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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

| Did Nocth Caroling State uwlaw‘Fu“y 3mFri50m
PetFioner upon an unconsTifutional statute? That
being N.C.C.5. & 14-27.7A, a statute that hus been
al)oli.s%ed) and reP!acerJ" with Two 5e|>amjfe sfa’t,«fes)
e, §19°27.25 and  §14-27.30.

-2, Did North Caroling’s ngr"rS"as_upreme_,AFV@HC«%E) and
Surerior - Averyj -./V\aconyj;Dur L»»c‘zm CQQ}}%{C‘S'{E Vio 'aTe P@ﬁﬁnne‘fzj
Due Process le)hh, fo a//'l_eﬁq\\,&/ awl'lecl{or\\ \,‘/r':']L of Hab-eaS
CO!‘PUS b\/ mej, D\CJJFQSS’M?] aw/or Ru‘ln(\) on The ConSt.r -

-'ﬁomgl ctues'ﬁoms dnd/or issues?

3, Dld /V\ac_n.m' COunTy N.C. 5u!)@r}0r Cour“" ‘Fa;\ +o

c\cc()uire_ SuljJ’ecjf maﬁer\juri‘\sdicﬂmq b\/ P!’OCQEC“HLJ
upor Fa‘?‘a“x/ defec‘ﬁve)inCOMI)leTe) WrauH’\/ l’mdic*m_en‘t ,

under an ,um;onsjfﬁuﬁona\ S‘\—afu‘fe 7

Llc C(J?’\ N-»YC- S‘tafe COK\“—;WU.Q,“’—O J(QQPPQ‘I"I‘!’;QV\QF :‘n Caaf-
-cerated with N,C.G.S,g 14-27.7A of fer it was,._r_e[)/aced,

by an ,/lmrherj re‘)ec«\\ wiiﬂ'l_‘,'wo‘(l)_Serard‘l’e cu’!(J _
mewlx/ created S‘fol:fﬁes?
: 2 ot



LIST OF PARTIES

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

[‘\/{ 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:

Carlos Hernandez SuPJf of Avery Mtchell Correctonal
IV'S"}HM%OVI) e+ a!,)

Josh Stein Aﬂo_mey General for N.C. S‘fa‘fe} et a\a)
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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

[V{For cases from federal courts:

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

[\/f reported at No. 13- 6168 ( 147 cv- 00377'“)\/\0 ; or,

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix ,_L to
the petition and is

[\Z(reported at ('3 17-¢cv-00279- FD\,\/) _‘ . or,

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[ 1 is unpublished.

[\«'{For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _C  to the petition and is

[\/f reported at No. 3|4 P D2-A : : or,

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the N C An{n(“ui-e Caur + _ court
appears at Appendix __D_ to the petition and is

[‘/rreported at ( 07 780 Pl6 (”?) ; or,

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[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[\’{ For cases from federal courts:

The date on Wthh the Unlted States Court of Appeals decided my case

amga{:\l A0(2

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

@/A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the Umted States Court of
Appeals on the following date: 12 Octoher” 2012 , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix A

[ ] 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. §1254(1).

[\ﬂ/ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was VA J u‘t/ 017
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

‘ appears at Appendix

[ 1 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).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

® US. Const. TL,Y, MI,XIL, Amendments 147 5767, 87 97, and 147

o US. Const. AL sectians Land 2-"Full Feith and credit shall be gven in

 each state 4o Public ad’s) records and :)uc‘;c}ai ]”cheai"ﬁs o every other.
sJ.fa",Le‘\. Sectian 2 “The (dizen of each state shall be entifled 4o all
Privﬂeg% and immun}f\es of a¥izens in the several ,Sfcies\?

© MD. Const. Act, IO, sec, ;l‘i."l/everytlaw enacted by the General Assemb'\\/
shall embrace but ane 5uh~);¢d’ and that shall be described in iTs 'ﬁ‘HéQ

o VA (onst A:t I sec. (2 'No law shall embrace more than one objec‘t’l
which shall be expressed n ‘s Hile!

® Tenn. Const. Act, I0, sec. 17- No Bill shall become law which embraces
mare than one subject, that subject o be expressed in ts e,

¢ Minn. Canst Ak I, sec. 27 "Ny low shall embrace more than ane.
subject, which shall be expressed in ifs fie

¢ U.S (ons’k /\mencj- XII[, Sec.l‘/’:No s'feﬁ}e shall make or en:

force any law which
shall abridﬂe The Pr?vilejeslqr imunities of c'i“h‘zens of the United St Tes
nar shall any S*a"."e Je!-)r’t\;e, any person iife} Hber'f\/ or. ’)roper'fy) withaut due
Process' o'E law) nar Aem/ "!’o am/ PerSrm .wflﬂ'n;n '1‘!'5 juriﬁd{(‘}:nn ﬂ;.e eiua(
Pro‘}ec*fon ot the \aws;‘\ .

® NC. Gonst At 1, seckions 1,5,16,18,19,21,22,23,27, 35~ ane throughr 35,

*Rule 7¢o) of the Federcl Rules ot ¢riming) Procec‘ure. .

° NQC,Gvs,e_s):§ 151441, 151442, §\5A- 644, § 1SA-954 ca) (4), § 7A- 245,
§7A32, § 17°1 € seq. § 19-27.7A60, $14-200.1, § 19177, NC.App, Rule 7.3, also

e Rules of Professianal Conduct-Rule 3.8,



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This case arises under the due process clauses of the 157 ‘Hw?uj,l) q®
Amenc?me;qts) Pa:‘ﬂ(u‘a!‘\\/ Under fhe GranJ D-u."y clause G“C'J “"e R‘j"'+ +"’
be tried u »:m‘ valid inJic‘}mest and unambiquous Comé"f;"}u'Wl:onal S\!'a u'resj
Spec:i ’t\lcaﬂy N.C.G. 59 i4-27.7A (¢}, a $+a+u‘,"e with Two () crimes'in its {T“e)
”)a“}' has been declared by N.C. Cour'f Q{ArrealS' in Squfe V. Hicks,(l()l‘;),as
o best Confus’mﬁ- and l;y House Bill 323« rewrﬁ'e)rec0d§fi'6a‘5’{om as umlaw‘Ful_
vet- this Stite refuses b abide by US. Su{:reme Court Jaw in effect has
seceded and abroﬂa‘!’eé the Constitutions. See: Petitioners Exhinbits,

This case arises from Muacon Couri;\/ N".Cq, on 17 N’oveml‘aerlooé)wt"ereas
Petitioner was comivic')fec‘ a‘Her Qa Juy ","r;a‘ W.L)ere ‘H»e Sfa?te cowceJeJ (Po.é""
- Conviction) tht there was absolutely NO PHYSTCAL/CLINTCAL
EVIDENCE - which is unectu"}vocally (om*rary to the trial a‘ie5a+ionsz

The "!’ri‘al Cnuff wrnmﬂfu“\/ a“owed ﬂae Prosecu"';(m""o ;n“l'rnéuce all
sorTs o alleqations of crimes not stated nor <ifed in any indictments - The
trial Jucizj@ Cornelius_steted in :)u."\/ C,’/m."ﬁe that the indictm eg“?’s were
Muferially vague andfrsimrly allejcf mmSFQc{ﬁ'c acts-This violates the
Gromj‘ J'urvyvclause of the 57“, 6”’7 and 197 Amendments and shows Pron‘,t of
invalid as unconstitutiona! indictments and unlawtul Conv'lc‘ﬁohs, See:

Petitioners Exhib;ts.

This case is oF Greal Public imForfawce in Hhet the N.C. State has
since 1996, used unluwful means o incarcerate an ncalculable
humber of innocent cnﬁzéms, even the some may have been 3u1H‘a' oo

3u”+\/ of wha‘,a' 15 ﬂle q_ues‘.!"ion? /

Herein 1 [),’eacj for Callateral Review- In The ln‘ferésf rﬂt
Jus+ice~ T)’wmk \/QUa



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Bec"ause A” ilm{e!“‘\f)!‘ Cour“'s .L\ave !‘e‘Fused amcj/-)r dey\led
Pehitianer Due Process-The 57&; éﬂ; and 147 Amendurents 3uql’cu-1J.Fe>e
certain Rfﬁl/{'l's- I'm askz'f‘\% This Honorable Court .“"o answer
whether or st am incom le‘?’e,vafjue_) e Ful }y;_cjicfmenjl' cmd/or |
unCOns'l’H’u‘!’ionc\i statute has Hhe a.u‘ﬁmrif\/ +o imprison any C‘s+fze.m,
and in this case S()Q(;‘iﬂcauy Me « Gtizen Q‘F Hiese United S‘)’a‘!’e .

I also ask that This Honarable Court Rule that My Hricl
\jwjge Pf'esjom Cormelius‘“_‘s'fo“!’emeh"}' S"')’a'?"fmg that the State's
Fmd?c'ffmen"' /.S?m'pie a”eﬂe‘ was o Clear ac'\m’s"!'cmce o‘F VaGu e -
unlawfuf‘i'ns'}rumen%si c\mJ as Sucla,-_.t,lm?)ueS“)’fonaEle lr)av-e NO

jur‘l SJ;("’HOH wl au'}’flf\é)riil\/', »

Moreso, what the N.C, General Assembly has done ?Lhmush
House Bill 383 (2015-121) is at law and fact - created « Leg’ish”
~tive f)arc’on b)/ dozncﬁ c\waz with /\'¢C£,G,~Sv§1q‘-l7. 7A., re[)lacfna
it with fwo (2) newly ‘creafed statubes,ice, § 14-27.25 and
éi"{"l7ﬁ30 in an underhanded and 'fruly deceitful aﬁemp'.!' +o
hide the l\\/ﬁaf‘\/ ﬁadl H/)a?L %}_e single Sﬁt}uk}e C°”+ai“;”j Fwo (2)
$v€[>ar‘o\+e criminal &C}S within ifs HHe is and was - bad law-
Consﬁ‘,’u‘}'ldonql['\/ ,‘unlaw?tu‘,



For the reasons cited aforehand ond whal CamFOnly
be dire mecess’s‘fy & Tudicial 1n“3'erven,.lon‘- ReSFed’su”y*
I rectues't Amicus Curiae counsels To edit a-‘md Te?uk_}ml'
My claims or thal « 'p!a“m Vi ew 3rcm*'s a Judicial
decision in .,/"\\/ favor.

Thank you.

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted, b y

Date: [2.-20 <19
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