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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 éppeals appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

[ ] 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[ ] is unpublished.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
the petition and is

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

[V{ For cases from state courts:

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

[\{reported at V P eTaL. S.CR( Vo 30 8";08%,'

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[ ] is unpublished.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

The opinion of the »SUPERIOR Courl F THe VLT, A BOXqu 00821-929  court
appears at Appendix _E.¢ tothe petltlon and is

[V reported at Burle V. HeRbe&T;eTaL a}ClVaNO.SX”IS"CV*SH ; OF

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[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 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.

[ 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

[ ] 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 &%&M__
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

[ ] 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
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

1. 60 0CTober 21,2006 The Pef:tioner QMDY BurKe. Wis Accused DF Murder 15 decree
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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AR Awd T At ViCHIM RS M6T A intont owaf ACROF 157 DeGRee Hukdor , TRidl A% Effied bY woT AddRess,nc-The.
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TRAL ARY. CARLA.BecksTeat DeFiciencies Avd erpors durivg Trial Aud TRAL APPeAL wWAS N6T
WdALess I Cost MR RandY Burke A Cowviction oF 2T desree Mugder and Life wikodt Parole.
MBuKE 6™ Anendment RIGHT To AN E FFecTive Assishiwce OF Couysel Was Vilated ivd The omly
WAY To twdo Thiel A#Y, BECKstelt- ERRORS s To GRAWT™ This WatoF CERT70RARI s MR BURKE PRAYS
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'CONCLUSION

According! Y,

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted. |

Respectfully submitted,

By

Date: MAyi‘} Q\OM




