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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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

APPea/dtx -e[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

; or,

[pj'ls unpublished.

CjOuPT OF CftZmpJAL fiPPFAL S>The opinion of the 
appears at Appendix _to the petition and is
[ ] reported at flPP&ibJI.X'— /)_________

court

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[j/J is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For eases 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).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was TORY ^ cK)3Q 

A copy of that decision appears at Appendix /ST .

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
Lij ^63^,______ , and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix -ft

[ ] 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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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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THE Supreme Court of the Q/uzted STHTES 

XHUALZbATED THE AJEPJ JERSEY STATUTORY 

Scheme that Elloued a Jury to Coy oxer
Ft DEFENDANT OF SeCoajD ,, DEGREE OFFENSE H/JED 
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ARTICLE 11,07 TRIAL Court CuRzT AJOSOOS- 
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f)R7ZCLE -21,0 7 LURXT OF HABEAS CORPUS 

TRIAL Court. Xa/ the X37TH Dxstpxct Cot/AT 

of Lu&socx dowry, Texas

0LOANSOAJ ARGUED TEA 77,, //ZS SEnTE/jCE EXCEEDS 
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xa/ PRzsoaj ljxth A So year PRxsoaj Perm 
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LIQHT2
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trial Counsel curs p "substantial Claim;
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Co uasel

6 *

EDUARD SUANSoa'S STRTUTVpy MAXZMnMXS 

20 YEARS,
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CONCLUSION

v

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,*■

Date:
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