No. 22-7578

IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Carlos A Seino -—PET(T‘IONER

VS,

Massachuseﬂs ~— RESPONDENT(S)

PETITION FOR REHEARING

Pe‘riﬁoner~-A‘aFe“an’r, Carlos A, Seinoiproceedinq Pro-Se,resPec’rgthi

moves this Honorable Court for a rehearing,

1.1 Amendment Rqu of the United States Conshitution.
Constitutiondl Rithr to Con{rom‘ the Actual Witnesses.

Tn aceordance 1o the brecedent cases:
a) Crawgord V. Washinq’ron,su U.5.36,68 (2004);
b) Me\andez-Diaz v. Massachuselts, 557 1.5, 505,349-320(2009);
c) Bu\\com'm V. New Mex]co,ﬁﬁ‘r U.9. 641, 655(20m,where relief was
q—ran*ea,jthe Pehjrioner»APpeHan{havinq 5ubs’r0n}ia”q similar
cireumstances, was not c]ran’(ed re\ief,whue the 'lorecedenlr case law was

not gonowad durinq the acf‘uclicajrion 01[' his ]ae’fi’tion.
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' As such, a rehearinc‘ Yo address this ineq{ui’rm{ will \imiul cesolve and
clmmL re\iq? gor Potitioner- Aﬂae“anjr. .

2. ¥ XIY Amen&men* Riqh’rs o¥ the United States Consjrﬁu-h'on.
Constitational P\M‘M to DuQ.Process.

T naceordance o he Precedzn’t coses:
a) qud‘i v Marw\qnd,ma 11.5.83,87(1963),;

b Franks v. Delaware, 438 U.5. 154 (1478), |
¢) US V. Ba \2«1,473 0.5, 667, 676,682(iq353,,where rt\ie{; was c‘ranjred,

the Peditioner- Aﬂue“an’r, havinq suhs’ran’fm\\u\ similar circumatances, was not
c!ramled re\ie%,where he Preceden’t case law was not fo“owe& dur}nq the

acl‘udicujrion of his P&Hion.
| As such, o rehearing Yo address this inec*u'x’rq will Iixehi resolve and
qran* re\ie; for Pe’ri{ioner»;\\o‘:e\\an*.

5.. Y1 Amendment Riqh’r of the United States Constitution.
~ Constitutional Rictho the Eﬁecjrive Assistance of Counsel.

In aceordance 1o the brecedent cases:
o) teiexland v.Washinq’mn,%e U.5.668,80L.Ed.2d 674,404 5.Ct.2052 (4984),

b) Kimmelman v. Morrison,/ﬂ? U.5.365(1986),

¢) Kq\es V. Whi“eq,.‘ii‘r U.5. 444 (NQS});

d) Powell v. Alabama,2870.5. 45,57-58 (1352), where relief was qranjfed,
the Pe“ijrioner-APFeHan’r,huv’mq Submlanjria\M similar eircumsjrances,was not
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qranjmd relief, where the Precedcnjr case law was not fo“owed durinq the
ac‘iudica*ion o,F his Peﬁ}rion.

. As such, a rehearinq to address his inequi’nt will |iKe‘q regolve
and qraml fe\ief for pe’riﬂoner«AFPcHanjr.

| Conc‘usicm

/’For all the reasons stated above,')'n the inferests o¥ ‘us\lice,
the Pc’rihcner-- AFPeHaml ask gor a reheqf'mq. ' '

Kcs , /ﬁ; ) Dubmitted
/, t
25

Dated: Tf26[23 ‘

VI fC eino,w42462, Peo- Se
LA
66 Colony Rd.~ P.0. Box 466

qardner, MA, 84440



