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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

B4 For cases from federal courts:

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

[ 1 reported at ; or,
P4 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
<l is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OF,
[>4 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[ 1 is unpublished.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

[ 1 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[ ] is unpublished.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 petitionand is

[ ] reported at y Or,

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[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[X] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Oddoler \9 ; 2024

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

P A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: Octeber \q, 262} _, and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _ B .

[ ] 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:

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



STATEMENT OF THE CASE |
The United S¥akes Disdrict (ourt zrred in Senhﬂcing defend oy o5 oo Concen
Offendey under U.S. Sentencin, C"“‘df““w Monue] 3 HBL. | because his Consp‘\re\%
Yo commit Moldos Ack Ro‘obwd convickion Ald not %‘vlck\‘\a‘\é as a. Cvlvve,
8 violence wndex UW.S. 3en+mc'm8 Guidelines Mouual 2 HB\. 2

Jeridon Curry pled guilty 4o a single count of c o"\SP‘*V%\/” of irterference Wit
Commerce. loy ‘r‘Obbe.rY - so- called Hobbs Act ro‘abcrj -in violakion of 13 U.5.C. $1951.
Curr\['S presentence vepord (P SF\\‘) designated Curry as o Career Offendey windey-
FHBL.\ of the San'\'oncinﬁ Guidelines, ‘i'V"f*C*“H"lS nis Cons‘o'ﬁf‘%\i o Ceommmit
Hobbs Acy Robbery convickion as a'trime of vielence . As o result, had

Guidelines sentencing ran o Pher wiis
( : . 3¢ MO + VA
became |51 o (%% mong?s N o W"°""M"f5( bEFDrL SecepTance)

Tn his Mmcﬁ'nﬁ memo, C""""j Objectrd fo the Carcer OFfencles enhancement, argwing
that Conspiracy 1o Commit Heobbs Act /QOBberj “'s not a crime of violence &5 -
defined by USSG § wBL Z . '

The Sende neing Court overvuled C urry 's Objection o the Carcer OFfender enhancerment .
The Court appeared o rely on 5 48/. 7's Foree clause, rather than the enumerated Clawsc,
[ reaSOm"r)g that fhe elements of Consf""qcy 70 Commit Hobbs Acv- R‘oébwd “allow
Fhat offinse fo be Treated as a predicate under the Frce clawse

’ ﬁpp/yz‘nj the Career Offencler enhancemend; dhe drstrict Court adopted Yhe Guidh/ines
fange recommencled by *he PSR : IS/ 10 15§ months, That range, the Courd~cletermined,

' was oo high; even the low end of /5( men¥hs overstated the Serrousness of
| (’arry'S Criminag/ A/‘sfvry and was mrore Fhan reguiredd 70 provicle deterrame o .

The advisory Sententin Guidlelines conias . -
walifies as f “career oﬁ?nd:;: 16 Condain @ Senfenting enhencement for o defenclan t who
qgual; L COrer Offender.” U.5.5.6, §481.1@). A defindant IS a Career offepder i he
'(23‘7:’7:‘5 :;l;;“ 0»;:;\‘,6;’141 ; (/) he /5 af /f‘?.S'?L /8 at the Fime O{\ /‘/’){ O%ns;e O‘)c COﬂl/fof(_)/\‘
. Y fense 0 . i, . , . ’ . . ;
Substoree o ”o?wcf jn /sna felony fha% /s erther o crime of yiojence Or a_ controffed
| 0/[‘ &}“f’/‘bﬁk o ;) an '(3) the drfencant higs at- leas+ fwo/or,b,,- 7(2/0"'\‘1 Conviction s
to mean “an y 22&'2; f’j; d;/;o%\/z;’}ece ?r o Controlled Substance! The Guidelines define “erime of Vielence
ral op State /'Qu}, PumS/ml:/e. b /;"1/9"/3'0/1/)1(4-{- 'ﬁr @ +termn exceedsy, 2

Cne year " that either(; ) “4
i ' as an elemendt - ¢ . .
Against the person of another _ :l clef; e use, attmpfed «3&, or fhreatened wse of physical Force

Lo . ., '1;‘7"/'00 Kno b Y. .
of listec offenses ;n e “enumerated off ses C/du,;(wf? as the ‘eltments Chuse®- o (z )5 one of o nurber
y] .



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
The Uniited States Court of Appeals foe dhie, Fourtin Circuid- entered o dedision “n
cenflicy Wit Y decision of Yhevr own Circund and of anodhey Unitedh Stetes

Courk of appecds on Ye Some imgortany matte s

The Fearltin Cirany entered oo decision éj”“f‘“% Cuwyis re%u.es%— Lor a Certilicatre
& AQ@Q\Q&‘\"&;\Z.\ T Wi he Qx“ﬁoed Yot s Convictiory fov CO\‘VSF;H"QC/\{/ =,
commit Hoblas Ack ?\o\s\s{wj did no‘f"zua[??j as o Crime of violerce under
U- 5. 3:2.\/1’\',2.\(\(‘,31\% Guidelines Manual 34yBki.2

18 )

TThe Courts dedision d&'n\{'“lhg C,wrd\s COA Conflicds v Vv decision b

Udded States V. Richacd Green |, No. |4-4703, ond Yhe deckisions . O¥ur Ciraits
Such as U({r}‘&d Stades V. Marlon ‘{f_ago‘q\ NOJQ"IB""\.\'S (l'l'"'hCJr’ 207'0)) Um%zc\ S'}o\'\‘ts v C‘“"H\on
Sryles, }Jof 810845 (1% i 2020), umiec.{ Hates M&#’f)’ Lamont L aulIon [5-(2 54 s (i1t lir 2020)
Unitec] States V. 0'Connor, 57y £ 3el UH7,050 (lothgir. 2.017), Moncriellle . tolder, 5tz ca.5
7, 120-2 (2013), Stokeling V. unit<d Stsfes (39 5. ¢t syyy 56455 (2019 ), Bescamps V.
L{nfﬁd States, 570 U.S. 25¢, 2l (2003), Unibecd Sjates . Carps 903 o) 55 cco.. O
((2""\0("/“ '20/8) | z

The Aeasons for Granting FYhis Pettion s Important because it contiets
With Yhe olecisiom deaided in My COSE and obhes Cincwdts. The Frportonce
of this case owirll ot hey e b ot .

S/,,ni./quy St eaded am:; i uq co%’ 23 e\«fes as wref! +Fhat are

. ' K ways dhe cecision of +he lower Cowrt
In my lade wags Lrroneows,

( Adclitional pages and Argument's are attached)

Th a Nuﬂ‘%hf.n, Jhe Fourdih Circeut denied &hdicner's r‘cguwli: fFOer (}n C-O‘ﬁ, .
\"u\'\‘ag Yhot Conspiracy to Commit tHobbs Act Rebbery wq.s‘ oo zua\\ ying car\\!\:t;inj
“ erine. OF \”om@:\,%r Carcceyr Offender pocpeses, P&’car‘?\u\\ng one Z:?::'\r\sge
FProd the Su\os%'mn‘\"\\lel_‘ Nedos At Rﬁ\o\‘x“d“ did not 3““1 ‘QJ o3 Q' g
Violence for Coreer offender gurPoses. TTherfore, this .C\%Q\SMD‘Y\ C cowijd
conSlicks iV e decision e Puhbsners case and obhan Civeuliys, am

for Yhose reasons, HiS Petition Should he Grasted.



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Jridon L. 4?%(/ 325/5-058

Date: Lnuary !/, 022




