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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of habeascorpusissue.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ ] 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[ ] is unpublished.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 to

the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

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

reported at _/)g. 201 - &T-0)87Y-8a" o,

K has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
A# is unpublished.

~

The opinion of the n T IS4y i court
appears at Appendix _{8 _ to the petition and is

f])‘(reported at 2ScejL: /2. C.\/"' Qo 2—9 7 ; OF,

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

[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 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.

[ 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

[ 1 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).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was IuJ_\j_zﬂAﬂS—
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[ 1 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 __ (date) on (date) in
Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
& RULE 20.4(A) STATEMENT

RI thard Chapman AT The Tender Age czlz([é) WAHS e d
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A DiReeT Appeal through no apparent FauiT oF hisown,
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?TﬂfémaﬂT OF The FACT oF The
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ConTinued sTatement F The
Fose paga,(gj |
+he LAW OF The cuse’. An Appeiiaie declislen fOMAS
an S ukbeauent Prolecding i N The Same Case
NerT anly &s 7o CXpliciT Ruleing but Alse, As 7o
Tssuse declded netessarity by /mplicat|en
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mandate can nor very j+ OR EXUmMime |+ el
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The deottrine purpose ?.67%!%%19 ./4/) end +e

Lt Higation, A150 +v proTeet hoahnsT 7he wgiFaklen
OF se/ed 156ues pnd ussuras obediente of Lowier
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W ith These Principle in mindThe ceurT Concluded
thar 7he DIstrict cevr? 2K eed ‘s Autbor i+
on Lemand Sinde s 0PNV en WHS | nlenSistent
And é,‘ 3vey QI’AS%@L%}W cF The Case 88%&{)\\5(1}6&,
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of habeas corpus should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

E‘] 2haed ( L\gg YA
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