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IN THE
%U\PREN\Q COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORAR\

Ploick ¥ /Appeil otk respectfully proys that o weit of certione
fssue 1o review e Judgm exst below,

OPINIONS ReLOw
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JURISDICTION

For coses Cromn state courts?
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£ 1 The dote on whidh fne Stote Coust of Appels decided muy cose WS
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A copy of that decision appats o Appendix A .

A edrens on of fime Yo £ile tae enumerodions of gerot wes
gf&ﬂ\’%d T'O O‘nd ing \}d\h% PoEe o soan

. & 1-7-2019 o 10-33-30\9 1n
Application No, AROA03G)

=~ ¥

The dote 0N whnick Pae stoke feiol couct decided Ny COse WWAS

H-1-30\4 o timely motice of Appeal was sunk timely onU4-10-20i9
with o resporst, on out of Feve nokre o oppenl wias Filed &-8T-301,
ond LS d@ﬂQ\QC\ on =22 3019 ond £led on 1-34-9019 5 miy *\’m?.l(ﬁ odc}{no\\
civil ackion wos Fil2d 10°§-501%. Anplicalion no. 201g -NW-1-CR

A copy of that deciSion appeacs of Appendix B,

The jurisdiction of tims Couet \S inwoked (ndeC 28 1h5.C.81257 ()
28 WLS.C.CHI,




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLYED
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pr o&efi\d\f\gs in Ams 0ase,om Hoe Attorney Grenera) does not plon on othecun s
(esponding to ¥ims Appes , See Appendis A
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STRTEMENT OF THE CASE
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%THTSW\GNT OF¢ CASE (CONTINUED)
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Stekem@vtr of Cose ( Continued)
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- CONCLUS\ON
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