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QUESTIONS PRESENTED 

Ought I have right to a jury trial? Also a civil action due to my State criminal 

conviction being reversed? 

LIST OF PARTIES 

[ ] All parties appear in the caption of the case on 
the cover page. 

[x] All parties do not appear in the caption of the 
case on the cover page. A list of all parties to 
the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the 
subject of this petition is as follows: Harvie 
Wilkinson III, Barbara Milano Keenan and Clyde H. 
Hamilton. 
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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 
[x] For cases from federal courts: 

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

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

[x] is unpublished. 

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

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

I is unpublished. 

I For cases from state courts: 

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

11 reported at ; or 
I 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is unpublished.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 

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

] is unpublished. 
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JURISDICTION 

[x] For cases from federal courts: 

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

I No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case. 

[x] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the 
United States Court of Appeals on the following date: 
June 4, 2018, and a copy of the order denying 
rehearing appears at Appendix A. 

I 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) 

[x] For cases from state courts: 

The date on which the highest state court decided my case 
was June 26, 2015. A copy of that decision appears at 
Appendix H. 

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 

(date) on (date) in 
Application No. A 

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED 

United States Constitution, Amendment VII [1791]; In suits at common law, 

where the value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of trial by jury 

shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury, shall be otherwise reexamined in 

any court of the United States, than according to the rules of the common law. 

STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

The plaintiff Antrone Arness Thomas, Pro Se filed a pristine civil action in the 

United States District Court for the District of Maryland'. Motion for Leave to 

Proceed in Forma Pauperis. Granted by J. Frederick Motz March 31, 2017, 

including confirmation of a served summons to the defendant (see Appendix Q. 

Mr. Thomas also requested a jury' pursuant to (requirements authorized by 

the Clerk of the Court for filing) the civil docket sheet signed September 6, 2016 

and Amendment VII of the United States Constitution. 

1 The district courts shall have original jurisdiction of all civil actions arising under the Constitution, laws, or treaties 

of the United States (June 25, 1984, ch. 646, 62 Stat. 930; Pub. L. 85-554, § 1, July 25, 1958, 72 Stat. 415; Pub. L. 94-
574, § 2, Oct. 21, 1976, 90 Stat. 2721; Pub. L. 96-486, § 2(a), Dec. 1, 1980, 94 Stat. 2369.). 

2 s 44 Reverse (Rev. 07/16) Civil Cover Sheet; Case 1:16-cv-03112-JFM Document 1-1 Filed 09/09/16 Page 2 of 2. 
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION 

The Court should affirm review of Mr. Thomas' petition for a writ of 

certiorari. Based on the facts that the U.S. District Court nor the attorneys for the 

appellee dare to challenge his right to a jury. Also due to the mitigating opinion' of 

the defendant's assistance of counsel (see Appendix I). 

"it is clear to me that your conviction has been reversed,". 

CONCLUSION 

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted. 

Respectfully submitted, 

I; 7M.  IN. ~ WE mi ffia I A W ~4,-W—NAN 40  

Date: .JuEvL ZOIS' 
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