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[ 1 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
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INDEX TO APPENDICES

(A) Filed Rule 60b Motion in Federal District Court in Gri
on 6/13/17, denied 11/13/17 using the old number 1:09
denied Certificate of Appealability again using the o;

(B) Filed for Habeas Cor
Denied 5/31/17.

(C) Filed for Habeas

Corpus in Michigan Court of Appeals ¢
Denied 12/21/16., ; 4

{D) Filed for Habeas
Filed for Habeas

. . rarsed o
The only issue ‘above was lack of juri
be raised anytime and can't be forfei

PRIOR APPEALS
Filed for certiorari in U.S. Supreme Court #12-10035,

7
Ly

(£)
(F) Filed for Appealability and Habeas Corpus in Federal €
#12-1212, denied 9/14/12, denied en banc 10/31/12, dex

- of the Court 11/15/12.

Filed for Habeas Corpus in Federal District Court
2/4/2009, #1:09-cv=122, denied 1/25/12 and denied

(G) , Kal
(H)Filed MCR 6.500 in ‘Michigan SUpreme'court.#IB@@&S,:S%?C

(I) Filed MCR 6

-300 in Michigan Court_oﬁ'Appeals 10/29/07
5713408, ' |
(J)
(X)

(L) Filed Motion for Recons

denied 4/12/06.

Appellate Attorney filed Appeal of Ri

(M) [
- 6/16/05, #258401, denied 2/21/06.

’ EXHIBITS
(&) COMPLAINT and WARRANT
(B) Statea.DiStrict Court Docket Sheet
(C) Federal District Court Docket Sheet
(D) TFederal Circuit Court Docket Sheet

(E) Denial of Motion #59, Docket Sheet #60.

0

Appe

Filed MCR 6.500 in Trial (Circuit) Court 8/29/07, deni
Filed appeal in Michigan Supreme Court 5/31406 #121334

ideration in Michigan Court of |

ght in Michigan C

and Rapids, Michigan
~cv-122, and

d number 12-1212.

pus in Michigaﬁ Supreme Court 3/16/17, #155476,
on 10/20/16 #335420

Corpus in Michigan Circuit Court 8/18/16, denied 9/25/16.
Corpus in Michigan District Court 6/27/16, denied 8/15/16.

sdiction, whichcan
ted or waived.

denied 10/7/13

th Circuit 2/21/12
1ied by all members

amazoo, Michigan,
alability.

Y08, denied 7/29/08.
3281560, denied

ed 9/19/07.
, demied 2/27/06.
Appeals 3/9/06,

ourt of Appeals




THE EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCES THAT WARRANT
THIS (DURTS DISCRETIONARY POWERS ARES

The revzewf.nj Pow‘o,/” moﬂxe US Svpreme @ou'ﬂ‘ in G cmmch caseé
15, on writ of habeas Corpus, confined fo the determinat ron of the
question whether fhe covrt which senfenced the prisever had  Juris-
diction 4o try him Por +he offence wheresf he was 1ndicted and +o sentence
himtoprissn. See Ex Prere Cacll, /06 VS, 521 (1883),

Petitioner was arrested July 14 200, withovt o warrant, He was, and stilf
1S ;Fil‘;[ljan‘l". (78+/"7‘/oner asked for qojc;‘/\fCJ Q{H’br‘ng/ and Plled ovt ihe “—‘t”;"eclf
rﬂpe"ﬁe Tkg nexrt 0'P+erna0/\ the statft District Covrt (Mitk{}‘ﬁ) vajajaue fveﬁﬁoner
the name and Y]nonz aumhenr of the next cu/cu‘[alale, aﬁormL)) +A,mj woitheot ANT |
afforney Presf’/"’L in the CWNLN?O”\, P(‘l‘f;’f/'“‘l/‘ wral 4;(‘/‘05/‘ ned and theissoe of boad
wat decided, The cﬁ"‘(/j«w\'* sad Werrant (exuonir /))/ ived aftten M TTRST DR
not $ime/date Sfﬁmf&[l‘ and {?f‘olocdvl*‘t cause, 5 not shown dr\)/a‘;[\fy.( on the complasst
AS F@gwrec( b7 this Gourt 1a Gipedenello v V.S, 357 V.S ’7’80/'/37 [/75@ and culm/\dn\\]

suer Y0 years later 17 A Menorandvm Decision” v Querten v. Onio 53¢ US. 982
(200); and as probable cause hearing wes ever held, viclatin Quoersde

([770(@‘\@,{ thie Court held thet wiTh « warrantlesy arret

H

V, mL—Lmﬁkl[\n/ P00 VS, YY
a Prokabig cavse ;\E’cu*:/ﬁ must be keld withia 4B )\0;//‘9‘ AL R s eaur! seen 5n
e Doclcet sheet CE%’J (Bt i?>> Sut with Ao tr..Hafne7 ["&S&ML &o (, ,r~¢,~f:e,¢f'— M/ /17A75
thege facls were ouer!evk’&L my RPY&NGJQ ,@Ha/—n@y ALSO ‘-[\Q;;lei Jo f”‘hese/ﬂ"

{»heseJ Vf'/%z’fc*/;@ ﬂa) jﬁfd&s I m/ omz ) Ar/ecc( of P..\!7‘f\f¢

./\)exf, Petitiwer Piled « MCR 6,508 Appead, albelt with va'\@/“ 16 Vs But
no 3+Q:f'e Couvrt cver thwe.reJ .f;\?,OEu'Q/S"i'lo.,ﬂ oF J«:ﬂ/s’c!rmt/ﬂn.-(me ,(andl(es)c, ‘

Next, Petitioner, ia pro-per Filed o habess corpus petirin 1 the V.S Digmicr
Covet Shrthe Western District of Michigan 1 Kalamazeo, Michigen. (ase #
[S0F-cv-[27, \/u'c(ye Janet T A/e,{’P(mu/’c{f,nJ with mt(ji‘}'f!‘ujrﬁ Jvdje
Clten S, Cormody, ernv}»gc[/()QH?[/oner 15 pota Lawvyer ar even & 4&4‘0
S’FUC{@,M‘; Rut {/U&C[in\js dlone 1A fM"f’@’" k‘S}\"b’l-J by L;)"@"‘Lnf C°"§”U‘5C>°

}Jo\l./\eé v ku\/\vf’, Lj@"/ 0.5, SI9 0%78)&

D




Inow Feq{iza ”H\& Z'SSt/@ O‘f\Jdl‘/sJ,icH&ﬂ aS fao,rz/ (‘cu&'u{ er\}ﬁ‘HwassUe,
0'7[\ ///(fjd orrest in m7 c/‘{ﬂma/ ilP&‘)H%[ﬁl\ for H%L;eus Cﬂ‘/)u; /‘e/faF Before

Jc»ci\g(?/ \/an&% T/V@QO, Eui &5 pQJLlfloner /wm@pj moere. Ql:zoujL Hhe LMJ/ ‘f“'}\(’,
Tssoe of Jurisdicton wos (ewpitten and svbaitled on 6-29-2oif (e o aa
Lau’ (tion oal 5ui\mz_‘7'7w' é/iz/ﬁ?/ so /thad olrsady bexn siffiag over 2 Jeaars. (gm
EXH I bT C/, DOCKET Fygq), S months Led”ar/ on [-23-2012, T !‘L’,(S“(/ém/”/feA o very )
que‘puﬂ/ detoiled notion For Tmnediate Consideration due #e baucof Jurisdiction
( w1817 € pockr 457, bot the GLO‘?' aFrer the Eovrt recieved the Mornw Fhe
Fivae Opwjow nd ORDER wos 1ssved (vocter 57653 dated j—zwzoﬂ) AMD The
Motion «as dismissed a3 "Moot (vockeT #6@;(€K(4’f$f¢ A g
However, in +he Frmvat Onroex, ¥ he Federal O strict Co V/‘l‘"fui{ge Ilke(7 (Jrcj
not rewliee the sigaificance of Overron Vo O8O, 537 UJ. %21@0005%&1275

“?f’v”r}fz‘o/\ er mrstakenly celiey on Overtfon V.OHD, 53¢ V.5 192 CLMD/“
Sjﬁfweﬁ oy Jostice brever concerniny the densal of certierort in that
<afe 1 r?mb)ng this conclusien [, That statement, however, 15 not an
olp,'/fl/f/x of the Sepreme Coort and hag nﬂ@;’r@cencﬁa} value.” T becS7
Filed 01-29-20i2, page Z-3 of 0,.Paye LD 388-389,

Petitiones wes cdenied « certifrcate of AW"’C‘)U\A"WV/ case #ir-/elT.
Petitioner Filed for Cortorari #jz-10055, bot +he Soprame Courf hed ole en
”\&5 /’“SSUQ N In GO )ngf G/'erc[@r\Q,Ho U O\S.S‘ulo./'q/. cuf/w}/sc\‘fipj /A +¢\C“m_euore;dm

@@,{,/5/0/\” % D\/C/‘*"-’\ v ()[J/@ §/f>fq, &1/\(,[ wa C}eh)e,cl cerho(‘t‘w; .

,Pe_{/"/,'m e was cxcl uf;e({ Ho Pile %}/chus Corpus (Pe%[ﬁoq % ihe %ﬁdf@ Courts
[aising enly the issve o & Jurisdiction so ony relief is pow u(hwf“'r&‘l;, al
Petitioner was deried [eqwe every /Ylidx[ja/\ State Cosrd and now has
Hex (\"’»"’%47 (94 wwarlable 14 /V)z‘ch‘}jc-,m

Since Cetitioner Eiled hyg fabeas Corpos Peditin m the Federa) District

Cevrt 1m Karampze0, he @11@{ arble OB Meottor A *H\Lv )Cec:\ef‘q' District (ovrT N
G.fq%{ {qu}JS Mickigan Lofn,\j 45 opoid Jodae /\/ef? Lotk ;1 waS -Pof*wwc)&] to
her cLAy e / The Jvc{j& ssed dhe omjs\m@(%ﬁrm Lerdenial 10 gooy, case
#):09-co-122 and cdented relie and the o."gmcx//wm ber for the F&éer«(
Cilcult Cou;\'{*/ )2~/2(2 and clenred « Ce rificate of /Aflﬁa&'c\\a}ri?/ AR

\/é\ou\?k fhe [% (5 L)Q/‘/ CZQQF oN -{\/\@75}'(/3 of Ju(\f&c‘l}ci'}@ﬂ‘;




0N

covar at all times ;.S required fo c)uesthI Sua speate, 15 0wn
JJM!SCNC}I'OA.,// //?Am)q” V. Dept, ol Epvirenmental &mli’ry,z(,f/
Mich. Agp. 567 @OM} and “On every wriTo Fecrrop or q'{}fzzml,
fhe ‘C:!‘Sf th -puncla/nan¥q/ @ueS'r;c.A {5 that O‘P J\/'/‘;sd?cl»/on( ]
‘Pt,i‘S'f, oF +his &w/“f’, and then of the co \f*/‘rfrom WMC%\ U\Q e col
comes, ” Sreel Gov, Qn’/zgngi 623 D}Sb 5}/ c,\{(/(mg)&

CéQ,(l.!‘)\]/ this rule of Cage boaw o5 /\o"r'ée.'nj p"”"ﬂ)&{ E>7 dhe Lawﬁf' ()0'\//[15'5
‘An7 and every DROER cssved by there Lower Cosrrs 15™V0ID From +us bepnainy,
and fffu&;l 1n violation of dheif s adh of ofPic€ 1D UFMU ihe @ms‘ﬁra\jf'm\/
and the S—«//’/‘eﬂcu:/ cLAVIE.,

I howe 98/‘\/24 my MINIMUM Ser)'#Ence o)f/5 7@%") G\nc) STf/// T awwt
QN MSpP CLASS Aecesgary For my relecse on /)»ec/‘oje/ with no Toeq of bow
M\IC‘—L\' Lﬁﬂj@f‘ X wl[// /CUUJFSAl Lt’,/vfnd 5&,:“_& a,c,,»q?y..[_/,j o c/w.(;( 71.[\4-’1‘— I §1\°4)IG{
have 50/9,/7 QL/Q Fo Com [QJLQ, vears aap bt D\/ij MQ;U@?,L/ B o hce/wec)

) O\bhﬁf':% +hen QSMJ)/(_ fuobe losoidl member (M)e—f/‘uLu( Ghe [1cerced
{)gyckalag,‘”j}

X2

Jutisdict fon ean be raired of any Fime, See US, v. ,0:!@37()&/ 174 £3d
8‘{6 850 C(J‘\ C';!*i /797> Ox/lrci L‘J-,f,\;;({icwtfo/\ ;) G COovATS 5'?’;\}«)*017 of C-'a;\sy‘/-r‘)fra,![q\ )
Peeer ¥o Q{/'V‘J jeate & case and defects iarr con nevu be Dnle red 6/ waivel,
V.S, v CC’W"D, 535 V.S, 625/ 63D (zoa?).,

f)"d“fﬁﬂe,l‘ 1'5 Aloas e of all +heso Q’qcv‘j cmcl fc.kgf\r\wsvp 'is y/[()vc)e[l _‘M the
Gxehirs and Q'/'@ﬂdfces bot L fzwi this Covar the WighCsT Count o/ TS
jremf ncn\mn/ Lo gront the walr of Nedews Cerpos andset me Freg, o

FAs Count Covip Axmamd BACK vo A Louer Coont with inSFRuCT) s ‘U\&c\
(‘()M\p def fhat tnp Counr AL f-\}/"l//lk!‘1}7 her and detes mine the Facts,
and BisPis of HAe marren as Law wad Justice Ffﬂdzﬂx‘ef

TGAESE FRUTS ARS MADY UNI oA g (?{M;\h? o qu-:}ww &»ko}#'\a/ or€ 19T,
correct and pot mi LEAD )V 0 -

T~6+)1% (el ‘/\/ﬁS‘@&Bm

Yy ‘ l’ : A .
e 3. WJ Jlewribers ans (5;{(:0//){/\\7 VIR NARE A tHE e cfa Palforo 99;.@,%




IN THE

SUPKENE COURT CF THE UNITED STATES

O FOR™WRIT -OF-HABEAS~CORPUS)

; pays that a writ of ispsas corpus z“*ua¢mwlrevi@w

the judgemznt below.

LAST  OPINICHS BELOW

E O o , PR Hadaral Couvtbge
{X] For casss frem federal Couzts:

he Uoited Stabes Distvict Court kule 60b dsted 1171772017

The op
e

adopted 2 pricr habsas corpus nuabsr 1:0%-cv-iZ2Z2 and Circuilt Jourt pumbsr

12-1212, denying = certificatsz of appesslapility appeare ab Appandix A o

fart & ]
?oand 1

the peLifios
(X} Unpublished

(X} This Petition for WriT of Nagsas Cotpos 1§ ‘/‘/Mély Filed on Z2-6-2018,



JURISDICTION
[X] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States District Court decided on my Rule 60B
motion was Nevembzsr 28, 2017 (APPX A), using the numbexs f{rom my hebzas corpus
petition decided on January 24, 2012: District Court #1:09-cv-122 (APPX E), and
denied & certificate of Appealability, Cixcuit Court # 12-1212, denied November

15, 201Z (APPX D)

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U.3.C. 8 1651(z) and

s L < ‘ e OTONT,
Supreme Court Rule 20, and the U5, ConstefoTey



WVOLVED

S I

‘,

ISI0

g

i

L TUT

A g T

o)

i

3]
.

AL,

TITUTIO

S
Wt

N

0]

4
e b

A

COMSTITUTICON,

UeS

b

gk

raied
LS

PELe
AR L

o
D

SR TE
i Y

(o]
i

V)

58

b

LEIVES

Hed Sl e
ol -

]

v
o Es Py
e LI

+

|
)

Ca

WOEn

T

t

T

st

ST

“ 3

v
St

Pes
[

L1C

Y] T
i) L3
&3 =

it
Hh

Ci

i
Ny

I

COHSTITU!

G

e




SCLL

£,
LR R
) 6

S R A
Ve VR,

I4 s
£ I
P . {
= - m
i i U Ut
) & & o
N b ] wand
g3 o (91 ¢
e m..w.. 4 2 O
e G 1 E
™~ ) 5] - 9
o .. L4

2t
&
.

s i e
Mo o
M\»»\ "Ww £
i) [ i
s o ,.—
9. -t

I

O

T

d

& Unite

3

3
L.

7

. bt
o fd et
-3 et
) o
By =
~
e}
. A~ ]
b 2

fo

& G
A e
d §)
P i
2 &
s ¢.8

e w“ 3 o

i [ -

N = X¥]

g g mmm

0 o]

13

e

b

ey
= it

. 5

o g

Y 3

oy [ ]

%] ~J

&d -

oy o

A

niga

I
L
dadAlar

e

- ot 3
-
o, 7

VR

)

oo
Pagt e



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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At that time Petitionsr was sdvised €0 go back to the state Courts agaig';o

coperly exhausted, so I filed e Hsbees Corpus petition

3=

maike sure this issue was p
in gach Stste Court erguing ONLY this jurisdictional issue, but still never got a
reasoned answer from any state Court. Fellowing Ehz Stete Court demials,
Petitioner filed a Rule O0b Motion in the Federel District Court but agsim Judgs
Neff denied the Motion and denied a Certificate of Appealsbility.

cases cited

¥

D

£

Overton v Ohic is & "Memeorandum Decision®™ and as in all ths

therein, the compleint in the instent case sets forth ths statute(s) allsgedly

[—

viclated, it rxefers to Pztitioner and says he committed the crims. “Bub nowhere

dogs it dndicete how [the troopex] kuows, or why he believes that [Pgt;%;i,oxzer ]

conmittad the crine.” »
Excluding traffic violaticuos, Petitioner has never before been convicted of

any crimes. 1 do mot deny doing this crime but I belisve everybody MUST follow

o I - WASJyey 13, 2044
the lews and Petitiomer's Earliest Ralease Date (15 ysars) ds—ondy—sist—

&gy so I heve ssrved the Eime. Since the State Courts never obtained

Juriscicticn, 1 pray this Honoreble Court will REVERSE this convicticn with

Prgjudice to Reprosecuticn, and ORDER Pestitioner's immediate releass, of 7 emand

. ; JAT w LTH  ASTRV CTIONS,
Baci To TOE FEOERAL PUSTAICT (UuAT o WTH IS
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