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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:

to

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendlx
the petition and is
[ ] reported at v ’ : ; Or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

to

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

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

[ 1 is unpublished. '

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

[ 1 reported at ; Or,

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

[ W1is unpublished. ‘

The opinion of the qrh dud VO a,\ . Q)‘rc\;\'\' Cou f‘\’ court

appears at Appendix -3 to the petition and is

[ ] reported at . or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[41s unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] 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 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).

M/For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was B,uﬁud'_")_,zmi

A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _F____.

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

appears at Appendix _NfA .

[ 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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Ll;h‘\'ed) SYyates CDK\S'\'\\'\T\A’\;\ﬁh Alﬁ&ncx«mn'\' py

"Ml Persons born of wmaturalized v the Unived
Stotes 5 and Subieer 4o Hee Junsdhelan ‘-\-\wev.re,og
are chizens of the Unted Stales toberein Yhoy
restde. No &tote Svall pake or enborece any
low which 3hall abndes the Privileaes or

fmmun“:w,s of CiFiaens of Yhe Unied Stoves 3
Nor shall any shate daPm"ve, ony Person ot -\;FL)
Wbety , or Profecyy wovthoud due Prococs o

\aw . nor denv Yo any PemEsn wibPhinm 11z

dunsdidrion ¥he 2aual P(bhdHﬁ(\ ot the \aws.>

Umted Shates Consﬁ\’u}\'ﬁm J\wwma\fhan% S



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

1.On October 1™ 199 ¥ hBtioner P_rﬁ—arec\ a Plea

neaohahion for o Ohrorae oF Buralasy of an unsccufred

Shudue CommBed on dune 39.,399% tase number
CR-9E-8T11\ P.

L. Cebihonee also had another Pexding charge of
(’)u«a\am of on Unocculied Styucture Qex'd;nﬂ
L) Hhin the .CIH’ dudicta) Lircuny  Comentred on
Avaust 31.199%  Prior Yo Yhe Plea nea ot aons
Case number ¢R-9F- 1290

3. PQ};HDM,{& Counse aAvs'seA i Auemna the
Pleo. Nneaoh athons FnaY \n\s -h\)o P&n&ina Coses

CR-9%-8IN B and (R-9%-1996 woere Coneordae,
would he Serﬁ'e,nc_z,c\ aY Yhe Same HT1me and

that e addudicotion of aumlr would be
LvHh held. Counsel adwised PeriFones Hhat the

(‘,\nare;es ‘C:ou\A vot be used Yo enhance. oo
Subseauent Sentence, CAMA. A a} Y 1

5



STATEMENT 0f THE ¢A3SE CtoNT. )

9. P&*:\\’.\OOU had been v SPecva) \earming c\\mcx\o\\"ﬁ'ﬂ
Classes Yws entire educahiono) Career oand o

e hme of Yhe Pea neashatioas ad o Lourth

avrade  SYO) \evel wn llanauaae [Re g,at AP D T

5. Dn Aen) 26,1949 FehYionee believed Hhat Yhe
Plea was honortd af¥er Vieona a records
ChecK and Seoreshert frefared by Yhe Hlonda
Defarkmenty of Correchions ~The disPosthon date

of Case vUmbers CR-4%-%118 and CA-4% - 14490
ace dated Dotober T 11948 ond the Sentence
Was $hree (3) vears Probation . CAPR. A o) Exidbit A

. On ?‘(onmbe,( 3 0000 Pehtiomec wWas Yaken

"'r;M on Case number €5L-a4Y-14490 'arrs» ‘Foun&

Auilty of buwralary and SenYesice Pursuavry +o

Olovrda Rules of Comwnal Procedure 3.703 (21)

CLase vumbey CR-4%-¥INB  wons ui:\\”n,eA) OsS Ao



SR

STATEMENY of THE CAst (ConNT.)
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ALASONS oR GRANTING THE PETTTION (ConT.)
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REASONS  FOR GRANTING THE PETITION (CouT.)
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REASsNS FOR GRANTING THE PeTTTIoN (conT. )
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au\sws 'FoR GraNTTNG ™WE PETTIVIoN (CouT )
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted, @

Dervver Tvan ‘/\/i)Son

Date: OC?"Obl’,( A ,,();0' g
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