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I of fLe Seldofn-used habeas petition (fiec.y bac-f.) on pro cedAiS 1 3 Js/ cohere HeMtssa

district Court dismissed "all class OciiOh (fat

ura roun

based on /A/*\o eo’s C ftcrir ey ' status C-u'Houti hi S rvon'c.
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statutes; anfifor, (l) It* Unreasonable s/are decisrs - hased Summary dliSMisSat of^aU class
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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 /4 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[\/| is unpublished.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 United States district court appears at Appendix A to 
the petition and is

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[ i/i is unpublished.

The. Second opinio A of-., Me IfnAed district couj C. /.0

the petition end is also Unpublished ■

Jurisdiction

C/j fratn Hv<l Ttdejr&l courts:
The. tiabs. on u>L'ch Me United Steles Court cl Appeals deeded hny case u/as

denied on August I, ZOM tApp.E ). 77\e jun's " 

(dicjion of H'tS Court ts invoked under LS l/, S. C . i/Z-S U (A.) ajnJl/er £ J2. UJ (1).

JJyll,Z0lt
A ti/ne(y petit-/o* fur rehearing U/tiS

1.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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■for a capifaf or oiftn-ft/TJt-jer

on <x
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

a chief 1C- /r\esS of famdo mentally F(c\U>ed proceedings cohere the louer courts, -Car 

cuifb Habeas Lau>‘ On<$ (de nuances of Habeas Corpus practice and 

p rejadlcl ally entangled. 0 Seicfo/n-useif ffcj>eas Rule. L(/) -haSed judgment-Specific 
acton Z V lXSC~,§ ZZSy ' PFdicn for' A Urif Of ttafee.o~ Corpus & y A Person Jdn A fate Custody ujitf 

typical principles of C iUit laa>' and standards regularly applied ho *ru> rmF ' S UcA-i proceed; ncj

raises /'Ayaortant ^uestnns of /au> related fo 1

H^es ZOOZs Amendments •/© Fad, H, Caj. P. Z 3 and Heir e ffectfs)

lack of found Carl'lly
faun class

under fed, A OiU. P. Z-3^ this

A. fk
Ccj* AoU>

nlna^ of the Le^ishit 
upot\ fhe PafeS /uoo Factor 'Ade^uac^ " reypirem ants undur Z !> (a) CL/J J 

6. Mr preempt ue scope. cf Fed, f?,Gu- P, Z3. in a frae 'Habeas Pule L(dj - toased! ju.d<jm>ent-spectre, 

class action tZZSV habeas corpus petition premised Squarely oh a patently Meritorious 'fad 
fo acyuim jurisdiction ' cUt'nn (of ere. He Cause c-rfsts regardless of Ha /Ltifivneds 'n or - after n -e ^ '

status and/or personal ability to Qualify

'curafli/e' ZOob Amendments to Pule 13 (fhereaiiH\ Mandating He Courts

of Qualified

C, the U5, Constitution's Habeas Corpus Suspension Clause <XS He Court's interpretation of 

Fed, A, CtU-P lS(a\Ct) restricts

jhdiyent petitioners UiL a Cannot afford ho bite Counsel'' from initiating claSS 6 cfit>r\ proceed)-' 

fn^s (euun }n a habeas corpus case premised! on a patently meritorious fail 

juri fcp/ction " claim J
Oifke effect of He touier Courts' contumacious failure -h perform specif,z judicial acts and (or 

ad/U/njstrctiue functions aj required by "Mandatory Statutes '*j

t. He /esc./ sHti

e fr\ea

ure-

aS ft. "proper plaintiff /rrespectua. of He be j IS la fares

appointno emitOUSt-1

F he a claSJ cert fiCaf-ion )/Couns upon

particularly described cfaSS of persons - essentiallyy

to acquire

f a judgment-specific, class Action habeas corpus case oaf ere He States cf(p>ri- 
i/afron of rudimentary fundamental Constitutional Pi>jbtf is nakedly dear but ultere He louse

sre^ard of He Legislatures ZilO~}> A/nerdmerFf ho Fed, R<Ciu, P. Zb, are Xoleft'nc^ He

ff/Petriioner iriliafm^ He Case fo he a party Hat Cannot 0de^uafely repreSCiit 

He interests of (ft pufo-tiue ctass ' (Ay,p./f) loaSe/ SoUly on Lis persona! $!at

exttorn-ey ' oufere ft? Court ifse.lt is mandated ho appoint qualified le^al UoU

as o

r

Courtin dear dhs 
titular Plaint.'par

as as a fn 
nsd to 0, cert;fled

O t* ~

class;

i ^ of all e/ S oy a State may sustain o-rinniral Conuudions and corchaumci Isyorisc-n.—

tAOrdj and/or restraints op on the liberty of persons pursuant h° jude^memis in ojl'id He Court 

imuplentty dluested itself of all leyd rtcjl\l(s) An./for infereslls) ho UnCjay <(. in <><- proceed at,ft fd 
judicial AcfianlsJ a^linsf H* accused due fx, tfs choice ho Snulo the d& 

tational /f/aemd/e•\eaitf Floe and Fourteen Hrou <j l replacement of pr escribed / hard Fury rules of 

procedure ou'itL 

Oofure Sf a.fe ~Cx>Urt judges

per So one/ of He l), sir I'd After Office ( App- K/

F Ujl\ ether

ds of 1/ SPA, Ceasli -man

illicit "'cus'fohn 11 that and a shed! lafed Federal Rue Proc.esS

fro! if H-e dr&nd Fury process tv

ktsria(Un y u 10 i
ted abjota-tIf,'Salty jran e Ce>Aune

3.



6. He AaXus of- Aware s /'njiucdo-al 'PA At on ty' SyJeccfrc ' ’'A Am A J~i

Ci/idemcs. 5 upp cr-fin^ a uindt'Acce prosecAiCttn C.(a!y\ (App. L ) fry addAton P> He '/n Pey-a.l<a.

Clat/nS o-f proSzcuf crtal nm'SCOndaA/jaJLxt'A WtSOonduA, 6 ad in « asrCsfa

acknestAed^ed 4y He IX'strtA CouA (App. iiJ/ aj us Ad

improper pelt'd procedures ; AocAU jeopardy ucolAi'oaSy t'Ue^A ,> -prttm'ses artres f Oj,4HA 

a. s(eu> ap ’aiAomaicc- retreysaf 1 - type errors ac

CO'-iri' (App. P )j Ond S<t(*A,'ue pf-esecutioa^ amongst AkeyS f Urkeye He UnAed ffatef CSt'Art'ct 

CbU rf/ set*. £*on.f*s Cjceyccsed. As cl'ScrA/oa P* " f tali eA juJ/Xi at n-At'Ce of Awards State - 

f (apAa-J Ofp&nSe jR'rS t ' foe^re v dlurSey COM o'tA ibr) U-tiff Ct CouA- Or Jar for kt'ha P> 

^S^otv cuus*. u/iiy (t^'f 0wl1 haPeas sk-oAd nod Lc dlt'srnfss &d a.5 unFcmAy , ... wt'td/n ~)0

t/y 0.ppcnrtf(lA /-© /'ndi't^CnA AAAi'Oneyj

Tap I'taf Cases" U.ndes / V ,C, / 35 dH (a ) (App, & )j Ujkeye He Co o, A A Appeals taker

referred hi He parfi'cularly ,'JenftpA c (aCtaS Oh <1 Spec A Hally 5 fate J cfekacls as ''Jt'sturL Cn<^ 

a Hec^aitbns - ■■ Cark,-ck J At-d ftot espaFIcsl, A^r, Af-a 

Hit'S Case fur flu- racjes <mportant~^aeslicc.j' cf (aut ,7\ -relate on H;

X) Ht Cou-As CyFasCl/e use °P dcSCrAt'on

ejedeumy u/AA Ueui1r\ /V\a f- €-^v

£coUwS<d '*w C£ o

lat'ms of I /Arotfy Ui'elaft'onS Cj alcre jas C

kfioLj(etSjejP Ljy {£* SCcAc A'sHoct-a cj arr&iAy

C4c<r

Aays 'T attij UJiU^euA He. Ca'A o( Oou*S*-f t'taA-t>rMa

1 CApp-.A)/ t^Ae*~e«-o!s a ciao-l /h»M,c€ OS.

t^m'rinr^ a<ti inAt'^erof PAAtarey /'h & CapHal C°-Se 

H sAs/atA Utkaf is /n -feet eSf&nae an rniit/iclaa! rPAi'h'<>ney~ SpsecHrc' j\abeas Corpus 

p Arft'on u>t'JfLih 3^ day S / utt'HoA He AiStstance of-Ca uaS«/ iyp t'Cafly afforded A> j"M_eX 

ft-AA'OtrteyS’

/k r«

PA A,'oner w/-oJe •fAt'^i " are** (>‘f>iLral( y Ca^frotCJj 

de-r •/» H~e -fa A - f^ndin^ proC-eSf in On ^AcAuaf Jdt

(.pro S-e p A A/On S h'to trail y Ca»sfraec( 

H He Cause o'f aAion ' " br eppAfafe Cowr t

Dusfiof' /Ma.S’h L, (e.ad&cP hy a pro re€ p

(App.Ajti. Jj

Gjoyctaifn ptetrSuatA~ Po pAe QatSjCj,'* o> A-rArnS^ utkeye 

(r\eeS oAy SA P°rH\ Pacts ^*'**

t-a (toil HA f(opItX.A claitnS

e.al ( e^Uof-'h^/^ettnt/s </. SAtt'/P, HA- ^7, lf2S (t^~? ~)) ) )j C>o,S c/Poz. t^.

tyrtauyd, tsz F, 2J ?il, frW ($*(*. mry);

u rde-/KX 0»' f/7/Mi

Cetad

acie^uAely preSeyde.cf ia /t>usey Cour^ hence are c«ej/trcakUtoen

oia app

3) He e ffeef of He SLA&S peypAual fruj f rAl'ot) ep A/nt-ro S a.ffeenp'fs po (j 

CouA ' record S receSSAry /© peyfeA a PA A Coney - Spec} Ft 'kaf>

"P%aAA,UUl}^U Unity 2 <* U A L I UVYPJ) (X) (6)/

HJwliA Cr>e\stcftAes etccepfitsiyal circumstances SafC/ct'eA H> metier et^uAakty PoK Hwe or by^

APcj efLert

5) t-UcpplicaUAy A Um(P)(XHb)H He AA

a, A access

eaj

passAlllH's Acme UmAJCons

H acquire jUYisdfAtOn 1 claim SpautneA

hy Pecenf'puU'X exposure of He StAc-couAs seer A eyop/xai/on oP a<* r(/>XiA’eastern ''

yOesdainCrt^ po tp. (~iranj Jury ptroCeSS O.S [fJLz ^rand jury yOroCeePt'nj fS flCCO

utre

rdeA He ySre. -

V.



Sumtofion of regularity, Ujlnicb generally 

pro of of irregularities in He g

y be. dispelled only upon parttcularileJ

dJury process ' [lU, Lr, JohnS’On, 3/ 9 (-(• 5, 

511-515, LI S.Ct. mi, Ull-Zll'i, 51 L,£c( UHLitWl) ), ^Ur<c U*lrp«r-
timlarited! proof'* /n fkiS Case- OjoS /vot factually identifiable toy Amaro untd /-€

e.tfard*^, Zt>/t/-

ma.

hie. fv> / ss u. ej f n /p ^ ZXopy o"T /^O op

MMSC-005, VL> Aid ZHL CApp. K,3 J; 4^;
a access a ZnfO/\ eo/i

GJcif' Cubat point and under what circuit stances Joes a. 'mtSCarriag e of j ustiXe " eycey.Jion

become applicable., u t\d&e Z & lASf~, §2L l J ov § 2.2-5 a!S °,

J. ushetkejr (A Courts language in rjurisdictional-chd/enge1 coses may k e Aker literally

A ever forfeited or avali/eJt* 

raised in di sired Court ' j and J

L*jI\ ere hLe.Cau.rt has Said feth / 5 ubj ect m after j u risdietion 

defects require correc//o„ cegavd.Hr of u/ketk 

Jut isdi'ctfOnaJ eke//I

er error

to indicfhntaf may be raised at any /?Mf ( 1C S, V. Co (Jon,enge
anj l/A, u. C?alaCuoocA, respeJedy).

I La /n a hfev presently he fare H Court originated, A.t H*Z Federal feOeJ, yjitb Afnaro s 

United States district Court (fa-If AI f*(iag of a. Seldom -

utPcj/nent-Specific 'class action f 125H habeas Corpus pettier) p/anted Sqaardy or\ <xpat- 

ltoriO“S 'failure /o acquire Jurisdiction "claim stated against U* /Jiath Judicial 

15 ijhnxt Court of Meus Fley\u> ujkick uoa.s eventually spavined in fisc etftzrrlath. of a for 

"Oepufy District Attorney s public exposure of *■ secretly operated illicit*custom in vetoing 

fftreme. proS^cuforia/ /ni'JCondccf fabuSe of H braaJ Jury process j a buSct of Judicial aufLu-Jy)

f judicialpoioerCs), ministerial functions, it of/or

t (la be as fiaAe 21J)-basedmsec

f
J
Catty Mer

men

and judicial Malfeasance (usrongful traasf 

Qctini/y,stf-atiuQ, duties /t> (A (districtAttorney's Office)f resulting in c\ proc.edu.vaMy defective 

CKnd struJur&lly dediXiett tread Jury process, aS CanUe^ed by He k/eu> MesfX-o SupremeCuurt 

Opinion, by Justice Richard C, AsoSSon in H Case c f Ud

esr o

l/ar-Uey and. (t-e tcuo 

focus of (egaj Controversy 1 and pjrand. j ur 

f l/(colleJn/Jy atfacLed &J Appendi\cK ') fl^ Smfa of okicL ,'j pre-

<uOr\ u.

related neuspaper articles of' t 

ivjicfhnerts ouertu

rAKC\ juri^J V
rv\ e.c

SemteJ) in (A f/lodino^ three paragraphs':

jly defendih^ a private -pradiCe client in 1-0(2/ Kirt J Ch 

fs istrictAttorney’* (Jr caStert\ M^-ulMeycicos ^^JudicialListviJ, ((ecj-(A-u>hIsth 

seditious pradice of structurally - based procedural defaults in U>ficb Hus, Courfs officers — 

45 deir Custom - reJ(/eJSly violated federal kigUs and Constitutional g 

disregard for 7H principle requirements of l/SXt/h Constitutional dm cndtn en Is it and flit

0 epJy
tie (districts

fa^5 O^OtA <tvez, a rnn er

a OtA

tees u>Jh ioi/4

5.



Utkereby He Slate disln'd Court j udijeS comp/tVcHy <jradalf qbfO--&roa«j/\ a coOeA sch

/ufe Control over '//La brand<3u/y As process M> He. fat's trictAtfapey j £)ffWe Hereby

tnab/ln^ prosecu/vrial personnel A, improperly Seite-vpon and exercise /ud},'itdly-exclusive

€Me

poaserLs(i cfieJetjaleifi sfr,'c//y A A«_ cfoiri'ctCo<-<rf^ a a A /o -fi 

Selves 45 AWn<j AU /ej«-/ oufkorHy A cfiJMijs, SeU<d^ jummop / 4*\tf

iCu/ed(y misrepresent Het^y —(-HU

c^ran? jurorfCon veme

Via esc yOe»rde_ CotAtOunicafior Lmitb too fnv°I vQbaevt -from He Co<-i(rf~,

person*] kroa^i&tfi^ e cenif prior c>cpcrierce. u>iH\ He ''custom''/

/1r, Choree, esffiressei. /veto /A prosecutor ippersonnel impaHestly abused1 He q^raucf j ury

ain 4 -fa.ciila./ a d vantage over H~e accused ley Seledi vely Summon iny or dismissing 

ho "stacli-He-dedc * (x tj a.in $/ / ar<} d~s ’ of Me brant Jury, 

oner /A issue (form er) SAA district Court Cfie f JuA^e ledldy Hartley 

dearly states? (tat ( as is He custom, in Curry Lvunty ant? He 9 ^LtudiXioJ falsMiA, ,, (Le 

job ofadifyin^ <j rand/ jurors of vsl\e*.H nAedj epCuSinOj Hem/ (xnd( replacing Hem from 

<S.mtn<^ 4. list of alternates 0J*S <jiV«.*\ A> A? efistrict attorneys 5A ff Ooifk foistreel Attorney 

^MatH*' CfanJ/et (r^out a $A/e dtistn'etcourtjuA<je J further s A //«cj /A/ HiJ custom f/ 

U«5 (< Cny prod ice conducted by cSistrd attorneys /M Curry

Since 19 79."

SyOeCckl #i<j A/J <?U>4

Aprocess 3
SpetdiX ^rand jurors so as 

JCn pubhx. (njraoyltnq

A (do oSevelt CoUmJ-feSa *

As He /Si sir I'd* emplo yexf its i/h'cif't ustom “ A,- appro# it* ately 3^./33y 

thousands of Con vdidnS Lucre U/rorcjfdly vbsto.', ne<? pursuant A pro CeA 

Kills of Jht\dixi/nend U Uilu'eh

/Her ally

Uy defective

£jo.rS

um

lucre reiuen erf />y i (/ecjd/y Con s'iffo-'te-iP errand? j urfes luLoSe 

pouter M> confer He re^o-tsde jo.risJicii'xtn oi/er edLer Hel/ery prOCJLeJlirs^S led /vo dtoe

5w bjed mafhr or persenCj) A be pro secede, d A He courf.

JZr\ A<tf prolonged 'jpan, of ftme.y Sever*,/ of He j^&'^m.enhs procure d hn He absence 

of j ‘-Ati.sdt'cfion OJere.in regards A Capifa./ Offense "cQSes Coffer Hs.a.t\ He flaih'/iffZ/H'iiioneri)'

Af The. &e<jtnntn<\i

Unable fo /ocd iior\ irey ard/in^ He i0 i d.

request H He MeuiMeyteo f^preme Courts 

^La.nj Likrrarij ^ Seeki'n^ any informalttn avatiable, JCn August AlaSn/i'ff A/naro

recet't/ed a Copy af He publrsAd dpi'm'on - issued lr A ^rplai'n utfy He t^rand! pry se/edrt>n 

process \ASed fby He 9 ud‘Xi'a( Q' jired C*>ltdd

able A a S Cert a try u)tH\ clear factual /cnoLul ed<j e /A p*ri/Xu(artZe.<JP (j 

(airtf/es 11 Serving as He SubsHnce. of Ckavei S allegations a^at^sf He Cs,'slin'c/~as U/e.l(*S

lotain «Ay h\fo 

%au> Library^ Pdif o,ier Atnaro posfed 4 turiffen

Case ft ■He prisonsrtna.C dl^ O #DMZ^O*>\

C>Csl VA

inappropriate. " - artUjIkS OJC^S

Ki

(o.



f/U Kf Mexico Supreme Co^rti fmdin^s on Me /net tfer< (App.lffts).C Uj

_ZV| r-ei/,«oo Me Opinion^ }n concert UJitf Me aatecadent newspaper arfid-es ( Ay>p. k

X £ ) At^aro cPiscerned? fkat' Mr Jum and. substance af Me 0istricts "cwrtom "and

predator^ use of perves-ted ('iirre<^u.(aritieS ‘ in He. ^rand jury Selection pracers 4>y psensonf 

Cud.o Cc/erre^^ocoArd/rMei/ Atom 

cfue process and

'Me structural -ft 

ArtJ forb^Jzn fecfniyrej 

fl e ^/us u//rn hw insuperably precluding M Ctale fro hn beinc^ able fo fi(|UiVe Me requisite. j m rts - 

Oder either Me Subject Matter or personas) to be prosecuted! as Me mere fact a ndpiracfnee 

of M-tfcustom' itself prevented C^rond Juries from bdn^ /ecpHy Constitutedt while Me r-\ efhod's And 

tedhni^ues utilized by prosecutorial personnel to Selectively dismiss or^um/non particular ejfamdjurors

inircfuejnent from. Me Court Operated to strip ^Targets of 

Mtir ritjhf to fairly - COryyOSed And Unbiased c^raaJi juries f in Ou *4r<M/ Cntion to Mu detn andj of UACA, 

ConstitutionalA/nend/nenfs U and X(t.

r/rc,ps>tr//ny /'* -ftfeprocess^>roCe<fL\rc^r n-D 

tttute-d re ve-rs; bte pfafn' an-ddo r fundarcitntnl err of b y directly a ft 

k and Ucry foundation of each

f only oi°!ated

CM nr

in OuU.rd\ Me Ccustohn 1edtn case5 ameujoc

ticedj but also worked to C1 A p continentapplied or p racwere etrre

diction

prtr/e communication to it!via ex \ AO

(for uflizos 'J. nnidely aware Met ISeferfanfs of CoSes in wh id Application oftM custom 

tibn &f Me forbidden practices ComplAeiy destroyed Cnc^ at for at jurisdiction 

to relief as A matter of lout (under Me national Constitutions (Sue Pi

Ci^fts J regardless of tM. Specific facts C>f °ny Individual CA$e. or its fiAcry- especially cohere 

ptrSori si/nifarly Situated to MW b&Y,S of Me. c (csis 1requested /

Against Me 'newly discovered Custom and frloidden practice(s) - Amaro set upon u>kaf sCoulf A

Ana

explicitly entitled 

recess Clause andS^ucJAnte diom

were

one 

ted reliefas already besom ran-1y
are

An. CaSu^ c^uesf £»r relief ov\ behalf of Me entire class AS Me Salient facts imie already been 

litigated and Me offending Courts failure f> acquire jurisdiction' is a patently meritorious claim.

(deem

State Habeas Corpus Proceejtna S‘

defying on Me Self policing professions purportedly J\i<jh Is fhics " standards to trigger a corr­

ective processt Plairdiff/Petitioner ArOaro Submitted letters to Cftrmer) 601/crror Susana Martinet 

(a former (i\istnst Attorney* for liiona Afna County) and Me A(evtfdexico Attorney (fen era./ uiith copies 

of Me fieutspafier articles and /d e. d-c-on Opinion CApy>-H)/drauJinq Me States tap officials and. 

highest Prosecuting Attorneys Attention directly f* tft public Corruption of Me Courts officers and 

Wrongful imprisonment of persons Convicted in Me absence, of Me re^uifife J urisiictiOn.

7.



red d/'SpOSitive. results ft 

arema. ory AAarch iQy tOif) — Appro sripyafefy

U'W» no reply fCOM He ftfAre's erstuskile. 6 

Senegal s Office (App. T)/ Annnro qAceved He /ejft/

ft/nonthi txffer receiVi'ft^ « Copy of /} e det•' u, A/arl/ey Opinion (App . Ky b ) — US iffy A. ClaSS Action 

HfiflOn for L)rd Of Habeas Corpus Suf/rvfted fo fke offending State - Court pursuanf f-o M/APA

Pule 5~S^E. Habeas Corpus - (App- &)

iSeCaUSA. of He State district CouAs kistery re^aAin<j kub<Z*S Corpus petitions filed ^pro se.} 

Ate\arot $iMult*t*eeuslyj petitioned fie kfeu) Afevtco Supreme. Court fo 

SMe JisUtc^ACApril

Jit ftefe £pre/ne Court defied HC ManJ&MuJ request {App» 0 ) pm May fby 2.0 /31 U/iff,

Mandate. /Ho- 35j C2df«

fke Attorneyou&rivor a retry

(/Or if of AAund<SJy\uj H-He.ft.

Perfidiously abusing He pouter of ktj discretion1 ky unetkt'Cally cJuoosin^ f-opreside overt fke.

CompliXit-fiarty fo fke

f forbidden (randJmrij-related proAtces fttjainst~

kobeaS C&Se JeipAe ft disqualifying 

Custom} and accessory to ike prosecutors' use o

(tict of interest /a if A ke -4J ftCon

ffur^ata ^ koA a. person*! stake in fkt ocvfc»>

Claims (App. jO, Jud^e Stepkem ffrrouile-S Quinn tyurned Amato's attempt A relief and m«l

leryffy eifdet'deJl fC decyt

Petition for Iprii Of Hab eas Corpus {April Ht tOtSj App- P ) '*i u/kick fke j t-Acje improperly substituted 

He issues of tit actual VcteSS action’'h abeas Corpus petition Uit

f fke Makk&r clue fo He nature of He. Case atyff itsme o

euo -
f kis judicial Malfeasance by issuing an Order Sumy/nartly Ci'smissin^a c

tk 43 cjt-oands of 'automatic-reversal ‘ 

knotty i, ffoiiXt fifed by Afty&rO i\fy kiiperSOn-(SpOtynit2J indioiduaj issues) impetuously <dterrors reutn

a I Cftje { fetarucry 2. Vy App.fk) in order fo eoade fkjt jade cf jurisdiction 1 issue o-S UteU <ks

ds cfdei- ef (Jf* teA/enaf And Prejudicial AroSecAoriaf AiSOory -He Severn particularly Specified 6 

duefj Judicial ptisCc'nAucij Judicial CiaSJ fundapcevdal Crror jj. ueffediite Asjistan.ee of C^unS-efj/h'scapy-- 

ai'ij e A Justice j and, felective And /Or /} iscn'M inafory Prosecco

i-Q U p\

fionHApp. /S.).

UM/w'a (lays erf kiS Order Summarily dismissing Petition for Urlf Of Hak>easCorpus>1{AppP) r JL

■fraiA4fi^(etv"t document fussing tCo kinship CJi'ft fke actual j udjinent-sped ft Class Action Ifaf 

petition duly fifed 4y Amccc (App. JudcjO Q.ui/\n announced ft Sudde^ intent t~o retire from H*

io&ncly / cloaking Lis 'conscious of <judt~l UJitk a publicly stated desire fa spend fi/ne. usitti kis Coife.,. 

despite, kaitlncj Jo/te, Hrou^ly Ike froulola to re-elected to fko bench only five minth S earlier-, 

f Oddly j Q.o-ie\r\ Utould Le. ^ukernatorially replaced by Matt Ckandltm^ Htft>

f forbidden practices iry He

Corp UJ

VIt. 4. 'defend,'nrrner 5
d Juror Select j On process identifiedthe bistnetf custom'1 and use o ran3

l'n Appendiy K )

s.



As S'-dismissal bad no appurtenance UJifty Ha actual AafeaS Corpus pdil;c,i fifed by

repeatedly sou^kt A obtain yeso(uiio»i of Ha matter fArou^f H* fdlouiiny p/e^Anjs; 

■1) A te.ft*.rcfj~in^ulry A H-t Court Clcrky Jun£- (C/ Sj 

L) ft. PdA,on for Clarification Of- Cast- Status ' t October S/ LOIS'

Aware, Am«ro

ij A ^ Motion for C(OSS Certification / /dartA *}/ 1,0 lipi /durn *</ AX ^ nfiled / 

AJH-t re.-Sub/i\iSSion of fH' Motion for Class Cerh'f'cation tb a formal fiercest f«ir Hwlin^S, Apr:! 12/U*i

LO(C>) and/

53 ft CJ'awj< q(~ (/ ^ petition tv Ha Af-tXJ Meipit-o SygreJne. Co ci pi t April /%/ I0/(o.6*ACajBL

petition Uja$ ft ever anSO-> ere.d, /f" apparently S'et Hin<jf in ~Snohvn 

Afafe dis Hid Court jud£<?.

AHAoct<jli {A <s of-64.

ftS M* MaHer UaS AS-ti'^re-cP A

nue

o A

F<>ltoU>in<^ lA. OonSecdt i/e. re.cuj’ftfj of /Ujo judges ~ ^ Maft ' Cfand(er and fired T, i/an joelevy, 

iespiuely (IjoHf cf ukonn are fdrmeiC prose.cjcA»VS -for Me IX'stncf uLt> padiC/patid m Ha 

awcP adli/ely practiced Hs forbidden practices) ~ Jud<j e (V«.uj 63, latum isSued //'X Order-

/^titi Oner's Hi if On For Clarification OfCaSe, Status And Order 0eny i'kj Petitioner's Motion For 

Class Cert i f/cat i or) And Order Closing Tkis Ma Her ’ (-Ap?- H) In U)Aid, be. Continued f* 

r-e/i'ef Uil>4« ^ifncjHnacoisiy re'fra.t'/wVijj f

f'V^ A/x
(joof <tr« /merely a Go/\fiVift.ftf<'o<'> of Crihsiha.! procz.eJli ntjS (Conlrarij do He Courts Cold in^ 5 AX far 

back <tx Mks~S u/Aere A? Court Add: [Jfjab&as Corpus U'sJ an oti^taa.1, . . C«‘(/iY Temedy (lr 

Ha. &nf>fc<ctr\erl of Mo r^kf H pert one./ /thtMy. In Any e. A/ote, 3 ?Z ZK 5. 3? I/ VL} ~ Yl-l/

<d!> sxf. m, r l. £cf. u ( im) ; zy ^ ^ x-ccA -m.v,5

ddre}S He l\<-t( oi 'urCsd/c//C*, SsSu-i. ten dI ndica- 

•'stake* f> Ai'ef s Hat; 1) fabeaS Corpus a cl ions are /ut>b c. tv A proceed t^s,

rohn a

ocjn A/1

class Acitonas A

habeas K

Irt essence , due. H an /n e ffech'u e Cor red ,’u<z process In u>bi'ch Class Adi on Habeas Car pus 

arro^odly rush return lied &S tXn accepted /etjo.1 (afe^cr^/ He State Court In to rpeted /y faded to 

Ctccqaile He vlahtlify of a * Class Pdlon PdAi'oafor id/'lt 0 f Habeas Corpus !App. &} CIS ft n ai/ai'labbi 

f relief and/ Hus, Scie\iA&rAy rejected Am&ro's judtjbnent-Specl'fi'd cHlins (and 

Corresponding relief) ui'ffcu.f ei/ey perf»rinfn^ Ha procedures July prescribed by State (au(SJMAA- 

Puie S-SfOZ)f 6nd uiliLout reading H-e underlying

Clkeutisi availing H* fade of jurt'shdion Issue, Hu A/euMeyiuo $ip 

Ha M otter uJttb denial of" AmtSros Pdi'tl an for bJrif Of Certiorari } (Aed dune /%&/(&/ in tda-iy

Mandate in Dccfcef Mc.S ~X~SC" hS^loS, CdeJ as "OE.NtCO o,, dune Z Y, ZOC) (App. Ml ).,

Uuo-S

mdted or avenue, o

f adieu or resolving Hepdlf'onSciaifnS.Cau.se o

Court denied r-eiJteus ofreme



federal Habeas Corpus Proceedings:

Advancing io Ha. L(n,-fedStates bistctctCoorf (0-/-/M j Ijihk a fr<4C Habeas P <4e 'L(t) fjud^merd- 

5pecif>C* h V HS C, ^ 2 2 5 V PatitionFor Idrit 01 Habeas CcrpUSf in Concert i-vi H Fed. H. Cta.fi. IS &i\J

accompanied by initiatory Motions fr'.Appointm 0-f CoUeiSi-lj Alaiahtf's SLo U Cc^uSe "UCjainif

ft«cj,/vf■?•<,'JoJ.j/yne,<Af and/ CtcSf Certifixation, on A-uyusf~ 30, 2.0/? fAt^ujk L'Sj 

ton J by ■M* "/tailboc HAe "J. As U itb 4L, Stale-Co art, Ha US, OijirnS Co art ilszff mi's handle c(

Hjj matter by To reco^n/ze cc whole Se<4

tores *Coiro-t('(/e‘ L00~S Amtmdments to FeJP £\j. P. IS> through 7~U)0 dismissals ' a*xl am 

inaccurate dental 0J <k 'MotiX* far PeconSideraticn (Apps. tb/ C/ and rushedively ). 

k~m skipping

Court invoked an outdated Sib re. c/ec/srs -hosed Yuhno^ s fe/n/ni/)^ f 

of Mymdn a, Sfo fe/drmkF're £> Car. Cc,t £/3 f. id li2,Oj lit/ (10 ^Cir. lOOO J (quo/(Vi<j O>re,\dt'ne o. 

Uln/Lt'ams, SOH H,lt /L/0S, /*/^7CH^Cfr. lUS) ), which predates He tOOh Amendments <xmd 

Jails H> due andproper Consideration to - or employ - He Pales chanij e 7c subdivision (cj 

ddition. ‘ o f Subdivisions (c^) and (hi, which 'cure ' He /lute, of its previous (a Ifni issues 

of ^inadequate lego./pep reseated ion b

Couiff it set t To (kpflo int ^ual .'fed counsel /© j-L# class op on Certification, Her*,'/) chan^inj hka.loa.srs

of Pule lb(a) (H)s ygre. - d-00~bAme»u/Vv?ends ' Adequacy 1/requirement's.

f /-/abcas Lo. uj ukde $hppin$ He Ley if! a -ro n o over

He. Leapslalutets hood Amendments to f<edP.CiV,P. IP), ' die distri ctover

ike obsolete. case lawhC/r\

anc( nehv a

Homey 1 by Making (4a mandatary act Cor He
y

JPn Ua dh'strtcf Courts EdJhdl 5U/nmari^ dismissal of He matter, JuJ^e Junell ettedivejy re­

iterated He Stote-Ccurt $; misguided be I ref Hat ftUre. is no Suck Hin <j as « class action habeas' 

cfeSpde a hr/tory 0t Suck proceedings dating hack at (eastto He case of lt/r/u/ord,'nj u.daje^rorj

40 4 U.S. 7-41 It Q11 j (u/kicji Quirts start in t^Ote d and Cor.t inuir^ Hrouyb todayfOo Aly r e (in e ~

ments in Ha process, as habeas Corpus practice aiadprocedure is A <-t /fmihd 7c a n^rtokJ/ formulrsh'c

U/ay fvr Lot-cry fully Convicted /imprfso hedSet of rules or circumstances bud is made available &S «
person fo chdtevup. He Conytitui/onaf udiddy o£ He judgment in k.'s/h 

Pefraining team /reaching

to Ci4>^ He outdated s/ore cfieci'si's ~ based ruling and it( fobsolete ' cas e Uu> to 'desm <ss U U class 

Cic4('om claims^' while, attempting to recoj 

class action habeas Corpus Suid into a regular ' individual Petitioner - Specific ' hahetef Corpus 

action by/ SUn sponfe, taking judicial police of Aware's personal ''Capija/ Afvrdar '' ftcfc-Ourt

habeas petition should net 

be dismissed as untimely, ... oui-jhioi iOd/ayS >f~ in a Capitaf Offe*>Seli Case, without He aid of 

appointed) Cou nS<d ns mandated by ft HA Hi § 35 ^tfa), for inA^ent Atiticners. (App.BJ

«v Case .

jc lui/U) Hi Underlying 1 lade of Jurisdiciron'issue, fke Ourf revertedor re

t H~t atypical Habeas Hub Ltd) /jud(jment-fpect'fccl

.4,0 ii and //JVfV'^ /u / Order Vfo skew Cause U/ky h'SI'm a*Can vie. own

to.



Cuu^ht by Surprise, Om4 Court - Ordered tv Sc*!3h\A uufaf is in facf a nd eiSSCnce an indiuidua!

- SyOeCi'tiC * Petition tbr U)rA Of Habeas Carpus Loi'fk(V 30 days of tie Court"s Order

provided Mo Court wiM, a Hl~

an ActualSnnocence "jcte—

PetAloney

vJitkouf fftaid of Counsel - during Mu Clvis/tnAS Reason — A 

/OacjJi VAnSujer'1 Oy\ (January Z.j ZOIfr hoc-ll)f,'n U^t-ici, tie stated

Ujay claim pursuant fv >n u. Airtt'AJj Wilt introduction of Hecu1 Haeijt %/e evidence bearing

cx strwc| 'presunyoticn of vfndictiueaesS 11 and erposity/j(r Me-prosecutor's unjus lif'a ble hosts ofprosecu­

tion against Atna.ro CAftp. L.. )/ n.r,d Supported b

Catty alfeye-d claims Met okal/eng

mar o

/«r^-e number offtartiCul 

es not (sufficiency at "He evidence ‘Hut Me cotnpfeHe. /ac/( of

J Spec i t;-air cmtV «

any evidence, objectively Aendbny to Support his conv,'ctio 

A cfct tto n to Me State -Court Judcyei 

tinq t! <J/Ti U ndj of relief (App. P)f 

fiatf’on of perjured ■fesfimoan y fi 

ofperjured feffi/neny before.

■Me cf^r^e of f^Oejj re e ,MUrJtery ,’h 

acktuicjled^m\ent of /3 issues of 'automat i'C - reversal 'constdu-

h On

Coon

& including f but rot limited M>' prase.cu.far s Cock eh (my and tutor- 

f.j 'f\tar (airiness j prosecutor s deliberate introduction and use. 

Me ('rand JuryJ ftraSecuforS failure to 

tesffnonyj prosecutor's use of fnodmt'ss.'ble and false euicteu.eepresented to CM (rnnd Jurcj’ Me 

I eye! in eligibility of'Me prosecutor tc. Mold public office a*od/ftuS/ fsin^ cheeses, due fo^Moea./ 

Turpitude" (sued twice for S-epocd karastmudf A ftp. 2. )j prosecutors filincj of fall? instruments

/to y t/ZisO(fa. S Me (iraniP-tu-riy was decidedly

an

rom

ct fa t%e atodfer inauutraieCom

where fit filed Me indie fin ent acafnst A/naro on

A/ot (ec^aity Constituted y aad lufere t essentially^ drafted f,S Star LJi'in / •!
Third Uii'itfeueJ S s

54 a fern end on /^Ay ZOOl, to 'q,ienn-up' discrepancies' fetus e an prior affesiafion s And

pa4Lolu^Y reports* h afn<Jy pMcd~ IMU SO'eri fi fleet I y identified Pu.rd.er (X> tofton" ernes ft 

belong inCj fa Me (far tn)ifhess and OjtKJ i-ot Am°~rO S j Mureby iluper/ui’sSiLly 'amend,'«<j ^

4L. already tnualid p>H( < £ End ict/nCft (esMbliS led With App. (/ )j r utmec-Ouj .Srac/y i/ioMti 0 n S 

tub ereAmAro A ad b

knife

pre^uAiciaKy deprived of Virtually el/cvij skred of pofeniialty. exc-lpaMr^ 

latent-print and /3 (4 A Zuide nee (due tv'oUeYSiijkt ^ OfniSSiOn f and i

Corpse by CloriJ Police fo (pArimed~personae!j s fay inq/manufacture of prejudic/a/ And eycessiveley 

Inftammafor^ 'pkol

markers by Clouts Police persam-dj Uup roper presence c( (Uvts Police personnel during (opty of 

Me decent J pnp^^per influence 

UScd in Warrant cipfolicatiOnS ( dXo by'custom " /tpp, U )} per jury a( trial by police ftcrJOAnetj Aacf 

an incomprehensible level of Tnellective Ai Si stance of Counsel by $4&4e-Appointed Counsel ouLo 

Couldn't Jtvun reco'yule. Me grounds 0f automat,X - r ever Sal ackrou/l ed^ed by Jud^e Quinn inU/S 

dismissal (App,P) Or Atofion 1Me Ccmrf ■for 0. CumpetenCcj evaluation, //at le fold Me Court !e 

(needed to do fApp. X/where Me trial was actually delayed So X^j« Quin* Could <j o play ft S 

Sovx Ujitb Me band \'n California).

een

).' desecration ot&rtrW )

luc evidence 'by Clovis Pa lice bip't. penSvnAelj unlawful use of 0/d I evidenceyar

f material factisJOMI personnel by Clouts Police/ falsi fecat ion oUpon

11.



I) iVect Appeal Ouher<C H*. App ellate Attor ney alerted fA Justices of Me Aew“ fepeoAtld

AxxiOo Supyemt. Court fe> the claims of betk ^/UhxrouS Arosecndiory11 and " UtnJictiue drosecvdian'' 

lApp« L ) but did Act ^CT.k'ij u.« 1 Item and J inttec-df ar^c^ed orly -fuu r issues Cmkere trial CcunSej

on

tied a.(foj«M*r

emce of j urtsdicfion pursuant /o tf* cft'sbi-x.t courts 

filizafron of •porbt'dd&m jr^ncl juror Selection practices/cut 

fhe ()■*.fendan.1 ujaS Coincided of a p[ur&<U~ alleyexf fo heu^ taken place. almost IZ. full h-ourj 

jf/etcre thcCa? best possible ^time o f Jed. If #f decedeui) a S 5C<‘ cutifreally deduced f cunder

O, (f\eUJ theory r\et^th tor presented to (XiAij CrrandJury 

e.yp erf te ifi'M 0 cy o f the J-oreniJC Atlheloyift. Cd.ec. / /iot, it- )

had 5toted P,v< iSSueS/ Ujifh the sfrofr^es tissues hemy 

^Capital OffenSe " Case fsrou^kt ifr the abs 

^u5"!<>*/»' and prosecutorial staff

/ n a,Ot*i i

s u

fe.fr~ofx.iy possible tjiirOu ffeAOV €'-'6r'

fly (ft Cv-ei 1 Order prrOUidi n^ a S em $e of- fiaalty fo if* (j nd^mlnf -

''claims and -Mx improper intent fo r«--

lft,cjefker different/ Individual rAet't,'oner- fyeecifit'action

ffer fo refrnfrf a Second 

flye fou.lrf-

At fix Same fine, oui

Spectt'c* Aab&uS ffroeyh dismissal ef all Vclass aefi

Casf the nature 0P the petition Info an a.

(App-ih), Am 

j r<
prompted/ OrJer-initialed Axlifvaer - Sp eciftcf kafoeoS Corpus Acf

i on

^January H/ ZOIff/ usifi*

fo formally separate fie ff*(juJj mend - specific ' petition fi

are submitted a CO/l request/on an o

ee. so as nom

ton .

/flffcouyk H* If 5, hisim'dCourt vt'denlly ^ranfed ' fie C0/\ yx^uesf reCj ardin^ dismissal

of- fke class aefton claims^ He Courf of Appeals denied jurisdiCifiOu and dismissed Cfv c\/3pxd

d'S fAaf At*arc A ad been (Kllcinjed fo proceed (Ojiff habeas Corpus aclfcnJ/udiCid-

UO-fiy CApp. fdj January ((^ \0{fs\.

on

IP noun1

Sn H* cfisiricf couri's SdC^if & Svi/nmary dismissal (App. C'jMay l % lOl&i, Chief Jod^e /A. 

Chrisfina Armijo ohaiffed Dud^e iJunxKs original asstrfion ffaf V tutw if StZSV afforded fk; s 

fype of rxltef-uhich if does ad- '’ ( App- loud of kerns ise resfafed fL* outdated s/am decisis -

based rult'Mj of fkt prtvloyjLS dismissal/ premised ory fke obsolete, - pre.-ZO(P^> Am endmenfs /o 

Fed, fi., CcV, A? lA — Ca SC taco d f A~ynda u, fte/e farm /Fre & CaS. to-, Suprc-XyOrd proceed e.S bo 

Summarily rejZ't fte Actual d~nn.oie.nOL cd eooay (la (m o S ' w nt i m xly despite ft* Tim* lines S11

arjumanfs stated by AmUirO in his shew iaGS* ^'AnSnjer‘ ( dec. One. (Zj^ impreuidcvdly OU tr fvcle,'n tj

App. L (Amaro'5 [ xx/idente) and emnsneOusly baldingIflXLJ

Air, Amaro attempted fx> Support C J k,s actual iinnocence claim 1 by addressing ft* f*cja/

SuW.'fi«n<y of his Goni/icliem [.. Although kx makes a numbexr of disturbing allegation sy 

all of Its ddress If* /eyal issues 

t establish /Ar,Amaros actual infr.oce.nce.

t ft* fima o f trial. l~!\ese al(e.ea-feefj (cor ar* f'VoU/i’v C<hA a 3
ttons cl o /to /to

11



( u/Li'ck /tAf/ZlV /jKofetf ite jurisdi'ctional /jju-e ojkAe, c(e*rk/ establish ine^ a pr/'/na Facie sf-otrfny 

£>F i'm effective assistance 6f Counsel^ and cjOeS Ao yive credence. Ao At 'i/i’ndi'cflVit pruseccd/on"-

based <rAch'<il Jnnocencx'' tini/n).

£* Aw GrJccj Chief Judye. Armijo pre -Jen fed Amato's tippl'cAton for CO/}

Ordered r&.l( p<mdih^ frlof/OAS C 2 Oar* Csf^ltl^ oj Moot (App. C )( Uikfck pre e/uplcvdy *\pp~ 

lied fo /IrA&ro'i MAlonS -Par; Appoiat/rient of CounSelj bfA*r A*> $/Uu> fauS<£j Jddy>niA>

and Class Ce-rti f.cafion.. Chief Judy e Arm/jo a! so proceeded A-o Sa'Sw tss fhe CocaA -prornp{ecf/ 

0>rdtr-initialed ^A-editio^cr - Sp et<"f.'C 1 C(a i/nS - tnc(odihy At Actual Tnnoc*^ce 

Cfltro du-ced under/He Oui'rj^in a. fte#-/cSn J, 

tfs cUiX^Cn their face, u/ere_ iVS^f-fi'ceevA to eAAle A/naro <Li'fit er A-o a. fextriny on fa kcs release.

<i fan ttera n

ejatecoe^y Cilli'fn 

apparentposition ffa.fu.A.'i iM^y d C~JfU\a S an.an.

S </ni(a,r(yj A/rtaro S M°iion For/ZeOcniid-erationlf ,■ fed on Jan* (1 f Z-O/^t^under 4h* 'A ar lb or mU.)

Cat'I ed h> CoiieA fL* district Counts W is Oppr efenSion of applicable (2ulef and/or Statutes

despite. clearly <\ppstsin<j M* Cvart Ac As /ri'jsteps feja«-<Av^,; Ha Coc-rtSi <f«,F aJdrejs M-e. 

tie. Underlying Audi. o’f j uris diA/of) iSSUej Mandatory appointment ofcoaasA Ao a Certified class, 

p arSo o.nl fe Fed, /?, C,V. A3 (c J and (yjy/nandafor^ appoint/rent of ao unSel /o On indiy enh Ach-

fioner (V <5. 'Ce/Sital Off *nS*'{ CoS*,p)arS<r“n2 Ao / y l(J. C- fJS99 (&)(/) ClOO(s)j inapplicabAAy of 

$ LZ. yy(t/ )(%.) s * Ttfa* Litv>Aaiit>nS ' Ojkere. 4f» ^raanefs Poyrninij ff* fodua/ pretft'Cafe of a c (at’/h

uvr* nof previoosly cf,'jco atrabU, or Ao a ~ yjtaH.x class acftn Aabeaj oo>pas at fee*/

&n(lf fh* p OriiXolor proflfi*2-C( ef Suin/nary J aJtj?ne.vCf /'h fftS Case as Afar* ^e~c,»«7jeare. /us

f f S iS es of /refer i o-l fad jU/bi'l* ffc Caduc* f*> ac<^afr C jori Scf'di on ‘ clb-ihn // pal&nAly rnerHoriooi ,

pursuant fo A'e.JI, d, C,V • P- Sfp. P*Co n Scdl eraf/O Aerck I<t, lotq (Apa.tif'\)cuien "fi U/<u 0V\

Ah/\aro Subse^iAtHly appealed di'redly fo Afc CAn rt-( (T/Vcurf of Appeals A^r o< C 0A,i> nJler

Fe.d, & App. ZZy on AprM ll, *1°^'

On April I A/ A^l /A Couef erf Appeals fsSued ctn (Andt-r (f'lrecfln^ O- li/nffeci fesnanef A /Ag.OiS/ri'tt

CoL-rf f?r recoils •'deration of a. tOA txnef a Secondary Order Ao AMaro •r&foUi'rfn<j Ai/u At> %<ie A 

Can'ftea report od vising If Court erf H\e sfafus of Me cfisfh'ctcourt proCeecfimejf on He. earlier of; 

CXI/tfay Ilf/ iol9’, or CLJ fiye days of ter he receives notice, o f fke Jdl/t'cf Courts Order re^ardircj

Co A “JApp.FJ

Or Apr A iSj Id 9/ fke l^istr idCo^rF entered As decision a/Ak an OrAtr fatraAin^JJ 

Akuperis Application And C 

Contrary fo IA2Si(cj s Specifications and in cf 

d/stci'cf Court denied COA staling ;

At'rMd

Cert, fed* Of Appcalalodify (AppAj/^enyiny fOA in

Fe/npl ef fix. !0 ^^tCircuAs Order u/kere

Mannersdyvcj.'i^

ear Con

13.



"based oils Aof appear Arta.ro Seeks 4*

dd’diOna I CCyfificaf

He. A/of(te a(- Appeal ( 0&c. 31)/ it d 

(appeal fhaf Order, HoLueoerJ 4-o He eitent Annaro Seeks 

of appealability/ He ret^

on

an a

t is denied. As {/&. Court erp/kined /'„ fCc Original 

faded la rtake a substantial shouiin^ Hat he.

(A JIM

ues

dismissal opinion CDoc. Z3/ Artaro

A&j keen denied a Constitutional fight) or- that reasonable Jurists 

•ho any ruling 

apparently in r«-f

Coo t-x ev ck s

fo ApP^d'ry and coLrie -turniVt^ ft blind-e

c(ic4(on' issue I neon Iroi/ertiAl/ established uiH Ha dcCurtenfs of Appendiy jf.

A fLz /ack ofluin'S -erenCe ye J

On April Z Of) 10m/ Afnaro Submitted o~ Petition Aon l/Oc( f 0 T sA0,}\A ahnus llpon THe. l/nr-fecl 

£fafes district Cccrt^ biftfid of b/eu) M eyfco t and^ kauint^ alio received A Copy of (A l)i'S Inlet

boa As Apr A Z3, WlH decision denying CO A CApp.Ci)^ began drafting hiJ * Uri A eporfAdvising

ThaCoarf Of%t ${ A us 0 f ltd district CcoA Proceedings Peg ardirg CoA " CIS Ordered by 4Ae Courtof 

Appeal (>n Apr A lie, ZOlA (App.F)/ at,Ah an additional request far Hat appoint lament) of<^uali~ 

fled leg a I Counsel bo H> class requested pUrSV.an.f~'to Fed. (I, Chj- A. Z3(g) and H) ApPeHOnjj. , v

pursuant bo ISOS 300iaA (c J (OJOLc) j IS l(A,C, f i 5 J C LJ l COO (jy) and for under- Habeas 

Pule ?Ce\r
OeSpite Art a no S Cup A A Offeree. 11 case classification —and resulting In qreaf prejudice bo l\rs 

person — He lO^Citc uit~ Cue, rt of Appeals denied kt's request (-or appotnirten-l of counsel sialin^l 

<fTU Count Will not consider (he poSsiCAdy 0f appointing counsel Aon He appellant until He 

CeSe has, been-fully briefed and fdst court kaj kad On opportunity Ao conSid.tr He. appellant s 

Oton siatertenA of ki'S arjurtenfs on appo&l^ fLtrday Causing ^

detriment of his appeaf uskrle denying As him kis statute,

Counsel OS an indigent Petitioner In a ^Capital Offense “

t prejudice h>A Ac M are a. tnaro

nHjhf 4-o He ai-d oA appointed

( App^ If).
On Mayl/lOH, Counsel to He Clerk, of fLu. if A, CoUrj of 4ppeafj/ Ms, Lisa A. L 

Artaro a notice Indicating (fat H* Count of Appeals lad lifted it s April L% lOfQ c halem enl a f 

He CO A proceed rnc^ OnS relieued A

O'
Case .

iSSued 4-0««/

f kis obligation to AA ritf~s~ ffporf- reja.nJin<j MesIduSrtaro o £ a u

of fL district Courts deter miration of COA , (App.X,)

The Counsel's A-u4 ice 0,1 So /'nfoOn ed Artaro fkaf "hL relief you seek in -f-b, mandeonus Submission 

Appears 4m rtirrer He relief you See\(, through 44\iS proceedi a^, AcCor JknyL/j <> * He pa 

judges,, , uiil/not Hke ft«.y o.ddit(<>ncl action teyardiny rf, ' (Apy>.JC)

I of

As cf,rec{ed ky He f-lerk of Ha Court of-Appeal j/ andpursuant tv Federal I^Aej of App-cHid e 

Procedure) A Submitted tH^Combined Opining llrief And Application Aar A Ceftif icoite dffna.ro

LA



AppealabilAy / cfated Alarch 2)0 ft0!i, /n which be AcV) expressed, essentially if Sdme to 4Ufa u-fef'Xf r«- 

tion-fype' ar^u*»\e ♦i/'fj Ae preSirdtedl fo /t* l^isfricl Court }n tis Afotion far PeO/nSideration (fi

‘Z.O/%) cJt'-H\ (x. Specific fewest' fur ids. Court to address A ine par\i,Mo r ifSuiS a nd alio radeui [ tie 

dishl-ict Court's J Compreh Summary difmiSSal And denial of all Accompanying pleadings as /avof1 

under (xbuse bf dcscretlon (_ /?*<.; /O^Cir. (Of) /in, f, Mo, /</~20(Hi.

ensioe

On July llfloiy (App. A) Hi Court cf 4pAi0-lj [Si ued ,'{ S Order Certificate 0 f Appea Ubrlc ty

^(-fecifl/efy resWirttj Hi district Court’s folding and flatly declaring :

/iacAuse M.r,Amaro is proceeding pro se, he Caunmof ode^uefety represent the interests 

of He putative c(<*5S„ ,/Zule 2-3 forecloses him f

bekahf« At« district Ce)urt held AS m<achtand //af holding is beiyOnd debated ,

Ate /O^fircart also repeated ifs district Courts Application of It US ,1, § ZZ.*At (d) (X), dijmt'SSinc^ 

A/nOro J i nliu id Cat claims ""aJ Untimely " based 0„ Courtj Calculation of lime dating from ZOOS,

lortr\o^!s\tj An a die the C^SS Syx>iv\ it\ Gj\

Ujhen AmAro's perSor\al ftate-Ceu«-4 COnuictiOn became final," And mot from ids State-CvUrf's

Cess aim f impedimentf prei/er\t,'n^ ApyAro -fi 

from fLt appits ycimafe dote of Am 

denuding Hue -focif of fftt DijIriA} 'custom." t /0 * lean u. t/ar/feyj App, K) 3 )■

perfecting o. Pz f./i ’Specif. c habeas petition, 

dCCeJS fo ifa fJecs .A^eViCo fepreme Court Opinion

n o mm Oner

aro Sn"*'

Disregarding ^/AArolr $<j.lo/nff}io n if AffiCndl/C L Citern*U 1 tvidttaCe)/ and mtsapprehendiny Mj

^lafure of A is /fcfeal f~iyno(e.~Ci ‘' (ja.feoji..y claim^ fit Court ktlcl-

He eHislriS-f Couri, Mr. Amoro afffyyofed fo Support C ] f ,J actual itonotenee claim by add - 

r eSS fn <j lie Ve^a/ 5« ((idenc1-/ of his Convictions^'' faf he offered /vo /»«.*->

presented fo fis jury, P. af~3l */. does /<-« better on appeal, At tkoo.cj 1, A< fvyalitS'

a number of disturbing alleyodtcni/ aII of them address fft /eyd isJ 

at fie fl/re. of trial. Tftse allegations do Kct esfabltsh Mr, A 

U/here Alfaro's "Actual jTnhoCence " claim is actually premised 

On top of tie claims for ^ inter Mid judicte.1 mtscun duct, proJecutorio.1 hni'SCAinductj and,'re fteci/ue

rtf iny l do.diX.ial Af'ay Fundamental Error, AliSCarric, j e of 

Juslice, And Selective Arjfor Discriminatory Ararecution^App. Q )f under iuh, ch\ 4« Mj inordinate number

to both He llindidioe prosecution claim Afdh. i° establish fie sheer ln effectiuehejf of

his defense attorney fn defending 1 him, especially cohere lie attorney r *-raised fbe intonypehe^cy 'isSue 

Originally stated byVfha pruSecAinj Attorney ' during A t\excrin^ Or\Ata.y tS, lOOl, a.n.c.1. if. 

neglected to folUo-op Aj.dh u timely Patron to have A-maros competency /Jrofessionally evaluated 

by psychiatric personnel before proceeding U/rth He trials

"6efore

thafeuas nof-enat

facts k-

!i actual innocence. (App-A),

ia«_t a r Are mocun

marc

ViAdtxJ iue claimOil A prosecu.

Set(boC.l,p.V "(App.lljOSSistanue o( C<*u^ OtA

of<srof$

C

IS.



I his huldtAQj Appendix A, also perpduetes H-e Courts failure H <xd dress He u nder(yin<j failure fo 

Acquire jurisdiction 1 claim premised open Ht dteumeAl and Heis of Appe/nd<V K.

JT ✓> futility/ A/v\Uro Vehemently Q.e<jue c( Ha determ in 0. f rc (-> /V\ A pist tiled1 ^Alclicn for

l^.efeorin^( cor\ siro\edas 4., ' P^iilion lor Peheorir^ by it* Count c CAppzdtedded' Jdy 2-5/ 201^, 

U/I\,'cb fks. (O ^'Circuit cqui'ckly denied without Commen

Oipp,E)

4/ opinion, or ct'er(^iew/ On A-g<$us flfZM *1*

Xa5w/m2
pts-ite-l'n cf procedural diSmiSSots(. Makf&r-af~k&nd fnj effectively Suffered 6.

H-ou<jl fin C-diOii (i upon Cr puHnHy

TkuS i bused O *•*> <r«.

tola/cd e,yf formal, court-based denials of relief 

meritorious ' failure fo

eo'en

Jurist it Ion claim e^Uirstifit f/^Jotrc'/'&/ foistit'dCourt Of/c/eui Mescico

I turpitueff/pruSecuHrial m/S-COft- dutj

acquire

And revalues OrolArdf yjejahC Com-pl/on, abuse of 0 ff 

judicial h/\)J'Conduct, fo{e fr\eJCeaSa.nce, bread of /eey'J duty, abuSe of poUier, abuse o f discreticA-j luck

/ees-uh'Hn, & consolidated efHrt (l,'e,y Collofioin

,Lt, Mora

lion of Co*' slihtionc lof iitteyty, and el- 

cu\d(or Conspiracy) wi\f a stupidly obvious i uiide scu

ua ret a5esecra

le deprivation of ConjtiiutiCncl R,<j Lt S Ha tsdeodcf

Cantrar- fa law, Common -j utfx.e, Andfal/e ereef G Corrective process on rls 

SenSttj He pi resetit /mprisonmentls ), restraint!}) upon 1,'FeAy, uni oHer h egai/t/e Consequences 

0 f 1 Ulror^fu/ CcrUict iOnli )y stemming ff 

fd ecu Mexico's 9^ Audic'iul Qs; strict Ca'-'d t illegitimately Spuurned by He bistmets System t c eibi es 

morass)/ baue been injudiciously allowed f» Cce\lij\

Co/^Ai 6’#7Ou>nc S

'yJuQiciied Custcn ' und 'far/ner;praclrceS ofHe dxob-^jfQfre\

bated CL^ulust Housuuds of persons

i irreverently y>i~oSecuted outside He Scape of (ulj in

ue unc

uAchaskedty deprived o f due. process

He. Complete absence of jurisdiction! (,,, danled relief solely because He Ptainti ff/Atitioner in
&nc

tkis case is a (non- ufHri\ t Y
~T/\ere t's ft either epcu.se or defense by He Sto-te of d/ec* Meyfco Hat CauLd ouercai^n e He 

(sdlous conduct of Hs avoids, nor

firoceedi/»j/ tkal is A/oT frivolous or fnclic/ous, yet at m time has Hr/

t\y Opportunity to be kearl deSp'fe He d/a.intifts 

Const it ut ion 0.1 Ritjkt Hit) ckef/e-n^c He 1/a( id ty of Cone i^tioiif and tH propriety or le^a/i'fy

sj And 3 J C^jUrl protect ibn of He CnUiS -

basis °f /au> cr fed Hr kavint^ brought and advanced Suck

been aff-caje ever

even He tnipi/nutr\ process Required Or «ordedt

rote ctof Current custody j it Hue Hrocejs CHuse p ton

ly (of fkti foInies Federal Courts1 $keer Hole of Vi^ilAnce, in regards ft tke Cell'sictureS

ties recckecP tkis paint>^*-5

And it~ i
furedive1 Amendments to Fed- /2,0'U. P. ZP) ~(h ZOO~})~ tkat tkls

5 on

case
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Ike tO'*' /,'/-< u/ls final OJOnls oti fh Summary d,~ SMiSS a( at all da.ss &<- t/or\Is readily apparent f 

etcims ";

KC>*v\

fr0tie or /»tore members af a daSS may Sue... a S fepresemtatiuz padies on behalf of all 

fv\ embers only ('P,,. /^c representative padies will -fairly and adequately protect fie. 

interests of He class. '' FedA. Liu. P. 236* I Of )■ kJe ka ue feud His rule do e-rdud e pro se. 

Class rAprese-ntatiyes■’ A /’»Ilganf may bring bis 

Counsel^ buf fust H-e. da 

/3 tOy /32/ ClO^Of. l000)< ~fl\iJ ij beCa.Ui* fL> Compefen.ee. of & layman is dearly 

fvo liMfted H> a Ileus kim fa risk fie rights of others. ''J~cA. {quoting O/cenAne u.CJtHiw*'S/ 

5 0C1 f.Lcf iH^Cir. HIS) (luLll Hus forecloses f,t~ CAmAAOJ

from bringing action on He cfaJSi bthalf. Fke district

holding is beyond debate. (App- A)

claims -la federa./ Court W itLuuit 

£ cfkcrs. " ^ymbo u. Jfnle Aar no A/re 2? CoS. Ce.t 2/3 Ft \f

own

i ms o

t Lidas kf 6.n.d tkat~Coom Jv\ir\ C

iwkether Ht Court ofAppeds for tie (l/^C/rcutt prejudicially abused 

its discretion cjken ft denied CO A (App. A) and Hoe /lekeari ng remotest (Ay>p. C ; udlod opinioul seeking 

feuieoj of He QcsIrtttCourfs summary dismissal of \l(closS ad/Cn claims based Solely on He PetAieatrs 

Homey 1 status W/fk

Tkil first conflict concerns

tdated s/are e/eCiSr'f- based'procedural ruling derived f 

regards fo pre-ICO"}) requirements «5-f Fed- FfCiX/- AlblatCti which became too 

longer applicable ejiuem dike legislatures LOO~b Amendments fo Fed, A., Civ. A. Z3 n*aadding He 

Court ft/eft F appoint qualified leyd Coo-uid F>

fa insure a class received adequate legal feprej&ntal

obso-OoV\ 0 (AAOiV Co

fete case (aUt in

rt ified class CA< Ib(yJlf) (A)) uuf-ere Hea ce

( toot H res I riot alr\f&ntof ComjreSS tnJO.1 

daSS of persons from initiating class ad/on pro ceeding s.

iOr\

Tie denial of baft, CO A and He Acheo-ring retques(~/> y He Court cf Appeals 

usual judgment-specifc class action habeas Cc rp us Case intsMu irg a* interior Courts 4.*{r*me 

/n is Conduct and abuse of He fraud Jury process 

CO-Jey turfb polluted proceedings {including Several (opd d Otfu-lr CaSej) in ujUid tie i'hclrd- 

fe\ents 0-lere legally iro/d Ct b indt'o CoS Hut tainted qraadjuries c*»u(d m>t Conferjurisdicf/oa^

Cj I Cre IH distent Court Suhn mardy t iJm is S r d fie fno-tte*r o/’Ktb no f-eolleut of Hu r-n e.r 11 j of t~L

Comer in a ueri^ un-

t Snfeding HutuSaads ofHr 32/33 earsy

Co-Se or /esc (uf'O ref IF underlying claims related H f-La State district Courts action Is)/Conduct 

or i"( S •(&<( H> (XdjjjdiVe juris .ure

fl*- second conffid concerns He K.S, Constitution S Habeas Corpus Suspension Clause — Arl.J, t 

ujfera Hu Courts lusidlng ftlouS«V-t/y identifies U particularly described ctaSS of Appli­

cants i*>l~v are oppre^sludy re(tri'd~edl fmm Aoe-n t'si s'A/4 A/nj class action Suits in blatant

17.



Conflict UJitb clearly established f~ede.ra I (aus perfain inj /» both 'cfo-jy action $uifl Uudep 

W, AC.vA ^ <Xv\J alia ho petitions Seefci'inCj habeas Corpus relieven hehe If oh person S

deprived of (Ze> 'v pecferd Ri'<jhts Under tf» Lfjf, Co mistifuti 0 « . tAppS. Ay t-, and Rj

concerns fLs 4 roe states of (he Case., ojhetker fke pulinqS of Me lo 

Courts are actually "rlullanct L/oicf dS neifhe.iT theCourt of appeals

fulfilled fhsir respect i'i/e j udiCial obligations iv uphold Ate rule of (ocj and/or apply ft yed 

unions of ’'Mandatory Statutes ” fo fhis cc-.se

hnodesti standard j of federal habucs corpus practice and p t-ccMu r e j /I Ofl -p> e r fo rm once. of 

federal statutes r e^uirin^ (L* Court's appointment of teams ej fc « Certified c less in at I class ac hen 

Suits flUrSOanit fa (A L <2J if lature's ZOO3 A/ne^d (v\enitj ft PeS. Q, Civ ■ P. 2-i j <L -fcu'fu V € fv e-ny &<j € 

In fist f eo^uisihe 'rigorous anc-iylis " fo determine if a class repreJentaliue met Ms burhe 

four p rere^UiSileS fo maintaining a class Act/'tn Suit pUrSaonf fo t-edr £, Civ. At Z&j /7Oy}-/Oerfo 

of federal stclufeS p Ufta in in ^ fc Ms Courts mandafs ry appoint me A c f Counsel fo /ndic, end Aa Leas 

Carpus petitioners in 'Cap Ac/ Offense ' cases, available 

corpus pet Mion - o n request - pursuant faz’d 1/A,C, i $5^*1 Ca)/Zj/lOOle) j and, 0*1 i//1 K€4S&?f- 

a bfe Te lie nee upon an outdated stare decisis - based ruling premised an fh> lO^Ci rcuif $ OuJCK 

odsso/efe CaSe laU in order fo state a Sum friary ctiShnifSaf 0*1 yOrocecCcira/grounds. Jf t

Seenos h-fykly Unlikely th>if Congress Uiculd Support a. rocjue 

legislative i intent 6 r flat (As l/S, Sap re me Caunf Under Article 2Zf po aje-r, cjoufd — ashen 

faced Ay a habeas Carpus nef subjiciendum - endorse. Or permit (o stand Ihe unreaSc cable judy- 

Me,nfs of inferior CCurfj Luka irresponsibly p 

and outdated y^ro t e dura./ rulings.

C tfotei defined by ftfadc* Za<~> CSixfieaary, ’'/fandefony Statute.’ )s a Cj menc term describing statutes 

which require and not /merely permit <k Course, of act/ofi. A ’'mandatory ''provision in 0- statute 

fLc Omission fa fi.il cut uAi'c/i render f fie proceed l n^S fa UfhicL, ,'t relates void.)

Tka (kind Conf'(,x4 federal 

ft* district court

cuer-

fuor

pro -

but posted-up Cuitk i J*fO>0-COmp/Tonce With

f u*n o

rmon ce

tfs filing of a. federal fc-beaSbefceuem. rji.

■f J c$e liberate, deviation from r/sCcImt

fed fLa ru(e of (at.j with '('rrej ulo-r 'proceduresar i/er

is one

I fa. fuurfh Conflict concerns 0 r abuse ct discretion cohere fie Court oh Appeals affirmed fie 

district Calnrt’s Summary dismissal of 'allclass 0diei\ claims (App. A tf Uj he.re a team - oJuCOabhe 

JurisJictiortal /5JUe is the theme, on tb <j 

ade^Vafely represent ffe interests of fU putative class *'(App.A) 1 s tferefen 'excludeCtl J,,.

from bn'ra^i an actI

of Lshether c>r rent AAAAAO ^volcties as a'prap&r pfaintifh fa /maintain a Suit in ashick (be 

Courts appointment 0 f qualified (e^al counsel fo Me class f J a /

d that A-fm arc - as a 'noil-attorn *uj ' Cannotloun

the class's behalf f(App.A), uukeme fLe exists regardlessC«ujfon on

dafvry act11 A-t /east oneman

IS.



U, S (Sl'ii r,d Coorf ( Qsdaujare J les kdd ffaf H.e inability of a pad/XuUr p fain h ff <4> qualify aS 

O. proper party fo m aimtain c class at If Or $'wf does /u>f defrocf fromet diminish fit -Cxi 'sfence 

of Me Caus? • of action cwd fkaf H~t cause Continues C® e*>'j/ unit ( a. tyualcf/ed ftlmdiffcan y-ef 

/'/ started in fede-rej court " C /kero ft v. Ifruttcf States dfen tffnj Ccnp.j b, & d- UHH, 53 F, J«y9„,

<?S)).

IAsl fiftl Cunf(itf Ounce.,mf ouldker Me class o-C poif-Canuiction d-etendonfs in His Case cere 

duly kn{filed 4> ‘'(Sue ArOCeSS ClauS-e'’ protecti 

■ful Convictions adjudicated tr Me abSen Of 0-f jO(C/sdicfiOn/ pursuant ft, Me Slate JS Covert opera ~ 

h'on of ft befouled Cuj/om '* predatory utilization of sfrictfy forbid!Sen pre-dices ir piece of 

Ho Ic^ls lafi Lely prescribed ftufeS of ft raced 

Jury Pills of Fnd<\ftr\e.rd a^ainjt 'Taryd s' of He brand, ft) Ur y in Conjunct ion ouiH unconSf, /ft- 

re(ecfiot\ process oolicl fed been unde# He abscfufe control of prosecution

d(oy £^uaf Protection 'relief (ram oji-oacj-0/1 AW

by Ho. $/n(e S 6jevds ih frail le-yfly O-C^uirir^ &hc*dore

t/onal h3 ueorrchci J
personnel )h U*e plate- and sfead of A duly empoLJ&red ^tofe distract

As Me. /oc/( o-C juris did ion (/rising from fU Safe's cAopce 4o partake of fie free cf far'

bidden predicts CO a Acf />e 0 U&rcom ?y d Seems Comnp/etety h ar-ctica/ ter f£ federal aourfx 

fo efieny due and proper rdtef on irrdeuonf £,t\ d //toppl'celleyOKoC t>e/c* re./grounds^ especially 

Ujker* fit AfeojMeyciCc Supreme Court f*s already declared Had fie bu'slrids ^Custom " reSod fed

iddnret/1 (Afifi. K) and fte.ee cor be

d.ecu

d jury proceed'! nc^s OjkrcL 00 ere^illef^al andin rc.i\

nb cioulof fktd fh> Nets Mexico Supresne Courf jo-Scjmed declaring fie "cusfom " and f»,-bidden 

practices ''illegal and unconstifufioral ' IS binding on Similar cases pursuo-ni fo He dbdrires of 

ISSuepreclusion and Profedion,

difuftond issues lx OeCe

Tkk fteoj Mf-XiOc SupreSAt Coud fully tefijafed flsOtn-

ft/arf/eylApp.K, 1 J flaj legally obligiAiny futceSSiOe Cuurff fv 

f al/ot-J and tpfily ff« Same declared try judc\menf fo fie cases of ea.cl fvyernber el ffe claSSfOs 

iio fie Cases of t S fe/de U, Snxr/d, VS/ If 5. VSV (t^ 91)/ and, .Aeftams Ur T« KOS, V V % U.S, 

3^ ClQVO) creach of u>lrcl\ ruled urcensiifutioneJ q capftal- Sedenc Trig pradiceofilitedin 

T<>eos and occasioned (grants of a fxumb<r of ^oefi'ji'o

(n cases uslt cl He record clearly esiablisled H. of Hu forbidden pre-dice oua-S Ho lloo^edft

S *1 is*

- hmfided Susvionariy j'udyhntni /nationsner

fie Sixib oon((ccf arises f rom He US, Distri ct Cour/s impromptu atfempf fo innpropec (y 

{/erf fief rue Habeas ftuie, 2. id) Jud<j*\e»d-specifrc ' 2 ft' Ud, C- jllff fteff/cn P°r in/rii Of 

•Habeas Corpus' c/ass acA/ors 5u/f /do a Categorically dh'ffeyen.f (Pehdiao<m - specif,c f a Leas

Con -

Corpus aefion purSa&af ft> He Courts erroneously - premised S ismiSZ £al f of all class action

fo sHotJ Cause ujly kiS CUsn leleaSclaims and bcdeoC i/\di'Ut(fiually direcfini^ ft/eintiff Afnarc

1 1.



jAoaid not be diS/nUSeef cks untimely" (A pp. A J/ and 

exb used i-ts discretion in denying £P A-(App. A) a. nd ld.ek.eo.ri n^ request CA/,/>,(J.) uskAe fat Un<^

to a. ffurd Me person of- fiadrod. A/naro any inkling of standard ko-beas Corpus pto-chce and 

teduafe or One iota of a. constitutionally ade^uc-t e opportune! y M> be kearcf uvk 

d’ny Me Courts / Systemic "failures tc discern or" re.ce<j<v(2.e t~h*. separcde. fcuctiCn syp vrp °S>e,

Scjop? c£ Mot Moo breeds of habeas Cou'fOUS peht/OnS Oit play hern.) if SeennS fb> d/slmi

u>k e Iker Me Courtaf Appealsconcerns

j*tO~

eve^ naftoilk dan -

Cocrf -f (ocj cc. nitty O bused rfi d iSCVci tOr, no f So tn iac/i / A taking judicial /oolite o £ A-tmaro J persona/ 

State ~ court Coi'Ui'c lion i b uf in , fir si, kim My essentially/ sub/md

Specifrc 'petition A>r inirrtef llabeo.j Ccf ft Of in 4 l'CapMal 0 ffeuSe Caje rrUi i ff in 30 cfays " uj/-tf-out 

tke odd or assistance, o f Coom\Sel rxorfnally afforded to Similarly Situated Aelif'cnerJ fApp, ,AJ — in

Ojkaf bey

in a Capital Offers Q. Cose tn Me c. k>s<nc e of any opportunity Co be Aeordy develop Me facts for 

Me Court/ or /,'{ tyde tSSueS Me Court cfAppeAs refers to as '’'disturbing allejalion s (App-AJy Uikere

individual AefAioner-Olt\

(j ud<j meat-Specific* action - and/ Second,/proceeding to Sa m/u. artly deny reliefars &S Ck

Sue/ zlleyulfofls /^t/uefe 

(1) adjudication of Me matter in Me absence of junsdret/on • 

ll) Intentional and prejudicial projecctcrial in ij conduct J 

Cb) J ud fCt'o.1 miJCn nduct And biaj;

iH) Selective prosecution;

(5) V indidive proSecA ion;

((a)perjury on Ue kjitness $iaad lay police/

(7) Subornation of perjury ky Me prosecutor;

(%) double Jeopardy utolaiitn s;

( tt/ira. cfy violation fj

(lot In eff ects' ue assistance cf Cour jetj cud

d kost of aufv/nain - reversal-type errors already adcruouptedyed ly State 6 istn'ctCrourt Judyz

Stephen Ki (ivinn. in Appendty Q

Reasons fo* &mntz<A6 TMePermotM

JLt tS Si'c^nificanf to route fkaty i'n (iylaf of tiekeon u, tCortiey and Me relevant neutS

( -Cor AfeojMCyvco is effectively 

propriety of hase-d on Me dochrinoS

Girt idef (~Ay}p. K) and Appendt/C ! y Atespondeni Attorney ft 

estopped, (dm ctr<jui"rt4) against Me Salient facts or 

of (SS VA preclusion (pndtor res Judicata,

en era

l 0.



X. THIS CASE AFFECTS THousAMhS OF "COMUICTEQ FELOMS" rMCLUOlHCn 

THOSE /N SEl/ERAL "CAPITAL OFFICESt~"CASES, UHEAc AM UMAAECE- 

Bemte& iz-Yeaf YIuh of Aualic co/zpmpt/om A Mis AAuse or rue 

Ju 0 (UAL Process JMfupERABLY BMFEb THE STATE (MsWcr 

Court FROM MQuiAiHb ja/liSbiaiou ih\ ITS 6RAMb Jupv-i3Aseo 

PRCSECU T/oMS.
Llnde^r tYl/e fnt arul Iny3/doable * clrcu/n st&nceS C {/t/<^in(G i w CoAenS o'- (diryiniQ, 19 i/,S/

((o Odheoi ) a4 {-(^'T^OS/ see /</■ 4 f 30 V-3 o 7 ( ar^ u/A eM of Counsel) )/

of Hu's Court s Sup&rcrIfOry po^Jer I S truly cafW for ,'n Hi f 

cdtni&l of C&A (App,AJ And flu SuLfe^uenT Rehearing re^ibesf lApp. E) qs if$ fLcfors c(r.<P

h<j Circu ^ Stance S fnhwe*ci (y cause H Floe of t A/*0 Mi nary fl obltc. ihyOorlome.

Tntrinsicnlly i/nportad as it necessarily i mvdves and Jiredly affects fL, {rCo>\utded

erSei'S ~ Including Hoose n feu&r&l CapHd Offers*.

an tYercise

koy H-e Cau A ,0 f Appeal S 'c«j«

Felon' 5talus of literally fLousands ofp 

Cases- fkts case fiat oa(/ chat!enge-T MouJon^j of convictions OUes cc 3"LMS year fibae~span/ 

if also ujarranlj %ioeoJoJ ConSideration «s He Com sfif (Atonal challenge. fa He udidt-ly cf

Sfafe district Court's prejudicial 

ff e<fi aj H* a <§/* l at sir of to a 0 f JO slice ^ tohich

ads of prosecuf (trial /niJCond act Ulkere personnel cf Ids ISisiricf

feasance, afjuJ'- 

usa$ -eyponenfially ca tn-

fLe tafti/idIons Is predicated op 

Cial cl dies diced I
Aonon a

/ a

pounded Hroujk xenons

oracys Office predaH/Ay abused (L> Grand dory process by ufilHib^ sir ref fy forbid Jen 

practice s fo unfairly dif miss^ j d etf/

Service^ H&rahy aSSe/nbli/^ i((e^a( and unoensir full onal errand juries u> lvo.Se prouee&i m<jS 

Coo. Id /oof Confer He requisite jurisdiction fa He adjudicating Ccori over eiffer fLeJufy edt/ndfer 

Or perSaals) H he proSe Cv4e.d.

Ah
d OriiColo d JurorS for Arc nd Jury& #v / LA>1*1 p r Cjra**

It. THe CSFO 5/0/1/ BELOuo FESTS oh CLEAR £AAop of LAD AH b SQUARELY 

PAESEHTS MULTIPLE COHFUCfS.
A* LjeciS/'vnS Conflict Uiib FederalPMej of CiuHProc.edure £ 3.

J-SJcu'n^ f-eohn M* Coc*rff it\f*-ypref<dior\ of FeJ.fl <(i\J- A. LS (a)llfJ/ He. decision LjelooO Cs

f(id in He Circuif.

open -

Usktfher /H Sub-Sulydiuis/only incon^riAed Uifinin ifself tXnd C/eafeS

actually >forec^oJoS C'non-4 florneoj ‘ applfcods] frubo bci^ 'M j 

Uikere He Court/ tin, Apfiendt/CA/ htldi

S 00/e.ra Con

d ion on Ft claSS S L eldfan a

rrOne or More Members of a class /naysue, *S represedaf ii/e padie 

Orly i f... He rtpresenfaiH/e padtes UiAl fairly and adequately p r elect fH mfirests ofHe class. 

£eJ-fi<Ov, A Lida)!*/). LJe haet YeaS His rde fa <jydud,

behalf ef 6. If/nemberss an

class representatives:e pro se

11.



MiS in itself, fLw£ Mi at Confess net flyer eYflressty n°r /„phed/y intended fa pCe-

Cmpt Mu Im'i/^fovt of t* claSJ & ti/cn proceeding by aA/ particular class of peoples - Su of as 'Fro

S€ PUln il'tt/Pehitoners Uuf fpfliCtiUy Pro f-e only because fkey Are unable M lure A liCeisSed 

'professional i-o briny M* daIsas -fa F Feral Court due i-v M&irpoueudy.

its /oo(dirCj uJiH\ ,'

o pre

IpfeiTe U-e Courf CAVSied Or\ /a

ft /ih'y 6A may hrinij k/S claims A fed ere! Court" UJifLout Counself but feet Me claims of 

fd*AJF r+Xr* & Cos. Co., 2/3 F 3d niO'ilK Oo*Gr> ZoooFTAis
Oi^/ty

offers,"^yrr\ 6 » !/.

IS So kecMu competence of a layman is clearly foe (in,i fed lv ullvus Aim A rifle 

M* f"/<jkts of crfkers. ' _d~<A f^udiy,^ OiceneC/n 

Cir, /f75J, .. Pole 23 If os forecloses Aim from fringing An action on A* class's befa/t, FAe

dlslric! Court l\e(J as fvyuch/ and fAut Adding is h

Ur/doms, SO 9 F. Id /i/0S/ /</07{L/a'e in

d dMedlApp.A),
fi* Corftist stems y-for (ode of judicial Ui'tji'fdn oy (Mm fl* Courts erroneous interpretation o t 

Pde td(o,)Cy) ui iff an 'outdated' interpretation Hat Seems tv f

eycn

cf a. Veiled JiyeFcisa ine rnore

!ey At mate nnijapprehenfion of flue Le^lsldt'ey Aeke ep >«f tk p recise (an^uo^e and plainufesan a

terms.

tUe.n Ike l*$‘S IdtureS *C Uratilie ' A/nendmeAr to Pule. 2? in 7,00 ~Jy in 

Contrast tv Me Courts uSe at Case tcuj on tk* issue decided before Congress made ita p\andaftry acf 

fee fi~e Court itse.lt A appoint qualified (eyd Counsel M> A c(o-JS upon Certification /turtfc.e’ iu\pl- 

ediny fL* Pules require f'riy c reus Analysts',1

/ifotreOVeXj Me Courts decision not only disemboCuAs Pule Z) by uaidin^ tk* intento ( fM Supreme 

Courf in proposing Me PuLe S appointFed it Counsel proi/iSCon uiki'fe stripping /ft CcnpeSSiona-f /atenf 

of Puie Ll(cJ/(^)pnd(h)/ (jut (\(io C<ify1C( in Me (*. bSemCe of M~e 'riy»rt>US Oralysi s''required by

ft* U-tfy Sahae Pul* ^ Fed. ft, Cits-P- Zi,

discern uifelher Amaru's cl aim i fnei Ike lourdenj of tLe fi

TkiS is especially true <j

y t~o fie PuLe, hfe lo CourtSy koft/taded toC*>ntt LJ4Yror

lefnents Andtor CSfetter Me classvur e

yjould otkesu*.'se Ije 'cerli (idle CMurxcrvsAy, (ommonadityf and Fyptcalrly)^ regardless #£ 

A/tfAfto's ^Ade^O-uco^ 11.

F>'r\ally, initiation of a doss action proceeding by an Indigent Petition er acting out (kin !ibn« 

Limitations' to preserve Ais eights and/or ri$ f l A relied oJitfout kta beneficial aid of pro­

fessionally licensed leyal Cttunsd ctoej foot /tyoodidafe Mu> prehn ije ■ Sn fftc present case

Operation of an iPiCi-t custom'

-^et / in

nAoit on fy public typoSure of 6* $f<xt<s district Court S 3 ~y

feSulfin^ in illegal And Unconstitutional ^rondjuries ' Mu> acts pf Mu deF-rdcufs cAaKenned

by Ptahifaff affect a II mem b

ear

f ML plain!iff-c(asS in Substantially M* Same manner AndgroeerS o

d$.ld and XU/ and statutory ri^fits csl/ck

f-o/" aU members eF Me p/a inf rtf'Moss G.n<fy Merefore/ art typical yJi tfir fte meaning of

rise, tv violob'cns of ltd >C<A,Coust A, Simitar6,rePV\ Cv'

it.



fl.vs\e U>(a)fit)/ ulkicL impiiofies He principle of H~e Courts i-tdireg /*i He

SFeiAes/fierri/f/pj , /)< bHt l^Hfi^ S3 F/upp. fS 3^. Ulk e/f /2c Court articulated.' 

'STH Seems4c /trie FAe rule c/oej Xct go beyond proceAure.,,,. Singly beiause «parte Jar 

plaintiff cannoF Qualify as o< proper party Ha melritiin Suck A n acfiioi1 does rut destroy 

ojfiktle at He cause- of action. TLe Cause of action exists unfit a qualified 

plain fi ff can yet ifi started in FederalCourt, *'

of /terra FF u.case

or •eu'en

Q. TAx h sc fs/oin V (o* fliJ Uilfi Title l fi Vncfed States Code, SectionS l Idl And US %

Habeas Hale 2 (d) / find fed. /?, Ciu, P- Ffi ■

/Ax d/eCiSion beloiu is openly &t war cs/fik Hx structure and intent of Hese sF aIlfie S as 

He CourtSurn/aaril y diJtniSSe.it all fit CSS Celt on claims '' (App.A) Utitb He Loldihg Ha.fi Vf 

IftitjAnt /UlAy bring Ais C>Uh\ cla/tAS fi federal COujfi Without Ciaur\Self butAct He claims ofotkeiS/ 

LukereOJ fiese statutes licitly provide just FA* opposite.:

i XfifiZ) (Application far a Urifiaf bob Corpus skat! be in Writing Signed and Verified 

by tke piTSoh for LphcS<c relief ft is intended, or by Someone, acting in kiS bekdffiand, 

illLSHfid) Tke. Supreme Court- a Justice fiefeof f a. circuit Jucig

entertain an e/pplicatian ■for A Writ of kabens corpus in fj eAelf of a person • custody

eaj

d i strict Court yko.lle -or a.

//I jio(alien of tfi Constitution or laws tor treaties of Hx tlnfied States F 

Habeas Hide Aid) (iH 7L Adopt/oitI per/nits/ but dees act regyirej An attack in a single petition 

on judgments based upon Separate indictment 

t/nposed. on Separate days lay He sannx

/vfi 1 of Ht Hdes Covtming Section LISYCoSes) wki<Ji leaves ope«\ He. door fi (lass action 

Suits in. which litigation Is btcu^lfi on be fill ol oH 

fix class's behalf,.

Separate Counts tv&n Hough Sentences user* 

CvUrt. 1/9 Zip Adaption / /fiduiio ry CohA/nftt** At e ley to
of on

itk ho stipuUtfo to wlwm may^beingers lx n as

An ad ion on

Si m/firty/ Fed. H. CiU. /■ 2 fi( ij} AaS been A eld applicable fv Jxabeaf Corpus Actio nf and Concerns

. • (f) uj fen a ifatufe. of He Ida/fed States Confers a Condi- 

appli'caefis cUihn , . . And tie main action Aa

perm/ssiue ihtervention by 

t/onal C/gl\t fi Intervene} or It) u>kcn an 

question efi laCi or-fact I

fkuS/ misconstruing M* language of fied. fi. C iv < P< 2.3 ~ pre-or post- LOO~S AmendmentS — W

anyC“\c ,

v« A

V
^ CvO faA Hr\ d v\ ♦

bar (A./ert-frie/yd 1 or firoterh&l benefit association ‘- type petitions Seeking habeas corpus 

/relief on behalf of Hu>se loka Ca/ifi do it ffir tfi/nsdves o r^ perhaps/ usbere a class actio n Suit 

uiorks fi> fit Court s benefit /r> fiermS of effii ieniy a nil judicial resources/ is a leap if /ojo C fket 

is Simply inde fensible.

Z3.



C. TA« ftec.y/o« /J CotMUrtt ItI/.S1CJ 1153(c) AJ The Principle oh The. Courh 

fy\ SiSc/f u.

I hv. desfiSiOW h-dlout, cfewijiin^ CO A fApp- AJ Ccud f-Ls Rebeeri wy request (App- E )/ fs In blft&wt 

Caw-flich LJr'ih t~Le directives ok (LZ. S 3 ih that/ ureter His SlufuLes ' floor requirement/ (Op- 

doei /mi require. a sLouiwt^ fkct fL? appeal uu 11 5««ee.<-f but/ in hack, ErbAs ih ut'H U<. 

principles fl* Court Announced 

district Court denies ft habeas petition Cw p roCedural (j/^untf s Without reachi ng f-Lt prisoners 

uwder tying Constitutional olathnf ft (OA $Ja*>ulet Issue (&nd an o,pp<sa! oh fke district Courts O 

bwoy hz -fakem ! lb fL> prisoner fif leash, (hat jurishs ok fea

luhnhher hL( districh Courh Corfed in oh proCeduroJ ruling ',' $/*c/f O.jA/ /tenief S2- 9 H-S.

4f v^/ v??.

EAc/f is- Adc Aaw/e/In 1000 cubes*. hk Court held,' ^Uike^io.ih

cJo Ad Cit'd itdebatableSO r\

From the k c’<j in w <Vv<^ / hke Courts have clearly rec-o^niled) Apiarids intent /c ^Uacati If C^raade ft

jury~beSed2 CtriiYu'r&f jo dgbw&nts elitesed is1 N eu> Af eyito's fiJ ,'A k JuiA'Cift/ fafshrict Court between 

1^9 and toii/ioi\(h0tAtpj), Cu>l\ich2 1are Uoid> -Air /«c£ ofj urisdict/on ' be*-1' use tk-ey

fprocured by fraud',,, (bot.(, ft- l J ihpp,p))^ utkidi UHatjClSlieeffy -felts the fafe fUaf~

I I

LJere even

hks district Court /dunt-hied ft V Substantial $kou/iwg oh fka denial of a constitutional trt^Ub

4 parficu-i arty iJev\j ,'fletf c(oitn Sup ported U<'kb SpeCifiCt-Up S~fcited dehail S/ cubic f kulk'/fej 5/fcfcs 

rec^p-ieeiae+.t

ha stake & c latba So'kfiltetd -fo fri^dr fkn Courts -fact-it'Acf/tx^ pruceduf'es - as if /-Ac Cup pert in 

cPocupient S (App. /() did/eft obviously disdtSe. Ike denial of a Const,'te4icn°-l right as Uelf 4S 

tk tijlnt fo relief ,

( uj/\ea liberally Catxftr uW ) fw orl erf UiA&/ must be pleaded by a Are fe Aojih/cS o w er

their ousts-or\

jm.TthE beasioiA AELOiO UklJUmPML't' t^lSCfllMIkl/tTLs AC,AIM ST TH£ 

CLASSES Of. "ltdiMCENT PETfflotJLfls" AkJo/OArpA!SOfJEA PETiT/oNEAS" 

(a) hto CAhJkjoT APFo/lh To RETAIN WE St/ZU(CES OF Pro Tesst oNALLY 

LlCEkJSEb LEbAi- COUNSEL.
fkt IO ^Circuits -expi’cif ercluii'o 

beki/f e>h ft class based fofely on lht> PElttiee/ s Ao n-a f-lcrwey ' statu y Cohere hlr dytietuiCS eh 

Alt applicable Rates Statutes Zypressty auhko files jushfLe opposite/ tdehies le^al reasoning- 

eu&u fkah oh ft Hoyewau. h

This holding 1 unreasohabty Jin^lin^-out 'pro Je " PetifioherSf is Ike kail et^uiirpfetxhoh 

5 a-ytr\cj that TfeLaUj does Koh (equally) apply A eiHejr the Poor f Or H-s Prisonerand 

Unju shy punishes persons oh fLse d OSJ eS (or tLziir ifijieje^cy or shah us as ft fr<x»wicled helou ' 

(toll prisoners ore rt\ov\~atherneysl by Uty oh Conviction reejArhIejt eh any previous Career 6ne

h pro se applicants (ro/rx in/tiaffn^ aw action Cn khzn o



MiijlA k(Ki/(L hadas an v tdforney /« w,").

7"At1j/ /A esfc^ui of A/j luldi'h^ Ac4 fy expresses A of jus'llce /f for Sale bulanly •fo 

M-dse lofts coci afford 4,f Arcujf Ac A/tfnij "A profess tonally licenced /e<jd cuunS i/) -

TV~ r^5f incision/ QELO00 flEFLBLTS AN L/NJuS TFNFoACeMfFfdr AMO 

PEUPETuATIObl OF A 6PAl/£ MIS CAM! ME OF OUST! CE.
/ Iul (O  ̂Ci rcuits OsrStVj e f-feef it/ e(y Jfe**yi~*\c^ C e,h'tf A

A Aao'« deprived of Ac/,- 5 ^ and ^ ArU\e>\diu&vA ri<j hfi A <?£ ucJ pro Ad,b>i one/ Ac eAc

foA AaSS of yje Icruzc-an«. tAn rjo.n J

process of foe/ ( Av/iuj Ac one^ App.fljDj enforces A? Side di/IrrdcauiAs loyally tnUalicfj uefy - 

-is and perpeimates Ac £o/xnjfW id I ref<‘or of ptnm/hrAe.dS outside Ac Scope of fa u 0-s uj elf 

a! Ac Codic^ue/iccj of Ac Afeyd Concretions rendered by An/ court; n Ac abs-erce ofjurisdtdtcr, 

Tike AcCu rpcdaf Ion of- Appcnddsc K provide clear proof Aof fdtojMeXico s 9 ^ Judhcrcj C^isincf 

Our{ rid only faded fo oipply proper procedure prescribed Ly (otJj but also defeated fLu Sue process

demands of AS.C4, Cor A, A trends. V and FW Uitk A repuCj rc nt "cu S /

Uii'ff Con stitutiond requirenncrlts.

X« cf-enyihg ret/d against claims d&riuecl fVo»vi o, Coje ,'n u->l\icU Ac deu Mexico Suprem. e 

CauA ( faS A ready t h*-U) Ac/ Ht prosecutors1 Conduct i/to loted He prosecutes 5 SiAy of'fairness and 

i hr partiality^ and ^'AeAtred tu,rff\ Ac ^ 

i'k/o Ac e.cidenO? Supporting a. cQeter/nihAtosi o-t ptmlooM.9

haem

" ffcA collides k ec-.J-a\Cm

it jury j slaiafery duly A /Acte * On ihdepemdieA inquiry 

"(Apy. Kj 1>)/ Ac Court at Appeal S 

effectively Side-steps As obhijAlo.iS bo lyA/c/ Ant/ pramie fLx, fto-U' o-f A*" Ir.steady Inertly

typf'e.sses i'4s Support for Ac result/ c-f Ike i hlcrior Courts ftaijro i\l pu'SCot'cluuf arS abuse of-

jfi~/ i rapriSonhaeA of pep So hS l'u\ Custody in dear UiO -

/awj of Ac Ifm'led Sides A>-oi»<jA 0 Seu'[i Or> H\d cd

,- O r*

ILereloy G»r»fri'A'-As A Ac 

(alion of fist CieAstAui

(jror

)IrAeS man''<-C»i ov ervu>a

pultdt'isn of Ate and a of Soared etiScrAi o/i. ^

f/fa 10 ^ Circuits poSiti'0r\/ in Ai'^nmeA iw.vH A Sisfrrct Courts Opinion^ sfar\Jir\<j kanj-i'n - 

h(snS o-j i A A 0> f fcv'C^tn j Si A ( cl</fet'd Courts /A ted - A rod Cap A odd* lo a, prt Sober n-o malley

I Iti'bdiStu and Soii <§(A*iiyj CsSldrarCj f—a 

and A/ toe UJihder tuky CL* Courts Jsaoe alf

toouu Wronij Ac CcoA - eS~fdoh'skes an afhnsjpk 

tA reSpo-isihitrlt'os

refrained from addressing i-b> underlying ConAitutlorusI cfalmSi A efc ^0 ir>ould b\tae\ Lofiinc^ 

/-Ac ftjcnf S of j usf aCCCuntaUe for //«V achonJ t'n Contra O^A ion A Ac riykts eT IS ue Process,

ere o

neutral end Aas a n

3C. TF(E DECISION R.txou) T4/6S

-T a 11'5/vf of /A par tiedar c( ocunaedf reOecch'n^ Ac underlying fac/s of A/j action t no

as lo Ac -eyi'shnce o f Id* Stale -courl's'rcuAcyi "or fLt DiAricffa dual ('inquiry fs OeceS/ary

2.5,



utiliZAtlon erf cordeme\ed conduct and forbidden ptactic es. }n assembling of j-L? locale's 

c^raud Junes by personnel of He At sir id Altorneg'x 0 f(ae <//’«■ rr cemm Utnicalion.

u/ifh no involvement from the court. (App-K)

/ts He Aigkt fo /due Process of Lad is fmeatct 4-* promote fair 

(intf does not per/Atl fie a.<jcrcls of Prosecution A> negate, disregard f Or violate tic JfoXsij

related to flights cf Uue Process, if ;s unfathomable Hal fin Court of Appeals has failed1 

4o address fie underlying jurisdictional issue al-pluy fin fh)S

of If .\C.A, Const, Arnetts, If and XI \l provide Ironclad guarantees ofcertain rights including 

He Sight 4ebe prosecuted fn f he (ncatlerpresort bed by faU/,

Lof/fe Crime is ft. problem fiat has Co>n5e<^uen,ceS and deserves puniskrnle.htls), Courts

■e-Kc.use fie /teed fur scrupulous odher

Cunsbtut/onal principles.*' CjracCy v, Corh/i,^ dIS U,$, SOB, 5 Z Y 1(0 S.Cd. LO SY, tO^S,

10 H LtzJ.ld 5V9C(<}90X

This principle echoes, fin Court s Sentiments in (/• S. u. dCec/enr/c, (Oh, $,Cf. Y 3 HfltSlo)

( Justice /UrsfdjJissitiJlnc) ) where. Justice Mesrsli6.il held:

''T/jl Courts role fleet 6.H grand jury mi Suondud be Cannes, harmless of fur Conviction, however, 

ii especially perntcicu s,,, pf/S fie /najof (tip's refusal f reverse Cofultclions for demonstrated 

jury misconduct fief Imposes unacceptable costs. Tfar 

Conduct of Ibc pn>S ecul or before fir grand Jury ( 

lions, tn by far fie majority of coses, vviflg <* un

allow zven minimally effective enforcement of ff-oSe rules is fo reverse fie 

defendants Uibj>se indictmed s Ujere fainted by.., violation/ 1 

which he Sard in regards fo Circumstances fk at pale in Comparifen fo He granJjury i/fbloti 

In fits case , buff nature and deg ree.

Tilt Court j stance on fie issue, fhat:

( impartiu/proceedingsCxnc

fie (f ue Praces/Clauses"case a s

l\av e recccjnfied that He problem r'co/v/wf foence our

few limi tations on fiee are

fiaSe iSolaledre/tric-, \Jiolaf/onS of e^en

detested by defendants. Tf (y Oyja y */oe i Ofi

Viciions efCor

0*1/

'foue Process!a cornerstone of modem legal procedure.) requires a reccgihfi 

/ie-f&A dents /Rights and tuolds fie agents of justice accountable f°r Any actions which

CKeon a

might contravene fkoSe fights,

Sg«mS fo barker, back, at leasffo / %,(cG/ Cohere f he Supreme Court litre hsdJi

frC l~]f is tie birthright of eVtry American citizen when charged UJl'th a Crime, to be fried 

and punished according lo fuU). He power of punishment (s alone through fin meaas which 

fit lews have provided fair that purpose, and if they are ineffectual, there ij an immunity 

frum punishment, ruo plotter tu>w great f-he offender fie individual may be, or Lou much 

l\i S Crimes may have rh^cke^ HaSemSe of justice of fie Country j of endangered rh safety.

llo.



/L pro feci ion of lh> (ou/ A 

AUy af fke mercy of uJfcYerf rders^or M< t( amors of «n erctled p eop/e "C E*poAe

M'/Oj**, II KS, fVIAatUl, llfr-1% htL.EJ l»l((2b>b>).

B riyhfs are secured] uoifkdraus Hud profedion/a w anY

A s du* process requires f/id in order F Subjed a defendonf 4a ajud^tned~ in person am/

fk* oc lion mu$f nof affond ftadificnal red ions cf fairp/oy and sub'danfia/Jus/ice 44e (0^ 

Ct'rcuifs <d eS-iii a n fads cfue process lay bofb/ lelfine^ ujrvn^td com/idfcnS And coniinuing 

punisk/v\crdj S^anJ in 4kt absence, of Jurisdickt'an Cooker* Ikey should have been r*oerSe<-4 as

Ure)t<inci kyfailttitj fopra-f cPderriny errand jury abuses (n Ike -fut 

4ke ro«<Q bo rdief.

A p Cophytadtc Means a

Jid# 4ke"bn )ni/nuhn process 1' F At* arc on

VT T\r(e Otcisioi^ BELobo UloLAtes EQUAL PAOTECTioM PtCHTS.
The. /6) t*X.;rcuiis ruling is tn open oonfticf oJifk 4ke fliykfj of US,C,A, Co*A. At*unci, Yi y/ 

usher* H* Amcndnaedprovides "'nor C^^afl any SfafeJ demy 4° any person ilf juris-

did ion 4kj> I pi-ofedion 0f 4Lc UusSf" QS 4h> Coudof Appealf is clearly a u/cri of fke

f-Yad/ey ( App • A), yd avoids. Order in <) fk*

Or Sifnitar relief 4-o Amo.ro an-ct /4e proposed daJS^ vsf-o Ore SiMi/ar iy Si!uded 4b be Leon Ykniuyl

uae<b
M^uJ/'l-s.xVco Supreme Coud's case of /O-ed eon U.

licdion o4 t Is ''(US I “M " "st'tnce I *t 7 4 UJr/ ZOldton.4L* (Sis'!red's / /
opp

Accord iru^ {-* le.^a.1 yea-Sonin^o1'i e,^vo.l pr-ofeef yjbere one person is <^r<tde-<$rd^f, exitI'Ort

ediitd lo 40 saMe or «$Ua/ rditrf.

/ hu\S / In 4kij (ase/ "fke (?ylty irudtif AAtS o4 YTtdiAm ed US I be ^uo-skedj, and 4L /0

Circuth Side-y4eppIn^ 0f fUis iSSwe refleeis Am unreasonable dderr~inidian in (/{olafion of

persons Sl/nilarly iiluded are

4kt fields of kfyud Profedivn.

T77T T4!t CASE AT- 4/A Mb CoMSTtTU TEA AM XMAOATAMT PIECE /M A 

/MOSAIC T4/4T/S M EE LEO ToA CiUtbAMCE ST V/Te LoDEA 

Cou/m 144 THE FIELb OF 4/AAsEAS coapus laui.
/baSidei fLe {o. cf S of U-e case, /L /ndk-od of A/a Ore's condAMiona/ cfa.//e**yi 4o / keL UcAd'iy 

of C/int/idfOnS procured i'h /he abs^xe. of jurisdiction ~ 44 e. Se(do n*~ used 4/o.f>eaS Tide Y(d)~ 

based Jud^Med-^oeciffc1 class &d ion pddion 44,■ bJr,4 of f/abeas Corpus 'L remains am 

e.nfgt*a. fo fke uasf tnojoepy of Ae^d professionals and is t as X<jcA/ Mj Subject of perva­

sive Confusion atnony loOoer Cuurfs.

As U~e record refleds f)n. Appemdty /V/^ Judye / af 

file a class adion civd feu Sod fa kii Criminal

ckasiisex Aynaro foda44eny>t; *3 fo 

and, SitntLr ly^In Append\y A*; Jud<j«_ 

<Jundl oJcofe (fti uen if jC4-SV afforded /Aislype cf ielid~ usL'di if cfoes Aof ~~' ^ Loldia<jS

l/M

Case/

Z 7.



ushich $hooj a lack of acquaintance- with. the laws of the (and In to -fair as they <ynp(y 

to habeas corpus practice and procedure, (which breeds the question I t/oUl can '(iti<Jards 

receive, fate treatment when the (/"etwees * cton{ kkooJ the nuances of particular areas 

ir1 the practice of (aw X 

fta baas f Sef of Rules a nd fhe community of (eyal practitioners need 

to tcnovj a bowt this * tool ^ made aware that this pa,rticutar avenu e at reh'ef Is available 

In certain Situations, under specific circumstances.

7~he Supreme Court's (review of this matfer Could draw the aftentloa of the /e<jd 

CorAmunfiy to the field of ffabeas L 

habeas'' category of loua / and / itndoin^ po, prevent a needless repeat of whets taking

place In -this

has itsA tJ o ton

and to ft* ensf tnce of ft* rdoss act/ onaov

Case.

and

T777T To career rttlT %AAVt Ml^CAMlAbt OF JUSTICE'1 TttAV 

zuciPieMTLY ser rttts c/ist t/t Ator/oM.
In hi'S original habeas Corpus pet if (on.As the Convictions challenged toy At*

Cannot be "Squared tvrfli the demands of the United States Constitution ondyeq

thji underlyJw<j indictments Were returned by errand Juries ojtcose denfiituh 

Inappropriately "fainted by and fhrcL\5i, (he district attorney S J

aro

uir-e

'0.1 »

al funcf'on had lo een

unlawful esperdse of judicial power(s) arnifor fraudulent uSe of Authority statutorily 

delegated 5 fr/cd/y */o flat district Court, yet Continue do stand (due do an / IA Cc ntre vert' lo ly 

Ineffective Corrective process/ ft* Sapience Court's eycercise o 

poolers is r\eected f0 correct the <j

case in /nation but

Pe si rat nt (s) upon the llherly of persons convicted by tb t-llnff Judicial (district Court 

o'f Mew.MeWco in conjunction u/ltf fU tsistricts application at its iltreit"custom " 

Ond. cf IS honest ufil iXahlo n of forbidden practices - f>ypt-odrirAcf/aersons - / n the 

3 elect tun of fh^ c^/rOn-d jurors.

To fhe ends of justice, pursuant d-o fie Supremacy Clause 0 f Article TJT.^ this honor- 

Cxble Court haS nwt only the jurisdiction but also the power f-c briny /c an end fh* ^rave 

miSCarrt0.ij£ of justice perpetrated by h/euiM-t* i‘o'i 4*^ Judicial district Court,

f its Super Vi for cj 

/i/\iscarria.<j e of Justice that hot only set thisrave

bated with Continuing terms of Imprisonment a.nd(ortin ote 5 ttKftcon



CONCLUSION
f-oTf •Cure^oiti^ reasons, Pe~it'{ioms AA\Afi-0 flrays 4A&4 4i\iJ Co^ri 4-o h

refyueyf-ecf c(oji ck adJc-j-icmd /<.(.'« f aiJ process a 5 t^ay b< necessary and appropriate in H<y>r*M/SeS,

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.
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Respectfully submitted,
3f
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(9 Jyr&^K Z Y, ZotqDate:

2Tt* Csohsysltancn LAji'tb Z. §r US ,0 § /7 HU, JT, fltbiZo J. stf-MArtcs, cDeciaee.

U^6l<or fl 4.esa(4 y of fltsjury 4LeJ~

4-La prison % /'iiberr* t a <K h's\<^ Sysbetei toy <b efios A;n<j iht yO

AAbi'l hoK (ot(*bed) ■/■/>< -facth'iy (<? bstrary f J~i'r%b C(<XSS PoS^ety* fly e^ai'eP, Ois\

OcioloeurJ^L, lOl<\.

Ctli*q 4kiS P<itbrOS) loty S^^Mt'SSi'on 4-0
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