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IN THE

SUPREME COURT.PF T£E UNJJTEQV STATES

PETITION FOR’^ekearlr^. after ^ule.^XD

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 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[ ] is unpublished.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 C» to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ 3 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[] is unpublished.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 ---- to the petition and is
[ 3 reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

; or,

The opinion of the ^ -A <* ai»4.
appears at Appendix JSL__ to the petition and is
[ 3 reported at_____________________ . _______
[ 3 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

court

; or,

1.

- i-V'j ^



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
/IPrll Vlt2nmwas

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
, and a copy of theAppeals on the following date:___________

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No.__ A

(date) on (date)

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1). ...

M^For eases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was *//%*)/ZQ 

A copy of that decision appears at Appendix &

[ 3 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____
Application No.__ A

(date) on (date) in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

ffcbbWr Jcrtes asserts tka£ Ketaas denied. ^Fundamental c^nstitutiona.!

to due. Process Jdt Sentencing , iaVere. TeLtLionejr AaKleS mental CAPacdtJ

Presetitei k\m From FulLsI unJersiandlrvj tke. cnnsecjuejncaS oF aceeJPktnjj Restates
Pi £2. deal tkereJai Violating Petitioner AatfeS ‘ dtk , loiK arA 1H4L ^mervimont: Ttu^VAs

aFilie. U.s. constitution and KrticJe. 3 Sections FI and^ a Pike. KississiPP/'
*

CanstitiJttion .
?eiifconer Asnes diSo asserts tkat Vie. Mas denied a.Fundamental 

Oarvstifaifeorial Ricjkt 4r> UueJVnsc^ss at •Sente.ncAniy Mkene. AtJ^y 

deffervlear Tnadfi. ikelr ouin deter mat W\ onVetiUonejr'S Competence. Akeieb^ 

Vibfatina Petitioner !s ltk and. HtV. Amendment-

andPiibUc,



'»*•' • ’/*

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

2ooM. feCiloner . Nietor lfW>aihe Jotfes/iSrM into We. V\Ve Caus\\2 

Cauct. FbuftaeiK Audic.\Ai VtstricJL oF FussissiPPl InA 9\ta. £a\Ri/ 4a 4lOc> counts oF

SeXaal tatter^
W court Sentence! Movies to tLaentS Cla5tears

Citfcmfc

on eacty counteamd -fcUa.4 eAcK 

Counts Vae. Tun consecutively z^iAk one. amlkec For a.-festal oF FarfcJ 0<o):tearS - 

B'eln^ a^rt^ied. 4ka4 kls tfiai course,! And tbe. State ta&Vv^ ^tNarv4*a^e_ oF is 

fitlly Understand 44e_ CanSfi^lteneeS of PleaAin^ ^ui\\4^ Y>e.menial \neaPatU to 

appealed. -v

AW Court of J4pfeals claims 4ka4 ioties canno-t TroMeTteVat \n i&oH be 

Vv&d. ard mental Problems -Qut 4teJ did hot talfe. into account -that 4ke 4100 

-S^usnl Badter charges are fkisiota^icAt in nature. -
live court also made their otan cAtmcal observation, as Consevlnin^ :L 

*rven4a.\ State, at -U\e-ti me or kis' Sentencing //fever chedKvnj Jones rndnizJ 

history«.

W£3



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

PdHtioner trudlS HeVwes tkai If ike united Stales Supreme court uiould kai/e_ 

Prater t) tfe>/iu3eA His toctH of certiorari tike court iuouid Hate granted. P/ddu*\iLri<; 

Petition i for LHii a f certiorari.
8=L&oner kas FulU Tiej^anSiraiei to \ke_ /ifen: Court tk&t be. deserves a. 

ckance. to He Heard. Hd a.?awe-\» and Full* Understands 4Ha.t onli "1% oF cases

tkai are. Filed eack term Ire. being Heard Hi tke United. States SuPreme Court

Pro-Se.B»ui Sri Reiltlonej- Filing
And tke court skould understand. Lukan ard louer court Has abused. tbeac

Vial like casesi Petitioner 5 /evei of aiokrness and Undec-d’lSCretbn in PlealS ar 

StAnddrig during ^CnlJbguS IS Uncleari te-tit\one)r Had. been \n SPecia.1 education

classes His entire life..
Psychologist From hoani insilbuttowS Has €NaXuated Pekiilemejr His Cnit re. 

Ckvldkood up Link \ naui.Cv^entalbJ ineomteWct) ikls did render avoid. decision 

HuU 4a because Petitioner newer (eelMed. JL-mental evaluation or competence

Hearing, according to State 3rd Federal ZataS / -Rule \l_ 1 includes Standards 

Provided In Former .'Rules 5.oZ a*d Q.aH of ike Uniform Rules oFeircuik 2nd

/TvmtM Court. Aka deter mi nation of 4k e-daFenden is menZal comPelenesI Skould 

He made at ike. earliest Prac.it cable date, i dke_ united Sidles Supreme court Has

keld tkat ike Fail ure to maYe. a deter minion of ComPeiencS-

Loken ikere dfC “Reasonable. ftmamds*1 to doukl SucH l s Fundamental 
Constitutional error • ^oe.Tirnflp- Nktalssou-cu M2a us. IfaL.^s.rt . XSiu */3 L £rl lA.

IrtT (WHO fade V. 1kikrnV,»x. ISft >1.S_ I** XL C rf AirLtiA >lA ttKCUddl aLSn 

HUi .so *74*1 lH*l I IK? .

under Rule n.7 . gp/rtlnnc Cb makes it clear tkal Ike. determination

eP ike defendants GomPeiencJ to Stahd trial or ai 3-Plea Heart Is Sefurait

'T^r*



and distinct From tWe_ deAerrrvi nation oF tte. defendariVs Sarvitd at tWe. time.
of-fcke AffexYus.* Sefi. f on PAAin^prs m#yrU.l e-valuationS frtm ISBCl

JinAit rwn\

csitW an examination to \'fsMestiC^Jhe. tVe. defendants 

ofFence...

v4n examination Ac inMes titrate. Competence) mai We com W\we. A
SanitS/ It tW. time ©F tWe.

Pc&vided tkat tke. AuA\e\ad order mattes Tl dear distinction Wetuieen 

-ike. ti*io Purposes for evaluation to ensure. tWat tke. correct le^a.1 <Lritex\als 

are. applied.
^lve_ utCvted Stales SuPnune. court fount in flawraWv.staAp.. ‘ftldtiaAl lACia&U, 

tWat a_?lea could not V>e Moluntari m \W_ Sense, that it. eonstltuteJl an
i

admission t Petitioner did not meat tWiS common sense. Standard.,,mieili^nt 

^pp /ryL:k;i\

ilid Plea IS more. like. JLconFeiSion dkick admits tWat tte.acr-USed. 
did MafioUS adS# \t is InitS SeJkf‘a.ConX/i'c.tion i^oikinc^dSe ffema\nS tut to 

GjlVC. dud^manct BnA. determine. PunistwNejrvt - finikin V./l !VtS U.S
L ■ zA. !Lk(^orarvc.e.» kmcjOnnl*feWnS-

lcn x Coercion , ‘ierror oroiker inducements < BotW SutAAe. and P*\a\ant

dkreaAen IWe. Co rditutionaJAS of a.<^i
Ake_ United States Supreme-Court Weld, in TluSYd M- ItevteAstates. 3(tLiUS.^- 

*4q}. Ua? iRA.c.ri-~1KXL.fcA.nA ft?_M (_\SLot /beixSinCj on tUe.aJbiUtJ to 

CemPte.kend and. understand i falter tUan on Petitioner's PUisicAl limitations 

Congress Was noade. dear Uk&t a court Ce-trcurl or count! elcJ *sWai\ ^ran^

2. mrftinrx VsS ike.Petti oner or tWe. jester ment ffc^ieStmc^ a_ Kedrin^ to,
determme.tWe. rnenta.l competence ©F tke_ Petitioner.

. /
-}We_ JSuPreme. Court ftneVer“ ev/an Considered. ftfotionei& iAftt OF Cfertkarai 

ikat Fulld SWotaed tka.4 Petitioner iaas fully meomPeteivL to understand ard

A<?

7%K .mi t ftfi S,d> fToS . inil.n .n

uiiltl Plea - c.itiv»^ CQdtWxVs ).

J



iuAiuaA Proceedings

ike. defendant mai Presents be Suffering From a mental disease or defect 

Harderl
ttfderSlard ike nature and consequences dr ike Proceedings against V» 

io assist Prefer h) In k£s defiensp.^. i% UA.e.I*il4V car ^
^\^e. court. v\ust luelc^s tkese. oPtion& and Consider ail Passible. / 

avenues io assist VpiiUonev Irakis ^va\\a\ State See -//arPer V.fcvcKfor, _ 

11*1 F. td Ae*l . <2*11 Ctik elf VZViJ, But Statute u.^.c t 41*11 CD Wat once. 
AnS Court. finds SuClv PeasonaWle- cause, ikat Tetiiumcr IS WomPetent ^ it 

SkaJl*1 errant a. request frxr a ComfeiencJ keacinq. .lAYviVcd. Mates ^DotiVm-uS 

~i/j} F. ~\A & i H t d MS - *■!£» ( 4-fk r.i r. ir>n<-{) t tL» cpviermejit kas mandated. k\S
4k.

order under seriiftn KlHl CAl a. mandatory CsYx&it order ) *

fekkon&r reliefs uitm AkvS court fer a.^pkeftCvri^—orvaxl Sa.id issues» 
drvd ike Supreme, court Skould. Y\&Ve kcknouileAqed. Petitioner^ uirli. 
o£..fppfinfari t Because It is a <ya>te. Cue. Process M'lolatien And needs to We 

addreSSedt or a competence Wearing e^gen < io estaWllsW Petitioners menhi 

State,

see, £*kikt. if tkere Is reasonable cause io WeUeve ikat

kvm meKiaUi incompetent Vo tke extent ik&t beds Unable io
m*or

Rdtimer kas FuAU Uemovostrated ikvb 2lU errors tkat too K Piece, 
at kis keafirg aetua.ibl KaA Xadverv/e effect on Ws case and are adequet 

to deserve, encourqment io Proceed futker. >4nd tkat dte.united, state.

Supreme Court Skouid. G^*aut Petitioner 3oties W\S ,fe3keari\nc^ of Nlac3±e.i.kls 

^ranfe
See. Killer-£-/ M- cw-Kell. .u.s. ut.WI %ge$ Hoi 1- 30

A\vis tike>i^yw.dai of

Yds competence /4ariruyof anJotker relief SouqkiiConN/iciiOfs or 3

dssjyti?
1020.

.j/z/ar lW^OJne. intieg
ho siisg

?ei.itionef!



Conclusion

Evidence proves that Petitioner Jones has a history of mental illness and was
" «.•••. ■ >■' r f •./>• ■'

incompetent to understand the proceedings against him.

The petition for a should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date*—&//%! 402m
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