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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 

[ I For cases from federal courts: 

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

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[ ] is unpublished. 

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

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[ ] is unpublished. 

For cases from state courts: 

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix A to the petition and is 
[ ] reported at ; or, 
[ ] 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is unpublished.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, 

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is unpublished. 

1. 



JURISDICTION 

[ ] For cases from federal courts: 

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

[1 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: , and a copy of the 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix 

[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). 

For cases from State courts: 

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was -_I - 010 I 
A, copy of that decision appears at Appendix 

[ ] 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 this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a). 



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED 

A) TE SiXTH AMEDMJT A ?EPO& AaQ.USED OF 
P CTh/v\ HAS YtIE RieWT Th .ft SPEEDY TIIuL. BY Jvi' 
RAJO 70 / .)_AH'ER Wito WiLL PESaAfr HIS 
CA5EAA)D aM.L J,T,AJESS!ES Yo HIS SJFEMc.E 

) THE FOUTEENTh f/'EADMaA)T 
A cLTZEJS OF THE U,Uio 
aTZE,is AR q0A-RAA)--l̀eF- 0 
•U!)DER i LA/ 

/RMER SLIWE5 
TATES. f11-L 

E-uPL oTC-TtO!) 

c) 1H6 Fi11H RMEA)D/E!'JT PgoPL-E 5V!DPEC.7JD 
OF Rou CRIMES MU1 -BF F1A4ALL' &Ica1SEO 
BY P  6Q1&D TuRt? , ?EoAi Ci,v,t'or BE ThIED 
1R ThE fliicE9 OR 6E FORCED Th 
UP EVID/CE• i€t,T5 

E I GHTh aM EMDAAJLam 

CThN\E FIRE  POTEaTaD 
:BPtit, AMD --1--IA)F,5 ND 

PEdPLE f1CCu5 OFft 
UREAGoNfLE 

Foi'\ CRUEL U15MEJT 

3. 



STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION 
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CONCLUSION 

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted. 

Respectfully submitted, 

HE  I 


