
21-533%RIP!IS I 

mumlmNo.
S2J

■jupibmeuouri. US
FILED

AUG 0 5 2021
A

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATIST™50FTHFniFRI

IN THE

fvA\ci4ACj V>KC£nT fAopRL — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

vs.

hteObfa TfaC.T^ Cllfo — RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

MtT£fo STATES’ CisuftToF APPEAk F»FTH CiftOiiT
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

fftidtad Vincent KIddRE- lb-# qZooU& L
(Your Name)

ciii swum un’iT/prisom 

1513 Courtly deftA 14
(Address) u

LftlftLSIkx tfcKAS 74331~ 184ft
(City, State, Zip Code)

(&oL>) 873.-L.74l
(Phone Number)



AQUESTION(S) PRESENTED y ___
-i.WHy dIdthe k usTn&/cIt.nga

TA{J PvnSwvM Ha'iR WAS FmND iNSiDE WitKERTftuNK VsJnH VicTik (AFTER, V/EWiNG f«£ 
PeTjTioNERI INTERNET FAc&ftooK PA&E AND 5£EiN& HisTaN AMD WHITE K-* Do&) WHEN 

Received THE. DNA REfoRT oN H/Wdftl3 (one w£eK ReFoRE F1I1N& AFfi^

ftAV»S V. STATE xfi3IS,W.aHM3Lfa (TEX.CIIIia.APP.IWn EX-PaRTE RftANDltiR7aiS,W.aHflifo- 
LTCX.gRiiA,APP,H8A)>x U,S,V,LEpN\Hfcft U.S-8H7(l<iaH)\ V.'olAIlbMCS) oF U.S.CoNiTTTuTjoN 
AmendnventCs)Fourths f.ftH\Fourteenth^ fed.R,APP.P< ftui£.5G (&)»

<2, How IS ir LEGiAl FoRtHeTHi’aI CouATTo AlbW AND Ij&MoR IRReIeV&nTx INADMiSSiRIEx 
NVsSlEAtsiHGi CJEli PHoNE TfcsTifAoNY A Nil EVIDENCE To At Adia'iTTeD WHEN ClEARlY THE 
MoT.bN FoR M\sTRiAl SHouiD HAVE &EEN GRANTED ATI i7RR,33'^ (ExHlAiT L'0> 
m STATES Accusation /.SPECuIaTioN WAS °LacRviN CA»\ AcTiViV' FoR THE DAYS iN Questions 
CEXHiAiT' fcT Page iShWHltH IS PRoVENTo at THE OPftxSiTfc W«TH GRAPH ANii PHoNE RECORDS 
AT.’ EXHiAnS0C/; PAGES IllTHRu Il5. (APPENEklX^ EXHiAYP'L''X'N"AND‘'C'0•

CofeiE. V, STATE\330S.wV3H 153 tM3L (TEX, CAufi. APP,aoloV»
TacICSoN V. ViRGiNlAsTO U,S,307x^5,CT.OTl-SafiAT^S.HAREAS CoRPuS M5«a(0. 

TEXAS RulES OF EViDENdE. (TRETx RulE Ho3l (iRRElEVANT EVIDENCE INADMiSSiBIeX 
~ n n n TRE- RuiE4o3 (VioiHTioNS U.S.CoNsT. AftENDS 15TB\£TH AND HTm)

3i IF THE Ti/ae OF DEATH Is/was I a To 3b HouRS AeFoRE THE. VicTTfA WAS FouND’i HoW 
CouiD PETmoNEKIf, CouiD HAVE STAANCaiED THE VicTiM SHoRTiy AFTER 3EXUAlly
assauiTing her (.stated fey the state, at exhI&IT"^ page. ia3 x when the dna 
expert and medicai examiner's Test/mony Ts that Petitioner's .Semen/sperm 
TYiATWAS Found WM /AEDicAlly/SciENT.T.'tAHy PROVEN Tb HAVE ReEN DEPUTED FiVE 
(5) DAYS oR ONE HUNDRED TWENTY (I3tf) HouRS ftEFoRE\ NoT lRTo36 HouRS\ DuElo 
THE TAllS ftE'JNG. MiSSiNC. WHicHTAKES JRo HouRS oR3 DAYS A$ PER EXHi&lS'mfobE
abo-abi and'Wpag.es ioghoB, (appendix^ exh;6;ts,,n',"L3/"

4, WHY DiDTHE PRoSECuTER STATE ToTHECourt THAT HE WAS WAiTiNG THE FRI DHARe^RT 
&f the Tan anIwvaI haIr that was Found inside trunk ^wHeN He knew A Year, RefoRE

.FR0N1 THE DPS DNA LaR RePoKYYWuED T/3o/RoI3xTHE RtSUlT IDENTiTY OF THE HAiR. 
(Statement MADE Ry PRoS&tuToR ON MAYl3\aolH)Si£ APPENDIX G'ExHiAiPj 5 PACES 3*41 
Davis V. STATEVESIS.vu,UH^Jo(TEX,CRi'tw, APP, IT8T)\ EX-PARTERRANDl£Y\7aiS^.aei83(j (TeX,“ 
LR;iA.APP.IAft«i)»x U,S. \J. LEoNn Hbti U.S.8T7 (iT84), yJolATibNi U.S.CONST.AaeND.HIHnSTHiH).

5. HoW, CAN THE STaTe De AlbwED To VuaiAlt THE U .S. CoNSTiluTibN AMEND. HRTi’dE VIS(B) 

AY Posting AN'•'EXCESSIVE RAtl' AmouNToF TEN Million to.OMOfl^DAHARSf
io, WHY WAS THERE VERY LiTflE or NoTHiND WAS Done AAouTTHESTaTE InMcEPTiN6''lEGA| 

SEAlED CoNfSeNmAI MA'iT* FRolA PET.TioNERTo Hj's TWO C^) ATTORNEYS. SEE APPENDING .

liiSi^rfe^m^NTi nues^qn Rnext Page* u,s* '

Cm)



QUESTION fe) PRESENTEft/toNtiNUE.

1. 1$ Yr AGHAST TMe LAW oRXU£&&\ To bENY/bEPRiVE AM IrifftATlE. AaLESS To Le&aI RR- 
-SEAtetU LAW Li&AARiK AcifilsTo ATToRnEY AND THE CouRTS ? AS To WMaT HAPPENED

^N5rAi^™N&-{^Htooirtiy^T^RR7S-&-to^-----------
EouNbS V, .SfAmUMao u,S. Sl7x8afl 11‘mKcoNST Aft\€ND.VioiAfi&N 5THUMTH.

3i Wtty bib THE PRdSecdToR FilE THE EkcTioN NoTTo SEEK THE bEATK PENALTY AFTER ME 
RfcAlixEb PgTiTioNGR bib NoTYwoutb Mot "FAU" FoR KiS''RuSE'T (APP^rfG^&Wi'ftirV)

c\.- Mow CAM six &) JuRoRS WHo HAD AM OPtNl'oN AStO PeT»T»£)NER'S &uiiTv&E AlloWBD Td 
SVr oN TAE XuRY PaHE\ AFTER AfciYuTtthto buRiNG Vo\R MAE THAT Tri£Y ViEWED T.V. 
NEvtf RePoRTS AND RHIuWEb THE CASE ? ( APPfiNhW ExUibiT ^ K"PAGES 4^H*kH5v 
tRRaTXlYM tSS oN MAY4\3x>L5 NoTINdubEb). VioIaT.oN U.S.taNST.AwvENb.SiXfk),

danIeIs v.wooafcftih HagF.SM lieu radi-foCm dR.aoo5)\ Rem^er v. u.s .am u,s.aa7(tt54h
U.S. V. feccKNi&AvbrlF,3d IttiOxitttetSrH tiR( ns5).

lO.Mow Comb THE bNA EXPERT R& AHoWEbTa CHANGE HtR T£STiW\oNY bY Te}\\NG» THE b\AS 
XuRYTHAT PGIiTiOMER Coulb Mot RE EXCUSED Ftofo A hNASsNAfe P&oFiiE FRoMl^E AHa\ , 
A2EA AMA bAtoA&iNGi PET.TioMER UN R£VER£ft A1E bAlM&E bONE iN THE MlHM oFfHlS 
biAs Jury at: )8RUo7 EXHiBiT"N\4/'PAGEIo7% WHeN THE bNA REPORT UeM#£>I-o4 
AMM SWA& STATES °No DNA FoREi&N WAS ofcTAiMEb^THE EXPERT TESti/flaNY CHANGED,
at: iSRRaovno (APPEMhuc 'g4 exh'i &Lts' iy\s “ Page iovuo).

H.VJHV WAS''INTeRIocjuTdRy APPEAl''NoT CjoNslbCRED \ExftiY\\NED oR Ru\£D oN AY THE 
tfFTH CiRcutTCouRT oN TunE IO^oSU AFTER THE SAlbE COURT biSMlSSEb THE
ImTERId&jToRY APP&Al FoR'WanToF TuKisbidIbN''oN FGMuARY l3uaoao? 
(AfPENfi&X'W
l^.WHY WAS'IN FoRfAA PAuPerIs *' bENiEb AY IHEFtVTR CtWiT oN XuNE lOs^i WHEN 

FeTOLdNER Has NEVER HAb or oRTA’jNEb/PoSSESSED WLoRE THAN Two HUNDRED Mop) 
.boWars AT 0(viE TiVaE ASSHowM ON PETiTioNER's iMfAAit TRUST AccouMT STATEMENT: 

CAPPEMb'iX vSA"),
iS.WHV is iTTMaT PeTiVidNER Has E>EEN CoMSTAMTiy-kCor^TiNuoilsiy bENiEbTME^AAdTioN 

To 6e LoANED/FuRNiSHEb .A PART/Al Copy oFTHE RECORD ON APPEAl^ AS PER THE Pul£ 
FEb,R» APP.t RbiE5L8>%g>R>gFi;'\ P&TiTiONER 'iS ENTflEbs AnW Has REENTRYfMG FoR 
TWd(^)YEARS PRioRTo flECEiVlKlG m F\FTU CiRcuit COURTS MANDATE b£kiy(NG> 
PCTiToNERk CeRT'A'caTE Of APPEA)A&\itV Ay4D PaNEI REfilU&ST RsR REHEARING'EN fcANC.' 
AMoTKER /AdTi'oN To RecEWETME RECORDS (PRaftA&E CAUSE AND FAX bNA k&faQX) UJAS 

^uArn'mEo WiTH "NoT«k.£ oF APPEAl EN RANC FoR ReHeARiNG^ bENlEb ON JulY 1^1. 
(APPENDIX °A/;)

ovo



>

LIST OF PARTIES

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

IX 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:

|t fcofefey LuMPKult klREObfUTfeXfoS hEPARTMENT Of CfawMAl TdiUkfotj) 

Cc&A£lTi£I/4A.I IksTi'k/TE. ftiVLSiOlf (CIO)
P.O.Box AA, HuuBvillE \ TExM 773H0 ~0&h>0

2L. MftTriAU Ta&EWU MrifTAHT ATTeANILy GENERAl 
Ao. 6ox IS5H8\ AuSTi'kK TEXAf 78711

RELATED CASES
TubitiAl toVf&HctcouAT case CR\3-Oo337’, MAV&^olS Cb^Vicubr4 Mfe, 

^AtcT APPSi\Sf. QTH CduMoF APPEALS CASE l*-l5"Ool37-dl% AufausTSUSioib CASE APFiRMED (/HaiiJMTe)

c^urtof camM appeal oF Texas ^ Paa case pa-ossuritsluiy mb case fi£Fus£b.

CauStoF tfCiiA,APfEA\S oFREXASnHA&EAS CoAPuS CASE Wfc-ftfc*3«aroKMUl CASE SSEritEk

u.i.isistWcT CfluRTxHA&EAS CfiAftis aaSH CASE&*.V7-C\/-b&*U3% July AliAoao CASE ttetfiEfc.

U.S.Cou&Taf APPEAlS foR THE STHCiRcviY CASE lVHl0o5\FeMtfAK/ l^ao CASE hi*- 
totb Fa^WAtiTaF 3MtenKTr&i4* (iMTOloCuToPy APPSfti),

\)S. CbuRT uF APPEALS STH cifcUiT CASE Ad-Ho535a 3uN£ \qM\ CASE D&4& * ,

Civ)
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PAuP£R\S AND TYfiS PtTiTibN \NR\T AS REGuiRED AY SuPfcME. COURT RuifcaH,
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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

0^ For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _A 
the petition and is UNKNOWN (&EE.
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,.
[ ] is unpublished.

to

; or,

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to
the petition and is UhiKtvioW^ SEE &Elow)
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

1X1 For cases from state courts:

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

The opinion of the ffiHTH -IuCnc.tA\ (XiSTRulT 
appears at Appendix _jQ__ to the petition and is

court

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

1.
PlTiTiomejr. tW Su&wufULfc FouSAh') fteaueiTTo Kll&s Law LfifeRARy To Research *1h£ , 
PuAlltATioN oF CASE/S>» Li&ftAfcyiTAFf Re.FuiE.Tfl ANSWER MY Atth
hjLPRtviN& KifcHTfe) To Accfitf TrtE. CauRT&Vi AGiAiN (S££ I")
ZouMiS V. SmITH %HiO (1177)



JURISDICTION

M For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was TuaIE. IO\ gtDc^l

\

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

04 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: TulV 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

„ , and a copy of the %
FteMTfiELbuZTJ

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No.__ A

(date) on (date)

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 Au6oCi 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _j£____

[ ] 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____
Application No. __ A

(date) on (date) in

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

a.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

UriiTEft .STATES CdnI-STiVuTioNaI AfA&AarYtehiT / Ri&HtS (u.S.C.aT
Page

U.S.C.A. VioUTtori oF THE FiRsT (l$l) An&NSMENT— 

U.S.C.A. VioIaTioA DFTHEFoui(W(HTH)AlA£KbMENT — 

U.S.E.A, Violti&lt OF THE FiFTH CSTH) AlKENWfcENT — 

U.SX.A, V/tolATiori oF mSix'm(6)TH) A/AEhlfcMEhfr — 

U.S.C.A., VioIaTion of THE EsGHTH^BTrt)AlY\E>iDrv/iEi^T -— 

us.c.a. Vi'dIaTiokj of mFou(Ot£NTrt(iH) augment

*
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II \ III
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t1
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t STATEMENT OF THE CASE
—CASE PRiSdtiTEh m ORAEA P^bATE /START (toia) To FmlsH (^0.

M\X', ll/i/aoi'k PeT/HoneR Wf& ConSEj^suaI Sex WOW VicTIm \ PeTiTioneA^ Niece.
\\/x/Xd\X VicTiM biSAPPEAfcEb, LEFT ItxTMESSAGE SHE WAS ffeTiNG a Guy 

from Paris,Texas FoRSex.
\\/Uzd\% VitlirA FoUNb b&CEASEb iNSihE A WicKER TAiMK. A RaPE KiTWAS 

PeRFoRmhs ANb ANA dF A mWoRE OF SPERM MATCHED, PEJifioNER ANA Victim, 
buEToTAE M\xTuAE\ MChiCAl EXAMINER AMD bNATESUMoNy lEXPERT) IS THAT 
THe Intercourse liS CONTENT wIth CoNSENSVaISEX, iAPPENt»'\X''G" l4ftU7»7B 
A\£o AT APPeX^IX'G," PtTONSto EXHite‘li3'/CnRR^(£>o-^,00'/V\3,'08ARtlO^ 
lo8)N\,E. ANh ANA EXPERT STATED THfT PETiTibNERT SPERM WAS FiVE(5)hA& 01JS * s 
m* confirms /corroborates PertfoNERS statement ofAejng with ViditooN h/iMx

«2ol3:bes-GNA LAboRAToRy REJPoRT No.GAR-l5U|-ia3a5 ISSUED To THE STATE oN H/3oj6o13 
Item Noife)ol-o4 ANb 01-14 )s UnKnowN,iiNA FouNb oN ANM ANb NiPPIE SWAftS, 

Cappen&ixVexhiAiT "G" is The RePo&T} ,
bNA EXPERT TtJlS AiAs/PftElubicETuRy' feiiTioNEA Couib MdTRE ExdubEb FfcoM 

,bNA THAT hue. To Low LEVEI oF bATA PRESEnTv Mo PftoRlE Gwlb RE obT/riNEb? 
LAPPEMdlx^EXHifitT^IWH'' I8RR.I07),

AffIaavT for Pftofia&Ie cause*V« search anr ArrbT Warrant execuTel, 
LisTiViG FoR CAUSE’ bNA MixTuRE\ CEIIuIaR&EIOPHdNE RecoRM CAll AdiWfiS 
PEKTioNER's bo<& Hair FouND ’iNSihE WicRER TRUNK WOH \/i«T.*MCTAhl Ha\R), 

O.Ha'iR FouNb iN TRuNK WAS blAcK ANbftEloMGTo VicXi’fA. ActoRblNG lb bNA /a 
RePoRT HEM Mo.oS-ol-Ab-ol-A&TiTlEa'/HMRFRorATRuMK'TAPPEWllVEXHiAiPftJ

Sb'.Ceto PHoNE ItecoRbs Accusation Ay THE STaTE AT APPEXhlxV ExHiftTrV PAGE \3> 

‘iSTUftT’LAdC oF CAll AcTiWiV buRiMG THE bAXS/TiW. Vitfito WAS MilfifiG'' 
APP&NblX'&'EXHibtY"C''PAGE III ‘iS A CEll PHoNE GRAPH THAT WAS CoPiEfc FAdM 
THE RECORDS PAGES i\1\ 113-\ 11M ANb 1\5 \ XNdubEb a THAT SHowS aha PROVES 
THE EXACT OPPoStTE oF LAcK OF CAll AdlVsTV. AloTMoAE CAllS IN THoSE FivE 
bAXS THAN WEEKSx MoNTHS REFbftE PIeASE SEE ANh MaTcN GRAPH IblkfL RECORD

.3-Ana EUiWe lisTEb A&OVE, AT APPENbixV EXHiAT WPAGE IX is THE Mb 

MENT fiyTHE mTEl^MooRE^ SEMEN iNSlbE VicT.Wi VAGi^A ANA MEbitAl EVi” 
bENet SHoWS THE VicTiSw WAS STRAN&IEH SHoRTIY AFTER PiENG SEXUAily AiSAliTT^^
Pettionbr can show ana prove the states statement4 is fa\£s(fa\se)\ UNTRuE ? ,
PeJiTioNERk SEMEN WAS CoNFi'RMEC To RE MoRETrtAN FwE bA>T OlA bu£ To THE Trtik 
b'iSSolvEb FAoM THE SPERM CEIiS THAT TAKES Five htt/S CAPP£NClXx'G'EXHi6iT' l&K*) 
Page te>o-M \ ''MB’' Page iokrM*

TiMtoF bEATHIWAS I5LTo3G HouRS GEFoRE SHE WAS Fourth (APPENDIX'^' 
EXHiA’iT^L^ I7RR.5^^3l5Ta lL>L>~ab¥>iXI3)>

Continuation /coNcIuSioN/CoNTiNuE ON NEXT AbbiTioMAI PAGE

M.



STXfcMCKfr Of THE CASE / CoNTiNUE

excessive, AAil/fiNE/ftoNb AfAouNtof Tthl fV\tiiior4 ftlonMOiOflo) bdiARS. 
LAPPENb’iK ^'EKHiAtr"H") frNSTfcubN AfftENB. ARTciE ( VIS.)*

3/ibAjIH: PETffiaNER bENtEb /GEPRiVEb Att£$S To LE&aI LAW LiAftARVBooKS, feTiij^£R
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

SufFi CiELiNicy OF All THE EviDENcL is iNSufFiu&NTTo CHARfit AND CoNvicT PeTTioNER w'.TH 
CaataI Murder, texfobNeR Has Reen over charged and wrongFuIIY convicted.
InTerIocuToRY AjPRAl WAS DisiAiSJED Ay THE CouKToF APPeAIs(StK Cifin/it) FoR''WANT 

OF TuRisfc[\tTioijlw&uTOKlCE.TuRkls\cTioNl WAS DfcTAlN WiTH CoA\TKE APPEAl WAS NoT 
.ReViEWEDn CONSIDERED Noll RuiED UPdM inTHE MANDATE DENYING C£)A APPEAl.
(See. APPEND’ix*&"AND''/V-)

CHAPTER t>4 WRiT FoR DNATESTiVlG AND AN APPOINTMENT oP CdUmSEI WAS GRANTED OdI 
MAY l(t>\3,0lb(CASEiTill PENDsNGiSE£ itsTfeA FRom APPoinTED ATToRNEY AT APPENDIX^") 
Reason FoR granting writ i s That a Puftic ha\r was Found fcuT was NoT Tested And x 
THE. F&X DnIA REfbRT aNTHETtSTiNG oF A°TaN ANi'fAAl HAiR*' Will AE REQUESTED FoR . 
TESTiNG, PETiTibNER HAS REASON To DeI’iEVEIHETaN HAiR Dots NoT EXisT Gut WAS 
& Part of THE PRoSEnflbR's ‘'Ruse." To ScAWL PEtYTioNEA. SEE. APfENDix'b" ExHlftiT,‘J,/. ,
_ „ CAUSE. XNSuFFiCIENT
Tttt EViDEncE ItfltD ori PRoRADlE|To SEARCH AND ARREST WASlNSuFFlEN FbR MuRDER*. 
LDNA / a,CE\\ Phone RecoRdS /3«Tan An'uaaI ka\r, 
l.DNA’.MixTuRE OF SPERM WAS CoNFiRfAED & EXPERT WITNESS TesTiMoNY To HAVE AEE.N 
.Consistent wiTH Consensu a\ sex andTHaTiheSPeriyv was f»‘ve(5)DaYs oMftoRC 
OtDxCoNFiRfAiNG AND CoRMoftAT.NG PEThoNER'i CIa'wa dF AEjNG WiTNIHE Viclito THE 
DAy AeFoRe .she Disappeared,
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ceh Phone Records: the ceii Phone records shdws exact oPPqsIte of The state's 
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XN doSiNG: PeTTibNtft WAS CoNVicTtD FoR HAVING SEX WiTH HiS NlGcEv NoTttiNG fAoRE. 
\litTim WAS UNDER AGE faft wHlcH.THE CHARGE AND CoNVidibN SHoulD HAYE FoR 
StxuAl AsSAuiT^FoR WicM THE EViDENcE PRovES , THERE is No EviDENcE dF MuRDElL, 
PNIY AouSATioNCs) AND SPECOlATioNfe),
NbroNElO XTEM ON SEARCH WARRANT AFFiDAViT OR ITEfAS StilED ON PROPERTY 
l*ist (Appendix0^ ExHiAir E-arO was used as evImnce ,
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date:
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