
11 

No. 

13 

IN THE 

- 
.-•- - SUPREME CO-O STATES 

5 )  

J—e
- PETITIONER 

(Your Name) 

(r/ - RESPONDENT(S) 

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO 

ua/-( 
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST R ON MERITS CF YOUR CASE) 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI 

L'-  f- Z  c' 
(Your Name) 

•o / / cc 
(Address) 

JokTL. L/C/ 
(City, State, Zip Code) 

LL  9'~  -+ - -4- 
(Phon Number) 

EAZ 



U S Ti  

D+ Co  Ix  

STATES M;0 

- Ap Onc ss. 

4-J Lv 2457v 
/b-  

//;o;s s 
- TIf  AP4 I  

S1ES Is -r C4  

7- 5 ol 4 Pz9 e&/  

7Th 
 

=_ 

_ 



' 
I //+DL (It

A22L 
AALelels c, 2a S 9 S 

 

& /'  

cI,PS 1-37  

4p(L;s A5 d-  - 

PPLI- E 
 

__ThT

~FAJPJ~-  F 1 S S 2 
/s - 

IA' 

fS - 

;s 
 

?  PE  ~j b-Z)( - Pros PIO /O
0  

-s

/F  

/3rL 
 

-__ 

/0 
___ 

_____ 



I I -A'S OL - 

(s 
- 

Io 

o1  
Ap/ 

S 
 

3M/oig - 

5poi7 io/ 

- 

J ; ' 
 



1 3 

7 P 7,  /o/ 
 

- 
j 3 T 

 

f ,u /50 A. /— 

. 

oL S ( & ;A iSS e S & 

ô S  u  e-r_Mccr
Ja 

- iJs 

Z-All,  T S 

- r'-O  4- ft (A b / £ 
- 

- 

IS  

P&oS ! fJo/ 

&o jL 
_____ 



7,4 / tIvItIVI f A  SE 

P+or ç;i i:+ô P 14 A&S on  

Tb ST4T3 (irL 

0L/030 S P+1;0 Se 4 i5s 

SSI+ r 1 

£+ 
 

KV_'& 

- ______ 4rQrt-n4 p/1r gji e1111L i4/i 

sq 1  

:5 - -2 .'- 

-  

a s 
 

A 40 9. 113, J,/ 
bJ D (J 

4. 
3 g ( 

— 



- 

( - 

con )as 

pprop; 
 

- L;ô 4 d'( c;s  

. I c u Ny :1 Ec e 
L  S TA  TE5 

 

I -A to  LoJ/—I s 

7 q1 i i ) )  q/ / / I 11 

,i4- - +, *a- ApI(c+- 

P,L&-i iL,4.a 
 

s (A 

(-- 0, A. Ir 
 

dl 

- 
i , • Ap p_d s 

o 7 

(O M. 



hL 9j •LU &1i(-A fz; (r ec( 

S YE 

- lie 45 
 

SQ 
7L, 

hAs
go Ij 

- JJi/ue 
- 4- s(  

Pw 6t  

Su C O  p p ( 

44 a5 S 

p /vo  

- 

- /A) 

)()() 

- 4T/ 0 
___ 



— vsn/(y f; oL S 

- 
I 

7-a; P0 
4-5 

o IA)!C 4 
iJ5+ : c-o t( 

ç 
If 

el 

11J;54~ 

A ( r-rrc 

, 1 - - I 0 ri 
re'* 3 3 Ap72J; v 4 -TL , 7- c2 5- 

______ 

Ti) -7 
Al 111 l  

Lev  I . + f SOU b s 'I  
- s : sk 1(/ 

- 

pr 

LLOO 1\11  ion  oi - - q C1 U S 3 1 
L. E 

L (fcL 
 

/7 
___ 



QIjiQ 1. 
OF• 

n + 0 

-(tk 

jI  

r,J 



Case: 17-3064 Document: 20 Filed: 01/09/2018 Pages: 2 

Rnifrb 5fafrs (ltuurt of Apprafs 
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Before 

FRANK H. EASTERBROOK, Circuit Judge 

ILANA DIAMOND ROVNER, Circuit Judge 

DIANE S. SYKES, Circuit Judge 

No. 17-3064 

LORENZO DAVIS, JR., Appeal from the United States District 
Petitioner-Appellant, Court for the Central District of Illinois. 

V. No. 4:14-cv-04050 

RANDY PFISTER, Sara Darrow, 
Respondent-Appellee. Judge. 

ORDER 

The district court denied Lorenzo Davis's habeas corpus petition under 28 U.S.C. 
§ 2254, concluding that two claims were meritless and that the remaining six claims 
were procedurally barred by the Illinois rule against hybrid representation. But the 
court granted a certificate of appealability addressing whether the state court actually 
relied on the hybrid-representation rule and certified the six underlying claims as well. 
The state now asks us to vacate the certificate, arguing that the district court identified 
no genuinely debatable constitutional claim. Davis, on the other hand, moves to expand 
the certificate to include additional claims. 

We have reviewed the final order of the district court and the record on appeal. 
We find that the previously certified issues do not amount to a substantial showing of 
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the denial of a constitutional right. See 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2). Debate about the hybrid-
representation rule and procedural default is not itself a constitutional issue and 
therefore cannot be the sole basis for a certificate of appealability. Nor do the claims 
Davis asks us to certify count as a substantial showing of the denial of a constitutional 
right. 

Accordingly, the certificate of appealability is VACATED. Davis's motion to 
expand the certificate is DENIED. Davis's motion for appointment of counsel also is 
DENIED. 


