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-QuESTIDnI I.) CoMsfifuTlO/vlAL IavJ To-\a1 it SfftTi/tfeS,, ElRST AM0\lDM0\tT
AMD STATUTORY V/AfcUENlESS:

Because; First fcMDMQvT freedoms meed Meath img space to
Sui^VII/E, GOVERMMEMT MAY REGULATE IMTRE AREA OMLV MARRDuJ 

SPECIFICITY f

QUESTION] 1) CoMSTlTUTlDM/H LAWl To-WIT FREE 5PEECU THERETO,
CLEAR AMD PRE5EMT DAMGER :

ALTHOUGH- SPEECH 15 OfTLKi PROVOCATIVE AMD CHALLEkIGlMC, IT 

IS MEI/ERTHFLESS PROTECTED AGAIMSf CEALSDRSHIP D(i PUMlSAmtMT 

UlvlLESS IT SHOIaJM TO BE LIKELY TO PRODUCE A CLEAR AMD P&SeMT 

BAkIGER OF A SElRlDUS SUlfeSTAAmUE EVIL THAT RISES FOR ACoUE 

PUBLIC IM1CDMVEM IEMCE, AM/\1oYaMCE, DR UMRCST?

_QU£STlQRJ 3.) CQMiSTl IUTlOMAL LAL/ OP EVIDENCE TO-i/UiT BURDEN 

M „ lrt ,, & PFOOF THERETO UMIAUJFUL ACT:
UNLAWFUL - mm CRIMIMAL OR TORTIDWS OR fetfTH AMD IMCLUDES

CoMGRbCS, IaJitH THE EMACTMtfnJT Of adl 
DUfcTICIEMDUin iMTEkID TO RESTATE, CLARlFV, AMD SIMPUfY 

^ AMCIEMT IMlZlT OF ERROR
CORAlTl MOftlS. DDES IT PRoYlbE AM EKPEDITIDUS RFvVlThV Fh\1

gsyMr™
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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 appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

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

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

\s£For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix —S'__ to the petition and is
wf reported at h4fjps<//AaCchaAs. g^ca!jAft&e ^ ; or, ^

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the
appears at Appendix A to the petition and is

court

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Wf is unpublished.

1.
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was______________________ _

[ ] 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: ____________
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

, and a copy of the

[ ] 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).

Is/lPor cases from state courts:

5- VS- hl'lThe date on which the highest state court decided my case was 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix_&

[v^A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
and a copy of the order denying rehearing *

appears at Appendix P

[ ] 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).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

T-HP QUESTIONS PRESENTED IMPLICATE THE fOLLOuMC, PRfiNlSlOfvlS Of 

1T£ CONSTITUTION OP THE UNITED STATES Mb THE POLLOuJlNlCo 

PROVISIONS OF UNITED STATES CODES:
la- AMENDMENT: CoMQ>RESS 5UALL IVIME Mo Lftul i&SPEcnuc, AM 

ESTABLISHMENT OF RELIGION, OF ACRlDClNG THE FREEtom of SPEECH, 
OF OF THE PRESS) OF THE RIGHT Of THE PEOPLE PEACEMiY IS ASSEMBLE' 
AND TO PCTlTlDM THE GOVERNMENT fOR A REDRESS OF GRIEVANCES.
I4h AMENDMENT: ALL PERSONS FORM) OF NATURALIZED inJ THE

SUfcTEET TO THE
JURIS D)CTfDKl THEREOF ARE CITIZENS OF THE UM (Tfct) STATES AND
of the state where/m they reside, mo state shall awe pf fmtore any
LAW WHICH 5HALL HMlbCNE THE PRIVILEGES OF IMMUNITIES OF
Citizens of the united states; nor shall any state deprive any
person of life, liberty, OR PROPERTY, WITHOmT Due PROCESS 0f UNO)
nor deny id any person with in its tufisdiction the equal protection
OF THE LANS. _______ ________ ___________________ ___

ZB LA SC. 5 IIS') ON: STATE COURTS: CERTIORARI
of) FiKlALTwOGEmENTTS ON DECREES RENDERED BY THE HIGHEST COURT oFA 

STATE IN WHICH A DECISION COULD feE HfrO.rMV BE REVIEWED 6Y THE
supreme court tsY writ of certiorari ujhefcthe Validity of a 

treaty of statute of the unfed stales is DRAWN in question OF
WHERE THE VALIDITY OF A STATUTE OF ANY STffTET IS DRAWN IN .
Question on) the ground of its foeiNC Repugn ant id the cdmsmmNN

'TREATIES. OF LAWS Of THGt UNITED STATES) OF UHFEE ANY TITLE.IFlCHT 

PRIVILEGE, OF IMMUNITY IS SPELl ALLY SET UP Ot CLMmt'D UNDER 

THE ONSTTUTlOkl ORTHE TREATIES OF STATUES OF, OF ANY OMrAWSion
Held or authority exercised under-,the united states.

ZB USC § H/zH : .THE SUPREME COURT AND ALL COURTS ESTABLISHED 

BY ACT OF CONGPE5S HI AY ISSUE ALL WRITS ML&FSSHFY OR 

APPROPRIATE IN AID OF THEIR RESPECTIVE TL/iRISDICTIONS AND 

AGRLEABL£ TO THE USAGES AND PF/MCl PELS OF LmJ.

UNITED STATES AND
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

u)M)CEl^MI/vlCo dTfitgflAEKiTS WWDE KJl4iL£ ILUS&ftL DETFAiTln/d a*in/r>^

- K WKSumJT-to

Us&sim ssfflM'srsO THE £ORRE5PO/\JDIkI6) APPEMDIX 6 ^

6WEE THqCeT) (LDUKfeEL'S 
couer of appeals spsufil select! he ]K?/>PHw D,Vl 2^ ^E/TICER Z-9, 2tfZI 5EEKIM6 PEL)EE Fl20m fWELLHTF

court, om> march /a wit wmmmtc mvurn
OM f)R A6Dl/f APdll 13, loll PRO 5E PETrflDisl ©r. DlStREfloivIftR'/

^ f k 2022 4kI0 Dek,ied Jume

ArMDeRE
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

f?Ul£ m. \LW\ STATES TwrPA DIRECT AMD EDklGlSE APOJlRWENT
AMPUFlMG TFF REALMS 1REHED OtM FDR.
ALLOW A/vlOE DF TAE WRT, ®EE KUUE 10."

VOID-FOR-\/A&UE/viESS:
"Texas TfaIAl Code see. tl.ol(F) obstruction OR RlTaUAtM

frtoLlEAlfoE IU*)U/E, flter RtHEMbmEKtr 

rwe jimurE mnv ee held weihllv iku/wud ei/em
UM“MsnUrTID^L « applied to the

First AMFMDrMT

flRST AMENDMENT MOT IMPLICATED, BURDEN ON APPELLANT ID 

ESTABLISH- STAIi/lTE UnJ/WkISTiT/yfTIflnJAl APPLIED TO Him.

* OVERT ACT- AN OUTWARD ALT AOiaJeVeR INNOCENT IN ITSELF,
DDImE IM FURTHERANCE OP A CRIMINAL ATTEMPT-*

A VAGUENESS SALIENCE IS APPLICABLE TO ALL CRIMINAL
LAWS, MOT MERELY THOSE THAT REGULATE SPEECH. A STATUTE

9^ ?FG)DIRES am ALT HO TERMS SO v/flGUE 

DPINTELLIGENCE MmST GUESS fVSTo THE, 
AS TO THE MEANING AMD WILL DIFFER AS IT)THE STmT/Tr’S ;

S^LRS THE FIRST ESSENTIAL OF DUE PjEOCJEsS. 
fLJw^ BE SUFrlMENTLY L)EFIrvIlTE SO THAT ITS TFPnAS AMP)
™D AMD 1uSttSiSf- UlJD“S,B0D RND mUEb DIL IT IS
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-tf vmG>U£Ml2SS Df AUT&ftflDNlS
it\r. BDNi/vi. uav/e smMDiKit td fciukik paliae cakisttuTiqiTal
CAALIM.E lb STATUTE Ptom&lTlkl^ ASSAULTS OKI PU6L1L 

SEMMTS. ELAIMIMf* THAT feoDlLV IMlUitV WAS To<3 x/ftbUETb 

6E CoWSTlTuTIOlxIALLY APPUEb \M THIS EASE,To-\aJ\T:

IT MoT itself wnIlrWful, mwu+ lessCRIIVlIMDL UNLESS IT tolJSTmffES M K&MAIX

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

7^1  —__

7-30'-ZX>Z2^Date:


