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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 Appendlx A | to
the petition and is

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[ W is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix j_ to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[ ] bas been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
~ [¥'is unpublished.

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the ' : : court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was _O¢tober 18009

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

| [ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

As stated in the declavation sobmitted tn this case
e perbionev wWas dented priper due pyoce SC O NUMBYOUS
oceasions by the eppellegs. fnee ot 2) on 12-15-aY
Platn i £¥ Was illegqatly seized unlawFul avrested with-
0Vt Couse and wivh oukr Wavvant and withovd mivenda

warnings. (Qec. at 3} on 13-1b-a4 Judge millev issved
o decedive wavrand Tov L+ B cavvoll Without Vevdified
ewdence \oe{:ove him. fDeC m—LQ\ on \2-\b~ qq\ (LT
Ed cuvroll committed peviuvy bY Saying thit on
or aloouk 13-94-9Y one Roberd wikchel did with
premeditation and design ond with melice ofove-
thoughé Commit the crime of ynuvder vpon Rev.
Fvank Revse hy wit! Roberd Mk chell did gdrike Rev.
EvunK Revse abour the Wead ond body with & cune and o
S\ ek amd then SA—omp Fvank Rouse with Ws Feed ctusing
his death dhis crime faking pluce W BarhwWeld coundy,
gee e\t [A) (Dec. ot &) During the coarse of the
defendand illegal detendion +the defendant obiatned
opphLveNnd coey cive Stntemend Fvom plainMFF KmowQV\g
of plain e s wental insdubilitys (Qec.ad b) plawniies
covncel § Walker Bedingfleld amd Kaven Fvyar Knew that
Pt gdede hod 1solated pluiniire by Wimseir without
being able Yo speak or see any Family members ond
Yk the dve pyocess clavse Condems cevdain inter-
gations erci,\iv\q“(}eg e\tMeY v i solation ov as opp tied
1 the untque chuvaceszS&f'és of & pardcvlar SV sPec.é»

N,



Ggve SO OFFensive b & i ized eystewn of dustce
never dheless dhey delibevately futled o tuke pralndifflg
Cose thyough on advevsal YesHing With0u4 obdechion.
See Ty. 0. 14 Line 2-\b (QeC-087) prllntiFF Wes
prejudiced LY Avial coumcels walber Bedingfleld and
Kartn Fryar fulluve 4o A1k potons 4 dismics KNV NG

Mot one's Cupa ity Tor vroronal Judgmend cand fyee
chotce may be ouerborne os wuch by ceveain formg of
severe pental \ness as by eydevnal pressore, (pec.at )
on AUa0SsH €, 1998 pladnbFF appeaved before Jydge Wing
omd dvicl counsel Wulker Bedingfield adwmided prandifF
Wond ta shnd driale see exhibid(BYTv . 3% Line 14~14
(Dec.ar ) defendant cosin pletintel wag aware of
PLRNHEF \nstabili+y constss of ovgantc byain dysFun chdngl
with o seviout Pnpvght disovder byt Mg noved & deSpite
prendal Yedavadatitn dignese. See ethibit (¢) wendnl
evalua o ne (\Deca ot \o)T\,\e courds abused ks discreaton
when i+ allowed plaindiff o plea +o churges T WA
never chavged or tndicted theveFove visladng £ Frha
amend mend vight 4o qrand Jury ond due process of Laws
gee exhibit (D) Tr. p. Live $-9 ( Dec. okt The defendand
Barbavra Mpygon WK perm«‘HcA 1o yake Gredunl condendion
Wt hout evidentary Soppovt with tmpunity. See edhibih

(E) Ty-ps 3432 Line S—b Line 2U~2§ .32 Line \-25

[ Dec ox \A) The Adefen dand s acked completely outsi de

the SCoPe of Ahewr audhority as clearlV W de d —\\ne

.



Scope of thelr avdhovidy Wl FUlY ond thevefore ove vot
end e 1o immuntey. (Dec. odk13) The defendonds acHon
WnEvo sing ond Windering pladndff vighd yo due process
cleayly \wpinge own the conshitubonal vights of plaindi FF
by Sobstantcally veducing the uketwood of pldmm:r
ok taining Judiclal vedvess in the leqal watters mentioned
Wevein. ( Decs ok 14 ) The defendants ond other govermend
0 EF ctals s vl cyousty So\c\.is-\—{ cally eand delibevotely
concealed iv\&vmo\*\‘ovxl Whidh Was te cvocial 4o plainHeF
obtuining Judicial yedvess (Qec. ot 1S ) The plaintier
1S SUEFering travmaodtic emotional distress and denibevate
indiffevence by oeing fulsey tnprisoned aue 4o the cfove~
mentoned defendants pevFovming outrside +the gcope of
their duites, fDec. ok 1b ) The defendoant and o thevr
govermend ofFficials conspive ‘vgether for the puypose of
‘)re\lcwﬂ nog or hindering the Constitued avdhorittes of dais
sdate From 3iVing oy Securing O pPlainHEF the equal
Qvo«}e CHOP of the Lows. For the purpose of o\os{-\rvc,-\-\’na
or defeading the due Coavse Yosdice. ( Dec. ad 17) The
defendont ome odher govevrment oFficials conduek does
wolake clearly estaliished const+otional vight oF plandier
\M\r\\c\'\ o YeasSonnbie person would have Knowwn , (\3eg,o\Lw\
As o vesuld of Pl NEF of deFendonds Greks om2 omissions
ond Mae acks om2 omissions of other govetrmend ofFicials
whop the deFendonds wert vesponsible, plaintifr SuFFevs

Als comPort embavascsment omd homilaton prior 20
doring ond fvownng the illegal setlzure of PA\M N HITF
v

'



([ Dec. ox 1 )

SUMMARY ARGUMENT

on T~33=14 The maugisirute Judge recommended
de-i‘iss%ng +We pediqlonerts com plaind wt $h oy Se‘r‘u%CG\
oF process pursvand v the procedural provisiong of
2% U-8.C. 8 tals (e) () (B) ond oneguivocally did
not SpeciFically oFfer or clubmn ony veviEied supporsive
euldence pedthioner's complaudnd WS Fyivplovs or

EO ey

maliciovs or peditioner's Falled \o sdute o cludm

on Which velief maybe o vrunted or e VES PORNAE nd
WS lmmune oY peHdioner clatms Wnrs bused on ® NeYid-
less leqal Yheory. See 0 $.¢.Turs Likel and stunders$
US Verif cabion  fuliure 4o condock on independend o
chech oF vecords before poblishing defamadory State—
Mmend may considude negligence | Fodhe r wWahen o
vepord 1S bused on wn obuous unyvetlalle Souyce
Fultore 4o verivy the vepovd wmuy amount 40
octoul pnulice ). NOTES TWe peiitioner

Verified his Complaind and the evidentary
Soppovs theve of oqnd dhe Mg s dymge Tudoe

At nod Feommand ony Santiong A Y ain S+

“le



The pesitioner for perdury) see IN ye vaneil
Contvacking TNC. cQ TINnois, Tan.tb a8 35 8,0, 243
(HRAQNOTE. Feiluve to vevify by oFFIdavid 15 cleor
requive ment and Fallure 4o verify rendevs such a elaim
vnenforcakles Tn 4his cnge the magistrute Jodge's
FTolluve +o veriFy Svoe Sponte 15 clearly Seen wvpon
tWe Fuce of AWe vecovd omd dhe Msivicd Couvd Showed
devtbevnde in difFevence in Fuiling 4o SaMFY (451 F oF
c'\eow‘e.vrw on the Fuce of Mre vecovd . Diapnond y. Colomial |
Lige 3 Actident Tns. €0. Uib F.3d 216, 26 FUth civeduos )
A Qdishrick coord Ty se) SaMSEY 48l E Aok theve 15 no
cltar eyrby on Lhe Face OF tWe ¥ecovad \\hn OF dey o enccepd

Ihe recopnmedadton. (intevnal q;.m*mvx OW\\H-e&]

The pe«h-&\oner hos Bv003h$ Fori\n ﬁen\nne \)evﬂ: ed
tssve of mukerial Fuek n accovdance wWith Fed: R,
Civ. proc. Sb () fe) wntite the disdvich covrdy
R\ER\S ond order and opinton ftlls 4o show thad dheye
18 Some merephysical doobd os Yo the vevified muteriat
Fuchs of perltlonev, See Delven V. AMmniic mgg\;mﬁ co.
b Fad 43y (A 1949 (L Hand T 0 cevh. dented, 38 U.s,
aqy 70 S.ck U3 Y LEd. S8l (Vaso) o Ac wright, A

Mitkey § M. Kane Fedeval Pradice omd pyotedoves $ 2127
(1143) ‘V\\'\’ﬁ "‘“Y\W’\ov\\mg) PATHY MUsH Came foward wiph
Speaifie fucks Showing Ahnr Ahere 18 & genvine {SSUe. . .1
Fed. R Civ. procs Sb(€) The &t¢ivict Couvd s WiV £y 1Y



Toiled 4o VeriPy and issved o ncomperent opinion
like +he court of oppeals Un publisked opinion. see
Code civ, proc. 143333 1Y, 1bs (See code 142 §§ 20b,
27 ). See BysoKs V. U-S. £idetity > Quav CO. 158G

S. E. 24 49y ( Conduck of the clerk {n Signing her
Name on Avée,men-&s ond orderS Tor 4he COUrd Wns not
Wirhin scope of her dutles .. +) Herve the clevK's name
1S not Sign oy vather 4yped on the Judgments and
ovders Which elearly dismandles the Fondamenisl
nWahts of pedibioner Yhwerefore twe petritioner aver theve
ave efceptonal circomstantes which wWarranis the
elercise of the Court's discredionary poweys puysvand
A0 28 U:5.C. 3 1651 (A) 28 U-s.C. § 2ol [ ) and

Sopreme Coory Rules Ib (4) () Rule LI end Rute 0. |

becwuse adequote relief can not be obiwined in ony
Other Form or FYOm ony piher Courd and be cause Yhe
peR Honer is Sorfeving! aedunl :V\SUY‘/\\ by beino
Frvashiated and impeéeé“ W ernaing nenfrivelovs
clal mg ooy dhe CONAANWNS 6F WS Confinement-
petitioner avey 4he WIWFUl eds of dhe ¥eSpo nde nd
nvstve heyein weve done mall cloos(y with the
Wdent 1o havm the pelitioner and Commidded
Wit o CovrUpt Yo ive in boad Faith, See
Aodry v, aesdern Y. tsvxi\)evsﬁ\/_} 24 S w. ad
717 ( NO immunidy fov acd done wWillFully




OF malicivsusly Wikl \htent 0 havim ov if Committed
With 6 Covvupk MoRUe or tn bad falth, See Appedl,

omd Evrov KeY 1031 (3) endmitding evidence huving

Some Pvﬂoo\«hvt Value vpon & maderial 1880¢c of fuck (A

the Cnge ts presvmed 4o \oe pvedodicial,) §ee Apynené,

A t“\ B NoTE: A”(“M““‘ Tock i3 one thet ' pight
affect dhe ovtcome of the suld govevning law. gse
Andevson V. Libevey bobky Thne, W37V.5« 2472,
94T Wb S.CH. 2508 (1996) The pedidionev's Vevified | o
complaind and the Fucks alleged thevein ave pateviol -
eVidence thod dheve 18 o desinite and Fivm convickion

Thod A vespondieind commidded o (\eu\f@?@r ofF

Judgments S€€ Havd V. Halvgdony U3 F.3Y 7673,

T6s [ stw elv.q003 ) ( pev cvam ) The pluindife's
Swovin Shxkement in that cinse o yerified complaing!

Phadr his Complaint av gricvance wis 4rve ¢ Sufficiend
ewtdence 4y defead Somwmuvy Judgmend on +he poind,

pe%\“one\f avey twe disdvied cov rd < arder and opinvon
ond twe Fourth eivcold couvk of appeals vwpullished
ofinion 1§ YeSuWing tn peiiiioner being fulsey
\mprisoned lownger enduving trkompdtc emotional
disdvess omd tas plaln omd abulovs pUTSVURE 6

Role §3 (B) $ee Johnmson Vi Barelak, 3§ . ad
271 [7tw cdv. 2003) Qus o delay becomes™ J

L

Lf

\0



o wnJory iF ik Yesolks in actua\ Sobstanial
pvedodice 4y Specifle \iAgattons (citoalon omided )
The svpreme Crurd Shaded in Seudth couroline Brecdvic.
}:\ Gos €0, . S0uda Covoline pollie gevlre Audhovidy
NS S.Co 143, SY S.E 24 777 thot the exXisdance of an
kvl contdvoversy s essendial 40 Jurisdichion 4o render

o decloyntdvy Judgmentk See Dantziev V. co»v\i“sumT.
237 $.C. MY, 5 S B A2 bU Theve the courd Stayed

wWheve o concrede tssue is presend ond there (s a

definite asseviinn of legal yight ond o PoSIH Ve

legal é\)-w vt Ye&,pecel- -\.\neve(\»o \N\f\\c\r\ oave Aevﬁeé
by +he 0dvevse pardy there 18 o JusHifiable calling
Tovy 4We invocation of decluratdvy Jodsment welon.
see pleading Key BU (Amorion for Judgment on
the pleatings bused on inSuFFiclend process is

t\e pyoper vewtcle gor Q,\/\u\-\e\/\%iv\g e \uchh eF
de\ivery oF the Sommons omd Cowmplaint.

\



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

A ConFlicks” With Decisions of other Couvis

The ‘f\oléing of the cwv&? below tg divecky contivy to the Respondents
cnd other goverment officials conduck See Huviow V. fixzgeraldy US7
U-S- 900, §17~ 19 102 S.Ch 2727 (1992} The queshon has also been
Sdnted o5 whether o vyeasonable offi cer cowd fauve beuved Lher

ockiongl o be lawful, tn light oF cltarly established 1aw and the

in fovmadion dhe [deFendant]) prssessed, Andewson Vs creighton, 4¢3

U.S. b3s, bul, 107 s.,\c_+._/"3",o;;q m?’%ﬂ Harliow, U s7 ©.S. o 18

The defendantst store oF wind s 0Ften vevelond 0 the questan

wheter theY wvistaled {ue law ot all ¢ Since some conshtuhionu\ cluim S

veqguive proef of yauh(e detibevnle Wndiffevence, ov other Subdective
e\e'f"\Q'\Q‘s
The Respondents and othev sovermens orficials Falluye 46 yerify

Admonsirates the vequived Proof ofF wahice detiboe vude MMAiTFevence
or other subleciive elementss

. Tw\@oywn e of the quesMons presenged

T——

—

The question presented 1S oF greod poblic im povion becavse 4 affects the 5kéva+"\‘oms

oF the prison sysrem v all 5o Sdutes | the Distriek oF COlumbin ond Wndreds of CL+Y
ond Counky Juilss

The ‘\550‘?5 \\W\ﬁ)on\ e s ennanced by the fuct 4WS cause Pye.sey..{-_; e Wiitipn

éePYW"‘*‘&QnS of p\’%\ﬁoy\cris ConsH tu Honal vights onder 1§ U S, .8 22 and

clearty Shows 1w or more persons i dhe stade oF Sowdk cuwmting CONSPIKing
together For e gurpose of oLé-l-yU cHing ov defeading the dove coavsc
o€ JusHce With the intent 4o deny pedisioner the dve ond equal
pvwec&wn 0f +the lawss The coovt chould covvecd the von -
binding pveceéevws ond administer o decision thadr can be

A\



Feld \n o concrere woy by the challenging paviies.

€ vovd upon the coort

Evoud on the coovd wWhat ever eise v embodies, yequive o

showing Lthat one Wos acted with on tntend Lo deceive o

de Fvaud the couv. A pruper lbolance loekween the tntevests
0f Finality on the one hand end cllpwing yevef due {o

w egotkalle conduck owm the other waakes i+ essential Yok
there ot o showing of concidus WVOng d0ing What can

Pmper(y be choyacterized as a denbevate scheme Yo defvavd

kerore veleF From o Final Judgment 'S appvopvinte:

This 1§ nod o CaSe OF & yodg ment or Judgments obdrined
With the old of govevmend ofFicialg, Heve \ou wit find &
deliboeyntely ‘:\ww\cé ond cave Loy etecotred schewe Lo defvaud

Aot onfy Yhe pertiioner loud dhe Cupveme couvt oF the Onited

Stakes. TWis cuse not only conceyn perioner. Theve oave (ssues

bF greal povtwment io the pubiics intevest. Fuviher wove

Ltam pering
chowin here 1nUlve S fuy wmore Lnum oun in o ke o \iklgqant, T

with Lhe sdminigtraslon of Justice W e yanner
1S & WYONG againgt thwe Wit uhons Ser vp +o pveteed and
ScA.fef‘)UC\Yé A publiC s Eoons in \A\r\\‘v(‘/\ fvuod cannot
complacenhy \oe loleynked conshstenly widda dwe 5008 ovdevy of

Socie &Y. Surley {4 Connod bt Yhad presevvaiion oF Ythe

\}



"mxegviw of +he Judicial process must clwoays wolt
vpon Hhe ddiigence of Pro e liHigants. The public welfaye
demunds $wad Incay cerated pevsons lbe ot o tm potent thodt

they must alwais be mote ond helpless viektme of deception
oNd Tvaud,

\1



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Kalgerd See el

Date: H*‘]q\- lq
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