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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

[yJ^For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to
the petition and^ k_ toftr
[^reported at —■ rs^ i h»tit».y or,
[ yT has been designated for publication but is not yet repOTted? o?)
[ ] is unpublished.

m
The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix C~% to 
the petition and is

[^•reported at__
\/na

U ; or,
as been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 

[ ] is unpublished.
[

M For cases from state courts:

The opinion of Uie highest state court to review the merits appearsat Judicial Circuit

t^has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ra is unpublished.

&tf*2**r**1'*"The opinion of the
appears at Appendix Qs~ l^- to the petition and is
[ Reported at______________________________________ . or>
t'?oas been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[|y is unpublished.

}
Vectrytef U)2&\*
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JURISDICTION

[ rl^For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

[ vT'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: Pi/f in fit f i It- 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix k( jA

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
on Wo)

—tio.|2^2T33

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

, and a copy of the

to and including _ 
in Application No.

\J\ For cases from state courts:
March %0{% 01^

The date on which the highest state court decided my 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix (X - (D

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
A dui not PUl Par RehCoriiOQ. and a copy of the order denying rehearing 
appears at Appendix tl Tv

case was

[ ] An extension of time to filethe petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including Mate) on jtffofrfccewber 27. o+Q) jn
Application No. -- A

XL5C Ho.\2H^33
The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).

1



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
7A0 JLC^ sr/^-i^La'.s ^ex^) .
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?W!iX_EbM-2iirii.2d m,zo2,gn ki.e.2d &z<3,tzs^oon)
-ll<H0iS Pattern iTor^ Instruction 3- 02
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III. 2d W, 5i5,(.70 ^E.2d ^ZiJXil.pec.WdW)
Up III. 2d 47?, W4, 3M kJ.e. Zd Sb|,^ 4477)

Pfople v. ar+.z-, iq^XH-Zd 23(p,2.59, N/.E.2d4(0

- VrY
24 iZH7flW> h-y 
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k-9
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M

4ZT(2.O0'|)
725 iLt&Sjilo-iMCa^oi^ e^e of Ct-i-niAal Procedure
fegllXHoraWj, 242 III. 2d 285, Zq I-42^0,1)

SrfSfe Sh ?l Si Si1, * ^ Go11^Swptrv6'0n R e
^M«d, 20K.II,. wr) ,H0W ^ "assess(nent; 
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United States Constitution/ Fourteenth ^ryiendment:
- . - nor svia\\ ckvw\ State depr.ve an\j persbn ap i ipe , 
iiberfv| / or .property, Without due process o£ -the laut,

U Un.ted States Code § ZZod£)(0
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Xhft'RODUCftffrt STATEMENT OF THE CASE

H ^^9* « uic* counts-.nswu^nts. Count 0.$ ^
Rivaled B<4Uq.The indent d!d ^MtTZ^r
uoviV^M+h^e 4oal prDCf€dvoQ6 ; tuoo, Aoqr^/ctVeci rJI i ^^e,ryRy^ &Ad 
diSW'iiSS€d -fifom 4V>C +r'vct\. ^Couvri' (4 \ a D ^^Htecxj e-Har^'C-s over-c

uye re 4h e ex k » 1' ^ ^ Robber And
or- i ■ i n . 0!> eteCH&d ckctcqcs Ke\d -Vn^Procedural Ristof'l of 4}jeXase y n '° tf0^ 

jhvs s*.d Petitioner teas co^^T^u|L%54#s

.; « *otw,
%«A Motion «fc>are uas demed. 4 oiat‘ l Mo/e^r

cw
tine indictment<

o>n

i&’iSffi: ipts .tssr
(J^fOtrs^ancla+arsI Sop€f/^ed Re \ eai-e Or 

* Appeal was 4v/neiv( -fried after 
His Sente nee, (c.xjz*)

Ho^tnber iT^grwfr(c.ZH7\ 

.,^U:eacsf ai-so^7ybi|ot0eci 
°A December -7 th 

a denial of de-tend^r^^1"

oOder,

A Afctio e Qjf 
Mot i o/\ "To Reco ns \de f

»r s;-srf
0.r«Htpr«al. Petitioner did f;le “>'-thir, h\s
-TD The Supreme Court of Springfield,XI mIt*-.™ t?r, To Appeal 

(ease Mo- iZH^33)0n September X^zoiij, Pe4iVo^rL * ft^€d ~ oy,?mg 
Leave +6 Appeal H deTtiXT ' mdl, Set-fourth ^Ffe+itmn Xpr
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Swat¥«SSr?tes “assuming -Woftt-ckarW eatabl^&L"modnf,ef tsTt i ■ 'T'Cciif^s'lauo.'iecoAd- 
question whe+hir 'as de+erm.^fej b\| -t-h-e Suorerw> r-otaijfht's casc presents the -iVidV-tviis Couc+,&s opposed -to-vkt lower ^derS SordtMi^nK?j^+es“,iw£a|A5 
amoonee-s fbnfederal character oP+he law at- tssue b«dhe court -thart

apprs * ** phase'Nearly eatabUsUd/it is not u° an§ ^ the n*\e o$ lauo is-VhLruVe of |chm be clear! i^stabUshna ^'c^Jp^i b€ aranrte^ >thad
or^^ral ^,tTlGla/ '«
b h *A*wt^rl%ttwit
ha^ nnci^-e the de-vefmtna.iian -that t-he rute of iau) at YsSoe "ts a rul-e ov 
federal Constitutional law-

The S-fot* And also, This 'Rdhoner ‘is seeking a writ of certiorafe because dims 
LPuft Y\a$ net hod occasion do address either op -these question^/ voVtch ac^s do 
dW x/ery heard of the Standard of -federal habeas revi eaS and uohich were 
incwctly CesoWed by-the coact of ^ppc^ls- 

Additlonalth the State >s seefcn^ a writ of certiorari because vho decision 

of dbe Ife^Cireud / which pree-ed-od -feus Courts decl si on In people y. Collin s, KM<? ri l 

2d 23'D ZC>i (fhfb), 13 incorrect $n liont of Ortiz, even assvimnq that This Courts 

£££'?£ tCT*30'1?, u.5-3C7d<m>Cw WKclo -the Second<30d.cial
,. |„Q(1 W.idh ClTf f°r,-5' dec'5,0K' >r> -this case- iode«t consil+otes
the geda^ce padded bg +his cour-V in Ortiz 4 wnmm,tt iodo. ■,
4did^sdad0'dn3 ‘t P°U'V5, ^ broadly and',as aresuf+ierroneousnd.Sct+
decision' win i -holt /r'ne<d ^ Cell. n5 The WnetccAth C-irwitierreneouS
r?Cn °n hZ?4^ '^^ ‘bate the true definition of mean i no, aoi \d^ beyond a 
sefeinces fdonad-ering hundreds, if not thousands, of TilinoiS criminal

R>r these reasons, This petitioner petitions for a i»c\t of Certiorari Should bo
^ ^ l£<xsv'+K* HwetrehVH Circuits jucWnt should be 

of Pectet/idt^aT &loould ^ ren'KWcM -for fvr+kr considcraticn )n r,qM-
ml7+s 2‘h'\TU 2d Ki-e- Zd ^o^domy i^thf et YtSW a,wrr,'+ &P c^rticrar‘ +0 n^l«w ++ie jud/wnt of
fee ynded States Courtcf appeals dor the 2nd District- that aifirm&d seance cf 

United States t)fe Mcfe^Sg^Circuh Court,-for the Northeast District,of W^ron, 
(UuuiS, WiUianx) and remand -this case da that courdfbalre County Coorthous? 

ot Waotegan/Tl)fer further proceedings

>n
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WW^Tfiis %lWr
kn&ihs Pro-5-e ,W'II«W| W)'ia

... t . . -jle touf-V 4h/vf/ im its L
^m'^hTp/lcl r^lW ^ P^+ioneW Mo+,Qki(
*° .CL p(X A Wn+ of Certiorate before tWs Honofabk
c-ouf ■ This prT.Toner does §0, pr<w +Pv„+ +Pvt c ,
5-e-V & da+^-M^ wh'Ch i+ will War This Hofioi^ -

CONCLUSION

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

Respectfully submitted,

WdAltfiyo 'tLMiUM'

Date: DcCfmhef \Q\lfi\C\
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