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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 
the petition and is

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

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

to

[ ] reported at ; 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[ ] is unpublished.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 JB.__ 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is unpublished.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 Appeals
appears at Appendix ^A to the petition and is

court

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

is unpublished.

->

1.



tZ&yjjstifufyow op 7*73,3.

Miok.C,ons7. of7763 3&rt /> &77 . , v /

Ofh^r AuHnerifros.

of 7273 oiouso. 3H „ 

f^io^pct Ocxrta. e>P 12IS d) a uses. HO •. 

17 St. Mar/b; Z. ZT. /3 70-77{207S)> t .

. . rIl «t- «-

< 1 «v V

, . 7« I< ft 1

J

- // -



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was______________________

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
and a copy of theAppeals on the following date:------------------

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No.__ A

(date)(date) on

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

JX( For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case wasJfflffiPEgafr1*^-----
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix —A-----

[ ] 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____
Application No. —A

(date) in(date) on

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

d Ujfffo flMOdhrisfoph&r Dan)<sl Zutkeujas ahorse 

C&unfc o-p c: rim dot! sexual eia^daof (esc:) First Decree doftfrary fa Mich.

C-O/yjp. taco 75e>.52€> b C Multiples \/ar'Jah/es)jTuta ctaaals o>P (55C. ^teeoaol 

D&^ree- f eon fra r/ f<? Mich. eomp - T^auj 7so. 520 gCmh\h'pie 

cSreu c^aarF a>P AczeosT/h^ Shi Idren For' jOmraorad Purposes>eonFrary fa 

. lauJ 750. W5a. petitioner ooas Ss/j/^os^ ^ Sept. 2.1,202-/.

Martahldi and

Mich. c,o/np

, pa-fi Hc> tie r Piled a ynoFlotn fa ts-t*Hdrace his

//j<joliAftfary because aF/he- f-fmcs. he entered

otno/ salted himself* and ujonfed Fa end

Oft March 25, 2022

piect't /\r*ju/t*3 th<s*f his pi 

if) he uu>aS ftselm^ otppreVxensivc

fhc,

ea UJOS

prace<sdln*^ to deotft hlynselP L/p.

sMfeof •The hearing Fh& MaFlaa fa lol/htdrauu
uT.'n nof 'Seel/n^ antthln^ fa Shap^e&t~ that fhrs 

Mas, Vfe«3 t^as l* « had Spof beeausc^ oP his
<2t.ec.iole.i4fy hut otaaift, the fa at fhof he uJas /?e\p°
a Hot hesifanf and A icin'f / ike. hts aitarney • That is not

. )5-JP>a ctePeet fn the. Plea - tor Hina. process", ff.pi>
(jS~!3 - 20 2 T).

ptsfifiort&rls attorney reminded, the <20art fhaf the ordded part of if 

is he ujnftfcd to qe f ouf of Hoe courtroom as soor? as ha ccdd^ You 

kfleu) beecwise. oP h»s co^diflod.' Tr.pp . /7. Tn reply > the CaarF Sa ieJ *
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" VJeU J1 ut'Ae- rs But X Aon t fbiyiB thap.^X-
C.avit aofolress ^ y'cu nocA^ his unspoken eoaoems^ you 
Kkout ? ‘ I /neon well rccz&gni'Z.e- f?->ot th wos ciu u^oomPrtabie 

’Sihu^toU for him, And a^oln ^ cue ne ver^ot ho the A iso uss ion 
ho hoed ho Ae&d oj/fU th pot~or jyenah hrl«l beoonuse- he 

)fiA\c,c*heA hhoih~he usaeoteA to cue never h*zA to
the yueshicn oP tohother h<s- luos <30th?^ to be* 

book ho the- jail} ^r\ien oe shower, broughthoot 

tUot aphemoo/? $ cuhioh /s hKely e/Jhot iue usou/Aho ue Aone^ 
t>wf £ Aon "tHhoeu* never ^oh ho that point So r'/n^oino^
ho Aeny your motion ho with Araw the p!<sa. //-. p. h7{s-/3-z2tJ.

fok

y^)ioof/on tor leave fa a^eo/k coifh th<s~ 

hhourt &P ay^Dea/s^ or^uil^o^ that the- trio! Court erred in denying

hits’ pl&oK isjoiS inMoluntotcy beeceuse “he ploA nero/f test with 

fe lutefanoe “ anA at the time oP the- plea hoof soifeot himselp. C.CLOA tp^ 

Sephi 2i> Z OXA). ':

Petitioner the to Piled! Or 07 a

his

motion as

Pf>:7'2> on

tine Court op Appeals

Acsny Move to ary>y>ea/t See people Ms, Luther^ 2C>ZX Mirk App hex is 

SC/J C APPJE/JPTX -/O . 2.023 Mteh texts /£>?.

Two out oP Three Aeeisior> totn a

fJour Juolo^e. Amy fionotyne Hrouse in a dissenting would. *G-rant 

leave to ayOyJeo/t sh&t/sxj i

' There is 3 u PPlo tent e vide nee. in posh-flea prooeoAinss
that AePenAant Aopsefed on h i mseiP Achh e plea. Xi~ 1S 
ditPjauJt Poo me ro understand how* thts p)ea was knowing 
and voluntary utoAer the c\roumsiano-es arA iteortziy?ly 
Bleser<Je~<> plenary revieos"
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Du^ p f~oe.es s '‘demands 1 -that the Petitioners pioet rnust be

\jo!untarity $ Pnounn^ly ^ owd X/itellijenty mode. U,s eonsh Ann . TJtJl Wic.b< 

C&tfjsh o-P J7&3) art !> _§" (7j hAe<larthy vs. n.S iiSefi
Alabar**> 37ET U.S <238, 2M2.-2-HH (T?6>T)i Brady v/S, United sfczf&S* J^S*Boy Min V3.

U.3 *187 0?&.Tn re V^i/cij 3^^ With H7l//*?’<£/)j People vs. Tohnson >387? M^h 

//t/M^ H anc.h i b0~odct vsitidted. ^/&/es± 3c&e*> 12-s VST'/ff<£>2)t

In Brady } Supra at 7VSj This Monorebiei derrt e.tplotineol

11 77r^ p)ea Is more than an ezdm/sslen etpast eond^rop
Xf is dependants consent that judgmentePc&nvtehon
May be- entered. without a trid ~ * waiver of his rights
fo a trial bepore- a jury or a. judg 

^Consttta/ionai rijht notonty_mMstbe ^elunh^TL bi4t MU^r 
Be ktrupiAfih^i dte l U gentaet done- until snfPieie/itawareness 
dr the. reie vant c. ireumstance, aenat J/Mely eonse^uenees !

9

Waive rs op ae- .

eoiirtXyi rn re. Va/ie^Upra Oft «77> the A*fehi$*yt 3Upr&m<e.

plain ed *
t be entirely voluntary by one. eompelczntA plea

to HnouJ the eonseg uenees^ anal 1ShodIP not be indueed 

by Pe<*r> misapprehension^ fersuasion^ promises^
Irtadvertenee^or Mgnoranecs, .

yv\us

under tke. sihjah'w uj/ffa ibe- PchHen&r, n,e Tr/U court-^tae^U 

i'/s discretion when denying the motion to withdraw/ bis plea. See e.g-> 

Peop>?<2- VS. Raj put) ?> H/youd)^ ?eaf>U Andersoy? ^SOt Mloh IT^^lS^/T^iSt).e vs.

&



i^hfs ori^ina/eA. in 1X5. 7h&/ ia/os oetlfaA tha.The J)/Aa preens.

Magn<% <s,e*rfa.

S3- n

C-louscs 3T s/a/ss:

She H be SeiZ-eol or imprisonaAiOr 5tripped, 
cf tits rights c>r^55^33^^ ^re/Z/^cr^nW
of tits' StonMino^ in a>o/ t^Jay^ nor tat it tva proeeaAL with fiorezes-
a<goinsf hiw^ orsend others to do S^j, e/ce^ by tha lawful 
j Uolgyvicsyit Op tits egua/^- or by Jot to of fpte lot mol •

C-lot-U^G. ho sh%ibss\

'KJi> fo Pre.*3- morn? out'ii utG- SezJlj to no sn&ri out'll cuo Monty

or del*-/ nght or jushioo.".

No Prae mom

iJ)or£s ujtfh th<s- fid a op

mere. //nporf&nf' The?'? daa- proe&ss . Xr? The most

Xn da Term??hg coheitter' ^ Jegat system <s.om 

J-miXj Perhaps not%ir?gr is

has'to- term^^ due proofs an/oi/s bofh no/ioe ond hearroj* Persons

dmust ho vo. ycv/fee e>P iyhaf' /he. )aw feludes MnXp) in datanditpp eyjaiyss" 

ry <c cztfSerft ortsi npet?d<& of the- claims aopdnsf them. Porsons must a/so

la^gel os/t&sry?i or otsserf ahovo a "Pa)cn opportunity ho stota or

ale.Pcs.yioo,) ar?d fhts- opporfun/fy musty?aear berPeca et deoisihr? /synetde

deofs/on? is raoo-hed heiora. /he-by fha edjud. iaafory e?u/he>iriip* ~^P n 

ot reg umao/s

gthser-yameue. of proo&cPnro- is not cSo/np/^ernf eu'/h /ha- fit Jo. of la us 

jts simply a yneeK&ry of justiee.!1 H73/, Mary’s h,J~. f i6>-J7fzo/fb •

hesarai and The- e\jrda/ta<a. is aons/deted^ the- purported
are

huf

fo orimmal t&ur/ h nn>f bo proviola. 0 forum for 

the, nscLerfainmenf of a pr/vo/a n^hf, fUiher His to vinAiaafce fha^

publie. interest in

" The 'SO- opurpo.

the. eyiPorea/n?cr>n> f op <snmined led uthife at tha-

7
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5<&r*7G. fa/HG* Scopes, <^Uc?rfafa^ -fy)£- 
3p<szr?<Jezpcz.r V-S- ar/fac?*/1 5 fa fas i Writ. 2 /Oj 25O^fSCii.

c*r<z- h "faiJ tk<? sfafa Tnk( <zouct prohmtjTKSL
ihb tu<^

hs/nsc^/P £st?jth&uf'

Thtss- /rue? ^ucssPfaw h
ri'jhfs &-P fae? PgPHio/i&r tAJh&n )hhe?<* j)l&& h<s**rto$

PepiffanGf" £M>/& tsJ<ZS 5>faPi edGpGCcafaP^ G>/1
/nyyyJG^^P^-^y rGpi&v&v*/ htfa -Pn&sr? 7%<s~ h&Jfa/yjy escfal hr? facG ^oarH^U5&-

^ facsr? Jpr&efhP

Uf

fa? tzz //&■ ^eo/4hcP £?/g&(7? h-jyy? ^gIP ufa)
ha^K fa> /ThG- czogPPAgus<^. /Joas fac?y fa<?fa h/fa Prom th&- AoJJ/f^roil

<#/?

hflfa 'ffo,?* cToarPrOOftT? bes-p&HS. the?- 5Ue/.e^<G eZMek pr&GGedecJl fa? *UlSGiM5^>

i*/h}£Z.hjh<£Lf' h<s iAjt&uhd fazg\fc?~ e? b(^/)a.b far fa! c>r~ Pl<s.e% 

be*/njj c?hfa fa Pall/ faec*r htmsesip

jj-y l ujiHi&aP
<3ul

7iu~ T'rihtl faourfani&fp&t kh mrp '&r? --fa?-w'fPukr&arAfa ~f)hs-er~e*su>P- 

<d<s.far/v?/b<G<dl thorp ur)<y<?r pi£? ezinziAt*7sfar?<=^s-& ikc?P/?<&- \j0kw'fi*r')<&/ 

pfaJ jui/Py< 7hes~ Patez&L5 fae/P fa UU&s PhrrG^i fa 5/P fa A fa faPo^hbn
</ facsi^ /P fa IM&5 tfofajr fa pte# fao fafa / faPfa&aPfaM^ 

U)\M fa cfar fams&lP h " uncc>/l5fafij>pfa^/ 0&P fa P&<- fafaeup fti/Bre.
cP Pdfas psfaPrrnsZ- ,

e#n

&r PUfafa t*P tsfafah er s2&f faPuG rooorcP. cu/?

See APPBAS&ZX'-yz.
M f hj><45 fa sny tzzb&ywA&rjs u/iftf tfar- Pre^ec uPrr c^ei^/ yy

A fa Pesfa/iseG r^ur^fa u/fan # 5hori/Pfa fae-faup
-f/i^t-P he? h&fa tz/'p <?i<z:g/We?A?Pj ffatztP he? h&fa A tynSG/p^ /AaPlAe/

n
V&a Pne?aSj> h^l/fa^ hfa fa esc?r? J@c/P c?p Ggc/Czc? /

eZc ’̂/Tt'csi fa Ma/fax/esP

fa /2&P likes. UJCB-

— &-



back ,'n fbc Cearhrvezs*? alcfertfra*?have?.

'V^W ViEAZ WAS /V05hOV)£Z FOG MEM m,/&> NEW 0LO7T/FS F&X HEM

But THTy xttlu bpoucs-tpt p/zm xatto the oouRtpogM to Pxsonss 

A PLEA" 7her<~ is s»arc? t& tUf-s buP Ts <s!oae- fha*P<*P thi% pHn-P in Pr'yne- 

" A/0 mAM " sh<#// L>^ fer^e^d pa srP m PPs ou-^ ‘ F>eL/ 

fh&s? PBaP P><2- ofasicJos? A? pfeat ejui/Py /s vo/unpafily />?*?.

y/P?try?j p&ssih/*?- fc>

<2>P The? <zaurfr&0**T aza^ P*e **PLcs PoyysP al<?atf<saf AP* arnaP eS-leotrt

ClopAeSZS

^ / P b&- SOtSpL
ar?

anal<?r' 
■pcufPUosc? <Si nsun^sp^zooes ^ Acs. u*as oTasnjy &Zs7

Ab'TPS&J'd<0/7

o/iez. Tual^e? pas the zifuafrcw

pg) Sg?\/£- ^2&£1£- Y/l (S pa Op~* BitP 3A G?-~ i^/C7S r<Zp FtO- V^fcS- PbeZ?PLL

WtV'o/'^td P& ho&P* Tb)<U 2.

ptfits-f b&'&l<s-terw'rt<z<d by oonsiahsrM^ mJL relevant siPouynsPcvncssS'

Surrrmd/P^ The. ^u/JPy PJoar, Brady \s. moiLczal^TaPzs^Sf^u-s FTG>7'Gcf 

(i*f70$. The, voiunfanhsss &P * ^w'LPy pt^ preseyfs at ajwssPbu* of L*iuj. 

Marshal vs. y&vPezrj&r) */& U~S **22.^31-t/3Z(tfZ3$.

pO Utptph has yet'Jczr' be.e^? <=? ^uessAo/O arskesd

zzoarp p ror&etd?inj

^ hoLd/KfjOe.H i vi fUe- ezecsrPhavst? <d?£?oaf]h'pp 

cpy p/ws&J-P is /?o>P ^//^&/ erfeaw uy P/wse//2 ^kZ<*P &hs 

osi/y bPP$£ Ufi<*y f*> ^oP oaZ of LPto- a;o*rPnPO*r7 po <y/o£?# p/yvsoJpPy 

/j5 *lPjtz&e (pa/f^y,f fe /Ties. Tudzjts^ frcscseu&r' z&s&zZ his ous/2 a?if?m<sy»

jh^Pa^of'P&*J /s^i&ctcr f 'vGlunfeinrusss

This )s *t dLuaHoy?

before?/ Ts >T <so/7sfivf)'&*r>/fy 5^po b^Ort or

PUPfPiorxsr is inush<s/i zr



Xs if fa m&facz & porsort s/'P fa Pi's out/7 fa<sPso^tfa^
faktuPfaoaf fa ofa^ 7/pt. xs if Pup*&77 t& frcrfaj ur p&rso/?

fatcz czonr'/fa&0/77 fanaujfapj h<z~ ^AoP^cze^fa^P 0^7 htfasoiP fa 3e^~ )P

fa&y 07*777 /?7£zffo- /)/fa pfao CjUt/ty'* C^UpS'ldtS- Op C2/7G—

^?re

fa /S
<sz<z>/7^sfaPuPox’oi'/Ay souwizftfa?*2rp p

JTifa u/rfafar' ^ucys- 770 theses P&ohs 3 fa fa ^/fa&P/ow oUzs?s?G-V<S-t~ b&- 

faGfafaC <*s 0:071 fa PuPfa^/ utstfa f*#s >P report fa
pfc^sox fa fa fa *pce<2sPiof7 o>P fa?iu cut fa fh<^ PZzohr fbr~ fairs Hooo roeP/<s

nsoe-ts.

Cour^P po Jits&r*



uirtHs-rBefA PeHfrone^ pray&/-' far'

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date:

Pr&p&r&cd /By 

A nort-Atf&m&y
<a f1 Jus/fc£2-.Xn

Maao/*?£> r'rAyiezaz-
3V&1& X>&>
Lesion 7iAjy)‘ Atr H80 H1X ^
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