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Thiis ot entered on Ardor caelisor el 2w -_fﬁ_rn-.g_ng the distriet oowart™s odemtal of
Conets applichtion for wrlt of hahcas eorpus presenting claines sonoomming the meo [TELN"S
and application of Ford v Wearnwerghe, 377 7.5 599 (1986), and TfINg the stos ot
EuTion At had inpoacd ot Agenl 3, ZHHL Reongnd zing the State’s Intorears e finoalityr
hoa acquircd “an scded morsl diTnension™ dus o tho proceduaral hdetosy of s casc, i
descidod the appoad in an expedloed revicwy Lased apaer Che e4eerier ol varove] baefore e
S Txfderon v TRempson., S2H LN 3HEY, 556 {I1998); Sk e Elfedpett, BOE VT 5 EReE, 240
{1922). Furthoomoro, bocausc this Court has coadluciead sl tles pepitiones's claims are
cearly menrless, the .'I.:l.kl:l.:l.j'\m:l. ol 1Lhe e Elicsa e s prevailing in furnther pmccedir\.gﬂ iz

thia Coure ap of hias cbrtpining rovicom By the Supreme Courr 15 sllna. Accos ol

Pursuant 1o Fod, J2_ App. IF. a1 (B}, rhis Court slhwadet shiorten the mandate mnd sanise £l

sayine Eorxbredth.
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