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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

[X¥] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A to N/A
the petition and is

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[x] is unpublished.

to BS

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

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[X] is unpublished.

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[x] is unpublished.

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

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[X] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[X] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Mau 2%, 2074

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

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

[ 1 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).

1 Notificetion Fuvsuaw\' +o 2% L.S.C. 57903 (b) awd
R-Q,\P. C+. Rule 2.4 () has been wmade,

[ 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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 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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notice of wlaak 15 \C\“\U‘Eu\\\n Dro\m\n ‘ted., To arraﬁ’

i‘ivxdip’r‘ re\r\\/\.a\" rnd sentence this Pentioner ow wihadr

S _pot law S i\(eﬁca\ awnd Loaconsttutienal

The Pethitioners Seutewnce, bhased on two. “NRS™

_._,_;__._,J_XLLDMM__‘Q,&S_LQ&AMALW oy an outhocitative act

/o, ln\\/\/x\\\n(j decision, of -Hne__‘Ne,vac\a guYFeVV\L,.CourJ(
\J\L&ﬂff_\A e de\ared +he NRS < tatutes /’70f Hae OW\) @'C

?!-Hna Stecte & Nevada \\Mh\lc@mﬁ_ih,& state olistrict
couwet’s Q\AL\\P[.‘\' At er \\AF\SAIQi@/\ (¥ ‘there are no

va\\d-stg:\'gi'ﬁ.s_ﬂ_\aaﬁ_ﬁﬁd_aﬁumSt Hais Peditioner Hhere

1S _nothing Hoot con lhe deewmed o coime omd

oithouk o crime, Thece (s 0o S‘w\aj_egj;_m&ﬁac_sugsmm_g—_—_

b - ———

The_Nevada state distect court sentewnced Pehtionewr

o-? \P{yaslg\—\ovx which r\pwr\\/pa\ Muﬁ_pid@id\;jjo_v)

’ +OM__P_,QS_eL;<d‘ﬁ_ stnte c Lmes

CNRS 1IT1.0V0 s _cited by the NSC as_the. cognizance

. _odchtion to Ar\—\o\?‘b Sechon_ b oF the Nevada

CQV\S‘\’ hﬁnov\ +o_ mo_.pc»ie___ﬁe_sa;te.y_\_c.& aw Q\_M}\'\ (;\@‘Fevxdav\'\ﬁ

W _ QQMMQJ%@@QMML& of ‘H'LB stete

courts ,_SM\MP(_\’ waYrer \}Lfole\_L._‘bOV\_,i AFP ES]




ANRS VTLOIO steies:
T sdrct70n Levvxp\«as{s] & offense committed

wstate F'\/e,r\% pecson., whether an Tuhabitant

of Hhis state, oc any other stofe , oc of oo
teccitoey oc disteick of e Uniked States, 1S
\ioble fo_punishment by the lows of tinig i
Clake foc a \p@vl{_cv__,ggﬂ_ifﬁ_ggmmﬁad Haeren

_exceptwhere s by la\ucﬂm-za\n'\e eX =

C,&lgS\.\feL\{_ o the coucts of the UDnites Clades.
[ Agp (]

n the \(c,\s‘l_‘\'\VP lmS’ror\l sechon Q(:,_ S

UDDV\ exowaation,
| NRS Lo loroted 1 boackets below dhe cldve text is
lshn\MV\ 4he autharitative statures L 1al Ce. Proc- £S%: RL
'1‘ La4b9: NOL S 10705 which 15 desived froom the stoturerof
|

BLZMC&

Accordm3 4o _tais. mforma«imml,bmg\(d ks -H\e :
4o velidate s E_ﬁsS“'ﬁ\/}.(_e

source o c\’&__\zﬂg‘k__au:‘chor \\”\1

‘The tnter Do\a‘\’\b\o &&LOW\.V\Q Hae text oF NRS (11010 waeans '
wm_Sechiown S of He

;‘anc\' NRS LTLDWO was ae(‘\ved__]‘;ro
Ceimes _cond Punishment Ack of \ail aucl_.&ukiﬂauenﬂq

ap P_QQ.LL&d__J_V\_..KE._\LISf,d__LQ\WQ of _Nevada (1a11) s ec,‘\‘\ ovn_ 6404,
awm A_Nw_adg_.medgd_L sawrs. (1328) seckion 070 5.t

—
MLwJL&%.,@}A&LL&Mm NG T, VAR TN
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Covﬁ’rqn{ to_this_these stotures of Nevada have been

repealed in 18571 by Stotrukes of NMevada 457, Chaprer 7,

otied “Senate Bill 7° . Section 3. 4 skotes:

Section 3 Repeal DLP_Q\OL.-,lQVJS, _Except as ROV = |

{ded in Sechon S of Hhis_ack cud wnwless

expeessly continned {o_\{,spﬁgﬁc_[z@i(jj_.w_s_crc

NMevada Revised Stetutes, all lows ond

stofures of Hae Siake of Nevada of o 3gx_qﬁra\;

{wuloi ‘LA L_pecmcon ent natuce evnocfed peld Yo

-qu/\uar\! 7_1; \0&57i \Aarr_\aur ole Ve/pea/edb EApp.Dﬂ

Since then, no_new evacted \ejis\cd'\\/e_ acks have been

pas'ie_c\__(o_\,_j/\e Nevada LfﬁisLa\ure as low Yo estallish

Hae S\'a‘\'b_\to_f_\f_&taﬁmt\f_iﬁr ANRS_AT1.0W durim§ or oftec

9S7. No_ wheve 1w this NRS_does e 1md§£g.:\:i__\»{__,.%_}>_€,_i{'£{¢

prov(S\‘oms Hhot the repealed, am+(aLua\—ed Cotiates ot

Nevacrla cocre \.(‘;*\IULS_.JCO__,‘HI\;S NRS are to be continued.

The Fedecel Districk Court of Nevada 1w (1S arolec 1o

Aismiss Petifionecs Periion fac Wek of Hobeas Cocpus 2254

|l states: 7 NRS & L0 daes net addeess the stote

istrict court’s jurisdickion ] vodhey, Y provides ceiminal

ia &{\lﬁ_\(_,_fgr pecsons cav\AM\Hv\%_of\im_s_gg within Ne;/ada:. [4pp. BY A 2-22).

A
The \9ST _act (s82) thoX enacted awpl__adap‘i”ed

NRS _ITLOIWD cloes pors QPP_QQL_IQ_I;B \nis‘%or\{ sec&io_\gJ_DiP?,C-],
L




|L\\Q_ar<juvue,\f\'\' Fals on three levels. First _tae fi¥le

oF NRS 1TLOVD desciibes ‘\'\/’A&Q_V_\‘l'@V\J\' of e steride: “Local

Turicdicion 0f Public MHfenses [e M__F,Mas.»i] _[...APPJ_C,]..Sﬁ.@bCl —
Yoe  Nevada (ases_sechion _beneatn the +ext of NRS 171010

contains. several cose-)ows_ e><owm>$e< r\pm(\\m_\aj NRS LTLOLWO

as. /W/cﬁonaj_mc_mnhmi 4lars lamcduaje_ The tret Haod

NRS 111010, /‘P/&?L/V)j Y/ 7‘/75 /ur/rd/aﬁom af offenses

xrom_/ﬂ/f/'e&/ in 7he cfaff,—, f_mpxujs] [ Am .

H
{
|

Las H_\/,, _.i\aLx_acjume_v.\:{_cp_w}J_\Li’_s__w Ha Ahe ruling
of the NSC. As alre c«c_\b% mewhoned — MRS ATLOAVD s cited

\a\i the BLSC_..CLS_j’_\s_LLoﬁﬂj_Z_QmL_e._‘__va, oordihon to Acticle 6,
Seckion 6 of the Nevada (pastidudion 10 lwpose Sewtewnce.

condd panish defendonts tn coimnel cases _ound 1S the

soucce of dhe stote courks Subxa@*M&r_\unﬁo\m‘hOV\

L Ao €51,
Vi

' A o resul + NRS V1L.OVO s }hva\fd void__cwnd g

Petitioner's scm—ﬁmc\m3 court lacks mncd\dr\ovx 40 sentewnce

O(\Ad_x_vg\_pose vaws\/\uv\e.\/\'\‘ C\afgjhf;& OL&\\'\_o&tC., L‘T‘ne_ C_OuJ“\' W\a\J

QXQﬁQ(S_ﬁ_Ad\LAdLQ{_O.&_P_&WPT only wihen ¥ has o valid stetulon

S_Q\L\AEMLA_C__Q_V\_GX_S_\ALTS,ELL\'_.\AAL&jj_e—_C__\\}L_J\Li&Q\LLMAQZZB 7 slend

v. Massachuset?s, ST WS 651, ¥ (183%). To iwpese

SewYence viclates the Pertowners mc'm'\’ 1o _cue process

of law gs_ﬁ_ua\:cm_-\;ee_c __@‘__Jd\ e__Touc J(_‘ee ot\n Amendment

;‘\‘0 e W.S. Conshtution, NRS VTLOW lhas no source.

i
1

‘ Sentewncin 3; S tettes 1o S_quTQk\LDmit_‘gﬂca,u,j_&*ji\g_@{__\/_\/_gf_&d______
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all ._Fe?_eanLch,.,

Theretore, the NMevada state court ove r%+e%ped_ih_e

lbounds of _constitutional authocity l/x\{ &)(‘\ZCCA_\_)\‘.\/_LGL\._L.\;QJ,,_Q.(..ﬁbﬁmkt______

I+ commet_validly _sentewnce  this Perifloner pursuawnt to

o cterote mot in_eFfect ot the time of the ofFense.

MRS _1TLOVO_w/as vepealed by | ecj\s\a-\—\o_v.\ﬁ_w_k\ - almm/ed

| ’Hr\ e S‘f”og&’_,e S P_V\+€V\ cun 3; co \,Ld:__o£__d__xs_é_\1/i.0_\r\ ‘o r‘v roSeciaYe

Stete coimmes

T. THE NINTH CIRCUIT DECISION 15 FLAWED, PET-

\TIONER™S REASOMING FoR GRANTANG A CERTIF-

CATE _OF APPEALAEILITY CORRECTLY CAPTURES THE

REQUIREMENTS OF S/ACK V. MC LDAN/IEL AND

CARELDOT V. ESTELLE.

Potitioner submits thet \ne \nas wiade a subsYentia)

%‘(\DW\\/\% O-F ‘\'\r\e r‘\evx'LcL\ O‘F o [DV\Q‘}';‘\’\A'\'\‘OV\CL\ \1‘(3\’\'\’ W \/\IS

aoumm—\o\r\ foc COA EADD K-K61, The stondard se¥ by

S/ack (auo+m3 gara%o/> setc_a low threshhold of

some. Substance thet the O‘?P&O‘J—P‘LCS&V‘-\—S (D) an 155U

that is debhoYyable curaong Jums‘rs of reason | (2D that o

couct could tesolve v a dﬂ‘@eﬁe.vx‘\' NQV\V\er‘ ( 3) Hhat s

acleguaye to deserve eucoucagewent To pro ceed

‘:ud—\/\e.r and (H) ‘H/\a'\' LsoneY \‘GLua\r?J\l ‘S:O(L\DSP_d L\\a

tatuYe cule _orc authocitative couct deansion  or +\Aa+

VoS _some Cactrual basis in the recocd
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Petrhowness origim&-\\‘\/\f)f Motion 1o Cocteck ILL;’_&_QJ Cewtencs

o Qu\cﬁpa‘—ua\/\‘\’ a‘g\')e&\S \,\1\3 4o lals a??li(,a‘\iOV\ e COA

demuonsteated thoat Nevada \aa\(ed\‘\'ur{qdicjj_osg tQ_pco,se,u,d—e

|

| § A cwa 3 cudd NRS _1TL.010,

o

him %:or Can a,\\eiﬁa\-_ct\w\e ' ';o( P\mP_G_S_ES of Sewncte BW 7

Potitioner claims  Sewnote BN 7 % l wrhich eV\ac\'&d

the NRS s-\'a-\u,‘vc‘r\{ schewne as law o}_-\:\a_,e Stote of

\evocdo WIAS a—\j‘r‘ec\i\n’\u SxcncX \AQWT\ lf)\l the Stedes
\make%‘\" courd (NSCB rnV\S‘eaLue_w\'\\l danr\\r\ij +he stete

,\,AS:ULL:\'_C_QM«FJ(’ ok \ur\SL\\Lf\OV\ over _Wis_two @\\eqao\

NRS violafiowns,

Yetitioner cloawms Sewate BIW 7 873 re“;ea\ec\ the.

sYate districk courts \;uv'i(d\\(_,'\('{ﬂ\f\ over crmes comm tred

in. the gjk‘gf\;e,_;_&o‘g__;\f&\g 1‘7ur1‘70§& of NRS_171.0\O.

Pettiover sulvaits +\/\c;‘l'_a__ce,.\f,_§j'j_0ﬂ_.o¥ o) \:\’uu‘is Aichonal

r'\e{:tac\" which taaplicates the very powec oF o state couct

4o PrOS(’{u:\'P cawc ‘bum(c\n A< cilizens awnd -\:are_\‘ﬁv\ wnetionals

‘o o valia clamma of the devial of e ronstitutional

tigl¥. Me Lirt v, Oklahoma  SA\ US.. ;WO S.CE IUST

207 \_Ed. 24 4%S: 2020 us 1ex3s 355K (70720).

Pedibioner  buether codbmits that the Ninth Cliccat

Coue¥'s PrOceclu\f‘al ru\1n3 1 Hlawed. This Llouret bhas held

Hhat /’Eyﬂe,L\_(_gc_gc_Lgrg\ ,Q‘zp_ﬁl\a+& couet bhes a sPeda\
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o\n\(gcﬂt\'bn to scd'is-\:\; bseld ot oM\{ of s own

\}ur{sd,\'c)ﬂ'ovx, bt _also féaf of Fhe fower courts in_a £adse.

Lnder review.” Bender . I/ /'///}:/mylaz‘_vz_él_’&a,icéﬁa[_@fsfi

41S LS S3Y, SYL R LEd. .24 SOL 106 S. Ch 1326 (14%6).

2 . . . R . &
1“ Tlf\.eLe,__l_é_Qa,Ais_c_r,e.ﬂo_v_\.__J@__v\_jfz.\o_t‘e, lack of ,\)u\ris_cl.(_c;fr_\.oy\ -

Toyice v. LLS, H1M F2d 21s.

The Mintw Ciccot Courts decision To dewny +t\Wig

| PetiYioner a ok s Flawed as Petridioner clem onitiratec)

’Jr\ng.’r \Su\r\'s’rs of reoson wowled find ‘\\-__C_{L‘ALA’.QQLE’__&&_\‘\C\'\Aer

Fae ped How stotes o valkd_ cloim of the denial of a —
cg_\aiﬂj:uﬁomglwﬂﬁhj_md_ihai_j@_ﬁ of ceason wisuld Knd

b debhatable whethee the dictact court was coccec Y

}]V\ Fs ?roaedura)' ru(iv\3. StacK V. //Cpﬂn/'zlr S74 .S MT3,

b
]

ugd_(2000); see a/sp 2% U.SLC. 82253 () (2); Lonzalz V.

| FZaler, 565 1S, 134, 140 -4t (2012) ' _

TT. UMIFORM LAWLESSNESS HAS OCCURRED N

THE _STATE _OF NEVADA FPR SEVERAL DECADES.

THE STATE HAS OVERSTEPPED (TS AUTHORITY
IN _PROSECUTING. THOUSANDS OF CASES ALl

 WHILE THE STATFE AND FEDRPERAL COURTS

TurRNED A BLIND EYE .

Tke Ctexe np Nevada lacked juu’Lﬁchjij\ 1o \?(OSECUC'\&

stote crimes that occuired alter Jonuacy Z4 A\AST. The

\/er_sf*QLci_CS_Bl., ) Hhot ewvacted NRS_ITLOD [ \\' wriedvetion

IS




X:or staXe cr\w\es) adO‘D'\'ed oot o Foxal Flaw — tae

theee cuppoc Hvxﬁ_“h\i\/_aa\a__sia,tuies_w W _pre-195T

ewnectmewnt dokes wece rm\mﬁa\ed \a\{ S22 (Q,\Fra\.

As o cesult of Hais Sﬁ—c'.:\_’y'hw\.’l Llef-e(‘\'\ Hoouscumd € ot

onvichons ohianed lgul 4he Stete toc coimes vavo\vimﬁ

Aetendanwtc o vichimsS aceoss several decades arce

now___chrown_inYo ofLuesHovx

When the Stete of Nevada was confronted 1 the

Letxete (omd later Fedecad coucYe Over its lack of

. ___..w--_&u!is,éﬁczﬁ_ﬁ_\a_{E_LPLMA?)_&.@TL-_,MS_____._LO mms e o

\a\i o\e‘?e\/\a\aw\'sl the cesponse lnas Ybeenn the fawme.

Towmotres ~confloate(s) the laws of Nevada witn

| the coda &ed_sirg_*uﬁ.,s. The Neunda Revised Statuyxes

Lrowneditutre the offRiial codified vecsion of Hae

Sredotres of Nevada awd INTAY Lhe ciYed as orimma

Focle euidence ot e Lour " I /Vn; v Stzte, Aon F21

ET\A(S "roditied” vecsion of lav\/, arrnralm% 1o _/_4_y_Zor Y.

Har? . ace laws Haeat C\(‘_e,__a_m_uvié__',ﬂ)%&‘f\nﬁr “ o€

15\[\/\\.\&..9__‘3320* m/\a"r-\—er\— “ &ou‘\’ noX d’SQ\‘Y’ &)(e_ﬁds‘\mcj

Yhe \ea ich a\—\vaim_g_no_v:swL Ja, 7//9[_1/, {_’ A‘LF_E(—; AR

Tm___QZfﬁjﬂj__ﬂL_&F_PﬂL\_Qj’_&.couf_'\” oxlb'\V\eQ\ , “ The actual

lows. of Nevada orce contained jn the Statutes ofF
Nevada. U Okon v. State, App- Gl

Lo




1o §.a‘\,_Jth NRS _statruYory. sclhheme 15 Siwmply_awn

“ o Ficial coditied version of the Stediutes of Nevada N

N pritac tecre _e_gfia\,ev_\g&_o;ﬁjgw_‘:_wgw&ﬁ\_mtuu e

wilful Whindness to_the clear cgv_\_c_l_pLa;w_\._\-cu_v‘\ﬁuaﬁewo:{-_w_m_.__

\&aST S Sewvale Bitl 7 __Sectrion /L r"A“‘?‘F D1

HisYarico M-—‘i-‘-—%—P—‘ia-A(‘—“\—j—-’-— contempecaneous __V..\.,e_ﬁj,sj,aﬁ'} ve

acys Su.\).pgi_{tao\__:k'_\r_\g;__ _\._e_jis la¥ve ntewtr of 382, Th a

separa¥e action ok expressed Yhe Sewse will _oc

p
ackion o¥ ‘&\f_\.&n).\S.Sem&aj.qw,__o_mu;kh_ex_auicde,w\—H—\_ﬁc\, Ass em‘q,)_&’
Concurvent Resolutriowm No. \\ cleay L‘; declared Ythe NRS

-~

S \—a‘\”cd‘m,q _schewne \WGS. ‘o goeazy_\a e gl \aw T awmd

44 - N e
44‘//,2761"554/6 all Previowus laws . EA?? T

Thece &Lﬁv_tlxmiwﬁc_oj_u__\.aw_\is_&ﬂgﬁjﬁ_\/AQS_O_C_;L_LM‘_(‘P d_in the

Uede of Nevada. ,]tg_r_ _mam\.._d_e"co;deS,_A_X_\.__c_c_l_ws

\I‘DLO_&&C_,L&XZEd._Slv.LC_e_:)—_CA.\I.\AQ\,QT\% AN NS \aLA(_ed_(}\u_igdiL*r{om .
T\r\;e.,.._.s;\fao:\’_em_\/_xqs_.___c_o_v_\y_i.c,i?a cl__.:ﬂ_\nwﬁw\d&kiﬁof “NES N violations

Vioterons thot \have ((eewn _algc*r_e_e_d.__m.Qt_;ha..__h_e._._\_aw_L,\'________

The Stretes \n@f\’\eg*— conct.

ln_Nevada, . jursdictional Lluasﬁp__cw an bYe caised _
ﬂ.i'_&m_\‘*'k:\'m_ek__fee._ﬁdkz_@d_&_ﬁé State, W2 Nev. 104 (| QQQ;‘

NRS 176555, lnfack, o t(\—(:\:}aw\r can_roise_a_couets lack of

(ub&ec‘."\" mat tec Suricd{oﬁov\ at gnytime ln the i Cicept

(Newitok V1 v. FPrtrick 7010 LS Disk LEXIS TS1T9 (v Cis. Z07D)

ond _un +his Couck (MZ/D V- &/,Sﬂ,l S0S._F.2. 1026)
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Deﬁ.(.\\.sc_e__%&\b,‘_@lé}u&&_@AﬂeAam\ Conrks MQ\QL@_&MLT&MA
‘_Ct\\&_'m‘_\ﬁ&c&mM_,c\*«\&\_em.)esm_mggkw_@, i\g&im\:; .Dee ey Al i cono
0. Shoke ,cose Nusbee C-(6-31 30T L (Newada D presa couck Na STO 8), L
ontcano v Cacek b a0 3127 -y -00266-MMN-SD, (T e N, _
-3453), 1% @_cf_quJi&e,,_%_m@cme_w»Lu&eﬁc LS_‘BJ_QQ,J\.}LL,CL&L( % A _
%&Q&Lﬁl\.\{L&Qﬁ\&i{ﬁg_&m BETOA ek.c\. ,chcie_(_\l,_?)xﬁ_&&m’é& eX: 6\ cas
D..3$£CMQM.—A&LCL&®;.%_QJJ_@< e oM o) came e BABCY
06U 2T-MMD-CSD Conzoles nSeAe come Na, 25N ‘agzLEo\\&\p 5\3

T

S \VA ib}.&ki_‘ﬁmpc_u&{_gmu}v_c.&st_Q_o,..8 £565. S

HO_\U__LDM,E!) nansSt +\'\k\_g,._k_\.ﬂcta_\/_\:\—_H\/_\A.\\_.S,_C,Cl[‘;;_@’j.@_.a_{_,(.)Ms.ﬁé,e@_.‘__m____ R
comtinue o To +\\1§__62\Qte___,.:\’;\axe,__§iata_0:€._ Nevada continues

s \0.\1.\@ istoed .c_aA\_..qu@‘(,ﬁL&__a'F We q el _cun A_coaconstitutionet N

R _p_r_os“e_.cuﬁ,vx%‘ __am_a\_..‘z_wv_\i.sla;ﬁ_i\mumma\s_fg\:_&gio_us_c.mmﬁ

C&wd_Q_CLV%_#Pm wishuaewnt o Hie % hest level ncluding

)
ate ﬂﬁi.m_.._\:_ri,s_emﬁgv_\d_c\ Q&ﬁ_\l_\d?_&m_@l:\iﬁ,ih:j:_\/,\_-E.chg\ﬁ\_\.\_ﬁ._c:yx e in g .
_,_-______,_%_\w_,emp_\e &3&’\ ast Phere v\t t({CAALL&_‘LleS;..S_‘@M\L*EEMLV%___F?_O_?.LQ,___.-________

Jr‘\‘o Aectn _unitaoud 3 u.k,Cj_Sd(_&',\'_{ﬁ_\/_\__l§.__\f_\/_\._\aﬁc‘¢\;€_(\. O

C o,v_xsj:‘tﬁu.dc{o.z)_.__.-a\,,amama\_‘s,m_o.r.‘.,a__'\':h‘am,;’t:\&e_c.ey}:\tinmwed_us_e_“__m__.ﬂ__

I T 2 _o__uﬁ.:‘:_k.&w;_e_o\__ocﬁmlys._aol_(;_msjf\fg&_ﬁsﬂs,_sizm . . e _

__This_coase_ 1S ok only. of steate awd actional lasgssYance,
lou of _wrorld wide iwapoctance - Las Vegas_is_a_ wos\d-uwnde
o lHournist_dest .m_aj,tem_,__c_,e‘ceLv_i_vx% Mt ons af vrsiYors feoma
e lal _ovece the _v_\)_o_t;\a\._y_e gc.a:[ﬂ:e_c_#_o_a:,_ﬂ-._o_v.\aa_M\Q,as__b_e.am__f_q_io\_. R

i < 4 <
. . o Sin Lityo > 7 Comne. om vacation, leave on probatien.

1 The States . s_ur_is_ct,\lcﬂo_\/_\_a\_. 1ssue waust bhe addcesse a\‘ owce.
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and._For_all. .

HIS\”or\f slhow/s Hais_ Couct _does anok 9\/\\4 PXWEN fromn

/ovreahm_i__ﬂ\g__e,:fm% of stete 3overnvv\evvks. e-4.

/?amos_*z‘_fﬁw!/&ﬂa M Girt v 0_1(/4/10/1/14 Nevada s

\.OV\cj ~stown dA,M_PLQQtLLLQ:F_aSLeLi\;m%_a\MS&Q\jLﬁDL_ML_____

iTs citizews withour oo velid syatufoey sclhewme waust

ewnd., _despite The Stedteg v\gw_o:(::__ma.cwtalsie,

(‘OAA,S‘L,CEA&V\CCS_,__ L\c__\ma_ﬁy\dﬁu\p\e- ot o \230.\ \AI\FDV\G\!) 1S _»nO

Ce_&SO_\a_‘h)_Pe,QP_ef\‘upd’e_ e (% lwr?‘ /5/)

Whewn_condronted with the difficul: fask of

Cewdering _QLT)LA.QL%_M.\A,:‘\-__Q@V ecse To o stoYxe with petential

Lac- reachin 3 COWNSeq u,e,\aLzs_i\/\LS_.Co wet stated the
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CONCLUSION
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.
Respectfully submit%'
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