FILED
MAR 11 2022

QEEICE OF THE CLERK
. IR E ORRTRNS.

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED S8

DAL L aonte [t
~ (Your Name)

PETITIONER

Vs.

L ook \\L. Fox

— RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

V. ¢ cugy of Avfenis Eic TTh NINTH CiCey+
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

i dnel Ladoutre Seid—
(Your Name)

.0. & ox RYET
(Address)

Lancastec, ca 932529
(City, State, Zip Code)

(Phone Number)




QUESTION () PrESENTED

\‘ VQ:\"'\"’\ONQX WWS  Provided TTAC  Ludec SToiokbland V.
WaASHInGTon, C1aj%Y) Ybie U.q. (68, By RIS Covnsed’s ncompeted

Advice To Plead No convtest To  Time -Bacved Counts,




LIST OF PARTIES

LJ/AH 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:

THee 1S No Pagest o Pullicly eld [ BT
OWNS O 0¢ wwie. o€ Tro coeporations STOoCK.. |

RELATED CASES

o Mictae Lagote Seott N. PAaniel Patamd. No. 1 ZHeooR35 .,
SACCANINE cpom‘-‘r L of Coucty. Jvdoyantat eartece 4 Ock.19,0017.

"Micwacl Laposte ot Sexion SAaacdeon . No, C,,O'ZS‘J&ELL
THice Viskick Coock oF AR, TTudeyme sk wWOY. AL, So1T. |
o - S 3ULYOD
.Qf__ﬂt%&&;_er_ow%r& Dot N e BB ASuncion. No StHoth-
~2vereme. Couck o6 CAlGcow]a , Dodoment enteced AL, A\ fl';\.csi g

o \?(6;0'\7\‘ M. Fox, NO. 2e\8- CV- 02687- TIN -k
.S. D, -
Aver. §

Lstered COuCh foc —rue EASTECm Disic.ch of A\ e Dudgmed=enteced

* ickael Legnnde Seovt N Fox . nO. Qow\e‘ﬁ%‘i .
U:5: Cootr of A0RANS Sbe The aieada CASCOTE, v odemen s St Wov.ilg Ol




TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW..... oo rsss et et 1

JURISDICTION. v cevvseonerssasrnssssssssssessssesssasssssssssssssmsssssssasass SO vl

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED .....ocovuuemmssssersssssscsse 3

STATEMENT OF THE CASE ...coveccvensinmnnrninsnenass: eeemeemeses s e RRR A 4

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT ........ccoouneen oo rr e g

CONGCLUSION. ...cosireemessssssssseresesessessssessmsssnsssssssessss — R ¢
INDEX TO APPENDICES

APPENDIX A 0Decicion of U-S. cousy oF AQPAS Coc Tl Gty icceiv

APPENDIX B pecision of US. 9k Covik Fof Erstern Dishe. o CAVICaen) &~
OeNYING revieacin Oy

APPENDIX E Cranvge of plea «-m;smw

APPENDIX F



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

[\f' For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A; to

the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; OT,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon bu’c is not yet reported; or,
[+ is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appeai-s at Appendix B b
the petition and is _

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

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the ments appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ___ ; OT,

[ 1 has been designated for publlcatlon but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the : court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is
[ 1 reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.
(1)




JURISDICTION

Nf For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Vi u e, 202

[ 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: : 3/ < , 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. S. C. §1254(1).

[ 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 :

[ 1 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. 8. C. §1257(a).

(2)
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REASNS TOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION

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

Respectfully submitted,
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