IN THE v

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Do YA oermioNeR

(Your Name)

VS

Q)\,Lﬂoj‘»{l&d@ﬂ\( 6ﬁ/‘&'RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

Lz Cireassird Covl OF Agprals

(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE):

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

TOENWLE. vWEE At

(Your Name)

Y00 W, Linesun AV,
(Address)

oA T oY
(City, State, Zip Code)

RECEIVED
'MAR 24 2020

OFFICE OF THE
SUPREME COURT &<

(Phone Number)



(1) WHE THer. Tete DR+ ovRT ECRRED
o wﬁ/lﬂé BEFEPIpAALTS Cocndezy 70 [LE

AL OT 100 70 STAY DiScovegsy Arld SV —

CTRIEEOS, 715 A trrons FOR- SUMpZY
DS paT; 7

(2) WHETHER. THe DISTRICT Lo0eT cxfo@ED
MRG0 TR AOTICE THer 7H6

LEfBRitrona s ! WoChTED THEE oni

AN 57718 77 BIRECTIVE Aps BUUES
PRI A1 1048 70 7705 (ROPHA Pocspue s To
5 Hbtiergyn, 7

(3) Witertter. Tzte DETRLCT CovRT \fupe €
USHOEESTDET Al DR s pbrpp precred

Al zBRA fypr, ) METEAD OF LEr0GuZ Ml



(HAT THE ADIMAETRAT I vE B Es frrdDr

PRESTIVES THAT™ THS Plrppb 20 SUBTED

WK Romon e B THE MOTion For sopimpn/
J@éi/%:‘x/y‘“ Stprae T e

) IS 008 it A AT M DD DT
CR T Fbortzz e AFPELL pon i

. PRI SEek sty
PREOLERY fs 75 ugy ek &L




TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW......coiiiiiiiiiiiiniiitine it ssase s ssesssssn s ssnessessnas 1

JURISDICTION......ccciieiiceiireiree it e 2,

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED .........cccccevnierrreenen, %’

STATEMENT OF THE CASE ...ttt ssr e sse e san s sas s san e s U

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT ......ooooiiiinieirr et T®)

CONCLUSION ..ottt et et s e ma e \\
INDEX TO APPENDICES

APPENDIX A eVt GATeunid Cowk40F Agpeals

APPENDIX B D <At DeArick Conty C R TALTOEUCA
O —ou ‘\LQ’\&

APPENDIX C

APPENDIX D

APPENDIX E

APPENDIX F



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 éppeals appears at Appendix A‘ 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] is unpublished.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 _'é_ to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at . ; OT,

\L] has been designated for publiéation 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] is unpublished.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

[ ] reported at ; OF,
[ 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

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[ ] is unpublished.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




JURISDICTION

\N] For cases from federal courts:

The date on Whlch the Umted States Court of Appeals decided my case

\[\ﬂ 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

[ ] 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).
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LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ 1 All parties do not appeaf 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
petition is as follows:
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

O VUL st
Date: \5 ./ {'5 / ’ZD




