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[X] All partles appear in the capt1on of the case on the cover page

V] All partles do not appear in the captlon of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the sub1ec’r 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

N{For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States comt of appeals appears at Appendix _ A to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at Nos. 20 - 3219 ( 20-331] . or,

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

to

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

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[ 1 is unpublished.

[ ] 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,
[ ] is unpublished.

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

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[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

['/]/B“Or cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals dec1ded my case
was _OCToBER 20 2021

[“T 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 .. S

[ 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. § 1254(1).

[ 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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter demed on the following date:
and a copy of the order denying rehearmg

appea.rs at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petitioh 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(2).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The PeTimener adopts the stotement of e, Case

from Counsel of rxcord Anders brief with Hr follow-

/n/g obJdections: PeriMaer denies Coﬂs,af/‘mj +o  diStri -

‘bute n’)e;f'lfommphe-+an7me3 and n ﬂg,(\-hc,u/a_(\ L[ hed den-
jes eaer cJofv—mmj /S but less Hham 4.5 H//OJf‘aﬂ’l S

of M&%amphea‘zum/ne, o antj amoxm+ oF me/'/'/%mphe—
ﬂm:n@



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The Supreme Cm,w{ of -qu UNT=TED sTrtes Should &cer;as; 1+s d/i's"cpeﬁon' 1;1,
gf‘mhr@ Hus WP+ of CerHorary
peh horer into plecxdmj gulty fo « crime of Which he Pe,oewfee//j demed
+the foctued boasis 4o. The Pe;h-hcmer was Cha:\jec/ in o /nd/c,h-neni— T
Ccnspl(‘o\,(',:j 4o d ns#:buw?e ond  possess m%mpbehm;n@) in Viclton of
Title 21 u.s.c 3 8491 (ad1), (b)(1)(A) and 846. Federal Rule of Civil Procedure
I, Fec,umes That before. e ch&lmvl- Court Can cx,(‘,oapt oo 3(,”/5 plea 1+ must
ﬁnd o factuad basis for dhe 3”'”:7 pleas. The  petitioner disa.vowed Corpir-
m3 w:m M’fjme’ +o dié‘}'f‘_ﬁbu‘fe, ond  possess mvﬁvmwphej&mme, See Plea. TR.
8-/0. The district Court hid pefitioner that his foctued basis wos not
C{’wugh-ﬁr ‘e Court -h) occept his ok H;"j Pleo | but e Count wisulel net-
atlow P@hhunep o withdraw s 3u;/@ plea.. Tdl . The district Court (e~

because the d/é%;¢+ Court f’wced e

fused o adlow pefihioner +o oxplan how he was 5u1/t7 of dn,ﬁg,@ ofF
A& box of fnaﬁ;Juana_, ot e Ohtmge, of plea, hea.mnj d.

A+ “I’he Sen+€nunj HWlnﬁj when S'ij ~the, op,ﬂo‘f’-hlmﬁ Fo address +1e
Cour+ P?Jh*/'or)er‘ ageun nNotified e Count that he hNever odm | Hed fo the

factued basis as was Char ged i Ns  indickmend 6ind ot the. Court Woss
'Fof‘qns hum "I‘D plead 5u;'l+v1 .t’_vgma:l- us will . see Sef‘r}mgnﬁ ™. -pas\.-'4/2~‘18)
Attached 4o Hus wrik of Centiorans. ITn fict, petitioner pleaded wrth the
S&’H'enomj ot o adlow Nm 40 Show The Count his ducument-ed evidence,
that proves he IS not 8u:)+v3 of +he, (‘/harjz in s mdlo-/—merﬁ' '7‘0 no
oNou]. Td |

Thus, ftis Court shauld grant s pedifin for wrid of Cerdioras
o the hasis that +he diskrick Cour+ never fund o factuad  basis i
e, MR G Charﬁfa,d ond becouse PQ’HﬁOn%(‘ disavaved the fachuat basis 4o

Whichy he disitich Count adinw)leelje, WS no+ O gh fur 'ﬂ& co 4 Fo aceept
+he auiltu Pleoc- - . 5.




- ARGUMENT

- A. \WHETHER THere EXTST A SuFFI-
‘C, TENT FAcTuL BASTS To6 ESTAbLISH

_Hfff-"i'I_""l'Ol\’E/?2<> PLEA OF GuzLTy PURSU-
ANT To CounT ONE, WHECH CHARGED
A VLOLATEIonN OF TTTLE 21 U.5.Cc. 3 84]

(0)(1),(bXI)(A) AND BY6

STANDARD OF RevIEw

A defendants C,haJlenSe, +o e Factual basis for hus g H:j plea I.S

%gajhj reviewed for obuse oF‘olks'cre..ﬁon, UNZTED STATES . BENN-
_ET,_ 291 F.3d 888,89 (b+th CIF. 2002), However | if +he defendon-t
- did not obdect on ARule 11 grounds before the -iriod Court  the
defendont Must demonstrate plaun error. UNETEP STRES Vs Vorw,

535 U.5.55,59,/225.c+ (o43,/52 L.£d ad 90 (2002) .
The Defendon+t cContends +hat Hhere exist no fectyed bas-

1S for the 3u|l43 pleo. pursdent +0 Count one of hus iﬁd!c+m§n+
+Hhat Qhanjed o Conspitacy o distribute methamphetamme In
Vidlashon of Title 21 u.s.c §841 (a)2), (b)(2)(A) and 8Y6. The foc -
tuod basis o Vutd&fe Wendm% SWH\«J pleo- IS /ml(injjbe.oau—
se he ‘?axpli‘oiz;ljdls'a.vwed the Factual basis ot bus chanje,cf
ples heamnj. The pro%alem here Centered owround whether o Fire~
orm was possessed N furtherance of that Crme, .

G-



A ﬁr'e.;mm, wos . Jd 1n oo Search of Cal  n — Acevedos fesSi-
dence. but Codderon — AceVedos f‘eloeod-e,cfl«j d 1 5avowed Hhat the
fireomw wos pPossessed in furthecance of thot df‘uj ‘lT‘a.'FFchémj
Crime. Therefore the 15sue before Us 1S whether +he district
Court erred n de;{—e(‘/mn,j "I"hod there. woos not o- Sufficient
basis Jn +he Cecord 4o establish Fhat Cadderon — Ace vedos poss-
ession of +he firearm wes In furtherance, of hus drug #ref¥-
Ich'mj’? ch UNTTED STATES V. CAST/LLO) Hob F£3d4 806, 814 (7m0 car. zoos)

c o Tha district Cour+t Judje. asked Codderon —AcCevedo |f he agr-
eed (/oH'ha -f‘ho_ “f‘eé'f’lmoryj of schm:df Md he responded that he
3{*&2& ouri'h oo Certaun per+t of /{: o .. He. elaborated ot +he
Weapmn did not be/ton3 +o /'um and Fhat ,l«/-,epQ oS o wavﬂmk
H wos 30“’5 4o be USed +o p/‘0+€£/+ a»n,:j dm@ operauhon, because I+
Wo.s hidden u;’\dennec&h three. boxes of tools wrapped in plashc end
News posper. T d.at 9 . The Court further explred the Matter,asik-
Ing Coldderon — Ac.uleclo clo You ocd my+ Hat 3ou possessed that fire -
oarm In relahion 4o the dr\uj 41‘0J‘F\“Flc ij Crime of possessmj or pal ~
hopq:l-mj in e Consp iracy o ,ooasess 1re. /ne%ernphe,+mlne" 2
T.d.at 9-10. The defendont stuted ‘T do cdmst +hat > Td. ot (0,
That is as close as Hr defendant got +o e.S*fa/bllslunj a basis for e
plea., and the. focad po;/‘h‘: caldenron — Aceveodo & a.(\aumerrf The Court
did not shy *f'he(‘ezjmuah As —that bare aSSerhon was at odds
th Cadderon - PrC,zvecIos ear fjep Stodermnent the Court (hotreded
to asK hum whg did he stute et -te fireorm could not howe
heen Used 1IN Conmechor with oo olr\uﬂ -Irmﬁf-’,c,/arﬁ crime because I+
wos Ndderb l—hs fespose was Hetf he wos menel::) s'forwrzj 1+ For
“+uoo da.js for & Persn who had asked hum, +o store 1+ Id.ati2
ce. The district covet ul-hmddb relected e pleos  brcay se. there
Wos No indicehion Hhet he wens 5"/’(}7‘”\3 i+ e litete, hus df’ttj

e



+roPRcking achv. s of ~mod~ the weapon | s Oferuase used
4o furtner Hhet a—c/—i1\)i+3 ? See, UNITED STKIES v, CALDED N = ACEVE -
Do, 549 Fed - Agpx. 574,575 76 (7 aer. 2014 )( onussiens added )

In. pe{—:tloners CAée, Sub Judlce CemH\cwy +o Hast Muuq, waS
befofe the Court in Calderon —Ace vedo IS He 1550e before

the districk Court erred | deter mining that - there as o S ufh -
Cient basis ju 4he Mecond Ho estublish Hhat Pe+/+/oner Conspired
+o dfs#‘fbu-fe methomphetamine , I/U wolcuhc)n of &l U.s.c 3 89/ -
(@) (2),(b)(1)(A) and 8Y6. A+ +he Chmnge. of plea hearing, The

dudae asked e Foilawmj c]uez,ﬂon, 4o wWhich HRA pe+itloner' ans-
wered as followse

The Court: Did 30“ aqgree w R arnyone wv Hhus  indictment
+o Commut an IHCSOJ act ¢

The. ®fendant . Yes, = did.

The Caunt : Whos Hat 2

The. pefendent : Adfa Armstead .

Thc covrt I What l“escd act did 30\1 agree, to do wiH Adra
Armstead ¢

The. Defendant @ T aﬁreeel fo dnegp o —— T qﬂneed-/osexll
him Some wead .

“The court+ ¢ Sell hum Some m«x‘ﬂuanm 2




The, Defendont @ s ., Sir,

The Court : s -hat :?— 2

The Defendont ! And Chanles Thomas .

The Count ' Charles Thomq,sJ ol PIJV)-‘I'.W}")&/{* illejco{ ac+ did

guu aqree, Yo do with Charls Thonas 7

The- Defendant ! Agreed +o drop off o boX +o hum .

The Court @ A box ¢

The, Defenclant : A boX 5 ond 1+ had /YJe:fham,ohejamir{e, mSId&
e boxX et T dropped of F .

The Court * OKayy. And you Knew Hhat was metham phetamine
in the box 7

The. pefindant : Before. T dropped 13 ofF ?

The. Court o Yeah .

The. Defendent: Not before . But after = droged i+ of, T did

The counrt : Whats illegud akoout +hat ?

The. Defendant ¢ T meeny L Wnew I+ wos Condrekend i the. box.



The Court: wWhat d you Hunk 1+ was. ?

The, Defendont @ T *Te(@?.\‘ I+ was mariduana,

- The OoC.‘,A+ ORFU Se Yo QS\J.* Whnow 1+ was §@+}n§\o>@-

+?33@ +hen ?&{, ?

The Defendant i Not until after T drogped off 4he box
. and we had o conversafza,,

The: Court I So You ov:”:i do any &9{&:.\23 of oy
\Sﬁii\:\__a:@\_.gsoo 7G$+ ?

The. Defenclent ! I+ wes 3%53@?;35% i +he box and
b oy 130308\ +he box off. So m Nesponsible
For +aking the box that Cortuned metham ~
Phetemine .

The. Court i Thats rot enough for me, Mn.Jones. I o\e.i.
..K::K uc: QCS,T to E\@Po\ @S\.}\ MOH\?SR
vcm\: Just end Hus 3@3*\ here, . uec \G,(Pm\%.@
~Fec fuod besis In Your qu qu EF\P\ .

The Defendant ! = m 3@6:@ 1+ 7G:+ here. . ox&% Your Ic:%
| HB Pw?%:@ 4o fectuad ?&a of the. plec.
?Uf« now, Can I @x_Q?S +he, faciyad FPm&

on how I understand 3u g I+ 77

10.



The Court: Your dead ¢

The Defendant ! Guil+.

me. BlocKard ! Gu-iH') J“udﬂe;

The, Court : éu:'H-) aJlj mjzgﬁ-. D/d‘ 5c>u. a.gree uw:f'ha‘ M‘:j‘mea
4o dis+4ribute M{;:‘-ha,mlom-{-wnme‘? '7'hed"s Y&S‘

- or NO. o
The vefendent ; T — — Yes, T agreed 4o drop off a. box

that had drugs o

The. Court & Oﬁaﬁ . Ve('j SOOC[

The De&ndmv'l':vI dgreed to drop ofF dhe box for an indiv;

- duad who +old me 4o drop +he box ofF. Yes,
T «ﬂmecf and I found 0u+ I+ wes me:i‘ha-mpqe-
tamine . “the box amd m resposible. for drgp-
ping the box ofF.

The. Court * Al f‘;ﬂh-l'. Sen‘+encmﬁ Counts dISCJ‘Q:/‘!on.J W ithin,

S+m1uforj f\a,nja, v e See PleanT. §-10

The ,Pe+l+toner, ag did i The Case of Cadderon — Ace.vedo, ex -

st vt e, = T s g

P“uﬂj disanvouwed the Foctuad basis for +he 3(4[}')5 Pleos . The Jud-

qe 1 the. Peflﬁbners Case Sub Judzmj oS in the ca/ldenon-
Aceve,dos Case, &cﬁmwiedga Hhat there. Wos no factuad hosis

.



(A A
for the 3“”"3 A VR Thats not enouq. for mMme., mpr, Jone,s

b oy dorrl‘ ‘Hunlé Yo weaent 4o pleod SUIHU So T “Hunk WQ/”
Ju§+ end Hus I"LSVH' here J)‘ Plea. Tr.q. Howewe,, Jhe wa/ge
did not end +he pr‘oce-e,d/ngs — “there, . mepe,+i+ione,r" “aSK—
- ed 'H‘ub dudge, Severad himes o adlow hum Ho explen his
gulH- but ‘fﬁfzdufﬁge, foyled tv adlow pPetitioner the f‘tah!-
+o be hearnd. Did 3014 Ogree w:m arnyone o clisHr ibute, hedh-
amphe/fumme, ? Fhats Yes or no . 1_‘—~ Yes , I aﬂmeol to
Oroep off & box Hhat had drugs TR A OKaAj Verb Sooc/,
Ldat 10. The Judge never odlowec pPetitioner 1o Wplain
hus 3”‘”‘3 and he never ait any poin + clomﬂ or after the
Change. of plea hearing admitted Fo diStributing metham ~
phetimine .

In caJdenon- Acevedo y the, Court+ of Appeal s afFirmed
the, district Coupts deci<ion not 1o accept hus 8(41/43 plea

because, [+ locked o fectuod basis . See _Caddergn — — Ace Veda
549 £ od AppX - ot 576

n Pe,+4+loner\s Ccase Sub \Judlc,eJ o»mnw:j +o e Count in
Cajdenron - Ac,e,\/'é_do e oudje ound o Pmol—u:»l ba_sts for Hne
Deferdants 3cul+:) Plea, even though he exphc,H-L:j dss a vowed
the Factual busis with 0o Cleor Meascr .

IV Sum, thus Covrt+ Shuuld over Hurn ﬁ&ﬁﬁmené Ceﬂ’)wcﬂonl

_ for an Insuffident facthued basis o —f'he,gw\lﬁj pless.
cotNoTE X

At pettioners Sm-fmonj Hecmmj3 when sl\ien the oppmh:ru'lj +o
oddress +he Court, he Specificadly +old the Court, whuch did not adlow hum
fo explan hus guil+ ot e Change of plea hearing thougn he nNever admitted
the, foaliua] basis for +he conspma;oj o distribute and possess methamphe +o-
Mine . He pleaded with msmﬁomj court o adiow him b presen + o ocumentee!
Widence that would prove hus innocence, bu+ the, Court dismissed hus Plea,

1o the count . See. Sentenuing TR.pgs. 91-48. , aftached fo #ys W't of Cerdyopari,
12. ‘



ARGUMENT

T e ey

S;B-‘WHE"FHEK THe CourRT oF AppeALS FoR THE
SEVENTH CTRCULT ERRED WHEN T DETERMINED

THAT CouNseLl For THE PETETToNER RT&HTLY
CoNeLupesp A MoTzow To WITHDRAw HIES PleaA
Would Be FRI VoLous WHewv THE A—ﬁOELLANT"S
FATR AND JusT REASOW TO WITHDRAW HTS
PLen TS THRT He ExPLic,:r‘rLy -D;r:s AVoWE D
THE FAcruar BAsIS FoR THs Guziry PLen 2

—————

STANDARD OF AEVIEW

A Cour+ m e{\mn‘- o~ P—;—I‘flmef‘ q"fb W)'H’)C/I"CMA} w auil leas
P 9 P;

if he hag o 'Faur‘ ond Just fe%oﬂ ﬁW‘ domﬂ 50, but Such 0ermissiar
15 Nt mandatory. Uruted States y. wadlace | 276 £. 3d 360, 366 (T e

2002). A four ond Just eason exist When He Petitiones Shows +ha+t
hs plea wos ot entered :n'{o hnowingly and volwn+o.m/:j.-r.d.we» e~
View for dear epror oo districh cowts Factuod Fmdmjs about the exr-
Sterice of oo il and JuSF MNeesm. I d. But we rReview e wldnrute
decrsion o qrant ol de”‘j withdrawat for abuse of diScretron  United
States v.corroll, 412 F.ad 787 ( 7 air 2008 ) Cinternad Citation om,#ee/)

Tn pv‘h“hone(‘s Case, Sub Jud;oe;, he. Contends +that +he district
court abused Ms diseretion For not permidt vg himy o w;%dra,u)
hs 3ual-5 Plew on He bagis Hiat e disirich Courts faeduad ﬁnc/fnjs
fo Ocep+ Hr 5u|H:j pless Lwas msuﬁqcie/h‘, InHer afla .

| 3.



A+ Peﬁhone(‘ls ,Sm—fenanj hwmjj e district court asffor ded
Peﬁhoner o) opﬁw‘M/-{vj for w/loc:whm', The Pm‘vhmef‘ ot such +1me
Moved +v withdraw Hus 3u//@ Pleas . Sent. TR. 1S, App. 42. The
Petitioner gowe the district court sweral Vedid reasas as +o
u.fhﬂ +he Couwnt Shauld hawve afjowed hum +o wikhdraw s
Su'”ﬂ pleas . Sent . Tr. 16, App. 43, sent. . 17, App 4Y and sent.
Tr. 18, App.- Y95 /’rmanj +hase. . Vadrd reason s wWas Jhet he rnever ad-
mited e ‘F&O‘/UQJ basis ot “me, thﬂ-ﬂ@@ of plec. /‘)W:r@' arel
Hthet adl he wos 3(41/-}3 of , was a{j/‘eemj ar 4he directron of
aotter persan, fo drop of+f a. box of Mapiduanes, Sent. Tr. 17,8p0
YY . Tre pleo C,e)llov?ub 1S as follows : |

- __The court: what did you funk i+ was 2

The Defendant: T thaght 1+ was Maridusno. .

The, Court . oij. S50 You chdn)+ hnow M was metna—~
| mPh@"a«m7neJ "/7’)@’)3 f"j/’)‘?“-

_The, pefendant ;

Vot until after T droped o e bax
and we had a convensatron . |

The Court '  Thats not 2t gh for me , MN. daes. I
, dont ﬁunz Udu wont +o  plead 31.1///7‘3
S0 T Hunk well Just ead +nus right here.

You reed the fuctual basis in Yo 5”’/@
Plecu 2 See. Plecs. TN, q

4.
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T he, pefendant : Im Peadlnﬁ ¥ f‘tal'n? here. Oij 80"’7‘
Hanor‘ Im F-e.milrﬁ %&ﬁo/ua«/ ba.,szs
of +he pleo Pbﬁtn‘ now. Can T e,yp/a,m‘
e foctued basis on hao T undensfand
My au/EJ-??j See plea TIr. Pq- 9
The, district cour+ expressed dmat +ne Fochuod bosis aed ~
mjHed +o bi’) Joes was hot eaugh for +he éow»+, but +phe.
Cow+ Nonette less ertened Judgment vpon Junes Olea irv Vid-
' ohon of Fed&«u Rule of Cr‘/nf;mid Aocedure 11(F),
Acr;c'*dmj o Jones' Indictment, The factuad basSiS +at
he hod o p/eaucl 3w1H:7 to establish lus gul 1+ was “Hhat he Cen-
spired fo elistribute metham phetomine. Hovever, Junes admir-
‘1'2,0‘ to c@mspmmﬁ o d/s-}r\:bu-}e manid uena . Id, lines 8-/0,
Hmce +the district court did not Ftnd Hhat Jones Stoted he did

what wos C/l’)a.r\aed i hs indickment.
(A8

The basis for the @unt of Appeads’ decision was Hs
pmcf stotement m: Cordo Voo = Perez Hot  [+1he plea. ogree -
ment ond the [quiityTd plen are in exiricably baind UP fogetten”’
65 F.3d at 1556 (internad quotction manks omited). Tus Shotement,
1+s own, 1S pot necesa.ﬂs Inconrect, "he, 3"“”3 plea, and
He.  plea agreement are bo\md vp -)vje-fhor* > the, Sense it
o fedechon of #r agreement Simy Honeausly Frees e, defendent-
from s Commtment +o ,Oka‘ Su:h‘j See Rule 11(e)(y), And Since
e qui N:) pleo. 15 but one side of thepleos ﬂﬁ/‘e,emen‘/’ Thes plea. Is
ObWOUS':) ot whollw nelependent of Jhe oqreement. uru+ecl stateg v,
Myde ; 520 Us 670,67, 137 L.6d 2d 935, 117 5.0t /630 CL277),

In JorsS' Cause of c\vhm Sub Jaa’lc& +the, dIsHICE Court
helel +hat

¢t
5 E:]n +het “fe&hmonj , Joes acl mytfedd undep orth he
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“
wWas a Iea.cle(‘ ond Supznwscy‘ ofF +e cemspmaoj +o distr i bute

ond pesess wHh Hhe irent o di&h\:bu%e lﬂeﬁ'ﬁamphed—u'mn@. ?
tono Evm‘mjh Jores dermae/ Hriowledge of dedivering metham -
phetumine in one INShrce, These swurn  admissios suppr+t
the clistrot couwnts #’me//nj et he Was mi Innocent of o |
cemsp;m% +o dls+rnbu+e memmphe,-}a,mm@ See Finad du{j_
mert of e United Sttes court of a»p;oeaals C Fines Ju@,m,ﬁ)
123} 3, Pﬂ-r‘a.jwaph /. '

The. Festmany that e districk Cown+ referenced was

The actuad plea ijeemen+ That wWas drafted b& The prvSece -
4or. The dis#:oi- courts Finad order Stfated Fat Jor;es denled
Hnowlefij& ofF olwhvemnj me/-)hwnphmme, I one INStance Was m
F&Qa/‘ence» +o e Suslv\tj plea. . Jores ple. agreement and qui g pka,
are bovnd "/osvi‘her‘ Iy e Sease ~Hat a fedectorn of e ogewmeml-
Slmuh‘ane,ouslb Fr‘ee& Jcme/s fmm S Committ ment o ,a/ea,e/ 5u//+\j

AS noted by dhe Appeeds court in 1ts Fined or‘def‘ “ Jones denved
Mnouﬂe,clse, oF cle/lthf‘mj meﬁ’hmphe:lwwme i one msv‘wzce » Memw\t?,
the one instences of which he was oha,pjegl in i indictment- 7‘72%
ﬁfea J ones redechav of e aﬁweem ent in Fhet one 1AStence  Simui-
maoush:) ' freed Jores from hus comm tment to plead guilty. Hw —
ever, fhe /\‘ppeus Court +reated JTones' Plee. aqreement ond 3“’/{7
: p)ew who}la moie,pe,nden"f' Since, JTones counsel [eased No obdect-
ion o +he ried Courts a’e:F)cJeni— ,Of‘aohoe, under__Rule |l ond
Tonas A—ppellamf Counsel roused on  obiechon a@ounsf‘ Jones for
wo—n"hnj o au*ﬂuea e deﬁc:enoj of hus 3«4/7‘3 pleas before the
Appeal s Court, s COUf“f‘ shauid reverse Jones Convictron, ot Writ

of Certiorar). See United stutes V. Vong 535 U.S 55,677,152

L.ed ad 90,122 s.ct, j0y3 (2002)

7.



1

(In sum, +the .ower Courts erred for no.’ M/owmj Tones 70
withdraw hus guilty plea ; because he Newer admitfed +o the factund
basis o‘F Consp;r‘mj +o distribute and pessess M@r“ho-m,ahen"amme, as Chu3
ed in s mdoc-hnen-l'

I 8-



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of Certiarart jéhould be granted.

Respectfuﬂy submitted,

Date: )W\AMJLu' 0G, 2
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