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LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ ] 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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

to

[ ] 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[ ] is unpublished.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 
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at 5 or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[/] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits 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[ ] is unpublished.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 'lTtlkLPTl.4 ^/XlRT n f A?PCAl£ 
appears at Appendix 3__ to the petition and is

court

[ ] reported at ; or,
[A has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.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 _____________________ _

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: ____________
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

, and a copy of the

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including _ 
in Application No.

(date) on (date)
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 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix_A

[ ] A timely petitionfor rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
/-l/ft / } U/n, 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
(date) onA//A H/kto and including____

Application No. __ A
(date) in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

' TMftS pgrtM- C06E- % %%'L fr/') .
• foupatfeKffW tiiurtp states tousimmo/U .

C iwi pftocfcs^.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Prfv-Hoifier was ckw&ftl uHu Yu offense rwarcUr fVfVvV^ozcc) 

cdltfotA H h(all occurred oa XTanuaw 1, zotf- PeWfron&c 

?\tluted rrVbV avvd 15’ot'/ frkd U3(i£ h&d D\R\J&il&-
"TV "oofY 'foohd PefVVioA£rr,6uilWv'" of vwurdcr and as&££edi VK>
Pants WM aJP \rte \a 9rv^>v\-Be£mSliVitmj^RiU^»s6i.

Te^rt-loAer APHAed fo -VVt *'T\x?e\4'VV\ CCoi+ of AfPdUs £"i£Xa<A 
£bn4er»dVAf, PM^Uoa&r boas, ViewfY^-huA hxlyA's Ae/wcd 

e><f P^VifioAeVs rcQaesf for oa VAS+rUfcfcoA an aeteesriy*
■VW -fwtlfto eood of ftPtefS fVtetmed PcVHVcmcfls so(£ cY&Xm, 
?&fdio~n& PcD&e&kcf Pftov and f iUcl Vus PeVi-UoA for 

DiSCitUoUG^Y gAl) u/AVi f\€ CDurf of <aaA I4PY&AS
rreMS) xadvkcVi loos terased. , 4 . .

TeftUoAtf KW f Ats AViS Vs PefAXcm bome/]aM6 \u 

'bam, i Pefffio/^r \*)0S huwed AcrdeA c\ue Process \oV 
AenteMfr 5W>AjD^€f's re&a&f tor vAitKio-noiA ^ 

Access i Y^
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

PeW-'ioW hador contends Vic is reusanaloW eMHled to tcUcf» 
do to tW. Tuselttti cmrt (Wbote Mus) adixacU cation cA 
'Petitioner's Sole claim tve trial court denial of Petvtionet's
rcsavesV -for aA lAStfdCtton oA nCCe&rW WUS Cm UUleaSDdabla 
clctermvAot'DA tW. -ruct's in UCtHt tV£ exddCiAeC Presented 
In -WuC court of itPPadS and court at eel Ml A.d i/teOccds Pfoe^ecUACi-In tll£ cwn of MOOdS and COUft at eClMlAit iWPttUS mteciUMi- 

“iVic court of criminal MPods befuSal U>US IjA di/UCuScnaWlC 
rwlrcaWn &4 state \aio and denied ut Petitioner's abut to 
substance doe Process as (huaranteed bl tVc \H^ ameAdvwit 

fcftvnt UW eowst'vtbtvDA . i^6oaramee to ^dtastumivie doeP(ix$£ 
was to secure We indiuidoai -?com ctfmtraXY t c* 
fovoer'i at focNef a went. txxmels u. williams , Hit U..S.Vb^t bb - &• ct. 
bW cmiz). petitioner WOS harmed t>Y 4V£ trial courts deviled o-f . 
\ms rcaoest- toran instruction on necesstW. tVC defense Presented 
tvoo theories tVvat Petitioner acted in self- defense and out erf 
MCOSttW when be shot bdvourd PAOYlotK, t\v£ record SlAOU^S 
Petitioner called tK PcA*ce statinb be was'Scored tor (VvY Ufa and 
admitted tt> tw. sWtiuCi and tWl ht acted in Self - de-tai^c * ^eCK^iO/^sL^ie/HiJ/See to stede ewtod.l).

Tn apPWlnfi the doctrine &t Contessipvi and aUeiacuAce Vo Hue 
defense- &V necessTtY tw. court wiade it cvea* that in order Vodetense We defendant vwust aaymt InoVVi 
,1W ^ w„„llw,r„r< rW- eWMUd cut and to a xe&uvstt WVMfal 
State , Tfqmgj&z. vl. <mVTfe. s,u>. Sd C-eovolLcHiAa - \Tunoyid\i. sr^Fvi^dSi -oah \>s. Mt ui\s \pw?s < ti' i^ *,

u/fir TU TV«, Pen^d eode f co^dueV v5
led if cntUcaitDf reason^U^ rebeues We conduct is IcdeW Aece^Saf^ to cub Id InxM^nent horvvv s tve de.

defence at oecessi 
\AUolje weeessitf as a 
to tve CoWUWlSS lo/\ at tVv4 cVvOlb

___PufSpOAt to 4l\e ‘Tevds
fmediSfeW^ece^sciiY^to'cublA imminent horvyx^ rii tveuIsvidoAtf 
aviurOencY at OMoidlA^ -Wa Vvatwi rieOdi ootw^vfob , oetordmC. 
to ordlAarv standards at reasonableness .tVeivarM Sought to be 
PYeviental bv tve law Pro5tt‘bi\ft6 tW. conduct; owd D>j a \et> »svat*vt^
\UPo5e tb eiclude tlelWstification claimed for VV^ pMoet doCS . netMWvoise fIguaW rvppcar^^l- fluaUbs VWfol-Y M-^ddASD.±L ^3 
f*%k %\5 Cs^cla ai9oi)„ PeWvoAer Presented en‘denca Vo< eacU 
element hot was defied hfs doe Froeess t\WV to ''ustfatVW/v ont\i Aeoe^sHf defense j Petitioner was baimta bY ttve evvat (n£$ omission
ot iue obfense §v McessiW. VeoxuAb t>e iSufY mo, cUrt^ lout W conwet 
Petitioner if it did not ti/vd tbed Petitioner acted cueiatvvfQU&h aAofVvtr Maud defense existed to ijosfif-Y Petitvorief s 

Xn a criminai tf^aU +Vie state must Proue euea/ eVe»KM+conduct.
of Ha offense ,awda \Turv vAstiructlon \ilovafes due Process l-f It 
fads to due effect to ttat reUoirment. See i s ft.UftSTofK/i vl, kAourtdd 
*W1, u.s. 510 j620 -52.1 ,bl fed Zd e,.ct„ZH^d C H7H), KlonetVvelesS f
oat everv ambiauitY , tAcoAsl-steneY i or defic-ieneY in a *3orv 'Astmc.tiou rises to Ha UmoI of a due iProtess \iiovatwn, rUe Question
twat AarlU?^ l^rvl^l0/1 r-£. Sf> iAtect€d tue entire trialKflrVn!u& “ J n P CQAUi ctvoA u»oVotes do£ Proves- Wtcllr U.SD^ u,s, m , m, wed ad ^95, U2. s.cY . M7<rCmO“---
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L&[UxtalG 'OOlPP \L KLwiVvkt/l ,H\4 a.5. VHli iHl i b$ Ulri- lA 2b B £<n£>
,r€,,A*T4vfi6le in9ArU£AV&iA -bo a UbW IyioH iteA be ^uAfeeA v<v arA\£YcdA ^^>Wt\diA, 

baA moef u letoed U Abe cMto &A AU tmui\ ftoMdevi. tslrtorfrvta^i
W 06. 3.io,n£ .iPftu.etLzd 3ib,UD $icA'\\Pio CWO)CGtviaAu (h ». KuPft 
\Hb ,0Y7 .26 L.eA-20 2>b6 .<14 ZttA.z'ibl. T£ AYe cto&cfce aS iS awtoaS,
AVe (StoesAUx) is VjjWAV^ AU^e »5 a "readable Vi teVi Wd VWsA AW ^o(V fc .> 
JVPPU&V AAi6 tVvalVedk&l vASArviicA-Jon iA Cl u>olV Abai \OcHaA65 AY£ ttwsAttoUoA/ 
-XfrteUe , AiiPra . dr ix, Ub U id-Xcl 28S ,V\1 S.dA, M7£ f1> amA/. ffiiPfa, 
e*/A ZVQ, toft uy 2tl 2>lb AlO 6.cA- u40^, MUdOkAotfl \f_ R/livYleU ,6m 0-5 - Hsl. l*H 
%,cA. mo »\Sfc Ufcd. xd XiH 624!KpHL

X/i 4Vv*s cu£e PdATAiurov u)a<s da/ited on rw-te^TAv tflxY TAsAraxAWi &f Cmn/Und/tA 
Pevil iaAerwis ©X an uvu&osonahle YieUeA <yr c a s tead AaeA'vkes impcrA&eA ,StiA^dieCm^ as atl0a>;n6 an, uwxasom (Mt bcXxeA \a iMtiiati VtnX, -Wv&. \W.PorT 
e^f-We insAmof'on \s Ave sawie Vn Ave sAd£ cooH denial yeAn loner atc^Cd-w 
tfotf AivsifdfrAvon Mtovcded MHion&r‘$ <toe Process ofoYit a? ArVe \4, * 
iWs-tafe (AfbTAaH and erroneDUS Hurt tachuAton Wia v/toioi&l clue rrot^ss 
antler W WffAi tonsIMvAfan .

CONCLUSION
PemioAtff J Va OMeAoSloW KCiS GboUtten a CCMSAttuAtondd utoVoAion bv A\i& 

^AcOe's dented ©4 PeAtt'onetf's Proper re6luesA Aor vAS+racA^A o^i W^i-WiW>A 
AWA cVdi'Udi uivo\aAed PeAiAioA0r'> htiCiUAtez Ao €abs+anA»ue aad Pr^c£$^.

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

fc-


