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LIST OF PARTIES

vl Al 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
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE®
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granfed.

Respectfully submitted,

//’7\
e U AN 62618
Q)ey\'i Yiones T Pro 5¢3})\#\

Date: Fe;\brw,,rb A\, 20\3




