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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

A] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 
the petition and is 20ltn l)SbiS[ LE3d$> AONES HAV lQ;9A| |0

; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.^^ ElS blST LJ2)flS I51Q50 t2GAtE2> VAdWES NOV I^ADilo

2oin us^sruaos isboRz Scuies v^t€&Au&asr z^2o\n
The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at

to

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.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

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

1.
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JURISDICTION
/

['] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
-JAM 12,2018was

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: frAAl3Q-\ Sj ZO\& 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix__

and a copy of the

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including _ 
in Application No.

(date)(date) on
A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).,
miE PEirfDNER's ffcm m i m circuit cqcrt op \ajas demed

OM MARPJA 5,2018. TREFET03P TRE PEniCKSER PAS DP IMILJUDE § £08

sssssssi is JOraUbicnchJ io isyiispy
[ ] 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 
Application No.

(date) on (date) in
A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED



cSrATEMBOT OFTRe CASE 
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peivHoo 'fora loot of habeas Goff os if\ dire soofoerr> 
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in error, The pdrHof\er +heA objected to the K i R 

qM -foe rev\eu}i oo^ (Mfirt judge- issood ga order dismiss ig 

the peffioAcrs lOrt-dr habeas Corpus uoth+he ncio ffsArtiA| 

issoeon r\ ,lhe peMiorer dteS net frornedicrkty appal -the 

disbietgudge dismissal bet other choose tb fofo a ptoKoa

ein error issue,m
before this Goot) and oitWdy foemaHcn for reliefrao
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proe^ecfipg6.



I<S\S6N& ROE GRWHWkTHE PEI lTlOK)

~TEiJs sopreme eate should granV eerhbran -fer -tec 

-feikxnin^ rcQ&sm,Rrsf of oil dhb Cood has ^oosdieHando 
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o^dbe Qoprerre, coort rob txxMrd mj ease is one. of dta>p 

lix pason itey 4\ois Good stead efee'id-e dlnis ease. is 
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^V3^c<f -floilda (©KEM- POBUC My fssot is dbis
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ehalfengte my old senfems of 28 y-ears Uldh ^ O tvsi rs/rYsao ^ My 

-third habeas eorpos peteon ooVteh uoas emoneoody dismissed 

ahalienged & n£0>

G3S&.

f^iiWun^ j)dG^me/rf dbr dte -ftret dime 

bhieh according do IQsisi&KSW^ES ate MogojDod mates my 

dhird habeas Corpus ptedion nof second of soeccsite and

aecordioj doxmicywes dhe Good bad jorsdiefca do hear my

pddiOO." CuV and dry



Xn dhe appendix Qe/mpacyirv) Xis GxXordinary u)rX( X 

sopped X Xo habeas compos patens oodh the g founds 

only eshiehdhis Coo/f has X review Gs evidence X s-ettie 

Xis d ispofe U)hi eh proves rmy assertions, My -Pi r^- +ux> 

habeas eorpos peHians(s%e Appendix E,F)dW X r-ecmdly

have

Only
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preserving tees od importance beyond 

tee particular teds and pates involved)' 
and rthis •

Roie 20 Rrocedorton a Peteon ter an Edraardtefij

decide eases,

u)rrt
''To \UsP

peStener n^^naateorl'rtbe i^rd mil) be m aid of tee

boarrad tee exercise of tee Goods disoreHonGOj peters, 

Ond tecrt adepete fdef canned be obtained m anyoHner 

dorm or from 6ny dber Good 

tene pdtener has shauon teart rthrtoJ tee. exhibits in 

rthe append ix(E habeas pdrtte rounds orfry) ted a

has never been ehteenged •
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2Ct\J -tine 4o)boin(J Case |aio Explaining plain ttrcr d 

states 4bis-'
\Hlo LED 2D 1012)5EO D .2. Z5B OMntbSKIES V. MA&JOS 

"j. ROLE 52(b)pWife Qn appellate Ccoft-fo r-RoO^ize 

a plain arrordbd a-fteds, sebdodid righda a/m d "tbe eat^ 

daim dr Error lOQs nd b^ht^odV^di^fidCe^

labour Goods dr (parse^ mod apply Hire r islt as -Hois Good 

bas irderprekd 4, And dhr eases 4Yxd sdr 4eodVv oor 

iMoprdofcf) bdd 4W4 an <3 ppdlate Good rna^in 4s 

diserdiica, eorred an error rx4(pg. 1018) raised aHrial 

only whara ~fc>e appellant derncrdrates 4bc4 0) dbert is an
w

error j (pHbe. error Ts dear or cbvioo-s.rdher +bQr sobbed
l>

4a reasonable d ispote ‘} ^4ne error1 Guested dbe QppdlaM's 

sohofedial ri^vdrs/uohi<do indbe ordinary ease nneand' j4" 

afcted 4be. ool corns d dha dido d ( 

and^'dv*, error oencody affrd (s) 4V>£ few rness integrity or 

pddio repofcdcn cXgodi da) pooeed\rg<s

>rc )



The pAbr&r has tecum Tnnoo tee evidence in tee 

appendix terrt -the I Tier ecoife rolling are plain error and 

tee peKk’crer dales ilraV his resort ter drying te> -file his 

Third hates Corpus ptefen wilh his neuo resteenerc) Claim 

is te argoe Q ease cl $real public, impteanC&.lLn my 

Tnird hate Corpus pdrHonXtee Q doe process claimf
tech involves tee teffyToeriv j Lite Lo\o teal (te-eds tec 

enHrt tele c£ fbrida^seoteird habeas pekten m dctebase) 

This lo|£t>jte daim or Qfate rP \po ate inv’tes tee 

praeKee of ban -fbrida Courts art odamteily sedtnckj
(Atens orckftee 1o|2dJU% huo lotead -ft rsl pitying

teedteey qualify ter ify teichX argo-e is 0 doepfoeess 

Vidtecn .Thtehing is teis tee -fbrida Legi s^atere, has state) 

+hd tee |(C|£o/Ltfe LOO is ter Of I mites tote are kroon do 

use 00ns only T in rry Case have never been tew te Ute 

any 0^on beoroe teere is r>6 prior hitery^pshed)
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\o my post usih any gon Use* See I0| zojifk argotmcnt’in 

pdttbnecs-third habeas Corpus petrtibn*This ground is one of 

great poBit importance because dbere are since £ol\o of ’ 

tod: ISjOOD-iVamcd citizens in dbe sfetect-Pbrida dbaf 

have been onlavofeWy sentenced under dhis laoo ant thereto 

process fights have been vidafci also ft is an important' 

issue,. The reason u)hyX -filed an ^noorineoj into 

- is becaoss _L have no odhCr Good that SL fan Q6 4o.

X. have been barred in dhe laeer state courts, 

c] oo4h order prohibiting me -fern “Piling any mart pro se 

petitions. The pctifaw rzr^oest-fhd dhis Good decide 

his GCiX because iT is a case dF great pibh'e impedance 

since -the dee process fights of thousands have been 

Qpteted by The omottahz-d Oseof thelo/2o/bfe Ixuo 

in their eases as toeU plus do correct -the plain mor 

issoc -that has oecored in dhe petitioner case-
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Apr-] IWoj^)Date: _


