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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

[VI For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix C to 
the neution and is
[^reported at e^nRftiO v, EftMlffifloat tl.S. M?p. I BQS ■ 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[ ] is unpublished.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 A- to 
the petition and is
[Vlreported at QpRffl V- FRMJC15;ao9U ti.S.T)fffr. I Efts or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

ks/A-[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix _KJ.jbr to the petition and is
[ ] reported at_____ ____________ ivj j A- ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

/

The opinion of the . -_______
appears at Appendix^ K)/A^to the petition and is

court

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[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

miFor cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was Qcffiftft? &GT

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[VI A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: _Affi?!! . I^>j cMD&fi } and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _C_.

[ ] 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.__ 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

* Ha Q.S.C.S,§ |1S3t7AKT I ORG- UBIS&/ TOSOlO WKOUWPER. COLOR OB 

A^VtSTTfTUm^RDIW/VMCe^E^ULATIO^ CUSTOM, OE USA^O^ AW/ STATE OR. 
TEftK.rroR.y aETHa©isTRiCTOLcouAM6iA-,SUELrec.T5, or causes to e,e 

subjected, Mjy cmzeo oetwe uurtg> states otoctok. tersgnJ WitiM 

the 3uiysPicnoto thereof- “to the t?epru/attonJ or A^jy rights, privileges 

oiummuwities secured by the coiosrTTunow Amp law; shall Be u able, 
to the. PARry iwsues) no Awy AenoU at
• aS U»S„G.S.$ ITOBS^PAKr I 07 <k-\&) W4EM A- P15TRICTTUDcyE, lO 

MAKiMC. Ikj A-CIVIL AC-TIOKl AM ORDER. MOT OTHBUflSE. APPBTLABIE UUD8L 

THIS SecnoKJ, SHALL BETHEOPlWIOMTHAT SUCH ORPER iMvou/es A- 
CoUTRomMGL QUEST10H (JF-LAW AS TO) VfHtH THERE IS SUBSTANTIAL ^£0111$) 

TOIL DlFFERBOCE OF-OPllJlOH AND THAT AH IMMEDIATE APPB4L FROM THE
order. MAy MATEfciAU_y Advance the ultimateTBLMiuAnott of-the 

UTuyAnoH, HE SHALL SO STORE IW WRI'HOlL w su£H °®®» “
■ IS U.sx.S.£ S^aH-aCO Auy PasoOTloured 10 hisbuswb&s oil
?(WKT/ By REASON) OP-A-VIOLATION) OESECTOOH OETHIS CHAPTER M/ty
SHE, THEREFOR. HO AH'/ APPROPRIATE UlOlTHD SWES TO (STRICT COURT AUJ? 

SHALL RECOVER tHREBR3l£) THEPAMAEES HE SU&TMUjS ALP THE COST 07
-me sun; iwcunoiMfi ' ------------ -------*- ' "
• U.S.C.S. COLSST. k

FEE(* <*■ C*

EMIL 1H, PART I OEItT- ^/OOR. SHALL A«y STATE 

PEPRIVE m\ PERSON OF^UPE, U££Rjy OH WPEOy, WITHOUT PUE 

PROCESS OELAVS^ MOEPBOy TO Awy PERSOM V5TTHIW TOS TOUEISPlCnOM
THE EQUAL PROTECTION OFHJiWS-''
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
%0RIU0 M7^ISO(0 CU/IL RAfyKTS /ADVOCATE vmo l<ESlPes ll) HMffilS&U
VeMSvfLvAwft* GjORiO IS CtMWnsj tOCAKCGRATEp F^CP/^eiCATEp 

R&B&B&f CHAFES A^V COIJTUjUfeS 10 COMTQyH) TTLCRlMlOAC 4/D QML 

TUSTICE Sy6TEM to THE INTEREST Of-UtlSTTCE.* %ORU) SERVED
tMEj-.^MAwCE- OP- HL6 KAXlHUA{ SEA5TB0CE. to THE SCI AT STMT, 
CORdecoc^At tOSTnuno^ AFr?HO£Kn)C IM COUB^EYlLia^A-*
010 OCTOBER, iOTH, ao&O^ S&ltOR DERlT/ ATO&OEy G^JSZAL SCOTT A*.

/ HlED W0TTOO10DISMISS (JUU&BR RULE ta(BXA) PSD- R, CIV,?.
AeCOdPUOGyLY 00 MA^ ^0alj PATRICIA' L- DOP(*E
tssutg) aePofer mjd RecoMMaJDAfnoo PBcowajpiKy& -that the 

CQueTT ^PjWT (0 TACT AtfD PQoy 10 ?A€T PQTOPAaT's HOTm TO DISMISS. 
QQjj3B3m(/ELyvPisnucr^tic»G^E: j- Otero las raotao adopts report 
Aop PECOMM-Q^P WO C^KA^iSTRAl^miD^. (NOT^Ly IGTTjj &Q&\

SUCCESS iVEiy, TLAUmPP RUED NOTICE O^A^P&^L'W Z£Po(ZT A*$> 

Recouaa^P/moto oo octoehr aeon. steal aUDthus the cle?i/v
omCt GHOTRED THE RECORD AW DOCKET SHEET TO THE. UtofT^p
states court oe appeals. the pouow/imy pAyrTHE coueroE appeals
A65lGyK)E3> CASE UHM^SR a l- 3^45" TO THE C^Ej AOD OO OCTOBER 

OCnTt/poai^THE CASE YRAs ADM)A) iDTRATTl/BLy CLOSER REP/gEcnO^
THEPRGCeEDUO&S-TO THE DISTRICT COURT THE PLMvOTlff'/ APPEUJw 

TILED PEXiTtOK) T0R PAMEL REREVei^ V^HiO\ THE THIRD CUROUT OP- 
APPEALS CfiwSlTlUED AS Taltnoro TO CEck)StpER the (O/a^/gi ORDER,
THE tOSTW PETITtOP P0R. WRO- QP-CE0TORRI SQpfiMDES.

AIL
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

LtI4E TMjEL KmKL5R&AD THE ^ACTUAL RECOUP TUE
wijw states court of- Weals FMied to Bjrmmo the 

comwhs cf-mra TLMOTCp/AfPeLLAKrrts ORUtyuM- loaned of- 

APF6/VE, AMD KAQIBLy (STRATI VELy CLOSED THE FR0e^)lN&S
AS m-M¥ETER0E COURSE, OMtURRamv/ THERBAPTHR THE UUTTED ' 
STATES COURT OR- WPALS PQOiSD 

SIDBR THE COURT'S 

PUE TO0CE&5

'Etamts TsnrioDTO ®loo~ 

ail FROGECXl^C.1
oP- LAw hW AFPBtWB Rights, '
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

late: M.^j

6


