IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

W BsﬂlﬂﬁT ON D.C.
FINNTS DAVISIY _ PETITIONER
(Your Name) FILED

GCT 22 2020

QFFICE OF THE CLERK
SUPREME COURT, U.S,

VS.

AORTY DAVIS  _ RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORAR! TO

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

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Finna Davis ¢

(Your Name)

210\ FMn 369 Norih

(Address)

Towa ParK 3 Texas 63N
(City, State, Zip Code)

((4403 355- 7411

P one Number)




, QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
e DAVIS Was eoavicted with a penclensde (9.026\(7)E) Ae-

mP'\'e.c\ E.A?l‘\'a\ Mocder. Mre Davia was CONvieked Oﬂ‘\'es“\'\mon\/

evidence only oF Shooting Tuo pesple and M. Davis LWias nok
Convicted apﬂﬁooﬁ‘\n%dt Ynem. Me DAvia eontends e Aid nar

Shoct e Poney Ard e Medical veesads Lil\ prove. M. Poneyt

‘\v’i)ur\/ was not Feom ba‘mg oL v o jmlr
Fith cvccnad celied DPD!\\ e swtes covdls StaYement of theFacks
on Aiceet A ?ea\ vt S‘Q\'{\F'\ccm’t\y Mmiaatated evenr YL Santed

Veraion of Yhe €acx. The case tus Pw.sm’rs e €\ Du)'mgct_;es‘\'——

1ONS,

A. DA the statve C.\’\anﬂe_ W DaY A4 DD\3 For Tex .‘\lcna\c_DA-e. \6 O\

\QOA(\Q \4.02 DAY, hecasse Second anurL of Aggeal s soid
T e Davis wnsutfieient evidence c\aim that the State

Liag Not Yeguied Yo prove Mo MNe Davis had ko shobdt M.
i\bna\f . 2k 1n Bl \Qy Ao N Davis Sratue Tnaick ment and

Moy~ thexge are e Shme shao‘\'mi ?ﬁD?\e_ 15 the Basice element
A the trime oF which M Davig s convicked of \G.034M @Y.

T A D_S(\anﬂe_ n @eX ANADYD LGS v teXroaviive Yo r.

Davia c:ase,.z
Xo Yhe Stake courL

a‘ A the SIEW™ ey exe in Aefertr
Ciadina that Mr. Davia LES s \Bre_‘ vdiced \ay s Ario)
£oLVNnseV s Fo.\uece XD vect\_.\eS\'_ Yne MeAico retods of OSCor-Roney/
\Dwa\r.b\\y onunae) s Calure 10 nvesh ohe the Key evidence NG
| . od 7 :
DSmr-%one.w(}_»un-s\no’n LSOW N
C\ oid Cifvn cicCulX exe \n Ae€eccing o Yhe <xaXe pooYY ?\OAWB
\37 his dc\ eounsels Falore 1O

Pk e Dovis Lsas ot P(‘S)u Aice
ex?\a{\n e e Cientibns of -&u\é\ivﬂ o \3\ en~ [_\ea\i?

\



LIST OF PARTIES

X] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] 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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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 Umted States court of appeals appears at Appendix _L to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; OF,

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I is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendlx _b_ to
the petition and is .

ECE_hind. D Scaurts . GoV/eqi-bin /DKt Rpk um
] reported at N jsr¥e- GoV/cgi-bio |DRY RpL.p 2

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

’

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix 3 to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; Or,

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

The opinion of the €0 ik of

¢ A court
appears at Appendix . to the petltlon and is

[ ] reported at ’ ; OF,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[8¢ is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was . ’

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

P< 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 e .

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted

to and including DQ&XL@L_\E_ (date) on _180 O'FWS“ (date)
in Application No. A

" The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was /0?/33/2 oIS
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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