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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] reported at U% \/ 1 PF\ Cﬁ/ ; OF,

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[ ] is unpublished.

to

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is - N 71—
. Nwregh

[ ] reported at C9‘de© \/ u'h\m g ; Or,

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

[ ] is unpublished. 272 W < ?85‘ P
[ 1 For cases from state courts: 3% LQ U S —7 LJ‘ 2)

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at A ﬂA-PrS V., CC\‘\L@YH ;q ; Or,

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the court

appears at Appendix petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.
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ﬁ STATEMENT OF THE CASE
- A%rmxd A’ﬂdrew P@J&ncﬁ Wa-S
@6%L_%md o represent an oppeal
Fom ek d Caurc by +He Alternde
Delenge Couwnidd, - d e P@laﬂcdf
atleged Hhat The Judgmen | U}}u//)
Convichonrn was never @?‘Sji )M
mn Fack 1+ was enld S

| 01 | e
Noora e Q'ﬁ’ and tokortuo n o iy
%':/)\ ?’—Oﬁ Court anﬁ +Hhe (oJar QO_[D

| ols did not
%@K;@;Aipfs frivilows appeal.

2. Mncleew Poland rf—efused o muj -
with moe ona diacucs Ho yari ts

of this cCase, 0o J went to

s ofFice g nundser ¢of fnus 1O
CPeed wdrh hom bud he Aefused
3, The A\—LQYWS N Corvpetdunce

CrOy A O\Cit beorate hﬁg]:ca..am ce

oF eguald protchon C;l@&x\l-j

Identifies o private inc vi duad

h(u/bh% o Srewed rﬁ{aiL@n?mp

Lo« 6@\/arrmum ral) wﬁ\ar\l\j



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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