A&ﬂ

:fﬂ‘;_ \J \;Lv » . Supreme Court, U.S.
No. : FILED
MAR 1 2 2020
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES .
; . ,
E[‘;‘ Cz Sf”ﬂ'\}/‘ﬂ\/ C)mﬂ.q;/} — PETITIONER
(Your Mame)
vs.
JOSIE (-'msf'c/nJ\WaMm — RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORAR! TO

United States Court of Appedls Ninth (ipcuit

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

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Evric, :%_L’me Cowan PRy 273

(Your Name)

E‘J*/%Lmu. P0, Boxe 9 03

(Address)

Sml,.mmm (A 93403
(City, State, Zip Code)

(804) 547-7900

(Phone Number)




QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

S%oui& Petitioner neceive relief under United States
Gonstitution Fourteenth Amendmert Equal Protection.



LIST OF PARTIES

D<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
petition is as follows:
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STATUTES AND RULES

United States Ometitution Fourteenth Amendment
18 U800 4350 (B) 1)

§ S, 6.5, 101 ) (F)

OTHER



IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORAR]

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW
B For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A _to
the petition and is :

B reported at (L{K(’J NO: 18’5@4) Xp ;oL

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported: or,
iz unpublished.

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

o veported at Caser Mot 17 ey [99% WQH ( RLM) ; o,

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

B is unpublished. :

P4 For cases from state courts:

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

I><l reported at /iac‘& /%; 52&@5 712 . ;or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but ig not yet reported; or,
X is unpublished.

The opinion of the /{///; court

) 7 - )
appears at Appendix A/A _ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at /Z///% : Cor,
[ 1 has been designa{ed for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.
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JURISDICTION

P4, For cases from federal courts:

The dyte on which the Unjted States Court of Appeals decided my caze

Was
[ ] No petition for rehearing wus timely filed in my case,

nited States Court of

N A timely petition for rehearing was denied by
LI1¢. 9 »and a copy of the

Appeals on the following date:
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a \\fx'it;yf certiorari was granted
to and including /A — (date) on ,//,4‘ (date)

in Application No. A#IA ‘4%4_ .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 23 U. S, ¢, §1254(1).

b@ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case \\l:M&M

A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

(] A timely/f/aj-jition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
A » and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix *

[ ] An extension of time to fle the petition for a \\}j})‘;)f' certiorari was granted
to and including A{ (date) on /, . (date) in
Application No. /%4:_A ‘

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

United States Gonstitubion Fourteenth Amendment



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Novemben 37, 2018 United Shitec Distiet Court; Southenn
Distvict of California denies Petifioners Weit of Habeas (JOV’PUS, -

The People enact The Theee Shoikes Reform Act of 2012
+o nestore He mr“i?)'ina' imtent of California's Three Strikes Law
'i’mpos'm )Hle. S‘en‘l‘*enceg ‘Fov' Aangtmus Crintinal s “kﬁ_ [‘gm_mu_ﬂdﬂgﬁs)

'LW)A'Q )

I was not convicted of Kape, Murder,or Child Mole station,
therefore T chould veceive Reliel under UhS, ConsFitubion Fourtesnih
Awrendm ent Equal Pretection,

T chould ret have been +reated any d%‘P\Cev'ewH)/ then non-violent

Thoee Shtke 08endens that e ceived Reliet under Pr\opo_c'ﬂ—'mm 36
Three Strikes Refonm Atk of 012, |




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Eq'ua;l ‘Pv“o‘f"’eci"ion dfc‘fm“&s M'ft@, ‘ﬂna Puwpos& o‘*p ju,s;Hoa
< ~equi~Fy, The dickum and share decisis warrarits 2 En Rane
R’QV;‘QWJ
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
/ v
Ymﬂ(’/ z/,%MW
Date: 4/{4[”('/}1 /JJ 202&




