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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 A 
the petition and is
I | reported at ________________
I has been designated for publication but is not yet reported 
|n/ is unpublished.

to

; or.
; or,

cThe opinion o( 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, 
h/ is. unpublished.

j "for'case's froi'ri state courts':''

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix to the petition and is
[ J reported at 1 or, .
| ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
| ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix
I* j reported at____
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; 
I* ] is unpublished.

court
to the petition and is

; or,
or,

1.



JURISDICTION

rvf For cases from federal courts:

The date wlAoh th^Un^ted^tates Court of Appeals decided my ease

J No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

j A timely petition for rehearing was
Appeals on the following date: ___
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

denied by the United States Court of
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. _

(date) on (date)
A

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

Hohd V, UMiM.qaWiqqfft.trcM U.S.23lo,2M5
118 s.ct. iqyq, tauhL, iHU.Ed.2d 242,254

For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided mv 
........... TV copy'uf that docisluifappcars bit Appendix .........

case was

| 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
Application No.

(date) in
A

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

z.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

lMfh AMe^dMehlTToThaUKHaJSWeSCofJSH’hj'HoiJ

Sat JacKSonI V. VircidiAflq’rfi 443 LLSAf 3l(o .324 

HMb.CT 2781, 2741 —-----
Sse IM REWidshiP(mo) 3°)! U.S. 358, 3loH

9oS.CTI0L>8, 25L.Ed.1d 3fc8 ------
ie Fiol-e. V. WhiLefZooi)531 U.S.ZZ5, 229 

1Z1 S.CT. 712, 7L4_ —

Wh9hT v. Vip.sTfm?) 5o5 U.5. 277, 235-297 

HeLfei-A v. ColliKisdTO) 5do U.5.39o, MoZJoZ

s- Z8 U.S.C. 2253 (CY2) CCQA)
IMSuff iCieNT Evidence. of FoLCe 

"I AS Beetsl PlroV£i4-DeJsliQLof FAIR Dup PkwffpSS
of Law tn! VqLa-Honi of tv lnTh AAkid^T
To The_L)Nlife.d SfAfeS CoinISTTTuTioN

S= SlacK V. Mclh,i;p| 5Z9 US 473, 483
fCOA )

See.

LZO S.CT 1595 C2xoo)
3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

See The. UisliWl SfA+eS Mc39lS-Vto-ie Jud9^/^
R&PoH- And RecoMMei4dO'hiobJ Osl
TW. FiYs-f Fe.de.YAL Habeas CoYP\JS
retifioisl IN The. CASE OF:

I)AMoisl B. CooK v. GreoYSe. M G*aLA7A

"“S£$?2S>-8SW’ Kn«iwa
______»)

Fblrce »/See %)!y v- lOHicik 1993)
"iw« F.Zxl 8oZ,8cR-IO, FM11.

See PiolTe 'LwhiWZool] 531 U.S. 225, 229
121S.CT. 912, T1H__ ----

SLS ^°ku?’sMake CI<*>1Th°+JJAMohi B, Cook CoinIVicIi 
OnI These ChalrSfeS
3Tt\l VioLaKoN

VioLaIcS5 l)1j iNlCSahgtotiniJ

H •



•REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

This UUiW SU+esSuPheMe CouRT Should
FoR \a/RITof CehFiolralfi To ACCQMPhsh JUSTICE 

IN This CflSe.
~ViS URiled SFAFes SuPheMe CouRT Should GlTQKlT The. fkFiFioNl 

FoR \a/RIT OF CelrTiolfori To ReSolve The XMforUl+QueShoM 

^heSeislW FoR ReVieW To DeFehMiMe. VJhdFeR Vn& Peh+ioKleR 

DamqU CooK HAS Made. A SubSFaivlFiAL SHoWinI9 OF The 

DeKliaL OF A CotdSfiFuhoUAL Ri9hT PuhSUOKlT To 

28 U.S.C. 27.53(0(2.) InI Older To ObhaiiT A „
CerFiFiCAFe OF APPeaUbiliFY ? TWiaLOFfije. Plrofeg,

Slork V. AAcDQNlieL 529 as. HH3, 483 

12.0 S.CT. 1595 (Zooo) (CoA) ^
This Court Should GtadT Review To TekhMiUe >j 
3Rd RuleLooCbiw Mohobl VJflS TiMeW .Filed Wijhid A fe^SoMAbleJi
Af+eRThe9FhcilfOJiT,ffCfiSe.QFI V.

oUeR*
i Me

llkll-hd SFaFp.S V. l-loirTJAaNlHtnCtr. HOD/ uo^r.ia

VvlaVraUFiU9 RE-0PeUiNl9 The Ft U aLphd9MeUT A 5 ALL((p) PhelPS 

Fad-ohS SuPPoV-W ReCoUSidehd9 Th^TisFrtcTCOURT52oo2 
PUbeaB CORPUS Xud9MeUT? See Davis 851 E3d "148, 15b-153
This COURT Should GhartT ReVieW To Tedemiue WhedneR 

The he WPS XUSuff icieiTT Evidence oT Fohce To Es+abl^sh 
PeVhioUeR TamokI CooK,5Guilh BeVodd A Rea SoU Able DoUbT ?
This CouRT Should CrhaMT ReVieW To TefehMiUe VJheFneR #
TheDisThicTCOURT Abused XFs IhSCteFiort T>eUYiNl9 

PeF*iF‘\oMeR,s 3Rd Rule (oO(b)Qo) MoFiod .
5.



NOTE: I, TiamokI B.CnoK HAVe Worked HakdeR 

ThatJ PheIRS A Kid B-yNoe. XnI TkYitJ9
To ObfairJ Rule (oo(b)(fo) RelieF.

This U.S. SuPteMe Court HAVe. Held TFaf ThelDuE Process Clause. 

OF The. FoulffeetJ+b AA/tehldMaKlT Forbids A SfAfe. To CorJVicT 
PelrSohl OF A CtriMe WlfbouT P1to\/[nI9 Tbe. EleMetJTs of 'TVaFCKMe. 
BeVotsld A ReaSotJAble IDoubT.
Se^JAci<SoiiMH3 US. Ai 31b ^ ,
Sop ttvl RFVJiblShiP 331 U.S. 358, 3loM
Sae Fiolre. v. White. 531 U.S. 7/2-5, IStQ
Coo WlriShT v. VJesT 5o5 U.S. 2.11, 23^l2S!l_
See UrYYrYA V. GolliUS 50(o U.S. 3%, Hoj-HOZ,

tfMnTinnl Tpc-FmoivIV QnI The. EleMe-ivlT 

”TMQnfTic'ieUcV Of The EVideblQg. of YOYce.?’
CONCLUSION
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