
20- ORIGINAfNo.
Supreme Court, U.S. 

FILED

NOV 1 0 2020
OFFICE OF THE CLERK

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

F TMRME.U. — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

vs.

Kill kN " I) IPlC C Th(L- RESPONDENT(S) 
OepBerMtNT CWR,

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

‘bnypyfAt Crvug-T nf _________
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

(Your Name)

88o GiVings <Fifc.
(Address)

kU. -lUa^
(City, State, Zip Code)

UI&
(Phone Number)

v«



- X

QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

ELVmJLxokr *he. ce<m tQU?iSL£acv&l iav^li4iA,V\j)
jcuiS__of__ jufUAitVvon ru\e* 'Thus^\he.

. ..on. ..
pdH'iontr s>Kos3\A ...b.-e, erHWtd 

io SofQ^^TiotinvjQf J'g.Vvt^- Vihin ihe. ^iiprem-e C.ouf4
P^AiOjOJ^aLOTre^ ydh'vo.'tNiir^ ^r^rrv^i^

Vfll



TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW 1

2JURISDICTION

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED ... 3
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 4
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

CONCLUSION V?

INDEX TO APPENDICES

----------- -APPENDIX A

APPENDIX B

APPENDIX C

APPENDIX D

APPENDIX E

APPENDIX F

X.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was______________________

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: ____________
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

, and a copy of the

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No.__ A

(date) on (date)

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 decided my case was i 0 T.00~ 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix ____

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
f4|A _____________ , 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____
Application No.__ A

Mf A m (date) in(date) on

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

- CAquCsQ, 1 of the. t Inlt eA ‘Sfrntps C ohstAtuh a Pi

-•* privilege of theVdrti of hcibea,^ Corpus ShoAl 
dexivUnlesc;>>lhen inCases of rebe.Uior\ or Invasion 

/)(y- Safety tt\c^ report iC‘. ^imnarU.^ Article I.SgfUi,^ 11 n£
Lt^f\sVv-U\-V\r\r\ proVides that'‘the. privilege of theYvIfit 

habeas Corpus ShoA\ f\at, bo ‘bu'spfcnded. .5. except bv^ the there. l

*%

<3>.Pc

Assembly ifi Casts of rebe\U*n%lnSufrectUr\ or invasion jViihen the 

public Saftti^tho^ re^dvre It*
.At Conuncn \ecw>hoth the. federal and AcrVtaos^s Vsatoefes ^)rc.\f isl©n*b 

Wftxo tinderstood. <v\tvn theA habevs relief Would on\v^ b-o av&Uablc 

When the Commitment order is w\Va\UwUb face. or When the Court
from Vlhiiln the Commitment order issued. \acf><id jurisdiction't\> 

Suen/an
issue

crd*r- I*P*r*e WatKins.afi Via, U tvt.^ \qa ,1 v . f=A UFTcn 
y^3°)) E-Apsrte Royster, u ArK/aft (t’iUrpv,

in 1,1151 fhe unif-d States hiipmnp Pm ict Interpreted these previsions 

to expand the parameters under Which the Writ for hobe'&s Corpus vjeit 
ianKv.Man^im a31 u.s/doQ^n-ai/dS hU.^uq
LM§)- There ,ihe Court stated 5

._ The effect of L Kets 1 filial Is to suhst-ikjte for the bare le^ revi eld 

that seems tohooue been the WmiV of ]udiciat authority under th-e Common 

lb\N practice,and under the act of CbAr.iCCh&p. Su a more ‘ae.xrchlnj 
envesti cation/m Which the applicant h puit Upon VY»s o&th to Set forth 

the froth of the mcvHer respect'm$ the Cbust of his detention,and fh-<L 

Court,upon dettrminim)the actUGl facts,is to dhpove of the. parti} as 

law and dust \Ce reju'ir e.
rhene be'u\^no dc^bt of the authority of the Congress to thv>s liberalize, 

the Common Icrni procedure on henbeo^ Corpus m o>rder to Safe^utrd the 

tCberK) of ^11 person valthln the Jurisdiction of the l Ended States against 

Infrin^rnent through anej \j\ohdton. of the Constitution or a, law T>r 
tf PfU-xhlishsA thereunder,Tt resets that undev thesectU ns Cited 

prisoner V\ custody porso^ to the final Judgment of s State Coart of 

CxlmlrNGil JurlSfAiotiwi rY\0\V>) hFw/o. S JvjWU^A 'uVJU'fU) 'r\ ^ COUft of fhe_ 

UO>tf A‘otodg.S ’\nttHo.\terej tv vv^W and. So>b>stcunee cf the C^use -ef h\s d<<deA4iHh •-
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ATEMENT OF THE CASE

petitioner p\e~&Aet r\o\o Contendere. In l-UftvpSkbd
. ^UY\v»\Kp\fL fe\o^ Counts \r\ Wee. Separate Crimioo \ 
^thu^bne. CAcAUGl b^lV^rouAl OP this C^>e. is lr\

^^.fr/fe\e\levj> Arbv.342..j Appendix-A. 'fdoneAheless* petitioner's
0^e.v Subjected th-e petitioner bo "on -enh^nejed Omtenus UAder 

|k^ .p^nm^sUnahltu a .1 _©£f end&c. pro.v.i $! o n s>. ArK. Code, .Ann. <r ^4-^n4 (A1.
jjBM^phUe. biWuVV^n-eoosdo) reflecting that the pefUioner hM & Criming hiteeru

of ‘%p,ro- ^

<*

relevant-habitual aftend-er's AMut-es ar<LfWd U AfK.GrUi Ann. 
$^4r.5ol^5-4.- 5pi lfte.pl, 1 °tS-iX\QAb€^e.^Wute.3 Abe Af Kqa^.v
G-^an_Gj^vA^sembv^,5petAlic^W)_'f:€4u\r^Ja_prevlwbXoA\]it.t'»oo^r__fi-A<\i/)G)
dL^uiAtbhLfw fhe habitual offm W_.pr.o\).Ui«noArntehcjA- Ark ^ 

Cote Ann,^ h-4~5o4 CvuMattituQV-pffenAg'f..s, proof qp previous
ConvicAlorf! Atctes U part;

Jjsd A^prohouS OrwiCtbn or fted^ of §ul\t of & feten^ me^b-e 

pr-OY6A bvj ^vjeviAe.nee'VhftV ^tbfies Wfrifll Court be^oOA x TfestarvaYte 

doubt Vbcd \hL defendant Yjas Convicted or ftend ^u>At^,]n Un p^itic/i^ 

CsSS_&t: AlO O tfvQ- StAtC d\A f\T)t VA Vrodu C(L pr^of of ."the. pY'i 
Co n V-LCtJ .0 n _usedCo enhance, the. petifhrw b enter*ce AufiA^-tho plt-^ 

h£^tiO0)-4.Ubewi^ >W petitioners Corn rn( Went order notes 3 the,. peAAiw^r »s 

Cxjcnioa,LhUVor^seore V\w T^ro.AMKch makes petitioner's Commitment 
-Or.4i.r_Uv.aUA .On Us Tftca.
. . For ..the habitual offender SHlvde. toU-e 

C^si.jb£.

•foVonijtor

>ppliC&b\£ ir\ thi(peUUw/-'4
petitioner had t\> have, been (prevUu^ te>ur>d Jv/htcj Op 

(tUxe.jfJ^n_oo.i.C_,l-4 but less, then fbur teO_,fe-lonisr. Ark Anr^ 

^e§rdiiSj^i • -Moreover, tho pefiti 

Thu s JrVwhoi b H lx a l Of tender
had Oo prior fel-'cni^ConVj.&lten* 

pOViS-itn Yi*sS f\A appUd^ble.
toner
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

lbI3_case_presf/ii_ije-t another Illustration of the Various problems. 
-\Miib_vAr_haftsas_Supreme, Courts' jurisprudence, addressing state..habeas 

t.oxp«s_Claims,HotcVvlcrth^^the JVftansas Department of Correction (ADC') 

is_ho\i inline peViVlone.r_on_a_C.ommitmuit order tinet Is invalid-Oft it& Ac~e-. 
IfLtnt. petitionu‘s Case? TrammeL v. belief ‘ao&o ArkOdSL,the-mapr.it 

Opinion_dioes not address the problem Concern^ the. petitioner's invalid. 
£o.mmitm.ent_ord tv: Josephine Win her har.udusttce > dissentingacKnoRled$ 105 

the ArK.sup. ct., majority \n tine petitioner's Case, inccr rectivj limited ^ the 

pcUiieaeris_^r.y ument. i e,,at %r>an ArK.a4-2uCiting Stephenson v„Kelley 

. Colfi Arts. \4 3,544 -_S.vsi.:ad-MH (.Hart ,3., diss-rntmA.
Nevertheless., Arhatvbas ‘Supreme Court has, Substantially narrowed the. 
CiLfcumstar\tes_irs>ihcLir. relief Under Arkansas stole h*>bea>s_ Cor p u s.Stctcl e 

(hay be.Jncd. The Stance, Continues to perplex In UyV\t of the Supreme 

Court _of the Unite A stxtph' rejection of ArK^ns^s Supreme Courts1 
.\inai^_on_bcbe^s, Corpus. JVJhen_it._re.versed.... 3 ac.Ksqq v. torts, 8>ot\ Arto. 
5EL.3l.fi snM. ad.los C.TacKgboG^O.-inAAAiller \ns.4Cm ,
\Sa SvCt, 71455-. L.tA. 3,4 Mol C'doia'J. The. JV'hbns’bS Supreme. Court 

dixa-lysis is rvolonyer^aUd.
As in the petit toners Case,the ArlWwfcs Supume Cowart in Jachtron l 

disposed of -j^cKson Kebefes. petit1<mo .u jaeRSon hxA -fkile.A to
dAie^ed <0r ShoVM that -the Original Commitment Wvs ln\Mid on its Jroce

OCjfcho»t fhe Or\0jve>r\oi\ Sentencla^_Court laelAed, jurl<AlCtv-<ar\ to cnter the 

S-CnHoxe .The ArbQnso^*/Supreme Court heU that the Circuit Court's 

di-srotss-bl of the poVW'verN -for Nil fit of habeas Cut pus NJos r\ot . 
Cie^r\^ erroneous'! JacKSun 1. 8>oU A.fh.4cLo£ S. lOekplic^bh) tVi-e 

vAr-Kbns&^ Supreme Court Continue to Ute ^4 fely .on the Scum-e 

CXf'voncJe that t^° <Avrt of*the lin'd ed^odg^- h^sJ^pf-esshy
. Te] ected J a.hnfee^ Cssses.

_ K^rorsMor ,-T^sp phLne LinKor Hart, dustier, .dissented. In a\\ Case's Cited, 
.b.et o,\M., .b ec&uso_of_Ar Jx^nso ^ Supreme Court's Jurisprudence. Sddre vs A3 

^xsV.o.hobebs_Cor. pus Ci&uuS..For_e.vUmpw .Spp JNn-Klns v^KeUeu^aolH,—

»-
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