19-7967

- INTHE

- SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Kﬂnn@% Dumrz"/' Pro-S5e PETITIONER :

~ (Your Name)

FILED

| o vs . |
%alple o(]#gﬁka/r ‘oﬁilh%o I — RESPONDENT(S) | prg 28 2090
: ' SRR IEGERK |

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO SUPREME COUR

UNTTED STATES COURT oF APPEALS For THE SyenTh CIRCCET
' (NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF vCERTIORARI_

K&Mé‘Hﬂ Duran’f”

(Your Name)

P.0.6ox (oo

(Address)

Nenord Tllnels 2959
(City, State, Zip Code)

NONE

(Phone Number)




QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

L T ne ’ec;’/‘(fve A5579%anC'e Op ﬂla’ C&UmSQI

2. ﬁghjr —“+e a *pcﬁr +rial
§_7)o The (S%(({'EE rél?uﬁﬁ\ .C)o‘stﬂﬁ (R@u»’lﬂ{ﬂ% |

Lt[, A\OPﬁHMLE Counsel be’;fﬁ el o e

5. @%)ﬂ(@mer befr‘ﬁ dened oaccess 4o
the Court fDéCﬁk«'@e the 1ib rery St
Coleulated  +he wrong -—1‘——0“73 dote
ﬁw the deadlne 4+ Lle 4o

"108611“6 v”é\l hal’zeas Corpus .



LIST OF PARTIES

PQ All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 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
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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

K] For cases from federal courts:

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

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 5 to
the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

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

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the ' court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; OF,
[ 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[ ] is unpublished.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 DECember 2, 4019

[ 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

[ 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
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
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION
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The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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