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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
(mepfép CAeTAL QkS€>

o Wued A Pﬂ‘“‘*‘fk of LAW |S MATERLALLY VITAL TO A DEEADANT 18 A cLmipAL
CASE A TRIAL CoulT €AN T Méf(&l_y pgpugg & DEFEM VE u\)s'—rﬁut(',ﬂo;/\l qur musl ccczg(,t
THE (NSTRUCTIoN AND GIvVE T N THE l’/or"éﬂ FDQM @m&.om) VJH(&LG\[ V. C»Mmﬂ(e)dhl%

UL vh ., 753 (14713) Ace 1d " Fishgack v. Comv\a:\lwea\l'h 26s VA, [ot{(‘zaoo)

'—[_HE FIRST QuEsTiod (N My CATE (S NOT WHEATHER THE Clécour courT Fauep TO

CockeET A bofemvc INSTEUCTIoN | INSTEAD Yok MUST DPECIDE WHEADMEL THE Cowdts ANSWER
To THE :mA?.oth QUESTION wWiks W FALT  DEFECTIVE AnND ;Nkccun_krc?

OTH\E secomnt Question IS H"W e j—“ﬂ‘[; Qugetion SHoulp HAVE BEEW ANSWECED 5o THAT

e 3“""{ Coue BE PZOPQ'ZLY INFd‘eMED AND CoulD KEADE:K t Fag TRIAL TO BoTH (ALTIES
WHILE f)ﬂe.rees/m) THE SEPARATI-N oF THE JuplciaL B@mcm' Fuactiod OF AQ’EI{/N) runisdment

A THE EXECUTIVE TBRrAncHS FuncTiod oF Afbmwtfreﬂ/dj ve Puanish maat,

. A%/L THE CASE WhS SubmiTeo To THE Juey FoL SenTeaciny PEUBERATIns THE

B 74 « » - i

LF€ senTenE, THE DECINTIo oF LiFg Imprisonmet o TERMS of \/“M—S'?

\F A KUVSE S NoT peamiep To 90 INTO HOW A L(FF SEN’ENCC (S CALCULATED, THed WH\/

IS HE of SHE PERmnTeD TO (NSTRUCT THE Juky THAT “Lige meANs Lch ?Tms IS what you Cabl
A DURE STANDALD, SOMETUNY THRT (S Apphigp UNEQUALLY,



LIST OF PARTIES

[\/I/ All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] 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:
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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

[v/J/ 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,

[ 1 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[v] is unpublished.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 _& to
the petition and is

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[\1is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

[ 1 reported at ' ; Or,

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

[vI"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

[ﬂ/ For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was S(p-l—mb.(& L%, 20td

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

[ﬁ/ A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: SAPuALy 23,20(1 , 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).

[V{ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Wﬂ"
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix B~ & Octobel ¢, 2ols

Vﬁ timely petltlon for rehearmg was thereafter denied on the following date:
" , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendlx e s

?cbrmﬂy 2,26l¢

[ 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

VipL AT ler UPDER BoTH THE FoURTEETH AMENDMEST to e Uatep Stetes
Constirution, AND 70 THE RIGHTS T K FAIL K RELIABLE SERTENGLey DETER munATion

UpEE THE  Clyurt h menp e T

u-\{p\geaoo\gﬂ Vi COMMONWE—ALTH, 258 VA . 347, 3‘47;%"’1&[;5"{;5(,7_4 (,02‘;{_ GG (cho
vh. CoD €. 9. 2-264.2

i ) o . .
S Rampass V. Awgelost. 530 us 15C 21T S.CT. 212 (2000)
e .

()

. A WD
LBl Ve CommonwWEALTH ) 264 VA . 172, 117 se.1d N

vA. cODE- 53. i-4o. o

o 28 u.s.C. 2t01(e)

N



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

o O Jnvungy 4, 20M4 THE Cougt WAS PLANUJ WRONY AND ELLED AS A Mkﬁe( oF LAW WHER
T INSTRUCTEp THE TuRy THAT “LiFe MEans Life". THIS ReSPossE wWAS NOT AEPOPRIATE AND ALSS RULED
&y THE Supremé Couer " (N NOUMEROUS CASES 10 BE Found INFCCUCATE T ALSOe (ED THE SURY T
LELIEVE AND SPECULATE THAT | wWollld SEAVE THe FulL TERM oF A LIFE SEATENCE | NERRTING THE
ctATRIE PARMLE | At ACT OF EXEwTIVE PAEZPON of CLEMERNY. kS g GeERAL PuLE

K DEFENDANTS SENTERCE A& DURY {5 NOT PEemITIED “TO CONSIDER WHRT MAY Hixfped
poteT, - ’

PoSsisiLITy of 9
e o

K DETERMINING

i’i’O p DEfensanT AFTER A (€

) AFTEK THE CASE WAS SUpM ITEd TO THE July {io[” SEIOT'WCtMﬂ DELIRERATIONS THE Jugy
ASKED THE ©LLOWIN G QUEST oS WE WARTTO Kaow Txheriy; wqﬁs‘ THE TERM ©O& Kk LIFE
STNTENCE ; THE DECINITION oF LIFE IMERISONMENT i TERMS 6F VEALS, | STATE THAT Tue CuecalT CodlT
CORED BY STATE AND FEDERAL LAW IN AfFIRmING THE JUDHEMENT RECAWSE T COTS  RESPONTE 1NV TR
SPECULATE ASouT THE TIME L woutD SERVE OF A LIFE SENTRAE . (T ThiNTED THE JUR(S

THE Jugy 0
' GALPING THE ATPEOPRIATE PUNISHMENT For THE OFFERSE.

pecision K€ |

o ML THE LOWER COueTS THey AYLEED THAT f TRIAL JUDWE HAS BRoAD DISCRETION (N
3“‘““3 O DENYING [NSTEUCTIo REQUESTED AND Do€s NOT ARUSE HIS DISRETION BY FML‘"‘jT@
MoDEY A CoRRECT STATEMENT oF THE AW 0N THE MeRE QHANCE THAT A Juey MAY NOST FiLL ow
CLERLY WRITEN wsTRucrion S THE CoulT mUsT RESPUFD Fully AND COMPLETELY (& Podd> A
PRAPER NQURY B THe Juey BV ¢ uE INGUIEY 1S MADE DUk E LIBERATIONS ,

‘THE TRIAL COUMTS INSTRUCTION WAS BLRONC S BECAUSE (T DID RET Fally iNFolm THE _mkv
4PN THE POINT TO WHItH THEIR INQURY WAS PRE rED. [T 15 Ul KELy THAT SoME MEMBEAS OF THe JURy,
INFLUENCED BY THE iMpLoptr REMARY By THE JUDYE, AGREED To FIX THE MAXIMUM PENRALTY; WHEN HE Ok,
SHE OTHERWISE WOULD Hrve YOTED FOR A LESSER SGNTEME.CH{;;JCE THE FORMANS RES pmse)“’mp;r's ALL
NE NEEPED TO KnoW], (SEG. tanL TR AU pryE. qg)

o THE TRIAL CHRT AnD THE LIVEL COUETS AGREES TO THIS  LIFE meAnS LIFE TTRuCTIoN, BuT
TS (N CORFUCT WITH OTHER DECISINS MAE M CASES SUCH S " WolFE v, Communst ¥, 265, v 145
(1003) " betl V, dome'eklw;',‘ T4 VA T2 (zorﬂ.)“ ‘fm&eo%h Vo Commopwealth, 258 V& 374(19a0)
Anp * RAmohss Vi ANS)GU’JE; us VA 120 ST 203 (2000). To Be Found INACLURATE Ade BELIEVT:
10 BE SPECULATIVE,

o N SiMe of THESE CASES THE DEFENDAAT WAS PRUTECTED FROM SpECULATLEN ACCURING BECAUSE
e "Le mEAS Liee” justeucrion WAS DENIED, BuT | WAS NoT PRTECTED FRoM SPECULATION  APD CRUEL
ARD UNUSUAL PUNISHMENT BECAUSE |7 WAS Gwen. k L1FE MEANS L16E" INSTRUTION (S SO CommonLy

PEMY USED WITHOUT THE KNOWLEDGE Of T PEIN G SPECULATIVE, P tTs RWED T0 BE FounD SAFE TO
SAY, THER TS ALSe SAPE F0R THE JuUpYE 70 EXPCAIN HOW A LIFE SENTENCE IS CRLCULATED WHEN ASKED,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

._Puams SENTEN CE  DELIRERNTTONS mg O'UR\( ASKED THE TRARL 3(ADO\)€ fot. THE DeEbNTTON

OC LICE (MPRISOOMENT 1N TERMS 66 YEALS (5ee.mAL.T£.fh|m @Ages,qmqe).we .ﬁiAl; Jﬂbgg
INSTRUCTED THE JUROR'S:  WELL , IKNOW Wi \T 1S, 8UT T CART TEL ol S*AT “Lie is Lire; OKAY Yol
SEATENCE ACCORDING TS THE INSTRUCTIGNS, BT | CART QET INTO HoW TS CALCULATED ; 0KAy? now
| DONT GNDERSTANP IF THE JUDGE STATES HE CANT go IWTO o 1S CALCALATED Tt Wy wrogm
THE TuRy THAT “Life means LiFe P | STATE THRT WELE A Lre means Lire msrucmion 1S e
QVEN THE TuRy TENDS To AR LiFe IMASINMENT OVER ANyTAIRG BECAUSE 1T QVES THE ASSUER N
oF No RELEASE THE JURDES SHeuwp Mave BEGN TOLD THAT [T WRS THER Bty (F Thoy Four> g lzccuseb
QuiLTy TO IMPOSE  Sucd SEwiEneE AS SEEmED Td THEM To &E JUST, AND WHAT May HAPPEN AFTERWARDS

W » 4 3 ‘ 4 M‘S QMGST{GM
as NOT THEW CONCELN NOT LIFE MEANS | ipg, BECRUSE THIS TRUTHEUL ARSWER TO we W CoNSIbE
N THAT \NERE  SPECULATIVE AND INAPPROPRIATE Fof THE TUly T X

) +HE PODR. TV PARATIELS T " ‘
OF(—D T 1s TrovgeT NECESSARY T0 TELL THE SURY NT T9 SPECULATE BT THE (CORMATION QER, THET IT5 SHFER
0 |

NOT T {')we THE IRFORMATR AT ALL."TiE FRMANS RESPONSE As, THATS AL WE NEEDED To I(now,
(see.Tone 721 pAgE 4¥). WHICH GRVE AN ASSamptiod T8 SPECULATICR,

N Men A IRINGIPLE OF LAW 1S MATERIALLY VITRL 7o A DEFERDANT IN A CRIMINAL AASE ATRIAL
COUET CARUST €ty REFUSE A DEFCCTNE INSTEUCTIn! BUT MUST COPCECT THE '“5T¢“°Tf°'* “f‘:‘ QIve fren
THE PRUPER FoLm THE FlesT I1SSUE ¥ My CASE 15 WOT WHEATHEE THE CMET FAILED T0 CORRCCT A DXFECTIVE
(WSTRUCTION INSTEAD You MUST DECIDE WH%TL-(EZ fie CoulTS ANSWEL T8 THE WZG“-LS@&\;:Z?J Sw:: iNHA\/&:
FACT DEFECTIVE, (NACCURATE AND SPECULATIVE . THE ‘SFCOMD.SSME is How THEKZ:DZZ f\ucmit ‘TK‘\:‘LL‘; o

REp 6 THNT THE WY Cauto BE PRoferLy nfoemc Arp TS SING  PUNISH
S (eceaying THE SEPALATION of THE JUOICIAL BEANCHS FUNGHiod oF ASTESSING PUNISHMEAT AND
Ptﬂéie\‘::;{fe ?;mcu?@mwoa 0k ADMINISTERING THE  PaNISHMENT.
TH .

7 cAsE ECieD WolrE Y, Comw\o&wwuﬂ: 265 VAL 143 (2003) THE chpmaL
MURDER. DEFENDANT WAS NET ENTITLED To INSTRUCTIoo) 1N RESPOrSE 0 JURS QuesTion :‘_1“‘5 cou "T“Q_““ﬁ
DELIBERATIONS 1 PERALTY PUASE OF TRIAL, THAT THE WD Life " MeanT THE “DCFGMDA ‘ NS&TUML (L)Ft:f:/
Cacl A INSTRACTION WIWLD HAVE BEE INAZCURATE BOCAUSE 1T WOLLD HAVE NEGATED T:Z e gPUTY P ey
DELLHSE THEOUGH A ACT OF EXECUTIVE PRRDON 0R CLEMENCY, THESE MS31BILITES WEFE IVRFPORIATE Fiﬂ
A JVEY T ConSteel BECAUSE Suc (wfoLmATioN Conlo CAUSE THE UUQ\( To Sffcuu\fﬁ I‘\ﬂ? SuCH SPECULATIoN
1S INCONSISTENT WITH A (g TRIAL ASD MOHT RESULT 19 A HARSHER SCNTENCE THEN WIMLD OTHER WISE

BE WARRANTED.

|n TME - MOST  ReCed



y \ ‘ [T
I\ Bee v, Commonweat, 264 Vi 1T2 (2o02), DUk g THE (e LTy PHASE DELIBELATINS,

THE JuRy INGQUWRED;" ANDERSTANDING THRT IMpeIS MENT Fol LIFE meads No PoSSIBILTY OF PrRote, IS
THERE AN OTHER why 1 Re RELEASED FRoM Pelsop? RecoqNizing THAT 3€au\ﬂuc REeASE WAS Nor
AVAILABLE T THE DCFedDANT  ConvieTED of CADITAL Mueoer |, tHE CoRTs PRofoseD Alswed whs “No~ 6T
Wien THE DEFERDANT HAS EEE{“ CoWNICTED of CATAL MURDER . THE TDEFENDART RyREED W TH THE {LEsPINSE

Ly g Coufr, but THE Commonuwtaitty oBJIECTED BECAUSE THELE Coutd Be OTHER M\,is' Fog THE PECENDANT
ColVicTED OF CAPITAL MULDER To BE RELEASED ERLY ,suci AS By Ad AcT of ExecuTvE paROIN op CLEMENL Y.
To ANSWER THE QUESTION TRUTHEULLY WOALD THERE FolE REQUUE THAT THE TuRy B€ iNFoRED ABUAT SutH
THW?)S P\KgukED ‘,THE CommonwEALTH, C‘,wcwbmf) THAT The Commopwenurt WAS CoRRECT, THE ConllT
Then TolD JuRoRS THAT THEY WoulD Have T0 ety ol THE CUIDENCE THAT THEY HEARD, AnD N STRUCT oS

PECIDING THE PAPISHWENT. [ THE QOULTS VIEW A TRUTHFULL ANSWEE To THE

MREADy PLESENTED WN |
' PeNep THE PSOR TO MATERS THRT WELE SIECGLATIVE A

Yug 0RS QUESTIeN LuLD PAVE
{NARPLOIRIATE ol THE Juey To CONSIDER,

V. Ccmmwwemnq,zss’ vA. 3T (iqq‘i)) \T STATES WHERE [NFolmATIoN ABOUT

1 Taesrougu
Py TO IMPISE A HARSHER SENTENCE THAT IT

OTENTIAL  POST- SENTENCING 1R0CEDURES Coup LED AJW
OTHERWISE MigHT SUCH MATTELS Ay NOT BE PRESENTED To THE Jury. THUS (TS BEEN HECD (&) THIS
CommonWEALTH THAT (T (S ERRoR FOR THE THIAL Cosgy To INSTRUCT The JURY THAT THe DEFENRAST Wl (>
BE ELigIBLE Fop PaRoLE OR CUuLD BEREFT fRom An ExEcmj\[é Aet of PARPON OF Q_L[ME.\}Q\{j‘uy‘JQu‘ESTwSJA&y
T WAS THIS LONY STRRDING RULE wmm‘ PROMPTED THE TRIALS Coutrs (REFUsAL) oF YAMM%H 5 Peofreren
“Life means LcFG" iNSTRUCTT o ARD (TS RESPONSE 16 THE :yub,‘s QUE STisd QO_MCE(N('Jﬁ THE M‘EAN)Nﬁ

of K LIfE SEnTERCE,

» . . A3} W
iNL(M@Qouch [ THE TRIAL COURT REFUSED His L€ MeARS Lice insStrRucTion ) STRT(NG
TUAT (T WAS NOT APLOPRAATE UNDER THE CUERENT STATE oF LAW iN Vneswk WERE e CommodwEALTH

QeLies only oF THE ViLenNess AGARAVATING FACTUL, As e Sapeeme Couer UpHALDS e oML
couRts DECISIoN, “VA, COPE. 1A, 2-2-64. Z »

o |N My CASE T WAS Ruiep THAT‘A Lire means LiPE” INSTRUCT IoN WAS SUEFICIENT
Fol K NSTRUCTION TO BE GIVEN To THE July,

N YML(SQWSH; THE QU SENT A QUESTION o THE TRIAL SUPYE , THe TR udge

|NDICATED T0 BOTH CUASELS THAT (TS THE SAME QUESTION WE ALWAYS HAveﬂ* T 3‘*&\/2 N

r



. ! P .
b Wit \[ou FLEASE PEEINE Life 1N paison ?’_’DOES THAT WMEAN YoUR ENTIRE LIFE 0 TOES 1T
HAVE A CBRTAIN UmIT SUCH AS 1T eArsS, (IS THERE K SPeciFic. LIMIT ALeeany 1?)

K\)«z&mg\umghm URGED THE TRiAL COURT TO DEFINE Lic€ 1npeisodment S Lire
IMPRISUNMENT WITHOUT THE PosSIBILITY oF PAROLE,

. fA\L’ﬂwuch (N My CASE THE July WAS [NSTRUCIED THAT LACE \MPRISONIMENT MEANT
"LIFE impRIscumenT WITHUAT THE PoSSIBILITY OF PAROLE, [T STIL SHUWS THAT THE SuRy LAS STILL
CoNFUSED ARD MISUNDERSTOSD WHAT THE \WRMEN INSRUCTIAN MEANT AND Die POT NEJATE
THE EACT THAT THE JUeQy STIL ASKED THE bejé THE (“OU.O'\»)NE) (:)MESTIDN:“ NE WAPT TO Kew E)(’\-CFLyj
WUATS THE TEQM FOR A LIFE SENTENCE, THE DEFINITION OF LIFE (MPeIsUNmENT IN TeRms of \eags.

*j;\EQE'S ONLY TWo (‘L) QuesTiodS AS o THE ReASOVING OF LMy TUIS QUESTION WAS
Asked. Numeee one (1), 1+ WAS ASKED BECAUSE OF THE CONCEEN OF EAELY RELEASE OF SOME SoRT
SucH A5 WEong AN ACT OF ‘EV&CU\TNE PARDON , O CLEMENCY, OR NUMBER mo(z)_rrww usE
SOME MEMBLES, OF THE JuRy WANTED THE “ASSUEMCE" TWAT | WAS NEVEE goingTo BE RELEASED
fRom PRISON. =

‘N y RM/\DP\SS V. Amgewﬂﬁ‘: US.WVA . [0 S.CT 213 (’loob), [T STATES THAT DURING THE
JUROR DELIGERATIONS, THE Juby SENT A NOTE 1o THe JuogE ASLING THE FulLowing QuesTiaN ¢ IF ‘THG
DEFCNDANT |5 GIVEN K LIFE SENTENCE; IS THERE f fOSSIBILITY of PAROLE AT SME TimE Beple
HIS NATUZAL DEATH'? Ty DEFENPANTS COMNSEL SUGYESTED THE FILLOWING RESPONSE; You MusT ner
CoMCERN YOULSELF tolth MATTERS THAT WILL 0CCUR AFTER \ou 1MPOSE \fsul SERAENCE, BUT \ou
MAY TMPOE THAT \oug STHENCE WL B8E THE LEGRL SENTENCE |MPsSED o THE CASE. RATdee
THAN %wmg ANy KNP 0F SIEAGHT FILWARD ANSWER AND PATHER THAN P€£mrms43 COUNSEL TO

A THE DEFERDANTS [NELIGIBILITY THE CouRT I’MSTKMQTED)“‘]JO& SHoulD ImPeSE SucH

fUNISHMEST RS Yol FEeL 15 JUST UNDER THE EVIOER(E AND \Jou ARE NOT To CONCERN ouldELF
. oo

W\ TH A RAT mﬂ\i HAppg,J DFTEAWALRS. TS UNDISPUTED IN THIS CASE THAT THE ABSENCE GF A CLEAL

(SSTRUCT 10 MADE A’DerEQENQF“ﬁ'(E QUESTI Y [ISTLe 'DEV\i\ONS‘TEﬁTEQ THAT PRROLE "‘JEL\a(QiLﬂ'V

WAS lW\PORThNT 10 TUE leﬂ,V,N\’P THAT The :W\Q\' WAS CONFUSED  AGuur W HETER # “L1¢E S@TEMCEH

TRUY MERNS LIFE 0L WHETHEL T MEAdS Like SUBSECT T The PvssiBiliry of PARME 62 §ome

Form OF EARLY REEASE. MORE CRITICALLY THeee (3) TURRSRS SAW TUAT (F THE TURY KAEW AT

N i ‘ - — , > A ‘
“RAMDAgs THE DEFENDRNT WOULD HAVE NEVEL QTien OUT OF PRISON , ey \IULD HAVE g \vEw



Lo “LIFE" RaTueg THEN DEATH. Two () MOIE OF THE JUCLORS BEYOND QUESTIoN STHTED
THAT (F THEY WoulD HAVE HAD THAT ASSUZANCE THAT HE WOULD NOT BE RELEASED From
Peasol THEd THAT Woaly HAVE @Een THE pesult ArenYy AW 0f THE TURROLS,

MNFOIZNNMGL\(,TH\S \S THE CXACT SAmE  ConFusion AND SPECULATION THE 'suuoe_'s N

MY CASE WAS Up hgRINST, %y THE JUDGE TEWING THE JULRORS “rHaT "L 1€€ means Lice” we
GAVE THAT RSSURANCE THAT [ WoulD NoT 6k RELEASED,

‘Hg Su?(&ﬁmvg C/ou\f:( F\@RQES AND Rules IN FAVER bE THE COuLTS iN THESE CASES THAT

N LICE Means Liee' INCTRUCTION 1S NOT AQPROPRIATE BecAUSE S INAECUEATE AND SPECULAT(VE
[\ﬂv MigHT gesuLy To A HalsHEL <epTeNCE THAN woulp memcsg Be WHRRANTED, thiec

s Y”‘”’QW‘W V. C"MW“’WEMT“ Walre v, CONMonemm Pew V. CemMowweAL’H 0@
KAN\Dkss V. Apg@w«JE rrS CLERL THA"I\N IN ST LW ond THﬁ( “LiF€ means L(Fg 0R L(pg
MEANS THE DEFENDANTS NATUR K L Lice ot Even & Tmmmu, AnSWER Sucu AS “NB T sﬂLL

LEADS TO ASSUmpTIoss 0F SPECuLATION, To THE QUESTIONS ASKED B TuLgopS [NVOLYING
THE DerINITION of A L\Fe SENTENCE 1IN Tems 6F EALS.

ne

—Tue ONLy SAPE AND ACCURATE ANSWEL THAT SHouLD Be Gen IS; THG ONLy WA ‘ CAN
Wi THE S\ﬂ\lé QUESTION UNDER THE RESENT LAW N ViRgiNIfr, 15 T0 SAY THAT | CANT
D THAT 15 THAT N SN"ENC,Nj Jou MUST Do \WHAT you FEEL \S PPPRUPRIATE
AND EVIDEN(E (F THIS CASE AND NoT CoNlEeN YO\A(LsCLF
Oe AN OTHEL STATEMENT ‘meN THIS S\WILAR WATURE.

ANS

ANSWEL (T,
UNDEIL FHE CMEUMSTAN CES
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