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Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

- PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendlx _E_ to
the petition and is

(] reported at MW@#M&K&MQ_; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix B__to
the petition and is
[11 reported at [Uylas V' Lynbdes, Ap, 8!19-cy= 65 =Fun "$%r,

[ ] has been des1gnated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

T

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

[ -1 reported at , - —_ ; Or,

[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[} is unpublished.

The opinion of the Like Auunily Bt Conviclon Couvt .. court..
appears at Appendix _Z___ to the petition and is ,
i | reported at LI _ ; or,

[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
M is unpublished.
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was _Heti/ 19, 203]

[' 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[M A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: _Zuue &3, 204/ , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _ 0,

[ ] 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 Jugy t6, 2015 .
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _ 4 .

[ 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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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Oﬁ%ﬂ S “’/??//44

Date: _-717@.{ / &34
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Case: 20-3321 Document: 28 Filed: 06/23/2021 Pages: 1

United States Court of Appeals

For the Seventh Circuit
Chicago, Illinois 60604

June 23, 2021
Before
MICHAEL S. KANNE, Circuit Judge

DAVID F. HAMILTON, Circuit Judge

No. 20-3321
JOHN B. MYLES, - Appeal from the United States District
Petitioner-Appellant, Court for the Northern District of
Indiana, South Bend Division.
v.
No. 3:19-cv-00458-RLM-MGG
RON NEAL, ‘
Respondent-Appellee. Robert L. Miller, Jr.,
| Judge.
ORDER

On consideration of the petition for rehearing filed in the above-entitled cause by
pro se appellant, John B. Myles, on June 1, 2021, and amended on June 14, 2021, both of
the judges on the original panel have voted to deny a rehearing. It is, therefore,
ORDERED that the aforesaid petition for rehearing is DENIED.
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Case: 20-3321 Document: 16 Filed: 04/19/2021 Pages: 1

United States Court of Appeals

For the Seventh Circuit
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Submitted April 8, 2021
Decided April 19, 2021

Before
MICHAEL S. KANNE, Circuit Judge

DAVID F. HAMILTON, Circuit Judge

No. 20-3321
JOHN B. MYLES, Appeal from the United States District
Petitioner-Appellant, Court for the Northern District of Indiana,
South Bend Division.
. No. 3:19-cv-00458-RLM-MGG
RON NEAL, - Robert L. Miller, Jr.,
Respondent-Appellee.  Judge. '

ORDER

John Myles seeks a certificate of appealability from the denial of his petition
under 28 U.S.C. § 2254. After reviewing the final order of the district court and the
record on appeal, we find no substantial showing of the denial of a constitutional right.
See 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2).

Accordingly, the request for a certificate of appealability is DENIED. The request
to proceed in forma pauperis is also DENIED.



Additional material
from this filing is
available in the
Clerk’s Office.



