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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 judgmént below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

to

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[ 1 is unpublished.

to

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

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

[if 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,

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

[i7 is unpublished.

The opinion of the | i court

appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appéals 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 rehearingdppears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of tifhe to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
(date) on (date)

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 /2-09-29/9 .
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
THE UNITED STATES CovsyiTupron, Arricee I, Secroy 7 Aovines

"Tite PeiviLEGE 0F ThE \WRIT OF PrBions Corpus SHALL NoT BE SUSPENORY,
UNLESS \NHEN N LASES OF REBELLION OR.IWASIoN THE fublie SHETY
May REQUME /T, o '

THE W,S. Consyi Tarron, RrRTmaLE T, Secron 2 Proundes THAT
- Vthe Sureems Couer sitaLL HANE APPELLATE JurispicTions, Booti AS To
LAW AND FACT, WiTH SUCH EXCEPTIONS, AND UMDER SucH RECuLATIENS
As The ConGress sipw. mpke, " |

THE U.S. CONSTI Tution, Arviaz IS, Secmon 4, PROVIDES !

"THE aiTizens oF EheH STATE ShAL Be ENTITLED T0 M PeiiLeess
AND iMMUNTTIES OF Qitizens IM THz SeverAL S7ATES,

e U S, ConstiTurion, AMEND MENT X, PrRoVIDES THAT !

"No Person SHALL BE peEpeiluED OF LiFE, LibErry, of fropckiy
WiTHOUT DUE PROCESS OF LAW S °

™e U.S. Constitution, Amendment NI, fROVDES THAT !

Y I ALL GRmiINAL ProsEauTTONS ) THE ACCUSED SHALL ENJoy THE
RIGHT TO A SPEEDY TRIFL BL/ AN TIMPARTIR L TuUry OF THE STATE /irD
DisTRICT WwiHEREIN THE 0LimE SHALL HAVE BEEY Bommyitred . ..
AND TO HAVE dO/})PMLSOﬂcI PrOCESS Fore OBTAINIMNG \NTINESSES N HES
FANOR, AaiD TO HAE THEE ASSISTARCE OF COUNSEL For (1S TeFeros,

THE U.S. CONSTIZUTION, Amenpmenr XTIV , Sceron T PROVIDES THAT ©

"No STRIE SHALL MAKE 00 ENFORCE ANL LAW \WHICH ABRIDGES THE
FRNNEGES ok Tmmun) 75 OF CiTizens OF THE UNFTED STHIES |, NOR
SHALL Arly STATE DEPRIVE Anly PERSoN OF UFE, LiBerRTYy, OR- Flo ,
WITHOUT Duc Process oF LAW, NOR DNy T /77w1 Personl \WITHIN 175
JURISDICTTON TTHE EQUAL waé'zzezmm OF THE= LAWS, ”

THE UNIVERSAL DE eLprATION OF Humpw RiehTs (5T, DEC. 10, /91/5),, ﬁra:IB STHIES !
| .
! Ev ONE HAS THE Ri6HT TO AN EFFECTIvE Eemc—-m/ &7 7HE ComPeTENT

_ NATIONAL TRPunALS FOR. ACTS NIIDLPTING Tz FunMbAmEATAL RiGH7S (GRANTED
Hm &7 THE CONSTI TUTION OR by LAws, Y

3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

PEﬁn‘ouc—z BOL/ETT \A}As CHARGED IN THE 7#/7571:‘5‘/77% \mbICI??L Disnies
:(lowzr FoR. N ALENCA (‘LOuMni/ NEW MEXICO \NITH THE FIRST DEGREE MURDEN
oF DEBRA Roncd , AFTem A FiviE (5) DAYy 7L, THE Tuey Founo Aerimue.

BPoyeTT GuiLty AS CHARGED AND SENTENCED Him 7.5‘/}74 AUTOMATIE. VN DO
1 g &

777'17'&71/ (30) Y LiFiE SENTENCE . STATE Y. 20957-7; DNM.-D~)3/4 -
OR-2004-00065, FPETI7700ER BQ{{EN’ REJCCTED THE SThE Prosezouton's
PLEA OFFER OF SECOND DEGREE MURDER- Fridn 70 TR THAT LouLd

HANE RESULTED IN A FTFTEEN YBir SENTERCE RELEASING PEriTron=re.

ON PRrOLE [N NousmbBer 20ly. [See Pecors D -"Smremenr oF THE
CASE - Prees 1o-22 oF 34 ] |

PETITTONER. 60(14:37-7‘ FiLed A Peo Se PEﬁﬂbA} Fore. R T ofF 8errivesn

0 TE Subeeme COURT OF THE UNITED STATES | po. 16-777Y AFTER

ReLieF WAs DENiED By THE W.s. Counr oF APPEALS FOR THE TENTH

Gireuit, No. 18-2/07, THE U.S. Suppemz CoueT Dew/En REVIEW AND
Deniep THE PE7iron For ReHniNG- _

P=tinoner Baqz;‘rr: THEN RETUAMED TO A/Ew MERTto STATE DiSTRicT
0ouRT, FILiNG 4 PETimion Foe WerT oF Hieens Qowpus on NEW AN "wsxwuszep
OLmmS N THE THRTEEN TH :\JUDPC/)%. DidsTrici caurcr Some UNIEXHAUSTED,
ALAimS WERE Ru;viousui _voz,u/um/m,q DISMISSED &,/ PET7ronETR. TN (. S,
DisTricr bOuer oN ASCOmMENDATIONS /.’><1 M= U.S. MAGISTRATE Duk To
A FIMDING THAT THE FEDERAL Habens Pl=Timbas \NAS MiYED "

- THmy-Foun (34) issuzs Anp Qupins were ipEuTiE -By
. L,[I



Smre; 7 oF THE CASE , Cont'D.

THE LAw OFFICES OF THE PuBilc DEFENDER. [OR THE SIRTE OF NEW

MEXICO O0R _L.0. P D, DURMG THEIR (CONTRINERSIAL ANMD HiGH Ly OBTIZCRED

T0_NoTiCE oF . 5-802(H) (1) Pre - AfPongmENT Revizw ”_FILE paTED
PucusT 22, 2019, L[ SEE Pecorp C - .
PETI TTOMER. BOQ,E?_’_Z SHQWED QUEARLY SUFFICIEMT CROuUNDS ANMD.

2@2&4 obTEcrED 70 Disyrics JUPGE TRMES L. SAncHEZ CONTIMUED
ParTiclPaTioN REGARDING PRESIDNG ONER. [Hs CASE Axlp DD FRe 777n5u,

: z JusGt S =2 OM THE 0S




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

PeTi Tion CR. )3001277' CONTENDS HE IS ENTITLED 70 RELEF _
Pz subNT To THE . 5 ConsT7TUTION ; H*rm‘cus:m', SECTID.N Z WHien GNE<
.77f73 COULT JURISPICIIDN AND /%mmra‘m To Revew THE STATE (OuRrs
FINDINGS OF LAw Anp FACT, AND uwdDex Ruis 10 @) BiEtAuse THe Sme
Courr oF LAST Resorr in NEW MEXICO , THe NBW MExico SuPeems @obérca;
HaS Denied Review OF Perivbwm’s Stime Dismricr Courr PErmon For ,
WriT 0F HABeAs (orhus, Anp THE Smme Districr Courr WeoGLy ALLE6eD
PETIIONGL. \NANED THE SLtimS_STTeD_ THRE IN. |

- ZmPolTANT awésnbus OF FEDERAL LAW 5PEcTrianLLq_ RAarsen imd
PEﬁﬁDMEfL BOo,Err's Smre 5802 Perimon Fon Weiv oF [TApeAs Corrus,
INVOLING  LONSTITUTIONAL RI6HTS DURNG PErimionze’s STRTE Jury TRAL,
WiTH SPECIFT LAMS OF SuBSTANTIVE Dus Procsss Ann ProcepupaL
Du Peocsss NPLATNS WERE Not AMRESSED PeceiseLy o AvcauimEy

ACKNoWLED GZD By THE STHTE DISTRICT CourRT ok THE New Mixito Sufrome

Court,

PcpriNenT QUESTIONS OF SPeeiFic Poparons OF TiE PECord of
Summary THEREOF, SHOWNG THE FEDERAL QUESTIONS WERE TIMELY
Arp Pro PERLY RAISED iM THE FIET INSTANCE AND IN SuUBSEOUENT
APELATE PLERDINGS NCLubike PETITNER'S D8 U.S.C. SECTION 2254 l
Fepchae HABEHS FILED Ju U.S. DISTRICT GOuRT, WHICH -R=commennen "' He
VoLuuTatiny DIsmiss THe "UNEXHASTED . Guains Ann RETuRN To STATE

‘Courr ™ ADTUDTCATE On. GXHAUST THE MERITS 0F THe bLaims. FETirocc:
5 ._ _






Lensons For Gempne Dis levimn Cour'd,
THE Ruie OF LAW sAYS IF THE JNTEREST oF Justice So ReBumas A

2. EXouLPA ENIDEMCE THAT Hpp AM_INJuivaS Ano PREJuDicAL

EFFCr o THE gggg,f BEcause THe \NETeHT 0F ENibencs Prescurey AT

's AL Bs L EVIDENCE FRVORIM G THZE DEFENSE,
w (120] 2L PE cC 'm L 72 NELy Come
CLUS OR._D=1R ) £ [ EXiSTED

AniD_TURISDICTION T ISSUE THE \WRIT REOUESTED Th EN-SURE SUBSTAITRL




Rensons Foe Geayig zte Perigoy Covr’s,

- uer’s &D W/

RiEECUSCTHI® GE MG On Pr=SID NG ONGI THE =73

N EYjco’s CaRewit COx ES A CE 'S Recushe
Bis on Prequpaz ., U. 5. V. Greensead, (1o TH Civ. 1994); Anp_Fop.

APusE oF Disceerin. NicHows N Actey  7) E3d 347, 350 (JoTH O,
CR am ) . Perizvdee. :Bq;fgrv' Filep A Pe-n"ﬁrﬁ/.( foz Werr or

Monpimus, Askiue TiHe New Mevo Sufeeme (Oupr 70 Comber - RESAMSE
0 ! R OF RetusAe =z ¢ DeNiEDd THE. Y
Lonttaty T YUS. V. L Iz E 3 290, 292 Om.20/4).

Ao THE LASE OF Y. S éémm 150 F2d 4, 149 (2 A Cir. (998)
SATD T \NAS AbusE OF DISCPETIEY wz@& JUDGE REFUSES v RESPMD T

53




[~ _FABRrRIcA

WD Accusamions APawr Perihouge , Withhotsi e EX(‘MLP#IQ% ENDENGE

¢ Poritionien's

Peevenred  Anp DenjED Peritimcr. A FRiR. TRRL Couml Yo THE WUS,

oM Tore AND SPECFED ApeapmedTs Pngwms% STATEQ, AmMD THIX CAuSED

THe Fury T \Wewbly Convier Him OF FIRST DELECE MULDER., W Hew e
FACT_Remmous HE SHoT A DANGErousS g THReapayiné PersoN N SELF-
DEFEASE., ConCLLSNO/

(il Loy s

e, T PErimac Sz

nNwmen fo!, 4272

é?géz v Mileen DR
Hoobs, M., 33244

5.4




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

&dﬁ&?&f

Date: J7 ﬁ’Muﬁ'ﬂv't 7/, 2020
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