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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

it4 V- VOMisiAHfv / THIS Covet \i$u> that The 6|/th Amendment to the 
Vt^TEp STATED C^H6rVrroT\cn , 6/TENDEP To THE STATED £>y wAy OpTUe FoOpTeENTH 
ANl^DMEh'T , peSHM^ep THAT A VJNWjMCV/S JUpy p(NP a DEfGHDANT £VMtfv 
Op A EEf-lovS OffFN^E IN U)U!MAnA- f&MoS V- WoV|^anA; viS..—7 1405-CT-Fb^jO 
T0((? U-6D.it) (TolcQ , Tfi|S /NCIVDED CAS^ THAT W6|ze pGNDIN^ <JN P1IZ6CT P€view 

V/H6N FAWOS X- U>VJIS\ANA WM PCClPED. $pifpl1W V. KeMVClCf, 4*14 U-iSH 3L3.
|(JT S-CT-To6(“Hfa( <T3 U- 6D.7P (/H (<*)3~0. EVIDENCE Cf A jvipy fccWNT eXisrs-mjai*#
A <6M€STjON Pt^oM TitTfHNU J>VJPG<E T^TMEJ'^p/ 6°NF»pMlN& THAT ATL^AST to _>jZoj2£ 
A&PEEP ToTHEvEpDicT /kfJ ANSwEp Pp?M THE jopy r<Z£SpjJblN6?
\{££.. THe cofT AppEAU) poupr cl poj*T ftCpviow U= P &Efc> THAT THE- 6WE£T|C*)

rrvj peHAiNgP o»jpesoo<ep \amtu HTTU\is»e\ pepiNmvepj saving wHrrvtep, 
Ti\£ v<TtS wepe io-z/ u~i rz-'-o e«t held thatTHe. j*jpy vepicK
wepp IT-C? No>J0tE THE . TUe «9.0€ETlOK/pp-p^etsfTEio THEE£ Qp<XMST?\NCES

\NA6Ti4Gp {V CokiViETl(^o C'AnJ be Oj^TAlN&D^ |M U^HT cp THl£ Cxs^<, Hou?|K& 
iN fcfcHOSV. LOUl£t AHA TV\At the AweNPMEKiT gE&Olfe; p VNAUlMcy^
-)vJ|[2Aj Co^N\C~ff WHEN THE j££dOp£> P^es V)0T f\fp lpMPcT\\|ECy VWP16ATC TUAT 
-THE jwpy WAS ONAHIMCvS, eviiDENCE Cf *^Upy COUNT E*J6T|W£ 
p>e-iv*c< Qompoctgp.

cf

ANt> No pCU-iN>&
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LIST OF PARTIES

[vfA.11 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 
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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[ ] is unpublished.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 ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

\v(For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix_&__to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[kThas been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 2s>z3 \nl 
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the C-oupr °F -> F<3U(2TH CV^-COTT
appears at Appendix __to the petition and is
[ Kf reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

court

'&Zfo S'fr'T ; or,

1.



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
and a copy of theAppeals on the following date: ____________

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

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

(date) on (date)

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

\y(For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 1^-) t ^ ( 13 

A copy of that decision appears at Appendix &

A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
■z-'Q'lL\------- .— t and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix A

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____
Application No. __ A

(date) on (date) in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

My\€NDM£AT ToTHf UNUteO STATED CONSTnVTtcN PfOVlDgc, |r| ^ei£vANT 
PAfT: v Hi AIT Cfltt^Av pltoSetvlTWMS, TrteACCu%D 5HAIL gNJo^ t^HiWYo A ,,, TplAL, 
?N AN MpAfTAL JufV-"

-rae pcwpreqnw A^cweKrnroTrte UNIT6T 3TAre5 c^NsTtmiop pfoviDcS t|vj fZjeitVAHT 
PAfr: " NC STAle hAKC of £Np)pcc AM iA\n 5ttAit Af£iD6€ THC rp|Mlie£a
of \muNK\^ of 0Ti7£M or iwt vnited STaTcs ; i^of 5AAU- am srATe D&pw^e An'/
peps^J of Mfe, u&apFj, of pj^jpefr/ ( wmwr doc pfscess of uWv/."

ATT«e "npie op ti^iauin m* cast, 6£ltion n(a) op Aftirte i of -me uooisiaim 
(bopSTrTvJTlON Of p|tOVip€D IN FOCVAnT pApr - " A CASEIN ww\cw THefA/M6HMeNT
IS wefces^AfM CAN FlNf fAENT AT fApt> lAgof &1+AU. TfieD 0€fOpe A jOja^ Of-TVvave 

fff-SQsJS (T^N Cf VI1WA MVJSV (jONCVfTd fZfNOop A V£{2PKT-f'

ATTrteTtMe^p TfiA^ tv*is cAse> A/zriae t0^(a] op-rue iooisiana Cops op
tflKMNA^ ff3tm)fze pf0V|oe»o )»i ffUcVAfviT pApT; vv CA9ES IN v^ieM pOf^ iSHMENT is;

aoNflN^MCNT AT UApP lAfsp SWAIl Be. 'Tpleo 0V>j A J0J2J/ Co^poSBD op 
Tvi<crve jv/pop, -p£N Df V*H0M N»ost CoNCWf^ to p€N»ep A Appier."

3



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

AuGaist "j) 'ifltf t Folu)y«i^ peuEe^A“ncN6, *TrtE yp* ei^Tepepth^ ccot2rf<#M 
To ANNOUNCE ITS VEfPlcT PP-IOJ2- To THE ANNOUNCEMENT (THe MtfNopABlF VJD6C pAUL 
$onin THe oup\f if -rtfefe wefe at ueAsr <€n vwo Akpeecrb t^e
\itf-p\ct *t^oTtfe jup-v/ fopepefScN f2e5pbi^D&D wrw A 7^7. >pee &onto stai^p 
ATT^Ar T^TWAT ue \nouUD tOfopipH THE COujsrr A UffLe uATEp AND wcpE D|p&TLy

To i9£^e \rs veppicr AfrefwvocA jop&e Bonin we^f ycaovviep 
Up {AS pCAH^6P AgovJT THC VEppicT COUNT AND NTTHEpTtfE TfepCNCjE NCf- THE STATE 
PEG-ues-rep p^a\N6. At that N^n wAnwkns v/eyPicg v\ief£ AiuwFp
tAV foy 3ff^N9gs committed ppo^-^? \ ,/ioiT, ~TTpoff EN5E£ )uthis cAse
WW) A CCMMIS5VCN P/TE Of ^V-

ON FF#. \%y'l&VLi TUECOOpr Of AfpEAL ; foOjpTH 6(fTGtT IS&JED A fEMFNfc?
C A9S BACp "TP TAB Tf-IAE CcOfT PT? Tp 'THE tZ£cofp iSEf^fT' if taor PZfvTC jsj STfATfNE 
NA^eTMep THC VEpD^OT VJEp= UNANIMOUS of- NON — VJNANINKXIS, THeTf-iAC Gap" UATep 
fcEf^p'ep "TOAT rr was unaeue To perepMlNe ip-rue Vefp^crs wepe umaNim^. on
AfiA'o 13, Toa-? ,TUec<wpr cp a^eae, F°JpW cif cuvr p€tgpminep That rfe p©/\ew op
TUE pe<^D A^oTv\^ TpAECEOprls pef-COpAM |E£veA<J&D THAT 'THE &U&STJON AS 
T THE UEfPicTS £E pi At NED ONjp^OU/ED ANP T\AAT PASED c*JTHE DoEsTlOi 
&\ TW^jOpfce TUeVefPICK. CoUtD HAV/6 F€£N I0'Z( IP| ( <jp. IZ-O, THE CaOfT (_ATEp 
ConCIVPED -TUATTae V^fJP(CT WAS iZ-'O BECAUSE N<nV\\N& *N THE fEcofp pptfvED 
To THE COHTfApy,

AwpiT ^ oefTiopixp was sought with the u?uistaha soppejvc coupr which 

J?GN\eP ^EMVeW, ViiTVA^TT A&SlONlNfc ^FASA^S, <3N DEC. l*}( ^3, A>J AfpLjcATlcM 
Fbif-F-EWEAp^B xa/AsTMECJ EdoOHT AP^> T6NIEP ON M Af 04 XL (%D'U\.

M



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
-Tms

LOUISIANA
Le CCHfX STIoUCP CbfANT “THlS fETlTlON THE

CoujZT Of Afp EAL ) FoupTH Cjf COtT WAS pEEtpED AN I M p^fTANT
re^EfAL o-uesTieN im a wp\( thatt conflicts wrru twjs coupr's pecision 
in P-AHoS; v- Uogiaf aka. TRi'S is a oaSE op wHSTHEf. the fEcojLp hust 
Aff AT\V/ei3y 6STABUSW 'ThatTHE YEppjer TO coNViCT WAS UNANIMOUS »|sl 

LA&HT Op THE-NlAN £? ATE pfOV/tpep &y THIS couj2T IN [ZANY3& V. LOUISIANA 'THAT 
fEanfes a unanimous _yufx( NEppicr ; evipeNce ejclsts ik "This case op Ajof\j 
C.OOKT “THAT WPF LESS THAN UNANIMOUS fUT NO fopAAE ^OjE^-j pou^WAS geaueSCee= 
By tJElTHEf THE -PepENSE Nop THE STATE .

TWE ApSUNAEKT TO THE coUpr of AppSAE WA5 tKAT |2oe>IN5^,5 CONVICTION^ 

YY^fe CpTAtNEP IN \/1 OLATCN op Hr IS CON STlTUTVCNAL- pi Eft! To A UNANIMOUS VEpDUT 
TUf-SuANT TO FAMc^, £WppA. fEcoEN^tN E THAT pAwwS INVALIDATED THE
CONYUTliCKS fNj NONE V NAN IMOVS ^ijpy VEfDlCTS F<?f i^EpEKlPANTS wWaSE CASES 
wgfE sr^Lw ON -t>iper AppEA^,-me ccupr fgun^ HepT in thl claim and issoeb 
oppEjZS TO THE TplPU Co*jj2T -js> pETEpMlNF Ip THEjup-j VppPlCT WAS lN"PACT
unanimv?i>s. (see App, Aprep jzecei vine thetjz-i AEccufVs pepcuriam

the covpr perepAiKep;
Lo~3op FEVlEW Of THE PEOPpp ANO THE PlSTflCf COVfrfc, pep CUf I AM
FE/eals th at the auesncN as to whether- the vepptcrs ONvitriNfr 

rFf£N*?ANT wepE unanimous £ev\Mns v;h££sciv£d... we Pno'k Ot&uy that 
AT COAST Ten op the Twelve jupops AGF8EP. THIS MEANS THAT THC jvj2y VOTES 
CONYICTIN& DEfgMtYVNT Cojup HAVE £££N IO-"Z( U—| } op IT'D,

(■see App. c7 * T)
No potLINA WAS COMPACTED in TVHS CASE |5vE THIS pip HOT VfBCSM£ THE cocpf 

FjpM peVlgW||4G» THE OH AILENCjE To THE UNANIMITY Cf TH=- V£ffc>lCT AS An Ffp<p 
PATENT DNCEf Lov/I^AnA LAW fEl^iNE CN STATE V/. MCN^CE, '2s?-CP 32>ST(lA. e/^o),

5s»,'3o |oi«-3 STATS V. TflyLof-, I00HHe, p. I CLA. ie>f2j^o)i 'if\b S»,3d loTOy iot) •
ANO STATE v. CopN^ l^-oig^z, p. I (LA. ip(%|'io') ^ Sa,2>p \OUCbt loqtj^ (see Afp.C,^ H-l).
POLUVJIK& ITS pewew, THE «*f-T HFUpTHAT, "THej^ IS NOTHIN H »KTHE fECOjZp -To
ApfipAAnrvEisj ikchcate that TfE-vepoicrs convictik^ pepEtfeANT wepe Any thing? 2ot 
UNANlMCJyF, THE PISTpicr CoUpT A5\0Ep THE JfJpf FopEpep^N IFTHEfE 'NCpf AT LEAST 

TOY IN N^FGEMlTYT, ANP THE FESpONSE WM AfpIpMATWE. TU£p^ *S NO
Evidence in -the jzecopp, TpAN^cfjpTc, op- cuzppw, efftemthat thejujevj^
PECASION WAS LESf TH^N UNANHADC<,w ( 6-EE App. CEJAS').

THE Covpr INSIS.T0O TUAT THEpE WAS NOTWIN O IN TV^ THE pEftpp T« 
Afplp-MATlvecy INEHCATE THAT iH^ v/Ep.^|CT<5 WEpE ANYTHING? gWT UNANlNlCU^ ) 
However the Fes^pQ peveAi-Ep That jop<5e e=^N in inST(2ucteo the iup\i 'that 
ten oJT cp- TWELVE of Tnevi MVST ACjZEETo the VEpPICT . CPGCPpo qs ,L^( p.'ZSQ.
"this was the coNTfo lung? law at the time la const, op Kn4, Apr. i f up a) -7 
(A, Cope CflM- p. Apr- T«2.(A7,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION (CONT...)

Tfie i2€c<?pp Nu5c jzGve/vi^p -that -me anuj evicp a veppicr count- in this dAse
VIAS THAT ATueAST 'TCN pEpSONE a£(2j66P “ToT^E Vej2p)d\ (_ <&* AppEAC, VoU-H } p-^oS).
AppiTiONAiPij'me pecop peveAiEP that wutnthe ^7^ pempNtp with a vepDjcr,

Eomin psp£D -we^op/ ir THepe wepe At lgaSsr Tew ^upcps wiuo Aejzeos -r&THsip 
Vepircr, anp» -the jO|2V) fc^epep^oN pesfoNpep with a ■yes;

-fteccopr; MAcah f cpepepscN, t want to Aspy^, Awt> »’H 0CNpi/2M
THIS A UTTug LATCf ANt> M^pe Pip6CTl>). As To EACH Cf TUese 
vep picts 7 wepg THepe at ItAst ten pejza^s who a^Pgep to 
this vep^icr?

*iW(ZV fof£fBp-iAJ : yes.
C jZECoppoH Appm^jN/OU-Mj p.-sos").

TM^jupf TMeN fpe>6eo?ejc» t> issue its vtppicT, anp? tubT^pu Ntv'eje 
f&upwed vp as -puANNiap a^out -nie VepPicr oovnt C pecoppcn AffeAu; Vou' ^ pp 300-34^. 
A^toret?f wo p?lmnc| was p£ttuesr&> b*/ t*|e jcepew^ op the state, eon&ipep-w*fc> that 
AT THE TlME of TpAM-- IN AUGflST Cf 'ZOj^.— L£N>VS(ANA LAW ACCqpTBP (40N~UWAWIMOOS 
yjpf vqft?^cT5 fojz-Offenses which ppepATe» Jyw -1, 'Zot^, ir »s for pey^ pEASfcw 

tv+at wo oe»jecT\o4 of pupHepiwavip^ »wts> The verier was pepfepnvep. Ap#ep with 
TMr\5 pofTvcw ef "TIMS fEdafio, THe covipr stavsio THAT tue <s«jesncH A6 "R> WHeirq^THe 
VEfjPVCTS COW^I^Hib pEfewpAKT WefE UWAWttMG# PENIA|H5 UU feSOtvEp , v v WE pN>W £Nly 
"HVftT AT LEA6T TCw of TUC TJUp>p5 KfcpeBP. THIS IAEAN5 TH AT TTEj'-p^ VoTEi 
c^WVCTlNe? pefCNPAWT tu^Uo hat: »2Q4 |0 -Z.y II—1 y of YL-O, Hoyi IS \T THAT A FEW
fApA&pAfHS UTCEf TftB C=»Jpr VyKWS A SHHPcW Op A l»i©r TTtAT TWe JUpj’i
vfoTe was |2-'<s> 7

T«e Q*yr u*>fet> fEccW^vue \Ts tArep- C£fm\WTvj \^j -R^e store
an EApue^ case it s?cxmc6o wnepe -m^ Tpr/iucojp- Eaerq^MiNoo that &mv

CsUWfS-'FoP'TW^ AncP THE fjZoSCC^Ti<N CcNp»pv\Qp *TRE VefiPHX IkI -PVAT <^=£
-r?> STAre v. I^?pwne( |Ct -o3ipg,(lA.A^p. up. u \i<s| ^0)^10 5».3p u*f. THe
eeAecN T«IS iHfbpMArvaL WAS AM'MuAI&VJE \H THIS p&XftP WAS BECAUSE TVE SfAte IHPICAlEo 
T\VAflTTHE TWO P|SSt^lT\Al^ VcrnES WEf & (H £^pfcpf Cp A GrvllCRf AS CWPf&Qo VEp*?xCT<p

Te^jfSE WX'ip-iJTp /\5 cppPSBc? To VcTCS IH Sk^popfCf N£?T GPIUV^. fbfTVNEj 3»o6o.^^ 
S:T^» "TH&TflA-Oov/pf^ iw J2ag>iNS^H^ CAs£j pfWlDBo No EViCQrCG tHAtTWE A^ELLATg coppT 

\2&L\j\f^p cf- 'T ScMtHAT CcWfTpNATid'J FfPM OEfEN^ <Sp-TH& ^TATE CQtoefNlH^
THIS: ^eft-lCT CDJ^V.

th iv/D^c atoms' Dissewr, -me peppi-exiN4, opoe^ano p&ecumc, cp-we 
«v£r wcpe AopjceT&eto, -TftE-weeewT stttteis'.

As tWTQP TWe MAJOpIT^ J oojE&EView Cf THE fGGCfo f^D TVC XilSTpCT Ooup^ir 
p^f-ojfiA^i pe^M5 that THe^aveTiao A6 t& yiHErHep-THE x/ept>icr5 oon^ictih^ 
PEf^VAirr WEp5 UNAtJlNI^S PEMAtH^ UN^CS^T'wQo* No pXMNt> Pf 'THE 
occvff4£p, eecAu^e the ppesuPiN^ JoiSlpra'jupt^ ASpes? Wwemep-Ar 
ueftsr Tew^v^<p& Afepeso T5 the thejo^ Tcp^fepscjsi

(o



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION (CONT...)

} WE kr^AT'l C*H>/ That at UE/VT TQ4 tflpTHLTWOWE ^<pqpS /VtjaEBo. 
TfH^ MGA«& TwAfTH^ Jv>jZvj VOTES Co^M^riNG* Dep^aDANr ca/U3 HAVB I3E3EN 
iO-Z) »4—( ^ Op I'Z-'-O. |2-/VMe6> MANDATES A UNANIMCM^ jv/pf sf<e^D\CX fOR- 
p^u^j c4J'/ifc’Tta<i) a**d mvj pEview vcR-rHe pea^pp c^ei. N©r AfpiRMATivettf 
C^STAgMiiV "THAT T(K«^ VGRPIOTC VVTpe v/NAN>M0g& , _ , To SATiSfV PA5U"
FviwpANieNTAu F<M(z-Ne&s( ~rm? izeocp» mv^t Affip^pcrwa^ indicate 
vNiANiv)rr\f amp nothinCo ,gxsc) VNU|<^e Tue RTcpp? v& -that

iNpiC-AT^ THpee f»6S|&IUT<e£ VERDICT^ IK TUv£ MATOsp 
C SEE ARf\C , * to CATKlN^> CXNCA/RS IN pAp" ANo P»5SpNK IN pART VVlTH IZCAScnO*

AW>rTvCNAUX}^Up&'&A£Tpt4i APDpfcS£«aP Trt£ [=Ap REACHING IMpueAtfCNS af=9J04
A dec%£»icn the awpr ia.j statine^" thi£» vs a. oAse <cf RiffT tMppessicN in twi<.
CCMpr VtH^p? THP> ONANINUTvj vOf* J^pcp EANNCT 06- DETER-MiNao vjp^N peMANO T» Tf1& 
P'tTp»or CPVpT AU^JNlNfcr "TH>iS Ppypf TO SET fcS\jp€ TH& vNANlMrAj (2Soj\pCNENr 
Y/©\>U? opeN tm@ Dcef-T© AU«wiNfc> RePTfiCNAi-^ sepias Vic\,/»ma»s PsNSCTrtrn«*Au

op TUTMpsr p/^s, ivppeuj^ VVH&J TT^ ^opvs» Vs siMOAjA^ vJNOE*p>" ID,
A SIMtUip-CASe Apse IN STATE W NopOAW, IS-T23 (uA- Afp.$r0J£. |Z|f®( tf), ZSTSo.BD

'ri‘3, T3fe'-<31. pepMAane normal ctvnse*- tz&suA^roo that the Jurt ^poaeo in hi 5 
the district court ceased iue jupj arter-the first ten jopp. because

NORMALS ofRE^SE WAS COMMITTED on JUNE n, ZOi), Tut VepSlCNS CpTHe IAN ATTME-TIMC 
pp'THs oppevise vispe AppucAiSiE. the iduisiAwa sjppMS C-oupr granted nojzman’s writ

AppuCATCH AN9 p£>AM>lJ3©o TWecAS^ &A^S T> HAVE THE-TjZtA_ cap COnjPUCT pORTMER- 
ppoc£i^?li*fcS To ASCERTAIN wHeTAEjL-rH& VERPICX WAS V/nAN)MCUS. CHtep ^v/STtCejoHNSCH
pi95arret> rpN thc- pep cup an agoing that:

X WOVUD fo^ANT A*|o ^eNiANio pop A N£w Tp AU ? ps/pSWANT To V-
ua;lS^A^4^7 — v)-S.-_mo 5.CT. 13/^0u.ep. zp 5"S3 C'2£>2©>. tA"!J paocess
TTP4KT Asps ANsj CpTV& JJp|S "|o pEcAO- THClp \^Te(_0P THB VOTES op ©TH^ps) 
wuv ee (ZEc^iNt/ on tAewefu^, NecessAp^ taintep so&seavetrr events 
Anc> W&cAN HAH0 ND CA4 piipeNCg THftf IT W\Vi— ppOJXjce An ACcvpATe
izesjcr.... vje can have no ontlicence in thet ^locrcp an inavi^ into 
Inpivipjau ^vipopk. VoTes Ahao^t ^cup^eAp AfTt-p -rpAe. Tne^<=pe x 

Di55eNT FpN tub NA^optTy<s pec© viNENpeo process T© jzesoive TH6. isae 
ANO VMOOUd S\Hpj Z£*ANiP> Fop a NFn TpAU,

srme v. wopwAH, to'Zo - co io<?i c tn n (z | %o~) 7 z*n So -3d ~i3® ( johnson7 c dissents
ANo ASSVCM& eFA&PN^).

ACTHOV&H ^o&iii^N t>ip NOT pec THE JJpy , EVIDENCE E/I5TCP <?f A Jup> coUnT 
VHlcH \ZJcVEACEp TEN JPpfS A&^CEp WITH THE VEpDIcT. BECAVSE THE VOTES of TH£ f(NAL 
TyvO ^Vp°p5 COwtp NOT gE DETERMINED, pROTEETUH PR |Zo&|NSOti'ff pl^HT To UNANtMUW 
mvsc ee pfoTEcrep Through the ^pantin^ q= a nf\n triac . '

|2vfc*VTs

n



TH(r UWSIWA Coupf OF AppAU AMD "TU£ UWSIANA ^jppL^\€ COtfpLr Jt^ldasT'O 

cON'TpAp^ 2>»(2©qrcsj CjOtOfUCTiN^ WITH "THIS CcMpf's DC^ISlON |W fAt*o<, V* iAVlS^AKA. 
cafr an^g^ep "rueao^sri^ op viHeTHt^ a unamimcv5 jupj i$. peevipeo To 

convict uwcep ~me^ivrm amw p^prea^rtf AweNc>MeNT$ wrTti ft (we^undin* Ye^1 
ItfTEp'/eNTlCM rf^A IHVS W&'iC'^AF’liE CCMpT )<, NBQ?&o To ppaT6CT IZQ&JNSqM’s p-|£HT4,

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
i

M^fc-n *231 'WmDate:
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