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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

ﬁ For cases from federal courts:

to

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

[ 1 reported at ; O,

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Mis unpublished.

The opinion of the United States distriet court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

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A is unpublished.

or cases from state courts: N/ A

[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the court

tihbn'\amlis
y Or,

as been designated for publication but is not}ét\rgq)rted; or,
1 is unpublished. '

1.




JURISDICTION

% For cases from federal courts:

The date on Whlch the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was November 9, 2041

[ 1 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

[ 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. 8. C. § 1254(1)
A2 usc ¢ 1L810) and 23 UsC3a3YL.

es from state courts: [A\P(

[ 1 A timely petition for r

appears at Appendix

ifhe to file the petition
ing (date) on

a writ of certiorari was granted
(date) in

The-jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 125%(@3).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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Sb‘lféMerA’ of The Case
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

O e fost ond Reemost censon B qeanting Hnts etk
) 09&..@2@60{&\‘\ 19 W\BVCWJW\N O %'Ujr_ Tmpression legq]

150 dor Heis Gourk with Dakiona ndecests Jor Courtless
pre ol defoiners across the Uailed Stokes (il speedy

I(kr\a\ c\'n\\en@es veder s 2241, This Lest impress fo [ssue
TS QUM oldressed on @5287—‘6 of s werk

@ The e Cofe  Ceadon 1057 a\(av\“ﬁﬂ ‘W'\S U\WH' O'Q Cea"{’forarf |
o dhad a0 UGS, Drﬁri’cjr Cou\fl and U S, A’FFQ(MJFQ Coult
okt apps Ihove @mncy(lw\\\{ decided an e?&r@mew
| OI"V‘,OO(“'D\M’\“'. Lederal issue in a way ot Cf@oﬂ/(v{ conflrefs
with Gan‘l‘(‘ouinqj lond mack decisibng OQQ’PHS Coult. This
T$Sug ‘ifv&(/y aculfeg{’,@ oN (\ac\aQS 9-10 Of —Hﬂ‘i% wc?Jr,

@ The -ﬂ\"\Yé ecSoN J;o« odfa\\“\’(% JVW\S u&(%lr o«Q CQH‘TDK a("{
5 -\’\r\aﬁ( Ahe af\:veeclﬂ el Tssue or(' hand C,earr’% ?V\Ud[uQS
Nadoned $5cues 1 1 Utew of Fhe ong eihg (ouid H[ omiCron

Vorlant crisis in ailmos every CD(A}//‘/"fd’qfi awd crimina!
Uqgﬂc@ 5<jg4em T e United Stetec,

® Weethar o @( ¢ ¥Yial! C\Q‘\”O\V\Q'Q\ amid Hhe Df\jo?“‘c} Buid-14
g, Can owin dicsmissal ol Ws\hw T)@rﬂ"m stote
ctioinal - Chaiges in Fedetw! (ourd pursuant o 47 usC
® cSQLN"\ Prged on WA afd un Contredicked yiolahiong

2 wishhee 6rfmendnant (g Hrtony! Rt to. o Soady Hrial by Shde.

T



Reosons For éroml\‘?ﬂo\ e el

.AH’I/\O%}\ Hhis Aonurable Cou(Jr N Breden V. 20 Ciredtt \

M_ O\C\AVQQS@ck oy (‘;(e"(\“‘\cc\ dQ;\c(\\f\Qe.\& Coﬂs&f WL‘A ‘HW'\ (“"iahrjr
4o a 5@@% ({T\‘ia]j—%\/\?s GuEt did _p_oi address aecetn Hwe
Aseeacsal cA ?ﬁﬂdiﬂj Stecte e Ctminal df\afﬁe bqu wae&eml
oY as ahﬁ%rﬂ rg\:aﬁ\ (eMedu( wider 43 usC g JaY4) 4
based orn Wil and gncontediated yiolations of dhie
potecked  Gorstihutiond ighty ag fwed 1o Rodtonerk
Ccase. Lo &unlc . U.S and bof,ge’H‘ v, WS TR Ponor—
able (ot eWPMSSM under scored Fhat drsmissa ] ot
on accased s indictment pe convieAon can be an qap-
ro)?ffq‘fa feméd\{ '/’Dr u/fm{/ v /'o(a‘ﬁonf of A;'g//;er KOﬂﬁZf'?LU’
‘/‘!"03’1@/ fl°7/77L 7/‘D Z 4 5/0@90/7 79‘/%{//0 however %/7056 “+wo
decishns were tesued tn Ahe contest ok Loders) hatbess
re\Ievg undev 47 (/(5632 22689 and iu_gf urder &% cacyeaatf/,

’\T(\USIJM\S chove Mentioned (ccue Abe pre Al debinees
urder 29 4sC 5 2291 < clearly Frest rmpressisn s His
/’/[befabIQ 'GDLWL] }UIF“HCUIOM/V c<)1°7l!'a #his ﬂ/}q#fr med @)l
p%oinj andd qnﬂofececlenc%ecf Guid=19 cricfs within our
Coum‘? OQTIS ’#}/‘OUj}?OWL 7/‘)1€ U.S.

TF s also e;drexf\le’ Tm@o(fkaﬂﬂ' SN nbjre —PmA' —Pl/\'{g
SYaCh same TSUe upder 47 USC /; 234( wes Grrectly and
fully decided by the .S, Appelate] pinetn Circait in
He leely v, Blantag ( 2003) 5 which 10 7@0%(44//7 on all Buce ek
Yoldimery case 5 howeder he leNelly decision wag %fhw and
\D(‘b\{\?’@u\k\{ 4y 5@@0«6@89 bui the S Dighret Gul® cnd Hie U,
{XW\\J&Q Cob\Qr\ Sovertth Ciccuttin reuielo'mp) ard Qlemftnﬁ PeftHorer's

Lelera) Tedbeas o0 and corkliade of appealkb! fJn{ r respechie /7

g,



Reasons For Gromfh’ho) e Podidson

@ \I\HAQH\M A (F(e)\‘rlcw\ &Qf\'@\‘m@\ﬁ Le«ja“% T;Oagﬁumeé cnd
unconhrodicted “".rrejpamb\Q hevm™ caused b‘ﬁ Wil 2geady
%‘\q\ \j?o\a)(‘foﬂf %\rouﬁ\f\ A C"?) ﬂeau\( bo&—@ao&\/\ &Q.\au\ bu\ Hae_
&Pajvej Gnstitutes ajudiciary exception Ao the g our\@er]
abstendion fu\Q) and Hhus warrants Fedeaal Mabeas
ﬁn&(\/enjﬁon and FQ\}Q"Q undey 27 UsCg 52&“{(l Tncladmj
&BMKSq( oﬁ G)Qﬂé'lr\‘j 6‘]‘1\*'3 C,l%ufz—e&, ‘

s Honotable  coudd 1w Doasptt Vo WS . SuCQf’ﬂc’Hu[
u\(\d@r N QcL —\Jf\cx}r UJ}\QYQ CA \an'hww \:;)\é ’PCX%‘}\ der\aw\ [
asserted By an accuSed i 5&\@@(4— ol higlher (" Bmend-
vertk  Consdihutfanal r‘igh'lf to o 5@6&1“( J\\th\) as clear (‘«1_
documentted 1 PefiHoner (osey the federal Couct Mugt-
Corduck +he (H) step Bowlcer analyeis "'@ij'«) wWhidh  would
welude a ceview ol the aoeusedls cmerjree’l '(fwe(pamble
hain™ oc preudice  caused by the Speely hrial AQ/\OHO

ch(e\ the (ecor d Q\ecu( \\1 (‘QM@C}S ‘PV\GA' f\Je‘iJrh.er Hhe
uS. Dishet Coud® nor the U-S. @fq)e\\que C;w(H Severthh
Ciecutt aggted i Poddeer aralysis —('65\'3 which shoulk
hed  [een Alagered by fhe Rebitfinec's well-docunented
ad an Gontested Q'f) e ol @c\‘(lr\n &Q\a\,\ bﬂ the stede.

Moreoer i Dﬂ;&ﬁ i honocable Gt shressed
Wt olficial had faith ™ Causing a gpeedy Feial cle'\mﬁ
Nt be weiched \\eau‘\\q o@a\mg‘% e Souemmew’l— afd
thed a lengfy bad ot deloy Wonld presend™ ain over-
whe\m‘u\j s for digmissal, as C,\Qck(\\i Lound
Pottlioner's Case.




Keasens For gmnf)'fhsw @9‘1‘,{ on

Gosigrertt w3t e Courts land ol and Conﬂm\\iha)
\esq\ Q;r\htiﬁp\e‘) e niedn cerentt oot ta MC/MQL\%\
W\?Qc\» he Q‘l> 6\‘109 Pyl ke ama\u\ﬁis J\’{A’ atd  ead |

a

fourd Hoat the o ccusedls 6) e pretrial delay coused

5‘\3 niBcoat r)D(QSuMGQﬁ\JQ ?@A@,\c&‘\ R o “Tﬁ’e@?o»mbl?- ’\no«m“.’
Constituted o Qué\daﬂi eXeption to Yoe. %D\Aﬂé&f\abétw"wm
(‘U\\ej and  Con Se uemL(L{ fqamdq'ﬁecl }mmec]fowle o/fﬁmfﬂqf
@0 J—}\,Q Pm Fria] ol@%al‘f}e{Sf }nc//“c’,?(mwﬂL w’io{er A3 {SC 5 29Y].
/4ccorJ ,‘rﬁl% Conﬁfﬂleﬁ% L;ui’?% 7%@ cn%re m@m—[fonécl

3721‘% anch MC/UM/»/ declsions s Pefifioner Moves thic
fbﬂorgélé coulg‘ o o/fﬁ/m‘/S A ¢ /"r)cf fc%mémL/ u//‘"éq /foré —
OuciTcQ\ as Ledeval [queag m\mﬁ wder 43 U $ 51&‘”@)7
or i 4he altecocdive, eliftoner apues #nis honorable
Couft 4o overse +he decision of dhe US. Dighrick
COO\\GV 0\\{\& (\Q(\/\cu’kl \A)%‘A'\ A'\@QC’HD\(\S fi‘O j?QCt‘QTQC&l(\{
am(\% eotiboned's ceguested fedem| habeas ce lted
wder 4% U gaadl.




CONCLUSION
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