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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Carlos A. Seino
~ — PETITIONER

VS.
Massachusetts

— RESPONDENTCS)

petition for rehearing

Petitioner-Appellant, Carlos A. Seino. proc€€dtnc| Pro-Se 

this Honorable Court j

4.-HI Amendment Ricjht o| the United States Constitati 

Constitutional fticjht to Confront the Actual Wit

pect|ul'lij, res
rehearincjmoves or a

ion.

nesses.

In accordance to the precedent cases:
a) Crawford v. VJashin([ton,54i U.3.36,68.(2004*);
b) Helendez-Di
t) Bullcomincj v. New Mexico,564*11.5.64*7,655(2011), where relief 

(panted, the Petitioner- Appellant, having substantially similar 

circumstances,was not granted relief, where the precedent case law was 

t fallowed during the adjudication o^ his petition.

. N>assachuseHs,557U.5.305/3icl-32o(2ooq);iaz v
was

no

1



As such, a reheorincj ho address this in€t^ui'i,c| w'^11 liKelij resolve andl 

£jranh relief ^or PeVi'Vioner-' Appellant,

. ~5L/X1}L Amendment Rights o| 4V\e limbed Slaves Cons-ViVu4i2. ton.
Conshiluhional Riohh to Due Process.1

In accordance to the precedent 

a) Bradij v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83,87 (1*163);

Delaware,438 U.S.154(4*178); 
c) U.S. V. Ba<jUi|,473 U.5. W,676,682 (i*185),wh 

the Petitioner

cases:

b)IronKS v.
relief was granted,

- Ajpjpellanh, having substantially similar circumstances,was not 

cjranted relie|, where the precedent ease la

adjudication his petition.
As suah, a rehearinq to add

ere

t jcllowed durincj thew was no

this inequity will linely resolve andress1
t relief |or Petitioner-Ajpjsellant.ran1

3... YI Amendment Riyhh oji the United States Constitution. 

Constitutional Ricjhttothe Elective Assist £ Counsel.ance o

In accordance to the precedent 
o) StricKland v. Washinyton,466 U.S.668,80L.Ed.2<l 674,4045X1.2052(1*184), 

Morrison,477 U.5.365 (im).;

cases:

h) Kimmel man v.
e) Kyles v. VJhihley,54411.8.444(.4*^5); 

d) Powell v. Alab 287 U.S, 45,57-58(4*132),where relief was granted, 

Appellant, havincj substantially similar circumstances,was not
ama,

the Petitiloner-

£



(jranled relief, where 4*he |?receden4 case law was no! 11 owe d during 4he 

adjudication o| liis jjetition.
As Such, a rehearlo address 4h'cs ine^uilij will liKelrj resolve 

\ relie| ^or Pelitioner- Appellant.J ran1an

Conclusion

^for all 111 e reasons staled alove/in the inleresls o| justice, 
Ajpjaellanl qsk |cr a rehearincj.the Peliliicner-

t >5uhmi4le<Jis

Da4ed; 7/26/23
Q^ras Jk5eino,wS2462, Prc-Se
%cM.
■StJO Colonq RdL" P.0. Boy 466 
(Jardner.MA, (54.440
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