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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:

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

[ 1 reported at USA v Sa/muelS, No. Z/‘"B@g 42 | ; OF,

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[ ] is unpublished.

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

[ ] reported at@LSA V. Samuels, No. 09¢cv /23 : or,

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ 1 is unpublished.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

[ 1 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[ ] is unpublished.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 25 Febrtafd 2772,

M 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. 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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied 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. § 1257(a).

(6®



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

on Aor// 23 2009, a eralti- count indictment was ceturned chargin The

fetitioner Pnd hi& 8ister; Maria SamuelS, and Srefan Michael JammesS,
wrth Copdpirasel % camm 't mat| and wire. fraud; marl Fracd ,and Wire
Fraao@ 4\ So/e/)/ g nSF The. fotitioner P gnd makise o folse Stotement }
N Decemnber 4, 2209, Hhe Grand sy refurned o sediag. Indictmeat
6‘/" Cons, ,',-aC@ 75 Comitt /)')'}(ZJ'/GU.'CZ W//;ea fﬂ:wé[/ mal Fraacé’ W{}{, ﬁacme,
Mca/%& 72 cmeit a é/my and, Cal Statements. The 3:7@»"5‘66@(‘/{& ‘

Indictment CAarf@cg 3 0r%rl’1d( deﬁnc@aafs, as well as Jermmae Surfuin,
Charles Moss and Damian Kandrg . frior~ 5 zrial, defendants James
and Candry were allowed 7% feod pailps 76 recbaced céorcces 1 EXChagpe
or Thesr 7estimas at Yrial op 2y AS, 2ot/ letitioet was Senfented
7o Go0 meanths, while Kis co-delendants recervedd Sentences of Yo maths

K:f'r‘ﬁ‘me/' Continwed % Seek re/:él{) due 75 recent (’ja.tfv&f i e law .
Ke/‘rfimek’é Senfence was enhanced for a,nc/zaré:ec@ Cand’ucf, that
was mof basecd o o frr0r Copviction. /M was mot considered

55 frée Grand (jc(féd, mor 7‘}& ﬁ,‘a/olu,&‘
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE .PET|T|ON

Ir k:‘s ,20/3, dl‘&%ﬂf‘!/’é\ OFfm‘oﬁ, Circatt «Jdc%ee/ Graves o/;;}xecﬂ that '
fotrtioner’s Senfence. was based on /naM/‘/@ /more fﬁm[cgaecw/af ro7 ,7,
A/)c[ dae, 7> recent O/)a/ee,«s I fiL /aW, '/760:/‘ Aave Ae/d], a Can?oz/‘acg 1
7 caomm/t an offense. does mot re wrre The USe aféroa. may Mo /’o.»z(c.e,v
?ua///ﬁ/ as a Crime of yisfence . Lo, 7 [ower Courf 115elf fas
held that there was modeScernable Fextual diflRrences between 8USC :
B4 H@ and 929€)D). ot tromer woud conterd Hhat EYMA)D comvicton
/may me /Wt&e/“ uatf/’/7 as a Crime of violece. T //éfs/n“ of i
Court's holdine e United States v. Dav:'s, (z20/ ﬂ And Poorden v.

United States, ,Zo.zj'

L:‘va-’it, The /gtéﬁﬁ{ sz'ca;f{‘aJCfl ? recenf/@ held that 18usc &17)

d-e8 mot aa/r’ﬁgd as$ o Crime of Vilence as deFred ééa ]8usC
290 , ard Vacated that ftitioner's [§uSCEYYIE Conviction .
Kaf'/‘f‘ione.f‘-‘ Wou//c/ askt 7‘74:19 /‘f onoraéé, Court 7% c/ar/'@ a/.w/ reSelve
a c§0//‘/‘ amons- e Corecarts. That Since [osiSlatire éf#arg Show 8
that EYYC) was oripemipe modeled o 129@. That kis Feralts
§/30WC/ be VaCa‘/‘edé Since. kis edicare offense / Cam%v/fcc@ 7 Gt f
wrre fracd. does mot ;mo/»@ as a Crime of vw/esce.

WL/cA wau/c/ Aave Far /-eezelate /,m/ lrcatms matiot Widk. . for- ﬁ/ﬁéerf
and mog - fresmers allfe. | | |



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

If@fully sybmigted,

Date: 3”’ %/ ?D?ﬂ?
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