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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

D CAN A DEFENdaNT bE CoNVicTed OF A ql"\@) OF FENSE |

LF DEFENdaNT WAS CoNVicted OF ATTEMpTed Hobbs
ACT Robbery. ?

;D .CAM A DEFENdANT bE ConVicTed oF A 424 () oFFENSE,
LF DEFENdANT WAS ConVicTed OF CONSPIrACY Hobbs
ACT Robbery 7

BD CAN A DEFENdANT beE comviced oF A A24() OFFENSE
bASEd ON A MSSTATEMENT OF /A AS TO ATempT” T

D) AN THE RESual clavse sTill bE USEd N
jury INSTRUCTIONS TO DEFINE A ClME OF VioleNCE
EVeN AFTel 7S WAS FouNd UNCONST TUTioNAL iN
DAVIS, 124 5.6T 2319 (2019) ?
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OPINIONS BELOW

["ﬁ‘or cases from federal courts:

to

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

[ 1 reported at ; Or,
M 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[ 1 is unpublished.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

IN THE
~ SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
A PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI
Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opini§n of the highest state\court to review thg merits appears at

| Appendix to the petition and is
' [ ] reportedat ; Or,
o [ 1 has been dgsignated for publicatdpn but is not yet riported; or,

[ 1 is unpublishkd.

court

The opinion of the
appears at Appendé\
[ 1 reported at

to the petitic\aﬁd is \
: Or,

’

[ ] has been designate§ for publication but }inot 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[ ] is unpublished.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 S-23-2D

E/]/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).

[ 1 For dases from state court

- The date on which the highest state court decided\my case was
A cqpy of that decision appears at Appendix

cluding (date) on (date) in

Applicatjon No. A

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




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

THE CoNSTITUTIONAl PRoViSionS inVolved ARE A
ViolaTioN OF THE PETIT\ONc,r\‘S Sf’ AﬂEMMEM’I—

CONSTITUTIoNAl RGHTS ANd MR AMend MeNTS

CONSTITUTIONAl RigHTS TO dUE PROCESS

THE STATUTORY PROVISIONS iNVolVed ARE.

I3 U.S.C. & NRYQOAEC)
13 V.S C. & 1451 @



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

ON MARCH 14, 2018, RObERTSON ANd co-dE A 1

Wefe NAMed N AN jdicTMe T Alleging 1) cii:%::‘; %QCZ::..;‘_O: :}ir'\/
D Variovs ATTEMfTed Hobbs AcT Robbery counts ) MUl plE
COUNTS oF BaaddlsHmj A FIREARM | all iN ViolATioN ofF
TME 18 U.5.C. 31981, A24() A 2| RespecTively THE
ING CTHeNT SPEC'IFECA\\\/ CHM\gEA ROBERTSonN ;N THE

CONSPIfACY | 12 ATTempTed RobbEre S and 3 brand:Siix
COUNTS ]

A SUPErSEding iNDiCTMeNT ADDed CHARGE.S AGRAINST boTH

AEFENDANTS WAS RETURNed oN January 16, 2019 , TT
ADDeD A Robboery ANd (¢) AddiTioNAl FIREARM counTS
AgRiNST RObLERTSON . THE SUPEfSEdmj WA CTMENT C,HA{‘Sc,d
RObERTSON | iN ToTAl, WiTH 23 CouNTS . THE FiRsST (22)

COUNTS iNYolVed THE Follow’.nj OFFENSES . 1) CoNSpiracy
TO COMMIT RobbEry 2)(13) ATTempTed Hobbs ACT Robbery

CoUNTS; ANd D (8) Counts OF BRARNDISHING A FireArm
N THE COMMISSIoN OF THE A\\ﬁ’ﬂcd CAME oF VioleNCE AS AN
Ader ANd AbeTTOr | All IN ViolaTioN ©F 1% U.S.C 88 1981,

A24(c) And 2.

ROLEATSON WAS TRied BEFORE A Jury oN All 23 COUNTS

OF THE SUPErSEdiNg iINGiCTMenNT. THAT TRiA] RESUITed N

A MisTRAl, A ST Pc;}AT;oN WAS MAJE ‘N THAT TRial THAT

REAd "THE PARTIcS STipulaTed ARd Agreed THAT “THE buisnesses
VOIed 1N THE iNGICTMNT Were iN ANd DD AFfecT inTelSTATC

COMMERCE ON THE 1&Ted DATeS, And THAT “THE RobberY of
l'sTed bUISNesSSES AFFecTed

ATTeMpTed Robbery of THE ‘ ‘ ' N
co:njce. AFTel T/HE, Tria) . CouNSEl For RObERTSON u\:n::d\fj
ROBERTSON'S New TaAl oN All 23 counTS WAS Scheddled

FoR SEpTeMbEr 24, 2019 .

L1



ON AuquST 12, 2019, A SECONd SuPErSEDing iNdicTMENT cHaging
ROLERTSON WITH THE SAME 23 CounTS AnNd Jinling i EZEKial
KEaToN A AN Alleged co-conspiraTor

TN pfe pARATION Fof THiS RETRIAL, ON of AbouT FEbrOArY 1), 2021 |
THE goVECNMENT SENT Y proposEd STipLlATIONS TO counsEl To
QLTAIN ROLERTSONS ASSENT. RobERTSON Adfecd TO STipOIATE To
Three oF THE FouR, RobERTSON dECiNed TO STipulATe TO THE
INTeCSTATe. COMMerCE NEXUS Forf THE busiNe SSES WHICH bLilere
INYolVed N THE iNdicTMenNT (DRicH ProVided Federal JurisdicTion
For All THESE OFFENSES. For His PART. RobERTSoN AECliNed T
STipLIATE TOTHE (\NIefSTATE COMMERCE NeXud FoR THE businesse
WHicH < iNVolved in THE iNdicTMeNT WiicH provided Federal
D0SdicTioN o All THeSe. oF FeNSES . ON FebRoArY 2¢, 2021, THE
OVe ANHeNT  SoodHT AUTHOfTY FRoM THE CouRT TO ENFORCE  FiVE
( S) of THoSE_ ST POIATION.S TO WHicH RobERTSON _HAd LEEN PreYious)y
I Aged (N THE. FELroary 2014 TRAl THAT Ended in A MiSTRAY, RobERT-

Son_Filed A WriTTen) obTecTion onlY TOTHE iNTerSTATe STiPOIATION

ON February 27 oONTHE MorNiNG OF TRAl . THE diSTACT CoorT Ruled
FORTHE goYerNmeNT and Held THATTHE STiPUIATIONS Lere Valid And THAT
RoERTSON HOST bE Held T AbidE by Wis preYious ST POIATIONS . THE
L JUOYTRAL WAS Held bETuweend MarcH |\ and S, 202 THE COURT
AdHiTTed THE_ST.POWTIoNS. AT THE_ConclusioN oF THisTRIAL, THE Jury
FOuNd RobERTSON. guil Ty oF TWeNTY(20) oF THE CHARged_cousts
SPECRCALY, RokERTSON. WAS Found guilTY oF . coNSPifacy. T
CoMHiT HobhS ACT Robbery | Eleyen) ATTempTed HobbS ACT RobberYs,
TWo GTHer ATTEMPTed HobhS AT RobberNS | and SIX CounTs of

ReendisHing A FIREARM N THE CoMMission] OF A CRME. oF VioleNCE
AS AN AJEC and AbeTOC .




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

THE FouRTH ClrcuiT 1S Where 1.5 VO . TAYIOR 142 5.¢T. 2015 -
|

2020} ORigNATed FRoM | SEE U.5.vs TAYIOR , 479 F.3d 203 -
G cir 2020) | indeed , WHIE THE FiFTH, SEVenTH  NiNTH , and
WAS A CRIME OF Vi0leNCE , THE FOURTH CirtunT disAgied , THiS
COURT UITMATIY Sided WiTH TRE FOURTH CiLuiTS REASONNG
~ HoweNes , Nowd N TS WSTANT CASE  THE FouRTH CifCsiT WANTS

U0 CHANGE CoURSE AGNE ANd Lpiold (B A4(Q) CouNTS To
'UNdER\Y WG ATTenpled HobbS ACT Robbefice S . THE FOORTH lc'_,’\fCO'-l |
doES NOT [N THere. JodgEMENT dispUTE THAT THE PETITioNerS 424(0)
CONCTIONS ARE PredicATed ON ATTenfTed HObbs ACT Robbefies,

RATHCr, THey REASON THAT THE PeTiTioNel, THIU HiS mY NViTed

THE E(TOf |

THE SU?&M%;\S@URTS dECSON IN UNITEd STATeS VS. TAYI0L MPACTS
THE ANR\YS»S/OF WHSTHe A HobbS ACT CHARGE PURSVUART TO 1§ U.S.C

£ 195\(®) 'S A Pred i CATE CRIME OF VioleNCE IN SRTISFACTION OF

13 U.5.¢. § 424 (Q) , THE FOURTH CircoiT PATIrN Jury iNSTRUCTION
GNeN TO THE Jory iN THiS MATTer~ EXPANDed THE EIEMCNTS oF Hobbs
ACT Robbery g U.S.C. & i[4S - TO THE EXTeNT WAT'“iE OFF&NSF_A
WAS CATESRIcAIlY OVERbroad REVATIVE TOTHE EIEHeNTS OF 1% U-5.c.
§ 924 () , LoHicH dEFNES A "CRIME. OF VIOIENCE ", AS REQUifed
bY 3 924 @OAGY, Accordingly, THE CouRT did NOT HAVE JufisdicTion
TO 1SSUE TUGEMENT ASTO THE CATEgorically oVer brtad OFFENSES

OF ATTEMPT ', bECAUSE SUE,H OVER broad_ OFFENSES ARE NS'S ?FF;“_S‘S
ASA;MST THE Laws OF THE "UNTed STATES PR’ NTA'iA\':SE ér:c;;ﬂ
3231, AS NSTRUCTed , THE JUrY WAS Pfcb_?'*“‘*d me«; F TH? C.c;mn‘ sSion
OVERbrood Hobbs ACT RObbERY OFFENSE, LHicH Allowed Fof 1S

OF Mobbs ACT RobberY by “AtfenpT ) THE JOrY iNsROCTION Expanded THE
EIEMeNTS OF A 8§ 24 @ Q) CRHE OF YioleNCE | WHICH 19 AN OFFeNSE }
THAT "HAS AS AN EIEMeNT THE USE, ATTenpled LSE, ormrm-zmmj USE
OF PHYS Al FORCE AgaiNST THE PERSON OR PrOPERTY OF ANGTRe! " Ly Allowi 0
THE JUrY TO CONVIcT MR RobERTSON FoR ATTEMPT.

G




THE FOURTH CIACUIT ATTEMPTS TO EXCUSE THIS CoNSTIiTUTIoNAl
Error by Asserij THAT THE PETITiONerS TRAl CounNSEL iNViTed
THE Efrol, Howelel, oNE CAN ROT iNVITE JofisdicTion oN A
QUESTION OF LAW, iT HASTO bE Food , Ly JOE procEss. TN
DAVENPORT VS, UNiTed STATES |, NO 16-1$939 . DE 1 AT &-8 (1% cir)-
Mag 28 201F , THE PARTicS HAd NOTICE OF THE PoTeniAl i Firniry
RESQQA',Qj BlEVenTH CRCUVT PATTMN jur\/ INSTIOCTION OF0.3 ; bOT
NeverTheloss Proposcd Ad Approved THAT Very iNSTrucTion (DE 43 AT 23)
CPuTT‘Nj FOTORE LiTigANTS ON NOTICE THAT THE EleVeNTH CircuiTs

PATTERQ JurY iNSTROCTIONS hay Exiedd THE EIEMenNTS oF HobbS

ACT Ro\:,‘beml PURSUANT TOTHE cATEgoR‘.(.Ai APprc?acH> TRiAN _
THE JuTY RETOANed

ProCeded , THE CouRT AYE THE iNSTRUCTION ANG TH |
TS VERAWCT CoNViCTing MR Louhs on All coum_é .(DE Wi DE“5)
However, prod TO SENTERCGNG inl THAT maTies, THE Suprme CouRl
ISSUED (TS OPNION N .2V TAayloR 142 S.CT . 2015, 2024 257,
o Qo) , Wi REQUIfeS THE USE OF ME cATEqoriA) Approach
oHen INTECPETING HObbS ACT Robbery CHARJES .Td; SEE ALSO -
0.5 V5. TacKson | SS FH™ 846, gs0 (ilBcir 2013)_(}\0\3;.43
TUAT A prior STATE OF FENSE CANNGT SERVE AS AN (ACCR) PrdiCaTE
OFFenSE TF THE STATE LAW UNQE( LOHICH THE phof OFFeNSE WAS
CHARged 15 CATeqorically broader THN THE RESPECTIVE ACCA |
Provision; U.S.NS, LockeTT, Slo Fad 1262, es (1P ar 2010)
¢ discussing iNTRAPTATION OF diVisiblE OF DiVisiblE and iNAWISIbIE
STATOTES) | MATHS vo. U.S. ST U.5. 500 , $1t-19 @olg)
( di5c0sSg EIEHNTS ANd MEANS OF A CRUE )

Following TAYIOR , THE CouRT N Ve poRT dioMissEd HEB
THosE A24©) CounTS . THE PETITIoNer ASSERTS THAT THE
CMAC SITOATION OCCORES i THE iNSTANT CASE U.5. VS Taylo -

!
|
479 £33 203 QP ar 2000) WA AlReady LEEN dECided N

THE FooRTH ¢Reui T, buT THIS CooRTS AECisiod iIN .S Vo 7
Thaylor , M2 $.CT. 2015 Q023) HAd YeT TO iSSUE AT THE
TME oF THE. JORY iNSTRUCTION'S .




Fonow-.mj TAYIoR IN THE Supfeme. CoVRT |, THE DiSTACT CouRT WAS

C&iﬁiﬁiﬁgiﬁ@g?ﬁi ;Nngud%EMcNT oN CAT;gc—ricm\\{ oNel broad

THIS CourT siould ApplY iTS RO\'NS W NEDER vS. UNiTed 537 s -
|, %-10 (mﬁ ( Holdin 9§ THAT SOME CoNSTITOTIONA] Effors dEFY -

" HARMIeSS Error” REView ANA THAT SUCH Erfors " inFecT THE
ENTIRE TRiAl procESS ANd NECEssafily RenNder A TRial Foﬁéancmaw
UN'EA;F': WHEREAS OTHER BRRoRS ARE saﬁga To “plad Efrofr”
RE,V“"“’U ANd THAT AN EffoNEous TorY INSTROCTiON SUCH AS A
_I::‘S{ESCGP%N L ONiSsioN |, of A CoNCILSIVE. PresuMptioN "Preciodes
o;gﬁ;zg 5?1&1‘233: Finding oN THE AcTun EJEMNT oF THE
S0% U.5. 235, 378 4 s enimred) | Sulivan vs EouisiaNg, -

EAfOf WAS NOT SObTECT 1o HAB CHoldingg THAT A UMY INSTRUCTION

. Rﬁ\QSS‘EfO‘( EV, N
ViTiaTed All THE JUry’s E‘NJ.NSSD fof fEView bEcavse i

1B U.S.c. $1951, CoMMonly KNowN AS HobbS AcT RObLErY ., Proscribes
RobLERY ATTEMPTed ROLLERY AS well AS ConNopirAcy TO ComMiT Robbery
CONSPiracy To coMriT Hobbs ACT RobbERY ANd ATTenpTed gobbeq , ARE
NOT CRMES OF ViolENCE ANd CANNOT SEMVE AS A predicATE O A

424 © CHAP\SE . RobERTSON CHANENSE\S THE 6 guN coN\iijTirc;\Slé
ARGUING THAT THey, RESOITed FRoM A goniTY VE@ac; | KEN E -
by Jory THAT WAS iNSTIUCTed - INTHE FiNain sNb\Ruct‘noi\&b_‘fb
CondocT WHicH AtounTed TO ATTenpled ROVLETY , CONSPiracy

' TUT Esidual CLALSE | coold
CoNMiT RobbErY And TTHE LUNCONSTITUTIONA RES:

OROVIAE A PrESICATE FOR SuCH 42M @ ViOIATIONS . ROLERTSON

Trocion 42,145,194, 46, AND 4B
£ Tory INSTRUCTION ' : -
AR e Eifgowbc B Ty OF ATIEAFTed ROGERY, J\‘:Tr;’
?ERE ‘Tr-(’ oN ’3% And SH ?Eﬂﬂ"we‘d THE a;ur\’ T’LL&.T‘RUCT\ON 655
INSTRUCT A TO COMIT ROLLER ANd JoRY n' o F VIOIERCE
OF ConNSPRACY TIC d HiM quilTY OF A CRINE <FE
. CA THE dor\{ TF 3 ) _ \ C[AUSE- OF Q'lq((_/)

PERCT \TT‘THE umomsrrm‘aom\ RESQUA MENCE
Lé':vg.%ssq o.CT 2319 (201d) LHicH ARE NOT A CRINE OF VIOIENCE.

THE 904 (© ConVicTioNS ARE NOT Appro PriATE

-




P'\ObERTSOM -ARSUE\S THAT FOR COUNTS .9, M And 13, THE :S“W I‘NSTﬂ)CTio‘M
INSTRUCTed TO CONYICT iN CASES WHere THE TAKING OF ProPERTY

( WHiCH REQUIRES ProoF OF AN EXTRA EIEMenT) WAS NOT Proven) .

TN GTHER LORdS ,THE iNSTRUCTIONS FoR THE RobbERICS (CounTs ¥,9, -
1S 1, 12, ARG 13) WEre TdENTiCAl TOTHOSE FORTHE ATTempred
RobbERICS (COounNTS € and 10) . THAT IS, I Told THE Jory THAT
THE AW TREATed THE TAKing GF PrOPERTY THE SAME AS THE
ATenpTed TAXN OF PRPERTY .

ROLERTSON FURTHE( ARQUES THAT FOR COUNTS \-1%, ANd R0~ 22
THE Jury iNsTROCTION INSTRUCTed TO CanicT , TF Yoo Find THAT THE
QOVERNMENT HAS Proves THE JEFENIANT GUITY OF CONSPIFACY AS CHarged

if'\‘ _C'OU“‘TQ) OF THE Atenided ]Nci'-c’\'l‘\;m . \oEYO:\‘A A REASaNAble

doUBT | You MAY AlSO Find THE JEFENDANT quilly oF THE CRIMES
A\\cgcé N GOUNTS Two THroogh EgiTeenN ANd TweNTY THrougH
TWenTy -TWO | PRavided Yoo FiNd THAT THE ESSENTIAl E\EMenTS
OF THOSE COuNTS AS dEFNed 1N THESE INSTRUCTIONS HAVE
LEEN ESTAbliSHed bEyond REASONALIE doubT.

THougH THiS MAY bE A PIEPEC INSTRUCTION TO SUMHAMZE THE E\EMeNTS
ProSeribEd m THE Hoblas ACT TO Coneider A ViolaTion THefeof . (T FAILS
0 REQuire. THE TJory TO Find bETWeen LothcH Hobbs ACT ROBHERY
REIATed ConducT CONSTITUTES A CRiME OF VIOIENCE Ad wilich
AOES NGT, OR PAINLY pUT, WHicH coNducT ProYidES A predicATC

For A 424 (Q CHARYE . |
ESPECAILY, SINCE JUrY iNSTrUCTION CSS) “cRnE of VIOIENCE -
DEFuied | STATed THE TERM “CRINE OF VIOIENCE | MEANS

U OR AN OFFENSE THAT bY iTS VerY NATORE INVOWNES

A SObSTANTIAL RisK THAT SUCH pitysical ForeE Ay bE
USEQ N CommiTTing THE OFFENSE . THE OFFENSES Alleged

N CoUNTS oNE THRougH THiRTeeN A»tsd s\xETcm OF THE
AMERdEd inNdicTHedT ARE CRIMES oF ViolENCE .,

THUS, SPECi Ficalty ToRY INSTROCTION G W STROCTed

——" L 3 T
THE Tory oN THE UNCONSTITUTIONA] RESidunl ClAVSE POS
T d THEM THAT CooNT ONE-

Davis, 139 5.7 2314 Q0V4) Ad Told




“LIAS A CRIME oF YiolENCE ( CONSPIfACY \-\obbs Ac\\ TUE diSTHCT CouRT
Held THAT ROBRETSON WAWed THiS claiM loy Adfecing TO THE SUbm; TTed
__Finding iNSTRUCT TS, (T Alse FRond THAT THere WAS NO B0f SinE THE Jory coold
AFTerMNE, |, WITH THE Aid OF THE_SPEGAL VerdicT TorM |, LHicH cOum:s Wele
(',OMPicTcA Ro\m\d:R\cs And iHicH CouNTS WERE A'ITC?’\PIS Anld THend APP)\/ THE
F’\REARM CoOONT ON Top oF THAT , HoweVer , THAT WAS UNAcKiNabIE |, LoHen) nre Here
THERE 1S A ¢HANGE n THE LAWY LHICH QFC\EF\NF"\ LOIHAT CoNE;nTL)IES A CRIME
OF Niglen(E Atdcr Tu(‘V INSTROCTIONS HAVE. NOT VET bEEN REFiNed TOENSUIE
THAT \orors UMAM;N ausly A4REE ON WHicH ONFE oF THE THRee TYPES OF ConNducT
REgU Aed by THE Hoblbs AT THE EOVERNMeNT, HAS pRoved .
INCE STEME Ve, MCEWRE . S0 WS, 6212 G‘H\\ THiS CourT HEId THAT. (T
LS el ESTALYSHed THAT THE iNSTRUCTION ma\f NOT bE \uclchJ N ARTIFiCA)
SOTION . buT MOST bE. Considered i THE ConTeXT oF THE INSTROCTIONS
AS A WHOIE_And THE TR1A| RECord ). THuS , THE SPECAl VERCT oM doEs
NGT dx%!lNQUISH ATIEMPTEA RobbEVeS ULITH AcToal RobBERILS S0TO REIY
AN THAT waold BE Error., TASTRocTion 42 ANd 43 and 44, iNdudE THE
Word ATIEMPT i EACH ONE ARG d0ES NOT albthQU\SH WK wA\l THE Jory
\EANed | ind STRUCTION 48 Also C_ur\\mn\\b THE E\Eﬂem‘ oF ATrein ‘I'MSTRUCTnoz\\
BH_CONTRINS THE EVEMeNT oF ATTEMPT . TNSTROCTION (5D CoNTrRINS THE
INCONSTITUTIONA) RES oAl ClAUSE And Tells THE JuBY THAT COUNT ONE
i RouC\H THiBTeen And Sixieen OF THE AMENDEA m\c\lcTMEr\Y“ ARE CRMES oOf
Vuo\ENCE Howele T, CoONT oNE WIAS CMARQEA AS CoNspnrr-\c,\l ANd COUNTS
S\ AN Ten  WESE CoMC\ubN\\/ cHAmEd AS ATTEMPTS THuS THE Jury
Nsmucno&s To\A THE Tur\( ’HAT cmsp\mc\/ AN MTEr\PTed Hob\:s AcT

Fof THE 8 RobbE_c;b @oums £.a)S, \\ D, A 15\ e adFNTnCA\__ID“_.___......_-_
THOSE g THE ATTEMPTed RobbERie.s counts € And \o\ TNSTRUCTION 12,
To\d THE LY TO CONSides FACH CounNT SEPARATRYY , Howc.\/d NSTRUCTION -
2F TO\A'HE Jury THATIF iT Found 0\u|lT N CouNT ONE (corxLSP.mcﬂ
o THey ey ASO BN quilT in CoNES TwoTHRogH EighiTecnd., And. TWenTy.__
____’IHJ@Q\H TWENTY -TeO | UNAER A Conspiracy THEROY , YeT. CoLNTS SN
__ANd Ten WER Concugi VY _ATIEMpTed. Robbelies . .




§~'~—H°5 . THE UNAERNNS_ PREAICATE S CONSPirac
. HobbS ACT RobbERY ANd ATTEMpTed RObbERY
ESpEGRNY CoNSIdERING THE FACT THAT WN Jory
INSTROCTION , AFFECTEd by THE SupreMe. CouRTS
DAVLS dECIS,oN |, ANd AS SUCH THE Jury iNsTRUCTIONS
ARE. INSUFFiCieldT HECRUSE They IEAVE OPEN TO.dovbT
WHeTHer His & 928 convicTioN RESTed od lis
HA\JM3 Conspifed TO CommiT HobbS ACT RObLERY
AS Tory iNsTRUCTIoN. SY T EIEM<TS oF THE
OFFENSE - CounNTS 19,15 17 ,1% , 20,21,
THE DISTACT CouRT Effed N Telling THE Jory
THAT A ConVicTion could bE SusTRiNed iF
THE JEFENDANT , Aided AN AbETTed 'by GTHERS
) Along wWiTH OTHER CONSPIRATORS Proving
THAT Al His 424 ConVicTionS Werc PreA‘.chcA
L. ON A conspiracy THEONY .

- e ies g - =

WHefe FORE , THE PETiTioNer RESPECTFUILY

MOVES THS COURT TO VACATE All s 3924 €)
, COMVnchoNb PORSLANT TO DAVIS . 139 S. T 23i9-
_@dﬂj_ Taylor . M2 S.cT 2015 (2022) And

NEde€ vs, 0.5, 527 U.S. 1, %-10(04999) ANd granT.

A liniTed REMAND CONSSTANT WiTH THese dECSoNS.




CONCLUSION
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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