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cof ReLrer Whgn Y AUEGErS THAT Hes APPEL™

ATE CooNSEL WEUSAM Lo McKEnnNEY ABAVSONEE

Ws onl rRecT APPEAL THUS, JECPARDEZaN6 |

s APPELLATE BRI GHTS Wi CONSTIUTED
ETEACEDINARY CERCOMSIANCES ; AND THAT
ELEMENT LWAS ESTABIaSHER , SO RELTEE
ol UAVE. Been aeanrErs UNDER RULE 0O
b) (&) PUESUMIT To FRCP WikscH SKErsEee

TWE STANDMY> FOE A NALT clazi] OF A TEN-

DraTRcT COURT.  ABUED ITS I scRETEoN

'S QUE O (0)(L)

B~ vertrzrg PET=TonNER
T o (22

AY

AL oF A conSTTuTEoNAL B EHT. THE U5,



Mool AND THAT MADE LTS RULNG TER -
ATABLE AN ENCORRECT. -

BwWwONN

NOTWoTHSTANT=ENG AlLL OF THE ABOVE
FacToRS , BpoE> ol THE U, S. SUPREME.
CoulT s DEczszon =N GorZoLer .
crosBY, S4S U.S. 529 (zeo5), = popR-
E s=one A FEDERAL RULES OF cnxl PROCETURE
2ulg o ()()'S ApPPlrcaTron To HABEAS
CORPOS cpoes Frl THE GoNZALEZ CASE, THE
U, 5. SUPREME coukT PROCL ATMEE THAT A
2 FRCP ROUE tolp) () Moeont = A 2.8 Us.C.
. $ 2254 CASE XS NoT To BE TEEATED AS /A
T Succ Essrve HABEAS PEEEE=oN IE TT TOES |
INoT AzsepT, ok REASSEET CLAEMS OF EFFE
s TUE MOVANT'S STATE con VooT=on. A
MoTzo THAT CUALLENGES ON = THE DI sTh=ct
coURT'S EpZWRE To REACH THE MEECTS DOES
Yo WALRANT SOCH TEEAMENT, AND CAN BE
lererRE BE Ruler UPorl RY THE DT STEECT
COVRT WoTHOUT DRECELTrfxcaazron BT THE
»llcooeT OF APPEALS RURSUANT TO 26 U.S.C.5.
= 2204 (b)), A0, A PARTY SEEK=AN G
A RE Leer unner Rulg o (o) (@) MoST SHow
5| EVTRACRDINARY SR COM STANCES JUST=FngG
TUE Recperzng oF A FnNAL JUDGMENT Wi
7llAS DEMONSTEATED BY THE PETxTE=ONER
28] AND TUAT ELEM*}E WASS saTEsF=e B PeM ;
| | 472, - 1

. 0 ~ D W




= S - @ A W N - '

10
11
12
13

|
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