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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 5 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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

[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 --------------------------- --------------------------- —; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
IXI is unpublished.

courtThe opinion of the_
appears at Appendix
[ ] reported at.__
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

to the petition and is
; 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)(date) on

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

[X] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was <b ~~ .
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 rehearing4-W-&4

appears at Appendix_____

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

(date)in(date) on

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

a.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

XU_. CONST. ART OF FAGOTS 5 SECS. a^ia.

DUE PROCESS LKW, 

DUE PROCESS LAW.
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5A*/\\0 e4 -30 ."3 as \ LCS 7ao \lcs
)

^8 U-SCS § a\OG,DETEFUA\HNT\OVA.

seo^.

)7taa-i7as ILCS
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

ARFSTED FOR CL.ASS THREE IDENTITY THEFT } USIHG 

UNAUTHOR\L£D CREDIT CARD VALOE ^\OO. ON \0-\0 - 

ROR3. DETAINED CAKE COUNTY TAW- SAFE T ACT WEAPAUCk

ON lO-IS-R^P-b S.VaHSPRECHEN REFUSED TO APPEAL.

THIS DECISION. OH HOV. b-TH^oaS FILED A PRO SE 

APPEAL. TO A NOV. 3.A HEARIHQ WHERE TODGE SHANES

STATES* YOU S!R } HAVE 1H DAY5 TO APPEAL STA DECISION."7 

APPEALED TO DISTRICT APPELLATE COURT ? DISMISSED 

AS UNTIMELY BY CLERK. SECOND APPEAL REHEAR\NG ^SING*

A ILL. SUP. CRT SUPERVISORY ORDER DATED MARCH ^Gtw 

RORR DENIED AS UHTlMfeCV RHI-RH. PETITIONED THE XILSUP,

CRT FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL^TUDCMENT DENIED . APP.

counsel was a pointed AGAINST N\y REQUEST TO0
DEFEND lAYSELR COUNSEL NEVER SENT NOTICE OF
APPOINTMENT ^ NEVER CONFERED W IT VI APPE LL ANT NEVE R v 

USED APPELLANTS MERITS OR MOTIONS > CONFUSED THE 

appeac da\es^ano Argued in favor of the state this

vmiT OP CERTIORARI FOLLOW S. TO DATE l DETAINED CARE 

county tail ase pending 9AFE T ACT APPEAL HAS)
HERIT
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

\H THE CIRCUIT COOPT PERTINENT FACTS WERE NOT 

PRESENTED DURING SAFE T ACT REARING OF FLIGHT 

RISK OR OANGEAQUSNESS. THE FACTS OF VARIOUS DATES 

AMD HEARINGS WERE HOT PRESENTED ON APPEAL. THE 

PETITIONERS DUE PROCESS RIGHTS WERE VXQLATED

.WHERE HE DID HOT RECEIVE TIMELY NOTICE OF A 

SUPERVISORY ORDER OR SE ABLE TO VOICE HWS fAERLTS 

OR ISSUES OH APPEAL,. APPEAL. WAS TIMELY AND HAS 

MERIT. APPEUJETE COURT CLERK HOT AWARE OF PROPER 

APPEAL DATES,, ALLOWING APPEAL TO RE TIMELY AND 

HEARD. NEVER RECEIVED ANY DISMISSAL NOTICE OF APPEAL} 

ONLY A POST IT NOTE ;TO LETTER OF INaUlREY SEVERAL 

MONTHS'LATER^STUCK TO RETURNED LETTER. APPELLATE

court dismissed plaintiffs petition before plaintiff 

HAD A MEANINGFUL OPPORTUNITY TO RESPOND, AND

FARED TO NOTIFY PLAINTIFF HIS APPEL WAS DISMISSED 

IN ATIMELY MANNER DEPRIVING PLAINTIFF OF DOE PROCESS. 

plaintiff asks THIS COURT to vacate the DISMISSAL

AND REMAND FOR FURTHER PROCEEDINGS.

5.



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

PRO SE,
)

Date: "7 \
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