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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

whethec the Lower Lovet shold have llowed covnsel +o withdraw
J(:FOM fetitionec's A feal, k/leMj the Tetitioner l'\aoq issves of merit Lor an
Aﬂaea' M his Af{a«»f&‘?eﬂ] that was Doro—ye_ to the Covet o«F Aff”/;‘



LIST OF PARTIES

[r{ All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
[ 1 All 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:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

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

' - OPINIONS BELOW

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A 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[/ is unpublished.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 MA to
the petition and is

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[v] is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

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

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the - court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[‘4 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case .
was 5 } ! 0} 2033

[\/f No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied bX the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: 17, , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _ VA . :

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including NV]A (date) on __V/A (date)

in Application No. &J4A__NA .

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
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ ] 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. 8. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

CE bt Amendmen] of the United states constitution
3 51)(‘”'\ AMW&MM{ op.fl'lé Un}fej 5'{“5-7[65 Cons‘h']"v'ffom

_ l' ,Y | U.S.c.§59106)0)



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Petitioner understonds thet this Honorable United States
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becavse it would rob;»L[7 nevee have ablicmed fetittmecs Drrect
A«;&al, ond would have jPM"’éoo Petitionecs Reguest for New Covasel
belore covnsel Eiled o Anders v. calibornia, 386 v.S. 73%19¢7) Brief
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5ubf"'a—n"’a’a' ond Constitvtional fzi‘jlq'f)' =5 & counsel vocsnteed to the
Petitionec by the Sixth Amendment of #he United States Lonstitution,
counsel 5rvn(l7 waived the fetitiomers rights oanesg oQuayMj fre
Yc‘?lITLIWa—r his substintial ond Constitutional Rights foc the Lower
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to withdraw Erom Petitioner's /(f eal, Knou/hnj

) counsel rebused to pUrsve the clatms ya this writ of Cectrocaci

| Tl,\o.J( the ?eﬁhowu !‘ezvaff’e(g a? covmfa/ o do 50. (owxfa/ ferre«ﬁ
}o Af@""”‘ M« Ap ol Briek the 180 month seatence that the Petitioner
received. Cou.nref fold Tetitioner that i€ he f?eJ 7U;H7 that he would

on receive 30-37 momﬂf, bv+ ne more than |0 Monﬂ.; a)v‘“ajeﬂ\eq
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respeétfully submitted,

Date: 0<6/ 1,/ 2033




