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LIST OF PARTIES

Vl All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of 
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this 
petition is as follows:
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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

Vi For cases from federal courts:
A—toThe opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 

the petition and is
\/\ reported at 2PXi LiS-Affi LEXIS ; or,
[ 3 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[ ] is unpublished.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

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fy| is unpublished.

[ ] reported at

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the'merits appears at 
Appendix____
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

to the petition and is
; or,

courtThe opinion of the_
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

[ 3 reported at

1.
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JURISDICTION

For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
ISJlUKL Hoi-Iwas

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:-------------------------------- 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
(date) on ---------------------------- '(date)to and including----------

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 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix----------

[ ] 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).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

fka.Se. See-, . Tkb PafeS of ^ br/t-ff

^ <sv&nLsrQeA't d<? 't1S re^S^an^O-'
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i'rcMS'cst'^fc-

fleaSL ?zl hfizjiclti 0* Tk r&levMf fafcs <?f Jk fecytii H T^l 
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
On- BepfcnnSzf J% Zol% fktittone/' WaS O^rres led on the gcWes/urtitrft 

/ndicf/menf- bfLidi alleged that lejfWeen. da/)u.o.rj <xnd Sepejm^e./- a fXo}8 * 

petitioned' ./mark, cl Credithreat to another ferS<?/c, rtctsmdp f>~& - 
^Intending &$~G. la feel threatened '<xnd//l G?nne.cf/'<*z With. the threat, 

Cepca led Iy /made, any forrn & f Cpimma^laafi^t with that ferSori, cl nne/mfe^
&f that fkr3onlS /rmwediati. Ca/mlly and Sormone. WitL whom that fkrS&z hctS 

or has had cl Continuing rdaiimshlp, regardless of whether cl Gonve/safio. ensued*

The Syxr tecbxt/ment inserted! the. dements of^Jntend/ng C-&G-
to fee( threatened' f WLicJc ts /heithet- Coniiu/ied /k. iht State, of Colorado
StaMitj 1$/n<?r fhe. Cb/omdo Jung instructions_ The. gover/tmen/
ajid ffa- district Court dudJet1 these.^elements )to flT a. fercewed 

^CUlcnnstitu fioriQ liSy ^witk the. Stalk Statute* eke. frla! P ! 8/ IX^/SolffbTtadiectj

/hu-t mj point- WaS that tiiS (Sfalaizj an Its face, i f you. dorit react

Would have 1b be. (u.ncrnsfi tut/onal'P.

theorizeda,t fkf tdo ^exhibit C Jjl re. if D-

to tia/ib

the. enact Same approach that the Supreme Court tbof /a ichors and Say 

(ZS cl /matte/' <5 f Statutory irrfer'p/etnti&L weareyyoing
i/lteatjinto c*nr cState threat Statutespr/rg. forward- HoWe^er^ the. Co/o/^fo 

Supreme Court did mot doaSthie gyrver/urryent hod peculated*. Aid he/df

^Wc, /needfonof^J resolve today whether-the lest fr true threats ■unde/'

pttie. first Amendment^ a*ls& reyaires cons/deratr&c the Speaker' §

7 Subjective intefttf) to threafe/e the Victon- \
C§& attached MtS ^

o'apergedupg S

fhsL mens rea into It,

the. ygaitnume/if *£ attorney
estsjthat the. Colorado f* Court fS po/ngCertain L remne.r

to inter Cl/
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SFAlFMtifT OF TFF CASt

Ht/t/Wcr Contends, f 'f’hcL't ry\of e>nlj Was tk Sfccte of Colorado Su^>repn£ Court 1§
\f. D± J Contrary fb f£/SCurtholding £/**■''$ y> (UftfedSfcteS. 

feast also Yte/af/v-e of Ht United, States CnstHut/irt, Scypre/maeg c/auSL. 

feffttmeS'1 £ C<?nVrc fro*, nest Solely on.
Sto-te 0 f Cbbrndo Sf& fate. fccrSdrint t® /$tiSc/3(a)-; The. ASS/cm/latixy£
Cr/dieS A^t OeSg/fe tit fact, fkt ga/esujrnent argued htlow. The Act does 

/flat frevenf the OLSS/fmtiatr&L of a- Sfatt Statute,* fv&c though, ft Gould! 

have oharg tc£ ouid&t— lSeise 1/ ST vr / SuSQ 22ti>!.

decors t&c jtl

the aSS/rm/fat/a>c of cut ctn con st/tu f/^na /

eJtfA* «.t l£*IS 2, fyA)The "Tenth. Circuit deld//cj’fg order
^Tk S^re.ant Court Usfnof e^ress/y J am lyzeJwkthe^ ass/mdah^c 

/regents ^(juri^dictma/J/SSue. ^ Jfi(L (fjjgk fl~ Circuit ha£ tttk&L the 

foSlftot that tkf/icA harsjiit aSSianl/afl^t of a. State Statute . 

Whe*c Congress faS enacted Cedera/teg/statsac fhaf Co\rer c^roti/mofet^ 

•ffuL Same wrogd Conduct 'jfuL fighih. C/rc^rt lelduc Ct. S v- Howard,

&$ifad$22 P&sfoac/lsti

%

Jjt thoSe cases federal /%SecuterSJ lyaseef He ACA, a,tfe/ry$ted to 

tedefide* federal Cr/nveS hy (add/ng J /new (eleven tS J to fh-&

dear V/dat/oc of ft AcA*

TJ)af Court referenced Its hdd/ng *<. Cl.§. r. /Safer, St/ fzdftoS) 73T0?ar /?t6<? 

^ ConggtSS //c enact/ng the AcA didmot intend that the. aSs Z/m/ /ufcK of 

State Taw waS t& d^end ore cl f/^Secutod$ Selectr&t ofa. Statute ouden 

whtek /f hfruldke £a Sief 7? dta/K a- ConVict/fa*** " l/te Vacate jfe 

Judgment

by use. of State laW JL/S iSCr/nntS i/c
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
fejrfhmjM rtjutst that l£l& TionoraH^ Court exen^/re tfs

fafreHfc rtQohrt, cl Conflict Yk^ CtrcucfS„
closify wkeflth cr tf\of, fhe, £<wer/c/me4f' pmo^a/Y^ e/e^mnfs Y#

nfesnplojeot k/4 a-Stefo/^rSlafur* . ^pd fo 

f -fik ef) fort^/rne/lf a &rlf)/&gue^ J

Jl 7^£ c^e/Jara f/'Ott & Y

cCf Sec C fr°Oart

femfse. lfa, Prohibitive o 

/awS that via late, t/e P&L PrayeSS c/auSe 

PvWWS cla<tSL- And t> Prevent{Protecutar&

L t & la-tar £ ,7t rtdtf/'nc*^ SfaSufeS, p ga/'t i/eir- infe.rgretat/ne 

af what i/e law Should i&, rdmted States v.DovtS, /3*lS-ct23/7CWt*/ 

QcJiad ^ Aritaiey Sa/ tf-S. bZp C/H/) Jo/riSOK, v- fante.(ly SZ& u-S. fi/Cjftp) 

/DeSyite t/ut fact tint j/uL /awe/- /eld /k Pam'S It v ■ State a fCof rad*- 

~fd fsd/H?3 iJ&at. /tjd? ~^We a/e(bmJi<diJ by tie State's /nfergr-e tat/OK. 

af //e- la/fyuoye. of its aw*. Statutes a/d. tie /eg) sjah *e. /oteni 

h-thieclUa^,^ ft re fuSed p folia w fi-tt tenet /*- pti't/o/er'S ca QL.

And allowed i/e gwern-mer/1 PpoddefnentsAp tie. State Statute.^

P f/i i/e uacenStttutfWaltt^ of pAe, Stott sta.fc/te.

CL/1

d Juiy&s l f/a/xt oc. ting asCLfl

final pi Peti tioner re//is
ZS/ftl'/fJ TiaPb

V/a/atef fPe /nw Slou/d/fie^er Pl enougf p Jusf/fyy pofng A 

h^edyy. Tiu^ f/tit/soer rtjuesf -flat pA/S Ttonarg^Je Court /Sfue 

ling. fo Prerent iAe fr<?Secup/i>t and //rryor/Sostnesi f of 

feet a it defendants'" ue idr- fi/ £ CdnSt/tc/t/a?a-//g Vague, §Paft 

of Co/orqcfa A

ii/'& Court's Adding r*. fAVTS/ /J?S.cf<7>c
cl. ^pecuUf/r^ Y^at CL f?vczj(€

/S

CL fu
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CONCLUSION

I
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted. .

KRespectfully submitte
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