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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

© L_D,a‘d-.fluwd_g,,emWhiin.e.<s43m{o\,.»‘,l..uﬂ.\c‘e«“7fav..r)u,l..e_.oﬂo*Beﬁﬁam_egdq
discovered evidence of Double Teopa rddy issues deny
Petitioner his 1 and | 4 Amen cim_e_oj'__gig_})fj*‘}:o__ciu_e;pf_mﬁ_ﬁ |
and access o the courts for judicial relref. Tn that the Shie
| iBJ_LC,Q_Q_LJ_QLS’_‘:\_QOLBQA{:L_{'_K'_'OO@L'-.fo,rj_b_e_..;s_%_m e offense ? (ﬁncJ ,
unlawfu J.J_..qw Em e Barr Co’ Pe 7L itioner ) o

° & Was_Tudge Frank whitn ey ru | ):0_9__.1__@.@){ 1ng oS to

enforcements of due process, due o the fact that the
State of North Ca roline_has chosen_to adopt the Federal

| J‘_nd_f_}cimﬁ of_,.er_OTCme_dg re s hou lo’ not also +Bgiﬁmﬁﬁc}m§ﬁ RY

Rights be granted to o State and Federal citizen £

..Did the Federal courts allow the St te of Morth_Corolina

> [{eep this Petitioner unloawfoul ly. rpry’s on_under on__
inconst rtotional St tutes that ber ng-& -7, 7_.1.3_;
ST 3@ 015 S14-27. 40 0D Vorlading his 4™ and 151

Bmendments Rights? e
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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:

N.C. Attorney General,Po.Box LaS Raleigh, A/C L 760

Carlos Hernande 2, Sup+ O‘F Rvery /rh;*cl\e// Corr
Tn House Mail.
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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

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 is unpublished.

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

[ ] reported at ; or,
] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
\\ 5 \1s unpublished.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,
\D 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the N.C. Court of /’)poec./ court
appears at Appendix _ D to the petltlon and is

[ ] reported at ; O,
] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished. '
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JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case

was JJune 25 2019
[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

HI1A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: June 25,2019 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).

[ 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 __C

\[‘] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
C. A0 A0 , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix _C .

[ '] 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
o North Covoline Constitution Art 1,sec.s, Allegionce fo

'H'\e Um“,’pc) S+o\"'e§ Everw Cl"'iZQﬂ O‘F 'H—u& .S'“l'c\'f'e ouwles
Do\ro\m0un+ cllegiance to the consttotion and aovern—

-—men+ of the United States, and no law or Ordsn&n ce of
the S'fod'e_ N Conﬁmvenﬁon or Svbversion thereof can

Con hove D\nu }mnc‘sno "PDY’CE
Art. 1, sec. 3 5 Recurrence to fund amentol principles.
_ﬂfreouenj: recurrence +O FundO\MEn‘}o\I DY‘)nC_lD}eg iS

O\bso lute | [y necessory to preserve the blessmq of l:berﬂ@

©

® Unnleo’ Sfodes Cons+ +u+)on Hr+ ‘+ sec. [ Pe:hﬁoner }\0\5 A

constifutional Ruq)w'l' 1o Judical oroceeo'n ng s of every othey
Stete. Sec. o g orovides Petitioner with o constitutional
RJQH' 1o ol Drlvl leaeg ancJ [2eYeal¥ia) hes OF C_di) 2ensS in
the several States.,
o_These — Virgina, Const, Art. it Sec. J&gy_mo\mlc\no‘ Const.,

Ar1.3,86 2975 Minn, Consh. Art. 4 sec. 27 3 Tenn. Const
Art. 2 sec.iT; All state ho\smo\llq soau=No Lows shell
merc\ce more than one Sub;ec‘,‘ wklck Shall be

express in its title. (yh; d\;s wko\Jr N-C. has done Tn
Statute 14-27.7A. Alse violntes my 14 Hm?nc*}m€n+
-&l RIQ)'\'[‘So

° Unifed S+o\+es Const. Art. 3,5€c. & Clauvse T which readin

parts the Judicial pow ey SAO\“ ex+encJ to ch cnses,in

Jeuasonn ond he tween o S?‘ode orthe ¢itizens thereof--
Litizens or SDBJEC"’S

o _Un,ted States COnSﬁ)Lu?Lfon Amendmenis 5ﬂ+hru J et
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Stetement of the Case

Ry O 1\ C

O‘F Sexuc\) mfﬁc,oncJuc.“‘)' i‘nvo/w‘ng e 1 3-~14%-1§ Yyeanr Old

femo\)e.,

1TiC r Yy ° : i

AANYmsS fho\de (O e c)m\‘ 1Co\lse O\CJmeSfOn o'F 9u{H' ‘ILC) wL:‘d\

counsel for D.S.S. Toved Amos USGCJ to fnduce Petitianer

to ‘olead 9u»‘/ﬂ7 ot o civi/ hearing on SGQmeber 011,
telling Petitoner that his @le& would Step any further
pro c;eecjfngs,

h |s U Ted DA ¢ Sy
considering the Blood relation of the alleged wictim and

Petitioner to secure So\:‘d civil conviction.

Counsel Tared Amos of D.S.S. Then filed criminel charges

o n this civil T r 't
¥a) / | e [a)
A S f | ;fe Sent
n r Petitioner 1o Sj ) r
Counsels associates with the pramise that thes too
oule the end of | ) Criminel nces
0 Y S rior rt Ju : ¢ neyr

D.A Mr.Bellas ., Bot COrﬂLro\rL; to these promise Judge
Roner acknowled that the Petitioner hed mede full

—[gji‘mg_[_@_d_eﬁ)_g# 1o 30 Yeoys O\C'}')‘V& Prl‘SOh S€n+enc€_




N eﬁfem"sen"'encfng Potitioner to a death sentence.

Counsel Amos denie d Petitioners reg«uesf to Appec .
Pet'tioner filed™M.A.R ‘n Sept. 2017 in Burke

Co gggi% Superior Court ond £z*lec4 o Wit of Cevhiorars

inM.C. CourTof ﬂppeo\) Februo\ru’, 201§ oll deni'ed.

And fi'led Federal Hoheas on newly discovered

evidence C/o\,'n?\sj on 6/21/2018 densed oalis/zoiq

G y n r y N

dismissed by 4. Grcurt. See.! Madetes altached.
Wherefore Petitioner Appeal to this Honorehle

Court. '
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Reasons For GrO\n‘}‘fng The Petition

nfilbing h: s in Fedeval Cou ttioner N
'S r ) . e. convict She
_twice for the same offense and convictionon
‘ ) J T1 ur '
PeTi v Hresti'toTion | vl ers
houlc her ; la,

See! ¢ivil order and criminal trial tran cn‘pﬁ] Atto.c b o

The unconshtotional Statutes M.c 6.5 1u-27.7A and
J4-27. q.(o\)(.) See. State vs Hic ks JolS an unpubl Iised
‘ . - e

Court Qulmg/l’nformc\’ Brief o\H'o\ckeo’. Tn and with

due c)»‘ffgen ce Petitioner Sought release of his court
cor Joant expected to
)l 1 | with opl ecords to
wit. Counsel Amos and the court oid net begom fo
Cords ' or . C.

Boy (H CA P?brder anc) <J0\+es- recez‘vecJ J"O\rxuo\mf
l&ﬂ'and léﬂ’mc Q01 8.
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This CoS€ iS OF c.recd’ Dubhc nmoor+@nce i/) +ha+ fhis
N.C Stete hes Smce lqol(o used’ unlowfol means m

ncaarcerate + ousxo\gcls of iﬂﬂQ(:Eﬂi Ci_'b 2 engs gnd

even Thovgh Some mey have heen unHwa Gu H;i
o{: WAC\“P 1S H-\e (9] es‘hon ?

Hevein T ol e(‘/\C} far collaterial Reviews inthe
Interest of Justy ce, and thet Petitioner be al lows
Habeos relief and he Cﬂ’an"/’@o’ relief. ThisPettioner
_S%g_ujc} be. Q.YC\VY)'POI hecovse Hw/ SISO review rec;ues+
of o clear ottec K and/or challenge to the State

Courts Junsdtd')or\@

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be grantéd.

Respectfully submitted,

Kook Kelly Qulielf

Date: /O/Iq /olOl g




