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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

b4 For cases from federal courts:

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

[ 1 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] is unpublished.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 - to
the petition and is

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Bq is unpublished.

[ For cases from state courts:

The opinion o&he 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,

P4 is unpublished.

The opinion of the : court

appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[{ For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

T A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: _ $4A4R—4—RIAXO x_» and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _d8 D .\ p reL 1 ,R020

[ 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).

P< For cases from state courts:

- The date on which the highest state court decided my case was _U/ N K\wawrt
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _C.

[ 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).
Sce Afferoix C For ANEFADAVIT



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

STOT. AvenoMeEnT oF THE V.8 con&Tvivten v
ex c BSSINE A ShaLl \No e Reauvinaed, Yo N EXo\ESsve

ExceSSwE Fales., ol chuvel ANQ UNvUVAL QU H nedT.
y

T AMEn D EewT U.S condTITuTon |
cConNdnESS S WALl MAKe Wa LAW RES PeC- W, AN e $TAPRLSHNeT

OF Aslidiand . O f o MRUTIWG THe €/ £ xcencuse "tﬁzmaiz')“"\

AGrA\ GG TTRE Tazdort oF <Pfee i, o ov —“tHe PARE4S -x oK
o TRe ®&\aH™T ce The f(eofle Pence LY TO ASSENRLES + A~ID “To

PesTiTiION "TRE CaaNERMENT Foa A Qeoaess @ F G CVARNCES -

N1 AmenomenT U.S. C & RS TVTUTIONM

K ALL i NAL P RasecoTionS « “Tue RAKUIED SHALLY Eends THe
AVGWN-T Tao K SPeeP Y Awp fualic TALAL. O AN R eARTIAL

Juld ov THe STATE AnD DISTOACT wihelza —The cruMe
SWALL WAvE feend CcomtTeEDd. wwiehd QT RCT SHALL dAVE
peen L AedIOLIL A S CENVTAWNED ad LAW. A=l To Re \NHed

5P ThRe ATULEG oF Tre ACLEATIONS T De CaNFRWNTED
wrTH TTRe WrTrIESSES AGAINST HiM©, —To - WANE Comeu LSORY
faocess FTorn GRTAWNING WResses i Hid FAVoA AND 70

HANVE -THE AslIs TARaCR CF caundSeaiL. ol s DEFENSE. .

T UNIWNE LA Dec LARCATIoN S OF Homart MAHTS Anters .

evenvasde NAS Twe MTUANT To An effec Ve e T By
THE ComeeTe T NATIONAL T \RUNALS Tow ACT7S NioLaTi/ <o

THE FUNDAMEMTAL RICHTS AAANTED Wk L1 THE
CondsSTITTLTask o QY LAL.



STATEHMeN T o F THE CASE?]

I. NeES SENMTENCING A FIART TiMeE sexUAL ofredDER. w o uwag

~N

o PRAWOA CRIMINAL WiaTorY To 88 YEARS To LI\FE i PRION
S“ 9
END A DAWNCGCENRNOUS MESSAGE —To -THe PUuRiL\C AwWD FUTURE

OPFFeNbenl TUAT MURDER VS LESS S0V THCALY WITH A

SeEnTencE OF A YeEARS own LESS? Does —Twis SENTENCE

T HenNEFote T NCoOURAGE Fu-TURE COFFTENDEERS —TO MURDE
Pe il TomeER

THEMR VieTiMS To Adoin THE GARAEATER SenTeEnce.
fuTs PuBLic SAFPETT AT

BTl eVES 1T Does ARND IR DolN6 So
(nenter RArs.
PeTITIONER AR&GUES “THAT TWHIS SE

D URNUSUAUL PUNISHMENT QECAUS
EQUAL YO YL NG 2 PEofLE . TTHW See NTENCE

NS M sernTeERCE &

M’TENCE C ORI TTVTES
e \ T cAvl Oe Jviewad

c AueEL AW

LEAVES WO Pogc\R\uTY OF A CcecoMDd CUANWCE AS 0TI TIONERS
1< V1O YEARS

posst RiLarTH ar PAROLE IS5 wHen e

Fi\ag—T
N FAMILY HhS TOYLY

OLD. VT Swould e NOTED TRAT BASED O

i\e'Ac.H CO. TTve eaNncTIcE of

\T: uRUely fe-TiTioNeER WL

C AunRIva EACH CHARLE ConsccTuwe) 1 A SINGLE

STACKIRG C_RACGES
SE.NXSS A DARNGENODUS ™M

(¢ Sou CatmvT A Se XVAL AASed

LeExuaL cALE ESXSAGE TO waoeulLd Be

Sy AL OFFENOERS TTHAT

KLl Youft \IicTiM To ANO\D TTRE

AW (oD E AGo ABLE wouin AGhce THAT

cASoONNBLE PERSON

CRiMe 7 S ceTTERXN To

GAEATER SeRTENCE,

ENAR MONE SENERT . Aan4d QR

MuRR el s
AT 1F Tle D=EAD COoULD SPEAW THE

woury AlSo A Gree Tu

WouLD cCcHoLE To BE ALWVE, &Nexn 1T VT HeANT The PERCETAATOA

LesSs ofF A SseNTeEMceE . feT G4 CTACYING CHA AGES

A enveDd
GREATER ThAR comMITtHAG A

~o AcHieve A CceaNTENCE
\T SLEMDS Tre HeEsS AGE TTHAT DeAQAO 1S DETTER.

I THe CouontT wWeERE
PEOPLE WHO WERE WYiLLED

Muno ens

PeTITIONE R
T SPEAK. —Toe THeE FTAMCY QF

el lENES vV HAT



L, STATEHENT oF THE CASe T comT:

~o ANOW A CREATER semTenNCEyTHEY Wouls ALLCE

THEY Weould GQIVE ARMYTHIAG To NANE “THel\ \oVED oNE” B AcH

MeadT THe PERfeTrRATORL C-ETTINCG eSS TIME.

ENERL LE LT
To coNTIRUE “TTHS PACTICE OF SEXUAL Basel LASES
Recievin b GreAfter Ser
CLEAOLY UNUSUAL ANYD

1T Sewdns EnOOANCERS

TeERCE TTHARN MUBRDER. VS
LI GICAL AND —THE WESSASE

Soc\eETH AL A wWWWoLE . Thwe

u.s. C. ot £ T\TUT 1o P Ro-TECTS

AVASA AMeERDIMENT ofF THE
ot CRUEL AND UIJUSURL PumRLSHWME
HA-T S Eciina A MELsSAGE THAT MHu

T, MR sEHNooVER

QLOEN

CLEARLY BRELIENES T
Ny 1°TS £ BeTeNnGve PRACTCE

1€ LesS <Cever THAR RAP=
ewi G ~THS

\ S cave L AND JRusUAL . AlLso wHe~S foeNd
MR. fusemnoovER  wWouks Liwe The CcounT To TAVWE

U NIV ELS AL DeEcLAaA ol O
ERMONE MAS THeE
e CoMPle7enmT

CASE

NOTE THAT THRE
']
ARTicLe & S TATES T HAT “eN

g VWUuMmAN

RS
DLW T To

AN EFFECTIVE fRetreny o4 -

UNALS Foo ACTS NIGLATING THWE

MNATIoNAL TTRAB
(M @Y —THe CO(\.\.S'T(’T\/TIDI\I

FUN DAMENT AL MCHM TS G RANTED v

AYSs THY NeavY Rode S o~

. . \l
o B9 LAW. QETITioNEN L

J UtREME couR T AS Wil C.GMPETENT

THe RNONORABLE J-a

Yy T B A WhoNG. oF LoehAT VMl 7TARCE.

At = u L =AN



STATEMENT OF THE C ASe

e PETNMTUONER WAS A DefTY SHEMFF WITH TRE DEfARST

THRAT CoONDUCTED "THE INESTICATION AND KANEW THE

PRestaidé Judbde (RN THIS cAseE. D TH PRevenNT
MR NentooNENL =
FRoOM feaedinNa A FAR VHPALTIAL TRIAV
AN SWoukd A CHANGE of Vere BHter GWeEn”
M. ke bBaavenr QELIEVES —Tiis DD PRhevenNT HiM FLoM

AECEVINAG A F Al iMPARCTIAL “TROAAL AS GuitAnNTEE D

Ay Tie SITL AMerdMewT ofF THe U.€. cons itoTioal
HoNORARLE CoUnR-T Wikl

MA. RILSE N HOGVE R PRATS TRHLS

CORSIDER "THeE uend SPRLVT OF The SIKTh AviegmMer L,
AD THE (RTENT oF THE wTeRrs TOo EBNsuRe A A

Tl AL. ™MA POSEN HooNNER WAS A O RPUTY SHEWN\FTF W TH “THe

Tis~NG TTHE IVESTIAATION

nesibl MNA Judae w Ho
E.TS\La'D A FAWR

bz?aa:rm—:\..t‘r C.ONQUC AMD lEW

ecTve AND oW TAae ¥y

THWE DeTs
HWE ARD WS C_AS€E. . pE-TIVTIONER wAs O

b1 AmD TRIAL. TTHRE ThA
E PANCTHENT ANV ThE

\ NV ESTILNTO v BecAvE A

wW A Fonn THe sleees D
XAWMPLE ouT OF MR . QCENNCONE AND

AGCE

To HAWE A ©

ENERY DECSON TRIE DY TaE JuDAE AWD SHEMTFFES

DEPARTMENTT WAL AW ETfoRT “To DISTANCE i TSELRF

FaoM PeTrTionelN Al ENENA DeECiSion wWaS oFF A

Quegumi-TioN OF VLT, woT IMNG CENT  uNTIL Phopen

(~ilTY .



STATEHMENT OF THe CAIE .

T, DiD THE TRIAL UJURGLE EWRAOR 1N NoT ALLOWIN G
onNl ME NTAWL HWe AL T HehcA To s

wew

ESsenTiAL A NFORMATION
v WAS T AVUNG O TesSTine M1 N

D DElsSIo~S 7 THE TTRIAL

THE Acaxse
VWS ToORY O P HALUCWATIONS A
JuDat STATING"WE wouid No7 ALOW “THE SURJUECT oF
o RE BROACHMED,. DIW THLUS

HeEfl HMERTAL WNEALTH
To Ches&NTT AN

WicLATE M™MR. AsEVNcovES  NaWT

A DAQUTT Devewmsce ANYD R\EHT7 720 A FALR “TRLAL.

HMR. RwseEnicouearR oTRONGLY BELIBRIES 1T DibD. THE ~\L

AME.\ADME:M—r OF THe U.8 ComSNMTuTiond c;luruasﬁa:.s

€ faQgHT -To PRESEINT AN ADAQUIT DC.FEM&:. N TR

™
TalAL Jubdce NOT ALLOWIN G  NFol MATION o™

™Men-7nL HeaTh Heoic ATionL "THE ACCYOER WAS TAKIAM 4

ANID OAST WS7ORN o DeWwsioS AN WALUCVATIONS

Preove ~THAT "THe A ccosSATIoORS

1T TYMADE TN IANA T
\MPos<IBL e

wene A PraoducT oF Wek MERTAL NWeEALTH

o1 ALLOLU I & CAUCIRL '\MFoQ.
Meu'rm_ WeEALTR eubdenNnce

R N MATIoN - WAD "THE

JuUufld  NEANLD Twve

CoubLen wi-nd FAvaLY AL TORY AmD THe FTACT TTHNT
Xan gf § U O

Tuie <. ART =xAM <SHaweD WelR NYHMEN WAL S

INTAC™T, "THIS CALE wWould YWave WAD A e & UITreRewT

OULT7TcOME .



STRTEHENT OF THEe CASE:

e vt

AN DI THe Pe=e
ﬂ\ous LOWER Coun-TS EQANON VN NOT
HEATUNEG TS CASE ) oJELTUNLSINA THE CO6RNILTLa~NS

AL 1w Dewthinag PeTirrioeERL A CENTIEcATZE OF

APPEALAGILYTSY. M. Ruenlooven decieNes VT DID.

THe Lower cCoun—T EMLonel 1~ \JNDE.(L‘:S’I’lMIa‘Im/C-.

THe 1MPAacT —THAT courh HANEe QAcEN ACHLEV EN WAD PETITvLEN
ceenN ALsW/ebd To PuUT 1tNTo ENIDENCE e R TAL W\ emad

\ N FORMATION ©OMN THE Accuselh. ALSO “THE LOWER CouRT<

EReoMED 1K TUE CALE OF E.OUTARLE “TouliNGe, BNEN
—THouatt PETTIorER cLeARLY SHoWED ne WAS URNDER
“THE CARE OF MENTAL HEALTH AND soEFER=D TiloM
Lsevenlse OEPRESS I10AL CoUfLED WitH NurelouS Suicine

ATTEMITS  wiicd  WAS AecmnSlRLE Foo s DELAY TN

FiLin G, MR LS e Hoo B fR AMS TTHEWS Caur™l CAM

APPERUCATE —TTne 1nlpcT oE Reilo A pe PuTH SHefenFeE

coNvILTED OF SEX el whe wosT s EAHILT 7~ ™D

WAS Now SemTENCED 70 LIEe & PRionN AMD ThE

Mew7AL VEALTW. THW AND REWNA

AMPACT ON &
wWHo weuld L\Kﬁ(\la’n-hh)‘x QeTTE(

SURoUNDED RY  IRMATES

ALSED AN NS e Masveil

THAN 70 Kbl ~“THE VE.'rtloNE_(L. c

o Be PLNED wNTAL Hos ftTAa LS

1IN Adn ouT oF P HE

EwWSE To cAvsSe WIS DelAT. “TWE

ALONA Wwiti E_\JV_D»“(7HM/4

| 7 AnenOMenT OF Twe U.S CONSTITUTION CUAANTEES THE

A TUC GoNERMENT For REDAESS OF

anT To fETLTIO

Goev ANCES. T DoEes N
Swwee VTS I\HQ\éums.) CanNTALT LAW Woul® ARave

01 CAWE TiRhe L..lMl’FA‘((.O,hLS AD

TUAT Sinmce 7 Do sNT  S7ATE Tunt LimTATIONS s THE
CotST-TUTION THA-T Tue Pewrsond wite Did M7 DRAFT
LAW S HouvtD STAND To Gm N A Maiow LTy ATload S

ANRD NOT TTHE Ciaventiem-T. AL S0 Aa-TicLE 2 OF
THE U NWE QSAL YiuMa oAW1 STATES —TAAT EERTOLE

®-



STATEHMEMT OF THE CASE Co;\s-rg

HAS THE QRIGHT “To AN EFFECTIVE QereDd 4 THE
Fonn ACTY NGO LA-TIN G

CoMPeaTENT NATIONAL “TARIBRUNLALS
THE CoHNSTIVTUTION

THS TUND AREwNTAL PUCH TS GRRANTED M Qo
~o-T Reerd

o BrRY LAW- ~“rTHE LOWEN cout TS WAV

4 14 WwWHA He armanGg THIS cAsE

EFFfecTWE- AND “THA
ARLE CouRTT.

e Fove ~THWS Hauwerk



AREASoNS FoR GCRANTING —TMe teTiTion?

PETITIONER MICRAEL ALLEN RSENWoIVER TN PrRo-~ SE ¢fAA4S

~HIC  HoumotlABLE CouRT WILL GAART s PeTuvTisdd o
THE ClerTeER Cwosd OF SsciE—TH. "Tui PeTimiont s o¢ Scvenl

| MPoRTAMce Becmnse F  GRANTED VT wile Siiow SecreTY

' T o
T ~-T “TwWis Coufe=f 'R 1T3 wiitbo ceEE€ ¢ —1 14 AT

NoT Gan-T YT WwWouLb ENCLOUARAE FuUTulE oFFENDERS TTo

PoTERNTIALY Vel THeR. N CcTiMs 1o ANoid TTHE CREAT e

SENMTENLE =1aAT OccUls av STAcWar—h CHMARLES . Also To

CarxaT THS PeTrfio~r wWoulh SHow THE PLRUC THA-T AT LEAST

—THe U.S <SufaleME oV T vas A GREATERL wWisDdawt AN D
Are “TNAUELY | RTAESTED I “The PraliC oo AMD ACTVAC

.'_Jué-ncz THAT CAMT BE BowdHT WITH ©XPENSWVE AT7TORNERS

—

B GAANTING THs e UTlont —THU CoutT HAS A CHANCE

To DemoMNATE QAUESTIONS ofF LAW wiidl Ane REVIEWABLE

DNE NOVD LikE WHETHE L STAMMING CHARKES N A FrLT

(Y
0

'1&5 g s UNTIL THe SedTeENce GREATLY EXClemd S

-
THat of MUkIew ﬁw-x&_;.g“gse ALLOWEDN Tad CownT 1n/

CrpAnTigG TS Patrimlave CAN AND feETIioneEN PO AYYS LWL

A&;&/E\l QuelTiINGS o F FACT Sucd As Tie “TRIAL Juldae

RNoT ALLOWING COVLINRL INEForRnAROR o THE AccuSeERS

MenwTAL Nen T MeEDICATIoE AND Wer WSToR1 o © D ELUL inS

A
O WHALUGWNVATIoNS. ALSe THE FACT THaT THeE S+A.R.T

BEXAM CLEARLY SHalwWED THeE AdUWed s WIMEN wal | N 7he

L HOWING Tt FACT THAT SHE wAS STiLw A ViRAIN ANY THE

PETITRNE N Ca‘ua_\) NoT folSiBLY o F NAPED “THE NCLVSEN_
HAD Avlowed THWY EvioeEr~ie —THE TOTALITY Woul®d HAVE

Convinced A ReEASNALE JURNET THAT THE ACUEATows
WERE 1o THinl4 Mane —FHAN DEULIOWS LAUWEYD RY MEMTAL
HEAL7H 18svel | SUPPLTED R4 FAMILY HWE T 0F MenmTAl

10-



NeAalonsd Fofl CAANTIWEG ~THRe CETITION CanNT!

HEALTH I1SSveEs 1AlCLUuMWe Delvgis VS AND HAMWVGWVATIONS 7o
—“HEe SevenlTy & FAnILY MEMAERS Reedi~< Tuv RE
ComMmMTED -To MEeEWTAL AINSTIETUTIOAYS . PEetTioee e R el \eVES
THE JuD4E LKL THW CcASt CLeEAT ABusEDL g DibcneTiond
64 roT ALLOWING VITAL eNOEwE . PeTtTiove K ALSa
Delreves THE lLoawen. ceuvnzs AALSed THEeWL NiScE Tiord Qo

NOT CRARNTINA e QUI\TARALE “TowlIMNt waer 1T WAS CenaRk.

—THAT —THe DellrY wAs cavked QF eeTrTioNeN Y AVINK

Hen—7AL WeALTH \Siues. Sufrneve counT ule VO (GO

CroNnE i e REUMEW o CeRSTVoARL AND —Tue counTS
DL CAESTION CS“‘FA’(ES:" A URITED <-TATES CauT CF AcenS

HASY BNntTered N pecliary LN Cond FLICT Wi-TH THE Doculian)

c¥v Areo-TtTHel. UNITED <<7ATES CauntT oF APPeEALSL ON —THe
SAane  imeandANdT MATTERy HAS DECIDED AN thosne AT
F—'E\?E(LAL GuesTiod I A waY "THAT CanFLILT Wi TH A
DEciliany Y A STATe CoU-l oF LALT Reson-1, O YAl

Sa TAQL DEEARTED) FOOM THE ACces7Ed AmD USUAL Cavnls e
oF Judticaal PhscedinddcsS AS To CaAaLL Vol An BEXYCERCLSE

OF THIS CauvrTs ScvPeruilondy fow@Er. GAANTIWA CERTI oL AN L

ON THLS CASE 1§ ovF Svew 1MYelATive fuRLiC VM Pl TANICE

AS 70 Vua-l Y DENIATIoN FTROM NoMAL APOSLATE PracTiCE

AN 7o AReanile MEDIATE D eETermrwATIoN 1M THES JounT

IN THE \~-TQEST ©F —THe LIFe ¢ € Frwte ICTWMS AND

Jus-nice Fonn THY CaUNTR Y. see Sufrcrme OJAT Quie il AsD

See A% U.L.C 8 2\ole). ror THase neasons PeTiTirmmie (Raus

TTHIS  cawT Wikl GAANT CenTionAAN .,



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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