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[ ] 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'cor cases from federal courts: 

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

II] reported at ; or, 
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[Wo'ies unpublished. 

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

[1 reported at ; or, 
II] 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[ ] is unpublished.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 to the petition and is 

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I is unpublished. 

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

court 

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[ II is unpublished. 

1. 



JURISDICTION 

[ ] For cases from federal courts: 

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was _ _______ 

[W'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 

[ ] 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). 

[ ] 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. S. C. § 1257(a). 
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED 
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4.1  

STATEMENT OF THE CASE AND FACTS 

FROM THE OUTSET OF THIS CASE Mr, PRINGLE WAS UNAWARE OF 

9 
THE WAR THAT WAS RAGING WITHIN THE JUDICIAL SYSTEM OF 

MARICOPA COUNTY BETWEEN FORMER COUNTY ATTORNEY ( 

7 ANDREW, THOMAS) AND ANY JUDGE OR DEFENSE ATTORNEY WHO 

DISAGREED WITH THE WAY THOMAS PRESENTED HIMSELF IN A 

"GOD LIKE IMAGE" AS HE HANDED OUT SENTENCES OF 1st  DEGREE 

C MURDER AND THE DEATH PENALTY WITHOUT EVIDENCE OR THE 

GROUNDS TO SUPPORT THESE CHARGES AS HE DEEMS HIMSELF THE 

SOLE AUTHORITY ON WHO LIVES, DIES OR RECEIVES A CHARGE OF 

1s DEGREE. ADDING FUEL TO THIS MISCARRIAGE OF JUSTICE IS 

DETECTIVE (JOSE CISNEROS) WHO ON THE NIGHT OF MY 

INTERROGATION PROCEEDED TO INTERROGATE ME WITHOUT FIRST 

SOBRIETY OR DRUG TESTING ME TO SEE IF I WAS CAPABLE OF 
17 

FULLY UNDERSTANDING THE QUESTIONS POSED TO ME AND HAD 

c THE ABILITY TO CLEARLY ANSWER THEM. CISNEROS THEN 

PRESENTED THEM TO THE STATE AS EVIDENCE IN SUPPORTING ITS 

4 CHARGE OF 1st  DEGREE MURDER, AND THEREBY AIDING COUNTY 
To 

' ATTORNEY THOMAS IN REACHING HIS GOAL INDICT IN THE 1" 

30 DEGREE. AT THIS POINT IN TIME MY TRIAL COUNSEL FOLLOWED THE 

LEAD OF SEVERAL OTHER DEFENSE ATTORNEYS WHO KNEW THE 

CHARGES OF 1" DEGREE MURDER IMPOSED UPON THEIR CLIENTS BY 

ANDREW THOMAS WAS WRONG AND HE PROMPTLY FILED cont-
a-i 

(4). 



Cont- 
lk A MOTION FOR "THE DISQUALIFICATION OF THE MARICOPA COUNTY 

ATTORNEY, CHANGE OF VENUE AND MOTION TO STRIKE THE DEATH 

PENALTY". ** UPON MY TRIAL COUNSEL HEARING THAT AT LEAST 
.2 

ONE JUDGE HAS ADMITTED TO BEING INTIMIDATED BY THE ACTIONS 

OF THE COUNTY ATTORNEY AND HEARING THAT ANOTHER JUDGE 

g 1 TOLD JUDGE RYAN THAT IT WOULD BE "POLITICAL SUICIDE TO SET 

A HEARING ON THE DEFENDANTS MOTION TO STRIKE THE DEATH 

foI PENALTY" TRIAL COUNSEL PROMPTLY DISMISSED HIS MOTION TO 

DISQUALIFY THE COUNTY ATTORNEY BECAUSE AS HE HIMSELF 

STATED IN THE MOTION TO DISQUALIFY THOMAS ("Mr, PRINGLES 

COUNSEL AND INVESTIGATORS ARE LIGITIMATELY CONCERNED 
iq 

THAT THEY WILL BECOME TARGETS FOR INVESTIGATION FOR 

15 
BRINGING THIS MOTION, THIS IS NOT A FANTASTICAL FIGMENT 

OF THE IMAGINATION"). AFTER TRIAL COUNSEL DISMISSED THE 

MOTION HE STOPPED MAKING ANY ATTEMPTS TO PREPARE A 

DEFENSE FOR ME AND INSTEAD STARTED TO CONSTANTLY 

PRESSURE, ADVISE AND COERCE ME INTO JUST SIGNING A PLEA 

WHICH I FOUND UNJUST AND REFUSED TO SIGN. TRIAL COUNSEL 

AND I ARGUED VEHEMENTLY BECAUSE I STILL INSISTED ON GOING 

TO TRIAL AND FIGHTING FOR THE CORRECT CHARGE OF 2' DEGREE, 

A CHARGE THAT ALL OF THE EVIDENCE IN MY CASE SUPPORTED. 

a7 
5. cont- 

13 



Cont- 
a. 

I DEMANDED THAT HE FILE MOTIONS TO CHALLENGE THE STATES 

3 
GROUNDS FOR 1" DEGREE AND THE DEATH PENALTY , THAT HE 

'1 
CHALLENGE THE INDICTMENT BECAUSE IT WAS BASED ON FALSE 

.7 

INFORMATION PROVIDED BY THE STATE. HE REFUSED TO BUDGE AND 

7 
WE CONTINUED TO ARGUE UNTIL HE TOLD ME STRAIGHT TO MY 

S FACE "THAT IF I CONTINUED TO INSIST ON GOING TO TRIAL 

THAT I WOULD SURELY LOSE BECAUSE A BLACK MAN WILL 

a NOT / COULD NOT GET A FAIR TRIAL IN THE STATE OF ARIZONA, 

Il ITS NOT FAIR BUT THAT'S THE WAY IT IS. THIS STATE WILL 

NEVER ALLOW YOU TO WIN, IT WILL KILL YOU, SO SIGN THE 

13 PLEA BECAUSE ARIZONA WILL NOT GIVE YOU ANOTHER CHANCE". 

"I THE PLEA DEADLINE WAS THE NEXT MORNING, SO I SIGNED UNDER 
'.7 

DURESS BECAUSE I FELT I HAD NO CHOICE AND TRIAL COUNSEL 
1 

11 WAS ADAMANT IN HIS STRONG CONVICTIONS THAT A MAN OF 

AFRICAN DECENT WOULD NOT WIN AT TRIAL IN ARIZONA. 
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CONCLUSION 

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Date: /;L//2//7 
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