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QIJESIION PJ:\( 

LU the lower/state coucts lose subject-matter jurisdiction when 'c 

k'trior was as -d wiUout a wairan, without a Probable Cause hearing ever 

D5Lfl na ccnciuoy Complaint la ter datt.ed dic nut: stow pcstu1 

cause wiLU.n Ws four cor.a.ts of the coopialut, nor ths coin1aint, nor 

caut ttriajdt.s -:ip- ( 
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LIST OF PARTIES 

[ ] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. 

)14 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of 
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this 
petition is as follows: 
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INDEX TO APPENDICES 

Filed Rule 60b Notion in Federal District Court in Cr 
on 6/13/17, denied 11/12/17 using the old number 1:09 denied Certificate of Appealability again using the o 
Filed for Habeas Corpus in Michigan Supreme court 3/1  Denied 5/31/17. 

Filed for Habeas Corpus in Michigan Court of Appeals Denied 12/21/16. 

Rapids, Michigan 
-122, and 
number 12-1212. 

7, #155476, 

10/20/16 #335420 

(0) Filed for Habeas Corpus in Michigan Circuit Court 8/18/16, denied 9/25/16. Filed for habeas Corpus in Michigan District Court 6/ 7/16, denied 8/15/16. 
The only issue,' above was lack of jurisdiction, whichan he raised, anytime and can't be forfeited or aived. 

PRIOR APPEALS 
(F) Filed for certiorari in U.S. Supreme Court #12-10035, denied 10/7/13 
(F) Filed for Appealability and Habeas Corpus in Federal th Circuit 2/21/12 #12-1212, denied 9/14/12, denied en bane 10/31/12, denied by all members of the Court 11/15/12. 

(C) Filed for Habeas Corpus in Federal District Court, Kalamazoo, Michigan, 2/4/2009, #1.:09-cv-122, denied 1/25/12 and denied Appaiability. 

(H)Filed MOP 6.500 in Michigan Supreme court •#I35&, 5ti/08,  denied 7/29/08. 
Filed MCR 6.500 in Michigan Court of Appeals 10/29/07 3281560, denied 5/13/OS. 

FiJed MOP 6,500 in Trial- (Circuit) Court 5/29/07, denied 9/19/07. 
Filed appeal in Michigan Supreme Court 5/31106 #12133f, deied 2/27106. 
Filed Motion for Reconsideration in Michigan Court of denied 4/12/06. 

Appellate Attorney filed Appeal of Right in Michigan 6/16/05, •/fr258401, denied 2/21/06. 

EXHIBITS 
COMPLAINT and WARRANT 

State District Court Docket Sheet 

Federal District Court Docket Sheet 

Federal Circuit Court Docket Sheet 

(F) Denial of Motion #59, Docket Sheet #60. 
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.IN TUE 

SUPhRU COURT OF TUE UNITE-D SIMES 

iITiFOiflRiIOE-liA}$EASCORPUSj 

Pt!icaL J:spEcIu11y piays ti, a. at bas corpus isua 4 lraview 

the judgr.a b Tow 

LAST OPINIONS LELOJ 

[x] For cases from Edetai Cot: 

The oiLou ficn UnicI SaLcE DisUcict Court Aula 60b dared II/I7/201/ 

adopted a pilor habeas corpus number C±cuit Court iuba 

12-1212, denying a cartificaa of a.paa1aouiity appears at Appendix A to 

the pe1it.ion and is 

[Xi Unpub1ishea 

LXJ hs r !J9rs i1 ZOl 



JURISDICTION 

{x] For cases from federal courts: 

The date on which the United States District Court decided on my Rule bOB 

motion was November 28, 2017 (APPX A), using the numbers from my habeas corpus 

petition decided on January 24, 2012: District Court #1:09-cv-122 (APPX E), and. 

denied a certificate of Appealability, Circuit Court # 12-1212, denied. November 

15, 2012 (APPX D) 

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 1651(a) and 
11 t ( - -e T (V&-)- 

Supreme Court Rule 20, a(ld t -- 

z 



CONSIIiUTIONfi J1) STAIUMLY i?ROVIS iONS ii'IVOLVE15 

U.S. UOhSTIIUIION, PnJ;. 1, 5 9, ci 2: 
lbe b vleen. of ttva heft of habeas Corpus shall not be- 

(emphasisadded) 

U.S CONSTITYIIUN, Nn. 4, 1, 2, cl L 

Section 1:"Full Faith and C:edit shall be given in each State to a1ibcLC Acts. 
and Judicial Proceedings of every other State. And the Congress may by 

gaiaf Laws prascti..oe the tienner in wbith such Acts, Records and Prccee.i.Lcgs 
shall be proved, and the Effect thereof." (emphasis cfchd) 

Section. 2 "Lao Citizens of each State shall be  entitled to all Pvilcees 
aDd immunities A el th (r add) 

U.S. CthSiiIUIIUN, Art. 6 2-3 

Section 2: "lEa Ctitutioa, and the Laws of the United States which shelf be 
macic in Fursuasca there-of; and all lreatzse made or wiuch aiaail beoscie, uncier 
the Autbority of the United States, shall co the. sureu;e Law ct the Land; and the 
judges in every Stan shell be bound thereby, any Thing in the Connuitution or 
Laws of any State to tee. Contrary uolw±thateuding.." (cunoasi.e added) 

Section 3: "INc Senators and Representatives before mentioned, end the 
of the several State Lc±slatures, and a3.1 executive arid judicial btficara, both 
of the Unimad. c- of several States, stall cc bound iay JeLli or: 
Affirmation, tcsucpci: this Cone tit.0 tion;" (nmtcafts added) 

U.S. CONSLLIU1'1CN Fourth knaudment: 

"The risk:t of the people to be secure in their persons, lees oscars • cud 
affects • against cw:caso:oae.La searcher and seizures shell not be violated, and no 
- 

- but upon CLi cause,  supporL Oath or af IMation;  

and paMcularly ceroribeag toe place to be serechad, 5th t;ae parsons or tAr 
to he seized." (emphasis added) 

U.S. COehIITlJIiON, Fifth htunclmont: 

"No person shall be held to answer for a capital or otherwise lot emciu a cm, 
unless or: a presentment or indictment of a Greed Jury, except in canes arising in. 
the laud 0i CiC;VCl forces, or in the iiiiiti, then in actual service in time of 
tWC or public danger; rwu: shall any oaraor cc enb3ac5 for the acme chance to be 
twice put in jeopardy 
case to be a witness 

Arnt due 

of life 
against, 

proceas OC 

or limb; nor shell be coa3eliad. in 
hTeseli; nor b deprived of life, 

iai, ,,or shiiprivate property,  

any criminal 
iiciar, o:: 

3 taken fo-,  
public use, wi thoJArTjEPLa&ftpaneat±bn " (anche.si  s added) 

U.S. GOtSIlTUlION, Sixth iecendmant 

"in all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right to a speedy 
and public trial, by en ia:patiel jury of the State acid district wherein the 
crime shall have bean comirdtrtcd, which district shall have been. previously 

VJ 



ascrtained by low, and to 
to be confronted with the 
obtaining witnesses his 
____ 

c U iphaio adbsd.) 

be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation; 
j005 for 

for his 
witnesses against 
favor, have  

him; to have com Isory 
the  Assistance of Counsel 

U.S.CONS11TUTIGN, Fourteenth iniendmezt, Section 1: 

"All p :so:os born or naturalized in the United Statss an-d SObjCCt to the 
jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the. State wherein 
L'ey reside. to Statc shall make or enforce any law wIaidlni chJL cice 
lzivylegcz or inrnunitias ot citizens 01 the Unitea States; our snaii ae:y Stats 
d.pnive any person of life, liberty , or property, a I thout due process of law; nor 
deny to any person witth.n its sdr.ction the 5cr.ai potion 01 the laws." 
(empirs2.d) 

26 uSC 1 036 
Shone S ierritoraal statutes and judicial psdiga; Full Faith. and Credit 

'ihe acts  of imleture of any state, tern they on possession of the U Itoh 
or copies thereof, thou be authanticqQd by fixlirg the seal of the 

State, lerritozy, en Fosseasioc tlncnurot. 

"The; records and judicial proceedings of any court of any State , Terri tory, or 
Possession,  or curiae tteasot shall no n•.rovoc on achitted on other courts within 
Lhe United States and its sessions jy the attestations of  the 
clerk and seal of the court an exaci • if a sral exists toaetmcu: with a 
ct-Iti±ICetC 01 5 uitgo 01 the count that ettaenatiur is In proper fain"" 
(emphasis added) 

Kchigan Cmruiind Las (hCL) 600. 1974: Filing iii th the Cou:r t; eiini on: 

'The: filing of iiJmdirm;e or ctsuin na-pass with the count shall be made ow 
1irLim w0h the office of We ui.:im of the Jmr. CC5OL uct  I 

permit the peocre to 00 fiiJt5i altO bi.s, 10 WhiCh. event he 5iT}CiJ note thereon the 
filing date arid fotLit-ith transmit them to uric office of the clerk" (emphasis 
added) 

Michigan Ccapilod Law (Y L) 764.1_a 

"A Nagastrate eL-i-aLL issue a we ant ti-non presen tot Ion of a 
alleging the commission of an offense and finding raasorasble cause to 0-allays 
ci the nc v I accus 1 co piaint canmit ted that offense. 
complaint shell be sworn to before a magistrate or clerk ." (emphasis added) 

Michigan Cour tiul. (MUM) 2. 110(0) , heturn ion Examination for bin -oven 

(1) PrOSOCUtOn s enthc.nization for sarrarut (2) proper cnrulai.n t (3) hegi star 
of Actions (4) EmsthraLLoo raturn, and (5) Any OSCOgOIZOnCe: s received 

U11  



STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

pesitiaAr Harrington was aeste.d without a current at d:OO pa on itonday, 

July Id, ZUO. No Jd:obable Cause hearing vS ever heic as cnrac tot any 

warrantless arrest. (sea Docket Sheet, Exhibit: B). Probable Cause is not shown 

;itai.n the 1ct corners of the coriciuso.ry Complaint, later drafted (JuIn.bis A) 

d neither the Complaint, nor aer;t ate t. e/da te 

iNs. azzasting  Office]: • 1rouper David Kaiser , from the dalsska (isicLwh?r) 

Stata 201M Post,, c.CsW ..te'i Ile was not c Mums and bad no peraGnal knowledge  

any crime (1 Li) and he had no physical evince that a cime rappend or tnse 

PetIciret ccn:nit ted i (1 44) he hag. only cord and coarldicting stories 

of children but deritoner was c.hared with live counts of (hL:C. 

Evan S ritet year law student should see that probable cause c'm not 5XtS5 

within the foot corners of the cceuiinc in the inecaa cc otsx it ± eel a 

1p ccmplaist. By fellIng tcpret talc issue to the State District o; 

Circuit COMA, GounselplQvidad ineffective assistance. 

Ida Late Courts have never aeci Lee qUeStAn Of jUXISdihica. 

di.tioaer filed 6 ja13a ccrJus I the Lescotci Inrict Couet in 

Inpi.Js, hichiEan(judge Janet elf, case #109-CV-122; sebeit cLear issues, 

which was dunied, but on this jurisdictionk issue, the Court statoeh 

t$:sc i ;xdeoiy ruur CVfJIn v ChIC, 534 U.S. 952 tide!), S 
oseecof Justice i:eyr cuncezaing thc,  oai ur ca ioari in thac 

caee ss sasceing sets 000ceueecxe Li .uea.. soa.tamat • noeavar, is not an 
Otfl 01 tIn Supt5t]e Court and has as pracedential value," IC iiCCIni, 
llse. th/I4/I2, Pegs. 2-3 of 10, Page iDJ3tI-389. 

Petitioner was denied a Qmficaw of 4"PsaINARY, Case 112-1212 

JtIttsc filed for oarLjarari, 012-.1035, but this U.i. iprasa Court has 

ruled on tis I seas as, cu1shnetnLg AV Overton, ani Cr-eisa corticete 

3 



At that time Petitioner was advised to go back to the state Courts again to 

make sure this issue was properly exhausted, so I filed a Habeas Corpus petition 

in each State Court arguing ONLY this jurisdictional issue, but still never got a 

reasoned anewer from an state Court. Following the State Court denials, 

Petitioixr filed a Rule bOb Notion in the Federal District Court but again Judge 

Neff denied the Notion and denied a Certificate of Appealability. 

Overton v Ohio is a "Memorandum Decision" and as in  all the Cases cited 

therein, the complaint in the instant case sets forth the statute(s) allegedly 

vioiatd • it refers to P.titionar and says he committed the crime. "hut nowha:e 

does it indicate how [the trooper] iflOws, or why be believes that Lpetitiorierj 

committed the crime." 

Excluding traffic violations, Petitionar has never before been convicted of 

any crimes. i do not deny doing this czimio but 1 believe everybody MUST follow 

the laws and Petitionarts  harliest Release Date (15 years) 
aA~ jv 13 O/ 

e so 1 have served the time. Since the State Courts never obtained 

jurisdiction i pray this honorable Court will REVERSE this conviction with 

Prejudice to Reprosecution, and ORULR Petitioners mmedite release or ri" 

b 1(J o$AL P/57(C1 
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FACI 4. ib. pcscu.ton is t,onsibl ma ch'aiting rd typing tbs copiaints 

to ttia kinbigan diciaJ. I ituts (Luit), hicb was create' ." by tha. 

Hcbgan Cnua 1; in 1977. lbs coisint and wainant airs daafted by Li 

1; ft ocLn.Jis at. tornoy, i cases of a:tkd. vaciat ions of t ti5 atutes 

. Ji. 0a0mins1 ocd.urs - 1 giranb Satiss 1-2. (ccryaigh.t 2003), 1c:a 

of Ccrpiaiiits Liants, 1.3, o. 14. 

F.ACI 5. Pii. iayars that psos€nt caisiinal do ndans sire nxpacted to Rncsv 

ths laws spolioshla to thola ciis:nts dafanse. ' cisd v 3.3.. 5L.3 230 399, 40t 

(7th CIa. 2003). Sinc SU prosecutors are 1 yeas nod. all lawyers are dd to 

:wths law. pro :cutors 1"q-ISL also know tdw4 law bofore the can. anfoi.ce it. 

fACI ri. in. a Motion -iearng be la on 2/19/2004,, Prosecutor On ie Moo, raid ho 

: baErn a pro cutor oa 14 yaa:s (p 1/), urus, hE; bOw tne coriplaint was 

insuffiCient, horva:, thit did not stop h:ii ftcn fting and tyii!r these 

501 cant cbargsng iera':tnts (Coitlaint & Warrant), aoai sign t.h aasart 

Atiicnized c ssct on of 2b rz, cc;splsinc. na. iKoep ccrrtifioci. to thE 1 sLtaa tis 

that prohat'is C5d s P OX siren. 'W -C, in fact, the complaint was :insuificicrnt andes 

law or to., coustitutsous. So. tbra prosecutor knowingly ccwnaittd "frau1 

on the court" ey cerb.iying tCot psooabkn cause existed to ±kntintrr ciirinoJ. 

p-aocitirS wuan, in fact, Lbs complaint must fail under the icid.ea. o prscs•dsnt. 

Sen mac v Pat: hY 10 £30 333, 353 (5th dir. 19.93) ("low Suprows Court has 

recowi S COUiC 'a it irerat power to grant selsef for 'ef tar-discovareci IrowO,,' 

from an earlier judgnsnt ': ardless ci the term of iasj entry.'" 

FLrJi I. The bOth Piatrict. Ocurt failed/lacked tie ability to "Cartisy and 

Tnamit." what. it did not have and sin prosecutor's authorization for a warrant 

apnid.cstMiori or complaint exist cnn the Goes t docluet/Ragistor of ( C  -j further, 

'a 
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FCI LU. 2ince the inoiedge of a testi±yiag police officec is ipucea to tLe 

poaecutOE, aaui v £kx.c 512 F3d. 252 (btth dc. 2009) thc pros-  ecutoa kow the 

troopec was not. a and. had no pcascnei lkiauitha of any a].logeci dllua (1 

912) end no toyaical evidence thetsoovec (I 944) ac the trooper would coanit 

paar ur y at. a F.cooab'ie Cause heacing, violating v 405 WS.. 150, 153 

(1912) This pcobebla cause beaning is uixoci eltoin 48cu.s fan all 

wacraatiess aLcreats under Riverside, aunra, but no aning was ever he1d 

"there a coaIaiit or ia'avLtt La act shown to be based on. aersoall 
7, -on of the cc lament or affinat, the msgi.st cats niut be 

info sad of sane of the undanlyin.g c cintanc5s on enich the 
3 COTC1C1a Th fllC n. Q c 

t-:: in nc Crc.ib15 to a an' t3 0 
34inaeili v U., 393 US. 413 (1th9) 

2231 11 C anneal wan ineffective tan faLling to ;cinees the fact; taint. too bate 

bones caclucory comnieibt 3ea sOT show robshie case for nay cares S nod could 

131 aupsanc the inda.ndent ju. :rent of a; di snascan eetist:reta. 

v r:c; 426 jj3. 666, 693-c96 (1934). 1cr did C nail nctiLce Chore is 

:cccd of a "0rbabI dense heeriug" on tne iOcat baist ç12thibit i). 

,. ......... ... ( .., . ...... 

ffl. ! L,LOU', 2.iiiLJUy OLi J.inaOJ. .L  

w!rfs55S) to aupsort the Cor;iftaict, the Court ciii find. the eaglet ra Ce hen 

I 10 facts to (1) ocrinc jurisdac.tion.; end (2) asteblisu the 

Furth hit finding of rohanLa cause to csntgc any criu (a) she teao var 

134 juna Lace.' of jurisceictic.n ices ccc ctecend on the truth a: 
Se'. of c-ge u! na n an a 

on the coxancasieec t, not at too conclusion of the 1n5sth:y." 
Fox v harLan. 2  Rich 147, 152 (Itoh). 

El I, Lb Iin egasceats ebnefc ...ad car "aSutrel nad etcb.eci" frc.ction and 

1Rild to so.ieuard t.n rights of abe occueth, acting to a awonec 

wtthciaw. p:cocesa of the 5th and 14th Aunorjento, hecoulce eanely ce a ":ccbbe: 

steep" ion the soLace. 55: ruiiet v hexas, 372 unf. 106, 111 (lth4, 

10  



All Courts (r:ether Judge or gCs) roe to iuxr the 1W 
and apply ía in cctking it'r dcilona See 5bth v Si1' 520 
U Sb.5 3 (Ib7); U21 v C'cshurn. 65 hich.rp lUly 106 (1970) 

14 1tu.a , the gis tate rcr. o:: ebcu.ld have thown, ee ccihhLaia  C was 

1rrrrLficin C to ho: :fadictroe cud cduea the pao cutco arid tide CLouwu; 

c0eeç-ioacy uo coathi; .LLLUJJ on the Cod: • the People, arid the Delense. 

E9CI 15. "Fr;d tea the Co'uot is oeanetratod wtwaa some material fact is 
ccmca1ed loom the court: or hen some am tend Lsnepeseutatrton 
is made Co the court;, (heatiaw, tiCPP 2612 10) 

Tn toe latent c"se, the proeecutcT: clearly cc•ncec1ed mad: br iisre:oeeenCed" 

the Lent Chat the C000Cen C4OLY t. 0ave orobabie. cause since ties vi ctinis thiicriy 

ouoerag :L errcueatnon citradecteci each other hitooukt fur Char irivestiction the 

trocmen arrested iiainti±'f s'ithcut a wearan and viclatac Pllintaitfs oorr.Lmaj, 

cr4 euostazstiva rehte as gu rteeci by the. Due Process Enid hjuai Protechaur 

of the She arid i4tr An'uadmsnts, with abc: initiation 0± cfiir1 emocaso 

a "t omen compthi.nt' s's reurloed by: (a) U.S. 6 SCene Cc.nenireticnr; (:;) 

U.S. u State tu ama Court nrsceaensa; (c) hCL764.1a; anal (d) bOa 

7'cCT LS. Ire Peoers ClUe : CGhfhbihit FL0). i anal JtAhi FLa0hà" show 

ttam sturccp on other indication th'irt the 5mpersj U Lore] gurni 'an; and ;':i•i fur 

filing. hotro.oci hcmchard, 405 ±3d Li.59, 485'(6th Cian SbUS) 

2102 17, oCoituUoari prolilbetiorm in art. 1 9, ci. 2; ir:t 4, 1, 2, 

-'1 
apply 

'  LL, i 0, .. L'.), 5)3.' Lu,L 

L,tiU cO 
U L.in 0.. -- h cc mL 0y LI jO,' (_LzU. uOvc 

contrary Cc zb U.S.C. 1/38; ItCL 000.1974; 0.0. v Luabrabo, 241 L.t. 73. 76 

(9'ib) (a. sopro ía iliad whri rr uh.evared Co toe P10PI_r otL.orai &EIfL be IrIs 

r.eceivth and filed) which bars this co;'.vic'tiva and slandeCs automatic ;:aysaasl, 

lACI be. 10 tter;dorme" as saudatec: by bOA 0. .L19(C) : uih5, clean; 0 toe court 

shall endorse cm COca first page of every c40uk1'snt the data etc 'whack: .1 i;: Iliad. U  

I.  I 



toe CooleinI: and warrant are inco;wcten: of the record anct must: be 

strichen froi conrd.tion. howard, 405 F3d at 

"IL is the reanonsihility ol tte. :it: tho presented the papers to 
r c uy icvc bee lileu with t -e cic:' If 'cico 

on a date Luar than the filing ate, tne clerk snail note. the 
filing data on the star. of actions." hCk2J07(G). 

i-iCl )..9. ice I por inca of Court Racordt. Reports, and duties of the clerks, is 

Dey'Ond. ç1u.estiosn '1h5 Gouct iui (hUh b.119) U55 lliEfld5tcr)? ICrgL1at (wast a 

shalL) thirty-one (31) Lines to make clear the significance of the record. 

"lbs o:cd shall is ordinarily the language of command. Alabama 
v fozeman.. 533 U.S. 146, 153 (200i)(Internal citations omitted). 

"huat does not allow for any choice. It rails compulsion, 
obligation, re irenent . " hebsters hew Ssrld Dictionary. 

EabI 20. inCh 2.o12(.d)(3) autnocizes a court to eat aside a judgenent for fraud 

on tte court lbs one year liaitotln of incA 2 b 2(d) (2) end the ctcctr:Lne of 

iscuss iUlAfL then fraub on the court is alleged. Sen LJESiLAW, EiCRP 

2d12.13. nC< )(d) authorizes relief f ce a void judgemect: 

"A motion under tale provreion i.f fare from a motion on other grounds 
is that Lthzs is no discretion on. the part of the court helif must 
be granted it the udgement is void, and there is no time limit on 
attacking a voin udganant. Ida one year limit is expressly 
inapulicabie, and. even the rac.u2rement that the action be made wtbn 
a 'reasonable time,' thicd seems literally to apply to all motions, 
under RCA 2,Ui.2(C), cannot be enforced on motions attacking a void. 

See also be troit Auto inter-Insurance_Exchange. v 
inauxizro, 129 Eiicb.App. 106 (1953j. 

haUl 21, lbs. right of a court to set aside for fraud is well e.staIi.ehed. U.S. 

v Ihrockuorten., 96 U.S. ol (1b76); Scott v ri -per iEscrctation Inc.., 44 hack. 441, 

Li4Un.3 t1979); NUVI v Oneidren's_lrusr;, 473 Rich 242, 254 (2005). 

"1is06a5 lies to enforce the rigut of personal lioerty; when Last right 
is cieniso and a person is confined, the federal court has toe pontr to 
release him. indeed, it has no ocher power; it cannot revise the state 
court JLmgenient; Ia can oniy act on the Dc? 0± the 
fry vhoia, 372 U.S. 391, 430-31  

/2 



SLft4MAh1 

The aone crucial Fi-.CIS are ni the highest niaghitudn: and canagn the. inn 

legal land apn in this Paitioner was. a r e atnd without a narrant and no 

Probable Cue hating was ever held, as proven by the. DoCket Sheet (Exhibit h). 

anyone, evt:ri a lay parson can see that the Ccaiplaint in tfle instant case coat.eina 

only the arresting officers conclusions, without anything -for the ha. latnate to 

find ptobble cause as required by tns 41h endnwn.t and du ptQCCSE of the 5 ta 

and 14th endinenta, The Complaint and warrant (Exhibit A) (created later) are 

NOT thie/data stamped thus, not part of any record. As a prosecutor for 14 yra, 

he knowingly committed "Fraud on the Court" which is a "rad:ica.i unisdctiona]. 

defect" whic can be reesen at any time one can never be waved. 

"a radical defect in jurisdiction contemplates, WS: think, an act 
cr omission by state authorities that c1E.szly contravenes an express 
legal requirement in existence at the time of the act or omiesico 10 

 

People v Price, 23 hich.Ap. 663, 671 (1970). 

Since these state-court judimants wama obtained in cleat absence ch 

jurisdiction---wit.hout a "proper complaint," Without. probeale cause to ctarge 

crime or issue a warrant, eithout a ti.iio'/dat stamp, they eon inconsistent with 

due process--tna proceedings were thus "conan non jed1ce, before. a person not a 

judge. buruhem v t,uerior Courof California, 4,5 U.S. bde, tUb (1990), Unma 

without effect, a smats nullity and void in initlo (front Line begi.mmniag). 

" Li I agardless of the prccedures the state donna adeue om: for 
determining the preccudi tions to adverse official action, fehurel 
law dfiues the kind of process a state must afford prior to 
depriving an individual of a protected liberty or property 
interest." Ford v Wainwriht, 477 U.S. 399, 425-29 (1986), 

Petitioner has been unlawfully incarcerated 15 years - sinca July 14, 

2003, with a. minimums sentence of 15 years - and this is a manifest hiscarniags 01 

Justice so I Pray for this iioOtabl Court a swift action and justice. Please 

also remember that these pleadings are done in pro per and should be "liberall 

construed." names v darner, 404 U.S. Sic (1972) 

/ 



CONCLUSION 

WBJifOU?, the above analysis shows that PetiLioner was arrested without a 

wattent requiring a Probable Cause i-leering within 48 hour,- which was never held. 

Probaie Cause does not exist. withii.g the four corners of the Con.LainL or herrant 

(later created) so thayre Insufficient as a atter of law. 'ihere is no 

stamp, so tne Co 1ai,nt and Want are NOT filed, thus the state Courts Lacked 

uriscLLction and the conviction is OIL Counsel was ine.ffective for failing to 

notice these. facts Ihfore Petitioner Preys this honorable Court will ORDER 

Pet iones entire conviction reversed with ptauaice to prosecution, GNT a 

Writ of habeas Corpusand OR1iR £etftioner s Lnsedia ta and Unconditional 

c -k FerJ D S 77( (v 'nti '?-' flvS 
Release7  

i)ECLaRiIION & v,dRiFj:CAIION 

I declare under the pains of perjury that the icregoing Is true and cotreet 

by personal .hecwiedge, information and belief. 

Respsculyjitec 

Daad LI.30I2 44~ wo (A)cLtt 
alter idwardL !I',' I.,  501309 

LO COtCLL:LOi4wi Facility 

1770 Jackson, jyT  49201 
pj41Lp 


