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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

ﬂtitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[V]/ For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _A__ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OF,

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[«1 is unpublished.

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

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[ 1 is unpublished.

' JURISDICTION

|

'[;/f For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Déc. 03 Zoz4,
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _ € |

[ﬂ/A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:

Dec. Z¢ zoz24 , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix _ D '

[ 1 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).




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Achisl innoceace causect beth o not quilhy ples o the Short forms chargag @ single count of murcer and
3 tedusal o all stk deals uitisately resulting intwo wasuccesshul #rials on B same o
atfachng & second Jeopardy, Vet qo conviction was returned with a thid 4riaf set for June it 21z
The Sheris nearly three et continuous walawdul custady was aided by ineffect've 2ssistance
of counsel who withcler, 7%1/:‘53 to seel $2241 habezs corpus intecpositicy, prior o the refrials -
Clpemin Farnd 07, Tolibroner fileel o pro se federal § 2241 hakeaspetthin alleging the states
second tral violated the dou be_{ecpacdy clause en Decesber Z8,zoll « The court’s choree of laws
to leview’ whether §. 224( pretnid feniew of 4 doubk Jepandy elaim being dpprpriate even without
stale ppolate review because stife provided a0 Such right o nter locudory gppeal ctused the
Court’s diimissal on procedural grounds witfout reachug the urdkrlying constibutional clam on
Febtuary 3 of 22+ 5“"17 2 ﬁeé/l{‘é"lecl Burden £o sutshy the reguimmea{s I §2253, as amendedf
by AEDPA, petitiner mcf(bAed the appellate wurt for & Cok, unoppose/ by lespndent, where
the Compefeat Cokpanel issuec! The writ 3r3n¥<ﬂg 1 Cott cn a4 amed doubte Jepardy Violafeor
Uader § 2253 ()z) Cer'{':'l-\Y(;& tue csswer s (1) whefher fhe dishrict cuurt propecly defermned

that the apellant s ohuble Jempardy olam was upexhausted, and (2) whether apellint, as a
Ppretrial detrinae, was Feg'w‘nec/ to exhqust hiselany i state cant bedyre $iling hia za.se.

XY i
§ 224 petitun highlihting CoMPARE with Draden y- Sv7a Judtewtt CrrenT oure oF KY. L 4ous.

484, 4600 (1913) and White v- lambert, 370 F 3¢ 2, 100% (2reir 2004) whee the ompare_
eilation is used fo inditate cirut splits ordibhring aproaches of lanl - (CaRERDIX R,
The courts colloguy on Aprlze, 2otz alluig the el 4o proceed af-lhe Stete’s [nsistence, demnstiates
the court Unconst, ;‘uﬁm@//,/ shitted the #ce of the wWritupon petitiones's belrets W/Kif(, ‘the
it dcded spon<lhe Shorh ongorng un /qw»a(cus/udy feguiing asthing Pion pefses ¢ ROA),




7{ov(ever, despite /-myfné no oﬁlic,z-!&m , Prose ?)o.{—.,‘%foner 45214'.1_ re%u,es%ed a4 S(’i\[ af caleadyr call o

Or June's, 262, based on Fundamenty( falmess dpplyiiq b ke Cofh poticed, deniad by the tral

Cort then rused 25 ISsue dhree on direct appeal ne. 69163/) wihere the Nerads Supreme Court omits

Jedera( faw SUS‘F:”/-\)/;AQ their AFEIRMANCE en A;,,.,‘( 10, 2ei2 - (“ APPENDLY H’f)‘ Pa’«‘l«‘énir

.%n Filed for cectiorart on Movem ber 13, 202 % With the A/evaclzvSupnme Court resul‘(‘eoélh;cj
the tral Cburz-L‘G’ Waiving 2nd forfeiting the subjetbmatles Jurisdichid Vesti/by § 2253 (cY2)
Hherefore ams'#(uﬁfﬁé dhe aaviclion 4s be 2 sid C;ud__sme'o\(’; denied December 3, 2024 —

& ADPENOIX C7) with Iehedrng beivg denied on Pecembor 24,2024 - (% ppoenniy D) .
| IREASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION- .

L) On Apil 26, 202, State brial court (odgecl jud-"ddl ddmission in yournal edeies that Fyir nodice was
Providec thaf the habeas /,”145#(;,4 koulel Condinue wik briefing schedule Witk the issued Cof
5’44—:;4/,},\34,{@ gtefoeping Junchin - (% Apenpy B™), see 28 U.5.C- § 2252 seee§s Gronzalez V.
Thaler, 565 us. 3¢, 132 5.0¢. 64, (52 (2012) (oo @ judse's iszuaace of 4 Cod reftecls hig et her |
é“dé’“e“+ that 4he apeal should proceecl and supplies the State wite notice %ﬁ% the habeay [ies-
sghon will Contiaue) | The siuabiony in which prefrial s preconvuichioq federal {nterlorence
by way of habeas corpus With stabe erimingl Plocesses is justitisd inbive ¢he lqe f of surls-

dictton under bhe Suptemdcy Claage, for the Stafe * LH}A any ctiminal Chargex t5uinst fhe ?az.‘—

Hioner. Se¢ Braded v 207 Judia] Creaf Count ob Yy ., 4o w5 484,508 (1913), Moreover, the

W

Menng Gurt” held el a double Jeopardly claim was distingdiehable From the congbitwhona| clamy that

Whald be waived under To e See Moans y. New ol 423 U8 01, 62 (orS)( here phe State (7 pre-

cluded 6Y the Cons{idutidn $rym /'1“{“‘5 4 dedeadant inbo court ond Char‘ée, ttederzp( lav( I‘egw;es

Lhab 1 asavicfon on that C/\a/ée be vet z5ide)  The it sreateis, £ Cot dofec Solely apor

the Shet i /wldn?és O'Waeke in unlawdil Q/GDA{Q;QOPJI-C/(( cuestochy teg.;n;(ﬂ ric.ifh.',",_5s msre Prom el itner,
: ' 4,




* 2) TRe Ieéa edect From notae imposed a4 automateé Sfdk/o)‘!?/voe%//‘qi&‘ pu/\su:m‘ the Mabezy Febcb rgc.

 Sobjickematler jurisdickin waw Vested. See §2253 post ABDPA  See e, Baselict y. Extelle, 463 uis. Ko,
8z 0.3 (e)(The Habeas Act of BET, Aot of Feb. 5,180, ch- 28 §1 , 4 Sth 385, the $iret gef
_empowering federal coucts o Istue @ wiit of habeas wyrpas %r?@rmg in Stte casteck/, imposed I
Aulomatéc shoy o dny procecclig dsgingt ek persnpending suck proceediags or ayesl...); see
Slact y. Mebaniel | 529 u-s-413 415 (2e0) (o AEDPAS present provision whick iacorporateearler /fzéﬂa’p{ac}(alca.
3.) On Apit 26,2012, the courts colloguy ultimately mptsperty both treatec dnd /‘ec/t.zr?a(ler/‘/:ec{ § 224{ pre-

fral Wit 452 § 2254 post convichon wiif onsiderag ia wllaters( athcl whe wnder nqjudgmené,

Cw%‘cé?a widl decrstits of citcuit Qurts “er Uhis ouct — (“APPDICB). 58 Castro y. Unifad Stafes,

Sou-§-315 3TT (z3Y LAT court camaf 56 rechdractercze g 0 5 /f"/fgdﬂfé’ metecn, ... unkssthe

Qoum in? °M§ the L. ‘Agan‘{ o Hs irelent 4 tcha;zIm{u{zq o)y Butseceq. Stow y. Mushig,

3gq 7.ad 880 85768 (qth Crr zoo €Y habess pediteon treatec] under § 2241, nef & 225¢ decause
‘Pe{‘lw:\er{ ast ia Cds‘/oc/\[vnder valid state court éudémeaf o eavictor): lahte velambet 376 T
ad ooz, 1005 (Gt Civ Zwﬂé(mcﬁaé‘dckr(za(m oF $ 224( pediliin a5 S 225% pel Mo Where ‘pe{?(wner
uha(&«yf ddmmtrﬁzéw. decisitn ...) ) 3o A 52:_4 Y. Wapdea, B0S T3 13107, 1323 (e -201S)

| Cﬁec/lamq,é@mzaﬁw( o 5224 petitn as 5 2254 pelihot prper because petctirer in cusdody
under valid sfafe court é(,«dgv\em‘f o conicdein) - The conflict in Hhe Counts triggers Ruke 10 OF

4. suﬁgec,(—/na#et;umid!'c&i( can never be waived H‘M&\‘ed and oﬁéqdioas may’ be racsed at any 70[3)1.
s Conzaler y Thaley, (32 5G4+ AL #(212),| CONCLUSION

: The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted_., -

I Respectfully submltted

2 LOVL

TDate: Alach ¥,70zS




