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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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] reported at ; or,

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

[\/f is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court 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[\/ is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The opinion gf the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _{~ __ 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[\ is unpublished.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 %&&m@mﬁm&,
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[\ is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the. United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was NOT IR 5

[ ] 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: Mﬂ;_m 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. § 1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court demded my case was /VI}‘PY/Z) L‘}’?é.
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denylng rehearing

appears at Appendlx

[ 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).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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CSATEMENTOFE THE [usE
. ConT d

RArrrEn -an DzemrasSTnG THE Petcrzand AS
T E DARVIED UDEN 4 aabwé&), TRHE DNrSTrere—r
AP UNET SHOULD HAVE BPPLZED FRUTTABLE 7017l

1D THES LIecadzont PERTED, SEE W16 S V.
Herzer, LS. Drsmzer(lexcsfsast ) a1z Jarrzus
HoLLano v. FLorcom, sto US. —, 130 S.44. asu9, 1n7 L. Ed.
fgi 120 (3010). SeEALSE KemBEL U SonES, 9013 LS,
1STNTeT LEXATS Yaous. SEEALSo M ATt v. Meflzs

622 Fd 1267 L11dh Ozn. 201000. /ngzfzhrﬁjjgﬂ;}zugaﬁz%
THE APPNDOPNZATE MotLonl But7 ND AVATL.
THE DLSTRLLA LDUNT NEFUSED Teo MalCE A UL LN
[ See />0Y oF PEreTrener'S mocron Al
BPPoSTTZON).

Ont SEPTEMBLN 36, 3006, Fbrrrroner FrLen
A CERTLFrLATE oF APPEALADBLLITTY T THE

Unzred Srares CourToF APPER LS FOR THE
EreventH CreeurT, Duncng HES Tame, THE
WnNCED STRTES GoURT O APPEALS DEAREED -
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THERERPTER, Scott FLLED P moTLon! 72
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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,

é:n/w/l&g M@nﬂ S@H’
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