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N Whether the holding in Romos v Lovisiond, 50 US—,
MO S.LHA0, 30k LEd.ad 583 (5030), invalidoted
Lo RSN (DI ¢

3) Whether the Stoke Yrinl courtis without jurisdiction
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Sroute ? La, ROMMADI(1).
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v.Lone, 483 US.988,109 5,04 1060, 10% LEd. ad 334 (1989),
con invoke the jurisdictionol exception to thefinal ity rule?

5) Whekher fhe refroackive applicationin Romosv Loyisiano,
59005, ~,1403,0%1390, 90k LEd 3d 583 ( 2020),
applies to Petitioner's case ?
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IN THE S T

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 A_ to
the petition and is

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M is unpublished.

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

[ ] reported at : : —_;o0r,
[v% has been designated for publication but 1s not yet reported; or,
is unpublished.

[Vi For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _to the petition and is .
i osari . N K

Nf reported at{ ; Or,
[ 1 has been des1gnated for publication but is not yet reported or,
{ 1 is unpublished.

' 4

The opinion of the 4 reult court
;.,?)ears at Appendxx _D__ to the petition and is

' ; or,
[ ] has been de31gnated for ; pubhcatlon but is not yet reported or,
[ 1 is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

M For cases from federal courts:

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

was An%u&iﬂ.»ﬁ.,_&ﬂ.&__.

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).

[Vi For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Egb_o. 19 f&le .
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[ ] A timely pe’bition 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).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS iNVOLVED

A stote court jury must be unanimous to conviet
o.criminal defendont of a serious of fense.
W.5.Const Amend. VI

. nor shall ony State deprive any person of fife,
liberty s0r property, without due process of faw.
U8, Cons+ Amend. X1V '



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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grisonment without Yhe benefit of probotion  parole
of SuspeAsION of Sentence. PeXiMoner ob‘)wm& and Hled
owritren motion 1o reconsider sentence onthe ground
he-wos tonvicted By a 1040 & jury vote, and o life Sen-
~ lence. onal0-HvVote s U\f\QDﬁS'\“\'\’uHQI\O\\-\y eXCRS5iveon-
dviolates several of his constitutional righis Yo be Sen-
tence Yo like in prison 00 Q. 10-a.verdick Thetriol court
denied \'\\Q,mo\-‘\onf
Peitiones Shenfiled afimely motionfor appeal whichwas
gran+ed by Fhe ol courd |
On direck ap peal, Petitioner raised gs issue no. 3 Ex -
cessive Sentence : Whether thedrialeourt erred by
'\mpo s’ma an unmns*&u‘rionu\\y harsh ond excessive.
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mambers of his 'ury,‘l-wo")urors -FounJ +he State
ﬁxi_le,d ﬁ) meet | burde,n o@proo@ DQS? e this
 rensonob\e doubt, Pelitioner isdo be incarcerated
for lifes The Stote ar Sue.d ot the sentence impos-
ed[wos] mondated by stotute. LoRe&. 14M8(0)
(.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The general power of | ssuingB'hES_] " GreatWrit,

S 0.powar given to Hhis Lourt by the common law,
Congress hos olso given this power 4o this Court by
Sechion 14 of +he Tudiciory Ack of 1789 for the gener-
o\ purpose ok justice ond profection of the libeety of
the cifizen.

Giround &, Extrasive Sentence.

Nt the.outset of this argument, Petitioner avers Hhat
he \ower courts below hasmadean illegal ond
erronenus order,and Petitioner pray Fhis Court
eorrect heerror. '
TInExpartediebold, 100 us. 371,85 L.E4 717 (1880),
this Courtheld: if the lows are determined 4o be.
zgconséfdukoo ol the prisoner should be discharg-
The relevant q'uesﬁons is whether the holding in
Romos v. Louisiana, 590 us. —,1405.C4. 1390,006
L-£4.2d 583 (3.020), thot overruled this Courts 1972
detisionin APO&QCQV. Oreaon,Hob S 404,935+
1038, 31 L.Ed. 54 184, invaltdated La.RSI4HAUD)()) |
ond, whether the stote triol court imposed sentence
under unconstitutional Stotuteasin Exporte
Siebold,Supra.??
Tn Edwords v.VQ;\noy, 141 5.CHIBMT (9394),
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: _Otkober 4 :' 20 88,




