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Like To Know Did Tht Thomad Lt DMW&W Leaislative Authorization
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LIST OF PARTIES

[X] 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:
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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: N ¢ 0 PTNI QNS

to

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

[ ] reported at : —; 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[ 1 is unpublished.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 to

the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts: N{§ 0 PTNIJN}

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[ ] is unpublished.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 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[ ] is unpublished.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

[ ] For cases from federal courts: | HF R EARE NJ N 3

The date on which the United 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

[ ] 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).

[ ] For cases from state courts: | HERE ARE NONE

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

[ 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

Ameadment ¥4
To Be AbleTo Putition The bovecament For Redresy
0F Eeiovantel.

Amzadment #5

No Preson Shall Be Hold To Answer For A Laeital Or
fthecwise Infamooy Leime,Unlesy 6n A Presentat wn {c

Tndittoneat (FA brand Tury, Exeeet 1n Lases Arising
Tn The Land §r Naval Forees, deIn Mititia, WheaTn
Attusl Servite In Time OF War 8¢ Public Dansec; Nge
Shall Aay Pecaon Be Subiett For The Yame 0FF203e Ty

Be Twitt Put Tn Teopardy §F Life 88 Limb, Nor Shall
Be, bompelled Tn Any Leiminal Laye Ty BeAWi’rness

Or Pfofu‘r‘;,\«'i%houf*DUE PROLESI*OF LAW; Nor Shall
Private Poperty Be TaKen For Pubiic Use, Without Tust
Lompentation.

Asatnst Himself, NOR BE DEPRIVED F LITE LIBERTY,



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
The Dol Louet stated +he Following:

”T%USJIFHI pnvittion' La ﬁ/ U Heont “Tudsment OF Lanvittion) " The Peavision
Wouid BeIntoheqeat, .
I Petitionts c,on’(ﬂnAoTlna’r This Absucd Result Ty Aveided ByTM“LIJn

The Lase 00" Lansuest A+ The Besinaing 8f The Provision. He Meinteins That
A Lose T3 The bose 0F £6 Defendant’s Second f¢ Yubsequent” Entey 0F Tudament

OF Lonvietion Even Belore The Lourt Has Enteced Thot Tudament OF Lanvittion

And Even Belore Tho Lourt Has Tmposed The Seatente That Ts The
Prerequisite To The Eatry 0F Tudgmeat OF Lonvithion, We Think Not..

See Postat 503 USI3LLILI. o i

CONBRESS THINKY 4oF
Senator Uhock brassley:"Ay Part 0F This Reform bonaress Sousht To Easure
That Yatling Aeelicd Daly To Defendants Who Wece*Teuly Retidivistst"
Venator MiKe Lee(R-UT): " This Iy M Mivinterpretation 0F haw® |
eadered By Lou.ﬂ Attoss The Louatey That We Are Now LOrrLL’rmﬁ

The Petitionce Oer thinks 30 a3 well,

the petitioner Orc also thinks, a8 wellas Knows that Lonwss
Nt\rer*Au&henzLd The_ImPosmon 0F VterKing }‘IMLOS fowards

Ngn-Revidivists First Time 0fFenders §F }"\ZL‘HL) how does the
Petitioner Oer Know this? betsuse of the two2)efsresaid
_ (onsressmen’s §tatements; Yhat's how e ptitioner Knows that it _
wos Never Longressional Tnteat to apelythe Setond or Subsequent Q‘IMLOS
Fowards the petiyioned O

These +wol®Yenators made these

Stattments inrefecente fothe Llarified Lesislation of Seetion 424 ()
OF Title 18, Uaited Ytates Lodehe Ulacification OF Seetion S2uC0)is under
St"rion W3 08 the Tiest Step At whith $iatresthe Following:

Lﬂ)Tn beateal ~Yeetion Q2UMWDDE Titte 18, United Viates b, 0d¢, TS Amended
TnThe MaHu i’rcu,dmj Lisuse (D)By Steiking" d2tond Or Subsequent bonvittion
Undee This SobstttionAnd I_Mu’rm]“\holuhon 0F This Substttion That Griuny
After APrigr Lonvittion Under This Subsettion Has Rerome Finall

Theward Amend mzans the following:
"™Means To Teaprove,To Remove The Foults O Errgrs 08 To Locreet ™




Tt watd Aonzndment tnesat Fhe talawins:

0
An Tonpcovementd boveeidion A Revisionh Farsal Statement 0F Sueh

oo
h_Ruuision

UL 324 s amended Soc These

UL T Im?_f_o_\LZ To Remove The Fault$ 0 Ecrors 08%
To_tarcedd, thus ao Ameadmiat bontainios New hanauast Hay

Be Tatended Ta Lorreed & msm%e_rm’m‘uonTo lagify haw,

Or To fvecru)e Mronoly Desided bases; Meal Smm&w_a_s_ﬁ\f ERRULED

03 w_e,_l_l_aaAB_&_O_M_LD_._b,e,_c,_a_u_o_t_o_F_a_m_u_m_te,_f_e_r_d_a__’r.l_a_n_o}_______ .

bonscavional Satutacy haw how dors the petitionec Oer Xoow

that Deal uere vuns *VERRULEDV A well as*ABRABATED¥?

Seantor Hike boet This To AMIMINTERPRETATIONS aF \AME

 Rendered BYRUOURTE® Avcoss The bovatey That Me Are Nows R
CRARRELTING*" Henrelorth Jr_hL,’EL_LA_?_\,LELL,“AI_I_&E\_QF_ 94 Li )

g S

e rmht_a tion oomt&?rom H’\(- word L nnF,
‘Hr\l word U (mF_v_mwns_th_dal\awma

HaaﬂaTﬂ In’(uP_f_t,t,_.LnJce,{m’r_mwns the Followins:

i

. ._._.___To Exe lain. MLU L A

%
e it am%e,r?(da’non Lamts?wm%heword
. 1s|n’rervft’r Misioteceret meany Yhe ?ol lowing:

___”T.O,..F_XP\MnA_T_N.AL_LU. RATELY. .



T ‘mj\; wiheathetwo() Seastors
MiK e beeand Lhotl beasaley mada theie Matements they
weeeFblaciSyina® that the Deal Suec boucd pickarmedin
ny theoush ts traditional Funetionof tonsieuing o Matute
pod did g in o way thaFLONTRADTLT S 0¥ o the

¥ youtif Rad T REORLY T47

~ Vo_with this beina taid Yhe Deal Supea
holdins vons b tlear indication thet the Desldupca’s holding was
o PLONTRADILTORY® fo the®Exerutive’s hesislative Holdins] -
_thustht Destlupsels halding (3 oroonisuynaw,withthet beingthe
LASL Foe Dealduees bouet Never Eues bod*henislitive Aushocization”
bo aeaucate by means of imeliauntation theic holdins that*Sbaikins®
L3R (DY $owords Fieat Time 0FFendors was Popee basedvpen

Chanaressiondl Vatuteoy Tntend.

e e Thus,withoet bonaress Statotoy o o
Leaistative huthorizatisn the Deel bup Detision was.
- "Never Ever Volid Low ABINITI0 thus, Dealfhaldina was. -
N \ai.ﬂd_in;}‘;\;}_si_’ih}hj e beins the Last the petitioner Dy -
- Saatentins Lourt nzver had wesislative Authorizationto o o .
- Tpese the deeondor dubseaveat Starked L2800 towards

Cthe Petitioner O, L

o CThe Deal Lovet and the eetitionec by . .
Vententing bouct Lrested their own Authorization Yo impast - .
Javsnd or Sobseavent $taeked \‘17\%(&)’3 Fowards Fiest Time 0Ffenders

Ky Peditionar B bhese starking opelitations are Unovthecized

boesuse, +his iz a Yeroration- 0F-Powecs Doctring Violation.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

| Is batouse o defendont has o |
Lonatitutional Right to be deprived of libecty a8 punishment For Liiminal

ErmdottHaty Fo Fire Extent AUFHOREZED- By LONGRESEand 0% Lt ion-0f oo

that printiele ton freath portitularly hacsh on an fndividueld tiberty
thus aeelying the bonstitutional Printiote of Seporation OF Powecs f5 (eauired.

, . Tht*&t?aru‘rion of Powers Doatrinfﬁra&icms
Federal Loucts Authority to imposes Sentenct that 18" oT AUTHORIZED BY
”lonartss’fwifhou’r the insertion of this Dotteine +his would tesd to the
imposition 0F*¥Manifestly Erroncous Y2ntentes Beind Tmposed®liKe the Last
8t Bar with Ma.0cc the patitioner. ‘
Thos, the imeesition of o Manifestly Eeconcous
Unavtherized bybonaress Seatente inthe Porm of an additional 9,125 Extessive
Days Stemming Feom s Manifestly Ecconcous detision must be disturbed beeause,
0F o Separation of Powers*Dottrine Vialation* Tmposed Yententt, beeause aay othe
dutLeme would be ABYTRUSE dueto the fact that the dtatked Yetond or
lubsequent f2uce) Seatente i3 not boasressionally Authorized,

: This petition must bz granted inordac to obtain
reliel beeavse redecal Loucts Do Not Have The Authority To ITmposl A Leatenee
fwithout Legislative Authorizationbetause The Power T Preytei b The
"Punithments To BeT mposed™Ueon Those Tound buitty 0FFederd Leimed Resides

PWHOLLY WITH THE L0 NERESS*.Auard(na\\/,‘(ht*e.rroneous imeositior of
Pmandstory minimum tentent® i3 0% undamental Defeetfthot warrante®
FAIRRELTION® betgusg,amisintecpretation of law rendered by any Lourt i34

¥Legol Ercor? and when®ourts Lomnit* Legal Ercor*in detecmining that a
defendant 15 required o be Senteaced toan Unauthorized by Longcass Mandatory

Ninimum Tecm, they fransaress the autherity that Longress estoklished and
effeetively Lerontously Sentented the defendant in the Lase ot Bar the
Petitionee 0cc to on Agsravated Unauthorized Yentonce,

- The DueProtess Tonelivation isat the

Focelront of the isgu@?}"r hand based ueon the deprivation of 1iberty,
md thisallstemdFrom the Deat bourt'S majecity intuition notagreeing
With theminoritiesintuition: :

"LnThe End,Nothing But Personal Tatuition 3upports The Dissents bontention
That The ttatute T8 Dicetted At Those Who Failed To Learq Their L.23sons Fegm
Tht Taitiel Puaishment. ... . Like Most Tntuitions, Tt Finds Lonaress To Have

Latended Wihat The Tatuiter ThinKs Longress Ought To Intend.And LiKe Most
Totuitions, T+ Iy Not very Previse. o .. . :

Elsewhere, However, The issent Say8 That The L3300 T4 Taught Onee AdEaclied

boavietion Has Betome FINA\ﬁ post,at tu2,124 LEA 24,81 56-...."

The sforesaid is the reasonfor beanting The
488 Petition boc the Extrancdinory Writ.on behalf of the pekitisnts Or,

2

S ]



The teason Fot not making applivetion +o the
disteiet touct of the district inuwhich the apljzant i3 beindheld
bLeaude LXteptional Lirtumdtanies usartont the exereise 4% Hhe
Lourts digeretionory Powers, and thot adequate relief Lannat be
dbteined inany other Form of From any other L0Uct due +o +he Foct that
the petitioner Lindsey re's Llaim Can only be resolved with this

Honorable bourt because the Deat tourt T8 the arigin of the “Z‘{CQ)
StacKing Llaim.

ThisWrit Shouid Be branted Betsust Longress Never Authorized The
Tnposition OF 6+al,&snj§qzu(c)s Towards Non- Rwdwbh First Time
Oftendars 4F \fm{u)

Yenotor Mike hee This Ts A*Hisin%mm‘aﬂon 0% Law¥Rendered By
Rourts Avcoss The bounteyt, 8

Hrsmhrm‘rahon Lomes From The Word Misinterpret, This Root Word
Meons'To Exelaii T NALLURATELY Y

The Power To Prestribg The Punishment To RBe L mpased UronThose Found
buittyat Federal Lrimes *Rasides WHOLLY WITHTHE LONDRESYE
CONCLUSION £
Ralth Sough‘r Vaedtur 08 The Yecond 1§ UL ﬁzuct) LOUNT FOUR
*Based Upon The Aforedtid®

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted. Exkraordinary Viri+ Habeas &orpus 2241,

Respectfully submitted,

LINDSEVARR & e —

Date: deptember 24,2021




