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GROUNDS FOR GRANTING PETITION FOR REHEARING

The Attala County, Kosciusko, Mississippi Circuit Court ( “Lower Court”)
judgment ignored all evidence of fraud committed by the Appellee Mississippi
Department of Employment Security therefore, denying the Appellant the
opportunity to present this case in a court of law in violation of my cqnstitutional :

right to due process under the Fourteenth Amendment.

The Court of Appeal of the State of Mississippi opinion contained omissions of

issues.

ii.



INTRODUCTION

Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 44.1, Appellant- Petitioner (hereinafter “Mr..
Alston” or “Appellant”) respectfully petitions for rehearing. Mr. Alston further
Submits this, his Petition for Rehearing on the grounds stated above. This
petition for rehearing is filed within 25 days of this Court’s decision in this case.

For all the reasons stated below Mr. Alston prays this petition is granted.

ARGUMENT
With respect to this Honorable Court opinion and decision in denying the

Appellant Petition the Appellant disagrees with Honorable Court decision. Why?



On March 1;, 2016, the Respondent Administrative Law Judge NOTICE OF
TELEPHONE HEARING was held. See “Exhibit 1. The Respondent fraudulent
Other documents, to hide the facts that Mr. Alston due process was intentionally
Violated. (See Exhibit 2-4.) Exhibit 2-4 states Respondent Administrative Law.
Judge was held on March 18, 2016 and not March 11, 2016. Exhibit 1-4 clearly
shows the Respondent has committed fraud Upon the Court with the fraudulent
of Respondent documents to obtain a favor Decision. See Exhibit 1-4. Respondent
further violated Mr. Alston right to due process that is guaranteed by the

Constitution.



Fourteenth Amendment. This amendment says that state governments cannot

deprive you of your life, liberty, or property without due process of law. .

Respondent will not suffer any prejudice, if this petition is granted. A
panel rehearing is appropriate when a material point of law was overlooked in
the decision. Fed. R. App. P. 40(a)(2).

The requisite fraud on the court occurs where “it can be demonstrated,

clearly and convincingly, that a party has sentiently set in motion some
unconscionable scheme calculated to interfere with the judicial system’s ability

impartially to adjudicate a matter by improperly influencing the trier of fact or
unfairly hampering the presentation of the opposing party’s claim or defense.”

Aoude v. Mobil Oil Corp.,892 F.2d 1115, 1118 (1st Cir.1989).



In Jerman v. Carlisle, McNellie, Rini, Kramer, 559 US 573 - Supreme

Court 2010 at 1611

“We have long recognized the "common maxim, familiar to all minds, that

ignorance of the law will not excuse any person, either civilly or criminally."
IGNORANCE OF THE LAW IS NO EXCUSE
CONCLUSION
For all the reasons stated above this Court should grant Mr. Alston petition.

Respectfully submitted this é l day of March, 2019.

Jason Alston, Plaintiff

By: Jason Alston
Plaintiff and Pro Se
Jason Alston
223 Third Avenue
Kosciusko, Mississippi, 39090
Telephone: 662-739-5301
4.



CERTIFICATION OF APPELLANT- PETITIONER

I, Jason Alston, do declare under penalty of perjury that this PETITION FOR

REHEARING is being presented in good faith and not for delay.

Date: March 27, 2019 '
dadn  Nislon

Jason Alston, Appellant-Petitioner

e ) —

Jason Alston, Appellant-Petitioner

Jason Alston
223 Third Avenue
Kosciusko, Mississippi, 39090
Telephone: 662-739-5301
Email: babyheart1981@gmail.com




Additional material
from this filing is
available in the
Clerk’s Office.



