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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:

to

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

[ 1 reported at ; Or,

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

[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.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

[ 1 For cases from state courts: Nevids Supreme Couet Direef Apped! Arcrmunce No . (631
Passed N ISsuG Tiree (3) faised.
The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix __A__ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[¢4 is unpublished. '

The opinion of the Eighth Sudivid Bistrict ~ (i) - court
appears at Appendix _E____ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[¢4"is unpublished.



JURISDICTION .

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my cas
was .

[ 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

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

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. §1254(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

- The date on which the highest state court decided my case was _fpr [ £7,2675 |
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[T A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
Meul/_ 20,2025 _, and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix _ P __ -

[ ] 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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[ 3 © e s L4 o

28 UEC. § -129] - The touds e‘F'&.]A)e&(s shall Aav%;yr‘csdfc%‘;m Jf Fpjeals from
s\l Al decisins F the disticl Gurks of fhe Unlled Shifes ..

78 USL. & 224( — Wn'k of habeas aorpus may &gwke(;.?oww\‘o@wlr

28 U6Co § z24( (XD = The wnid o habeog Conpus Shall act extend 4 1 WSner

- f :
wnlesy He 7 iy (}u@{ocf\/;l tielafurt of the Constetan or bt ortreatens o e United Sokies 5
o (5= APPad B — §724()
Zk USC. §2281 - S7pY o AR Gkt Pesceenmles : @) Pndiny, Mobher - A
Sug{u?i p?»;mfge ohthe Unflet Shadex bebre wivm 2 habeae corpys proceeching 157 w(@ maf
ecn of Pendkitg apead squ( any Phoceeding Taust Hee persur detdned in Iny Shfe 7 A

150 57 - oticg ;. Prir o dhe hearing ota habeps ?m;eaazé\ A
rwl«('cg 8(\3{[ bfe Sewec( on e 4"’%:/%\«2\/ %Er\d‘:)/( oft o“”u‘e,r amn m?rtt‘e 0#60‘?.}“ u‘# such
Slade 45 the Justioe or jodge abthe bime of Ussuig bhe WReT shelldiect,

28 U&C. 72253 - A el (ED /d d habess w}}u( Proceeding . ‘.‘—1%&,4,{‘2,( eirdel
shall Se subgf 4 Pexiewl , on apel .. (® 5o APRADIK B 2f Pa5e 23 .

28 usc. 2255 @Q Unlesxy g circuit }w&fw L. issues 4 cerddicale “{) JIP%L’A‘T‘(Y;
1 Ippeal may nof be tabeq fothix Gourf o gppals — C.

e "3 L3 L2 L 3

FRR 3 Fedend Coler o Bypelble Frocedune- Appalaset Riht - (2 Filuag
the Nebie st Appes]

wReP 4 Aal ar of Rght Filed withey dume Limits .
3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Bn“gn O Keede Cherein ather “Potibioner™ ) faced a shert form mformatica chargfng a slngle_ count oF
open murder, Jur( instrackons,in 2ccord with Schid y. Arzuag, Sov u-s:¢24, 44 (WO, Sury -
ceturned implied 4c3u:+ra( with Tost jeopacdy termingfing. Divect appeal (nv. 535%) resuHed |
in triaf court instrucksnal erot AND nsutficient evidence {"o Suppest secoad - ofe gree mpleed
malcce murdtr with new fral ordered wheve aew Prosecutors _/odge e Shont fopm sntopmmation
on same ehlease . Secnd joopardy aHached when Secnd Sury wax empancled res thug From
plan etror Caused éx metbetive asustince st traf counsel pr’#e tral endis in 2 mustedd] .
Petfimer s counsel Lhen Fles mofan based on whng desble seepardy spervhve Pacte with
Nevals Supteme Court denyiig c/:rcrmécm:u«( deuble Jeopatdy a}symlw bhen wthdHus, |
Pelbinet Eilex o 8 2240 (N2) " Reades” Ml it U5 Clorlof Curt s«fm@cmspmy
where ﬁﬂi&)@%%ﬂ Hled a5 cause under _§_£ U.§ destreel coort a’/5m553>
on Jhocethite] Grunds gnd demes Codt. Potibiner Tilex 02 3.4 notree of appeal whodh
was feaded By Nerdly Cireust Cory men'%s-?ame[ afa};{)/{cafw; dor 06(4) bestbesd ot Hi3(202 .

- Third il jon e ,fns}amztéc}n) desp.fe o é"w(a,'n«) commencecd on, ©/1l261Z enf///?g wm 2 on-
victin o, elslzaz whewe af/ courts pelied sn docklets ;eﬂeo((,g cduse 25 7 Z23¢ zefey,
ReLevanir TRoCEDURL SuRSDICTniAL FHCTS

{. Feders! nofice of apper| under FRAP 3 4 Filod z/ob/zaz y (See AmendiX F),

2. Tederal arewt ?:wll decided apenl issuimg order grankag ¢ CoA (see APPENDIX B)) 4/alziz
3.  State pre-third <ril hearing where court provicled getual - noive on 4/ (22 (APPEMBK E) .

4. Stk cout suz spate denies shayig thind tral on #lzulzo2 | (56202 wilhdrus .
Aew /iteqﬁ?lé court teliex on phiot juc(é\o,‘s decision 2 allows traf #s proceedured by state.
Tedilionet conpiofed ncl Seatenced while full éﬁfe%‘:i& bn.goz;g ﬁ?’ post §2253 graated Dypeal-
Nevzda Supreme Court afbra ssue 3 durect appea( ap- G635 (s& aPrerdiX A, Page 2).

FP_ro_'f'e(‘:QrP(:s'ﬂN, Suug\'\k witle $hiz Gourt™ TMS‘EK‘\IC’\S - Neo. G&-6o3( .
. Pro-se shfe b Us- cecbicran souaht deaed- Cave Neo, Z4- 670

u

e e

- Pro-me weit ‘f eccor denied on 4/:7(202$ reheaniig deaved 5 [z0f2025 appelec] now :’axcer'fwmm .

. Stake of )K{wada( éud‘azl :Lcﬁm& C.QN.EL.:Z with Draden, Cotztler Mﬂﬂg{ﬁy%m Couet | (



) REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION .

L /Jn settog %r% Hhe_precondbns Hr pletral feders! setererence '42/ Way o of habeac corpus
with stik crimmal! | processes :AY Qﬂgm lﬂ‘t/err 7 becomers éux&l ted whon ;ﬂyb/wnj dhe bk

of éurtxdt n vader €he .su/wmu?/ Clawse ot {/m Stade 4o érma- gy satsrmcton agwmrf

the ;%t Yeliney. Sew Bradea #o -8, 454, 508 (i273)

2. Bibilivner voled 8 2ZHD3) where his Coupt's precedent of Bradeq, enbtled abfacK
on dhe SHale's Secad Short form inthrmatiit cﬁa@@ the Same sh/uﬁm( Hense ang e’
seand -Swpaz\dy Hhat 3(’7‘30/\&4 Al‘eidm//iif hat e vltimate & ftp;&z”{(&f Wi a Awg JWY"

3. Tebibionot drled ¢ dimely nobize of appesl - Fanp 34— Hhom an appeslable 3 22HDE)
bl pretral srder embodid with 2 colotable dhuble Jespandy olam noted by ehiy Gurt
25 an oteat oF Sorisdicbional sigaihicamce n s conters forisdichion on Hhe Federal court-of
ppesls 30d diests Hhe distecct ooel of Hs cuntrel over the subect-mates inpoleed iy the
appetl = howe in the caseat bar- qrefnil cslorable duble Jupunty olam, 32260 (B)
See,e.a,, Grigs ¥ Provideat Consumer Disgoant Co., 459 u.3. 5,58 (1462) Giting U-F- 7. Hitemon,

87 £.2d (351 (110)(samdy Y54 v. Duabar, M-D., 5% Fzd uto (smea. 919) (Same) .

4, The oompe%enf /\//f'n‘/l afw:f CoA-mepits pdne/ , i deaord witts Sacl . Me Dasie! ,52 us-418,
43 (), tppiicd ABDPA: and drerted dnd desided he robioc oF Gpeaf bestowing 2 Cof
whene, Hhe foderal ORDER consfituted a5 automelei inymchin 45 ¢ By Sudipsen ./ “
The purpese of §§ 2243 7252 way sitisded and At notice way ppoviced Hhat he
veﬂem(_‘(‘j_se o ynisdieteq oter fhe & 2241 (X3) 'Pre-'an-i( Yeibfeom nw;:g a coloralfe dufle
;QO‘PEIFC(Y &M:;@-AW detense b dhe dhird 7;ro>'ecu,lur;) 7tu/7t‘f’(/u7ni the gmkfeepﬁﬁ func{,,;,
where. the ORVER Tssued cifed (lonzalez v. Thaks 565 u.s. 134, 132 5. (- oH 3f 652 (2o2)

Cﬁ\&% A J‘o.tdgq,‘g IEWM% 'o}fc‘l Cod re,f(ecf& SudéMm(’ that Hhe 1) )%{ Shoulel ?Ib‘(‘.'eﬂc( 2nd
sophes the Stk will nbive that fhe habesy ///,‘ézlwk will cg;q\l.,:u@X'(see Aperdic B)
see Browa v Ahers €70 Facl 879 oot (I Cir- lzé.z) (... ekt 25 @ ditect ajuactien...)
| ’ | -


Cons/.Au/ee/

5. Nevadi L:6_3&_‘/1”’,)rodu ces ano%er blunder as %he}/ decl with Mﬁd,s@m éy‘ﬂlr_?s awr{'
M‘@«wﬂ glss.a US. 3:3%»121‘ Cant 3 2 tocscural etrer ot made ne atempt fo make a Showim 5
o e denal oF @ Consflkona] Rispt whece 4his Chuct Jefermaedd AEDPA goems e ¢ tehl % peal,
only by the czpase o a4 OOA Now #om Uevacla Comes Lot Fwner who diel eww?/\/h nj%/n('

i

“H""@u‘( G ”‘d"‘( the -L—Q 226 (D) it O‘ZDCQ, fssued ‘//e 4 Vestel Cc/urlﬂt doble

Jeparcy olaim named under 52253 (Nz) ) o fhe Sate il court whewe e court imposed
his decisen Thaf the Ocm;e/‘a«f Nendt Cieult Cohmerits ?arw{ coule] net isHtre the Cop
despife “this Courfe ?reoeoémﬁy Bradin, 5(30[_ Gonzakez - Lieof i the ORDEC = APEDRD .

/—/;: oo/ﬂg(qu I"téil‘dm ORpet mgﬂ,,éer/g Yhe need f(,,r 4az(/.yncce é/ s GM% v exercise

seund yudicq/ Peview/ 93‘1‘/'% ?rewcleﬂf’ /
*> CONCLUSION

I 73e Nevada Supreme Coust dbused cﬂ,sc»e#rm P/ﬂemg g4 State 7roc~edu/‘¢[ bat ‘fo /nasﬂ f/)e /acf_

19# \UPC&C{‘C{(DZ/} mﬂne%ﬁ}‘)((’{{ dx 'DHMZ "&{IC(" D\/(d‘aﬂc‘g ﬂL,"dCyL{eP/ 4)&)’,/@\/\/ é (

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted, fo —protect +he Qrewr \_&/@l/,

Respectfully submitted,
2. 2O «;%

Date: July te, zozs Wednexclay
— {




