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3. U5 DIST CouRT - PENSACOLA, FL _* 515 cv-Ysamen-cas

9). W THE SPREME CourT OF THE UNIED STHES
1L STREET NE WASHNGTON, DL. 205¥5- 0000

7). FUBLSD- DAD RiSELL P0SEY (RETITIONER)
S
(). JEC. DRT OF CORRECTIONS L. (#0) FL. ATT
BENERAL (Asuey Moony) (RESPONDENTS)

1. ol PETITIoN #5p A WRIT 0F CERTIORARL o

®). W& GRCUT CURT OF AMCALS - ATLANTA GA

| c\) PETTIoN FoR WRIT OF (CERTORAR|

we_4frpz Ao Lhrerd) Puasdy @7@ )
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Que STIONS YRESENTED
ciee 19 - [3156-3
&(1), Does "PUBUC INTEREST" Aid VUSTICE So REQUIRE" IMPANELING OF A ‘SPECIAL
GRAND JURY" WHEN TRIAL PRoSECUTORS  CoMMIT “MULTIFARIOUS ERAUD"

ON THE JURRORS, WHEN ALL REMIDIES WAVE BEEN EXHAUSTED To CORRECT

e “PRAUDY WITH No ReSoLuTion?

Q@) PoBs “PuslC INTEREST' AND QUSTICE 50 REQURE NOTIF ICATION BE

QENT AD QURRORS AS VICTMS dF PROJECUTORS “MULTIFARIOUS FRAUD"

AND “ORSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE"?

@(3) DI g US. DISTRICT CourT WITH THE (LS. DEPUTY CLERK,
VioLATE PETITIONERS DUE PRoCESS RIGHTS AND ACESS 10 THE CoukT,
P REFUSING 10 FHLE PETITIONERS... " WRIT 1o (MPANEL A “SPECIAL

GRAND OURY"

Q(}i), DIO e \th CIR. COA ClHEF JDGE VIOLATE PETITION ERS DUE
PRocEES AND AQLESS 4D Tde CoURT (&Y TRANSFORMING: PETITIONERS
COMPLAINT ¥R wm To IMPANEL A “SPECIAL GRAND JURY' HIMSELF?
0 A FRIMIOLOUS MANDARYS WHEN HE HA) JRIDICTION AND AUTHORIT To WPALEL THe
SeT GRAD Wi WSBE? ) o NS PRESENTED

e * (% 124598
| (EA*D)

Q) s THe comreine STATuE (B1s7.00 8. (3) )As stare

N PETITIONERS AMENDED 2254 DackeT (M3 %33 *43 4up
*3  uneolsTruTonal”

Qti) g tHe  US. Diseict CGQuRT VioLave PETIToNERS
CoNsTTUTIONAL RIGHT v DUE” TROCESS | BY NOT PROCESSING oR
AODRESSING  PET(TIONERS Corst(ToTioNAL CRALLENGE T6
KONAPWG  STATUE 5.0l (A (3) Whew ALL PARTIES wone™
DULY



/OHT’(QD AND HAD OPPORTUNITY TD ORJIECT 710 THE

CUALLENGE AND DIONT ?
see 1SsuE #)

Q. WAS THERE INSUFFICIENT EVIDENCE T PROVE KIDNAPPING
IF THE (T7¢7.0(. 1A (3)) JTATUE |§ CoNSTITOTIONAL IN

PETITIONERS CASE? FA. *a
seE (ssuE %)

Q) DOES 115 COURT AGREE WITH THE REASONING- AND LAW
AVD LOGIC W THe (CONNER -VS- STATE CASE #( 9. $0.3D. (117)
REGARDING e FASON TVPE ApLicATol 10 PETITiIoNERS
CASE?

See  1ssuE £2)

QE) 13 e conler ~is- sTATe ense ¥ (19 $o0.3D. |H7\ N DIRECT
CNFUCT WITH PETITIONERS CAE” AND IF SO witl 1S CouRT

RESLVE  +Ss poNeLcT? |
See \SSuE s(,,?,)

e+l 3eE: DockeTs (¥13,33, «13,3‘9 GRoonD *1 95 PROCEEDINGS

EAR2 SEE: JAkSoN —vs- VIRGINIA Y43 U5 b7 [mm\,»wD FreE2E -~ SEC.
D.CF, 201l wp. 31567145 (MD FLA. 7/&0/11/

QUESTIONS TRESENTED
PAce#|% - 12452 -

Qo) IF PETITIONER WAS AUDICATED INCOMPE TANT IN DEC. G006
A= %* 2066 '&QOI, AND NO WRITTEN ORDEP - ADJUDICATE  HIM
ComPETANT , 1S PETITIONER CNSIDERED> INCoMPETANT JUTIL A
WRITTEN  (ORDER {8&0(537 (SEE © ALL REZORDS HO WRITTEN oKDER.

EXSITS)
See . 1SSUE # (3)

(2)



(JUES L UMY TRE QM ICY
CASEF 1D - NS 6

Q7). WAS IT REVERSABLE ERAOR WHEN THE FEDERAL MAGSTRATE,
Made A FWDING 0 (DockET +40) Ground (FT)(PAGE 53 oF 91)
THAT THE STATE INTRoDuCED THE INUACTION ((cAse®a006-pR-
00‘4139) THAT. WAS SEVERED RY THE Coum'l =oR. '?REJUD(CF:’(
AS 1T WAS A FEATWRE AT TRIAL, CHANGIN G THE™
ovTcome ! see ; 1SsUE #(4)

). was PETITIONER DLACED IN “DouBLE JEOPARDY" vioia TING
WIS 5% aND |4 AMENDMENTS OF THE US CONST. AS
EXPLMNED IN  GROUND ¥IS IN 225% PRoCEEDINGS (gt
DOCKETS * 13,33 43)

<eg ! |SSUE *(3:)

€0 was IT REVERSARE ERpOR., BY PETITIoNER BEING-
CoNVICTED  OF “BURGLARY 0 #1s owN HOME ' wheN pO
ADIDIFICATION OF (GUILT WAS HAD IN INJUNCTION (CASE #2000 -
DR’OO“/I‘52L> See: [&SUE"”’(_(’)

Qo). wepe PETITIONERS PLEAS) N ARRAIGAMENT AND
PRE-TRIAL  INVOULENTARY AND /DR Misapuice ? (SEE:

GROOND *19 N 235 PROCEEDINGS, DoekeT(S) *13 33 43)
see : ISSUE *(7) tegeiN

Q). wWAS  TRIAL CouNCELS PeRFORMANCE CoWSTITuTIoNALLY
DEFICIENT WHEN HE ABAIDON PETITIONERS INSANITY m;ra/ge
WHEN ADNieD NoT To By PETTINER? (SeE: GROWD * & 1
2354 PROCEEDINGS DeckeTs) "’*/3,33,43).35% 1850E*(3)

Q(2) wps TRiaL CoUNCELS PERFORMANCE Cols TiroTionALLY
DEFILIENT, WHEN He MISERARLY FAWLED O MovE THE COURT,
FoR JURY VIEW" OF THE AWEGED Crime SCENE?( SEE: (pouup

(it IN DRS¢ PRICEEDINGS Dooké’/’@)* 13 33, q;)

(N



QIEITIONS TRESEN TED
case ¥ 15 - 12452 B

QD). was TRIAL couNcELS PERFORMANCE  CONSTITUTIONALLY
DeFlCIiENT BY NOT INVEBTIGATING RADD TRANSMIsSION
REPRT * (0CS006CADISIE5S )7 (SEES GRowID *10 N PETITIONERS
225 PRocEEDINGS, DockeT(s) *i3,*23 *ys) seet Issus#9

C?(;H} WAS 1T REVERSABLE ERROR Fok THE STATE To wiTrolDd
EX(ULPRATORY “BRADT" MATERIAL (;UIDE,\)(,G(?CSEE’: GROUND™ Il
2554 PRocEEDNGS DockeT(s) *G, &3,‘43). SEE {SSIE *ID

O(lﬁ). WAS IT REVERSABLE ERROR FoR 1= +tRIAL COURT JuDG’g,
To TwWiclE MAKE INCOLPATURY COMMEMTS RELATED To THE
MASK B (BiT? (&;E‘; Groond 120 N 2959 PRoceEDINGS,

DocketS 1 33 YD see 2 i8Sl

(19. D> ProsaTIoN Awn PARcLE (A AGENT FoR THE STATE )
JIoLATE PETITIONERS (odsTroTioyal RIGHTS  IDalTiFeDd
N _GROUND Ms_(&gés GROUND* 13 IN 03¢ PROCB"?DW@S, Dec KBTS

13,33 U3 e lssue -

| Q@) WERE PeTiTioNerS CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS VIOLATED BY THE
 OKALO0SA, (0. SHERIFFS OFFICE, AFFECTING THE OuTcOME
OF THE TRUIAL | ACTING A8 A AGENT FoR Tie sTATE ]
(st : AMENDED 2954, €RoowD * 14 TockeT(S) ™13, 33 43

see: (Ssue T 13 peas

@(@ DD W STATE CommiT A BRADY -YS- MARYLAND 373.US. §3
193)  VioLATION S wHED 1T FALED WILFULLY AND 1N TEATIONALLY
To PAWIE  DBFENSE CONCEL  wiTH A CoPY AND AW OF CAD,
RERT((TOC CoeChpis|zas), AFTER NumERoUS REQUESTS) BY
TRIAL councel 7 ((sers GRND T W 235 PADcEE DINGS pocke(s)
#1337 4q | .
i 77 ‘ <eEe 1552 1Y

(5)



QUESTIoNS PRESEN&D
AEEF 1Y -1 {55 N6y

\@ DID THE STATE VIOLATE PETITIONERS CoNST I TUTIONAL RIGHTS
BY PRocernpiNG AGANST #IM W 3.850 PRocEEYNGS WHEN

THE COUAT (RPERED PETITIONER 1D BE EVAWATED FOR.
compeTeNcy? (se8  Grownn (1-B) W 235+ PRoce epimcs
DoCkETES) F13 *33,* 4. seet 1550 *i5

(Q@O) DID THe STATE UloLATe PETITIONERS CoNSTiTuT olAL RIGHTS

By Mo APPONTING HIM couNCEL N 3.850 PROC(f(—?DIN@S WH’G-/\/
HE wasS INCoMPETANT 7 (SEE 2 ¢RouuD(17-B) IN 2a5Y PROCEEDIVES
DOKE TS #13733,%43 SEET |SSUE #1

D DID Tue courT commr AEVERSAeLE FRROR  AND

OR  QNSTATUTIDNAL ERRR  RY NOT AFF@RDW@
PETTIONER IVE Taocess OR EVIDEATARY HeARINGS ,ON certaw
PET ColVIcTioN clams THAT webe SummArIlY DewiEp?
¥EE: GROWDYIN J35Y PROC&ET (INES, DockETS 7 13 * 33 %43

Aa) DD SEWIOR ASSISTANT ATTORNE? CEAERAL CHARLES R
MCCOY Comm IT “MULTIFAR 10US FRAUD' AND ORSTRU( TioN OF
JUSTtCt IN' ORAL ARGUMENTS ON DIRECT AMEAL case™
lrbogfsmp IN THE FIRST DISTRICT CorT oF apeas? (sees
ROOUD *(1) aud A ATTACHED Exct(oiTS ET. Au,) AND
DOCKETS) 1S %33 243) AND IF So WAS [T REVERSABLE ERROR?

SEE ¢ 1$SUE FIT

Q). s TRIAL ComCEL ClSTmTIONALY  (NEFFECTIVE By gor
ATTENDN G AN ADVESARIAL  COMPETENCT S VALVATION wWHlcl- WAS
Ao CRITLCAL STAGE OF Tue pRyCEEDINGS 7 Se€ ;if‘f PRocE eDiNGS
GRrouupd *(3), DockeTS #1333 43 awD AL EXHIBITS  sge: ISSUE* 1Y

O, whAs \T REVERMBE Taror BY THE Cove— T VYT MoVING
R A S0A- SONTE  CoMPETENCY AUD R INSAN TY UL UATION,
AFTER THE™ CoRT EXPRESSED GPAVE CaNceRMS OF PETITicWER
“PoIBLY ADT BEWNG SANE AT 1AL ?” (SEG._(:’E“_Q{@,
Dockiers™ 15 £33 243 i 2251 PACSEDNGS st 155uE +(9



QUESTIONS PUESENTED
.CASé’? 'l_(é;@i'( So—0

&(P? WES IT REVERSAQE BRROR Bt Tue CoulT =R
ouézbw(r AGANST PET m(omfk wHED “THEY H#\—D
LA ALE EVvioeNLe AT ug HAD A& Suz NORMAL

qu See: _&g&_o_u_f\_@_*—’%t W 0S¢ PRICEEDINGS  DockeTs
21Y *1b ) SEE | issog*ZO
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7,30‘3. DST (WRT JUDGE - CASEY RODEERS (o Nowi PALATOK ST
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TALAKASSEE FL. 22901 ~T717  PHNE #( 5D) 5oL~ 353
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3T NW. ATLANTA GA. 30%03%

9 0S5, LOA 11# CIR. JUDGES-(PRYOR AND NEWSON) AT 51 FORSHTH
ST NW. ATLANTA  GA 303073
() VICTIMS (6) JURRORS  OKALOOSA CouNTY  FL. “hse * (2000 - 201)

WURT HORE AMNEX (940 LEWIS TURRER. BLD. Fpt walToN DEACH
L, 31547, ¥ AODREQYTES UNKNowN- COURT Seruice REESTED ‘

). GOERNR [FLRIDA - RoN DE-SANTIS PL-05 THE CAPIToL 00
. MoNROE ST TALLAHASS'gg‘FL. 31299

§). US. SoliCiToR GEMERAL OF THE U.S. ROOM Sbid JePr OF
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20930 - 000 |

WTERESTeD PERSONS

b_ ATTN. GEN. L - AsHley MooDY

3 US. DIST. JUDGE OF PENSAGOLA FL.- M. CASEY RODGERS

9. US. CHEF CLERK - TALLAHASSEE (FL.- RICHARD MILDENRERGER
W, 1S (0.4, JUDGES - T JoFLAT | BRANCH PRYOR ,MEWSOM

3). ASISTANT A6~ ANNE Contev

G), ASSISTANT AG — THOMAS W pupey

1). STATE ATTORNEY- FENSACOLA (FL. WILLIAM “Toil. EDDINS



4). SEC. DO.C. - JULIE JONES AND MARK INCH

7). ASSISTANT STATE ATT - (TRAL) DoMNA MARIE Maw AND AMANDA
GORDON  ASSISTANT

l0). GRUCE MILLER. - DEFENSE Councel (TRIAL)

). GEORGIANNA PoweLL POSEY - ALLE GED VICTIM

17). JAMIE PowELL — ALLE GED VICTiM CDFCEASED)

D TRIAL JUDGE - THOMAS T. REMINGTON (OkALODSA CO) FL.

M), ASSISTANT AL - THOMAS HOWLAND DUFFY.

). DAVID RuSSELL PoSgy - PETITiIONER

lo). CHARLES: /. STAMPELOS- US. DIST MAGISTRATE PENSACOLA FL.

1) ABBT. Al - IKATHRYN LANE |

9. NANCY DANIELS - pApPELLANT PUBLIC DEFENDER +

). GAIL ANDERSON — APPELLANT PuBUC DEFENIER BOTH For DRECT
APEAL CaSE® [-Dog -3l

29). HoN. JUDGE SToNE - 3.350 PROCEEDING-S OKALDOSA (o. FL.

@, Up) JURRCRS ,@lCTlMS) ADDRESSES UUKRABWA

1) OKALOOSA  (OUNTY SHerIFTS prrweeE CA@E’UT FOR STAT&E)

13) SHALIMAR  DROBATION and PARDLE  SHAUMAR. FL. (AGENTS
o THE STATE

ﬁ‘b, MVERNOR  STATE oF EL. - RoN DE-SANTIS

&5). U.S. SouiciToR GEMERAL  WASHINGTON D.C.

). JUDCE BRowN ASSIGNED © RELATES CASE Zosl -DR- 0OUIEL
OKALO0SA CO. FL. CREITLIEW BiviSION
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TARLE  OF AVUTHOURITIES
AND STATEMENT PURSVAAIT

THTHE US SUPREME COURT Rule Q77

D). PRSUANT O U.S. SORREME CORT RuLE (27) PETiTioweRr
REQUEST HS HDNORABLE (OURT OR CLERK 115 moye oo MOTION
THE ([t IR C.OA. To TRANSMIT ALL RECORDS REGARDING

THIS CASE. SPECIFICALLY | RUT NOT LIMITED To CASE* 19121563
AND—*\Z«&%Q—LS‘ o PETITIONER WILL BE AFFORDED | HiiS
CNSTITUTIONAL  R(GHT T0 DOE PROCESS OF THS ExTRAORDINARY
WRIT AND TO FULLY |NFORM THS CWRT wiTH “ALL" RECORDS
MAT ERIAL AND RELEVENT 0 Tins CASE | FUR ORIGINAL
WRISDICTION aaD APPELLANT REVIEW, AT THE MERCY OF THE
GrEAT 0.S. SUPREME (ourT —rue lith CiR. C.oA ADDRESS

ls , 56 FORGYTH STAEET, NW. ATLANTA, GA. 3u303

Pon€ * (4oU) 3354135 - see APPENDIX (A) ExiliniT (1)

CPINIONS
N THE JPREME Coury OF TWE UNITED JTATES

2). PETITIONER  RESPeLTFULLY  PRATYS THAT AL wWRITS COR(G(/\JM/
JVRSDICT o;d) AND CERTIONARI ISSUES To REVIEW —THE F(NAL
JUDGEMENTS DBELoW N

0. e CPloNIoN OF THE (1% CIR CoURT OF APPEALS - ATLANTA, GA.
As? * 19-100-5b-0  DaTe : 9232019 appenpw_A - EX¥HIBIT(R)

B, The” OPIONION OF THE WP CIR.CoURT OF APPEALS - ATLANTA, GA
case™® 15-134-52 B DATE: ‘Oll/élom ARPENDIK_A - éx-marr(_@)

D, | HAE ND ENOWLEDGE |F THEIR PUBLISHED.

y JURISDICTION
(V) FR Cpgec FROM FEDERAL (OURTS

Q 7) S22 | aWENDIX (R) - EXHIBIT - (8)




JURISDICTioN
FOR CASES_FRoM FEDERAL CORTS

). THe DA O WHICH THE ONITED STATES CoRT OF APeAlS
(U iR ATLANTA, GA. DEC DED cage * (19-131-56-B) waS
U120, AND 4 TIMELY REUEARING WAS FiLep,

7)' e pate ON wHcH THe owviTed SATES couel OF AMPEALS Ql“i'
CR. ATLANTA, GA. Deciped st * 18- Y -5 _"_@) WAz 10-l-3019 and
A TELY REHWEARWNG WAS FILED

3). THE JURNCTION OF TULS CoulT 1S INVOKeD uNDER (2% U. SC
a1 (). (ot —s- US sy 0S azg, 27 013 8 CT 1949 1975

MU Loed 3D oy 05T (1998) AarGUED 3-3499% Decioed
b 151990

‘D- ORIGIVAL  JRISDICTION 15 ReING ReuesTeDd
‘ReLATED ARes' an ADIRESSES

). TRAL CourT CASE* 2ool,- 3901~ OKA Loosa Co. Annex EXT. Mo
(7% LBwWS ToRMER TSLUD. ForT wALTopN BeAcH, FL. o574y

2. WIONCTION USE —200L DR-0GHIE1 - OEALOZA . AEX. gXT
G40 BWIS TORMER BLUD. ToeT waltoN peAcl, L. 33547

) OREZT APDEAL cased |-Doy-3li( OFFILE oF Ciex IS Do,
2o TAAMTON DR. TALL ALASIEE L, 39399, 50

q), PoST CONVICTION 335D oxet |-Di¢-lisp (15T D.G.A) 1 D.(.A.
Joo DRAYTON DR TalLapaSSEE | FL. O399 950

%, WEFFECTINE  apre LeaTE Counce L - ¥ 1=DI3 3949 2000 DRAYTON
DR, TAuAvalee, FL. 3899 aso (I D.C.A)

(H)



" RELATED CAces" AND ADDRESSES

b). MANDAMUS CKALOOSA  SyUERIEES DEPT. Bolf -ea- aonsl 9
OkALOCSA ConTY ANNEN (A4p LEWS TurweRr BLUD.
FoRT WALTON BeAcH, FL. 33547 (Amd) I3¥ Dca ApeeaL
cace =\ -DIS ~23472 |

1. WoBATION PAROLE HADEAS CoRPUS (DENIED oN MERIT 5)
USE ¥ 01 -CA- 00 182> AT OKALOOSA CO. ANNEX EXT

1940 LEWS TURMER DLUD. WORT WALTON BEAcH, FL.

32597 (A) IS DCA. APREAL -* 1-DIS-1[4T 2000 PRAYTON
DR, TAlLAULASSEE , FL. 33v99 —950

%) DISBARRED  ATTORMEY, BERNARD DALEY Ase# SC 15330
2015- 00-495 -9B-NDR 900 DUVAL ST TALLAKASSEE FL. 32399

1. \ULEGAL PHONE CALL CASE # 20(3-CA-0053YS DEALOOSA CounTs
CouRTHouse CAND) ARDEAL o THE |SE DCA aace® - |-DI-1583.

io) EVIDENCE  RooMm CASE® Qo1 ~CA- 00534k CLT) ol<at00SAa CO-
FL. (AND) 1T D.C.A. APEAL # |-DMBTT

1), READING- LOGS case* Qold-Ca- 005347 ( W)(LT) OK A LDOSA
co. (AvD) IS Dca APPesL EI-DI419

‘7/3. L.200 ILLEGAL SENTENCE <asg ““"CfDH—Bﬂ) (¥ D.cA

i3>_ CoURT RESTRAINTS CARE ¥ 2003-Za. sys, (L T) okAwosa
CooNT? CoORT HOusE .

'fb. KIPNAPPING Cage * o D.CA *2-DH4s5q

15} mANDAMUS / comPeTENCY  Zasc® I-Dis=4q67 (IT-D.C.A)Y

llo). U3, DETRICT (CouRT CARE ¥ 3:15-cu-Ysa- MCR -cas #| Paarod
ST PENSACOLA, FL. 31503

(15)
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(NT STATEMENT oF cage # (G-12156- 0

ATLANTA  GA. AS HE BAS JURISDICTION AND AUTHOUR(TY To
ORDER (MPANEL MENT OF “SPECIAL GRAND JURY" AND HE HAS

JVRISDHICTION . SEE LEGAL MAL ReCiEPT *i0399 %807 TIME
STAMPED _i_g:i_r_i_j‘( AT B.RERF.

., ‘!"/ ) - . 3
D) e COMPLAINT  waS TITLED % B
D)) RES DENIAL OF DUE PROCESS AND ACCESS 10 THE COURT _OF

PECTION @ e CHIEF JUDGE AND_UJ. DepUTY (LERK OF TyE
UNITED  STares \DISTRICT CoukT MN-D. PENSACOLA L.

’_\),'2), TUE ReLieF REQUESTED ON THE ALow 5[28[19 COMPLAIT
- Fled T The cHieF JDGE OF e I1f (oA ATLANTA, GA.
RAD  SPECIFIC RELIEF . T STATED IN ReUEF W FOLOWNG.

r=Ller

DY AFEIANT HoMBLY PRAYS THHS NoN. Culer IUDGE O THE Ik

CR. COA REVIEW AND GRANT Sad PeTiioN (FiLed b))
A NOTIFY  AFFIANT /P?TlT\OM’éR N WRITING OF 1t ACTio
TAREN. .~ |
6. CUEet Wo6e , ALTERNATIVLEY  “ALTERE D" PETITIONERS wWR(T
IO IMPANEL. A “SPEdAL. GRAND JWRY" WITH SPECIFIC (ELIEF
IN TO & MANDAMUS  SCUUFFLING (T INTo DENIAL,WHEN THE™
CHIZF JUDCE HAD AUTHCRITY % JURISDICTION AND “GooD CAUSE™ To
\MPANEL A “SPeCIAL GRAND gupy" SUPPORTeED Y A 3/25]19
NOITAUZED PET(TIoN (VIO LATING PETT [O0MERS DIE PRICESS
AND ACeSS b THE <courTS, GUAUREENTEED BY THE U.S.
CONSTTUTION AND e PEDERAL RuUES GovERNING ‘SeeTial
GRAMD QUR{S ™ AND “HEIR  SUMMONING HE DENAL oF THE
“ERAUDULANT™ MANDAMUS &ose* 19011575 v T (U1 CIR.

C.0.h RTUANTA GAY wAS (Bfs[pld) avd 4 Timely RE-
MEARNG was weD,

(1)



CONT. _STATEMENT OF CASe® 19-1-156-15

F). TWE QuesTions REGARDING oiSe® (o 1o sb- HEREiIn

e OF “ GReAT DueliC IMPORTANCE  Bf TuweY [NOLVE
e “JURRORSY SUMMONED ¥FioM A  CRDSS Se-ttoN 0F Tuc
PUBUC, AND THE FTpeT —uaT JURY DUTY (S °

).

“ONE o THE HIGHEST TUTIES OF ClTizeny hp®

AD STATED w®»Y -the LATe JUDGE JAMES
FoXMaN F THe E: JoDiclalL  CIRCUiT.

MDD Tue FACT 2OTH AWE (S, DSt €T PENSACOLA AND THE
¥ R COo.A ATLANTA , BOTH  VIoLATeED PETIMTIONERS DUE
PROCESS By poT  IMPANEUNG A “ SPECIAL CRAVD  Jury"
WHEN  "GUOD CAUSE " WAS  SHowA). 4
StatemenT o _cace (Fis-13y52-0)
PRE -ARREST HI3Tory
YETTIOMER WAS RELEASED From A MENTAL wealTH HOSPITOL

IN MAY of 205. ¥ was COMMITTED POR COMPLICATIONS FRom S
MENTAL Uppcrd (UNESSES (USTED AS- AGORA?HONA,?MO?HOMC'
ORGANIC BRAN STNDROME | 0L PACTORY WALLUCINATIONS DEMENTIA,
PANC ATTACKS  SeuERE ANXIETY AND SEVERE CLINICAL
MGRANES AND  DEPReEsSIoN (MAJR), HE WAS 1D RepopT 10
PROGATION OFFICE (8 SHALMAR FLoROA, IN RelLATED <ARE*®
G5-1094 oUT oF PANAMA Ty ELoroa. (€% case ()
RELATED (012 ~A-001523) AND APE AL (F1-DIb-4434) 13T D, A)
PETMonel e STerED HAS PowertyuLL PS{cPATROPIC MED'S.
WY PROBATION 4UTHOURITIES A& oRpereD. PETTIONER

WAS ON PROBATION. HOWEUER WAS NEVER DACED ON “MENTAL
He AT Pp,ogAT(oN“ Cﬁ;g UNKNOWA QEASDNS’B A CAMETFUL
READING OF RE LATED @5@’*[%1‘L«6A~O¢>Lfg;}) 1S NECE SSary.
o ALL FACTS To RE CoNSDERED. PETITioNER HAD SPeciaL
CoNDITINS (N PromATiON CWDIT{oM‘*‘\L#iDmEQ R ‘MeEnTAL
UeAal e BUAWATIONS. PRobATION AUTHOURITIES F4ED To
SUPERINT £D -HaAT CourT opRER. EUBENTUALLY PETTiNER

Coud NDT TAKE Chwe b[\"?\ HMSELE (N mandy ASPECTS
I 5




#S  cakeTaker ano WIFE AND W-PATEE ¥R Sociac Seco(Ty

PISATHILTY  HAD To FILE FoR A WOINCTION IN OKALOOSA Co.
CFL. CAsE * 200(,- DR- 0o Y4i% THE INJUNCTION WAS ACCOMPIED TBY.
R AFPICAVT AT PETITIONER WAS NOT ACTING RIGHT ( posSIgLY
We WAS INCOMPETANT, T [NIUNCTION WAS sServeDd on PETMoNER,
A CORETVLL READIN G- oF (case™ }obéfoﬁ-ccoqlis;z) MUST BE HA0
PO pLL FACTS AV BE CONSIDERED | A PERMANT INJUNCTION
MZARING  wWAS HAD' HoWEVER. Dz T loNER: WAS, (NCoMPETANT
AND (NSANE AT TWE OCT 19, 400l PeRMAN ENT INQUNCTLON

ADVE SARIAR P A RINGT  AND T INUN (tioN Jupee PRoCee D€ED
AGAINST PETT oNER IN TS AOVEDARialL SeTriN( WiTH-
OUT  APPOINTING CoUNCEL —p PETIT|ONER oR HAUWNG WM
BVAWLNTED  VioL ATING PET ITIoMERS CoNSTIToTioNAL Qie kT
o Gt GMPETANT AT A ADVESARIAL CoulT PRo(EEDING .
WE WNIUNCTIoN  (oWRT  WAS ARMED wiTh ALL PET TIoNER S
Vo SPlMol T\l AND PRoBATION FILKS AND  cllposte  +D
YD AGAINST A INCBMPETANT AND NSANE PeTT( (O NER-,
AND SULEQUENTLY RelEase PETToner PoST HearInG,
\NTo e Duaic Iy THIS NDITIoN FoR (Reasonvs un-
[(KNOWN - S DA/NZ‘I AND ST\WLL p((-r (SSue (N THIS

USE. Seer LUse™ Lookb- 2901 1 COMPET ARCY REPORT DATE D
(oL (-\’UAL, CA@%)., THEZ INSUNCTIoN courT, 9A%E ¥ 206b- DR -
00412 ENTERED PetTiTIONER WTo A TINDING ClVIL
CONTRACT  WHILE  (NCOMPETANT AND INSANE ON OCT. 15,2006

(ArEsT)
STATeMeNT oF Gge ™ I5-0452 -8
NoEMRER (o, 2000

PETITIoNER WAS oNLY AT LARGE ‘W THE QUL FOR DAYS
TEPORE U WA DMRREDTED AND AVR(Gen By AMENDED tNﬁ)KMﬁrT)o/\/
Wit BURELARY OF A DWELLING WHILE ARMED WITH A DaNG@EROU'S
w\zApopf COSNT (‘_') PRMED KI(DNAPPING wiTh A WEAPON C(,OUNT "})
AGG-RMNRED a5t SUTREAT ((WFY) ANy vioLaTioN OF A Qo e6tiC
VIOLATION N YyNCTIoN ({(oumjt k{\/ (R.2.219 /\3) ALL Chpp €S
werd on (O WFoRmATioN . (”\'Hq’é VIOLATION 0F  PRoRATION

R D



CHARGE ?ROCGEDéDI(/Hé NEXT DAY ON ulv/woe IN RELATED
case ¥ 941094 PETITIONER WAS ESSENTIALLY ARRESTED FDR
BURGLAR\) K\DNAPP)NG/ ASSAULT AND VipL AT(ON OF INJUNCTION
ONE CASE * a0, 2901 (TRAL CASE ) AND SIMOTANE OUSL ¥ ARESTED
IR PRopATION VIOLATION ALL N (l) pavs  lefoo ann K /o(p He
INUNC TN CouRT SeT THE STAGE AND CoNDITIoNS TR FETITIONERS
ARREST AND 15 -TUE  “PROKIMATE CcAUSE" see: (case 012-CA- 001 §23)

REASONS R GRANTING PETITION

AND  ORIGANAL _JURISDICTION CGueeHI-315G-1
[ TS (CASE#(9-RIS(-B) 15 oF GREAT PUBLIC IMPORTANCE ANDS
NATIONAL \MPORTANCE BECAUSE THE JURRORS PERFORM “ONE 0 _E e
HOHEST DUTIES OF CITIZENSHIP AND THAT DUTY IS REALL
OUR DEMOCRACY IN ACTION' THS CASE 1S A cASE wiere m
PROSECUTORS  COMMITED  MULT IEAR 10US FRAUD | AND 0BSTRUCTION
OF OOSTICE ON THE JURRORS | THAT ARE Now" 'UNINForMED VICTIMS™
OF Te PROSECUTORS CRIMES. p/m[o,\rer{ EXHAUSTED EUEer?
POSSI BLE AEME o “PeT(TION £oR REDRESS S, TRAVESTY
GRIBVANCE WITH EI1THER AD REPLY 0R A AON- ~SENSICAL RESPONSE.
ENTAYS NOTIFIED , STATEWIDE PROSECUTORS OFFICE | STATE
AT ofwl;\f FL ORIDA DEPT. OF LAW QNMCEMQMT {-w/qu AR,
FLoripgy GOVEK/UDRS OF’K/L .S, DiSTRICT  COURT cmef" JUb(yé

AND .S, COURT oF APPFALS ChlerF Judee ATLANTA (rA AND
ME US. ATTORNEY (-EneRral . ET ALL | ETC.

A. THE NATIONAL |(MPORTANCE OF THS MATTER WAS NEVER
STATED RETTER -~tHAM e HoN. JAMES FOXMAN  C(RCUIT

JUD6E OF me M CIR. STATED W <ace* 9i- 1370 oN APRIL
|} A4 AT 1030 AM.

QUOTE = HoN. CIRCUIT COWRT JUDGE JAMES Foxman
OF THE 1t JUDICIAL CIR.

'SERVICE ON A JURY 1S A CIVIC AND PATRIOTIC oRLIGATION
WHACH ALL GOOD CITIZENS SHULD PERFORM, AND OUR ENTIRE SYSTEM
of JUSTICE DEPENDS UPON PEObLE  LIKE You NOW  SERV|CE ON A
WURY  AYFORDS Yoo (DPPoRTONITY D BE pA(rr OF THE JUDIClAL

(2.0)



CONT. REASONS FoR GRANTING PeTiTioN AND
OR\VGINAL  QURISDICTION eare®* (9- 1205612

PROCESS BY WHICH e | e6AalL ATFAIRS AND LIRFRTIES oF
YoUR  pElLLow MEN AND womaN ppe DeT ERMINED ANDd PRoTezTeEd
ONDER  QUR FoRM  OF GOVERMENT AAD YourR BEING ASKED To
PERFORM  “ DNE  OF THE HEHEST puTHES oF CIT Z-EN SH( P
AND THAT IS To SiT (N JUDGEMENT OF TACTS WHICH willL
DE TERMINE  GUILT OR WNOGENCE OF PERSINS CUHaARGED
TS REAUY pup DEMocrACY IN AcTioN. (FF i)

VICTIMS [ JURRORS

@ N ADVANCE  THE JURRORS  HAUE ReeN VICTIMIZED AND kave
A RIGHT To BE NOTIFIED. BY THE JUDICIAL SSTEM THAT
PLAED THem N “ONE OF THE Wi EHEST DUTIES OF Grpen-
P oMLY D BE VICTIMZED,

¢ DUE_ _PROCESS

NOT PROCESSING- PETITIONERS WRIT To “MPANEL A SPECIAL

GRAND JURY " OR  ALTERING OR MISCONSTRUING e WRIT wAS A
VIOLATION OF PETIToNERS DYE PROCESS  ACLESS 1 THE
COURT RIGHT 0 PETTION ¥0R REDRESS GRIEVANCE 5%
L2, 14w IS AMEMDMENTS oF - U.S. (ONS TITOT1ON
ALLOWING PET(TIONER 0 BE UNLAWTULL (ONEINED. G—W*l)
See : QUESTIoNS HeREIN (1,23, 4] cmse ™ (9. pusp-R DUE
PRoCESS ¢ Se€: ((SUPREME (oot OF FLA. -vs- LieON WILLIAMS - (1
VS LW, 2098 15 FLA. L. wee'\a:(’ 537 ,18. FLA. L. wWEerLY
491, NO 19507, JuLy 1Y 1993, ReEHEARING 916 ]1993.

!

"DUE PROCESS OF LAW IS A SOMMARZED CONSTITOTIOVAL  G-UARAN -
TEE OF ResPeCT =R PERSONAL RICHTS.... SO RooTED (M THe
TRADITION AND CoNSCIENCE OF OUR PECRLE AS To DE RAMKED Ag
FINDEMENTAL - S > SYNER —v- MASS. 29). 0.§. 47 105, 59 S
LT, 330, T8, LED. T4 (1939). DU PROCESS OF THE caw IMPOSES Gpon
A COORT The RESPONSIBILITY 0 GoNOLCT Ax EXERCISE OF

JUDCEMENT -“UE  wWHoLE C,oURSG( %oF THE  PROCEEDINGS N ORDER
al



CoNT  REASONZ ¥R GRANTING- PETITION £ RIGINAL
SURISDICTioN CASE * 19 -12156 -

DuE PROCESS

TO ASCERTAIN wHeaTHER —THEY OFFereD THISE "CAMVONS OF
_DQ@NC/‘Y“ AND “ FAIRRMESS" WHICH expeesS THE MTIONS oF
DUSTILE  EE. MalnSE| -v- NEW YorK.

3248 Yol dil, -1, S, §-
CTU 186-89  L.eD 1029 (1995) ... Doe PAOCESS 1S A GEVERAL

PRINCIBLE. OF  LAW ~THAT Pao 4 OITY THE GovERMEST FROM ORTAIVIAIG-
CONVICTIONS  RBROUGCHT AROLT TY METHODS TUAT " OFFEND A SENSE

OF JUSTICE® &% RockiN-v-caliFoema  zqa.u.S. leS™ 113 713 5. T
W5, Mo 6. Led. 153 ((95)

IN

a

THIS  ¢ARE PETTIOMERS AMD THE JURRORS RESPECT o0
PERSENAL RIGHTY' “ CANNON(S) SF DECENC Y anND FAIRMESS wERE
VioLATeD AND DID OFFEND A SENSE OF DUST (CE AND uuatsbtcﬂoﬂl
REVIEW OF TH(S (ouRT 1S WARRENTED

ADDRESSING * | SS\»E*&U\
=)

CbﬂéﬂTlONAL CHALLENGE To KD A APPING
SaTuE %7. ol (1A) (3)_oF FLA.

A) see Goun “U)ul 235 PAOCEEDINGS  DockeTs £3y #3453 fy3
AND  DocKeT *54. PerTmoneER Fled A CoN STITUTIONAL CHALLENGE
UNDER 2§, U.SC 2403 (B) anp LOCAL RULES oF FEDERAL CouRT Fpr
e ND oF T (Local RuLE #2324 THE RESPONDENTS weke

DUl oTIFIED Y STATUE AND RETFUSED o CoN FORM T T

DU PROCESS OF PETI(T (oNERS CHALLENGE . QESPONDENTS Lad
OPPORTUN ITY O DRIECT v

THE  CoNSTTuTiovaL CRALLENE A MD
DID AOT VIOLATING RuES OF TFEDERAL (pulT AVD TE

TMONERS
RIGHT 4D DUE PROCESS Ac €SS 0 e COURTS. A NOTICE o

APPEAL WAS Fllep SBET DockeT *ql, APPEAL
ASS LGNED DY e g o)

e * BT was
CoA ATLANTA ON o] 12019 e
C(ARET WAS DeENIED | WITH THz™ (oM STITuTion AL CUALEN 46

~

(2



REASONS FOR_GRANTING PET(TION AND oR IGINAL
QurIS pleTion (Case® (& - 12452 -8)

ADDRESSING 155uE # (1)
CONSTITioNgAL CHALLENGE To KIONAPPING STATUE T187.0]. ({A) ’é)op A,

D Do MT, VIOLATING RUEDS OF FEDeraL COURT AND PETITIONERS
TGHT To Dok PROCESS | ACCESS 1D THE CourTS. A NOTICE OF AP EAL
whs FiLe> Ser: Docl(E’l Eul, MPEAL cASEF 512452 WAS JsSIGNED
oY HE 1B cr. C.O.A ATLANTA. ON  ioft |2o19 TuE cace WAS
TENED | Wik CONST ITyTioNAL CHALLENGE WAS NEVER ADDRESSED
OR AFFORDED DUE PRUVCESS. RASED ON THE TACKS AND AW AND
REASDNING OF PETTIoNERS ARGUEMENT (N MS 25y PO CEEDINGS,
WE  KIDNAPPING  STATUE 157 o) A (3) 1S WCNSTITUTIONAL | AND
S CouRTS  JURISDETION AND REVIEW & AECESSARY PoR PesoluTiON
OF TS MATTER. SEE S QUEST|ONS PRESENTED SBHUARELY ATDRESSING-

WBAS MAT Tep. THAT Mt peSolUTION QUESTNS *1 # 1. Wse¥

(\,%«\ﬂs’;«‘rs) e N

ADDRE SSIN G- 183uE & (2)
1)  WSFFIUENT EVIDENCE  OF ONARPIWG O 510l 1A (%)

A. SEEL (round + 0F, (p«/ (I ToNERS 2254 eeoc&gwcs DoCKETS
3 #5548 aup ase™ |- DOF-2lb OF THE FAST DISTRICT OF
W%}ELS ARGUE MENT * () W PETITIONERS (NITIAL BRIZE AND REPLY
DRIEF. PETRONERS KIDNAPPING CoWICTION 1S N DIREC— BONF((T
REGARDING INSUEF (LIENT EVIDENLE wiTh  CARES® JACKSON -v-
VIRGINIA M43 VS, 507 (m) AND TREEZE -v- SEC D _L.F. 20l - Wik~
3501195 (MO FLA 7]26[h) avd A USE SpreiFt ALy | FRAMED'
B we Lap. D.LA OF FLoRIDA seE: (LoNNER-VS- staTe 1950 3D,
\m) TS CoukTS APPELLANT UR 155 1tiol (5 NEFOED o e -
SoLVE  AHESE @"”‘“"‘Cfb) OF AW o ALLIGN “STARE | Uécm
YEE: “"QuesTIONS PLESENTEDY diskeiN Pu3r,fuft® SQ8ARELY

ADORE SSING- TS 158U +(2) (,thzgrmjs 545 o OREF 1F-N5dB

(29)




REASONS FOR. GRANTING PETITION AND DRIGINAL.
QRIS D1eTION_ ((case*is- 450 -B)
) ADDRESSING 1SSUE * (3)
COMPETENCY

S%‘: GROND(S) ((7—6} #4 %4 (N 225% PROCEE DINGS DOKET(S)
B, 40, £l N DECEMBER. | oF 2006 PETTONEA WAS AVWPICATED

i ‘ : / .
INCOMPETANT IN TRIAL  case ¥1200(,-290] Sec: TRIAL DokET SHEET,

ADpRESSING (SSUE *()
COMPE TENCY/ORDER

NOWHERE N ANY RECORD, TRIL CouRT, APPELLANT COURT 2459
COWT 0R PEDERAL APPELLANT CoURT, DOZSA WRITTENORDER EXSITS
AJUDICATING DETITIONER  (OM PETENT 10 PROCKED RESTORING HM To
GMPETENCY. To AT END, PETTIONER WAS PROCEEDED AGAWNST
WHILE INCOMPETENT FROM DEC. 200k, (N EVERY ADVESARIAL
PROCEEDING, INCLUDING THE MAY 200 TRIAL . THIS MAKES PETITIONERS
CAF N DIREGT CoNFLICT WITH Tre * STAE DECSIS” RE . PROCEEDING
ACAINST  (NCOMPETANT DEFENDENTS. SEE: JAMES J. DAVIDSoN
Y3 HARRY SINGUETARY JR SEC OEPT OF CARE. ELA G5 £
20. 1502 (1992) U.S. AP, LEXIS 5ho3 - b EUA L. WKLY Fep
L. 425 ( NO- €7-3485 - MARCH 20 1990 DECIDED AND FALLADA -V-
QECER $19.F 20 1564 1545 I8 CiR. (957 (AND) DUSKY —vs WITED
STATES 32 .US. %01 (1960) HS CourTS APPELLANT JURISD[crioN
[3 MEEDED 10 RESOLVE UE ME ONFULT 0F (aw 1D ALLIGA
“STARE" DECIS(S. “QueSTionN(s) PREJedTeD", MEREIN RE GARDING
TS MATTER 1S QUESTION * b tAe*14- (3452-B

ADDRESSING 163VE ¥ (4)
“REVER SARLE ERROR "

1), SE€ « GROND®ET W 2254 PRoceE DINGS, DocKET(S)*13 33 Fuy i F4o.

TRIAL JUDGE GRANTED A MOTiON ¥OR SEVERENCE OF THE \io LATION
OF (NJUNCTION  CASE® 2006- 2901 PRE.TRIAL. UNFDRTUNITLY | DURING

(2



REASON #CR GRANTING VETITION AND pRIGINAL
JURISDICTION  CASE * ¢ -(345L- B
ACDRE SSING- |SSUE # (4)
“REVERSAGBLE ERROR"

TRIAL. PROCEEDINGS TUHE TRIiAL JUDGE RULED /vw DEFENSE ATTOR.
"OPENED THE DooR" VIOLATING HIS  CourT OILDFR AND RULED AS
SUCH ON THE RECORD. e STATE MADE A FEA waé o T™E '\/(ouArorJ
0F WINCTIoN" CHANGING THE QUTCOME OF THE TRIAL. THS

GROUWD J\SSU\f WAS  PLACED ON PETITIONERS 225, GROUND#7,
AUE FEDERA- MAGISTRATE MaoE A FIMDING (N Docl(GT *Lfo

VATED %)a]ww G&OUMDﬂ*f’Z THAT The STATE “OPENED —THE Doom
NOT DEFENSE eou;\}(,gt/ \ T W\S AT THS TIME THE STATE (o-

(ECDED 10 PUNDEMENTAL REVERSABLE ERROR. THIS IS A “MIS-

CARRIAGE OF JUSTHCE " WHICH JUSTIFIES REVERSING A JUDGEMENT

W Y P 2D 913). PETTIONERS 5% AND 14 AMENDMENTS

WERE V10 LATED B THIS REVERDABLLE ERRoR THEY CoNCEEDED.

0.#0) THE graor waAS PLAIN oN THE Record (¥3) 1T OID

EEFECT PETTIONERS  SUBSTAINTAL RIGHTS C**::}) 1T DD EfFecT

WE FUNDEMENTAL FAIRNESS OF “AR{IAL PROCEEDWNGS. TS CourTs

MPELLANT JURSDICTION 13 WARRANTED FOR REVIEW AND RE-

0LITIoN OF THIS 1§3Ue. QUESTION(S) PRESENTED RE: TH(S

IS§VE 1S QUESTION * 7,

ADDRE SSING (SSUE * @
DOV RLE JEORARDY
QEVERAL INSTANCES

6> S6€: GRCUND #1S (N 2254 PROCEEDINGS DockETS- 15 35 43,
PETITIONER  WAS PLACED (N DOUBLE JEOPARDY SEVERAL DIFFEREMT WAYS
OUTUNED W WS 2254 CROUND #15, VIOLATING S CoNsTTUTIONAL
RIGHT(S) UNDER THE G+b AMENDMENT OF THE O.5. CoNSTITUTION. THE
VLSioN -0 DENY TS GROUND PLACED PET(T(oveER W DIRECT
CONPULLT WITH THE FDLLOWWE (ASeS (ﬂwacK&UR(réR v$-US.5a §. (T
150 ) AND (WILUAMS —vs- SNGLETARY 1% F 3D 1510) AND WARRIS —vs -
OKC AdoMA 97 S. eT. 1%c) AnD U.S. ,\,3, WioN 13 S CT zwﬂ(was'r
~VS- STATE 21 S0. 3D - Ab), Ayn{ TORNA ~s- STATE 4. S0. 30, §70)



KEADON XU GRANTING  PE LTION AND  ORIG WAL
JURISDICTION  cASE® 15-10452 -5
ADDRESNG (55ug *(5)
DoUBLE JEOPARDY
SEVERAL INSTANCES

5). AND [ STATE-vs- REARDON 63, S0 3D .418) AND ( BYRoN ,ORTIZ-
MEDWA (Y -DO9-208F) 3 FLA, LAW, WKLY (D2213) wHeRE
CoNVICTIONS ¥OR  RoTH  ARMED WONAPPING AND AGGRAVATED ASSAULT
VIOLATE Doule JEOPARDY (ALSO SeE: FLA. LAw wkLY (Dlb 3§ B)
AND FLA  NTATUE - T75-0ai (W)(8)(1). THS CouRTS AppecauT
WRISDICTION & NEEODED +or. peSoLuTioN OF T™E CovedCT(s)
Ase . QueSTION(S) PRESENTED Herg|n RE€: THIS ISSUE ARE
QueSTioN ¥ Question *¥€
ADbResSNG (JuE H(©)

BORGLARY o YouR OwN HOME ?

K.

SEE: GROUND *lp W 2451 PRoCEEDINGS DOCKETS 15> #35 #45. Aup
THE EACTS MRE RELATED 1D Cire ¥ weREWN * 19 10156 -0 THE PETITON
O IMPANEL— A “SPECIAL GRAND JURY: THE PRO SE CUTORS COMMITED
MULTIEARIOUS FRAUD® ON THE JURRORS AND (ORSTROCTION OF JUSTICE
W TRIAL BY TELLING ME JURRORS PETITIONER WAS GUILTY OF VIO-
LATING AN WWAUNCTion [ CASE ¥ 7.000 ~390) AND CASE ¥ 200b-DR-00Y152- .
‘(Q\j_ﬂt_l) THE VIoLATION OF {N)ONCTION cASe WAS (ol SoLopATED
o THE PELOME NFORMATION WITH BURGLARY KIDNAPPING, AGG-
RAVATED ASAULT. (T WAS SEVERED FOR PReEJUDICE PRE-TRIAL .
UNFORTUNITLY e STATE WTRODUGED te UioLATIoN OF
INJONCTION AD MADE T A FEATURE AT TRIAL  AND [T CHANGED
WE OUTCOME  AND PUNDEMENTAL TARNESS OF TRIAL.
PROSECWTORS CouLD NOT pAYE GOT A CoNVICTICN OF
PECTIONER | ON BORGLARY D WIS OWN MomE  wWITHOUT,
VIOLATW(~ THE COURTS ORDER AOT To MENTION THE WQINCTION
AND LYING 1O THE JURY. ONE CANNOT BURGLAR 26 THERE
OWN POME . s WAR A “MIS CARRIAGE OF QUSTICE" \io LATING

5% AND M Ame NOMENTS 8) Due PROCESS - THIS CHURT S
26)




REASON FOR GRANTING PETITION AND oRIGINAL
QURISDICTION  cafe® |- (>452-1

AORESSING 135UE + (0D
BRGLARY O Yok _OwWN HoME

Y.

APRELLANT  JURISDICTION (& WARRANTED FOR RESoLUTION OF TS
U 1. QUESTIONS PRESENTED HEREIN ARE QuUESTION *9 “F A (- nO
ADIUDIFICATION oF GUILT APPCARS ON DOCKET SHEET 200, -DR-00YI§L.

AODRESSNG ISSUE* (1)
COUNCELS INEFFECTIVNESS 0N PLEAS)

).

SEE: GROUND*(G, [N HL5Y PROCEEDINGS \DOLKET b, 32 13 T
DENAL OF TS (-ROUND '3 CoWTRARY 1> _STRICKLAND -S- WASHNGTON  bb.
03 b (1984) D EFICIENT PERFORMANCE , AND PREQUDICE  UAS DEEN EST
Agu&l% N G-RCUND ¥19. DTHER “STaRE DECIIS" Ases tN &NFucT
Wit REGARDING  MISADUISE  OR INVOLUN TARY PLEAS 3e€: U5 V8-
LOUGHERY 0% ’f- 2D.10¥ AND GODW?Z“'\’S’MORAN ljpj_(_)_‘g- m’}ﬂ

.S T 2650, 2632 (1993) AND BORIA -¥S- KeANE 99. B 2. 492
(1994) aNp BouchiLupl-V- LOWINS ~907. F %D 5% 59+, (1990).
YUE APPEUANT JURISDICTION W THS (SSUE IS WEEDED. GIVEN
TRE COMRETENCY  \SSUES IN TH(S COMGE AT ARRMGNMENT,
oN Wh|moh AT LEAST WIS BLEA WAS INVOLUENTARY AND MiS-
ADULCE | AS VETITIONER  PRRVED AT THE CouNTy QAL iN-
CoMPETANT AND DELIRIOUS SEE? (pMPE TENLY HEARING DECEATER
2000 ase ¥ 2006-290] TRIAL CoURT  AND T RE-TRAL pLEA
W MAY OF po0g  SEET EXWT 129 W 2254 ~PROCEE DING
1S PRwF  PETIT (pNER. wWAS INGOMPETANT () TRIAL- - SE€E:
@uesﬂoN(s) wereW 210
ADDRESOING- ISSUE #(3)
“CouNCEL _ ABANDONING-  THE INSAN|TY DEFENSE”
@. See: _(FﬂoOrJDﬁb_cd__N 2254 ?KOCL’QDING—S( DOLKETS &,3{&33 £y DENAL OF TS
GROUND  WAS  CONTRARY 10 AND IN CONFLICT WITH STAKCAND-1S WASHINGTON
16b, US kbt (1964) DEFICIENT PER SRMANCE AND PREJUDICE WERE




REASONS FOR L RANTING PEttTton AND  ORIGINA L
JURISDICTION CASE™® 14-1a4s52-B
ADDRESSING:  [SSUE (%)
“COUNCEL ABANDONING ThE  INSANITY DEFENSE"

Q). CoNT:

ESTABLISHED BY LAW AND FACT §; IN THIS GROUND. THS GRoUND
CONTAINS  NEWLY DISCOVERED EVIDENCE AND HAS Been EXTENSIVLEY
DEVELOPED AND INVESTIGATED BY PETITIONER. (T WAS TR(AL CouNCELS
ADVISE TO ABANDON 4HE  INSANITY UEFENSE , HOWEVER  PET(T(oNER
DID NOT AGREE WiTh TS ADV(CE (BUT COUNCEL REFWSED TO STOP
THE ADANDONMENT PETITIONER WAS “FORCED* T ACCEPT WIS ADVISE.
TRIAL COUNCEL VIOLATED PETTIONERS G AMENDMENT RIGHT 10O
EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF  COUNCEL. . TH(S COURTS APPELLATE

JURISDICT [ON 1S WARRANTED To ALLIGN 1S ConELICT WITH “STARE
DECISIS® SET IN _STRICKLAND, SEE: QUESTION * 11 HEREIN.

ADORESSING _1SSUE *#(9)
INNEFECTIVE TRIAL CouNCEL FAILLRE To INVESTIGATE
Rapio/Aublo TRANSMISSION (0CS0uLC ADIS|35)

9) Sec DockeT “10%55*4y W 224 PROCEEDINGS GROUND 10, DENIAL OF
THIS GROUND WAS CoNTRARY 0 oR IN CONFLICT WITH THe FoLLowl NG
CASES — SEE: STRICKLAND -vs- WASHNGTod Ybip.U.S. 0b8, 687 (1984). AND
FUTCH VS- DUCGER 874, F2D 483 (It Cle. 19%9) ALDRICH - vS-
WAINWR| GUT 77 F 2D (30 (Ilt‘l CIR. 1435) AND _CODE -VS- MoWT GOMERY,
199 _FaD (481 ((I# <iR.1980) PETITioneR HAS ST FRTH AND
PANWEN DEFICIENT PERFORMANCE AND PREJUDICE For FALURE TO
IWVESTI GATE tug RADIO/AUDIO. THIS (oURTS APPELLATE JURSHICTION
1S WARRANTED So AS v ALLIGN “STARE DECIS\S" SET DV THE
ADOVE  CASES. PETTIONERS  (th AMENDMENT RIGHT © EFFsctiue
ASSISTANCE OF COUNCEL WAS vipLATeED . See GUE STIoN

Heeen
ACDRESSING: 138ue” +(10)
BRADY MATERIAL VioLATioN

Io),

DENIAL OF GROUND*!) wias CNTRARY TO OR W CoNFLICT WITH “STARE
{28



REASONS TR GCRANTING FETITION AND  ©OR! GINAL
JORISDICTION  cace # (15— 104 5233
ADDRESS ING_{ SSUE_#([0)

BRADY MATERIAL VioLaToN

10)- BoNT.

DECISISt  SET W BRADY - VS MARYLAND, 373. US. 83 (1943) See:
GAWND *(L1) N 226Y PAOCEEDINGS DUKETS #12 *35 #43 AND EXHEBIT
2130 (N DockET ¥13 FOR JUPPRTING ARGUMENTS AND MATER [AL
EVIDENCE, THS CORTS APPELLANT JURISDICTION (5 WARRANTED 10 ALUGN
"STARE DECISISY WITH PETTIONERS 1SSUE * (0. St QuESTION 14 wekell

ADDRESSING ISUE 4(1t)
REVERSACLE ERROR B TRAL JUDGE
Twice CoMMENTING ON Tie MASK

). |
) THE  DEMAL oF GROUND*IL (N 225% PAGCEEDINGS Dochgﬁ\z*ﬁ,”ﬁ,
YUY wAs CONTRARY 4D “STARE DEC(SIS * SET #0R REVERSAGLE ERRoR
FQUILVALENT To “THROWING' A _SKUNK N The Jory DK, THe CoURT |
(ONCEEDED -MAT (T MADE PREJUDICIAL CoMMENTS | AND GAVE A UN-
INFORMATIVE  CURRATIVE  INSTRUCTION 0 THE JURROR . THE COMMENT
WERE A “MANIFEST INWSTICE" (D IT CHANGED e OUTCOME oF TRIAL
@ 1T wes PLaN ON e REzorD (3) IT SEFFETED e FUNEMENTAL
FAIRNESS 0F TRIAL . SgE: "REUVERSABLE ERRoR™ AND PREJUDICIAL
ERROR OI4. P. 2D 73 976 . T#IS CoURTS APPELLANT JURISDICTION

15 WARRANTED 4D ALL(GN PETTIONERS CARE WITH STARE -

DE CSIS . See: QUESTION ¥ 19 Here W

ADDRESSING | S5uE #(12)

HABEAS DENIML. CASE =
£303 —CA- 00l A ANEAL 1 -DIC-443¢

12).
See: _GRoUND IS N PETITIONERS 2259 PRyc EEDING DOCKET(S)
PO 235045 AND AL SWRTING ARGUMENTS Awp (xiteTs * 13))
Ad case” 1-DI2-53%% Tue DENIAL OF THS GRoUND WAS ERRONEOUS
AND A DEVIATION FROM -hg BSENTIAL RERUIREMENTS OF THE LAW
66?:@" _@_Y)_-z_?ﬁ) AND 19.F. 2D 285 2% Tue DENIAL WAS A
VIOLATIoN 0F  PETITION ERS O‘J(lig)ﬂfuﬂowb RiGHTs 7o Due




REASONS FOR GRANTING PETITION AND  ORIGINAL
JURISDICTIoN  CASE * 18 - 13453 -B
ADDRESSING (ssug #(13)
bAREAS DENIAL cAse®
2013~ CA- 001523 mD APPEAL *1-DI3-YY3Y

12). CONT:
PROCESS UNDER 1Ue 5% AND 14+th AmeudMENT(S) PROBATON AND

PAROLE WAS A AGENT POR THE STATE, ACTING IN Tde STATES  oE-
BALE. THE STATE SoulD HAE 1SSuep A HADEAS CokPUS AND pip
NOT  AND PETITIONER 1S UNLAWFULLY DETAnED AS A RESULT
THE 1254 CouRT DENIED PETTIONER Due PROCESS OF fHE HAGEAS
CRPUS T DENYING THMS CROUND AEDEPA DEFFERENUE €
15, U.8.¢. 175¢ AND HARRINGTON -VS-RICHTER Sb% .US. $b, AT 98-
100 (wu) rsv STATING PROBATION AND PAROLE (oud MOT

ISSUE  HABEAS, THE FEDERAL  (CouRT cUaN (ED T HABEAS  Rug)
ON THe MéRt’S To A ISS&E R PRomATION , NOT UNLAWFULL
CoNFINEMENT ThE wAY 1T STARTED , AND OCHUFFLED 1T W70
TENAL Y WAY OF REFUSING Qeview . Sek: QUeSTION # (b TlS
QURT APPELLANT ReVieW |3 WARRANTED .

ADDRESSING_IIVE +(13)
OKALOOSA SHERIEFS DEPT ACTING-AS
A AGENT R THE g-rp(—rg VIO LATING
PE T TIONERS "i‘”" {'H\ (D-Uﬂ AND |L.{+L\

/‘MCAJDMKAJT(.S) oF wr{ U.S. Gustryrion

1.

See: GROOND Y (N PeTiMoNeRS 2454 PROCEEDINGS DOCKETS
“;*“;v ’&% AND Al ReLATED CA%e5 pnD LRGUEMENTS A)\ID EXHBTS
ureN PET@oNERs b S G ayp 19 AMENDMENTS weke Vio LATED
™ e O(.5.0- ACTING AS A AGENT TR TWe STATe . THER unLAWRLL
ACTONS N ToE STATES DEUALE “DID NVOLVE —e VALIDTY of PET -

IONERS (»N\/lcuo;\)(3> A AGENT IS oNe wHo By MUTUN- LONSENT
ACTS ToR Tue RENBFIT OF ANOTHER . Mg 125\ CouRT DENED ABDEPA
VEFFERENCE et 25 -05.C 2754 Cp) AND HARRING-TON —vs- RiCHTER
563 V3. Bb AT 98 -100. THE RTATE AMD 0.C.3.0. Lo EXSITS wir

The SAME ORJECTIVES | THEN }RONlCAu)’ A INDEPE NDENKE
LN




REASONS TR GRANTING PE Timion AND QRIGINAL
\)UR\sblCﬂON cast ¥ Ig-12453-5
ACDRESSNG  18Sug *(13)
OKALOOSA SHERIFFS DEPT ACTING-AS
A AGENT R TUE STATE \/IOVA-r«'/u‘G—_
PETTIOMERS l;{_?t‘a Lt AND | b
AM?A/DMéAHf_) 0] "441; ds. CoustituTion

-~

{5). CONT. ‘

WHEN TWER CITED ([ As A'ene) TR CoNSTTUTIONAL  VIoLATIONS
M 0.CS0 WAD A INTRICGATE ROLE IN DISCOVERY | INCARCERATION,
PhoNgE” CAU- LECRDINGS THAT WERE VUT(LIZED Y THe STATE
UN LawW PUULLY 1D co/\J{:'ISCA PETITIONERS  INSANITY UéFB’NQ-:

AND O R o LAT | \ONS &)cH AS. RADY MATERIAL Jlo LATISNS

ETC. TPeTITIONERS cwutm’lous fouLd NOT UAAAf» Bcw HAD  wiTH-
OUT e ocS.o ACTIONS | AS e STATZS Acxewlr T
APPPULANT - Jo RISDICTION OF THS CourT 1S WAMAUTE’D \EE:
GuUESTION *+(7

e

-

sopREssNG 155ug (1Y)
GRADYF\LS:MAR‘{LAND VIOLAT 1ON
35 US. 83 (1963 )_AND ACTERNATIVLY,
INJEFPECTIVE ASSIS TANCE 0F COUNCEL
s’muwwo V5~ WASHWGTON , Yiel, 0.5 668 657 ( (95%)

).

e: RRouND ¥\ (N P‘Emnoum ws’ﬁf ?twu&/ DINGES DockEeTS #1333,
"%, DENIAL OF GROUND *\7 WAS (on TRARY TO AWD W CoNPLALCT
WiTH THRADY AND STRICKIAND AGJE . The CONFLICT 1S A ComPE LUNG
Refol. THE  CNFUCT (& A COMEELLNG REASON ¥oR TS ORIG AL
AND/oR APPELLATE QURISDICTION - Tie :,owea'fm\bw ULS TDEMAL
WA mom:ous ANC AGAINST AL e AELBVANT Tc<s AND |
MKTE] R\AL BUIDENCE P&t’sé/\mfo W. SEE 3 Ruestion 18 |

 ADDRESSING  (S5UE 4'5(@ 3
PRCEEDING AGAWST INCOMPETANT
PeToNeER. AND NDT APPOINTING
VM ATTORNENY N 3.%550 PRpceeBNES

).

PETTioNER Coks tmTlowAL RIGHTS ONDER. Tt “9“"" AND H““

T 5




REASONS oK GRANTING PETTioN AND orlGwval
JUR(S DICTION  CAsE ¥ (5-1549-" B

AODRESING  \SSUE *“C@
REVERSABLE erok  AnlD oR V1o LATION CF DUE f»élacesS
TR WMARILY DENYING CERTAW PoST ConuiCTioN
(53%50) GRoUNDS  w TaoUT AN BEVIDENTIARY
HEARING OR ATTACHING PoRTIONS OF THE RETRD
1 REFUTE  PETT|oNER CAtM

-—

l@ CoNT.

MAUN . ALSO jeg: ANDERSON ~V- STATE 621 50.20 170 Fia (1999 see
5390 (F). THS CouRTS APPELLATE AND JoR ORIGINAL JURISDICTION
ls WARRANTED . XCF : QuesTioN ¥ 21

ADRESSIN G (5S4 *(11)
“MULTIFARIOUS FRAUD' AND “OBSTRUCTION 0F JUSTICE™
TSt SENIDR  ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL CHARLES
T ROMCOY FLAL BAR £333046 on THE 1 DISRICT
| CouRT OF APPEALS FLORIDA

o) | |
S€E:_£RoUNO* ! EXe T *lol ET ALL OF PETTIONERS 225¢
PROCEE DINGS  AND DOCKE T 913 ¥3% 43 pup ExHIRIT 103 A
TRANSCRIPT OF ORAL ARGUéMKU”S (N e «=F DLA ,
TETTONERS e ON FRAUD 1S SWPPORTED @Y “STiRe DeC 18iS" IN CAES *
STATE ~vS- RuRToN 34 So. 2D (3. (kND) BiSHOP ys- U.S. 174
T4 T AND HAZEL-ATLAS (ALASS o —vs— HARTERO (:’MP)QE _co.
WS o 97 _Ad WAN THE TERRIRLE ° JokN DEMIAN JUK.
10.F. %D ,ﬂm_ ,M%D\'S CMULTIFARI0VS TRAUD“ WAS COMMATTED (N

e ZorM OF “FRAD ON THE CouRT" OR “FRAD' 0r CAINSTRUCTIVE
TRAUD OR EXTRINSIC FRAVD OR FRAUD W ¥2&r OR tRayp IN
e NDUEMENT. CCoYS “FRAUD " INDUCED A FRAUDULENT JD(E-
MENT AND T WAS REVIEWED ¢ WE 2254 CoukT ASA DBRTIEIED
ACUNATE A RUTHEULL RECORD WHEN [TS MY Review OF THe
ReoRD O THez 1254 CooRT AND THE ([t c4@. CoulT OF APPEALS
VEFILED w2254 REVIBW AnD Deflted He JudseMeNT OF THe
s G C.oA. ATLA/\JTA\G»?A&S_\'MS COURTS PPPE(LANT CBViEw



REASONS TFOR GARANTIN G P?ﬂTlog AND  ORLGLNA

JURISDICTION  CasE # l_‘é_/tw{(;«fﬁﬁ
ADDRESSING-  13SUE_ #(1T)

“MULT FARIOUS FRAUD' AND “ DIRSTRUCTION OF JSSTICE
BY SENIOR ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL CHARLES

RoMLON, ELA. 233646 o THe 13T OISTRICT
T OURT  OF APPEALS  TLORIOA.

v —————

).
1S NECESSARY O (ORREZT —Twe FRAUDULANT JUDGEMEMT(SB
‘ EE? QUE?ST( OoN ‘A’/M——
ADDRESSING- ISSUE &(\‘83
INNE FFECTIWVE TRIAL COUNCEL. NOT ATTENDING
COMPEN TENCY EVAUL  OR UIDED (TC

\%},
SE&’G&DUND*L:L IN 2254 PRoCEEDINGS , DeckET *13 #33 ¥¢3
PETTIONER U5 ESTABLISHED THAT COUNCEL UIOLATED The
STANDARD SeT Forith. (N STRIGELAND —vs- WASHINGTO) Y lbb- US.
bLF, LY UW‘P\ AND PETITioNER WAS EBATITLED TD HAVE THE
PSVC. BUAL. Set: MARAMAN ~Us—STATE Q50 S0 1D. 1086 ((400%)
PETITIONERS CARE 15 N CoNFUlCT uu&smcumb AND MAR
&AA&N AND -THIS COu(LTS R PPE LLANT JURISDICTION 1S WARRAN -

1eD J@ ALLIGEN  STARE Dpcisis" See: Buestian 23

AODREESING  isSoE*((9)
CoMPRETENCY  \SSUE TRIAL
\)ubc-g(_3> Commg NT

Q).
et GROUND *3 IN 225 PROCEEDINGS DockeTS .3*&—3«\&% Tie

CRAL CoORT JUDLE EvPREssel> WS CoNCERM(S) THAT PETCTIONER

WAs “‘POSITLY NOT SANE'  AND REQUESTED THAT PETNTIOMER RE
EVALATED I A PSCHIATRIST or PSYCHoLo (ASTS . NETTHER
VEFENSE CouNCEL or —Tue SATE QURSUED |IS CoNCEEN AUD
VLTIMTLY NEMTHeR. DID THE JvDeeE - THS REVERSAE ERROR"
QASED OET (TioNgr. 1D BE CRED IN A ADVERAR AL TR‘AL/ WHALE™
VETTIONER. WAS \N(oMPETAJT /\;SD INSANE, —uS WaS A \/IOl/ATuaA/




REASNS  Fok GeavtiNG PETTON AND  ORIGINAL
JUR\SDICTION  Ca2E F 1y~ DUS2—B

ATRESNG _issue H19)
ComPETe N 1SSUE TRAL
JUDGES o MMENT

) .

OF PETTONERS  CONSTITUT IONAL RIGHT 10 TuE PROCESS  guder
N Y D |4 AMENDMENTS of Tie (oNSTISTION AND I\
Oelt [’/oN\sL/lC_’ oF vue “STake DeCISS" ESTALUSHED (N ASES
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