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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

] For cases from federal courts:

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

[] réported at __ ' : ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
P is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at AppendixB+ C to
the petition and is

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

(¥ is unpublished.

[ 1 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,
[ 1 is unpublished.

‘The opinion of the ' v ‘ _ court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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

[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

D4 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Jandie Gth, 201

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

DX A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: May 23rd , 2018 , 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. § 1254(1).
T czcﬁo\'-Hon)/ Se. Pjﬂfar\)eg’s - Adecched Tages ‘o, Juaisdichon e

[ ] 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

[ 1A timely petltlon for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearlng '

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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A broadee RGht o Petion) Hhe Goverad menst
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POoURTEENTH AmEpmenT °
“The Due Process Clavse ot the, Tourteessth Amemol menrt
Pronibrts State. achion S depruesn o Pecson of (fe,
Ieeaty , OR Propesty turthout e process of ke See
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UeSs 1105, |iI57S.Ct. 2252, 122, LeEd. 24 200 ( 19as)
(“we. [42 ®supp,24 B3] mery +0rn) Ho the legislecture
histery 4o iwterpret o SHertute. Only whent the_ Stectote.
s C«mb\auous”); - .
IF @ team 15 ok Aefivedd by stetute - a eovrt-
Covsirees Hhe wwora o occonal  wera "ws '?kuu) OR,
Cerchimary \'f\f\ecuouo%,e See. Svarth v. Uw rtect Stades,
508 U.s. 223,228, 124 Lied.2d 128, 113 S.0 2050,
(19938) 7 see_Mace. Ve Vo "Ry Qreclek Corp., 109,
F.2d 338, 242 (74 QRIS ) Cetviing congressional
tenrt- Fonn ans absence oft EXPreSSIoN 1S A quagmie.
Hra— el pmosHe Ay 4o auosd ,f/) :
“0\0?-\/&/ = Hhe Plaurs \oué?uqa‘a oft g Statote_ 1S
ambiguous, Q court most Fures o e stedute’s .
lesh siathive. hustoay 1w ordter. o determmin e Hoe
wtesrt of fhe Arafleds. See Cramclon ve Drted] !
Hedtes o 4 VLS. 152, 153, 11D s.et. 997 108 Led
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- CvtL Acrion) FOR DePrIVATION OF RiGHTS %
Buery Persen wibho, Undes. color. oF croy  statute [,
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Relielt 4o Vichmns F suchy cleferrerice s _See
Carey v, Polvs, , 425 U.s, 2¥7 254 -257, 55 LEol.
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" Y30 USHBi7 ((°t77); “thes Fourteansih, Amersalrmendt~to o
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'CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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