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LIST OF PARTIES

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

[Xi For cases from federal courts:

—

Cto

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

[ ] reported at ; of,

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

i is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix I3) to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ' ' ; Or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
(X is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

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

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the i court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,

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[ 1 is unpublished.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




JURISDICTION

D(i For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was 4@7&022__

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

[ 1 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
to and including (date) on (date)
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 / 2// 7 / 202/
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. S. C. § 1257(a).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

@u Au(]usi 23, ZO:'?I'TVw Cowd of Caimmnt Qppeals
ssued pw oRder Yo “he weind Coudt yo conduct additooad
LactLindwos RAeted 10 Apphcmﬁ Tacksod Guounds o ehef
\c_oo(‘.erw'wq Yeied counsels weflectivees | et alleges !

o Yaun! Counse) Lous welechve fow @mlwq 40 m\)eS‘hqq%g
and pieRvie eye-witless made ¥aowd Yo Cowvsel ¥
\east ove weed helore i ~

o el Cowsel Mo, Humpkeeys, ons oe@ehve Yoo Lachag
or pefusig 4o Subpeonn ﬂpplgcmﬂ's Jnacksoo \Qamgy‘
membel. who waskd o Yeshly oo Applicavts Tncksoo
benelf befbee senvtenciy '

Axpleast Tocksod dold Couwsel What he Lol Yo Subpores
apveed culicdd oS Yuel weludd , but wes vet lwirked Yoo,
lep\twﬁ:‘» \Q»m;lq membe who (oeee arilable o \lesﬁfg Aud
woitel o teshly ot sevtencivg . Applests defoss ws Wt
he did pob commit Whe odwse ol ocg(zuw&e& PSSk, i\ppl:cxw(
Sarily woms avmiluble 1o destely aud would heve desied Winof
e complaabedt Wed “Yold nee veacher Wil dgpliouct clidd wot do
oty S0 hed bouk Unet hew nidthee uons Avgay wh Agplentd
oot vod Sold compluntard | whed o Sy wd hod do Suy it Hed
Ghe it cowd ponducied o " Lve evieuhiney hendng (he
Supplemedt pecord woulh Revesled Yoot e C.awﬁmxﬂﬂd
O RIBSSUM 4o VYWVQ uch MlquO ﬂq;@u)ﬂ ﬂpplamd'ﬁ



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted, -
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