt has not aééccssu} Reho £ s METROCTVITNY M T o )

s of x’tTo"ooc,T\\/L’nﬁ Cbnfﬁ\STcn’r\vb aye brey)

1, \Y\G\uc\\nb This do\u“T, The

d not Cﬁron-‘i QA Ctr‘r\?xq(;[-c, of- Oﬂmo\o\\)\\r’t%
Q(LCO A -'-\occa\)\sc Kz\\ct\ Feun |

S\\o\om% Of The deng) of @
30y Pagye 7.0, # 157, The d

led 0 mare, ¢ %ubsrun‘ﬁa\

COnswrtu‘hmq\ Y‘\%‘hf. (o(zcdtr) R,—

STy ey @0\;«‘1 %\abStclucn‘t\\g gruwtC&
G '(’COIQ on Kf,\k\gls Rehond (L\O“m) e Wa

FeuSonah e \\\\/\r'ﬁ‘l‘ Could &cbme The

\r\u’Y\OQ Thq"r @Cha\'? IS not \”tTl‘OC\,(‘,‘\‘\Vf’,l\é Q‘Pf')hcublf, 60.

C&\QTC\”Q,\ (NIt SVON (Occ_\cv QYrenti ng, Co M, R, ™4 \7u%c T.D, -
= 16(»), TF.’LS C\Ppc:q\s ‘Pb\\ou)s. On Februwt& o5, 202]. Ty\t,
United  Stedee Court o??co\_s Loc the  Sixrh Q\rCuHr, oncqo\rmtA
The Quc\_comcm of the QETCT. e Relley %\»*D%C\\KY\*\% fie

! ?Y\OTCOV\ “?\)r Y‘Q\'\corfnb tn \Oomc,1 Th{s ?CT)Tlon %v ca Wt
of Certior Qs\\ouﬁt

d ey Ceourt/s dtTCYm =

5
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"CONCLUSION
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The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
%‘/ M(

Date: 5!1&/202 ]
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