
-7766
supre

A?R21IN THE
2022

2?ficSUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES Zoft

TSacocy ftrouA
(Your Name)

— PETITIONER

()ft’4rvs ;i

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

(Jflifel JSfeite Ois-Kid Cojft SgC-^t QtsUicf p-f Caiufcw;
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE) 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

(Your Name)

Pofoox -Slol
(Address)

pglftAQ, CA
(City, State, Zip Code)

aIo
(Phone Number)



QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

4. UAdr\ <\ CKm o4 ir\e$eci)vc Qsstsicince o4
Coumei undv+he sttih A^indmenb, Does /■Kto^ £j

t/<d/ cC^-fabiiSh (\ Pr,V1^ /flc/e

^ Du-fr/cf- Cou(-fs 4qh 

5up^d Couff ^u-fhorif.
A /ndnd/neAf7

are k
I Ihc -$xjck<?eMh

3. 0 id §eMor\eC (ecwe
Coups?{ Ufi
■fci'iufC io ) 
e^iSente.

tne-tfec-Hrt assisting of 

4rnm^tnf fa cours e fj
^ ebiec/ ^ tMmc^



LIST OF PARTIES

9$ 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

For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appeal’s at Appendix 
the petition and is

to

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DtfllF is unpublished.

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

to

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 is unpublished.

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the 
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

Hfe] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided mv
was Al |

case

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
and a copy of theAppeals on the following date: ____________

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] 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 
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 
Application No.

(date) on (date) in
A

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

a.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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Slod&fldni o4 4hc Case
ry P)faoJy\r 4 praxe prisoner pr<X35H;n^

p^fjpgri^ hesfhj Neeles g cec4rficc-fe of GppeG(<hurij; ulherr -the 9^ 

Circuit Ccxjrf of Gppedj nn Zy^/crj #/. &o$2 denied hispeti-Hah 

■for Uci4 r>4' habeas Corpus^ r/nt/ninj
Shou/^j ad 4he denial of $ Cnn&i-kj-koft&t n^jht. (Exhibit A^j

Pd-tiflonef Jam LnffrtCj-

he had nn4 mark 5 SubShnci^f

7he district court md 9^ Circuit. Abused dheirdiscrown de(\y,nj

cer-ti-firG-fe of Gf!0ecfcb>ii4*l pufSiKrd -fa Hi US. C SSS1/ (d) 

dh£ loiter COnffS irjflnfcy prt/fiGrp issues' r//Ss?^cr4n~t SuppGfChy^ 

documents ci/)ci sYinr/e unfeaY^^hlf foetus( de-tertofncrHoftf; 4Hoip4in<^ jp 

Coup-fee Supreme Crxjrf precede¥ in regards So mu-ej criticsf to

>n

pefdtoners

ers Claims€SfebhShlwj peti-fiort

± Procedural tiarraraond
SI v«'
rCt-i-hb^er -filed his , -the CAtHbmls Superiorni-hst pe4itior\

Court Afd\ 9.If Aoih rt|is;Vy s,y claims o4 i nefifec-Hve asudanee of 

CQunSefj Grt 4 Claisi nd prawCuhrj ffl'JCOnducf. The Superior Court
denied-the peSi-hah in an unpublished opm/cq issued on Sane 3d ,9.016.

trt

The SMe Court denied pefHbnerr first cfaim of meCfedrie assistance
to object -h idenffc^fon eudend. Citimo4 counsel for -failing

fie. Mon er-fc, ued -h set forth a pnma face c^e dor ref ted (
y Suppnrted A/

essence ic\ She record dhof contravened petHionm Claim. Nor did the S^-fC 

Court conduct q perform aniC Gndjsis -b e\Ic,\ucde -the reason chienesf

no f^dic^i reason i-- V<kl



of Counsels decesioty no4 -fa ob>ec/ do A/ehe^/chs predrist

evidence in her\ien¥P\tcA\ov\ of pe4i4ione^ based on exfui^edord 

^os.yessiQy\ prior-fo -frr(; ir) dhe-hm of G defense invesii^q-hr feptoti.
g t) YhlS peffrfMGnce 4n$(y$>S iS fe&utred by -the Supreme

Cpijfi in Sfricklcnd V. U/^hip^icn if^ssi^ 10*1 -*■ Of. £os*L. £o6£C/QgCf)

A Crmri AudjJn^ Cn scCucj ine-Cfed/veness ctGi*t /nusd judje -Che r'eacru&inu’jj

of Counsel) £ A saenjeJ Conduct on 4he -fitch o/ -thep?crttcu/cr rax*, tfeued

QS of -the ilMe of Counsel's Conduct.

(^Yhibit C

eje petitioners second chi/* oJ' 
ineffective GSj/tfznce of Courie/ -for-failure to ini/estl^te, 'lAe St^fC

Courl ignored the pnertc on -the pr/M^rv t’SJueof peMoneo c(c,m,

ThcjC counsel cJqs ine-ffedi\^ in fc,;i,n^ -fo } nvesdiyde Al£h&y>,chS Cfai/n

nvestl^-lotf petitioner did not Shot hi*. C^Yhihd C 6 J____

doinc^ Crt, GUoitrd -the peethr^enre ens/yso fefurret by the Supreme
Conri- in S-friCklcnd if. UlcShi^^ i p^sy* \ tot s. c4. £ark, 3Lo6t CmtJ

y

do -the defense ;

The district Court Jemed petitioners 4'edefet peht/oh on t-fi-20. Xh 

ers deji/n course f uJtf Ine-fifer+iv? 4arda/finy to object dodenp'y pe-tttim
iden-b-bcc-Hon evidence. Yht district Court acceded the sfote courts det&’cM 

bJlthcxA ecu objective revietJ a-f the ei/idencepetitioner pfesecd&t in

Support of c, priMG -fticle case, Ulhen -ike district Courl- rewtued the
"fa/ ft?Oored dec&ton bj the state Court. "(tZkhlhiL Pi fjf) rfhe d/strfc+

Ccj( irt defied ib review tf -Me Sfatedoueh -hifoued Supreme Coverpreceded

hj ConduC-f-i)rj c, pertcjrM&nce ctnzlyss os fepuUed hj theSupremeCck/4 

in Srftidrlchd (/ bAskinjhty ipass;^^ iQtj S. C4. 3LQTXf AM (ItCtj________

s



(JhilC OdoudiCGlih^ f?e4l-tioner\ -far-Fat-furs Jo iwejJiy-fe. TAe

distr<c-f- Court unilice the sf^fe court Gtmute^ed ^J-rtnueo f?nw>crj 
Cic,i*. (0xhihH P) p<j ijj Bu-f rt/tC c/rttrirt Court like rtc SJoCe CcxjrS did 

fio-t Consider 4he /ner/M od ^eurtionert dGim. CJedh eeJte Sfcrrt a s'
diS^rlrt Cour-i &dJodlcc,-ffJ 7%e
That Coun^l

issue of f?e//'//o*?eA cfci**,.
tJss '’ne-ttec-f-rtz In rtb/i/y Jo /ei/esCijc/e Akhewithh Cfc<*\

io c, defense imesH^iert f?etckwee did tirtShort hi*. (/rtyhibd ft ^ ifj
BoJ/i ftnufjft rCjtlfirPd 4he nteeirt o-f yrttiohers j9r<svzrA isSue

6fl^ C nn^iAprert UhcJ^ert-iiane^ PXfiic/hpJ Should a-f keen j7c,rt Crf ~^/e
I n desky-hon. Such qs y
etcrt^cMcj Srtcrtnert. (ftrthM fto g //J

tnieeweuirfj rtehe/ntrt C&j$rtnj hij

Yhe 9^ Orcu/4 Qcbrtra bj denied ^eJ/J/oners Ce&uoi doe c,

on /-rtrtdrt e?D er~^y f&tt-ki
C( subsfenazf <z/x)tru/nj oft rtrt den/s/ort c cons-rttert/otirt rytrt, 

(/Znhtbtt A) feft ft ante' nau ceoyert c c-ertfterte oft ^pjocoftrtifty 

dfosn 4hS Court

'oner ho A nor
d}c«Je.

I
On} /\lo\ienher /3, So}/ -foJo hfcfther^ ftCAtenirt and Ccifu/n ~ftaWs^ 

C/A/oj c>s spiers on -the ftceeucj eft night. Oh ftehruy
o?3, ftp ift ^C-ftHoner tJc,5 GfCeM&d Qnd Subse&c/e/rtii (ftaryA urth -Hjo

Counts of Q-He^pjaA snorter ftuo counts oft osstuii ufth $ ftlreAC/^
GnA

Me.Ce Shot- eJhiie

Shoaling *rt Gn occupied \/ehich(e. On crtcy /JT 4 art peft-kontr 

UOS Cov}i//cf€d on QH Ck^ryeJ, ^eftiian-er U$s Sentenced Jo ft ft (/ecrj 
Qftd S' life Sctiie/icej. j%c drpirte ed ftri^f

G<
oven the iAen-H&c-fteijUca



a<f peu-tentf 45 y^<f shorter.

1
fdtitofltS' SubmittOc/ /yiuHJpff dcca/Me^-H 7b -Mo recont in Suppnfi' od

Cl^/Atf. (/^k'fa’bl'f & Q /tt-ll'j '^h€J€ doCU/yteniJ' CO/rtCt/} /y>ul-f\pi£ intois-fcrt
in r&jcr<~l\ id be Kneuu/hisholhm^STn //tkeMizfa-firsf

S-fc'fcswe/rf he rntor/neH <r/ep(/4y Aeer/ey /rST don-l knofj i^ho shrt
JoM tffw{J Uha diA th>S. /flc, be/ fetes nr) 3Squ4 at h&z 3S CZn
-f'ju re it out.tf (exhtbdC Q m) One hour ItHf'/tehew,^

by d&eetivt B^erx 'fyn -Hus seronA SfafatAf- A/Chen/th identities the 

flz/vte ‘'Cory of Jzcory " 43 theperson he seen short hi.^ nnt bather.
C&¥hifait f /Xj (n)

Sic-ftMenis
/y?e -3Z

Us) jnt&reuet

On fJo\l&tihefr M. petitioners initiS Mr/iy ki^ette Scenes j-tr-

Sen-tout $ defense i-Meruieu h/eh&ni^h rej^rtyj h>^two
iflC.on<isknt S'ttrkfyenfc. During -this interview A/ehemi^k to/t -/tic ini/ej-t/j5br
the petition^ d/<t /Tot shat hi™. /Jot 4h<t bet £,U&re o4. /JzhCrrvXh Chinet
dht police brought 4 picture jPeJhkoyj^to fas house 4flS 1Wcf hin^

feti-koner Shot hi*. iJthert&k &ptone<f the officer54Jd be tue^thiS
{' ,f

beccvit* -H>c Sifee/J 4/y -Mlt/nj qhJ #e-H-Hon<r c*tes s/iarii^ erf feepfc
betarf, fijebemi^ tor\(turfed-/he /nftri/rfis s-fcrfuy he u/4S nrf 4-ffc,/J
0-j pe-ji-Uoner W Course nob. '' (/Zxhihrf C q //J

Cr>nn\e( jMSSepe^ 4b<S beforf i?riof -joConducted rjp preki'-l
inWsHytHoh ink Nebantc.fo cfci*i.y tioC clirl (air&tt ofoerf -h -the erf/n/sush 

o-t i?rSrKI 'rfenMicrfhy, nS ps+HiobV- Otn -tfiC ^rouA^S <>he
1.



|9oss&>scy evidence indkc-hry >+s anreiicbiifW,

feWolies' died Mai-tipie sic,-b»enis in -the -brisl fecorci de^raisfrci,^

COumtd Ch^l/o^ek ptr-ti/nanne

! During tflaMoflS In Limine r.aunS-e/ !n4tmf>J -the Can A "TAenH^j

ob^iojsVj uhqt~ 4he issue jw/^ -to be in -th/s Me

tS4J Unfeoancfr)?,

' Ouf'M^ opening Slcdemen-h Caume/ ia4af/ytss -the josj foufopim^ -to

hear -from tfehesviKh Jbhohen. (Jho j: ex^ce/- fsyo/*y -b-fef! \/aJ

/$( &rr\ur\ (Jos mi shorter. " (dtlTK$j
“dufiM 'ho'^j t/eherwsk tester/ he Untie he9

^Ci'tioinfx i^> 4hc jPtrSOh L/ha ShohhiA becx^C "̂ fior-h -fh/S^ omckrttiy 

(Cy/^t -fo /viy hC'UjC Ui-fh <? f)i(4i/r<? /f/*t (‘fldi'cc, knj j
^his a uho sh<A\/ou.} H (d Hf/ir~/36)

/VC

'the IdUer Cnyf-fS d/sr&juJcrJ -the evidence Sub^-ded

dj finj -+he Ctdjud/ct'Hoh g-f jXeditiohen dcg^ They $/5n -fc,/cd~h_____

Suj?fC/viP fen fY-i ^fccederti -fpf Ghd^ritvj ^edotfn

de4€/Aime<J -Me-feds U-h/je fjmr^ -fhc /-sjo^J f>eii'hon^j^fcs&d^d

6hd Unfecjx]/)^ bhcnee

m hft CkM.



7. Standard of
A pawner q cerAtfccAe of Gff&ftfatiH meed oni^ r/e^w^e

Q Suhs-fgnQzt 5bmj;n<j (M Me de&zf of 4 Cotn^4i4uiia^4( r><jh4 A

pe+i+tofiet' Scrh'rfiZl ihi\ S-izndCrri bj/ c/e/*t&tS-frt5-#y jhzf juri$+ off&Soh

CqlsIA disuse bJdh -the d^sind CQuf4S fesoiouiiQn gf his consti-Momf

ClGirfh nr 4hd Juf/S-f COU^ Conclude 4he / ssue) prese/i4ed <sfe Gde^ut-fe

fo desen/e OnecK•rc<jowed -b p^oteed -further. ffldlef ~-£l~ 1/ Cock f-e<(

-T37 (f.j 322 4 Couth

of cppedS Should t/M/i )H excMing4(a^ 40 4 dhreshoid
nA?r/yjfuj /v?eaf of hi5 ribisic'' f^A{e.r-£L U Coder?({ SZl g-fs^
fdii'ifohe/' /rap zppip 4of C€/'fofao' foiloUim q denw( of Q 

Cerfp cs-fe of zpp€<i(zbiirtf zppbcsfofii. See Uohh v. US%. SSj US. g?37
(ijy j) 4 pfii-Uofier jJho /i<?r been demed < Ceddicche od Appetfcb/fdp

ho-fh Zhe d/tfad Grid CaurZ of <4pp>ec/j Gppp for res-MP c<4e o£
Cerpofcyfi

i/lti

fhe u

> r\
$ppe<t<jh} jtp (J f)

s
Undef air federal system bo4h -fhe -fifdeszf 4*ic! S-ftJe Cour+s

Gftt 1°f}4r<r\±eJ Milk-l-he praffir-han nS fons-H-krtions/ri<jt{ti. Sef €X f<Ci€

as. Ml. ;?$/ ant) OCm J-hx czx&/M , jql wet

fjQurb preceded -for £{/4kJ£-f-incj <4focne^ per-fdm4n&e. zfn
dothcj Sn Me /older' Ocurfs 1/tolled pe4d(\ouM ■fourteenth A/ae^d/ne/U fp^h/

of -Me76 epugf p9rrdec~ho/i

f'he SupfPMf Louri hey C\ court dectefii^

C/41*1 rtuM oudje 4he rezSQMChiehf p of Onun<&/s OOtnAuV Off

tin Goto*! ine.'Ptecfive/ies)



1

the /tic-/) r>P the p^r-kruftr CtJr, i/feued oJ tAe ?4w^ o-f OouhseA

Conduct. A c, f/crs+i nJ ihf-Wec-tiv?

cjs)/ 5 fence /yjisti -ike nr 0/vus\(Qhj of counsel r//ejeS oo4

h<{/£ hateri 4hc rescAh of reasonable jora-fe^ion^f Jufy^te^ ~f%e PouMrnpyh

then wheM<^ hn kjUt of GU -the rfmsAt&i/irrj,. fhe /Je/rHAef

C,c-fS fif own5S/g/)J uepe n;i-ls,'Je the o//<Je r£/tjf of profcrsionzf/y_____
Pom^An^ c,sHtiantr fee SffiCt/c^ (/_ LAsh/xjfe-y. joty S>cf ZorZ

'Xag dm)

'fhc kuer COu(jS in -ik&r c,^es)^ieM o-f pe-t-i-Honers

rne-PJeofii/c asifStince O-f CCunltf CfcfnS, d/d qq4 CQ'vpW 0///t -ff/5
Authorfj. Specifically the /ouer' Courts ufeee re^o/re^ Va but d<f

roi Puecs the rea m thtehesj of Pour?se6 ftAiure tv 'nueshc^gPe A/ehe^i^S

SAcyfesien-f tf) the defense in^eCti^atre and -fcth/K to object tti A/eh&yuch\

pf€4f'$l iden-fi-flcq+ifihf //? //‘jhfof Counsels posi-esMcn of A/fke/n/$hS

S'/C C,/*enJrfenl

Court

The Supr^/M? Court determined 4 Shite. Court iwre&mzby tppite} fede^f

!^u Uh&f it ) fentl-Qej the Oscrect /ecjct pfinn^ir but (yyi/^em \a;nchip gypi<e.j

/'/ to the facts af -Hie cc,je. or if ; 4 unresson refuses to ex-/findshtf.
See b////cs*fj v.G pfi/\apir 6 CCi'n-feyt id tJhiCh it Shnu/d Grt/tfi/

Ta^/oC S~£9 (J. 5- MZ.Vd?. Such is -jits C4Je here The district

Court id€n ti f<‘ed -Hie correct fe<jc,(” c//?/e f>tr'Ck(end K L/< \i,inj a

/Zui /S ^4//€(/ jp fxYsj,r7 -the O-f j?er-i?,r^c*rj

l^ec'xiftcbic JOOti CPU It* rp/XfuA?

Xi

tn the Cfihlerrin ukek i4 skouldcWf
^e4i~ka^fr\ cfcJAi) are GJegvctf -h deserve enCgj/%je^/t/ -fo

-d/4A&' In Orffs'1o feciifr -the d/siact 6uds u/ire4Jo*&i£ Cmr.
i o.



The dfS4rfcJ COur+i den/tf O-f

U65 s nefJsr+iL*’ -for -/2r////vf 7b abject io )rie*+,Xuc!-nh>) eu/dertrp cj<j

6ft Ui^fpq y.ftdote /sts

C/G'^ 4h£r/ fr/c/pief

'find dis4f(et Court dewed ^eii-Honerf CfCiAi t/itT CQrtCft/dtnj ^P-ff-kGyitf foied

4o dfAYjMffrG-fc? 7^^/ -//if jtfhob /'^€c^P G -fa<7/7

Of Uflreltchfc. (t^Xhihii ft /l-/6/) 'This COncfuMQh /S Cft UAdc^neihiC

tJ45

fteier^unz-kcm n^'fsc-fs. fe-k-konert c(ci/v /s Counw( ug<> ih^ddeouve m

j -b ohjecJfd A/phfAi;ch.{ ifietr-k&Y4~koy\ &4pf-f/tich&j hc>J€<? dft

SiMc/ft£ni~h ^O-lt-kapes' ci id m4 ^Ji^,C)4 h/-*l. (fd-YhtbU /% cL^rtcJ-

Cour± 0^ 1o pfftfati Pin GH Jn&fifec-Ai/e ^SJ.Sfwc Hq4' cou/isdpr^d/ccM 

Orf Coir/)sef\ -failure, -to -f/i? g /^a-tia/} 7fa €1/vyfety

rfuSf eS+cbtsStj $4 Me s*i&Uoto tdr^/d <2/ dech ^endor/a^j G/nd f

7fyq4 /&£ Jury tJouid Of/ fezchc/ 6

'f-//-koh &-

f
\ferMcj c,blent- 4he ty-iradutkb^ n4 -//<* dovd^ce iQsiAOfsieih V- Mjfr;\\«>n^ 

(J- 3. Mi" f/I#/) (Byhth’i 3^ n) an/* re?rfrrj

^eM-tyn^er d&WmiUr6-fe 4hC Uoui^j a4 bee*i /^erf-br/a^ feb-kon^-
d&Mayt9hr&€c!-#?/ die de-fe/iw Mvejrff^-krf ;/? 4hc mocJ.

CfdYhih/4- P) f?cj jlj L/%$ £,f) t/ft/ecttiftChP C^hCdboO O-f Sujv/'f’/nC____

COuri 6 u4hor/[-I Uhcffy' -/jy' 4hf c/<vfr/c4 Cckjy4 ib €fjP€c/f?&iTuyi€r~

~h de/^^yhr^ fwey? /de/r-ZCico-Z/ol es<u

UftfeUMC. ft.€z)vft<bic ji/n'S/ Cou/J

etS+il/C qs~If -S'oyy

4he c/i’ttffcj Cpcsf-As €rror^

16 pmceeJ-for/tjfy'
-3rse iise/i

peii4on&\ tfcioi deserts en<ru.<r^ C/yit’n/-

1ht Sfate dkjr- Uftre^a^hN Supreme Cour^ 6^^onij uh&t

*4 Concluded f,-h s& /orA 6 f?ri/nc Scat coc/ar fcneS.

II.



(frbti* c.

'fhe Supreme Court e-S'fsb/tshed
Uflfe<J(MChh/ S>COT(/S /tOJr 4/i€ yfe/<g^r/ Coud Gfc-ep^/i^ f/
d'foC 4he sl/e^g-kohj o-f SAc Xhzf gre

f€Cofd, Ccnnrt

tfl deodth^ Uhe+hv 4 CoufA

MC/ced i/f kf -fr/c/

Ci. € LJi'fhowi-c h€Q r/j*j) tfenp -itetsAesr

-fcoe c<jjeH -dr fete/.
Surtt/w CjT / /j

-j'ht hs y ejS<b//_sJ,ed c (,p
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hu?r &)af+S dfSr^trJad pe-k-koyierY €\fi<ie/>s<p ih 4/? uv\fe*5cm<hi~ 

b^UCs-kon ad SCoTuS IsnJzr Lg-C/f^.

y! M <

?Xcessence ad c

dfferpft cc io , S-ida
/\&f)$A does r)c\l e.gtictfe -fa Ihe chAtcc-Uon a-f Judfc/zf (esfanubi tikes}
Uhere 4 -federef food deleft >n<s dhd dhe sdzde courts -fed-firditj
UaS owf?cS(M<’bi€j id /74J c,n ahn^c,-kan do S€d 4hose Xied/Ajs &/de^
an ;/ flecesn*! n?tj finches *fh€ tf/ndh dread h*J held
ihrd a SMt Couchj 'Fc.C'fuc,! -//nchhjj are nod enk-ffed ia defer®*#_____
Da Uly tj Cd) tJhen 4he -feed 4/ad/m pfnffAssp tdOj Xank^nd^ /&v${ 

e§* tdheh dke /y>xde -Pectus! T/^/njj udkad ho/dtm w
eviJen-karf hearty. Here dhe sfafe caurd fecocd issue# oh 

deXwsp Counsels derkcac fe&Mihj* 'This Coord Should ^rard pe-ftkontA
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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