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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was aykf r&j zoijo

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: N/A ________ , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix N/A

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including H/A _____ (date) on N/A____________ (date)
in Application No. N/AA Nl/A

Court of Pennsylvania t

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).
Trtrt CuW Court of ludamvf ertwrt on Ortober .I2.2.0ZI jrtoptrt crtutd on spates Vlertun bvSrneV
SlWW.5.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was MM------------
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix N } A

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
H/A and a copy of the order denying rehearing 

appears at Appendix NI A

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including M /A____ (date) on M / A_________ (date) in
Application No. tUAAJvA

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

x C1W \oi\s ‘Vo t Appubr. AAvcftifo ApfCftckx K mtawita 
All rtcords CtWVionb re£u Ao the
oAVitcwisc mJicoAtA or tvickfrV from CouVert.

Z



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Controlled AmtocjM.e Act prov\s\on
\5 to be toVtfd tins courts to oexivuD
bn WvY ot Cert io can \o ce<w<h to tK WgW't 
Vle^ta<\ \nstnct Cou<rt ot Penn silvan <\ oCk OcAoh^ < t 
in casl bio* z:n-cr-002\6-c>o\; the 'TV^& Cmvt 
CouucV 6f Ap^As 0^ 3uV| \S.2026 v<\ toe nu^b-er 2 
TnpumMsVte W,4 * .

SzhS^W cwto bc 00 W 
0s? SWes. 1^ W D«r^
Q60 Py^vama Amu^C ) Wa^w^,£>-C- 20

TAk 21 U SCt^OI (csA\T>+k 21
zltrs-c-ssia., 21 U-S.C.^!3<csafa\zl ' cF«^iaos.%
t-,o u.s.c.^, n pS a S^wzn
WWkt W-Z7J W UAVblM.Vk ;W. W,
e.iU.vio^-^P.ZUHtlwy^ ^ tLVtffe
H.R. M-aV '\'6 (W^I ™rn"'' 73l. ( Cong- P«>H> 

131 Cony Rec- 6. WZ(I«6\I3\ p ' (^et. H.fe5Z7 (l<lll>\,
I2>1 Cong- Rec. 544^*1 3 - viTc^Z. H 13X0-01, ab-Co^''

Qm&oAmcnt H i Const arnerJrneAt I, U/3- Const 5 QMotncnt <A\ oa\ 
IH VMion to DhflV\55 appavk* A t) W pdihon and Uriftei States-v. 
Barkert ^.V.VCR-31,201b U.^ Uais |$2oo3(H.b.W4/(b Dec.\l
2011^opinion,’in qppend'aA
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE .
X beAittfc thoX <x op \<novjMc<c reaac Aina +bc I^QAl tvcrntOT va
2S U^C- % W an Cordage LwL Xbat tbt ^ubstaxx, aX 
’i<SSc\c- be, ^CoaVcoilcAL ChicV Psobtrts <ot<ded X c 
Opinioa ia VKcFaAAex\ v. UfivhX ^McS, 67G ^VrtWeMs

^UWvmVeiq(+hc coads state wxXs oa vmc adse/bShould Wore art be regarded as controlling >f the issue
W (\XuVuct CA6t> ’. _ ; ,- p o^A,

Oft.the b+W Adversary \n peered by remw^bl
Solidarity opinion, that futarc Case XL'i-X-Vil ConqresdwnoA 
h'fiWital illwninious ‘Statement* from -the. wl ® passage,
ruoids; Oh the Cusp of the HO^year A^Xent Act of l4- 
of the Controlled Substance Analogue enforcement act or nw

The Western. District Court of

Minas ixfwe the cowt on i-OZD Ju y , .^qo^-ou
ife rteUa^ opinion aocteW.At entry 3HB a t Lt could

r-~ L- , I ■ vU u+ates v. SUmsw, qtl F.2d l03\,(that defendant couw
be ftoXw fc disVnM«? «•

m :x
The Third Circuit courtof Af,VeX> °^c^W^E. V\r. &ih|ton6
in Reply brief forpr0X>€ Motion to D^nvbS p $ c,ouA‘s ^un^Xction*
Coan2) pa^tA Xd<b VoSUt onto rWeA oeVAWx
piPA1 Ftbruarv 2^ CoQft ot Ap^_^\SuAati^'vn AU\<
"SU h
fUia^ ^uwxite about et ■ X^tocy homage to a y*
and other <va$wo btUvios t 3 subject tose^c at at* _ 
Character, wd by toovimg drug • i fCcPted <shlph'tnd' - Were federaWy 
petitioner Knew the drugs in thuyte ccptU V^{ j vn 
Controlled, btatmnt* wh'clr.thehai ruuvrttc 
5uTOation during ^'Vhtd hrfA e£bUdtbat the district 
Know eAc Qndtc%im(a)(n an ^ub^taot^ njht^>'
c.urtn««ti™i y. "Xr * ’»»*• "• *'■
Set APPENDIX C " Wh brief for APpC'W”
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Reasons for gkautlng the petiuon

., y<ur anhWesoq in 2,02.5, Sii'w Chef Ju&Kce. Poberfs
bohdae^ opinion'm IAfcWAen v- United States, 57b Lit. W (ZOISY 
He Stated, a. persons lack oF Knowledge cegardiaa that Uaa\ elemmt 
Cun bt a defense, Liparota v. United States, 471 U.S. 414,475 a q ins 5 Ct. Zoyt <85 u. Ed. zd H3H "And heft, there isaSblv a 
legal element tn section WaXlt-fhat the substance be" controlled" 

" X join the courts opinion, wept to the extend that\tsa\js the 
ihental state requirement of section 

SubUail KntW iden+rty °HhiP°?T*“L- Ante, at JU, IU j_.Ed.Zd, at zR
Stat-1 kS P|2'nxS 1OU^ I ^ht wo,rc knowingly' a polios " not Just to the 
<=> k.-ItS V?f<T butalso to the object of those verbs-‘acontrolled 
Substance. Ante,at 141, IQZ UEd.'Zd.at Z18 (emphasis deleted^.
'1^- J.•fhPtdif, the courts statements on this issue are not necctssac y 
to i-y^ Conclusion fhaf ih< Drsfrcf Coucfs 3ucm In^tmcVioos ctotfuUu 
277 AmlcRud Act?' Ante, at Hli m l. Bd- zd\aA
U th ‘□houU Vhtrt4ore not be reaarJcJ Q5 ContfoVVinait the vsbue in q f uture ca^L’l 3 3

BohWd by cuwkablc fetofiCAUn 
q xi°U5 from the I3H32 Conye^ional records.

Controlled USui^.+„t'? HO%ear anniversary since the passaac cf the 
\Jhch is S S rWl09Ut Atf Of h. 3

Court to resolve our W th? ftf,tlD0 bt+h«-Supreme

guests oKtd | law tw h^no+ bun.baf l^ 6eWh?XpOfM 
Court pursuant to 5.Ct. It 10(c). ' Q H t<1
i^Tnc btafeS Could of Appeals for the Third Circuit decision 
Zb L.EJ°zd 3X0^ dtc‘sions of this Court ;Jn Re Winship,317 US- 35S,3(>T 
have done if prdperlT'irXf '0fcX9?70^bptcu'abon &h°ut what the Jury Could 
has a due process Aht +oU<%^°,f ^rdtnjjadcfeidaftf 
neces^ry to confute the cr .meX he Scge^

5



Johnson \MlruW‘Statesf bZO (1-5.4U137
l.eA, za 7>8, in 5.c.t 154k (nvMk ^wCiu^_____
eras had seriously affected the fairness. inteonty. public,
reputation of Judicial proceedings ( and petitioners
amend nwt r\cM to due process was violated arbitrary ..

ThaVhc trial evidence the Court nt appeals panel
tor the Third Circuit reverted to unjustly Were violations
of 18 H‘S.C.BbLV5 “smu^ling yUs into the United states.
Mere not nMtrvlhetoi^ and^tcict, ControvaYcA at tad by
federal Cncnc lab report, and federal acjuit % testimony during
the additions ot the te Ard tod ‘stotos ot ‘satoWcc a>

....vn this petition..i

KGtaddux \i. Undid 5Kks( *Z)7k LLtS. IBL (ZOl^Y statutory
interpretahon-not ncUfe^ed/T believe, it to be uncontrolled_____
by prior precedent, because facial chai toots are approbate.
when a statute \mpl\cates First Amendment ckhtsi this
review is 1 mil ft J to an as-applied Challenge, United states_____
•V. Mazune-.KIH U.*5.544,15 710,Hl LElZd "UfeoioY

The nature of the analysis4 hoWwy first requires a review
of the history of the (eltx/ant lealsUfion*

•

-



ARGmHG

1 he drug counts (founts 1,2,5. k and 7) must be vacate c
----------------------------------------------- Ji -------------• ' ! J----------------- ------------------------------------

because the district Court aave anentireki erroneous______
HcFadckn Aury instruction misstat ina KFaddtns know edge__

_______ fbi.TO.fA.__ _________________________________ t___

On prong three; Guyton. W.as_predud med bythe KTadden______
insVuc.t'ionod errors, a reasonable probo?O\\\V^ of a different outcome.

The Jury found the Petitioner aai 'v With the entirebj improper bury
instructions. Here j the district Cour:Gai are to instruct tine Jury
'That a defendant must know fheSinstance v was ( ealina with is
reau abed bv federal dcua abuse laws not under Agnv aw. ^FaAAensd standards Was not eyorcs$t<J In its endiret\i in the Jury charae
C contrary to the directives common itA b\( the dust'xces opmtocu si
Wfaddtn V. United states. 51t &t HH ~t5 n.5. V/hmh, should"

--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- J---------------------------------------------------------

Ve been reflected in the liaht of all the Via ! evidence 1.1... scientist
CYOer t testimony .feeleral aaents "est:

* 
mony;aqaiast the state crime

lab reports ;\ltcSUS the siafhticaoHeAera enme Inb CtOoft- See
------------ %

\V 1

t.K aMc.ic.C.0. A. opinion TQ-ApA- \l-\z.
he jury ma\j Finale. presumed the governments sWe. admitted



trial tvidtnct c.ondirswt to prove petitioners rams fea
oct Counts 1,2. 5,U and 7. Which, undoubtedly had an effect

/ < 1 , d -• ■ i

on the Jury 5 deliberations/The Jury could not have been exceeded
___ to make a finding bevono a reason able doubt as do defeadaafs__
____knowleJae ofIthe Substance I too status as vn Control I tc

. j h t p. t t j

Substance under ttana 1 drtia abuse aw6 oppose d tb tind^f __
''any law1 in the absence of aft instruct ion to do so.
See (Intte A states V. Wavier 2 ESd 1231 1237. 2R V. 1.2~H 3d
Cir. fflbYcilatims and internal Quotations omitted\ Sec

tt -1
AppX.A" Sdcir* C.O.A, opinion TJL A, >P<u 13’1 A.r a

fe. brdek Court of Appeais Panel's improper Speculation about
Vihota properly instructed JuCy Would have done.

Given the. Jury had the proper Im Worded instructions in liaht
of all the trial evidence, the Jury could haMe. found petit toner
not guilty bt\p(\A an rr.asonable doubt of having the requisite
knowledge, tinder %^>HI (aYG thnt petitioaef Kn<W lit Was ifcdficKtflg
v he Affa\\\| C.ontroWed Substances on dec tVfa ideas first option
With the ntctssarv Comparisons. See Aopx AVK3Ac.ic.C.O.A-
Opinion 111. A. 1. paJZ-lb,.r n

Therefore, iuA\«A h\r the standards nanotinced b\i the Supreme ColaV ’
10 madia. 11.6.dbfnct courts instructions faded to explain the law
Correctly as to the tlmmt of nuilty knowledae. and the. petit inner
Vias prejudiced by the errors. See. United 3t&Ks v> Drmotf BObhSd
231 (zdcAf. ZoiiY



_____ The. finVf((W.(\Ah CiCatiCCXfand 'icAcAv, C-O.A, oafieAe> finAxnas___
ebon A fine fums Ahnuo^A process AheceW cesf upon puce ‘□pe.cuA-
qKdcl PeAifinner hnA a A(|f process n^hA W' proof beyond. a reasonabk
AnubA af ex/K\| farA (vcesw\| Ao masf'iAaAe Ahn Cr ime vJifh he \S
cUofA''. WMi^Kip.-yn ii.‘5.3’5,sJ3m!z,=i ueA.zJ Sfe^qos.ci.
I0G%(I97oA u^pecrJrAion (\bouA what Abt Aurv could have done
if prnpf’.rk/ m'sAfbcAeA AaUs WoeAtAh <bhovA of AhaA burden*
‘def Appx. A Sdcic. L.O. A. opinion HL. L). pa, Ik" 11.

M \ 1 J

As( An the pacxds LiaAmc^ in Abe. \ijp\V mosf favnrabh Ao Abe ^ovtnwflA,
Ahq abuseA Ahtir discrtfion b\[ 5oVidf\f^ fheir ewn (W^umchf to
Sufficefor Abe. (Kwnmmfs tnsufficknf fried onJmCL.'in ^ubsfOo'

r I < p 'netihejoroscrnTors CtA.r Aailures, AW. nmsectiAoc never ojauecHo-the
< 1 1 v fl

Auf\|t
v6\| AinAir^ Ahoh Gu\|fou Ww Viis Aru^s wecesuWccA Ao ^taavc

of CusWvs.. or find AhoA GuxrUC AdA dxifltsc ^uooWs to Camouflage.
k 1 if I I

his opiotek shipment?v Ao pass cusforns or AM AiaA Gu\( "on iCaid
’incukcifors/ homnae An & acua kmaoid an A hoi mstruetex

r 
sKinmmts

be made A Ao Avon ^arksAcJe Abe iur^ iMt| ?uij Gu\|Aon
knew he was fraf fickic^ v FeAtrallk| CoaArdUcl substances. 5ec
AppxjV SAck. C..O.A. opinion ..TTt» 6. pc». \(o~ V7- set ApoxJ5Hy5VL” r rj . 4.^^

Ab- Ao the Ahcv. Ahe Code A cancipf scxcuUAe fhaf V ' maAe____
> 11

AWinas ihe aoveenmen’ r never arnued An ^urnma AinnfaAina_ zzz___
UaiAed SAftfeS v. HaywooJ 3c3 R3d ZOO(Zd7 f3j Ctf. Zdoh\

2



C® On pfon^ four) tht ^Vaiden instructiona errors panels findinjb;
trial Counsels ineffectivt summation, district Court & exclusion

______ of ihedtfavscS evidence. 5erbusk affected the fairness.
iflteacitv.and public reputation of the iidicia orocet

/

cinasr

L The MffaJtkn Instructional Errors.
The HTaAAtn. Instructional errors is preTuAicd as explamcc

•

„ ' J 1

____ above and a matter of integrity due process. and fairness.
______havwooo, tec an example. reman de

I 1

d for n neou fria 1 on an erroneous
( 1 • 1 c\

knovikdgt instruction because a Conviction based on an incomplete
Charge taints th% reputation of the Judicial process. See,
Harwood( 5G5 E3d at 207. (‘"speculation .* undermines due process 1

2. Panel s findingsQ
In re. Vlin^hip, VTl (A.363.%4, 26 L.eJ. 2<J 3t?. 90 6.C< iOU
(VtloY Speculation about whcJfhe Jury could have done, if properly
instructed falls woefully shod of that burckn* a defendant has

___ Q. due process right to "proof bevoAA a reasonable doubt of ever v fact
____ necessary to Constitute the crime, with he is char at J

(

1 j

5. Trial counsels ineffective 'Summation»
Nahbk/j petitioners trial Counsel Conceded his (Twats guilt to all
theAru^ Counts aver his clients objections. Govt bn at 21 CCifinG

__ _ Aoox. 5ioH “G5). See Aoox. 14’1'44 loro st noenina statementsT ApdX.TO
(prose. Motion to dismiss^ Set. fAe(bv v. kouisiafla. U.S.41 4.4(7-
I^ZbisY

-

0



L 
• District Court's Exclusion of the Defenses Evidence, =

In Contrast to the district Courts intrusion upon the proxiincL
of the Jikm. through biased oct\wna£M and enreaious final

____ instructions, sec Appy. dr. 165 pgAH line 17-26*,____________
ii i  i

Also. in mv "ma instructions .Tfe ooina to give veu 6ome
thinas to think about +V\oA ‘Shou

J ■

JJm< P MOUi
|3.

dtti de C Cedi bi li tv ar1C

believability of wi1 ntSSeS t •factors that haxt bten dmc-tested.__
| J *

___ things that Courts have fecoanried ofc very imoertant fee Judg
1

OS

____or Jurors totals into C.oftsidvalien nob that Judges intrude
upon the Drovinor of g Jury but there wil be tfenas that I —i i (i........................ - j

.____will point ouf to vou that you should be looking for or you
i i t j z

should be aware of when you Weigh the testimony of the Various
‘ U 1

witnesses.

Tht district Court pointed out this* See AoPX.br/7l III
____ Ein
____ 4.1

1 ill

al Instructions^ Consideration of far lieukr Kinds of Evident
7 Defendants choice not to testify or Present Evidence.

" Lynch Guyton did not testify and did not OfeSCht evidence
___ Ind his Casci uA defendant has an absolute Constitutiona

riahf not to testify or to orestrrt any evic
// 

cnee,.

____In Contrary to the Controverte1 stcde fcvi<knee at Jury feia
____ admitted by the ofosecator, dee A00X.A"Exhibit 267~2k) and

u Defense Exhibit Z'-H^X and CbV crime lab reoor: an 6
................... J ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 1 ‘ -

AoPX.br/7l


■federal HSI aynf Tc+raudt 6 festimonia evidence in
accordance. with the final instructions: Ciuw<4 3.02. Evidence«
"The <vidtnce. from which you aft io Fine) the facta Consists
of the following IIITtsii^ of the Witnesses: and (Z)
Doc.twntfH'S ojmJ ottwr AKxfXGS rtCtWtd a<b txK\VAs.
5 te_ Aopx. A ' ’Eyhibvt 55 .n

The Coneluswe ^t Atrcvk Aocumcnf Controverted the prosecudocb
insufficient 5tatt evidence admitted at the oetitiontA
Jcic v tacu As the. .lucv Was denied by ihe district Couch’s

1 1 • 1 I

5paioJ final instructions to make the leaglly necessary
Comonc ison weighed bv a categorical approac h between ~~

_____direef an
j < J 1 •

d ck c.umstanicvl evidence.____________________

Instead, the Defense Exhibit Z and federal VV^I a^tnf
Tetrault s tcsf monioA evid<.(\ce Was uneon%Vvtuf ionoA\y
excluded a5 evidence b\f the dttWict Couch JucLe
David S.Ceccont wbafim frocn the ducys minds exae

„___ _ Wud unUfhomblv unachwhJavd h\i QoootnteJ fnal Counstl
_____ the durv. QPDbirded goocqI Counsel and_ Sdak CO.A. Dane

z

• 'I* 11 7 t •
Jueficrs redtvtn^ ihuc Wiblul blind eye.

______ vdlfib(\^ ws oreAuAicc-A bv all beWvnuVvoatd errors, which
c\V\ uadoubWlj ha A a nrDulual unocct on the dur vs Aeliber ahi •■
Ofi5(ar\d 'Such ^tnously affectcJ the fairness, mftqciiy. and

*- 1 I I t 1

public rtpufahioa of dudkiod proecedinas.» ' r j

2



__ 6uch mis carriole of law and jusfkc Would be the_______
__ unfathomable mu;f if rehear ma tn bernc and Supreme

Court Justices Will not take natron bo correct the errors,
United States v. 3obn<sonj 52.0 (JiS.H(ol| %7,

lyz'L.Ed.iU 7H, II7^.C+. 15HH(IW\

?tfif inner had a but process riaht to%roof beyond a
reasonable doubt of every fact necessary do CocstltuAv the
Crime vJith he is chargee .Quoting lace V inshio. Ml___
U.5.55S.U4,2*5 L, El Id 3foS. 90%. U. lOb^/h'VoY____

i

____ 1 he kev could M have bcm emetec to make a findina bevonc
1 1 ) J

a reasonable doubt as bo fiuyfonS knowledge of the subs Wee
Macd status as a. ContfoVkd Substance under federal drug

abuse laws opposed bo undec any law in the absence of cm
instruction ho do so. sc< Uni bed McJres >/. Xavier; Zf.Sd 1231,

1137 f 251 V.l. 17a (Sdo’ir IVftV Mat ions and internal quofafionS
OmitfedY

The ivsVcicf Cauch (\a\it do rulim mbhe fried record bo specif-
icalk shake’MeWse Exhibit T h^Xaad CfS? Crime kb repoff

l .
or Wederd YVST aacnb Ttbraulf 5 beshmonied cV'dmcc wholly aS
probative Value out weighed by any factors out lined in the —
fed* (k. Evidence HhM sec alsoi Holmes v. "South CArolW. 6H7j
U.SAH^Zb. lit 5-C4-. 1717. IfeH Lfd.zJ.TOfz.ootoVabu'Se

* 1 \ I

of discretion bv tried Court) See.■. Paol l\. 3b F.^ aW . 5te( . - > •

_____________



bhayiv. Wetemiyteuse £kc. Corp-; F.2J H7_________
ted Cic. VVW citing United Stteec u De ptc^TiS Rxd teter
ci73"lH) (3d tin HSbW 'Trial Gates arbitrary W trratw»nci\\

n. 1^lATlONAL EXCEPTIOML IMPORTANCE.

I he CnutrMIcJ. Substance Act and Controlled Subs knee
Analogue fcnfnccemecA Act legislation history concurs that 

te was tnacfed to cow the laa between.. ±he (CSAEAW W
an analogues idmtteicteion and its federal scheduling of

___ itS subsequent conW bv the reou laforv Controls of the C5A
___ cwal

X i J 4
statutory scheme for the criminal sanctions to___

became. applicable. Prosecutions before fht (C.sKi Statutocy
mandates art initiated violates a persons Ant process
rights. Se^ Appx. A" Motion to Disrates fc7fc -~10%S______

1. Cbkt lute in Roberts 5e.pe.fate Opinion_____________
______ in V\cFaAAen^ ilmVfd sioAe/b, 5~7U 11.5. IU^vS

Cbicf Wke Roberts stated nT Join the Courts opinion,
except to the extent that if Says the government Can satisfy
the mental state requirement of Section StUaVlV b\( sVwxnc^
that the. Ae.fendant Knew the identity of the substance he

____ possessed.' Ante. ( teIRL L> £d> 2d> at ZM._____________

H



Medion mkisU uMciwful for p»5o(\5__ _____
v Know incilv.ee ta monutacVuct. distabuta: or dispense..
a coatrollU substance/ As.the Gourd: Points out________
+ht_Wc_ " knovlinaVT aoolits " nd jud fo Vht 4a bs.
bd also -tro f-htObkcA of tho-se verbs-'a codcolid subdawz.
A Ante at_ Mi LEcl.Zd at /emphasis adder 1

xVTM surest that a defendant needs Vo know fhocc 'taan
the identity of the substance: ht netds Vo Know that the substance
is CofttaUeA. see; e^.j United States v. How A ,773 E3cJ 514,5ZG
fc\4 Unitad States V. Washington )5UV3d fcA% ZOIoi
; Unftei 'ddtt v. Rocws, W F.y (c.A7 2od*>\

J

' TtwtAvinft Well known druas such as heroin t a dttac ant 6______
knowkta of the identity of the Substance Can be comnelljna_____

sJ '
evitanct thoA he knows the substance is Cental tek Sec Unltad
ddes v.Tuccdft, 406 F.'id 5l6,52b(CA7 ZCObY

xVBiA VhcA isnof ntossaniy taut hr less# known druc^
A pop qita ta onv reader who doubts the pein 11 Two dcuqs -
deKTrofne.taoryhtn and hydrocodone-are both usuta as______
Couqh Suppressants. AThq are both used aS recreational druq6»

w • • •

Vlhich one is a c.onta\\cd substance/T

15



The CouA sums k.nowkdje of fhe sabsfanct^ vdtoWy
^offices because ui anorana of the law isv VbxcoAVi frat.
vV (hut when Vhve vs a kaoA ekcnuA in Vhe definition of the
nffmse.'k o^sons ac k of know koae reaaedim fW ketal
tkftttftV Can be a defense. LiooxoVa v* United States 41 i__
U.S.4iq(H2.6,.n.(l) lO’b 5.a.’20^4^5 k.fj.zd 43^(1^.

And beet there is ojr^uabiy a hodtktneaf m "kdion ^HikW
W -Vht ‘SubUaciCt be 'SinVcoticA".____________________

XVTht odfialo^y fhe CwH drew in H pacota was to a ckr^t of
___ reck of ot stoka proper4m . vXTt is Ao deWe that the defendant__
____did. not know such ctdepf was kaal. buf if is a defense fhaf_

I sj * * V *

he Aid not know the prop* cfy was stolen', Here. fhe an^wtet
aoes, if is no defense that a defendant did oof know if was
illegal to possess a controlled substaaee but if is a defense

___ that he did oof know the substance was CoftfaAkJ'.

,l Ufemcdtk, +ht Couch UoAuntnh on thh i^uc art noA ntassafM
; -1 1 , • /

foifs Coodusxon thof the DisfncA Coads dur\finsfruc.Yions
A did oof fu\\\[ Convey fhe fOtdoA sfaAtw reared b\[ Abe ka oye
keV Anftj A VH, if2. UrEtl 2d ^f 2.12. Thnse sVV^eaVs shouU
fhutfoce nA be wnprdeA as Cnnffc>V<Vj d Abe ISSUL acvStS

___ in a At Ante Case.

Io



2. CSA and CSAEAs purpose. .ConaressionoAtfAenA
on requlaAorv ConErois-for unaioqutSc□ i j

H.L iAuohes recwks uThe Desiantr Drua EnA&vctmn
Ac A buiVk uoon "

* * \ 1

he. ernrraencAi 5chcduV\na auAhofxEw+o
CnoW Aesian-ec dfua*b wWh th. mW. ‘Subcommittee

___AeVf.koc.A in the Itm C.onaftss' ■see 1SZ Cocwsstona
{Word \A. b A)2~l I S>che dainty (H /io/ IW>\ also Appx,A

" Mo V ton toDismiss G"7k~7o^\

Con^re.^ W dirtdE( spoken Ao the predsc qutsAion
aA issue.. Confess i(yWc is cWf Vie ha\ie crf4tn remtW
AKoA C onyess dues noAv Kick ek phm\As in mousekoks u
dftfrir\G Ant AucLdamtfvAcj deWs oA a ctaukAorv schwt in Vogue.
Aerms or ancdUcv provisions' (oundina \aIVliAiwi v, Amiran
Trucking Assns.If\c..j H°l L.uJ.2T 1 (2tt>lY*ako llniAtd
5t(At<v. ftwktf, M>. kll-CK-SVZOMo U.S.DHt. kais ISZooS
(H.b. W.Y«. Dec.II,2.011?)(“Rt^ohand rtcbffliwdahon thU-
deAendgnVs moEion Ao dismiss be. GmAed^Y

«

7



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

L.\peW Gu^on _____
Date: MZMS
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