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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
[v For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] reported at ; or,
[V]{)é been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[Vl is unpublished.

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

to

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ 1 is unpublished.

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

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[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[\Kor cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was 07 - 3/ "30/7

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

[\/{ A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: -45-23017 , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix E .

[ ] 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

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
Lo to and including (date) on (date) in
i Application No. A .

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




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Ny STRTL SHALL MAKE QR ENRIRRY (\N\'\ AW WIR CH §‘1-\ALL
ABRIDLE THE F‘“*‘;L“‘“ QL TN TR §F LTI TENS _e'e' THE
MNITED STATES) NOR SRALL Any| STATE DEPRINE Any PERNN
OF LIFh LIBERTY QR PROPERTY, WITHIWT DG PRITESS OF LAWY
NIR BEN\{ s x(\N\\ PERSAN WITH N TS i\)\ﬂfkb;&'f\‘%h& THE
EQUAL PRATESTIN OF THE Law. COnltes Stares
styr\‘-'\"\m‘w, FS\LP\TE&NT\'\ RmerndmenT



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

WILUAMS WAS TAARLED wWiTH AGGRA UATCD Q&(S{&&,R\i. He
PLQB"@\MU\“ BWT WAS Ui AThD by A :\“{L\f' Tht
CWnitlonw WAS AFRRNGD I APPSAL | And RENTEW WAS
BEmIED.  WILUAMY ORTAINED AN AFRDAVIT FRIM RS
CAnEFLndANT R*P,\U\u MMATH G (;\P T ’F)‘ MNAT Hes
ROMITED THAT He 6D ABWT WILUAMY duuoiuimbnT
N THE qu, AnDd TRAT WHELIAMY 18 ACTWALL
toQUENT. WILLIAMY HLEd A STATE HABEAS APPLICANIN,
He Was PROVIDED NY RERRING :\}it MEANI NGRAL  RRwWm
N Wi W TS PLEAD IS CAst. THE STATE HARLAS
NPRLICATION was Benled. Witlams FLed A feperaL
CRABEAS ATTaN . No HEARING WS PRONIDED, Anb HS
HADEAS ACTIAN WAS BISmisskh.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Tue uited Startes Qawtr Of NppenaLy R THE

Hetn Glpaats pas DEUDED A \‘N\M&n\m FenbRini
QUESTION T A WA THRAT QAN FLISTS WiTR RELENANT
DEUSIANS o f THE "\l TED STATES DupREmE Q.Q\MLT

Tue P\QBMM VA T WH LU AR QASE DI WAaT

| mb\l'\h\ WiLLi Ay &S ThEe RIBBER, BuT IbenTAED
IS QQ- DEFENDANT, THATRGWS. \}\\\LL\/\N\x ANV CTVON
WAS BT AMNED THM\}&\\ e TESTIMNANY QF MNATAGWS.
MATREWD HAS STt RLQANTQb Y TESTY MQN
CLATMED GAVERNMENTRL QAGRSUIAN, AND AFRRMED

WILUAME TodENTE. Dot WitLiams sTLL
RET NS INCARLERNATED,

i\ MR CARRIAGE OF JWOTICE QUUWRS AWREN THE
COURTS FarL T9 HE AR TRE Ll 9fF A PﬁmﬂQNQR
WA TS ACTWALLY INNELENT  Muiaay Careier,
106 SUr W38, Wiy (9% SA\WUL v WidTey
12 S 251 251% (1992).

WILLAMY SUBSTARN AL STRIWING TRAT We 1S
ACTUALLY TNARENT DEMIN STRATES TRAT JWRISTS
A REASIN CAQULD DISAGREE WITH TRE B STRIRT QOUWRT'S
RESQUUTION Ond INY U™ S QR DEMINITRATEY THAT
SWAISTS QAULD LANQLWDE TRhE [SSWeS pRESENTED ARY
ADCSOWATE TV DESERNE ENCQWRAGEMENT TO pRQQttD
PORTRER . The CQurt of ApPpEALS HELD THAT
ACTWAL (R LENLE DOES wWOT wb\t{LtNTL\f DEM AN STRATE
The btk Aus ThAT IS A REAL PRIBLEM THAT

TRy QURT SHIWLD ADDRESS. OTHERWISE, AN
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NN QUENT AN WILL REMA N TN CARLERATED,

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfull itted,

fo—=___

Date: DECEMBLL |, 2917



