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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
the petition and is

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

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

to

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[ 1 is unpublished.

M For cases from state courts:

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

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the SLA@ o( wSCG/iSm /Zw‘\' o‘g A(mpal_( 7 court
appears at Appendix _A_ to the petition and is

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4 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 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.

[ 1 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

[ 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. § 1254(1).

] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was )femLe. 4020,
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).

2.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Tean Eiled « vw‘kce e “O()ect( o M%{ 9, dotq . (97) Tv s q(]()e%
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+hav ‘H/zc awl cunt he @(gf‘&ed +o f)m/ her,

he lied wiore Woney ov Wim
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TV s asm Hhat She was not invelved ?ra;Jf;M;m, oacl H/u)} wadermnine

Wer C/Fea\(\!)i‘}‘}*y- The C;rcu{f’ Conrt (Ae/ﬁﬁ_d’ Tran's {Eg‘a&ft Al the Cawf+%c‘p72

affeals affirmed the judgwent s order of the Circuit court. Sp. at 0. 73



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Tlis Courk shodd grant ceview becase dotng 50 wodd Lely develoy

Clacily ancl hiarmsnize the low ofF Whether evideace s admissible 4. Jefned
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adwiss ;;[DtihL/ of evideace Vased on e Q{oba‘kve Vouﬁe of fhat eviderce Versus thak
Q(b\OmL'.ve velue be?nj SubS?)-quq//y 0“1‘%{517&0 bu/ the dawge( oF wrpq.‘r Qmjud?ce,
Syecifically what ;s weant by “substankial”. See Wis. Skt 904,03
The evideace in %ueﬂ'icf} here was whether TV, U,'s boyfriend was javolvedl
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oF the (SSueS on Hoiis Qo?n* oA 6’\/{0[&/166 N ([{B,‘ L5 ) |
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respéctfully submitted,
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