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Leutise.1 BUCUR'S QUESTION PRESENTED

The Framers recognized that, in the long term, structural protections

against abuse of power were critical to preserving liberty. Bowsher'v.

Svmar. 478 U.S.J714, 730, (1986). The “structural principles secured by the

separation of powers protect the individual as well.”. Stem v. Marshall 564

U.S.462, 483, (2011).

The question presented in this case is:

Whether the indictment in this case should have been dismissed because

the structural protections of the grand jury designed to safeguard individual 

rights and liberties were compromised when the prosecution impermissibly 

interfered with the grand jury’s function guaranteed by the Fifth Amendment to 

act as an independent investigative body when the prosecution abruptly 

prevented a grand juror from asking a question the grand juror deemed

relevant?

Did this interference impermissibly alter the structure of the grand jury 

by taking away the freedom given to the grand jury to pursue its investigation 

unhindered by external influence or supervision and to make its decision based 

on evidence it deems appropriate and to protect individual’s right of freedom 

and liberty? Is a constitutionally deficient Indictment structural error?
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avEsrioA/s pREieft/TEi? 
The Evidence, sub/nlfted to the 6 iaims oft collns lo/ij one! the lack oft QQY

by the judicial department h the, execuHoe department to remove

The, tefttoner from He Custody oft the lew op Coliftorniulohd h flejaie. 

to/yjh'ft or Could he Made.; that He. cause. u/as brought by thefejutar course oft frocedmj,

The <£uesliomftor this Court is) Tor ter Hurur i imfly l)'

0)-P'd the- Federal t)!s trtc ft pour ft have- cognizance. or subject-matter jurisdiction To

Call Tor //) terpoilllon

cter/m thatany

Id,, Oe/wiser at 10 H,

hear and deterwhie^ The. ceruse* Irouaht before, it tn This in start 7^ $ep^ A off?

More, oi/er, Courts, mclud/nj this Court, hai/C an t n de fen den t oblljattari ho 

Jeftermwt whether Su bject-matterjurisdiction exists. even in the absence oft a
challenje from arty party. * A>hough v. Y&HUrfi,. 5% 1/6 5QQ, 5/*f; t/,3 LEJ %d 
JPP7. (U 5 eft 't&S f'doo&. Of, £~7ZTtton. 535US MS, 6T0. ISUiJUSCO bool).

1 State court's grant oft demurrer To criminal dt fen clan ft oft dose of- prose- 

Cuftio/lS cose''//} chief during bench trial constlta ted ocyul ttat under douh/e 

jeopardy clouse, Jtoot on demurrer trial courft hu/es cts a /na'tter o f Jour 
theft frosetu tlo/ts evidence >V Insufflr ten ft da as la b Ide fend ant's_____
actual pul!ft, "Smalls v, Penn 6y/t/ar lo. d7fl/S /V0; /<?£ $ {1/775,
^0 L Bit id lift Clt 8 ft}j Const, oft the U, 5j j LEXIS B, Former Proceeding os a 

Bes!s For Double Jeopardy; X . Former ftcyulfiatj a, Ih {genera!} 1ST. By
dlrec Hon oft Tour ft! Euans i/ Michigan, FCd US 3/3^ 185 L Pd Xd tXH^ ‘'C&'f(3/0/3),

The State oft California ho s refused to grant an acquittal io ftio, MIH-Q3%$ a sterling

that the fefiboner has Tolled tofprove, his innocenreJ. creating a "co/ivlcllon1*

(jt) Dee* the. ruling in Id,^ Smalls constitute on acquittal in ms. MIH'PSSS <W FH-0M7?

_____ I he ir^fk'irentmtJhLo court hove personal jurisdiction flows. . Prom Up Due Process
dense.. ^ Insurance. Carp, oft Ireland} IS ft US. at 701 ^ IS LU Xd HIV, kuhrjas AC.

T3) Wq$ Due Process oft lew violated by lock oft persona! jurUdl, ft!on f
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STATEMENT of reasons FPR GMblTINO CERTMARH

7~A£ tailSE acted upon i>y the Federal O'istrTct court in this /rsiaot is the^

tfitome of th& TAIL WftO&INC? THE QO&t The, judicial Power of the- 

Efnrted States does not extend to >t because it is not a "Ease 0 arising under. 

thd Constitution &t the United sta tesf Ariic/eJU^ Section j?. douse I} and hc<u-ther&~

cause brought before the court m dOtt u/as net brought 

* rn subordination to ihe judicial department^ where the, righ ts of person ond . 

property are Concerned^ >l Dor did it /f TonsisiCl only in a/

is He fewer con ferred. The

'ding to Suffcrf the

judlclot process and en ftoreintj its authority^} -Urhen ids interpest 1 fen for Hut 

fur posts becomes htctSSary. and /V coUrJ for by He judir 10 ) depart men t. a

Muskrat v QM Statey. MUSW 3SI-IZ SSL Ed ML 3J 5 CtlSQ(nil) \ and see

Ex Parte ken tuckv V DennUan . M Hew, CS, !t)P} N> L EJ 7!7 (JSL/)l The Petitioner

wai not "charge/] by "the- regular course of judicial proceedings? *The executloe

autUonty oft the statef fterefore} was not 4 u tkor/2ed,,, to make fine demand

that Eke, rourt Institute, a federal prose cution to/ it out on mdlct/nent to change

the venue, ahej (defeat the State Court's fnct exdus/t/e- gur/sduhon} anti effect

the jud/c/g! deC /Ston^} Trade, hy LotiuStcn of Federal and State- Executive-____

Da. partm ert f 0 fit eta!S &n Jufy ^ XOtt at NCSC?,^ to ton so mate, their Cons ft racy

qcjalnif fights. Said ha'less violence, must not he sanctioned by thl? Lear ft 

PETITIbN FOR kEHHAING - fPGE f 0Fl\ -CQLE //„ /IS.



Tht- removal c-f the prt^cner -Prom the custody ef the. hu? "ih order to

' » //prosecute h/rn /r a jurisdtrtion rot Hie, samp, as flat wherein the prisoner

1A/Q5 cr/) fired u/g$ NOT PAPERED by ''the customary issuance. af the kunt

etherwUe the judge. would have h&ert grier h/OTICE^eld pros e <jL Ulh dc/PV) )i*

^IWJhere the- ‘mrls die tier ef the state Aour t has ■first' attached^ the. Federal _ 
ts prec/uderf from exer cisihjitsJurisdicHori over the seme res tu

defeat er im pair the State roart'$ jurisdiction, The fore tear once is a
frihrip te <?f night gnd hut and -therefor? of necessity. It leavo* nothing 

do discretion er Cctive n1ence. ,,, "And the Same rate opptiec where a . 
p&fScn r5 r/n custody under the authority of the caurr of mother 

yunsdtc her), )} [cite omittedJ. Kltne u. fur kt P,o/isfractioh Crh. rifP U$d3.6, 
AM- 230, £7 L& MC (MX*).

Court

_[fjhe tpTft adprosequendum li/as necessary to remove a prisoner to order 

fc prosecute him m the, pref er jurisdicrior inhere in the offeree out 6 

LStomtieJ.” Carho v United Mates. W US £f/f M-ify SiMddJ^t dm/).

.tip judicial process} whatever term It may assumef Can hare any tau/fuf aut­
hor tty outside eh the limits cfjurisdie tier) of He court or judge by iUhor/i 
itis issuedp a/uJah attempt to &h force- tt beyond these boundaries is 

hot hi ha le$£ than IqwleSS vie/eh c&,11 Abie Mar 1/ Booth j/ t/cicr
TOC . Vki^liL Ed Uf (1851),

[W]here jurisdiction has a ttact\eJ fo person an thing, Iti.5~ unless ikre-
Ccme. provlsiw fy the contrary - Exclusive- //> e ffect until tt has 

M/rvu^ht its function, " leavers v Houbert} ItUif TJ. S^HlLEJ 9W fffls),
/S

a n Thus, as fit? low fieu/ s' lauds; " wy Hilt f.it//l. "tin Injil/ifhi, i u/ho may it’,
indicted far freasch against me- UnJfed fit let A' beyond Theeou>t>r 

of He federal £-£>Ut i< undjudges, if he, he. in e.uitejy under the.
tbrlty of u sfafe..11 fHcue fteijei. H Let) ir/y7 SC ter. " ~~

Toy hr u Corey L jo Hoy Sgj Ff7 JS lEO H>3X f/gtS): htMi Mai 
1/ United (hies W, Uf SO gt, M L FJidH71/f/m),

au

petitro/v toh rthemimo - paoe a of II COLE v, u.s.



Concise. Statement Of The- Bas/t For Turit4icttC>^

l) The. Court of Appeals For The film th Circatt hat dt.rug/ Pelt Lion €r’s

Met!on For Fe hearing With Sc/a  ̂a i!oh For Pe hearing Eh Banc^ fjpr!! 1 3; d Od /, unih-.

<wt having tveo tXammeJ any of thl jurisdictional deficiencies alleged. ApxJ,

Writ pm;
w*

toner Is a fuUlc Min jstfr. u/ho 'invoked his Privilege under \S U.SC. Fk

bjOnd M 6/ (lP)} fa act as a siatuhty agency of the Untied SfateSj attempted fo Jaw Fully

Jwas asSau/teJ andinjured in his person andproperty for.projectprivate- fijhts. OIL

having otltof fed lau/fully fe perform his statutory duty Federal officer, ftos a

State instituted the sent against Fhe Petitioner. The. IIFt PimendMent affiles only

. 1~0 Suits ins-fii 14ted by Citizen $. firt. UT.Fd, dl; US. Const. Hus centers the

or! 4/ha ! Jur/s dichon aF this Case, fa tills supreme Court; u/hith n me ess art !y 

fx elusive. thneS u. lianidd. Hi US W. UH ML Ed HEX, d S Ct F37 (fZXd).

3) This Court has a duty to enforce the rutf of iau/} here, a its decision s.

//>eluding Hit urequirement Hatjurisdid ton he estohtishf-das a thresholdmat­

ter j u/filth this Court has declared is ''inflexible, and without txceptton .,J

Steel Co, v, Citizens Far a Better Bn vironment} FH3 U£ S^>; tt - H I (IS tS).

i) 'When cf Federal court is property appealed h in a ease over u/hich It
hot hy !au/ juris dictiw; itjs its duty to take tuck jurisdiction.
The ripkte-l.a-_pctr.ty plaintiff jo choose q Federal court where, fhert is 

a choice Cannot ^ % pg. i>VS7 begreptr /y denied. n Eni/and tf. Lent tiara
Mid hot Ztimtftrs. WUSHU} HtC; II / EjjjHW} 8H S Ct HCiaUd).

/< /

ttOE 3 OF IIPetition fca ReheaAia/6 COLE v. U. F



[fills her ft e/i is <? judge - PasLored vehicle, for a (.tarc/in a apprapr/t 1/ d-e. pcr&nct
h He "t'espethi/t Ce/nfeiehce. e-TThe. siai^ and fie Jem! Ceur / tyi d-ssn s. "
LulIsUm P, &L. £j. v, Thikodaux.3£Q MAZM.UMldM5Z (Ml ((151).

7/g Suite ajainch Pelt Hener devised by He. i-afluilcn anddeceptitn cp Sitic andms

feJetol Etestthve Pratich Qppitials djjreem<j fo dliStiSiti^ and 1o onfloti/^ and dz s iro y .

dht Peh-fioner Uimp depriua Hen c[ il? due, course and process od lour. and fig lie. cUm$M.

.Such a 5e'tjh*d sort was condiMhedm LDfU) v, VEAZ1F, 5dOUd, %5f} 3i55s /& L. BJ 

mi, M1 (Wo), and Ton Horn // fC+hlhs Cmiv; Hi E A M tlSlApp. LEXIS 

(ifh 6,r\ The. Federal dislncif Courf judyp. s who Siriad were
iz

to/nptlr 1 hits and/er failedhprrfec f hnJant*L/ fin'rness i<jlds dr Pul'd)oner.or in

Pdid Her denied bis r/phd h field ~rep'resenP, hifi ccanseiof died and waswas.

tend tinned wllhouP belncj afforded oppor luniTy do he hegpdj while dentedan

hail and fhe tespulsHs do prepare. //< drftn^r f The appoa/s roanP sanctioned

dhe fnc I (.our is abuses} and In refused 5c Cxanilne- jurlsd/clion g{rfer fardnOi

Louh se( upon jht Pei!Uoner over his objeciio/is Pouik jeopardy barred Hit cause,

The Shale j u dopes ahoried He proceed imp hdlliouj Hit Jejr&n danCOnsenP; t(Thl$ 

d eprluaiion precludes rein la!.11 (J.5. v, GcVro. 555 P, id I3T) /37, M£7 (d, 5,

ftPf/ LEXXS IE>d551 7V/7 C>r\). hho. iht com* i had ft a cepjm 7 ante op the

cause. as li lad no mdichment, Hannah y Loire he.. 563 U5 5AP, 511, 515,5>V7
--------------------------------- j / / / 7

' U Ed %l PthMA^ti I pdldiuded }arkJUUn, '

PAbi. H OF n~~ - COLE If. u. S.PETITION FOR REHE/)RTN6



GROUNDS FoR RTHERAlNr,

$0- IS 61 ; docketed R3/&5/&!j is largely about ihls court1*fet'dlan oo,

reject of a f&irfion For Wt/t of Error^ because There // no prevision u/ifluo tye>cr\

Rules of His Scurf h alleu/ on^occcrdlng h He Perk. Petltd/ier concurs*

but, is of the belief g writ’ oP error is Hie prefer remedyJ He siahiles and

hu/ specify ihaf recourse- To this SourT for redress musf be hid by

n/rif of error In His doc/rf under three specific Seifs of dreg m sauces*

He is cf the opinion this removes oil remedy -for the enforcement cf HiC

rijjh'f' hot h hr Subjected under

a 5 fh€ SaHfornia Penai Safes j>J£S SS(? (a) o/iJRftyDOOr)(/)^ u/RicP

t/ twhenai Itejisla tlcnS) suchuncoos

were

used to disseise.'^ oui-foutj ahd destroy the. te t, Hen er tor havmj /airfutj

exercised his Fcnshiaticna/ly jjaaran feed r/cjhfs under He. Second Am end-

MCnt* The. Federal Hstricf coart has beer complierhoas in e ffec-Hnpj 4

/conspiracy ayamst riyh is devised and agreed is firm j>y Executive
___________ l________________________________________________ _____
officials of path ike State- of California and the United Shies of fi merhea^

Sran/h

an/f 40 tJ (SO or t'S officers have, Made. them selves principals by exercising

the author-//y of the. oourt where, if jacked Subject-fnatfer jurisdiction .

The court of Appeals has sanctioned This abuse. ef d/screi anJ power,/on

if} The executive departmenis act only no So herd in at for, h He judicial*cm

Petition fop rehearing - Page E of II - cole a, u.y



(Ground lj cmf,) N[ft]ttorJ!rt0 fa He-pri/tap/e$,,, fie execuh'ue defanfmeni'
___ car acf only //i $i/6 ending rfoti ~to fie Jud/c/afde/arf/n where He rlghiz.

of person andproperly ere- eercer/ied; andIff duly />i H)oSe~ Cases te/lS/sfs
0n/y th ef/d/np le se/ppc>rf He jud/x-Jg/precezs and e/idcrc/r/j !l*> aullor»ly)

__ wle-fr jf$ infer post lien fen Halpurpi S£ feremes nmessary, a/id j* £4/fed
___for f>y fiejudicialdepa rimend, The, £xecqHts& gt/Her-i ry ef ffe ffafCj

flare fore. u/as nefgufhorez ed hy fit s arllrde. fc make. He demand t/r Hc> . 
fie Parly u/as darned Iv lie regular n.eur$r efjad/cfelproceed/nas. ^ 

Ex rat ie kenfc/ckp dfehnisen 3? /few. ff, /0d; ffLFd 7/7 f IS S/),
“ ke.ptucky r uennis&r If fheprod a cl af on oiler hme.... Yel flk

decision las shod u/hile Ht- world ef tt/hul if u/tia f>arf~ fat pefsedeu/ay
Puerto Kite v, Bran 5~ lad. W U$ M. iW; f 7 L idid M7 (IM7~). See,
flrlda // Georgia &IX U.S. LEXIS m 7/ Texts u New Medce 3K>lgUMiXd5 _
151% ' Kapusv Nehnskg III L Ed id / jo IS U5, LEXIS IBC/‘. ffaroev u Brewer
SOB F. 3d M7 107y j o IP dj Aff>. LEXIS /PSiX C?ll Cr. )' ArNonp ex ret
Merrill t, Tuf He #3 ~FJd 6*3. SEE. tUd US. /Iff, LEXK U 7M.

[j] urisdiclion defined ly the "principles offal He h(A/n lhal repeloles 

the, relation slips omenij inde fan denf nallens. The -firsf of Host principles,
wadllaf every Shie, posesses exclusive, jurisdfcHen and soi/ere/ap fy
persons tmd properly wifi Ip ils terrllrryd Tie second u/rs " flat no 

5 fa fe. car exercise direc l juris die firm and auHcri fy ever persons, and
property u/ltloaf Us ferr llcry. h Shaffer r Ee^Hner. H 35 MB /f 7;
SlLBJUmflVlV1 Dal* Ur A/toAurot,*. S7/UB//7 mi/,B lgxn Md.

was

ever

Nf) necessity tx/ded for Infer poslfien ef fie <l)(eck Hve.-depart meniy drd If /TVS

no f railedfar l y fie judicial Jeporf_tne»f. The feiilioner ms hsf clerjed by

fit regular course, of judicial proceedings. The, axecu />W deroe t™ ^ -A of

'He UJH; and Bah fornl<t t/ife rrupfed fie Bfafe. prese-cnfiph end so ftet deed e ine$*sirct<?

jadyt fo issue ah arrest warrdeif of tie, federal lIsfrfcEXcurf' for a prlso/ir^ In

fit Bidje '5 ferrlh/y end tusledy ft? defat He ffafe, court's jarlsjlc /, and•er

commerce, q federal prteeck hen Ear cm irfemo/S fo effect e ccnSf/racy*
PETtTTfiM FOR REHEARING - Pf)&F Jt? OP II - LoLEv* U.$<



Jt) £ &ftft Hemenh of He. North west tfrdi'yiMArt. %. (,1787) were.

rfti/tsfeef In breech of Treaty to Com/trtJ especially He rtejht to proceedings

accord mg ho the course of He Com m on law • the ty Hosts required to beues

on(over eel In the affirm o Hue for an orralghMerf to hove- occurred were not

$ked prior to trm / Hey asked before the & rand Jury by thener were

prosecutor. One &rand Juror did rule Up, appropriate Issue while, FBI Agent
I

the, standqs He only 'V/ tress " to the alleged ''crime whenfpRRlSTEL wa*, on

all actual witnesses were, readlly qua Ho tie, The, brand Juror was trying to

determine If the £rtme alleged by the- /HlS/t 001 the FBI aren't did recur «

PHOSECUTOk ’ Only became ofj you t<new; He -facts, tS if was friendly or not
Iknoq/ you hare, heard testimony from fu/o of Hie odder end/oldagls tn Hie (/eh lie
with h/M Hat morning who 1 a dlea fid He no tore of that confers 0 /!on; becoase- 
■fhe agent has hO first hand knowledge, of ~thah. T den’f Hi Ink ih a re haunt
tpgesthr. and Iaho deh ft know thof heF the best witness. )l(B£/SA Me Cog,)

' ORBED Jl/Rok / but it would be rn/p.Hen t[sic]-- releuan t l/t the -Poe t
fluff when they Eofifleers] pa/fed the arms hes felt threatened and Hint Is 

u/ky he putted hi?, l> rThe JUROR realizing this was fhe first provocation^

11 PkQ$}EtUToP\ Yeah. Let me, make this clear first of oft. Your role. Is fa
ffefer/hihe whether or rot fhere\ probable cause, to bet/eoe, these
crimes, bat/e, occurred - nJj apreme Fount No. IS-6%S3, pp. Ccaasd
BUCUR's Petition For B Writ Of Fenllerart * See pp. ^-*<33. for detailed orpa/neat 
of fht structural error cumeed here,. It alfbated all future proceedIng sTJ'/

Pitt EH DZXX !s excerpts of the PETITION. The- Prosecutor concealed

the law as to what tensFiuhs erssauliandbatter y} the facts^ and the witnesses.

PETITION FOR REHEBRINF - PUi 7 OF ll ~ £clE j/, It, 5,



( &RMA/0 X, t<*d\) Counsel u/a$ ferteJ upon fhe ?e.hhontr oi/ar his de-h^wd t/wf he

be- farm Had fo $cK~ repretertH m gttord u/lfh / SHf ch. XX^ /35} ond h/S

ffafed demand fhaf be rei be- rtpre. tended by ahybedy^ ah trufe <?/ando/i 

appeal, Zaun se t 8tfCUA re(ui&d be rvnpfy with COLE'} Hi reef (or fict bo fi/er .

p&hile/i m fhtS Caurf. i/ii(sfipij fhad she Was //y ah HtjafeJ do f//e er (he. mar a

A frtic duraj Grand /Tury errors^ and her pefihtr artf ked Had issue well} but did

had evince He C-cnteglmen d op Hit !au•*, Cviderce; and maderlql fach by dh*-

pfoseCtido^ or hearsay f(bestttncay)] op dhe o//tjed crime1 and nprolerfhe cause ”cf

F3Z hjenf FvA(IST jh, fl/e> creJihle.ec/ ’iJence- u/tiS presented fp fha (?randfury;

which U'di deprived of (is preroaa five ricphfs ns jurorr, wrongly iflshruc fed

as be flair dudies 4hi! aH u/ihesset ef Hie a/lejfd "crime" concealed from

them- They were, ever borne- by the, prosecu her fc endorse hit ",'h did mend ̂

a/Inch um$ had u6 f n dhe CranJ Jury} and Hey were hof permlHed do sailsp-y

Hi 6m se! i/e-S op ike- Verge/ dy of dhed da/nts and oHejed fine A of prose cu for $,

'Cfljen f Fpflfl is TE L] A, They did, They be Hi ended uf hearing
rusdliog ifl 'Hit bushel and drees roughly m fhit area. FA/oi possible.
because- If ts yngfcire Poorest and there a he no bushes. He tel fa eaeJ no fhlrji]

U^hen Mr, Lehr came fa (a Hie ta/nfStde.} he. I Jen f l fled hl/nSeff as
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(file, /i;
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Some

» i *
ihe person if si ihe BLM ranger ha I each
ihaf ihU u/ai h!s caiy)fslft) that these were his balonglrgs}
L, /-//) LUJ [t! he. BLM ranger asked Mr. Lola if he______
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Whtti~ K proved by hjen J FORklSTEL'y testimony before. ///& G/ohJ Jury

2; >5 Hat he Jts itfijed that the Ju/o oftf/Cers comm / the J g/i oSS^k/J Q/id.

thtjgi attempted drre.sichCoLtj} eg they diet net Inform him o f lhient; r&eseQ 

or author tty jot orr&6r; and put him ifi

fim U/i fh c/ttacUy oUdapo/i^ u/hlte. be-

61 HIage,! jj a#J frufh fully answer tng h,s ties the ns 
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/ had ho crfmtma//? ter 

esse/iti# / elem&ht of tE itS C 'f///f and u/as nof gttpjed tn the

Oct;on

e7/) /
f-

/) fear for tnS life, by suddenly threaten In 4.

UMS arnicah/y enaojed In 6cm/eragtion with
!**> '

. ft f error who ts b&tnj.

tla t &&t£: made. ho threa/$ or f>roo& Cations one

twitch is an

mJtcjm/y/iF or of 'trig/, However^ the.pettt jury 

Jo pSSUt/ie, Criminal /gif,fit', Another CSSen hai e/emen t / $, Officers must he, acting

lau/Pnlly)e.h<jQ<j?J /h official duhes, They

Sec? e tty oluen m struct c/1u/as

were iltepatty a ftpmp hyy to erresT^

ut/hiclt ) s neither acting lawfully nor (j-hpoaed mi offl/la! duties. Further-

t k <?Mqtittj. 4$ <t jyiatfer of Uw/} end Im/ckeS 

the proiech ons of tip Fro/ih Urnend men /T Me, FtftlRlS TBL *<> testimony and

Mr, j/lc ioy'$ state. Merits Jo the. &ranJ,Tury Zvi fence that the furors Were.

d ef ih<i tffti/ of 4$SCHtUanJtottery; or arrest, Also they

M&rpj a/i It legal attempted a? re <.

not m ft wereor me

00 er home. by U&- prosecutor Jo endorse tit agenda^ amt he. misled H h Jo if,)em

J ft it to fit for f{£ hearing ~ page ^ of //__- totj f/ yt $>
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The execuifae. Jepari'Meafa eP fae. Sfaic anJ Federal Caver* me* h acied to

effect their tijCtiJa and extra ju/J.'t*! u.he fa change ihe i/ehUC, andhef in suhor~ 

dihshon fa He. judicial depart me ft t* The hefU praseqtiflt invoked fae far fa dgufaje^

me

jeopardy, The prior jurisd/'cllofi ei the State pro h!tried the exerctsc of jurIsd/ctlon* _

if fat 5 fa fa prose cullon !y a tUid-} such decep tlt>n tS CcrdeMhed by prec.ee/enFwas on

Ti Is only a Her He, grandjiffy fas txanlneJ fat evidence -that a determ/Ha/dot1 
can be trade f * fir**?-hurt V Fays H08 US (>CS; loh7&%. (l97d).
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Counsel pcmled eief that Min fa drtu/t precedent /S conlradlclenr fa this Courts deeds dons.

dha/n sandwich could h& Indicted Potejeno ftdo. using tie, HMs practices. Me> wdfaessj

th the (jfietnph fa investigate pit dated all*

arc threatened ip the practices rei/e&led.

Ccn ceg ! Me n't &f flit laur and inter ftertnee. tv/

Fu/tda mental -fa/mes*, and Hit rule of hcv

COM CL US ION
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