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) Did the District Court (W.D.N.C.ADY and the 4™ LR, L,0.A.’s vislate Petitioners
Right to access g federal Court, & Right fo due pRocess é; applying e wlong pPRo-
Cedural Rulesflaws Fo saidcase, by Farling to fakle wotice, as Reguested of the umigue
and Jpecl%‘c Cireurmstances,as fo why he Frled a 28 usic. § 2291 Pehtron for
a whit of habeas corpus and wot a § 2359 /037‘/5‘/'&%/?

3)1)0&5 the U.Js, Cm’lgﬂ&fj mand’afe as sef Forth v 28 U5, C g 2z25¢ )0 (B)

() & (1) 'onoluén‘ the Petitionen faom /A/l/ﬂ/(/% fhe Jurz/_fc/}ﬁ/'/wm/ pﬂomvonf 970
28 ws.c. § sy BIWA) s (1) a@)7?

DDid the State of Morth CaRol/‘/m/ whew 1+ Farted o allege the material aver-
Mevd'/ Matthew oliver Alford Petitioners Mame) /i Hhe éopﬂy of the sndictment
Violate PetitroneRS Right fo /ﬁﬂz’xb;‘/»f@ﬂ?" é}’ a ;Rana/} JUuRyY, Right 7o Jue pro-
cess, & Right o be /A//éﬁmeﬁ/ of the wature and Cause o F the accusation

afﬂlﬂd’% h/i”l ’

H)Does this Lourts Aa/c/f}y /v Almevdakez - TorRES v, UeS:, 523 U.S, 234 (995)
vrolate (1) Petibionery R;3h+ to due process, Right to be /hfpﬂmepﬁ R(‘th— fo
+ial 5} J‘“'QV/ & Rg}n" #o Bcbmcl pﬂm"ec/fp,u? and @) this Counrts /m/al/nés Y
UsS. 1, CRurKshan K ed. al: 92 U, 43 (8757 WilKes Lounty v, LoleR; 190 us,
506 (701) 7 and Apprend v, 4.3, S50 uis. 466 @ooo)!
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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

4 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _A2 ___ to
the petition and is

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[V is unpublished.

aﬂﬁ@ﬂ

The epinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _ B to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ﬂ/s unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished..



JURISDICTION

[ﬂ/ For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was [&-2(-~|F

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

| M/ A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: __2-5-]9 , 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. § 1254(1).

[ .] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

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

appears at Appendix

[ ] 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).

A



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

"
U.S, Constitution-— Aet. T $ 9 clwse 2--The pﬂf////egg of the writ pf/abea.f

CoR ,mf Shall A/pf ée .fus,fe,:/a/eaﬂ/ unless when /v cases o/ ﬂeée Wro A oR nivasion

the pwé//‘c 5&{7"\2‘[‘7 My% ”eﬁufﬂe /%\\

Amevdment one i Relevant me- = ees ﬂze ﬂ/;/—n/— mp Me/epf/e e To peﬁhm

the Goverwmen't $pR a reduess a;ﬂdek/a Vances.

7 V/a
Amendment Fve iv Relevant part - peRson shall be held /o avswer

foe o vCapf’fa// OR ptheRivrse /}Vﬁmow Cﬂzmg Unless e «c. /'A/dfbfmenf ofa
Rand [ury : Right fo Counsel: NoR Shall be Com e//e/ /A ant CRIvang | Lase

9 JYRY, # / 4 v , v

+o be a wrtwvess agmm% /1/747!8/'/;' MoR be a/e,,am'yecf of //‘fé/ //éem‘y 2R pPRo -

Pe—ﬂ‘y without due |PRocess of law.

V4
| Bmendmevt SiX /v Relevant ’oam" ——Zwall CRiminagl pﬂpfecﬁ/bnS/ the ac-
cus ed Shall e.ag'oﬁ; the R/‘ghi— fo a 5peeofy and public 7‘:4/:45 é(gj an (mpartial
Juﬂy},,, and o be ivfvamed of the svature and cause of the accusation y and

1\
Yo have the assistance of counsel foR s detense.

’ 144
Amendment Miwe —— The evumeRation v Hhe con/sttu %,‘o/u/ of cedtalp Rights,

shall wot be coustaued o deny oR disparage ofhens Retuined by the people.

Amendmeit Fourteen iv Relevant /mf{'f'- — o State Shall make oA estorce any faw
which shall abm‘a?ge, fhe,'pm‘w‘/ege.s oR immunities of citizews of the U.S./' NoR. Shall
any state depaive any peason’ of fife //éem‘y oR pRoperty, without due pRocess of

law; woR dewy +o any persos withiv ifs jurisdiction’ the equal protection
3,



D)c ‘#ne_/awS“

_ evidence paesented fu the. State count }onoceeff’m}




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

oW 33 March 193, petitioner was allegedly ivdicted by the State of Mocth
CaRo//hq/ /fm/wwa" Couﬂfygﬂanﬁpjuﬂy For mmd’eﬂ P (jee Ex, A of /l;ﬂp, D)

DOV 3 Jume /‘773/ ar/ ai/ejecﬁ plea akﬂa/%amem‘ Was Aon€ .

D0n3 Tune | 793, Petitioner was sextevced o an eﬂéamecﬂ 2ggRAVA ted sewn-
fewce of L;/e, ok 2"{/9»4&6 MuRdeRr é% Judge FoRRest A. Ferrell. gee
Ex.S B&C of APP'D)

“)Petitioner had wo State Remedy available fo him and CiRCumséances existed
that Rewdered such process tvetfoctive to protect his Rights, whew he learn
of his Hc:‘a//y % ﬁn‘ﬂ/y detective ivdictment and the uncowststutional Sa-
tute Said jwidictnent was dhawy undex .

5) ‘Mem%}m/ WNo Stafe Court /oﬂaz:eeao/}%S were Aa/&g N a{/}’ud)/cpﬂ‘/b,ﬂ on He
meRits was ma/e,/_/l_/a state court- decisipw existed % the /””j“ﬁ’fe- of 28
ws.ico $ 254 @) DA and )0 8@ /s mandatory | by fedeRal faw fetitioned
could wot ivvoke the district Courts A8 ws.c. § 2254 &) () (A) and H) (N4
€), juﬂl3d7i'0‘[7b/¢ to determine a$ 2354 Petition 428 a wart of habeas CoRpus,

6)771@%6;0;4?7 PettioneR submitbed 4o the US.DCWD NC.AD, o 28 UiS LS 244] |
Petitionw for a Lo of habeas CoRpuUS dated 7- 26=13 gy Aled g*/'/é; t/:a[/e/Vj/}y Hhe
jurisdiction of the taial Court, the uncowstiutiom ML, Gew, Stat 3 15-144,
Which the distuict Court futed o certify to the State AHorwey beveral
that a Stite statute had beens @,uaﬁbmez/ as ﬂeﬁwkuﬂ é; 28 U.5.C. 32403 £
FRCP Rule 5.(G)-- LertiFrcation é% the Lount, and aw Jyvefloc tiye






qulg#lgﬂﬁ fo Hho [ustant mfe/ fo Lettioners detrivaent.




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

§ .
Kuestion #/- ~Iwv -p%é instant Case, did the dishnrcf Connt (W.DiNV.C.A.D.) and
the 42k, C.0 4.5 Vishte Petitiomers Right #7 access a Federal court, & Rigit
to due process by applying the wRrong procedutal Rules/laws Yo Said case; by
?a:‘l;‘n} v tfake /1/0)‘/2&/. as Reg uasv‘ea& of Hhe unrgue- and f/ﬂa_c./‘ﬁ‘c LiRckmSTa=
vEes , as Fo wlry he £fed a & Ussic. & A4 Petition For a whrit o F habeas lorpus
and wot a § 2254 fetifow T The weed R this court o decide ¥his
Buestion( 15 of Hhe upmost /mpoR fance fo Mot 9ﬁ/y e Petitivwer but fo
otheds Sina/farly Sifuated and # e public as a whole,

) Petitionen /WC&R/&RC{%&S é/ Referevce as /f /2{//7' sef forth Aene/‘n/h;‘f
28 UiS. L, $ 224/ habeas peh‘f/p,v// IA//P’RMWI Bﬂ/‘eﬁ Declaration oF Matther

OliveR ﬂ/;%ﬂoﬁ & Petition ﬁk Rtkeaﬂ/‘ng and Re,hemzf'ng En Banc, Gee Hppss DEF)

DA petition For a writ of habeas CoRpus undeR 25 Ui, L. § 2241 /5 & Reguest
Fot the Pedenal courty o MAKE a decisiow Reézana/f% Pet/ Froners tedesal

CI ﬂI'WLS §

D petition fok a writ of habeas Corpus under 25 Us/C,§ 2254 /5 a Reguest
$or the Federnal Court o REUZ EW a state courts decisions Rﬁgaﬂd/}g Petr-

Honegs fed’e Ral Clarms.

4) Zoz{gkeﬁff iwtent puﬂéumf fo the Mam/aﬁky /anguage of ag WS C.3a2Y] s
For o fedeal court o make a decision Concerwing Fhe Rderal clarms Submit-
ted by the PetitioneR to fhe Fedekal gom@lz






¢, b '
/ ﬂmendll kY AmenJrZ%mPn z/,/ A /4 /%memﬂ/ US: LonSt )

wed Under Th pRRect 7 /l / bre Lt
Violated b /ﬁ#@fj‘@’% /4‘““4/«49,,%/?,}14@ fo hie Potaimont

___Mlaaly_ﬁmiea”_aad;fp_{m_ﬂa&h‘c as a whole .
0.






_ habes corpus Relie P, (see. Stew v, Tudwed 370 f2d £95 %4, [266))
~=7







1% 1890 © ¢ . , . &P
L _
(921 & auH,.aaHju c;‘%e;ﬂ/' State v. ﬁWcA/J UL ML, SII(940) & am%pmﬁ,a,;tpjj

25 TeX. 7 ’ fed W/l ( s
& OlM‘H/\Dp\;“’(){ CI'I'QLg)
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: va Op/ioq/)
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__LD_MWM&M@MMMJ  frey undeg oot £ be fhe




Souglit to be. jartlicted, (See 83 Se8-57/ Bishup, 3., CRina. PRoc. Vol. R 2ed, (1£73)
& zu{ﬁaﬂiﬁy cited (Ex. G of @g, b )," USe V. LRuUK shank et 44 92 U.S. 542 (1275)

& aw"’koﬂﬁu dn‘m:pl)

oS o _whples

9.









s { ¢ e ¢ / b v. Gillies, 332
/

; ; : a5 (922). +

[~ o 7 7/

e . S/ . 20.9) : Go
7 /

UiS,, S53 WS, 342 (200%)s) Petitiowers & Zhmend, StRuctunal Rightt fo auto=
/

/VPWI'Q/A was l//"a/a‘l'eap:

law have beew viplated to his preiudice,

Faxd




y)) Pa+/‘f/'onen/ Matthew ofiver ﬁ'/foﬂd/ has beew d’epR/‘VeJ of Ars basc Funda-

menvtal R:‘gh%’s guaRa/W‘eeJ by the corpron-law, and the 37&}#8/’1‘ 7/1&/3/”‘&

/‘Im Amevdments oF the WS. Lonstitution gnd seeks Reliel /v #rs countto

Restone those Rights, The. Failure +o consider Petitromwers Claim® wrfl pe-

suld v a Favdamental miscarriage oF justice.

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Matthors Lt H,W

Date: ﬂ’d /}fa.:/]. 2019
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