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])(] All parties appear'in the caption of the case on the cover page.
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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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

to

[ ] reported at y 01y
[ ] 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[ 1 is unpublished.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

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[ ] is unpublished.

D(j' For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _ ) to the petition and is

P reported at _Case N0, Q03D -0972 : or,

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[ ] is unpublished.

The oplmon of the (™M District Cou(**og 900806' S court,
appears at Appendix _/’b_,i._ to the petition and is

[] reported at L=22-1135, 2033 ~OHio~1300 : or,

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

[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

[ 1 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 vfor 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).

Dq For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my_case was MM\B
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

[ 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).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Constitutional and éjraatu‘J’ofy pmvisions involved

ore ! .
N Due Process ui‘olmliomr d“@ o the Peditioner state

sentence violates (Y5 owon $tate 6enhamcein$ 57(7”(,((/7[4(/“6/7

out he srate refuses o correct i

&B TO,(C PF@CB&S V;é)a )L/'on becaué& 71405 57"@)% Couf%
\m¥en3yiona‘(y made o False Claim Yo enhance }0@97‘/0/76/”
Sentence,

3\ A 70 Y(faf (1801 sentence Q_o{ | a//eﬁed cm‘mina}

Transaction "« ainst | ’Oeféon I35 b0 extreme

Bure, the cumu Yive mature 0@ /1 raises Fo

“H”C VLeuef o-Q Cmue/ cmc( (/(nuéua/ dgam"J/q;Merz%
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Me. Quinn was conuicted \0\/ o Suﬂ/ o& () Count o“@
\/\idnawfm tavicledtion of  OWD Revised Code, T05: 01 B)&)
and ((o) Courts o ’Ragae ‘e inviolation o-? OHiO revised
Code. &y 290702 BYRY, all Lelones off the Tazgree.

These chataes stem Srom () criminal TransacHion oqgedinst
0 aleged uvcfim, Followin

a Triol by Su(\/ in November
K005, " In the Lucas Coun@y Court OQ Common P)easy
To\edol, OH0,

Mo, Quinn \nes pr‘u&m/é” meintained and @@ Cif‘fjb(ed
\Wis Tnnocents +hroughout this case.

Tn 8609, Mr.Quinn Qled o Federal Lorit o Habeas
Cotpus A% US.C.5 AR, in the U5 District Fedecal Court
oRYhern Miskrict o OHIG, On "Sanuary \Sﬂ“}/o?oigi the
Unided Skedes Court of Bppeals, 6™ Circuit oF OHO. Oredered
The Grant og Heobeas re li e& \/o\/ ofderir& & /J%eéeﬂfznci@
(Ju\F%uou/\'F Yo W)\a\(elz—05-@wh?ma+ony 94K T, 5. 079@/, JxXY
S.c4. A53), 159 L. EA.Ad 403 @eot). See Quinn-us— Chid

_&pj\ RAenab. and Cory, L™ Cir, PO 10-3490 (Jon 18'/,&0/&2)
' Cuﬂpub\ijhed olO?miéV]S ’fKe ’ReSe,n‘}emci@ was order o
be o TD@/OO\JOV’R&SemLencfZS heafing,

On ﬁu@ué?Lo?“dV &O)&’}, 2 Trial Court Conducted the
Ve Lovo ’Resemtemdmj heatin doer the [edetel Mandate,

T ri%%e 'ReSemLer)ciQfS hecring  1he Tric.l Cous™”
was (‘:aced with o (7 Secen Couns é)d?(ﬂlmeﬂf// based )
oS8 one alleaed act. Thdhich the Trial Court:

lb Failed 46 Conduct o Pre-sentence InUeé?Li@a,ﬁor)
Nepof T t y

R) Peled on a 'False Claim +hat tr, Quinn, was
on supervised Release ( Post-Release Comlﬂo/) fo

‘:S/uﬁ\‘\g{d/ o ap(f)\l cation OQ Consecutive sentences,

3} Failed ¥o s¥ate 3 reason for i1's aﬁ/dffcq#oﬂ
$oc Consecutive Sentences per it's own

Sentenc na Stoucture. Pg @ '




ﬁm%er the state Trial Court Sentenced Me. Quinn
Consecudively Yo (7) seven Consecutive (10) Ten -vear
Sem%ences. For « ‘/’a'f’a' o-Q (’70) Seoen‘H/ x/eaﬂs,

This case has leen ex%ens?ue(y Lf?l’jga‘}'é‘cl since
the Tria‘,

“ﬂ’\g Tnstant MatHer. _

On May ‘7’1}“,9709?5(;, pr. Quinn Siled o Motion o Vacate
Wis Sertence , i the ' huces Counk/}, Common Pleas Courvi,
}/o)edol, oHio. Due {6 ¥he Teal Conct Suilure 4o COI’W/O‘
Wit ONO sentencin SYructure  OWO Revised Code
2934\ (. The stateXi\ed o memorandum on Naylbﬂ}
R0oA, The state Trial Coutt denied the Motion on

Max/ QOWV RORR. '
M, Qu&mmy ~\—\m€\7 QP ealed & 4o fhe States Gm,@iéﬁid-
CoutY o Pppeds , Lucas Countr y%)edoy OH(OI, and he
WOas (—Wao‘mfed ﬂwe\\a#e Codnsel o PezpﬁeéenvL him. On
\QrﬁJea\V Q(P-e\\o&«i CouﬂS@[ raised Seoef”co( Ts3UES 6n
(%N)ea\.‘ @ The Trial Courd Qailed 4o Conduct o Fre-senfence
Tnoestiaetion Report | 5

2) The Tetel Court’ relied on o False Claim " 4o
ennancte g Qﬂ’]\i&a}?or) Qor Consecutioe.
Sentences

3) Failed Yo stade 3 (easons Qor i+ 1 licaction)
Gor Consecutioe Sentences . Per OHID J’%Peuised

Code R949.14C) and OWO Sugorem@ Cacct polin

W Sﬁﬁewg—%onﬂe\:\ 4D OhiO 57, Sdo?oq/, \3

Ko IH -~ ohie - 8\'7’7l/ b 0.E, 24 (469,/ a%f)arc@r‘aﬂ/ﬂo?éy,

HY Mo Quinn 70 vear prison sentence 16 Gross)
@'xéafvopf}anajre Yo 'the oXence Committed,

" The District Codd o8 QW@LB ‘Qof OH/'DV denied Fhe
(\()Peoc\ on Qhof‘"t\ 52\57},0’{00’23, See gtate —us-gQMjmﬂ! O
'_ | Pq @



™" District. hucas Mo, h-a&- 1135, 033 -OHiO /300
ON ) o?'?'rhl, 5(00’?3,/ Mr Quinn ’f’h(@u@’) OLF[OO)M{fO/
Qou_r\{n@ly Fime ly Qiled « fotion Qor Reconsidération, Zndhick,
Ahre Teia) Courd the District Court denied on Tune 137
KO3, |
(e Quinn Fhen Qiled Sor e Deluged Memorandm
In Su DML,OS; Surisdimt/‘om {’C the OHID su}ﬂf\@m@ Coul
SerLin\cS \m’sl feasons Sof late ,Q?\?ngl The Cour Loxnd
Y Good Cauéé}; aean )‘/‘/\»ﬂ She Motion, Mp Quinn then ‘Q’Zed
o Memorandam n 5u/)ﬁ0/‘7[’ o Jwcisdiction,

OO Mecember &(al, K033, the. OHID Supr‘eme Coverd fdﬁﬁie_g/_”

Yo accept Surisdichion ot fhe Apeal, deestateromt

See s¥ate-us- Quin n, Case 0, Q0R3-097X .

P

M(’.@uini’l}, LoD %imel;/ Hﬂ/ﬁea/é the ONO Sizte

Suprerme Couf‘/’ c\ectsiom 7Lo this Couf?"f, 7 %Ccéﬂf’

we. Quinns “Petivion Cor eit of Cerfiorort |



'I/)\ea$or\ -Qor Gf‘an%n& ﬂ]e EC‘M‘HOH

@e.)vl‘\'\o\’\ Me, Quinn, 15 a state (c)(‘iéoﬂef fn OWiO, Lohos
ggoe Servina o State ‘M‘iéoﬁ sentence +thats N ILAeﬁa //,
Vielates Federal \au)y and Con Plicts Loifh r‘u/i/; S b +this coult,
Fur%et“y the cumpilative neture o8 peftitioner~ 170 year Sentence

(% 806 Fxireme and Rare, 74 deserves revieo l@y #hi 3
Cowrt. Wue fo all 4he Constitutional violations and C_onpf}cég
within this case. This court should acceﬂ% r‘eui‘eu)/, fo
coctect these violations o Petitioner /’Z:‘gl/n‘:s,

The ‘ssues raised ae fo o consh Futional Violkdion
and  Con\ichs with this court are”

QHM_QM& Claim dwm?y pelitioner
Sentencing eatina, Violates Pefitioner Due Cucess

(‘fghka ander 4442]/‘/1”’ Amendmen?.

T™Ws court culed )\ it sentence May violate Federal Wue
Qeocess \§ iy 16 carelesoly o deliberatel, pronsuced on
an  extensive and Mm‘eﬁa\\y Qa\se me\cdr(on which fhe
delendant ad ro o \Qor\—unh(»/ o Correc%y.” See Townsend
vs- Burke , 334 ws. 7, 741, b€ 5.ch IR5R, 92 L, Ed 1690 (1948) *
see also, Unted states - us- Hucker Yo oos, 4u3, 447, 92 st
58%, 30 L, Ea. R4 59& (l‘Wo’L) ‘ United states -vs- 5a,mmofL5/,
9% F.ad 593, bo3 (67Cir990)}, and Stewart ~us-Erwin,
A A , |4 e —
503 £ 3d Hsg, Y95 (™Cir. R007) |

Tn Peltioner Case, he oas sentenced fo C’Z) seuen
Consecutive IO‘\/ear lor“lsOﬂ sentences. sfemmin Crom

one cmmmq\ transaction o ainst (D erson,

One o% the standacd< fo :Sgushgx/ Consecutive Senfences
in Yhe state of OWio  is fhets B Delendant was under
Supervised Relewse (or) PostRelease Con#olV at the Fime
the CLHEESGC( Ceimie YooK p\ace,” See OHiO ReuiS&d Code a?%??:/‘/@

Tn Mr, Ruinns Case, he has ! Aeoer " een J?Jace,d
6n 5upefu(6€/d ’Re\easey or PostRelease C.onJ'm'/, arnd wasnet

0,0




undet either. On Suly 187", Q005 , when 1his alleqed crime
VAR St &
ool p\ace‘
ohen the state Trial Cour+ ofi ‘maHk/ sentenced Mr,
Quinn in Mecember 4605, The Tricd Court intentionall. ’
6\‘0»\'@(& ' M(\C\)u‘mr) Las on ﬂoéf?c /eaSe Co/)?l/‘()/ or ?at"o_ék/
Yo %\ue— Mr.Ruinn  Consecutive Sentences o% ’7Dyeaf5

+otal.

T &Ol&y when M, &)u'snn Loas (\am%d L ?eéen*ec?nj
\neatin el a che(‘a( Mandob{‘e, On. ngws—}a?/o?()/o?;, +he
State %‘\a\ Coutt Resentenced My, Quind,

The stede Triel Court Hnoas Mr Quinn doesnot meef
Consecutive Senfence C(f)F“CCLTHOf?, Howeover, the Tric| Court
Mas aritude dowardd "M Quinn Prebudice him . Lohen
The Teia) Coutd 1) Relused Yo Conduct &t Pre-senfence
°\\r\oes¥8@5ﬁon T(c:bobmt/, ond &) Relered 4o the oridna |
Cecord ﬁ et Phe Fedeﬁa[ Marvc‘cw(e overturs, Indnic i -
the state Trial Court Falseiy claimed , Me, Quinn was
under supervised Release [ fostRelease Control, at the
Yime +this a[(@ged Crime 4eokK dojace on fuly 137"},9?005, 50
'\(\f\e\/ could voe Mo Ruinn CcnSequfiue Ser)Jrence S,

I @Ce&uc\iuz Mr, @u?nﬂf violating his Mue Process
ticnts. Due Yo Mo Quinn deesnet Weet Consecutive
Sentence. ﬂﬁ)\icaﬁony pef OWio Revised Code 929, 1Y€y,

Hod 106t $he state Trial Court made +his False
v, The Coufd woud o”? hed Yo tun a\\ (’7) severy
Counds in the :CndlmLmemLV ! Concwﬁenf-l\/” Cor o Tobal oF
10 \ears, )

Petitioner is ‘cmcm”rem‘\y Sevving a (70) SeuemL»/
\/ea(‘ 6)("\600 sendence because #his /—/age claim, ﬂlens’b%,
violad: na e Tue Process Ri@hfé o the 4" Amendmen.
This issne deserves to e acce/%ed )m/ this courd 75
Correcd Phis erroFV 7‘%5¢+ cOanicB Lo i1h m/;n 5 by
+his court, ot See 'rouOY\Se?nd-ué-ﬁu(Ke’[ af?

v ©




%} Folur 46 Correct o Sentence that violates
s on Stade ég\‘}'endnq S‘I'K’LLC;}ul”e. Violetes
Pediionec Due Process Rt and constitute s
(;;ucvute\ and (Anusm‘ Aﬁunghman+, Under
e 14" and 8 Amend ment |

Ta e shede of OWO, OWO's Semtemciné SHructure is

Qpuern undet OBI0 Reuvised Code 2%9,._{_&@_, This statue
\“eciuﬁes a State T\"\a\ Couct o VY\aK€(?>> Three - 6+a4u7’z>fy Q"V\dfm
\veSore “\W\E)os\n\cs o consecutive senfence ot a sentencin
\r\eow'm%y,and ‘mcor(aora}c + Qndinas indo [+ senfencin
8(\'\(‘\,/. Sec OO SuFPema Court ruling in S'I'afﬁ—ué— @gn_n_e;l/_z
190 ohiosT, 34 09, R0I4-OHi0-3177, P.3'71, Jo D.E.3d 65T,
O%arw?sey the imposition o Consecwutive Sentfence s ‘s
Contrary fo haw, zd at37 |
0 Petitioner Case}, du(\'\g. s Feéen‘}'endnﬂ if)ear?ivj
Qef N Fede(*a\ Mandete . The P_eéem‘em@ %eam’n as
ocdeced Yo g guen “Dedovs’ (A Me(bs T The state Trie |
CoufT was f:ouc,ec\ with o (7) 3even Caun\vLInd?c%memL/,
com (1) one ceimi na | Trans action agaMSJ’ one a//é’df(l
vickim. ,

The '\'("\q\ Couc? Wen‘]‘wrkwa@m 6N ‘}’o Qp(plx/
Consecutive sentences per OHip Revised Code 'R929.14C) .
when +he Trial Court '’ stated its reasens Lor
Consecutive Sentences. The Trial Cours 0)/)[7 @l
@\) Two Leasons ! I) To (otect+he public and Punis b
the c\eger\c\an‘f;and AN That a 5?(\6)6 Fferm Qa( any O
e oNGerces 'commifted would adequately Peﬁec%
the Setiousness 0Q +this oQ—Qendc(S Co;qduofof adezbw[f(//

(“g@\ec*& JH,\{_S &egendanfs ah crimina Hc’S)Lory,}
'Fur%ecy the S‘Roﬁif/rial Court even went on record 4o

50&/“ For Yrose Tuwo - (easons, T e lieve Consecuti ve semterres

Y Qg’@c




L
ofe Ceguired , (See the Auaust 2™ 20i2 Resentenc in
3 yTy &
'\’mmﬁuipaL at page 13-13,)
ﬂ2>\/ e svade Cour + 0”‘7 mav\?ﬂé Two de(‘nﬁsl,v/o/mﬁeg
OWi D Pevised Code X929, NS and OHID 6u[m9me Court 'A“}/Qj’
n SYate -us-Bennell, 190 Ohio st 3d A0%, KolY-0hio-3177,
b 0. Ed. (05C(y at paraqraohds ,
Whichh makes \%}Hﬁoner Sentence Conhtary fo law
and Uiod,
However, the s+ate Court r‘eguﬁes Yo correct or reverse
Yhis sentence, When it C/\ea(\y violates its on Sen'}ena’ﬁ
S\‘(‘u&clruuf‘ and euidence L as Subm/ﬂed as 6(%,00/7"7‘@
(Pe{—/)tioner f\(&osfﬂom, |
Thus \"e:\udi‘cing Petifioner deﬂ\/iﬂ\ﬁ him a« Wue pfoceS\f
oS Law, Pl becauze the state Courfs Knowy OH/O Reuis_gd
Code 2939, 14l pfeuemLs e, Quinn Lrom rec:eim‘n\c3
Consecutive Sen#nces but onk/ Concurfem'*, IQ the
Stede \nad do W){J\\ Yhe Concurrent sentence, Mf. Quinn
toould Yoe Qeee, él/té Jo he's oell over #he prison
Sendence ‘ne would serueV 75\: his Sentence coas to be
Served Concw’ren‘l'ﬂ/, |
Due +o 4he states v‘eQusuwb\ to correct his
Sentence Yhat clearl viola tes OHrd S@mLenci/lcj 57Lru671uf€,
Shows +he @Ce&wétce Pe ditioner 15 \eing Sukﬁeckc} fo,
T4 caises Yo The level o o Mue Pfoc?%s viola For and
constitues as Cruel and Unusue | punishmen%}, under
the 14 and €N WS, Conshitutional Amendmen
To* Cotvect this Mfs(_arria%e o—@ e td \Ok/ the 57'ch€/
Pe¥i¥ioneh as¥es this court Ho acce/)% feview o these
con s¥iyudiona l Claims,

Cb ‘Pge_lr\'lr(oner (70Y seventy, veol Cumulative Sentence
Loc one crimine| Tmnsac—h‘om RS exceedim[\/
TRare and Extreme, Tts Gross\y Dis O%,&O_@UMW(@

Pa. 8




fo the oSSence committed . Tt conshibues as
Cruel _and Unusual Punié/vmenﬁ, 87" Amendmen +

‘ &Zio‘aﬁgﬂ,

~The Ei@N’h Dmendment pronibition on cruel and
unus ua | punishmenﬂ,“ orohilats not on(\/ barkaric ’Ounfﬁhm&m}
Yout alse sentences 7‘/{347" are dis roporﬁana%a ¥o The crime

committed’ Solem-us- He!my 763 s, 77, &8‘/,7 103 3. cf.

] |
3ool, 3006, 77 L.Ed.2d 637 (\%3) The $™M Amendment does
ot Weq/u‘«ﬁe sreict @(‘o@or‘ﬁona/h f‘/ between crime and
5€V\Jr€\"<l€a7\aﬂﬁ&(‘y i Qoclrds only extreme Sendences

N

Yook ace %rosi\y d"sP&cpo-rﬁona+e fo the crime,
Euwlng - vs- CaliNorriia, 63€ WS 1,23, 123 5,¢t,//7%, 155
WoE&-ad  log Co?oo§>

) Cumula e ce

PediYioner case raises Yo the hevel Rare and Exfreme,
Peditionec My, Quinn Ss Serving & 70 vear Prison Senfence
Which 16 essentially o Life Septence. For o a“e%ec( 6?(\6\6 |
Cevvinad TvaﬂSQC\’\O'nr cocinsy | a\\cﬁed victim ., ITnwhich
e efade Coults “ntentionally, 6‘\'ac\46dr due Yo i T s~
Nadure o&&al nsT Petitioner, ,

The ceime peH‘r\one,c has loeen a”eg&d 4’0 hewo e
Comvw\”‘H-cdt; doesnoy carry a Life senfence, didnot Ynuolued

mutigle vidkims , and didnet invelve o ‘prolonge d
ctime spree taking Place over months of vears,

Fue el mofe, )P;e a\\eged victim didno¥ 5u e ant
Seriouns %)Y\x/é\—Ca\V menta\ ot emottonal harm . 1hat was
-a\or\ofma\ \‘D CASSOC'\(A’CA ‘\yo J’he chime,

Yet, the stute Qelf the need Ho gj e Petifioner
70 years fodal ot o sinale crimine! Ttansaction,

Ths s a Rote and” Extreme Case and Sentence
Hhad Consitute os  Cruel and Unusual punishimen.

This case deserves feview lo\/ 1his Couh‘/, to correct
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Midcarnage oN Swotice, That po other person Loou Id e
6@(&@(} ~ Ho Qor +his ‘JW//)&@Q cCrime,

Futdher, this courtF has meoel oddress +his }y/oe
oQ Rave and Extreme Case berre, Which s (,))%/
fhe court Should acceff 1+ Thorder o KafeuamL +his
Kind o% &)unishmemL upoh others .

(Q) Other Li¥e crimes

PetiYioner sentence wasnotr consigdent with other
\'Ue crimes in OHIO,

Thn the sYale of OH?O}, the only c’hatfgej +het carry

a Lile sentence etom lSMSIe Criminel Tremsaction §s°

Murder and ’Rape aacinsFa child under 13, Ve#f/ane)f?‘

S charged woith Oeher, '
f 7oyear Prison sentence fmposea/ «fon M1, Quineg
comy | Binale Crim?rwcl‘/’mmsao#an.I%’S 50 rare /f’is
unheard on especial(y fo ofher e crimes, 4
Imﬁnic,h}, there arte multiple uic%‘msy Wlul%ipfe
\ncidents over o time period, Trwhich they meoet received
v 7D year prison sentence or close o i1,

Pedivioner could of agsawl/ted mu(,/%?/o{e Feop/e,

Killed someone , committed multiple Robberies of Sexue)

assawlted mul Ep(e, )oeop/e}, and sH'll wowld not have

Yveen wven o 70 \/eaf Sé?r’hLemce_ Qof | alleaed aC*/-,
it 15 wWhy this case IS RaRe and Extreme,
and deseroes review k)y his Cowul?,

Petitioner is serving o Cominal Sendence #hat

reviewed and accep ed k)\/ Fhis court, Would dedermine
W oruises fo Fhe Leocel of Cruel cnd Unuswedl fuﬂ/ﬂ’”’”en:f,
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: Mérch | L’T,;/ A03AY




