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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

[\A For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] reported at 701h Uﬁ\ AQP LEXLS ]L}OS' ; or,

[ J has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[V] is unpublished.

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

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[V] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[Vﬁ For cases from federal courts:

The date on Wthh the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was \I 19

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

D/ A timely petition for rehearing was denied }%27 the United States Court of -
Appeals on the following date: June 7 5 019 , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendlx

[ 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).

[ ] 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 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. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Fedew| Kyl of pe\\c\\c Proceduce Eul? 25@)“
B\W@\‘\G:ﬁ\‘s ﬁm£7fw APJ}Q ncmyd bﬂel mvtsjr COi’?J.qulﬂ uncl:af
appoprisle headings and in e order indiceted

(1).. ..
(.. .. - |
("—}‘) O yv'usdi'c.]mc\ slebemet includins

@, ... -
(6) Fhe oasis fur e courk ol CaPP&al& wran'i(:LuQ
Cwil cildions b o\PP\né’ab\ﬂ sla\p\\& pINISIo)
and skhng relevinl fod ¢ es.la\a(ishl@b' |
| )Wi&d\ﬂf\ 6
O
S

(5) o skebement ol Yt assus presented fur reviewo;
((o) 0 concse Sdemet oL e cese selh s oud Jhe
- Jude wlevial do M vsswes sub bed for review
descnbiag Yhe relevian) Pmmé\urc\ Nishorq | ancl
\(\mmjuh‘j e uligs peesealed [oc r»a\/ZaJ ae s
(V]‘) G S\AMMC(-E' bL H’\{ oy vtme/{k AP OiC‘(:chh?
Shedemen) 1o Phe \00357 ond Which musk nok
Me(c\\ repect Y GeQUment

(6 .

)



k4 )

»» reclfcm\\ Eu\ts 0( L\\M Pwtedtw KMU 6@) COGWM n@

Plead mr ~Pled VI? muysk he Cms}ﬂwi & aste T
| 7 do Jus 1, o o

} HC\UQ} Ru\ls oc CJV)' ()ﬂ)(.@clu{e fgu\e [QOOD) C%urds
Joc Re\\e hom G HY\,L‘ )udjrﬂm\/ Orw of . Proceedms,

On W\ohm and wh-dems Yhe uu}mcg rellive o
PU(1 of ik \eSa\ fepr%mhhve from . l’lLUMSMeﬂ)r
- O(dﬂf o0 pmcc&@\ll‘%fwﬁ)&yﬁ go lOtJVB eanns,y

2 PR s,

)
3) .

™ ™ )Lxdgmcq) s vod:

o (B) s
b) C“ﬂ\( OMW {mm lhal )MSWes el \eg

% USCS 2% bl .

(ﬁ) Jn o hebes prus pmceed n 2‘3 of G Proceedmgf
~under_sechion 2255 [25 i $ 6] befure 6 dighic)




5&

- Judge e hine! ol shall be 514%%@c-iio_rev lew, 0N
e cireutd in which |

-~ oppesl, by he couek o appecls fur
_ Ahepogeeding isheld,

(O Unless o cvreund jushiee or Judse assues @
~ Cerkhoale of a;zpeal_c‘bsl}{T , G appesl oy ok e
Aaken b W coudd ol appecls Srom-- "

EB)AN finel orde in @ pmcudi@ under sechn

BB USRS
(DN bk ok oppeclcbildy mey_ssue under

. passruph (1) ooy if she opphical has modea

-~ subsanbiel howing ol Y dinic] ol a

~, Cuns\ilu}'lom‘«\ ngh}f.. ‘

C (3 Whe chbal o oppeclebuliby unde purasiepn ().
o chall mdiale whith specibi” wssue o (Sues
. sahishy e showing required by pacagreph (2)

29 008 2 Tl ol ddemindiin

Co (leghy) gt




STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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