ORIGINAL

@ 2, —— s7 ? J‘. q 3 Supreme Court, U.S, l
o L "L -

No. FILED
FEB 09 2073
OFFICE OF THE CLERK ,
IN THE l
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
Michoe) Wathep PETITIONER
(Your Name)
VS.
U 0T, Hhennel — RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

.5, CouRTH 0F Abteals Fob the Thiad c:Rcurl

(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Micheel wallfer

(Your Name)

P

(Addresss

Bellefonte PA 1 6B

(City, State, Zip Code)

N/A

: [0 Gﬂ 0‘\;\,6,

(Phone Number)




- . ‘

QUESTION(S) PRESENTED Pc\’j ¢ NumbelR

(4)

) [ He SuPPemE CoundT 5’&0’&3 +hot the pelitionfef Must”

SL‘P f’w‘T ,hsé Clans OF ConsdY: tutional ECTOR with NeEwW Reliable
E\E\c\eme?
Ped. fon, nF NEW

F peY. -\.g,wd' ANoles

)%Pe\\‘noneﬂ' ‘1\253 5ubmited a unts mc\v

QE\\&‘D\E fvdenk 9 %w\\A be Excused ST
N crediple Showwg! Set. deedes V. FAYe o 5c1, 8471 F.38

164 1oy (38 CR 0.




NumbeR

LIST OF PARTIES (&

/[\A All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

gNi| parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of-
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:

Y pariies

RELATED CASES

Re’e\’_@f’ N, Co\emun; NO. 314~V -01500, U5, Disiect Courl
Bl The muddte Oistact of PA,
5t—1 2018 W, 5. ADP. LexiS

e 5CT 347 §.23 |
. ge\% W5, A, Lets 21600

es \n SCL

Reeves

20364 Vaaked By %ee\ |
(38 C&: PA July a5, 201%)

s gtverfield . st Aty Phla.y 873 B33 52, (3d (R 20iT)



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

CASES ' PAGE NUMBER

\ ' [3)
Holland \r,P\o\\\do\ 560 V.9, 63i] LHYa

(10\0 )) 5¢e aloo M aungqn \, ()er‘(\mé) 564 U,S. 5%5)
343 3a9 (2013))[Secalso) Reesesy. Fayette SCL Q9T
t.34 \sY. 64 (34 C'iR:QB\%),{PAM(\ Q.N\ahan‘.q, 54 F.3d

285, 193 (3ed (RN {S\ac\A V. McDanie 534 L. (A;Zt o)
173 5ee oo Slack wimeDaniel 534 L. 175, Hﬁ“ '
5ee mller -Elv. Cockrell, §37 Lo 33, 51 (Aced

STATUTES AND RULES

2B Us.C. 5 2254 A% usC. S A BY1 @),
2% woc. 3 2au4 () (1(B) (0} A% US.C. 2 auy
[4) ) (A) ){"5 14, A% 39a-93 ) Rule Lol BY(G)

OTHER

5 chlup, 513 U5, b 334,10 indeed,  +he
.C()(\\\}\c\;o(\ of Am inrocent Person is Pethaps the most

3('\6\‘,005 (‘\Rb"\aY\Q Oul :Jw:\lc’-a\ 5\{6\&&“ Ca& comm; 1 '* ggé

‘ | way Must bd.
Mo the (onfouts dF The actaal npence Jafeway be . |
\;“é\:?\u‘}k:\e.,\ Wi (ons:derakidn Yol ((Ffreﬁ\xtjiﬂ “Sady 4N f\f’ﬁﬂof\\*_ Yo |ibed Y



IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI i

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below. l
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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