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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 judgnient below.

OPINIONS BELOW

T claim commonLaw Surisdifion.
(See Attachmen 1)/

e
The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix T_to Aprénx)
the petition and is

[X] For cases from federal courts:

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[X] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix C o
the petition and is

[x] reported at [;[- AO n0+ Un &6\(5‘}&7\ d] ; Or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

[A] For cases from state courts: T Claam common bow Jurisdiction.

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is $¢¢ Attachminks APPndiX

[X] reported at L do not vnders "}'c"/"}:‘\) ; or,

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _V Conio Court & ¢ APPeals, court
appears at Appendix _A” tothe petition and is

[X] reported at \:_I AO not Uﬂéﬁr‘s ta ”J] ; or,

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

[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[X] For cases from federal courts: I Cloim Commonlow Jurisdiction.

The dgke qn which the Umiged States Court of Appeals decidedjlgg-case
was M‘ii . :

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

[ 1 A timely 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 Appendix

[ 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. § 1254(1).

[X] For cases from state courts: T C laimm Commen Law Juris diction.

The
The date on which the highest state court dec1ded-1-rr@case was r 8/ 8 / aa?.?;]
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 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
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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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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3\ The law Provides thay once State ond Federal Juvisdiction has
been Challenged | 1¥ must be Proven.’’ Main v. Thiboutot,100 s, ct. 3504 (1489)

Y ™ Surisdiction Con be challenged at any fime.” and “ Iunisdidkion

) il
once C\na\lan%e&. connot be nssumed and must be decided.

Basso V. D¥oh Power 3 Lioht co. 445 F ad qob,410.
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purt o Yrove Surisdicton.” Rosemond
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.
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