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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 appeals appears at Appendix P\ to
the petition and is .

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[ 1 has been des1gnated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
M/ is unpublished.

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

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M is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix M/ A _ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ___ ; Or,

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

[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the court
appears at Appendix ,M,L to the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

M For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was DECEMBER \A, TOYE

[“’f 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 .

[ 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).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was NI
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
Ml A , 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 __MLA (date) in
Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

PETITIONER WAS DenvseDd His S1XTH
AmemuDmenT ConusTriuTioNAL RIGHT YO
(DUNSEL IN COMNNECTIon To Wis TwoO

1982 PrRioR RoOBRERY ComwuUicTIioN 6.
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S5TATEMENT of JUurRiSDICTION

THE DISTRICT

iy

(owRT ANMD THE (DRI af AePEALS.  _ToRr

THE JUINTH CIRCUIT DENTIED PLTITIOMNIERS RepuesT Fofl

CERRTEICATE oF APPEALABILITY . T HoHa . (JMITED STIES

sy .5, 236 (1498), THis COURT HELD THAT, PURSUAAT

Jo 28‘\;5(_)5 254 (1), THE unITED STAES SuPRimas (OURT

HAS JURISDICTION . on CERTIORARI , To R¥urew A

DEnvIAL 0f A REPUEST R CERIEICATE of PPREALABILIIX

BY A CIRCUIT JudDaE ol PAneL _of A fépelpr (ouwex of
ADPEDRLS. . ' |

=

STANDARD REUIEW) |

DLMIAL of (ERTIEICATE 0f ARPEALABTILITY

IM_MILLER- BL U, COCKRELL, $37 U.6. 322, 123 5. (%

1029 (2003 ), THIS COuRT (LARIFIED THE STANDBRD. FoR

L65upmcE OF A CERTIEICATE of ArPepLARILITY [ HEREALTER
" coA ).

A PRISOMNER SCERING A Co® mnweed onty

DiMen) STRGE
A~ SUBSTAMTIAL SHnwinG of TR DEnIRL of A CopsTiTuTiopuAL

i

RienT ., A PETTIIoNGER SATISEIES THIS STANDARD &Y

DEMONSTRATI MG THET SORISTS of REAson Could DISAGREE

Ik THE DISTRLCT muﬂ%_&ﬁsgmngu_o@_aw_@mqﬁg&&g

C LQLM_MM_@&XSE_QQAM_DM_QLMDM_LSjM

PRECENTED ARE ADEQUATE To DESERUE ENCOURA GEMENT To

PRocCED FurRIMER . .

we Do et REpuiRe A PRISONER




B et

To PROVE., Bﬁbﬂgj_ﬁuﬁjwwsﬁaﬁ_im_sgh&_

JURSLSTS WoulD GRAKT TAE PETiTson folR HABEASL CORPUS

INDEED ; A ClLAIM CAN BE DERATABLE EVEN THodGH EVERY

JURIST of RERNSon MIGHT DLREE , AFTER TviE Co A RS

Y : -
BEEN GRANTED AND THE CAsSE HAs Recctudd full.

CoMSTDERKTION , THAT PETITSoMER (wIll juer PREVAIL. .

Id., 123 S.Ct. at 1034, CITING SLAack N. McDanICL , 529

Vab. d13, HBY (2000 )




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

ON  JunNE 21, 1982, ALAMEDA CounTY SuPERIOR  COuRT,

CITH o€ OAKLAND (chASE nd. 74280 ), PETITIQNER WAS
SENT To STATE PRISomn FoR B TERIM ofF THREE YERRS -

HE WAS SENT To PRISO FoR Two CounTs o6 RoBBERYT .
PETITIOINER WAS DENTIED CoumnsElL REPRESENTATION IN
CONMECTION WITH THE ABOUE THREE YEPR PRISON SENTENCE .

O MARCH B, 2ooS, CONTRA COSTA COUnTT SUPERIOR COURT,
Citd o0f IMARTIVEL ( CASE NO. OUIIS1-2 ), PETITIONER WAS

Found GureT?d B89 JuaY TRIAL FoR ONE LOVUNT of SEcowud

DEGREE RoBBERY . THE TRIAL (OURT APPLIED THE TwWwO ABOUE -
148¢ RoBBERY PRIORS AS Two STRIKES A GAINST PETITIONER .
THE COURT SENTENCED PETTTIONGER To 38 To LIFE As A THIRD

STRIKER .

ON MARCH (b, 2018, PETITIONER Y—x.\_'\inl‘r-\:s SECond WAIT of
HABEAS (ORPUS ( CRse NO.1B-DIb36). THIS WRIT ARGUED PETITIONER
WAS DENIED Counsitl REPRESENTATION IN CONNECTION WITH THE
Two 1482 RoBBERY PRIDRS - PETITIONER ARGUED THAT THE TUVO
|48 RAoBBERY PRIORS ARE INUALID RECAULE He WAS DEWIVIED
Coumsel REPRESENTAIION o PETTTIONER S WATT WASs TLLED I
THE UNTITED STATES DISTRICT COULRT MORTHERN DISTRICT of
CALIEORNTIA .



O JTAMUPRY 22, 2019Y, THE DISTRICT (OURAT VDEMIED.

PETITION SR 6 _(WALT Cf HMABEAS CoRPUS AND IS CERTIN (AT

of ARPEALABILITY . See ( APPENDIX B ). THUE DEMIAL ORDER__
WAS SMOKE AND MIRRORS . THE COMATS DEMIAL ORDER OID NST

4"

ADDRESS TUE THESUE [ WHETHE SVETIONER WAS DENIED

CoumnsSEl. REPARESENTATION IN CoMMNEcTIoN WITH His TWo Q8L

. # e
PRIOR ROBBIERY COMNVUICTIONS . Sce PETITROMERS CERTISICATE

of APPEALDBILITY (_APPEMD\”‘A 3 .

_Opn FEBRUARY 4, 2019, PETTTsonER_§iuED Hie (ERATEICAE

Of APPEALABRIL LIﬁTANDJyl&TMNJwJMM@JlﬂL@;W
CORRECT DEFTCIENCIES T THE AINTH _CIRAIT CovRT of APPEMLS ., .

THE MNINTH (IRCURT FILED PETITIOMER S (ERTIELCATE of

APPEALALILITY I THEIR _COVRY |

ON Decepder V4, 20§98, THE AIpIH (IR CUIY Loud | of

APPEALS DEMNIED PETITION ERS (CRTIfICAIE of APPARLABILITY

se (AePenDIR A ). THE DENIAHL ORDER wNS Smokd AnND

MIRRGRS . THE CIRCGAT (OUKTS DENIAL ORDEZ  DID NMOT

[AY

ADDRESS THE I6550E <« WHETRER PETITIoNER WAS DEMIED

(oSl BEPRESENTRTION Iw:memm_mmﬂ_ms_m’m_i%l_
PRIoR ROBBERY (auNECTIoNS . Sec PETIEONMERS CERTIETICATE

of APPEALARILII ( AEPENDI K )..




STATEMENT o€ PEATINENT EACTS

On. JuivE 21, 1482 , ALAMEDA CounTd SufPtRIoR

CoudT, (337 0f ORWLAND ;| SENT PETTIONER To STATE

PRISON _FOR P _TERM of THREE YERRS. WE whs SEWT I

PRisen) FoR Tl Cuuafs of Ro®BBERY ( s o, 4L 80 3 .
PETITIOMNER WAS DEMNTED LOVNSEL REPRESENTASION i

CONMECTION WITH THE PBouc_Two RoBBERY CoumTs Awmd

TUREE YEAR PRIGoN SeEnTEnCE . Pudsuant To PETIIoONERS

CERTICLLATE 0 APPEALABILITIES , BoTH DIGTRICT COURTY

PO MINTH CIR CUTT COVRT RETUsED To ADDRESS TWE

[\ .
INGULAR T ouUs WHETHER PCTITIoNER WAS _DENIED

Couns il REPRESENTATION T CONNECTION uwitd Hie Two

£F . .
1992 PRicR ReBBERY ConVIcTiams (CASE no. 149290 )

PETTRONER PROVIDED BoTH COURTS cuzﬂ-‘:f Do MmENTED PR T |

EVIDENCE THAT ME WAS (uztHOUT DuesTren) DENIED Counscl.

REPRESENTETION o THE PRo6f 96 CuidDenes ARE Ps Soillows o

i PeTivTomic A PRouUIDED Both DISTRIC (OURT AND

VT NTH. CTRCUIT COURT WWITH (COoPIEs_of THiE 183U PLEA

BARGALN_A gzgﬁﬁmﬁjﬂ_wmn;G.L&ogms_(_thﬁ_u o. 'L‘-I_’e.;‘b_'oj_’,._

THE FoRM WAS jNoT STiemEDd BY AnY Couustl REPRESENTING

PetaTioniER . THE FACT THAT. NO COURNSEL SIbyED ThHE

PLER BARGAIN PAGREEMENT MPIVER FoRMS 16 DIRECT PRooct
0f EVUIVETCE PETIVIONE g Wwas DentEDd (vunsel RePRESENTRIIGN

I COMNNECTIoMN WImH H714 Tuwo (4’2 PRioR ARUBBERY

CoMNVICTTOMNS.




ftd

2. PETTIowER. PROUIDED BeTH DISTRICT (DURI AND

AARNTH_CIRCUIT COURT wITH Hi¢ DECLBRRETIoNn, DECLARING |

A')__ PETITIONER _WIAS m—‘wﬁ:D Coupal RCRRESENTATION TV

rmugugmimu wuiTd_HIie Tavo 1482 PRIoE ReBBerX ConuicTion

B), PETiiioncER _DId nMar EnTER A CowdiReaMm To &8 -

SENTENCEND BY AN _JuDbis I CONNECTION WITH 416 Two

19872 PRIZ ROBBERY ConvulcTion s

C). THERE ARE NO_SEMENMCING TRANSCRITIS. AUAILAGLE

SUPPERTinle PETTTI0oMER HMaD _Caupiscl REPRESENTATION. DR

TOAT_LOuMSEL. ADVUTSER Miv 6¢ Hie CONSTIIVTIONAL Rletls _Tnl

COMMECTION WITH_HIs Tuwio 1432 PRio? RuBBeRY (onuiciions

D") THeRE ARE ABSoILVTEAY ND CourRT RECORD THAT &uPPalRT

PeTiTIoncER _HAD _CounsEl REPRESENTATION of THET COounSiEL.

ADVISED HIika 0F M1 ConsTITuTiomAL RIGNTS TN CopnmECTion

eITH HIS T O 1A% 2. PR102 RoBRIRY _CouvicTIonS .




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

RotH DISTRICT (OURT AND NINTA CIRLUIT COuRT of APPERALS
DENIED PETITIONER'S CERTICTCATE of APPEALABILITY on THIS
CASELAW PRECEDENT, SLACK V. McDAMIEL , 529 U.5. W13, H8Y
(2000). SEE BoTH (OURTS DEnNIAL ORDERS ( ApPennDIX A )

AnD ( ApPeEnDIX B ). BOTH DENIAL ORDERS STATE -

PETITIONER S REQUEST FoR CERTICICATE of APPEALABILITY IS5 DENIED
BeECAusE APPELLANT HAS et SHown THATY JurRIsTe ofF REASONn WouLD
Find 17T DEBATABLE WHATHER THE PETITIow STATES A UALID CLAIM
OF¢ THE DEMIAL af A ConsTTTUTIonAL RIGHT AUD THRAT JURISTS of
REASON woud fFiwd IT DEBATABLE WHETRER THE Di1<TRILT COVRY
WAS LORRELT In IT¢ PROCEDURAL AULING -

RENSONS WRT THIS COURT SHoulD REJtct SLhckd V. MoOBARIEL -

| . THE CRSE FACTORS THART SET PRECEDENT IV SLACK V. MCDANTEL
DO NOT PPPLY I DETERMINING WHETHER oR NneT PETINIONER WAS
DENIED COuNSEL REPRESENTATION IN CONNECTIoN To His Two 1482

PRIoR ROBBERY (DmVicTionNs. DEmnIAL of CoumdSEL I NoT FoRk A
JuRi1sTS of REAson To DEBATE AS DECIDED In SLACK Y. MCDANIEL
RATHER, DECIDING TRE ISSUE of DENIAL of COUNSEL I5 THE SOLE
RELPONSIBILITY 0F THE COURT JWDLE AND moT SURISTS .



-

2 . FEDERAL HABEAS PETiTioms 56 RARKE\Y AUASLABLE fo

CHALLENGE THE VALIDITY of A PRICR ConulcTIioN . AS A

MASTER_of PoiIc¥ , A PRISONLER MAY NET USE THE SEDERML.

CoYBT To MounT A COLLATERAL ATIACK on THIE CuRRENT

SENTEMCE o THE GROUND THRT IT WAS ENPOANCED B Aw

[n

upbhw ol PRIoR CopulcTion . 16 Tue PRIeR Copuvicizon)

16 NO LOMNGER OPEN To DIRCCT COLLATERAL ATIACK Iwn I35

Ot ARLGHET BEcAUsE THE_DEFEnNDANT FAILSD To PuRSUE

ThesE ACMEDIES i THeY were Pupttagle (or Bétpuss
e DELE np_a_@blbj_g_u_w_sy_mssjg\”\."_)_*_,Lﬁms:&wm

Coun Tt Dis¥ . ATioRMNEY V. (0585 (200V) 832 V.5, 394

Yoz, 149 led 2d GoB, i1, 21 5£T 1562 (2B y.5. (. ?

2284 ). TN CO55, THE SUPREME COURT RECOGNIZED AN

EXCEPTIon) To THIs Rulls O THE GROUND THAT THC PRIoR.

COMVICTIoN VSED To EndANCE THE SENTENCYE WS 0BIAINED

WHERE THERE WAs FATIURE To APRoIwy CovivSEL, Ty UIOLIVIAN

of THE SIxTH AMENDMENT; A5 SET fortd In Gidizomn V.

WAS R WRTGWT ,-jjm.&_zjjﬁ_‘i__l.&ﬁw_&‘s__s&,cﬁ_w@_

23 onne of. 24 258 (1awd) . $32 U.S. at Moy

RESPonSIBILITY o0f A JTUWO6E To DETERMINE THE UDiIDITY
of PRIoR PRISOM ENHANCIMENTS UWHEN DECIDINIG WHETHER.

OR MNET AN IUMATE HAD (oUNSEL. _REPAELENTAYION TA

{lCompm ECTIon WATH THE ENHANCEMUENT




>,

%A

WH.EM'_BJJ__DS_’H.EEMS.E_.GL\AB.‘L;J_&I;QD__%_;ZJ.S_L{_‘E&II‘I,IQ_/Q_E_B_C'.B}_

DEMOMSTRATE THAT His CURRENT SENTEMCE WRAS ENHAMNCED

OM-THE BASIS nf A PRIGR ComnMICTION. THAL wAS OBTAINED

WIHERE THERSE WAS A TAILURE _To APPOIWT (oOuiNsSElL I

ViolATion of THE SIxTH_AMENDMUENT , THE ((URREWNT

e NTENCE._CAMIVEY STAND AnD_HABERS RELIEE 16

PPPROPRINTE . MUITED STATES. V. TUCKER , SURPRRA ;. 0%
Hua 3o Led 24 592, 92 6 4. 584 (ptEiaMING

\us_c.a'_mjgo_Gsﬁ.m_nE_r\J;ge_L%_g_(;;.J_%_‘LJHAT_&M_B.&.S&D o

PRIGR_UNCOUMSELED STATE CopMUTLTIonS ).

CRUMINAL L § 70 - SENTENCE - CONSIDUERATIon of TNUALL

s e
[ /

COMNUICTION S » A _COMVICTED (RIipaInNAL_DEFENDANT 16
W HERE_THE_TRIAL JuD 6 , TN

ENTITLED To B

DETERMINING WHAT SENTENCE To IMmPoSE oM Hin , GAVE EARLI(IT

< P6. $SYY 2 ATIEANTION To Twao PREVIoVS FElond (opvicTions

WHZCH WERE CONSTITUTIONALLY TNUVALID BECAUSE WS THEN WRAS

UNMREPRESENTED B4 CounsBEL,  (wps jueT ADUISED o€ jH43s ATloWT

To CounsEl , AnND_DID ot IMTELLIGENTIY. WhtuE His RAI6WT

Te Counsdet. .




QuuOTIMNG VuITED _STATES V. TUCKER , Tn IMPOSTNG

SEMTENCE Ylbp P DEEENDANMT CoMVILTED_of Banvk ROBRERY

A_FEDERAL Judl GAUE LARLICIT Copns3IDERMTIoN To THE

DE£ENDPNT S RECORD. o PREVUIOUVS (opnVuictionS . 1T wWAS

LATER COMCLUSIVELY DETERMINED THAT Tuwo 66 THE_ PRIoR

PREVIOVS COMUICTIONS WERE CONSTITUTION ALY TpovALID

HAvAMG BCENM 0R®TAINMUED T NIOLRTIon ot GiDiEon V.

WAIMWR T6AT . 372 U5 33¢ , 4 Led 24 789, B3 S (x4

142 , 83 ALR2d 7373 .

THE_COURT_WELD %

UMDER. THESE CIRCUMSTANICES THY. COuRY _060f APPLERLS

WAS CORRELT In REMANDING THE_CASE To TAE DISTRICT

CouRX. FPOR AL ConsIDERANIoON 0 THUE SENNTENCE . _TNMPOSED

UPoai THZ DECLEN DA

FACTORS RELATING To THE EATEAT o€ PRETUDILE Te —ZTHE

| « RN . -
DeeepANT (HerEtw PETITionNER ) PETITioNER (WAL DEMIED

CounSEL REPRESENTATION Ty CONNECTION (WITH HYs Two 1482

FRioR_RDBBERR ConvulcTions.. BoTHd DISTRICT COWAT AwD

NI CIRCUIT COURT_DID MNGT ADNRESS T 156w, WHETHER

PETITIONER wips DENIED. Counsel REPRESEINTHRIION. T

CONMNECTION WITH _His Two 1982 PrRioR_ RoBBERY
: V74 ’ :
(oM \NCTToNNS .,




IT I9 THE Sole RESPON HI G_YL';fT“f cf ThHe COURY To

DETERMINE WHETHER _OR_MNOT PETITIONER A s DERTED CounsiEl.

REPRESENTATION I COMNMNECTION WwITH _HIs Two 1982 priol

RaBBcerY Conviciions . LACKAWANIA_CouNT{ DIST . AT onL"i

V. (oss (2001) $32 .o, 34U | GIDEoN V. WAINWRIGRT,

-

(1983 372 u.o. 335 ¢

ax 449 360 jed 2d 592, 92 ¢ cr 5849

IT IS¢ ROT THE RES_?_OMSIBI_L_IJ"_?I_E?_&_SMEL!&E_S_OE ALH SO

To fimD i3 DEBCAIABLE wuﬁ‘m iEZ._EeTmO_FyJE.&_UJ.B_s_OﬁN_iE_D._CMSJLL._

REPRESENTRTIoN. IN _COoNMECTION (wrTh 4 .I_S.—L\AJ_Q_A%UM—

ReBBERY. _ConulcTions o Ban—\ DISTRICT COouRaT AnD  NINIH

. . .
CIRCUIT COVART DELIML._ORDOER S AVIED THAT JwRI5Te MAS THAT

A SPorsTBILITY, PURSUANT To  SLACK V. MCOBNIEL . Sgvd

» ) ! U
DENIAL_ORDER S (_pppenoix A e % ) THE_CPSELPWY

PuRsuANT To SLAci U MCOANIEL HAs ABRSOLUTELY o BEARING |

JUDICIAL BEARINC oM WHETHER OR (ot PETIITOMNER WA S

DLN’IC:D CounsEl_Couansicl. I CONMECTION [WITH _His T o

1992 PRioR Rq&,auz\  CONAICTIONS  THis CB.;LLAUJ WA

APPLIED ERRONEOWSLY BY BoTH DisTRICT COovRT AnD  NINTH

CIR. (I COVRT . AnD FoR Tuic REASOMr THIS UMTTE 2D STATES

L SvPREME_COURY SHoulD GGRranT  PETITT om\»_;\?\_s_jﬂ;ﬂ&uju WATT

0t CERTIORD ?,..1__,_15 SUING A _ORDER_To THE MNIMTH

C,IQC.\JI'T COVRT _nf APPIENLS , ORDERING FTHE IinTH CIRCULT

1L o_r_sﬁu = A &\:_\_I_N_La_

L4Y

WHETRER _08_ NoT PETITIONGER RS

DentED. Coupes u._& CPRESANTATION I (O NM_LLIJ_N—ZZFH_H is

rZ

Twoe \482 P@xoﬁ._?sg%ﬁ\.jl L ConVvEIcTinnS




THE BoiToMmIlIans IS ThAT PEliTionsA_Hps BRESNS

SEWTENCED T 35 YEeaRs To LI€E . 23S Yeprs To LiFE

SoLELY Duwi _Teo Botr 1982 PRioAR COMVIETIONS « RSO/

LonVIcTIoNS THS DISTRICT COVRT AND MNINTA (IR IV Coufy

0f APPERALy. REfuseD To DDORESSL , € THIS UWITED STATES

SURPRAENLE Cow®T Io5us An ORDER | ORDERIMG THE NInTW

CIRGALY CowRT of APPERLS To ADORESS Thdse V4B PRicg.
rYeleR

CoNVICTIONS ; ¢ e - TH IT T PRETUDICE THAT

PETITIONER HAL T 59SN0 THE REST pf His MNATURRL L TEE

In PRISon Du€ To THESE T o TauMVALID PRIORS . PRIeRS

IneHIcH PETTUIomER WAS DENTED (ouNSEL REPRESENTARION

THE HALUMARY of suz 3 d‘bSL&LﬁJ&&T_DMMm

HAS B STATH AMEMDMENT RlLWT To (own 58k . KBS STATED

i GIDEON V. WATNWARSERT , 31 (.5 ’335, 339 ( 1963)

(_THe FATLURE To PROVIDE CoumSEL sm MesT CASSS REOUTS

I AVTOMATIC REUCERSAL pt Hie oR WER CopuidcTiond 3




No.

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

of AMUERICHA

ey st = e .. — PETITIONER
(Your Name)
VS.
SoLliciToR GEMERMNL. O THE U.S  — RESPONDENT(S)
PROOF OF SERVICE
I, RopueX TERomE BIOMACK. — do swear or declare that on this date,

, 2026 , as required by Supreme Court Rule 29 I have
served the enclosed MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS
and PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI on each party to the above proceeding
or that party’s counsel, and on every other person required to be served, by depositing
an envelope containing the above documents in the United States mail properly addressed
to each of them and with first-class postage prepaid, or by delivery to a third-party
commerecial carrier for delivery within 3 calendar days.

The names and addresses of those served are as follows:

20530 - Q0%

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on _CCBR~ ?‘@37\/,. (&7 ,2020
(Signature)




’

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

ﬂ(yjm;/ (1S opr—

Date:




