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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 to
the petition and is '

[ ] reported at - 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[ ] is unpublished.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 to
the petition is

[ ] reported at_ : ; o,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[V For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at Appendix N[{A

to the petition and is  See 2easan For Grambing the pedidion —

some case — pechion vS. Stote CV-] 7-558
(V] reported at MFCintonr_vs. State 5335W-3d 573 ; or, (012518 pﬂfc)'ollli8p25c;/gol7ng$9
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

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

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[ ] is unpublished.




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.

[ ] Atimely 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 Appendlx

[ ] 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).

[Acases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Qecember /j 2007
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix C ('ong h&e fovmal orcieﬂ)

W] Atimely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:

Wnuany 45 20(8 ,
dnd a"Copy of the order denying rehearing appears at Appendix ‘2)/ only /;"""e.ﬁ‘“"""’ 0”"[0')

[ ] An extension of time to file the petmon 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. 8. C. § 1257(a).

/\/ 0 Q,Vssoc;’we, (jb/vﬁzl/ce menHoned 0N
Appendix . femal Ordern.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully Submitted,
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FORMAL ORDER

STATE OF ARKANSAS, )
) SCT.
SUPREME COURT )

/

BE IT REMEMBERED, THAT A SESSION OF THE SUPREME COURT
BEGUN AND HELD IN THE CITY OF LITTLE ROCK, ON DECEMBER 14, 2017,
AMONGST OTHERS WERE THE FOLLOWING PROCEEDINGS, TO-WIT:

SUPREME COURT CASE NO. CV-17-558
EDMOND MCCLINTON APPELLANT
V. APPEAL FROM JEFFERSON COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT - 35CV-17-198

STATE OF ARKANSAS : | _ APPELLEE

APPELLANT’S PRO SE MOTION FOR LEAVE TO ADD TO ADDENDUM OF
- APPEAL BRIEF TO PROVIDE COMPLETE MEDICAL RECORD. APPEAL DISMISSED;
MOTION MOOT. SEE OPINION THIS DATE.

IN TESTIMONY, THAT THE ABOVE IS A TRUE COPY OF
THE ORDER OF SAID SUPREME COURT, RENDERED IN
THE CASE HEREIN STATED, I, STACEY PECTOL,
CLERK OF SAID SUPREME COURT, HEREUNTO
SET MY HAND AND AFFIX THE SEAL OF SAID
SUPREME COURT, AT MY OFFICE IN THE CITY OF
LITTLE ROCK, THIS 14TH DAY OF DECEMBER, 2017.

CLERK
BY:
DEPUTY CLERK
ORIGINAL TO CLERK (W/COPY OF OPINION) |
'CC/ENCL: EDMOND MCCLINTON .
CHRISTIAN HARRIS, ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL
HONORABLE JODI RAINES DENNIS, CIRCUIT JUDGE n , CJ‘“
-)ioen X
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