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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

T?i- For cases from federal courts:

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

[ 1 reported at e : _;or,
< has been de51gnated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

to

The opinion of the United States district court appeérs at Appendix :
the petition and is .

[ ] reportedat . . T ."’v;;O'r,'..
[ 1 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[ ] is unpublished.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,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.




“JURISDICTION

DX For cases from federal courts:

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

was %4.
&,

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

,@{ A timely petition for rehearing was denled by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: © , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendlx A

['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 IR : oo

The jurisdiction of this Co_ui't is ini}gked under 28 U.S. C. §1254(1).

[ 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 6n 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).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

4 [4Th Amendment
-5t Amendment
3+ th Amendment

A .Fed.R.Crim.(to4 (b))

7 .FedsR Crim- (4o4@XV) -
3. Fed R Crimdle@)®))

u. Fed R-Crim.(R5[ (d))
5. fed-R- Crim(P.5I(d)( 1))



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The Stdfement of the case =
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Betdzueen Uil Dec. 4020 Zane Slean had

e under investigafion by Loy eifercerment
in_-the_Eastern. District ok Ken ELC‘K?/__}C_OV“
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with numerous drug dealers., Tn (c 32040,

Sleaun comtacted Arfonio_Cloydin searchof

purchasing methamphetamine. Iin redurn,

Cloyd.introduced_Sloan to Kobert Selomor
and James Charles,

Ou_separdte cecassions, Slean wiould

purchase methamphetaming freon Cloyd, and

sometimes_ Slean wodld purchase methampheTd-

mine From Selomen, ond sonhimes Sloan would

purchose methamphetaming from Jumes

Charles. |
: Frior 1o Jen. 03! Slean_met= \/ineein
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me Hwolmnh&—m MUNE 'Pn\m Cloud tor a_hiaher
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Wit Vincent VASsor on Feh. 841 2034
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\Vassor and arranged o controlled hu\/

or (None O(‘\umd nr(: me—metm;ghe;teumiﬂc_
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Antonio Clo\/d e prosecutor asked.

“Wihoet C\bmr\"—Frmm \/(\L%%Gr did \Jou Cﬁ‘\‘
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were pdrtners” can ddd upto mere,

specd ladion and assumption. The
progecotor asked Slodn fDid you, Clhheudles

(moi \lagsor eveir meeTt mcwmer 2
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DENIAL OF MOTion Appeal eds
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Cound out T wos el lma on ﬁ%m thein
ﬁqe\l/ wiould callthem, Gnd they would
ComMme hun‘h\fm @or Me, . SG 1L \U&T LJ (‘Wﬁ'&d
o be out of o ﬁor ashilt,

20unselt our honor, mey wle: Biporecieh ?
Lourtsl yea you cdn Come ug.

Lounse(s) j‘ud ige ) _;/$ et moticn will be dumetion
¢ ror o mistrial. The usittiness just-ooviously

infroduced Ho4 () evidence wirthoud- a0y,
notice +o us. He teetified Hod oy Cliend
Was cdmember ot sorme club in Los leelés
wsihicin Ob\/mus\\/ cce Q\:\E.S_Cvld_JﬂEere,m:ﬁ o
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O\CLVIC\ Ct@FtliGCﬁDV) e
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1o continue with thod Ling, @meqmmmm
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Person acted in decardunce with The

character or traut This violaes the 181

Amendment loe cause the, |Hh Amendmerd:
guaram"raed equal pratection under the

Lo and due-pracess under e laul.

This violates the 511 caond Gth Amen Qlﬂfl@\fﬁ;

becauce He dceused defendartt should

1not e held o ansewer for o crime that

sijoag_s,edL)/ exist. This ie o uwnereven
accusaodton thot painted da.ne ch‘\ JE | MAGE

ot the delfe ndavtt to the mr\/ The_ Uwni tod

Stotes conetitution orcﬁecrs e citizens
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me ]LLr\/ €
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N Inis defensge . Tne detendant el never
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foic the crimes tine, Wittness 4eid o e

WY e
~J {
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Belomma to_oLgang oF o clulo Fhatwnll hunt=

.someome;._down kecause *ﬁleyjold Lot enfarce-
meirt abodl g _Crine.is negative mage to.peunt™

in The..mmds__o{l uY‘oV& J_.BMSLOUP € C&F)LW\/ info o

Quiilty Verdicl is un»cmr and_harmtulfe our courts
and_harmful fo our jus sfice system,

B

misstodements:

False statemeritse

m_!sqwm_&_g:mmﬁm:s
| The defendarits 5, ffrh and \¥th Amend -

merts were vieloted wl hen ylse SHactements . wlere

C -mmwO\Ppth i the fria proceedings, and false stofe-

-

merts were agplied inthe appedl edingst
Inthe C,uutfrs_om aion, The court reflerred

o o recordin g_moxfr_mcg_p &yed_’[@_ﬁg_ﬁ_d ULy aF
Vassor Claiming-fo_have elstained dirugs from

Charles.

AINo evfdence inthis case has o recardi ng ot

Vassor claimingfo hove obtained drugs fram

Charles.

(BNo recordin ng 1w played fo-the jury of Vassor:

cldiming he had elstai vLed_d_liugs From Charles, |

(3) No__ewden_g;ﬁ_or yecordings of \asser claim-

ing 1o have dotnined drugs from Charles was

never disclose o the defense. 06 were ﬁqe\/

_chsc,lege_it_z(’,@une&\ or Clis— - > ? Py




closed in the discovery of evidence .

(1) There was o-en banc far o re-
hearing filed on \assor’s e et excplain =
g Hhodt Hhere 1o ne evidence of N
Clcumma he obtnined druas Lrom Charles
elaWealV] r@wrdtndgm
ce.corded Phone cails (exhibit™™h and™35 )
\/st__Q__r_e,cu\/d a_phore call from
Zane Sloarn (confideviol ITnfecmandt) inhile
ot his home 10 L0S (lngeles . Herel's wha
was said durma +he conversetiens

_(
Sleans iNHaks hmooemﬂa 2
VASSOralialidodt’s o@m& on mcm?
Vassor: deah, m\/ b0\{ i folorm baek .
Vossor® \/eom WE qre etH dood M) .
Vessor: \!Du mre ombc&lolxi G@nmd&ﬁ& Me 1N TTIe o
' ﬁqre(, cla VS mama
VASSOr ¢ g/eﬂ q_m,\/,__bm/ 1S ek otthe lnouse.
dooin T Aried calling hien butT didaf"get=
AIGWCVAREAVDIGA IR
Sioand He called me last nighit-and told me,
Ao it him up,and e g raigat be sleep
_ or Sowdhing, T dont Ko,

EI_&_‘;M_Z_O_K&_\(;M_SCVH no it v v C\Lﬂ“ mw C{Y\cj

Wawe i i NOU o




¢

¥

dlean ¢

yed Still outrthere £

1 should be bhaek in o we e and tizg

VASSHE

e ! grd ViR
S gort o cxiﬁi— for VIR

oloan ;
Sloan

_QQQQI T need ﬁqem C‘H’F‘TSU

: Bring me. Seeatining NiCe, Aalland blond.

$Assorﬂ

T O\cﬁ—& nice O\\{:J(’“@or‘ \mu AV

/-’
‘4
0S

[CYSN

" _l:hj:_ﬂmg_up;(ioy_m_e_,_cmg(j’ ellnionto call

me cnd Tl head thad- L)AL,

C\/ASSG)F retucns A oh@ne calldo S\ocirﬂ

\[assors

He'e it his son outi m fran K‘E@VT‘ he

E{

Josso v

Sad. nge;_u_h«‘l’_\/oLLL_QLP@,ugdﬂ)fqpmo
OKQV
He seud he's Hneir Hnoy g\, 50 e ul\aood

Sioain ¢

Okew T a8 just uuomc}ermd 6@ nes with

htSﬁsﬁL he‘s C\@Gd <

Jassers

T thunik he% out there anad he‘s csouna o

drope him 6Ff od- his appointdimendts cmol hcfs

C\G)W\C 1o e \/®u cround Wfeuwr

T Know he' H be THied ypo Tl around 4230

of Somﬂqmo{ well teij him 10 T ime, U, Iim

reaci\/ umem he |3,

; OKOL\/ ,ule qood

S0 you usmera o My presend’

: Magn Ao genn. atave This pre.seit, Yoy
c@tvm NEE) {dualn when \OU see it




 send me o ps“crf‘urc of 1T
{ Ton going fo be there in ¢ few days, T

be, there in ccminute,..

OKC{\/ NOu Kinow! tihete T live .

A\rlah‘(— alcyay 1 (\Oﬁ’ \/muo

“(End of CoNversceHo )

=« hibitr* 3 and exhib i 2% are,

COrrecsy OUOJf@d From the ohoneé

recocols. IJr's re.commencle d ot

these phone recorcds be ren\ened .

The. eor@se,aﬁ@r( e Bractbary)

mmqu&-ﬁ:’ld ex hsbﬂ‘*?:% exinibt*25 de

ex i bi+*46 ancl 4 7B, du&_uq%ﬂj_e_closc ~
uﬂ() clicgue e, o —i*he A \\f\/&

JDurmq c\o&&ma mmu@men#mc e

rial omcaedmgs The, DTOS&QL\T@\’ requeste d

That exhilbit¥34 he o[a\/ed w‘)@r‘rh@ Jury .

After exlnibit¥2t was o\cwc d_dne orosecuﬁor

misquoted exhibit ™24 b\/ sc\\/mq u uI@ houe

M. Sloan 6(&\/ ng ;"L coiled Char Jes e nigint=

efore. and e nas i called boe K MY

Slean never mertioned. Gharles name 1N

L NIPATF3 U o T35,

The prosecauiordees The some

mlss’rc\ﬂzmem— with Vassor for eydiniort

¥ 24 and ¥25. The prosecuior tells +he




PI¥ 15

\uw “\/ou have o CaH Lrom \/()\SQOF mho

sa\/s Im ocut of fowin but M/ k)O\/ (S

i own, T be qgone another u eeK loutt-

but heis going-to e cace of NOU Charles

9 GoNNQG FaKe care oF \/oun’) ”he, porosecutor

W\\Saucﬁ—@d assor's fﬁ“cd? e in e

ohome rececols (exhibii*3d onel¥35)

On_page* 3-50 of the, +rial Tronseripts,

1he prasecutor C.onTinUes 1O m&scmgvre

\/assarmﬂ-hﬁ Jury by pakeing mm%‘rm“e,—

menta cdbout 6)( Wk bﬂ’* 24 cmd;‘{%ﬁ The

prosecdtor MlSaLL(ﬂ‘ed VOSSO \a\/ Sow—

mc‘k‘ Here Vassor SONS, “He hoas -mn« ol

4@ Chow Les Chorles lf-) CNELC 1N ﬁrcxﬂKFor-\”

hets Lot nis Son. He's ¢ going o col. \_szog_____

back od 00, Se \assor clearly 4olKed

“’Y‘(a Chcuf‘[e% c{bﬁu—F d\sﬂl—r[bwhn\)_c;ifugs

Thosc ou‘j-n/me% aloﬂe moLKﬁ -fhe; M O\w‘ H”\/

of conspiring 4o distribute druas .

Under g’rdd\/ \L My land, 373 LS, %3 %32 S.

G 9410 L. 2d 2.1 5 (19 @E’ﬁ The, due, ormcc:ss

clause Cequires e State 1o CLLS.Q\@SQ 4o The

defense ‘cho rable enidence that s matecial

1o gw it ar punishmeints




- 9\@

; I\lOAD*E:._GJl_j"_'\QQ.thol_‘D.w.i.@_ﬁdﬁme_bﬁs_wﬁ_\f(—; .
disclosed 4o he defenses
(13Charles is.gol :v___tg:m'_mlée_cmze.aﬁ__y:o.uf ‘_
(D You_hear Vassor say, Caacles. is in Frankfoctz?
— (& Vassorsays,Charles will call The nformant
e Oreuind H 00! |

G4\ s.seusay;s_,_be_com‘-_totffo_s:djp__bcwe_c&ih.\fl - ]
ing out with Casper; thats how he makes his_
MONEy. /) _ | '
(5)“Vassor olsianed drugs Lo Charles.
W — Under Fed.R.Crim B [6@)(B) the record=
C §iﬂg,SﬁETb@S&Sl’:di’@m&ﬂi\”_;\/;C&_S»lS_QlCm.OLdﬁ_ShO_LA_LCL_.W_
have leein disclosed 1o the defense. This d
iolation of the Sth and Gth Amendmeints:
_due process and_equal protection underthe,
Laed. These fulse stufements were harmfu{ and
helped.suwa y-Ainejurny Jouwdrds.ag aify verdiet.
Phone Recordingss

; Furthermore, Deteclive Harrison festitied thel”
he confiscdted Charles phene fout did not-check
the_phoine logs o verify - Vassor had called
—__Charleson June gth 208 . When asKed odoouit
the phone records, et Heerison Claimed fhal”
—( ——-he wasnT sure i there was documeriafion
ok phone records on Vassorond Charles
e SpeaKingonine phone on June 3th 0.




O

PS?W\ 7

O June 320, Law_enforcennent arrest—

ed_Charle s_md*c.e_v;tﬁémiﬁd_@h.eu:lf,féﬁp.b,o_n;e.o )

While Charle’s phanewas i custody,dae__
geverameirt provided phone recardls which

proved that Chacles phoae had connecred

with Slodn’s phone. on June §h A0 Ao the,
defense.

Loxw*e&?n%tcemem:_md_\/ﬁcts.sgfis‘_méhg_____

i u_xmhe.a&i,sngﬁfe_bjﬂl&ogl_,._om.oi_ndﬂﬁ__%wﬁrn -
meinck provided phone records which proved

et Voissor's phene connected with Sloan’s

—

ohene on Felp.$M and Jine $ 091, Both seT”

ot phone, reeords were given 1o The clefense

as evidence in e destovery.

However, the qaveramentfai led o provide.

the, detense wi "t ¢_phont_recerds Hinst
proved That Vassor and Charle’s pheones

nacde o connection on June € 03| . These

phone retonrds are. impor ™ beCause The pholte
records can prove parlicipaticon nd CoN-

spiracy. Under Brady v . Marylond, 373 .5.93 93

.;.V_equ.’lf_e.s;mﬁ*8tdte_j0_d_i'_-&C.[_Qﬁﬁj@jﬁ.éﬁdﬁigﬂ\’lSﬁ

S 194101 .ad AI5(1965)The due process clouse

Joworable_exidence thetis matecial to guittor

ounishmerif; This violates the defeaduits Sthand Gt

amendmeitts of due process and equal protection

under the. Laul e



Jory Instruckions: Q.

|

The court held a, Tastruiton (omference Hearing,

and did notgive nofice fothne defense thakIhe

(2.07 Cﬁ.v_ts_pi_tc&c;y_“\/_ewela,ﬂuidi_.am.s)_wﬁ;\i@bﬁi ng

x@ﬂﬂdﬁi&di«z@mf@.@%_'i;am;(*p.oti"f_&.tm_,mb_i';e_h._\/jQ_\ﬂﬁdw

the (1 Amendmen S,.‘iduf:_pmgess clause.”

In_[e_p_lyjbjﬁe_&ppéﬁ_\ Courts opinion he,
court wes correct in reference to the defense.

natohbiecting o the medified (3.07 Conspiraoy enut

IRV ~—.

Tosfructions). The Fed.R.Crin. PHI(A@).STERSS
“PLAINFRRORS” |

‘ A.CDLAEth&%COﬂ&kﬁ&LQL_E’lm_tﬂﬁ_E“m:oI_im._‘f[hﬁ,;w_

Tnstruciions et has not een preserved as

| requ.i_tte,d_ig\[_k&ulﬁﬁl_fd_)_(L)j;@_:fr_hé._ejr.to_t_(ﬁw%QT_S_q.b,:‘__,,w._
strirtid

_Lr_i:gf\;tfsg') _
O pa*a-216 of the frial transceipts the judge. .

saic] At thistmoe wellnave our Tasfruchion Lon-

AN re.n@.ﬂﬂ&ﬁmﬂge.:e:x_glcximd;ﬁicﬂiibﬁt&m.E.L'\;_'bﬁﬂi\mgﬁﬁs__

done o the following jury instructions Tnsfruction

" Tnsteuchion'ds, Tasftuction®a4, Tasluchon®30,
Tnsfruction™| Tnsttuchon*st and Tnslruclion @,

Allof e chonges thdlwere madefothe

instruclions were explained oy tht judge os,

“Char .&él:jur_r;]héfmcﬁoww{’_i:f_e_w.e;;\lﬂ;i_ﬁaﬁ.__5y\_c_\:._e__ﬂ__-_w
touled fonclude, TnsiFuction™ab which would e

explainied how e judge had clhanged he

(207 Conspircy enue Tnsfructions ).



from its omama[ pattern. The modncqecl

(3.07 c@ngmg:y \Lc_ueg&jmeﬂemd{d
not become natice wt e, nstruciions

were read 1o tne. juiry. ,
Fed. R.Crim. B 51 said  The court

must infocm the pacties of its propased

instructions, o _@p_as_eé_&oh_ﬂs onthe

fequest bc:Forﬁ matruct ng Hﬂe Mr\/ Yanad

he:Fore Linal mr\/ argueme nfs Qu\e, 51 (KL(R)

reads, The. Couit Ut give. e odrties

an_oppertun rh/ +7 Qb}E.j—_On +he recerol
and oud- of the, jurys hearing loetore, tne

N structions and C{muemevfrs ave delivered:”

Once th QMLQEL&LO.T Conspiroc \/_&Liﬁ

i‘ﬂS'iTu("f‘(w))lﬂ&d lbeen delive r«ed ‘o AN, \LM”\/

The nlo(mane, inad cecurved. Hele, tue 'Y’mf*

ta Gr{’r‘ UCT oja_—ttqe)_w_umz_g_y@jojiaeﬂ A

r\fom oome. o The, events thot N BUNE,

neard abecrt happened. m_@ﬁlet_@,@cg_sj
There is No rRgulcemend thol an entive

Conspi rmcyjn&piuee in e Eastern
District of Kemtucky. Butforyeuto

Cedtucn o guitty verdict %ﬁ,@\/@dﬂﬂ@e Yy
+he n@vCrmme;vﬁ— mied Lo INCE 614

”Hfuﬁ‘ VENUE 1S DIrooel e Ea%ﬂ*c S

Digtrict of Kevﬁ‘uc, (xlf




P
A

UnliKe allthe other elemevrds thot

N dﬁscmb@d Tg’is MS"FGFMLT

ot the QGVernme AN (ml\l has to

prove b\/ QL pre oomdc,mme ot e

@xndenca

Foywre the Com5oxm0\1 C(Aame wWhiclh

LS countd ’Wus me,omg ‘H’l@ﬁ“ he

govern mﬁ@i@ﬂ,ly_ms._mmwmm&;_____

vou thet i is more HKQN tHhain Vot

“l‘ho:t“ either the dgree me,vd- Or ONEe

of the aeds in ‘FLLV“Th(-"V‘C(VICﬁ oE The

| conspiracy dook oldce indhe Eagiern

Districhk of Kﬁ\fﬁ‘ut(LK,\/J.
For the counrte chwg% listi o

| of o coalrelled substonce  OC passession

of a coyndrolle d;maéjﬂm@wjm;mg__

et 1o distribute Aot weulidd be

Count=Q Through 5, ”H/u\s mecns that-

N aove,rnm@vﬁ om\/ nos 4 ConNBAGE

Vou ﬁw:i‘ S naore t. Kel\m-he&nmﬁ“

That The controlled sy qsﬂnncf LSOS

possessed v The Easfeirn District

o Kenduc K.
And for eacih ol the firesem charges,

Yhose oe count-G and 7,4his wmeons |

ot the QoNernmerTl only has 1o




CONVINCE Nial¥. thest (T is move, \tiﬁﬁk/

Hhon net "H’/\FH’ e ’ELL&Q_M_LAL(&_QQMA__

N the Enstern Districtof K&V\%&C,K\le

Rewember all ot the crther e\emem—s

Hhat T hove described must loe

proven he\/(m d a reasonable devlsts

That <“,(~m¢lude,s e pavrt ost aaLY,

instructions ex ommma 'ﬁne; &\ﬁm&vﬁ’s

of the Crxm&% Chow‘ov’c:d o

Th(:') S(X CH’(’ LPF(— DCLT"]LG;O’"\Q \(/W\/ Iﬂgﬁlf"

+Hon on \venue. - ‘&)LC@BSQUC&U;QS reoinc T2

“cha mLPr 3.00 Com%oim(;\/ Ddﬁiﬁrﬂ U lg S’tmk@kﬁf_
mnd:%uum ral. ES Gu (ﬂ’éc:l C,Qrﬁo (r?'L\/ The

potfern does et need 1o be radif e

1o his(Countd) Consplracy Clhhdrges

I\lmu seme of the everts thed-you |

lhonve heard cbogt h&m&tﬂ@d m othe

DIO&CE;S There is no remnr@mem ‘et

Tl/\e, enha (omsmmc:\/ “m\{{e, Ql&Cé: here:

N .“Bpﬁ‘ 41@\(“ \/nu ’VO restarn

a QLHH"\/ erdict on “mﬁ CQVXSQFOLC;

r\l_

(L\name e C\o\/ernWIevﬁ* mus%“com\[ NCE.

NOU Thadt 54 Ther Hhe c\z:\ree)me,vfr@\r oNne

O‘F thé, ( overt acts) (dcbin wcu rtheranee




Ps I

ook olac;@ here_ tn_

UnhK@ all the other e\c,mem'q

lf\cw-.e, de_l_uoecl HNis is Jqsﬂ'ﬂ et "Hﬂ(d—
ihe om\/ermmevﬁ— enl\/ has to prove Ia\// Q

Omoeﬂdeﬁmac@ OF—HﬂP e,\lndemcxa ’ﬂms

means the gevernmerd: @glymasig CONNINGE
\ou ﬂ/m—(—*hg more ti Kcl\/ ‘o ettt

Ocu*!*@? thne Conspimc \/_jiemK olace hevre .

Remembeyr Hhod ol the, oher elemeyrtz

T have descirbed must be ore\!ﬁd eyond

o reasondble doult, ?

L

The (2. O Venue. for Conspi 'rac;\/) oc\ﬂ‘@r

Instruction mores. sence for frhe,y UCPESE,
Hor which it was designed:Hor POV

Venue. for Conspirdc. _7/_¢_A__~c;@n5p| ca.cy fan

arise, eaclye, and cperete in diffrent \m isdic-

Hens. _mus_fbﬁ_aﬁﬁ_di@:jtub Pacite rm Instiuc—

Tion.

Ho\ue\/Cr ‘e lower C@uﬁ‘c;vl&pcu“h&aL

4\—r(~>xmﬁqm+r4e<.a1q b\/ Useina Tnis mrp\m‘:\&o)

)
(2.07 oartein nfﬁtrudmmn%r e, non - c.cmcaol roxc\/

Counts as ekl D@jﬂgé@_waé,um NECESS MY «

It woeuld hove been impessible Lo the

(\m/e,rﬂmevﬁ‘ 1o, prave. ony "ﬁ/{ﬁ_@»@ drug o

au N OQSS&SSJ_@QMO uj‘_@_\f_o_\l_ljﬂg_jh oF the




pg¥
X

(‘WU&% Or O\Uﬂ( were m The E&S’F@W‘) ‘—Dﬁ‘f‘rsﬁ_

ot Kcmuo K/

\/nssor‘s (CoLunt5) Presecsion with

the, inteint 1o diedrivaute. (50)4 ‘ch"h/ GCOAS,

o ywoece o mw_ﬂmled_sgbstmacﬁ__\aﬁu 56

— lonly needed the jury 4o find, " A prependerance.

of_enidenc m.mwi iKels \{_'\fmm.nct,”___.__

Tnat \/(\%S@r DO@S&iSi@e& \”u:as n/\ 'Hﬂ(-L

Ec&s’rac_n_fmstmﬁj‘ @f_KﬁAQ:tuﬁ_

as —Hne.

of “Ben N adLméomabiﬁ_cLoLLbﬂ
Lo reqm res,

Tnthe Lt Darcmraoh of the,

cocrect (3. G@Qomsg \POLQA/A[@UXC_M]ST’M FiaNns \

The podtern Says, Bcﬁ— Lo VO 1o returin

N c%quujy_\/_e_rdj_cfr o the’s ansp_um/ cl g,cxr%g

ra Ph ok

the moedifie. dﬁuacouce (‘i)fwlﬁgﬂspuac\/

\/ewuc,,_iﬂswuc:jjon&)ﬁﬂe; pattern =ays,

J%ur\‘qcor you 10 redaurin o Gun H“\/ \/E:Y‘ch‘—

N, any chzmgga The aovcrnmevﬁ— nUSt
CONVINCE « ye_“thoxiu.éﬂu_ﬁ Lo proper inthe.

Bocstern District of Kﬁt’ﬁ‘u@&i\/.

UniikKe all Th(l mher Neme oo that

T have descoibedithis s justo foet
*hod’ﬁq@ geNer amenienl J h(xs do grove

io\/ a pre O@ﬂd@ﬂlﬂ@f’".ﬁp Hhe evidence,.




P

oH

The madification of the (3.00 Commrc&c\/

\enue insiT uc:trom 1S mug[mdmﬁ mlscmdmo

land C@erusmn .

In _ITL(LKSOVW Vs \/urawud "Mz Us 207, G4

Ed a4 560,99 Sc;r:ﬂm rch( 18)GAlL Ed

dd 126, \0(35,

Ap ,egi_qud_lf C mLJ_ijLOﬂS_'SLLJQ[\QU,&w_____

&

5%40 3, 45~ harmless ecyror— JM\Q/AMMOK\ED’
éhlldenoe dye Process ot laug,

« . ﬁ . )
QO’a}. A0b . Foilure 4o msi—rud'ex\)u,\r\il ha

. Cﬁmfmluc,_&angjﬂe_negessjj:%@‘ipmeﬁab

qui bt be,\zc,nd a_reasenable deulot can NeNer

bt harmless error, so that™ o defendartd whose

C\Mj‘_u_s_o;&spcom@@gb_\/_oie__b\_ma EVIABINCe,

~ lwould be denied due process FThe jury

was instructed that he could | bew% wnd

cw l"h an m&r& or&oonde,mnce, of me

woxsjow Qﬂﬁ_ﬁ_\ﬁ,ﬂ‘ﬁ bri‘ (if;\/ dence would hKC‘*

wise be denied due procecs Upen conviction

ENEen ﬁncw\h the m\r\/ LWJUS Dreperw ms:\rutd\‘id_

on the orosec\ﬁons bum\eh of DF@D’F beyond

A vressonable deulbt, ?

Plain Ecrar e

The, courts My FEVETSE o judg@—




Y

25

It

et only if the instructions, Viewed as a

whole, were confuseing, misleading and

prejudicial. 1d. see alse United States . Frel,
995 £24 561 565 (G Cir. 202 Fisher G Fad

e %70_(332113,23585,&5;.(.-‘_&1_ZA@%;,QO;SCT_LOE_&SMMﬁ].fmlguis.hji.@)_;

The Conclusions

A tﬁmuﬂb_emomeom.S_J:»‘.ur_\/_msfzm("ﬁ NS

are. generally rexiewed for alause of discretion,

e, review their legal decuraey denovo . Unifee
Slates vYeu, Suprd, 7 Ftith at 39) (Citing Hurdv._

(Lom. Eaergy, ine, 4T3 E2d 563, 5716t Gic2030)

(0 Because counsel did not elject o the. in-
—Structiens os read fothe jury,4he court

reNiews this assignmert-ef errorunder Plain

errer.Ploin ercor is defined as an_egregious
&rcen; ope thaf directy leads o o miscarriage.

O:Edusﬁce LD’LTE.C‘_STGLES~\/;,_E£(>\Zizf:.\g_gﬁQ_Eﬁd Aok ;

A

266 (6 Cir. 199D or erroc-that is cbvieus,
orbects substufial rghifs, and sericusly impairs
‘e 43(13_'\:0@55_@_r___‘i.m'j}zgﬁt_t{_oj:jbﬁ_{?J.L(ci_igi_&\_ Pro -
Ce eﬁe.\?\.v_\gs_ﬂm‘ied__S“.lfod?e_s_“\!LM_a_o\e.\q.(x_,_:S_Qa_E’..'Zm%
b b (th Ui d002)United Stotes v. Camejo, 332
__ F2d 64, 72 (Gh Cir. 2003) _
~(_ _ When Néewing the jurcy insfructieas
ho_is enticety, as o whele; there was .
Mixturg —=> a0 —> = -
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|
l@F wd applﬁs omd badap«ples m( xed mslde .

. __bo o? “Jury. Tnstructions e . ___'_

- The dood appless represevﬁ‘%ndl g “&c.ult%: S
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
e reason for dranting tis petition will Settie

Th@*f"dﬂﬁcwm covd |ieting e et ! o SPE = ths
and the eip ‘i/ﬁa[{gc (:l@j(}(fP ;:documcm betwetn thve distaet court
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