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IN THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
NO. 2016-CP-01353-COA

CLAYTON PAUL BATEMAN A/K/A CLAYTON APPELLANT
P. BATEMAN A/K/A CLAYTON BATEMAN

V.

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI _ - APPELLEE

DATE OF JUDGMENT: : 12/16/2016

TRIAL JUDGE: - - HON. LAWRENCE PAUL BOURGEOIS JR.

COURT FROM WHICH APPEALED: HARRISON COUNTY CIRCUIT COURT,
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLANT: CLAYTON PAUL BATEMAN (PRO SE)

ATTORNEY FOR APPELLEE: OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL
BY: ALICIA MARIE AINSWORTH

NATURE OF THE CASE: _ CIVIL - POST-CONVICTION RELIEF

DISPOSITION: - AFFIRMED: 09/25/2018

MOTION FOR REHEARING FILED:

MANDATE ISSUED:

BEFORE GRIFFIS, P.J., BARNES AND GREENLEE, J.J.

Pl
.

BARNES, J., FOR THE COURT:
1.  Clayton Bateman, appearing pro se, appeals the Harrison County 'Ci.rcuit Court’s
dismissal of his “Motion for Relief from Judgment” for iack of jurisdiction. Finding no
error, we affirm.
STATEMENT OF FACTS AND PROC]EDURAL HISTORY
92.  In January 2010, Bateman was indicted for three counts of sexual battery and two
counts of lustful touching of a child. The victims were his two daughters, aged eigﬁt and

nine. In February 2011, Bateman, appearing pro se, filed a “Petition for I:iabeas Corpus in

RrC o



PreConviction,” claiming he was illegally imprisoned and requesting “immediate release.”
The petition was filed after his indictment but approximately one year before his trial.
Bateman argued that the circuit court, or any court within the State, lacked jurisdiction over
his casé because the boundaries of the State of Mississippi had allegedly been dissolved by
constitutional arhendment in 1990,' and the court’s jurisdiction is dependent upon these
constitutional boundaries. He claimed the State took his liberty by “fraud.” Additionally,
Bateman alleged that his indictment was void from lack of jurisdiction, and the court’s
officers, including the circuit-court judge, were illegitimate “agents of the state” because
they had not provided him with their oaths of office.?- Finally, he requested copies of
transcripts of his proceedings, appointment of counsel, and an evidentiary hearing on his
petition.

93.  On February 7, 2012, the day before trial commenced, a hearing was held on

! Bateman is referring to Senate Concurrent Resolution Number 520, which proposed
to repeal Section 3 of Article 2 of the Mississippi Constitution of 1890, which identified the
boundaries of the State. The resolution was adopted by both the Mississippi Senate and
House of Representatives in February and March 1990, respectively. The electorate ratified
the amendment in November 1990, and the Secretary of State proclaimed Section 3 repealed
in December 1990. See Laws, 1990, Ch. 692, eff. December 19, 1990. In 2013, the
Legislature amended section 3-3-1 of the Mississippi Code to exchange a reference to
Section 3, Article 2 with a reference to “the boundaries described in the act of Congress of
March 1, 1817, together with all territory ceded to the State of Mississippi by later acts of
Congress or by compacts or agreements with other states, as such territory and boundaries
may have been or may be modified by the United States Supreme Court . . ..” See Chapter
23, 14th Cong., 2 Stat. 348 (1817) (enacted).

2 Apparently Bateman requested the oaths to question the validity of the judicial
officers and judges.



Bateman’s habeas-corpus petition, as well as other pro-se pretrial motions he had filed.> The
circuit court denied his petition and motions from the bench. Bateman proceeded to trial,
where a jury convicted him of two counts of sexual battery and two counts of touching of
a child for lustful purposes. Bateman was sentenced to thirty years for each count of sexual
battery, to run concurrently. He was sentenced to fifteen years for each count of touching
of a child for lustful purposes, to run consecutively to each other, and concurrently with the.
two counts of sexual battery, all in the custody of the Mississippi Department of Corrections.
Bateman appealed, and the Mississippi Supreme Court- affirmed his convictions and
sentences in Bateman v. State, 125 So. 3d 616 (Miss. 2013).

4. OnFebruary 16, 2016, approximately four years after his conviction, Bateman filed
a “Motion for Relief from Judgment” under Mississippi Rule of Civil Procedure 60(b)(4)
and (6). In the motion, Bateman reiterated and elabor'ated the arguments of his habeas-
corpus petition, claiming that the judgment (presumably of conviction) was void and the
State committed a fraud upon the court because the court lacked jurisdiction. The circuit
court treated the motion as one for post-conviction relief (PCR) under the Mississippi
Uniform Post-Conviction Collateral Relief Act (UPCCRA) of Mississippi Code Annotated

section 99-39-1 through -29 (Rev. 2015). The circuit court ruled that it lacked jurisdiction

>

3 Bateman initially complained that he was not represented by counsel at his pretrial
motions hearing, but then he modified his argument to state his counsel “refused to assist”
him and “did nothing”’; however, contrary to Bateman’s assertions, his appointed counsel
was present and available, but Bateman insisted on arguing the motions himself.

3



to hear the motion because, under post-conviction relief procedures, Bateman failed to
request permission from the Mississippi Supreme Court to file the motion under section 99-
39-7.* Bateman timely appealed.

STANDARD OF REVIEW
95.  This Court reviews the circuit court’s denial or dismissal éf a PCR motion for abuse
of discretion. The circuit court’s findings will only be disturbed if they are cléarly
erroneous. Doss v. State, 19 So. 3d 690, 694 (§5) (Miss. 2009). Questions of law are
reviewed de novo. Id.

ANALYSIS

6. Bateman makes two arguments on appeal—one procedural and one substantive.
Procedurally, he argues that the circuit court misconstrued his self-styled “Motion for Relief
from Judgment” as a PCR motion. Bateman claims the motion was in response to the denial
of his habeas-corpus petition four years earlier and should be treated as such; it was not a
post-conviction collateral challenge. Substantively, he claims that the State of Mi.ssissippi
lacked jurisdiction over his entire criminal proceeding because the State has no boundaries
due to the 1990 Mississippi constitutional amendment of Section 3 of Article 2.
97.  We find the circuit court did not err in considering Bateman’s motion as one for post-

conviction relief. Bateman had already been convicted once he filed the motion, and the

* Further, the circuit court found that even if it had jurisdiction, Bateman’s arguments
were without merit.



circuit court properly dismissed the motion for lack of jurisdiction.

98.  Proper post-conviction procedure mandates that where a criminal defendant’s case
is affirmed on direct appeal, the defendant must obtain permission from the Mississippi
Supreme Court to seek post-conviction relief from the circuit court. Miss. Code Ann. § 99-
39-7 (Rev. 2007). “This procedure is not merely advisory, but jurisdictional.” Doss, 757
So. 2d at 1017 (96). Here, the circuit court considered Bateman’s filing as a PCR motion.
Bateman’s conviction and sentence had been previously affirmed on direct appeal by the
supreme court; therefore, he was required to obtain permission from the supreme court to
seek post-conviction relief, but he failed to do so. Accordingly, the circuit court lacked
jurisdiction to consider the merits of Bateman’s motion. See Cortez v. State, 9 So. 3d 445,
446 (16) (Miss. Ct. App. 2009).

99. In an apparent attempt to avoid the requirement of obtaining permission from the
Supreme Court to file a PCR, Bateman contends that his “Motion for Relief from Judgment”
is not a PCR motion, as the circuit court considered it, but a response to the circuit court’s
ruling on his habeas-corpus petition. Therefore, he claims the circuit court should not have
dismissed his motion. We disagree.

910. In Mississippi, the writ of habeas corpus is “narrow in its scope and applicability”
unlike the “boundless” federal habeas corpus. Nelsonv. Tullos, 323 So.2d 539, 542 (Miss.
1975). A writ of habeas corpus tests “the legality of a petitioner’s detention prior fo

conviction.” Id. (emphasis added). “The function of the habeas corpus court in Mississippi



in criminal cases is to release a prisoner who is being unlawfully held or to grant [the

prisoner] a bail bond which [the prisoner] can make.” Smith v. Banks, 134 So.3d 715,719

(19) (Miss. 2014) (quoting Keller v. Romero, 303 So. 2d 481, 483 (Miss.v 1974)). After a

defendant has been indicted, the habeas-corpus court has no power to discharge the

defendant, but the court is lirﬁited to granting bail. Id. (citing Street v. State, 43 Miss. 1, 30

(1870)). Further, a habeas-corpus writ cannot “be used as a collateral method to prevent a

trial on an indictment.” Id.

911. Prior to the 1984 enactment of the UPCCRA, habeas-corpus procedure for both pre-

and post-conviction matters was governed by Chapter 43 of Title 11 of the Mississippi Code

Annotated of 1972.° The UPCCRA “repéaled post-conviction use of hab'eas corpus and

implemented a motion framework specifically for post-cohviction collateral review of
challenges to convictions or. sentences, as opposed to pre-conviction challenges.” Edmond -
v. Miss. Dep’t of Corr., 783 So.2d 675,677 (Y8) (Misg. 2001) (citing Miss. Code Ann. § 99-

39-3 (Rev.2015)) (emphasis added). Mississippi appellate courts have stated the UPCCRA,

“in the pure post-conviction collateral relief sense, is arguably ‘post-conviction habeas

> The UPCCRA specifically repealed the statutory writ of error coram nobis and
abolished the common law writs relating to post-conviction collateral relief, including post-
conviction habeas corpus. The UPCCRA explains that “relief formerly accorded by such
writs may be obtained by an appropriate motion under this article.” However, “[t]he
enactment of this article does not affect any pre-conviction remedies.” Miss. Code Ann.
§ 99-39-3 (Rev. 2015). Portions of Chapter 43, Title 11, were amended to exclude post-
conviction claims from that chapter. See Miss. Code Ann. § 11-43-3 (Rev. 2012) (excepting
post-conviction relief from chapter) and -9 (deleting reference to claims by inmates).
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corpus renamed.”” Putnam v. Epps, 963 So. 2d 1232, 1234 (f5) (Miss. Ct. App. 2007)
(citing Walker v. State, 555 So.2d 738, 740-41 (Miss. 1990)). Now, if inmates request post-
conviction relief, the UPCCRA must be followed. See Miss. Code Ann. § 99-39-3
(explaining the purpose of UPCCRA).

q12. Bateman claims he may utilize a writ of habeas corpus to seek “immediate release”
post-conviction because the circuit court lacked jurisdiction over his case. In support, he
quotes the following passage in Allred v. State, 187 So. 2d 28, 30 (1966): “In this state the
writ of habeas corpus has a limited function: to inquire into the competency and jurisdiction
of the tribunal and to determine whether or not it had jurisdiction to enter the judgment on
conviction.” (Quoting Smith v. State, 155 So.2d 494,495 (1963)) (emphasis added). These
cases were, however, decided prior to the enactment of the UPCCRA. “[R]elief formerly
accorded by such writs may be obtained by an appropriate motion under [the UPCCRA].”
Jeanty v. State, 148 So. 3d 1056, 1058 (76) n. 4 (Miss. Ct. App. 2014). |

913. Next, Bateman attempts to evade the fact his motion was filed post-conviction by
pointing out that it was filed under Rules 60(b)(4) and (6) of the Mississippt Rules of Civil
Procedure, and claiming it relates back to his “preconviction” habeas-corpus petition. These
portions of Rule 60 allow the trial court to provide relief from judgment when the judgment
is void or “any other reason justifying relief from the judgment,” respectively. However,
neither of these conditions apply to the case before us. Moreover, a motion under Rule

60(b)(4) or (6) must be made in a “reasonable time.” Four years after the ruling is not



“reasonable.”
q14. Bateman also complains that the circuit court never entered an order denying his writ
of habeas-corpus petition; therefore, he could not “appeal” in a timely manner, and his due-
process rights were violated. He also claims he requested the cause’s “final disposition”
from the circuit-court clerk but received no response. We find these complaints without
merit. Bateman was present and represented himself at the hearing, and heard first-hand the
circuit-court judge’s “final disposition” of his petition. The next day his trial began.
Bateman was convicted and that conviction was upheld on appeal. Any relief must be
obtained through the post-conviction procedures outlined in the UPCCRA. Bateman did not
obtain permission from the supreme court; therefore, neither the circuit court nor this Court
has jurisdiction. Should ﬁe wish to continue his novel argument, Bateman must obtain
permission from the supreme court.
q15. The circuit court did not err in dismiséing Bateman’s PCR motion. for lacking
.
jurisdiction.
916. AFFIRMED.

. é
LEE, C.J., IRVING AND GRIFFIS, P.JJ.,, CARLTON, FAIR, WILSON,
GREENLEE, WESTBROOKS AND TINDELL, JJ., CONCUR.
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Serial: 225084 - FILED

- IN THE SUPREME COURT OF MISSISSIPPI

APR 18 2019
No. 2016-CT-01353-SCT OFFICE OF THE CLERK
EAPPEALS

CLAYTON PAUL BATEMAN A/K/A Appeu'ém/ﬁetitioﬁer?;; -
CLAYTON P. BATEMAN A/K/A o
CLAYTON BATEMAN
A
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI : | » Appellee/Respondent

ORDER

Now before the Court is Clayton Paul Bateman’s Petition for Writ of Certiorari. After
due consideration, we find the petition should be denied.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED the petition is denied.

SO ORDERED, this the / O day of April, 2019.

L. o WMw/m

‘/wﬁas D. MAXWELL 1, JUSTICE
FOR THE COURT

TODENY: RANDOLPH, C.J., KITCHENS AND KING, P.JJ., COLEMAN, MAXWELL,
BEAM, CHAMBERLIN AND ISHEE, JJ.

GRIFFIS, J., NOT PARTICIPATING.
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- Etectronie Document Jan-29-2019 13:27:33. 2016-CP-01353-COA Pages: 1

Supreme Court of Mississippi
Court of Appeals of the State of Mississippi

Office of the Clerk
D. Jeremy Whitmire (Street Address)
Post Office Box 249 450 High Street
Jackson, Mississippi 39205-0249 Jackson, Mississippi 39201-1082
Telephone: (601) 359-3694
Facsimile: (601) 359-2407 e-mail:sctclerk@courts.ms.gov

January 29, 2019

This is to advise you that the Mississippi Court of Appeals rendered the following
decision on the 29th day of January, 2019.

Court of Appeals Case # 2016-CP-01353-COA
Trial Court Case # A2401-2011-00048

Clayton Paul Bateman a/k/a Clayton P. Bateman a/k/a Clayton Bateman v. State of Mississippi

Current Location:
MDOC # 175035

P. 0. Box 1419
Leakesville, MS 39451

The motion for rehearing is denied. McDonald, Lawrence and McCarty, JJ., Not Participating.

* NOTICE TO CHANCERY/CIRCUIT/COUNTY COURT CLERKS *
If an original of any exhibit other than photos was sent to the Supreme Court Clerk and should
now be returned to you, please advise this office in writing immediately.

Please note: Pursuant to MRAP 45(c), amended effective July, 1, 2010, copies of opinions will not
be mailed. Any opinion rendered may be found by visiting the Court's website at:
https://courts.ms.gov, and selecting the appropriate date the opinion was rendered under the
category "Decisions."
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6/18/2019 Print Docket for Case 2016-CT-01353-COA

]

Supreme Court of Mississippi
Court of Appeals of the State of Mississippi

Clerk's Docket
2016-CT-01353-COA

Clayton Paul Bateman v. State of Mississippi
Harrison Circuit Court District 1
Trial Court Case # A2401-2011-00048

The Honorable Lawrence Paul Bourgeois Jr.
Ruling Date: 12/16/2016

Appellant Attorneys
Clayton Paul Bateman
Represented By:

Pro Se

Appellee Attorneys
State of Mississippi
Represented By:

Jim Hood
Gia Nicole MclL.eod
Jason L. Davis
Alicia Marie Ainsworth

Other Party Attorneys

No Party Association
Represented By:
Darrell Clayton Baughn
Anthony Louis Schmidt Jr.

GENERAL DOCKET

09/20/2016 Miscellaneous Case Created

09/20/2016 Motion # 2016 - 4119 Petition for Writ of Mandamus
09/20/2016 Mandamus Judge Assignment Form

11/22/2016 Order Entered Motion # 2016 - 4119

12/05/2016 Motion # 2016 - 5183 Petition for Writ of Mandamus
12/05/2016 Correspondence Letter Issued.

12/16/2016 Response filed Motion # 2016 - 5183

12/19/2016 Order Entered Motion # 2016 - 5183

https://courts.ms.gov/appgllatecourts/docket/printdocket. php?case_num=85143 . 1/4


https://courts.ms.gov/appellafecourts/docket/printdocket.php?case_num=85143

6/18/2019 ' ) . Print Docket for Case 2016-CT-01353-COA

#

12/30/2016 _ . Certificate of Compliance received - Clayton Paul

Bateman

12/30/2016 ~ Designation of Record received - Clayton Paul Bateman
12/30/2016 . Mbtioq # 2016 - 5556 Motion for De Novo Review

12/30/2016 Notice of Appeal

01/03/2017 Notice of Assignment to Court of Appeals

01/10/2017 Order Entered Motion # 2016 - 5556

01/12/2017 Attorney Deficiency Notice Letter - Clayton Paul Bateman

.. Trial Court Order received - IFP Granted & Record
Limited - Hon. Connie Ladner ’ ‘

03/06/2017 -

05/02/2017  LCC Exact Status’ Letter - Lawrence Paul Bourgeois, Jr.

06/01/2017 LCC Exapt Status Letter - Judge Lawrence Paul
Bourgeois, Jr. .

06/19/2017 Trial Court Order received - Hon. Connie Ladner
06/20/2017 Record Filed

"1106/20/2017 Briefing Schedule Notice Letter

06/20/2017 Appearance Form Issued - Jim Hood and Jason L. Davis
~ llo7/13/2017 Motion # 2017 - 2718 Petition for Interlocutory Appeal

No7/1312017 Motion # 2017 - 2719 Motion to Set in Abeyance
07/21/2017 ~  Order Entérgd Motion # 2017 - 2719

07/25/2017 Motion # 2017 - 2885 Motion for Enlargement of Time

07/25/2017 Clerks Notice Issued Motion # 2017 - 2885

{logi28/2017  Motion #2017 - 3359 Motion for Further Enlargement of
Time :
08/28/2017 Clerks Notice Issued Motion # 2017 - 3359

.. |1109/05/2017 Appellant's Brief filed on behalf of Clayton Paul Bateman

09/05/2017 - Brief Notification Letter

09/05/2017 - Motion # 2017 - 3525 Motion to Supplement the Record

https://courts.ms.gov/appellatecourts/docket/printdocket.php?case_num=85143 » 2/4
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6/18/2019 o ‘Print Doclfet for Case 2016-CT-01353-COA
09/27/2017 Order Entered Motion # 2017 - 3525

Motion # 2017 - 3927 Motion for Enlargement of Time
R 10/05/2017 Within Which to File Brief for Appellee

10/05/2017 Clerks Notice Issued Motion # 2017 - 3927

10/06/2017 Entry of Ap_pearaﬁce

10/16/2017 Motion # 2017 - 4058 Motion to Disregard State"s Answer
10/16/2017 Motion Notification Letter

10/25/2017 Order Entered Motion # 2017 - 4058

' 11/08/2017 "~ Motion # 2017 - 4417 Second Motion for Enlargement of
Time Which to File Brief for Appellee _

11/08/2017 Clerks Notice Issued Motion # 2017 - 4417
11/28/2017 Appellee"s Brief filed on behalf of State of Mississippi

12/11/2017 Motion # 2017 - 4872 Motion for Enlargement of Time

12/11/2017 Clerks Notice Issued Motion # 2017 - 4872

Appellant”s Reply Brief filed on behalf of Clayton Paul

01/16/2018 Baterman

01/16/2018 Brief Notification Letter

, ‘.;‘ - ||03/08/2018 Case Submitted without Oral Argument

09/25/2018 DECISION: Affirmed

09/25/2018 Decision Letter Issued
09/27/2018 Inmate Confirmation Notice
10/01/2018 Motion # 2018 - 3820 Motion For Enlargement Of Time
10/01/2018 Clerks Notice Issued Motion # 2018 - 3820
10/04/2018 Inmate Confirmation Notice
{110/25/2018 Motion # 2018 - 4209 Motion For Rehearing

10/25/2018 Motion Notification Letter

01/29/2019 ‘Rehearing Denied Motion # 2018 - 4209

https://courts.ms.gov/appellatecourts/docket/printdocket.php?case_num=85143 3/4
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6/18/2019 Print Docket for Case 2016-CT-01353-COA
01/29/2019 Decision Letter Issued

02/01/2019 Inmate Confirmation Notice

02/11/2019 Motion # 2019 - 552 Motion for Enlargement of Time
02/11/2019 Clerks Notice Issued Motion # 2019 - 552

02/11/2019 Inmate Letter/Request - Clayton Bateman

02/13/2019 Inmate Confirmation Notice

02/14/2019 Letter Issued by Clerks Office Response to C Bateman
02/26/2019 Motion # 2019 - 835 Petition for Writ of Certiorari
02/26/2019 Motion Notification Letter

04/18/2019 Order Entered Motion # 2019 - 835

04/22/2019 Inmate Confirmation Notice

05/09/2019 Mandate Issued

05/14/2019 Inmate Confirmation Notice

hitps://courts.ms.gov/appellatecourts/docket/printdocket.php?case_num=85143 4/4
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MANDATE g o
COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

To the Harrison County Circuit Court 1st Judicial District - GREETINGS:

In proceedings held in the Courtroom in the City of Jackson, Mississippi, the Court of Appeals of the State
of Mississippi entered a judgment as follows:

Court of Appeals Case # 2016-CT-01353-COA
Trial Court Case #A2401-2011-00048

Clayton Paul Bateman a/k/a Clayton P. Bateman a/k/a Clayton Bateman v. State of Mississippi

/

Tuesday, 25th day of September, 2018
Affirmed. Harrison County taxed with costs of appeal.

Tuesday, 29th day of January, 2019 \
The motion for rehearing is denied. McDonald, Lawrence and McCarty, JJ., Not Participating.

Thursday, 18th day of April, 2019

DISPOSITION OF THE MISSISSIPPI SUPREME COURT - Clayton Paul Bateman's Petition for Writ of Certiorari
is denied. To Deny: Randolph, C.J., Kitchens and King, P.JJ., Coleman, Maxwell, Beam, Chamberlin and Ishee, JJ.
Not Participating: Griffis, J. Order entered.

YOU ARE COMMANDED, that execution and further proceedings as may be appropriate forthwith be had
consistent with this judgment and the Constitution and Laws of the State of Mississippi.
I, D. Jeremy Whitmire, Clerk of the Supreme Court of Mississippi and the Court of Appeals of the State of

Mississippi, certify that the above judgment is a true and correct copy of the original which is authorized by law to
be filed and is actually on file in my office under my custody and control.

Witness my signature and the Court's seal on May 9, 2019, A.D.

NS

CLERK
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HARRISON COUNTY SHERIFF’S OFFICE

Melvin T. Brisolara, Sheriff
(228) 865-7095

Mem dum - % |
From: Donald A. Cabana, Ph.D., Warden [Z ; y.__/{_L/,.N

To:

Re:

Date:

Inmate Clayton Bateman #324016
Grievance
December 21, 2010

Mr. Bateman, this memorandum is to be considered a third step response to your

grievance dated November 30, 2010. This will therefore, alienate the need for you to pursue a
response from first step respondent Deputy McMillian or second step respondent Deputy
Whittle.

CcC:

Let me attempt to answer your grievance in something that resembles organized order:

I have received no notice from the United States District Court for the Southern District
of Mississippi, or from the United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit with
regard to lack of inadequate access to the law library. Neither have I recelved any such
complaints from the Department of Justice.

While I appreciate your positive comments concerning Deputy McMillian’s diligence in

the performance of her duties, and I am well aware of your exhaustive legal knowledge, it
is not to be construed by inmates that access to the law library, and endless requests for
meaningless material that is of no consequence to your criminal defense, have to be or
will be allowed. I have reviewed your attached request for two (2) pages of various
materials. Your request is denied, your grievance is denied, and you will be denied
access to the law library if you persist in frivolous conduct. You are to confine all future
requests to your immediate case at hand.

Grievance Officer
Deputy McMillian

Post Office Box 1480
Gulfport, MS 39502
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Harrison Circuit
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https://harrison.circuit.court.mec.ms.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?78654753...

Mississippi Electronic Courts
Harrison County Circuit Court (Circuit Court - Gulfport)
CIVIL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 24CI1:11-cv-00048

Internal Use Only
Edit Case Data

Edit Case Participants

Bateman v. State of Mississippi
Assigned to: Lawrence P. Bourgeois, Jr

Date Filed: 02/09/2011

Jury Demand: None

Nature of Suit: 39 Habeas Corpus
Jurisdiction: General

Plaintiff
Clayton Bateman represented by Clayton Bateman
PRO SE
V.
Defendant
State of Mississippi represented by R. Joel Smith , Jr.
P.O. Box 1180 District Attorney - Second Judicial
Gulfport, MS 39502 District Attorney
P.O.Box 1180
GULFPORT , MS 39502
228-865-4003
Fax: 228-865-4239
Email: khowell@co.harrison.ms.us
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Date Filed # Docket Text

02/092011 |@/EE | ET

CASE DOCKET from 02/09/2011 to 01/17/2012. (JT)
(Entered: 01/17/2012)

No

03/04/2013 |@ZLE 2

Letter from Clayton Bateman to Circuit Court by Clayton
Bateman. (DT) (Entered: 03/05/2013)

02/16/2016 . =

[L98)

LETTER by Clayton Bateman. (LB) (Entered: 02/19/2016)

02/16/2016 |¥@~Z&E 4 =1

MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM JUDGMENT (LB) (Entered:
02/19/2016)

03/04/2016 |@R/ELE 5 =

NOTICE TO COURT by Clayton Bateman (AH) (Entered:
03/04/2016)

7/25/2016 10:01 AM


https://harrison.circuit.court.mec.ms.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl778654753
mailto:khowell@co.harrison.ms.us

, Rule 2.06
SERVICE OF COPIES AND CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Unless otherwise ordered by the court, all pleadings, motions, or applications to the
court, except the initial pleading, must be served by any form of service authorized by Rule
5 of the Mississippi Rules of Civil Procedure on all attorneys of record for the parties, or on
the parties when not represented by an attorney, and the person filing the samée shall also file
an original certificate of service certifying that a correct copy has been provided to the
attorneys or to the parties, the manner of service, and to whom it was served. Except as
allowed by this rule or allowed by the court for good cause shown, the clerk may not accept
for filing any document which is not accompanied by a certificate of service.

Rule 2.07
HABEAS CORPUS IN PRECONVICTION
. AND EXTRADITION MATTERS

A. Habeas Corpus in Cases Other Than Post-Conviction and Extradition

1. The writ of haBeaé corpus shall extend to all cases of illegal confinement or detention
by which any person is deprived of his/her liberty, or by which rightful custody of the person
is withheld from the person entitled thereto.

2. If the person for which habeas relief is sought is charged with a crime in this state for
which the accused may be imprisoned or confined to jail, and the accused is indigent and
makes an affidavit of indigence, then the court shall appoint an attorney, if one has not already
been appointed. The court may appoint an attorney for an indi gent seeking relief hereunder
even though the indigent has not been formally charged with a crime in this state.

3. The proceedings and judgments shall in all cases be entered on record.

4. The motioﬁ for the writ of habeas corpus shall be in writing, sworn to and signed by
the person for whose relief it is intended, or by someone on his/her behalf, and shall contain
the following matters:

a. A description of where and by whom the movant is deprived of his/her liberty;

b. The facts and circumstances of the restraint;

¢. The form of the relief sought;

d. The grounds upon which relief is sought; and

e. Ifdesired, arequest for a copy of transcripts of any prior proceeding if the movant
qualifies as an indigent under § 99-15-15 of the Mississippi Code of 1972,

specifying what portions are necessary to decide the issues, and why they are
necessary.



5. The motion for writ of habeas corpus shall be filed with the clerk of any court of
competent jurisdiction of the county where the movant is detained. The proper respondent
and, in cases where the person for whom habeas relief is sought is charged with a crime, the
prosecuting attorney must receive three (3) days written notice, with a copy of the motion
attached, prior to any hearing or consideration by the court. Such three (3) day notice may
be waived for grounds sufficiently urgent and necessary to due process and the grounds
therefore shall be found by the court and made a part of the record. If no court has
entertained any proceeding on the movant's matter, excepting bond, the motion for habeas
corpus shall be filed with the clerk of the circuit court in the county in which the movant is
detained.

6. The court shall give preliminary consideration of the motion for the writ of habeas
corpus as follows:

a. The motion shall be examined promptly by the judge of the court in which the
motion is filed.

b. If the motion, upon examination, does not substantially comply with the
requirements of this rule, it need not be entertamed on 1ts merits and the clerk
shall so notify the movant. -

c. If, from the showing made by the motion, it is manifest that the person on whose
behalf it is presented is not entitled to any relief, the court can refuse to grant the
writ and enter an appropriate order.

d. Upon granting the writ, the court shall order the respondent to file an answer
within a reasonable time and in an appropriate court.

e. Upon granting the writ, the court shall also order the respondent to bring or cause
to bring the person for whom habeas relief is sought before the court at the time
and place of the hearing on the writ.

f. If the movant requests transcripts of any prior proceeding and the movant
qualifies as an indigent as under § 99-15-15 of the Mississippi Code of 1972, the
judge shall order the portions of the transcripts the court deems necessary to the
issues to be made available to the movant within a reasonable time before the
date of the hearing on the writ.

7. The respondent upon whom the writ of habeas corpus is served shall file a response
in writing. The response shall be filed by the date and in the court designated in the writ of
habeas corpus and a copy served as provided in these rules. The response must respond to
all the allegations of the motion including the following matters:

a. Whether the respondent has or has not the person in custody or power or
restraint.

10



If the respondent does have the movant in custody or power or restraint, the
respondent shall state the authority and cause of the restraint. :

If the movant is restrained by virtue of any writ, warrant, or other written
authority a copy of such shall be attached to the answer.

If the respondent has had the movant in restraint at any time prior to or

- subsequent to the date on the writ of habeas corpus, but such person has escaped

or been transferred to the custody of another, a description of the escape or if
transfer, the time, place, for what cause, and by what authority such transfer took
place.

8. A party shall be entitled to invoke the processes of discovery available under the
Mississippi Rules of Civil Procedure, if and to the extent that the court, in the exercise of its
discretion and for good cause shown, grants leave to do so, but not otherwise.

9. Upon a hearing of the matter:

a. The court shall either discharge, or commit, or admit to bail, or remand the

movant or award custodyto the party entitled thereto as the law and the evidence
shall require. The court may make any temporary order in the cause during the
progress of the proceeding that justice may require. :

The order rendered by the court shall be conclusive until reversed and shall be
a bar to another writ of habeas corpus in the same cause, except by appeal or
civil action for false imprisonment. :

~ B. Habeas Corpus in Extradition Matters . '

1. The motion for the writ of habeas corpus in extradition matters shall be in writing,
sworn to and signed by the person for whose relief it is intended, or by someone in his/her
behalf, and shall contain the following matters:

a.

b.

A description of where and by whom the movant is depﬁved of liberty;
The facts and circumstances of the restraint;
The form of the.relief sought; and

The grounds upon which relief is sought, which is hmlted to those areas
specified in subsection six (6) below.

2. Upon issuance of the rendition warrant by the proper authorities of the State of
Mississippi, the person detained thereunder shall not be entitled to bond.

11



3. Ifno court has entertained any proceeding on the movant's matter, exceptmg bond
or the denial of bond, the motion for habeas corpus shall be filed with the clerk of the circuit
court in the county in which the movant is detained.

4. The court shall give preliminary consideration of the motion for the writ of habeas
corpus as follows:

a.

The motion shall be examined promptly by the judge of the court in which the
motion is filed.

If the motion, upon examination, does not substantially comply with the

requirements of this rule, it need not be entertalned on its merits and the clerk

shall so notify the movant.

If, from the showing made by the motion, it is manifest that the person whom,
or on whose behalf, it is presented is not entitled to any relief, the court can
refuse to grant the writ and enter an appropnate order.

» Upon granting the writ the court shall order the respondent to file an answer

‘within a reasonable time and In an appropnate court.-

wii
Upon granting the writ the court shall also order the respondent to bring or cause
to bring the movant before the court at the tlme and place of the hearing on the
writ. : ,

The Attomey General of Mississippi must receive three days written notice, with
a copy of the motion for habeas corpus attached prior to any hearmg or
consideration by the court. A

5. The respondent upon whom the writ of habeas corpus 1s served shall file a response .
in writing. The response shall be filed by the date and in the court designated in the writ of
habeas corpus and a copy served as provided in these rules. The response must respond to
all the allegations of the motion 1nc1ud1ng the following matters:

a.

Whether the respondent has or has not the movant in custody or power or
restraint,

If the respondent does have the movant in custody or power or restraint, the
respondent shall state the authority and cause of the restraint.

If the movant is restrained by virtue of any writ, warrant, or other written
authority a copy of such shall be attached to the answer.

If the respondent has had the movant in restraint at any time prior to or

subsequent to the date on the writ of habeas corpus, but such person has escaped
or been transferred to the custody of another, a description of the escape or if

12



transfer, the time, place, for what cause, and by what authority such transfer took
place.

6. The héaring before the court shall be a limited hearing and the court may inquire
only into: v

a. Whether the extradition documents on their face are in order;

Y Whether the movant for habeas relief has been charged with a crime in the
demanding state; :

c. Whether the movant is the pérson named in the request for extradition; and
d. Whether the movant for habeas relief is a fugiﬁve.

The introduction into evidence of the rendition warrant issued by the proper official of
the State of Mississippi creates a presumption that all the requirements for extradition have
been met and constitutes a prima facie case for the state. :

-'. Extradition is a civil matter and does not entitle the subject of extradition to a court
appointed attorney if the subject is indigent. :

- Rule 3.01 . . :
PROMPT ATTENDANCE AND INFORMING COURT
OF PRESENCE OF EXPERT WITNESS

Every person whose presence is required for the conduct of the business of the court
shall be prompt in attendance. Any attorney or party who subpoenas an-expert witness to
testify shall inform the court of the presence of such witness at the time of such witness'
initial appearance. C

Rule 3.02 } i
CONDUCT OF ATTORNEYS :

Attorneys should manifest an attitude of professional respect toward the judge, the
opposing attorney, witnesses, defendants, jurors, and others in the courtroom. In the
courtroom, attorneys should not engage in behavior or tactics purposely calculated to irritate
or annoy the opposing attorney and shall address the court, not the opposing attorney, on all
matters relating to the case.

All objections to testimony must be made to the judge and not to the opposing attorney.
The objection must be specific and not general. The attorneys will not be permitted to argue
between themselves. Attorneys must stand when addressing the court, examining witnesses,
and addressing the jury, except when excused for good cause by the court. Attorneys may
direct remarks to the jury panel only during voir dire, opening and closing statements.

13



Attorneys must limit themselves to asking questions and must refrain from making
statements, quips, or side remarks in an examination of a witness. The examination of
witnesses will be conducted fairly and objectively, with the attorneys and witnesses
displaying respect and courtesy to each other. The attorneys may not ask questions merely
to embarrass or humiliate the witness. No more than one attorney per party shall be allowed
to examine a witness.

In opening statements, and in closing arguments, the attorneys may not attack the
opposing attorney. The attorneys may not call any juror by name, or have any personal
contact with the jury whatsoever, nor attempt to converse with or solicit audible answers
from the jurors individually. In the argument to the jury, the attorneys will be required to
keep within proper bounds, and any attempt to inject improper matter may be stopped by the
court without the necessity of an objection. The attorneys will refrain from thanking the jury
for acting as jurors and after return of a verdict by the jury neither the attorneys, parties, nor
spectators shall offer their congratulatlons thanks or condemnation to the jury for the Verd1ct
returned. : A

After a verdict concerning the case, attorneys are prohibited from harassing or
exhibiting disrespect for the jurors. The jurors shall be instructed by the court to report any
harassment or objectionable conduct from any party, attomey, or representatlve of any party
or attorney to the court immediately. _

It is the duty of the court to enforce this rule of its own motion and without objection
being made, but the court's fallure to do 'so, where there is no objection made, will not
constitute a ground for exception.

Rule 3.03 '
NUMBER OF PETIT JURORS SUMMONED:;
CIRCUIT AND COUNTY AND EMINENT DOMAIN
COURT MAY USE SAME VENIRE

The court may direct the clerk of court concerning the number of petit jurors needed to
be summoned for jury duty. - The circuit and county court may employ the same jury venire
in the selection of petit juries. Special Courts of Eminent Domain may employ the jury
venire of either county or circuit court in the selection of petit juries, or may direct the clerk
of court concerning the number of petit jurors needed to be summoned for jury duty.

Rule 3.04
COMMUNICATION WITH JURY

Except as provided by these rules, no person or attorney for the person involved in any

case may communicate with or offer any favor, however slight, to any person on the jury
venire.

Rule 3.05
VOIR DIRE

14
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COVER SHEET Court Identification Docket # Case Year Docket Number
Civil Case Filing Form Ia I Y i ! \ i l C ITI ' i e | ‘
(To ke completed by Attorney/Party County# Judicial CourtiD -
Prior to Filing of Pleading} District  {CH, O, CO) SN SN IS
Local Docket ID
lolalelal i |
Mississippi Supreme Court Form AOC/01 Month Date Year
Administrative Office of Courts (Rev 2009) This area to be completed by clerk Case Number if filed prior to 1/1/94

inthe C‘_'\ (C\A\ X Court of \/\a(‘ T\ So\r\ County — E { (‘ﬁ s Judidal District

Origin of Suit (Place an " X" in one box only)

[] tnitial Filing [ ] Reinstated [] Foreign Judgment Enrolled [1 Transfer from Other court [:] Other
3 Remanded il | Reopened | Joining Suit/Action (] Appeal
Plaintiff - Party(ies) initially Bringing Suit Should Be Entered First - Enter Additional Plaintiffs on Separate Form
Individual (5 ooXe NAAY=WAN . Q,\O\\l '\’G VA ‘ . Q
Last Name Fifst Name Maiden Name, if applicable ML Jrfsefil/IV
Check { x } if individual Plainitiff is acting in capacity as Executor{trix} or Administrator(trix) of an Estate, and enter style:
Estate of .
Check ( x ) if Individual Planitiff is acting in capacity as Business Owner/Operator {d/b/a} or State Agency, and enter entity
D/B/A or Agency ’

Business
’ Enter legal name of business, corporation, par‘&nership, agency - If Corporation, indicate the state where incorporated
Check { x } if Business Planitiff is filing suit in the name of an entity other than the above, and enter below:
D/B/A

Address of Plaintiff

Attormey (Name & Address) . MS Bar No.
Check { x } if Individual Filing Initial Pleading is NOT an attorney

Signature of Individual Filing:

Defendant - Name of Defendant - Enter Additional Defendants on Separate Form
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___Check {x} if Individual Defendant is acting in capacity as Executor{trix) or Administrator(trix} of an Estate, and enter style:
Estate of
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Check { x ) if Business Defendant is acting in the name of an entity other than the above, and enter below:

*If checked, please submit completed Child Support Information Sheet with this Cover Sheet
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Attorney {Name & Address) - If Known MS Bar No.
Damages Sought: Compensatory $ Punitive $ Check { x } if child support is tontemplated as an issue in this suit.*
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County Court Minor's Settlement Statutes/Rules ] Negligence - General
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Civil Forfeiture

Muniment of Title
Name Change
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Divorce: Irreconcilable Diff. Foreign Judgment ] Civil Rights ] Lien Assertion
Domestic Abuse Garnishment D Elections . Partition
Emancipation Replevin [} Expungement Tax Sale: Confirm/Cancel
Modification Other Habeas Corpus Title Boundary or Easement
Paternity Probate | % Post Conviction Relief/Prisoner Other
Property Division Accounting {Probate) D Other { Torts
Separate Maintenance Birth Certificate Correctior [ Contract I Bad Faith
Termination of Parental Rights Commitment L__] Breach of Contract Fraud
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| |

" Petitioner, Clayton Faul Rateman , is a natural
L person;. and /5 a Citizen of The U/ ted States
| by virtue oFf b5 kirth in Louisianna.

\{‘. CLAYToN. PAUL. BAT EMAN 15 the £:4/e Fo.

ta Social. See urity.

Trust .accc‘/um‘ﬁ. a legal #ictien,

‘ bw% 1:5'_._4,C,c7_1(!.u?2’0”{,_€(.'_€d( 7"0 boe o pperson, by legal
_,i.“i..CO‘/l'5.'_"/}.,;53¢4c;+1aa4_}. ol 1F s a citizen Franchise
\of the UNTTED STATES. T# S Aomiciled
\in the Pistrict of Co fwmbia, where 1T was

| ﬁ;\c,fec,:_%e/(,f o

Petifioner eawd the legal fiction slentified

\af Love are S¢oerate o severakle. They each
| have A iferent stendings in laws

|
i

5o ot F eaay

il
sl

.+y\‘€«‘ o

| Petitioner is & signadtery A rust accouat
| (dentiFred coove 3 CLAY TN PAUL SBATEMANY

G/J(J/Z:%e_ crmong Fl.e severa | Syiq#ej



2 The State o Mqssiss f/a/o; s a Sowereign
,,..Aé@oue/nwcn‘il’/ organi ‘zed by a Censtituticn @wnd

,;_1 (s a wermber S;“c%’e o Fle United SFates.

- G’) 5 7716 STATE OFMIS'SISS.Z/@P;’ 15 an m_cf_of/asra%@a{

| sub-olivision , @ sub-corporation, oF the
CUNITED STATES.

The UNMITED 5//4T/'S s & ~eo(efa/ corporahicn
.&f Ll United Statesi i(F s dowmiciled insicle
“'C Fhe District of Colum bic.,

| 3) The United Stotes is e 57qucr,e_[gm Governments

i
i

q)f ; Haff"iSon Cowmry L'§ CA/O(“[(LHUU} S’L/zé"o{/:i/;sv‘/&n
| 075 Flhe Stete of Mississippl . T also has
3€0cjfa)0%zax} nature,

I
l

' lC))I HARRISON COUNTY is oo Coroorate sub-clwision

uf+/mf STATE oF MISSISSIFAL.

Iy | HARRLSOW CouNTY SHERIFES ,9/:,04/97/:/1;7/\/7*
i“he SECOMN CIRCUIT COURT DISTRICT, 7he
OFFICE oF THE DISTRICT ATTORNEY ore each
corpom te  constructs, and each are
mbsefmaml fe Hhe STATE OF MISSISSLPPL,



| "’T«a bc)unc/ames u# fke S%u#e y—ﬁ /Vhs?:swp,a/
| rers /f/)fa)éd( o '/’Lte 1 oF /Oe(,em)aff (990,

Repea(/mj /—\/l— l Sec 3 of fhe S’faﬂk Coz/;SwL ‘/'Z/('/om

. 9\(1) 7746 juflsuftcf—tcm 072 & Sf'mee 15 O :

.‘}\cc) e)(‘/‘emsu/c/' wzﬂ: mLS C"S_f’aéllsheo{ bowzng/(a//?< “ N
i Hema’/(t’f‘..s._,ﬁ.m_/3.04_/9,«:’,Cc'u.,. . Hendlerson , 173 U582 20
\\19» S.CHES3
B

Mnﬂwf States ¥ }Sewams, 3 thaf- BBé

17\\“('3_?.\{ 0609faplmcr/? 'JUHU/ISO{iC‘)LK’/W CLL’///‘%U/I'&D L
\é“ﬁ%h65+a7"€ f")cf’@md o, ly fo /Ofapf?né)/ awaed.

,. \ kk/ +he 57ch‘/'€ 114 7£ao7t‘

\,_

_ 9\3)'\1 ’“'ﬂ/\e Bawnda/y fine. . is zLth frae.. o 50V€f€i‘j;’l+y%f/,—
\ Centrodk. R, o v Jefsey - /-)/ 109 (AS. S, Y7s

9\5/ S CH 59

+7

lore. voud Lo

| 9\93\‘ _\\AH p/vde’edmg mﬁa\ court b-e/oma'( s Jufl‘sdic%iow
5
| o -
'.E:\\ Wwise Withers ; Cranch ,3’5 l/e{—er Conden st
\
|
g

1 Repy 552 o
I Rose v Hirvely o Cramel 241, 209,552
1 Doe v Harden, Poines Repp 55459 59
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_i;);,;_‘\_  The DISTRICT ATTORNEY,; the CLERCK ar
\COMIQT, flve SHERIFE ; awnck the __J.Lu.aégasmoyf, o

11"!4& voarious. Caaffsy wheather crcawit er

\ ctirer wise, aire o,gefatf—/ ne. g.em..@,f:cs/ly, as
Jagents oF Fhe various . corparations menttaned
|
E

| above, and ot i thedr d.é...yu/?:_camc_n‘y,. |

173.)_,‘\‘ The various Courts are mot eperating oS
Uudwta | Aorums , but rafthes as

l\ aczim’ff.x.fii'if/c,a'ffve. e xautive. courts, These

,. ..Lsiz,ii,__C.uuf'sti.._«.Q_/_KcuH. or othewunse are operating
de&f the color of Law,

“1) Sovereigns. .. omd Corporations, even ;Jofxermmevz%a,/
| Corpeorations, eaci bhave cdiieen’r St nef 1453

1S)| Cerporations named va ks petitien bea//}?iA
i sl Names fe Those /o,fawé/f.ﬁ/ Aer ty The
| Comstitution of the State of Messissiger , are #119t

| the same & fitles awd are seperate, 5eVero Lle,

Vaud AdifFerent creations oF governmend,

(| Pettoner hes repeatedly Gittempoted Fo agu 1re
(e puloc pecord of Fle yarious. judges o aths
\ oA fiee, There are noN€ 11a € pidence.




\ Tlna rud les of é’:mo/lslft are to ke a/a,ﬂ/)zfa{
‘__E_%é._.._a/( [egal W/M—z.mgsﬂ_.fq,,._.gt,l{uzc/ nl's under stand 115

T%‘ ~_5.0,&/",&[@1'_9mS_ are. ,Cozf/s,deffo( e by the Aqles
1@7[ Emgllé’k, o e proPer rouns amwed are
Wf;lz’/*em Fo demonszza%-e 7"&;&7L b/ Co\/a/;iO/iz:_/ vg
| Fhe L st Letters Im/g:fc,)/a(’ﬁ,..,m__,_.aunj, such &S
| FitHes, #o Lo ffanal entrties, are 9e_mefa/})/
CboriFHen A0 ol coprta) ) |etless,

19)| Pehitioner Js net ¢ Liatel of any corporation.

.

| ;U)‘,/O@{—;{—Ia,mg/ s ot o waewmber 074)6114)/ »"/’/?/”/?{7&6’/’)/&
1'\\ /Af ..l/._ai,zmé/ _C.OH_C_/' 1S & ﬁaas/c €/€M€V77LO7£0(M€/J/OC€S'5’0

QQ) Tlae 7@,4/:”1 fha% /oevL Frones has leen L rcedd
tho b)/ +he STATE s on internal acdmimi s Frative
C&/ﬁ@/W?Lf court o* Hae STATE; ©7 F 15 Some
/"2&172’(//( of i litary courty but 1+ 15 mnof

1& CC/M/J’ o Cam/aé}fmvé Jo;/lj‘&{/oré(wq as
Fon 7L€M/(/Q/C/z1[€g( [y The Cc/mj,/%u%iozf A tee State,

)1 A (;Ou/d" ,muﬁ% 9ai}/1 J‘u/zfgd/’c;%fom éy /facesf;j,,

2[’{)2 Tl’\fi C,Ma/“qf< aga/mﬁL /06//‘/7{*10/4#/ have e

_E—%X\S?"awae &L? c @ 1N [aw .



W) Where want afj'm///"sd{c,#z'cm._.,i.,S._.z.f/ngﬁS}ﬁc/ by

L Fhe record or appears Frowm « 56&3/@,@4’14&&/ )
Vhistorical or other fact of which the court

L pust t=ke Juaf,czal nolice,”

Granem v State 196 Mus 352,171 S0 2 11O
“Covrt must take Ju{o{tcrﬁ/ notice oA e rritorial

| exteat czrfjuﬂfo/lcf-lan execiSed by fhe
@Out’fmzxvzem% the law o Lohich f’ltfy a&(wum1574€/

| and the exdeat andd épawmdafft’\s &
.7,L€///7L0_f.‘/ﬁ§ wnder whiclh they e m se/i€5

A7

L Ctaun. exerclSe J’Laz 1/1’55/1’(:’#/2%4 a
: Gfaham v State 196 Ms 382,17 Sodel /0

The S#a)“wl-fs /O/‘O(/lc[t’ﬁ( in Fhe MISEISS 127/ CclE
AWWO//-}TEO ,97; 0/019/’&7[6 &S, /l/l%efma/ CCI/‘WO/&%%@

| /00/167

N
"'/ R

393 Cour'f‘s createel 19/ S}ah&e can have no
)L(PIS(/{lc;vLPC/z/) but such cs the s Fectcite Conters.”
Christianson et al v Colf TeAustries
Operating Corp,, “186 U.S, 5700 | |OF §.Ct Aloe,
L LEA Ad &l

”3'3\_i Who\% o8 54’%1‘{ May not do &{mec ly 2 My hot
. OLO t'/lé{ffﬁc'lL

Radey v At&bma\. A LS L9, DS CF Y5
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The national flag ; as Llowmn in the courtroom,

Uu.s. ARMY FM guo-1o chepter A section Sb and

chapter ¥, section &L, or iFis n d:naal’ vielaticn of

fiHe Y chapter | ;;Secw’—z_c/ms S awnd [0 of the

. (/( S OJéo

fhe Law c:;?Z 7L'L\C flaa '/;)alcfS‘ Fla oo the /E[ac], s

|l ttis ml-e,f,of*e%ea() [+ declores whot and

' L
1 whose | is' in 7‘%5 ih operaTion, amd 5

;C0ﬂ>/0{€/€o[ +o be, moﬁce ,d’?fﬂ._e Scef. .

%)

\ . .
(otn o Feacler in Vg maent o~ De bk

.S, Counsti )LM/‘I(/:/I At [ Sec, 10 el |
This has not heen cAmevded, The S#Gnlf Ca:/mo‘f'

|

|

l

‘ . N . - e e e e PR
‘ ‘ AS . ".,'
| “The Stote con make No Thing, bt golel avd silver
i

|
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|

|

_’I/Mty (,Om’/;mmja ?L/OW +o 1/-5 Of/;cc’j Wlf'lq p/‘l(/c%lLé

37) .
Land [er Vo /um*iLam Leen (nside the State o
I Mississ 7)0/0 / 5‘1};¢e 1990 or entered inte o

I

| contract Thet vonld bind hiw to this court

_;gﬁ/,erjm Sc./‘l/o{tf such a3 rFIOF)QAL RESERVE NOTE S.

. Stete comf‘(‘s cannet f“e?uu/e Fliem (F/Q/V)qsl .
;pm/mem‘f” ot Hes or Fee | or as an issue of ball or Loon

Petilioner halds Fhat he has neot mea/zmg/}/
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ML SYworsis

.mi

The . Ioo,«nd(afc:es of the State. louhj /‘f/o-ca/f&/ L*’V_: o

| ‘ouA octual chiange to the State Constitudion
evfﬁec%/ély renoves the. auLH«c/mLy o the

téf)ls lelure From The ferritory that were ineluded

wa ol and; which were at &y Fime hereblore

l

\

L he ‘jaVé’/Vlvfﬁf by or under the awﬂaam#y- o~

| on a/vL of the State.” ( repealed ArbL sec 3 of e

51!—a+e Cowfh#uhom) I3 y virtue of thet , the SLJL/O/‘{Mﬁ

| Coprt of #he State alse loses its” J—efrz}ofza |

JM/’!SC/((ULMM cs well as all inferior courts.

T”h& f;(Cf/mLcom bemc 0&,4-%&’ /afa/?{’ﬁ’*)/ gwneo( /0)/
I“IHAK 5‘)’&‘/‘& or /SSlAeS b/‘autghf' 5674465 t7L éy Vo/ldl
| process aud consent of Fhe /cychej_.m 1"

Larbitra How,

I, the /Oeh{—zc,mef Llau/e 9,@41/14—@1 no SC/«fﬂLc_am_S‘F&z‘/“ _

SAL the '7L€f/1’9~z9/>/ WHL(/M %M&Juﬂffffccﬂm 075’ e

) Mmt*‘*@c)( 54—&4’6’5- Vld?L tn C{,ud{g/ { e aym/ 57[—::«#5 VVL(/L57L

/’

Congress!
First Nok Boank v Yok fon Cwmh/ jol LS 129
vlgge%i‘leme/ 35 V?cﬂf.belmg held +v answer fo oy

Federal C’b\&ufa e.

Pd'ijrwne/ refuses , ond helds ag 1V\VG(/ ‘A Fhe

H’L d(lCJ‘When '/‘ agams 2‘* h;i/m



l“\\ Withun, Fthe sph ere oF constrtution action y the.
pecple., ackng not Fhrough the courts, but.
| Fhrowgh Theis elected legislatmve. represedetives,

{
e

| have the power to detempnaine as conditions

4 demand, hat services Gl S e tims Fhe

A7

- public e lfare  requises.

N
N

Gorcia v San Antonie Metro Fransit. Autonty ¢fal;

laggus. sags 108 5.CH 10085 F3 LB 2 lole

| /3311 Peditioner, Joeing Frus fee 1o CLAYTON PAUL |
‘/8/47"&/\/1/1‘71/, rany s ({______,045_7‘_}_____é%_ wndisclosed
 Lcomstruction , #= He operaticn oF. Hoe statutes
| oF e STATE. Allof fhe booking #orms.
| useed Ly cledaiin Petitiomer [dentifled  #he abave
‘i Frust by LibHe aud numbes. The Judge.
\1 Jore siding over tle Qﬁfcaég..mew%. o Fhe chirg €S
%Qgﬁzwzﬁz Ve titiener o the Frust,as the
it Cose may be, ask Ffor The number fo .
‘H’he above Frust T contarea  tcdend 1Ly btForE
;"?’Lfe bar, STATE has yorovided ne eyidence
i to show e Coust or Pobitione, that +le
Gelley e erimes e covmmiitted 11 &
Ca/aacuL}/ ,@74\.,.'#/_0_{5'.7‘6.6.,—”-‘ /ga/rmﬁ ot Jeast Such
1 e showing 1% b boner (5 not mside e
fdw&ziﬁddz&n Fhat can hong z/.,V.Leanf.V{c]?z%/: Gt
, agaﬁhﬁ% rsr o Fhis Issue.
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 Petllimer has asked the nature and cause of
B '?/)A..@ &C'Ham _anf?/z S’?L .LLIL/’W cﬁ‘éﬁf% fhe CLQM./Z;,_
L aund assisned councel, Weither woulel

| address Fle gueshon.

) | Pediticuer helieves that the STATE has. taken
s //‘,bt’_/fy /ay Frauwd.,. o . .

The de-yure authorihies fhat are believed o
__M_:.e i Opéfa#wm ad ga.t/__e;cfn._m_en:/_—a/ e n#z‘%/fg. are
fn et Adoarmant aad non-responsive. The .

- leutidies 7"%4 are (A ef/)z?/a*tém&s tie Ae~Facts

| government are Hoe Same 1ndivicduals Fhat
Vold our sacred ofFices o %'/MS%, bt alsy

| operate as Corporate agewn fso T the /0&5-%

: 7L'Lu’o Con 547[/(,1-/—1&1/; o eaun aue//o?/ga( -cowm/e
I Noture ey have leca legal cadd Lewriidd.

| oeen ) /03%;';';0%?//‘ con show tHaal Ly e
1S ca//me/y a Conm Alict o frdecest n Fhet
,;ECOVtS"IL/‘MC'zL('&M, 774[5 in(/a/ta{cmLc’S C“Wu/ CO(;(/‘;L So
constructed, ITn /:001_/‘/‘ flis (s why ghede cowrts |
O/ﬂ-?meC (}(md({/ CO[_C// %Lawl ‘/'me/— a/LiiEé éf/J/Jé’d/f |
%’/ e [ o Lud i noty without substance.
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| Further, Pehihioner brings forth 1ssues oF Asclosure,
\Wone of Hue Forgoing 15 Cormanly Known aor is 1t
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f@f&(ﬁ]@/ &V&l/ﬁ ble e Fae /a;/ /;.96/5«9«‘_’4_ s horn Ay,
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A
el prey Fo its! operaion . Fetihenar has been
| severly Lmibed 11 his ability fo research and

__ Aelond humsel£ by, the cestrotats. olaced wpen
by this unlawdul Adeprivation of his Liberty .

|
|

(the  State Con shitudicn, seclt cmd as frustee
Vhis LS. Constiutioned |42 cmendiment wiyhit bas
| Loeen violaded,

DX Rt oner funows of Qm_ly_..ﬁw..Cczm_,sféuc%gaﬂﬁ% o~

c‘»«t/o{/z&/ Cous Tl e o

D) Constihudionally crealed or provided £ i in

lwhieh  case the repeal of Art D sec 3 would
Aeteat thet com steactten, B

1 2) Statutery cous ks and contract courts beoth

operade wpon the Shwme Con shicttion i the C.Cfmwy/‘z/%

| O’WZ auwth 0}(,/&)[')/4- T the stetutery cou/r (ts
]Uf’/fﬁ{/f tion Wms%%e 74>Mm&/ ,Z‘,._m,_'il’i/tc_,. S et 7176.) _

Yand H omust be compliant WAt Fe Constitution,

Lt is deteoded qust as a Constiutional Cocr?s

A CGWLJ*/&LML . Ca_ut/?zf f(f%//( autticr i}/ o the

| contract Hselhe Ne covdreet, me authardy,




REQUEST FoR TRANSCRPTS

Pursuant o Rule 2.7 (AY(U)(e). of the

;Mmﬁ%/m Rules oF Circuit cmed County Coug—% |

. /O/zw%/ce aud Rule 5’(5’7/1)(€) &~ e Unifvn

C/'lmfwafla/ Rules o Circuit Cowrk fPactice, /Oe#/v’—mne/‘.

1 iS5 oan 11/1//{/ij7“ parisones o 1/‘{(,‘/0{6‘9/'5 Flhet «

L review of Omy aud a all jore- trial mo#/anj cundd

oy m%a{ ] f—ramSC//WﬁS of el W/C/C?‘Pt’p/fvpﬁs Lo

L ks cause, will be mf_’LfSSﬁ/y o an €qu//‘ub/€

:_,uiftﬂ( J(ASIL ué()ud{/cc,/-wm oL e 155011"5 ;/a/ffﬂ/

n Fhis Pediton. 5/06617[60///; said Freuscripls
s swbs%’am%m#@ Pe titioness claim,

CREQAUEST FoR APPOINTMENT oF COUNSEL

U Pursuant te Rule .07 of the Ucccr
N W.@+I'~/—5‘HOV1 er L)sz-él»/j eg ufs% _0,75 +his ca(,_wf'
the Mp&(«/l?"mt’m“f’ o F Cﬁ&u//)éfi?} Fhat he wnay

_,E,}G'f7l’7LC/ repere cu/zdf/ﬂfejen'/— hiis case Fo
 the COM/?L,,,




Reauesr For EvIDENTIARY HerRiné

: ?&HHQ\@Z«: respec)ﬁcw\\s vequests $hat he be enhiied
e an.in-Court opfmzium’rb. fo. €m.\/_¢. Wis. ¢claims
gzbs-}am'f?a-/.g ‘Skow:ﬂ] o C/Zam,'a_.f 07[ a Stde. o pcd&rﬂJ_
....,_,n,_r;“jwr,.(/x/f.'/'/,‘cms v. Jhde, LT Sodd 4d (MIss 199€); Fiman
_._Av,i,._&"%t/c, 857 8o &AA..&&B’.,(..M155_‘.2_003_.)}.. becavse a Fai;'—hov_)__ o
Miwhich, meats_shatutocy. p,:i_mefmj_._f.acbul.tewnhv4 (.cfbm.re;;__ an. ...

t ,

evi Amhw’s . \\.e, M‘rvj winless. 3’ O—‘O‘Qé!«f"a b &._—\3@.10. 4 ____clov»&\f e e

e .Suﬁé'o,.t% -..of..._}__\_éS. G[a,_im Wi«iclﬂ.. 1/1/0.‘14.1(_/4/_,~ am-PEH,é_,_“}/.x}m Jfo S
. rclsef/ano\foajri(merr\ceébad dewmarsteate Ve
i .@o}em:%mi__,_&ﬁs}a\mg e of facks Yen ”\NS fo estalovishh

Hireqys ved s (See Wilsen v Sade o, S 0,2,\&\ 86 (2000) . .
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et Dedendant /. PaJml oner _Can. Prove $0. sek of . wﬁa ets

x[\a[)fs_‘{iwfvl Waa(ﬂ’.er\%-)')t\f\xm&u Sewne. Sordo 04' e e
licelief ia oro\;qurm evide i{\-!-iﬁt,s{&x__..\nﬁzv_‘fs..n{' X e



) Wheretore, Fre mesesConsidered , Pe trticamer

| respectfially. requests and yoroys tlat this

| Honerable Court (ssue a Wit of Hobeas Corpus,
land enjoin the OISTRICT ATTORWEY Frow Furthes
L.prose cution i the Cirewd Court i +his cause,
tnti] the ;0/0Cffa(zhﬁs@;4 tuis Wt are

Conc lnded,

Z%*W ,

Reti ticwer , Pro-per

WVoTA4ARY PUBLIC
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF HARRISON COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI
F/'rs?-  JUDICIAL DISTRICT

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

RESPONDENT
VS.

CAUSE NO.

(_../au/)lom Pau) RBatermen
(Name)

PETITIONER
AFFIDAVIT OF INDIGENCY

STATE OF MISSISSIPPI

COUNTY OF HARRISON

L C [dx/ Lo PPau] F3atenian

being first duly sworn, depose and se{y
I am the Petitioner in the above styled and numbered cause. I ﬁereby make this
Affidavit of Indigency and state as follows

I own nor have any access to any assets, funds, cash, money, bank accounts

stocks, bonds, or other real or personal property of any kind or character.

This the( ; day of

,20 /.

4%5 ol [t

SWORN TO AND SUBSCRIBED BEFORE ME, this the QZE"{ day of
! 2““,,_‘5 , 20 /).

Wl e

NOTARY PUBLIC
' IRES:

D \pgossTy
L NOTARY wa.&aﬁ y
Covmik. Expirey
Mov.8,2017
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: _Bayoi-|o- D?J
TN THE CIRCUIT CoURT GF HARRII )
COuNTY, MISSISSIpPL j FIAST | JUN 23 201

JUNICTAL DLSTRICT

GAY|E P A Girguit Clerk
By _
Cla\/'}’ar\ pau} /Sa‘}'eman /06 ‘Ji’/'atl'am er
VS ‘ case Mo# 24 -1-CI- o604y
STATE 0F MISSISsIPPI Respondand

ORODER RELERSING PETLT ZoWNEXR

This day fhs cause came on o be heard on e
Pettion £ Habeus CO/)cms in Peconvickicy £ ]ed é)/
Hee Petihoner: Clay}w\ 2 6449Mamj prc-o€r In
this cause
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