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IN  THE

SUPREME CoURT of THE UNITED STATES
PETITIONER RESPECTFULLY PRAYS THAT A WRIT oF CERTIORARY
15SUE To REVIEW THE JuoGMeNT BeLow.
DeNIONS BeLow
tva For cases FROM FEDERAL cCourTSs %
THE OFINIGN OF THE UNITED STAES CoukT OF APRALS
APPEARS AT APPENOAY A-1 /s A-2 To THe Permiod

ANO 15 \

L 1 CQEPORTES AT 7 DR/

€ 1 Has BREEN DESIGHNATED FOR PuBLICATIZN BUT 1S NOT YET
REfDRTED?  OR,

€ 1 158 UNPUBLISHED »

THE OfNICN OF THE UNITED STAES DISTRICT COURT APPEARS

AT APPENDIX B-1/, B-2 TO THE feETI\TION AND 15

_ 7 OR s

L 1 REPORTED AT

¢ 1 Has BeeN OES\GNATED FoR PUBLI CATIEN BuT 15 NoT

YeT REPORTED, DR,

1.



L 1 1s wuNfPusiLisHED.

tvl FoR CASES FROM STATE COURTS:

THE OPfindioN 6F THE HILREST STKTE COURT Tb

REVIEW THE MERITS AFPPEAR AT APPENDIX C 1-7

Te THE PeTiTioN AND VS

LVl REPORTED AT CITE AS 2019 ARK. 1617 Ok

L 1 HAS BEEN DESIGNATED FOR PuLicaTioN BuT s NeT
YeT RECORTED 7 DR/

€ 1 1S uNPuBliSRHED.

THE ofidioN oF THE

LOURT APPEARS AT APENDIK —~vo Tae CeriTioN

AND 1S

€ 1 RefoRYED AT . 7 oR.

¢ 1 Hao BEEN DESIGNATED For PuslicATeN BuT 16 N6T YeT
REPRTED 7 OR

€ 1 1S UNPUBLISHED .

TurisDICTION




L 1 for ChSES From Feoemst COuRTs®

THE OATE ON WHCLH THE uniTEQ STATES C ouRT

oF

APPEMS DECIOED MM [MSE WAS 12 - 20- 2019 ,

at ND PETITION FOR REHEARING Was TIMELY FiLed

L]

(]

i M‘{ CACE

A TIMELY PETiTioN For ReHEARIN 6 vk 0EN 1ED

81 THE UNITEO STATES CDURT 6F APPEALS BN THE

Fo\\wma OATE & ¢ AND Kk CsbY

oF THE owDeEr DENYING RE HERRING APPEMS AT

APPENDIX

AN EXTENSION OF TIME Tb FiLe THE PETITION For A
WRIT OF CERTIDRARI WAS GRANTED TO ANO INcL-

VubING . UbaATE) 0N

— st APPLLEATIDN ND. A

i

Tue JueishicTio oF tris COURT 15 (NVOLKED UNDER

78 uS.Co &i254 (Y.

3.



C \/:1 ForR CAES FROM STATE CDURTS $

THe DATE OGN WHICH THE RWILHEST SfAT’E CourT
DEciDED MY CASE WAS MY 3D, 2619

A CoPY OF THAT DECISION APPEARS AT APPRENOX Co-

r.w/fl A TimELY PETATION For REHEARINE WAS THEREATFTER
DENIED oN THE FoIlDWING DATES B- 1~ 2019-AND

A cofY OF THt ORDER DENYING REHEARING APPEARS
KT APFENDW €=~ 1-"1s

L 1 AN EXTENSION OF TWME To FWE tTHE PETITMON FoR

A WRIT of CEeRTIORARI WAS ERANTED -’ AND

\N CLUDINBG COATEY ON

LDATE] i APPLicATION NO. A

THE JTurSDICTION 6F THIS COURT 16 INVDLKED
UNOER 22 U.S.C« 21267021

CONSTITUTIONRL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS 1MVOLVED

WHERE 15SUES OF ARRUEBLE MER\T ARE PRESENT /



KPPEUNTE REVIEW Uean MoT) TAWE PLACE wiith osuoT £ Fuowy

ADVER SARIAL BRIEFIN 6 BY £0oulT APPDINTES PRIVATE CouNSEL,
T. BLAKE HeNDmiX, wip Fiies & [ ANOERS BRIEFT anN MARTIN'S

FIRST Diect APPEAL L CAPITAL CaSED. wrd ., 3Tns Amp iU-Td

MNVENOMENT VIoLATIONS / <ee £ (b- q1- 113 LAl an0 & (b-Qi-202

ErRPTIL CASES ND HEMUNG W  CONDACTEOD.
WHEN THE SENTENCE 1S DeEATH oR LiFE IMPRISONMENT
Tue court [ musT ] REVIEW ALL ERRORS PRETcoiCiAL TO MARTIN

IN ACCOROANCE WitH $it-4l- 13 (23], Ta MAKE Thar QEVI-

EW PosSIABLE, CouRt  APPOINTED PRIVATE ATTORNEY, . BLAKE

HenoriX, MusT [ AbseacT 3. [OR MCLlude 3 1n THE ADDENDUM
: % ApPeoPRIATE, [AL] (aveeoinGs AOVERSE To Him [ maoEl
Bl Tie cidcurr court on AL [OBTEcTIeNs, MoTions, Ana REQu-

ES¥S Maoe 84 EiTHER PARTY CoulT APPOINTEOD ATTORNEY . B-
Lake HENDRIX D10 Not 0b So1... Tossruee wsvrw Socit Dt OF

The RECORD [ AS1 NEEDED FOR AN UNDERSTANOING BY HeENDRIX on

s.



MARTIN'G VERY FIRST DIRECT DIRECT APPERL OF BACLH ADVERSE
RULEING . THE PRDSECUTING ATTORNEYS OFFice [ pin NoT 1 M-
Ave CERTAIN AnO L CEeTiN 1 AL oF ThosE 0BTECTIONS Hawe
BeeN L ABSTRALTED: OL INCLUDED 1N THE ADDENOUMT, ANS
Dio NOT BRiEF ALL [ PoINTS] Ancuen BY BENDRIX on  MARTING
VERX FIRST DIRECT APPEM { Moe ANY oTwER POINTS)AnORESS-
;n_aa THIS WRIT THET PLilTs T0 \NVILVE PRETUD 1 CIAL ERROL.

LT/, BTH: AND (4 TH AMERDMENT VIDLATTONS .

CanFUILT BETWEES MARTIN, ARD DISTRICT COURTS

OVER RUIBINE TRUJILLDd V. STATE S (24 NEV. 106, MARTIN'S waT

OF ERFDR C6RAmm NOBES \S APPEMABLE. ARND THE DENYING 6F

APPOINTMENT oF (OUNSEL 15 APPENABLE. SEE ROPBINS v.Maceid

¢+ 150 F.24 4p68.

ON /FiesT DikECT APPENICAMTRL MURDER CASE): CoueT
APINTED PRIVATE COUNSEL inl 15 No- MERIT BRIEF T0 STATE.
APPELLATE COMRT STATED: M CLIENT CONSENTED To Ck-

CITH. MUBRDER / W iTU 6UT MART IS COoNSENT 6 & WuowWt eoGe - ?’E’

6.



TURY 5-53 -2, MARTIN 15 ERTITLED Tb A HearRNE. See

BLALoCcK . Lock Hant,: 894 F.24 1360,

MaaTif e 18 W Caitm ﬁmmj, Sious BE Mlowep
T Wk T&e tclourt [LW&E\A u\s i35 Pﬁ% ?E‘rmm‘) To

Sww i hisl Craminkl Cae RECO@”] ‘T\-\'k‘\’% Wis convicTion

AD SENTENCE 10 STRE (ouRT SWould BE SET ASIOE , COURT A-

PPOINTED PRIVATE ATTORNEY [ FAWLED To ARGUE MERTEO 1SSUES)
on MaeTinds FIRST DIRECT APPEAL LCAPITAL MURDER CASEDs THE STATE
ARPELKTE COURT L pid NotT LEVIEW MArTING REeCORDS . see ANoERS M.

CAUFORNIA, 386 L. S. 738 S.CT. 1396/ 13 L.€4.443 1967/ ke U, S.

V. MORGAN s TH S.CT. 241,

7.



STATEMERT ofF CasE

THERE IS TWE EXISTENCE oF A coNFLICT BeTWEEN Twe DécﬂsmN
6F STATE APPELLATE COURT, PeTiTrsNER PROVED 1N ®iS i35 Pé6.
PeTimioN THAT THE DISA GREE MENTS MUST BE RESDLUED. A MISCAR™
RALE OF JusnCE oeCuReD. PeTiTioNER PROVEO N TRInL RE-
CORDS THAT THE CONVICTION AND SENTENCE 1IN STATE CoOulT
SHOULD BE SET ASIDE ON teeonds THAT MARTIAYS COoNSTITUTI-
ANAL RICGMT Tt CounNSEL HAp BEeN VIDLATED, AND THE STATE

APPELLATE COouRT CLEARLY VICLATED THE REAVIRMENTS oFf AND-

EQS V. CAUIFORMiIAI 366 U. 5. 738 S.CT. i396, 16 L.Ed 493 1aL7T.

WHERE LSSUES OF ARGUEBLE MERIT ARE PRESENT, A PPELLATE
RewtEW CANNDT TAKE PLACE WITHOUT A FullY ADVERSARIAL BR-
IEFINE BY couRT APPOINTED PRIVATE CounsEL . BLAKE  HENDRIK
WHD EiLES A ANDERS BRIEF od FiRst Diriev APPEAL . 'T;e STATE
APPELLATE COuRT WouLD Mot Allowd TwE 135 PET TiON To BE REV-
LEWED, AND THE DISTRILT COURT REFUSE To REVIEW . PLus THE b-

(5TRICT COURT OVERRULEO TRUJILLD V. STATE, 124 REV, 10b /s Pev-

ITIENERS _PETITIN FOR WU oF ERROR CORAM dloBis 1S APRALARE .

REASONS FOR GaANTING THE WRIT

ArsuMENT C1). PeriTioNerS FaL Juoom™eNT  pedYine His



Perreon For  wirir aF_E'&{wﬂ CoRrma NOBiIL IS APPEALABLE,

SEE T U AILLD V. STATE, 129 NEV. 718k . AD DPinioN Deli-

VERED wmny 20, 2014 Soreeme Court 6F Aevasisas Ne. CR-45-

3IY L_AWRENCE EDWARD MARTIN Vo SSINTE OF ARKAMEAS. THE LEGAL

BAGIS FOR THE MAJIORITYS OEciSicn 15 T WEEP THEe Court T-
ROV REVIEWING A MCARRALE OF Tus'nc,e,

ARGUMENT (), DROERS DENYING APPOINT MENT oF C-

dunNSEL To f&Tmovdr:lLi A INMAE s DEAT _Bé‘\’ﬂ EANLS , oD D\D

DEMDNSTRATE WIS INABILITY TD AFFDRO Counsel:s S APPEALAGLE .

e ROBBINS V. MAGEID. 150 ¥. 24 HeSh..

ARGUMENT 3. VETI(TIONER Siowo Be k@n»\‘\.&o To
aiond i 135 Pre Perrion s Wis Cuimidhl CASE RELDROS, THAT RIS
coNVIETION AND SENTENCE 1N STHME LoueT Stovio BE SET ASIDE
Covetr APPOINTEOD PRWIE COUNSEL FrULED TP ARBUE W E RITED

1550ES oN FIRST DIRECT AMPEAL  CAPITOL WURDER CASE Srare MP-

EUWNE COURT VAL To REVIEW THE RECORDS: LS. Ve Mo & AN

T4 S.CT. 241, e C SRR IR SR

ARGUMENT C 4). PeTiTionERS casE i5 nNoT Followeo

q.



oA ATRTE L AW GREUNDS. SEE US. V. MDRGAN, 1Y S. £T. 247, AND

TaUJ(LLD V. STATE, 124 Aev. bk,

ARGUMENT (S)e A wmisCARRAGE bf JdusTiceE DWW O -

CCURE TrosecotoR Vouveneo for oMy BIAC duacn 1 oon\ey]

- wiwe Do VeluNTEER wiskWw YFor. PensECUTOR!S OFFICE, PRESSCUTOR usE-

O PEREMPTERN STAILES ADLAINST ALL OTHER AFRICAN AMERICANS. SEE

VASAQUEZ . ., HIWLERY 7 474

MILLER » €1 V. CDCKREWL, 123 S.CT. 1029~

Uu.S 2549, 19865 Forp V. NoRRiS, 67 34 162 [ 8TH cir. 19951,

THERE wore Predumce Fpom  dod{ SELecTIoNS, AUDLBLE AND

visable NEGATIVE RESPONEES IN Twe CounX Roon TWareaN] A NEW tToiaL>

-~

SBE HENSEN V. wYRiCIK: &34 F, 2d lloﬂof' TRANSCRAPT RECORDS 294~ 29827

291- 292, SEE 18 U. 5o €. A% 2432 MALRER V. DEPT OF COLRECTIGNS, 3253

SPECIAL PROSECUTDOR REOUCED THWEFT oF PROPELTY 5-3b- 163

To A& MISDEMEANDBR, BUT GAVE THE Jolf INSTROCT e NS BN THEFT of

PeobeaYY AND TWEFY O6FFENCES ANY wal. udETHheal PROSECUTOR caN

NoT BE TOLERATED. SEt STATE V. SHERMAN, 305 WaN. 8% . ?‘ETleﬁEk

1SSUED AN LILEGAL 1M PRISDNMENT WARPANT S1e-i12- 423

“SROULY @E

T, 8TH, 1M TH AMENDOMENT VIBLATIoalS. SEE EXHIBITS ELECTReNrCALY

0.



FALED Quiasiki COUNTY CRRLUNT CLOURT XuLY b1 2017.

PETITIONER 1% ENTITLED Te& HAVE HIS DIRECT

APPEAL REINSTATED. SEE BVANS Ve CLARK/ Bb% F.2d4 267 .

THE ACTS WERE MaLiciensiy AND WiTHOUT PROBABLE

CALSE. SEE As C-A.S16~G1- 202 CAPITDL CASES, ND HEAR-

inNnG WAS CONDU CTED .
oM FIRST DIRECT APPEAL + COURT APPOINTED PRIVKTE
Counsel FLLED A ND -~ MERIT BRIEF, wIWTHOUT WIS CLIENTS

CONSENT OR WNDWLEBGE. CounSEL tN HIS ND- MERIT eaeF

TeLd THE STATE APPELLATE CoulkT WIS CLIENT CONSENTED

T6 CAPITDL MURDER MARTIN 1S ENTITLED Tb A EVIDENTL-

ARY WEARING; wARTIN DID NDT CONSENT TB ANY THING , \T

WwWhsa NaT KNDWINE/, aR HaViNG OPPERTUNITY TD VIEW

THE BREF We SECRETLY FILEO . SEE BLALOCK Vs Ln@&ﬂkETl

298 ¢. 2d 1361,

ARBUMENT [ L1. THE Recoeps Siew THE JurY

WAS MISLED oM CWARGES THAT WERE DisMi ssED SEE XurY

INSTRUCTIBNS ANO PAGE 3 oF UB VIDLATION S, LTH RTH, M

TH AMENOMENT VIDLATICN S,

ARGUMENT L1113, PeTiTIONER 15 ENTITLED To A WEAEWY

APPOINTED PRIVATE COUNSEL FIlED ANDERS BRiEF  wWiTwouT MR ~

it



TiNs LAbWLEDGE DR CONSENT 68 FIST DIRECT APPEAL. Ttlo

STRTE APPELLATE CourtT His CLIENT CONSENTED” To CaPol Murpee,
MARTIN 5 ENTITLED To A EVioenTiARY HeEaRING, The sTaE A-

[PELLATE COURT VIOLATED THE REQUIBMENTS of AnNOERs V. Cali-

Foenlin, 386-U.3.738 S. ¢T-13%46. 18 L. £d 4493 11461] pip NoT

REVIEW MARTiNG RECOLD’S .

* MARTIN wWae DENIED Fhie PROCEEOLRES bTH.: $TH AJD YTt

AMENDMENT VIOLAT o857 A. L. A-&16-91—113 TAd. MALTN'& CASE IN-

VOLVED RECSROS OF ARGUABLE MeRIT UTHAT Coutd Novl HAve BEEN

Decipen [ WirhouT 1 THE Full BENIFIT of Al AOVERSARIAL PResENT-
Sm-oN, 15545 DO EXSIST,

ARGUMENT € 8) Mmril’s CAPITAL COHNVICTIEN AND SENT-
ENCE was AFFIRMES ON DIiRECT APPEAL, CoURT APPDINTED PRAWATE ATT-

OorNEY Fuesr A No- MERIT BRIEF, Lie® To JuUSTICES SAW PrCoNsSEN-

TED To CAPLTAL MURDER Wit DUT w7 CCNSENT of Wnbwleote TR

¢ 8TH, AND U T AaedDVENT VIOLATIEN s THE StaTE AMfECLKTE  CeolT Ow

5T CeVIEW THE RGCOLDS N wY CAPITAL WURBER CASE, The fulAsu C-

OUNTY CIRCUIT COURT WHom ALLOWED Tee oY To Be Misteo BR

CHARCES THAT WRS DISMISSES Twt WwWEBWS AFTERL AFFIRMAILE OF MY,

12,



FinsT DIRECT APPEAL Did NBT CoNDCLT A HEARING NOR ENTERED A
WRITTEN ORDER ACPBINTING COUNSEL Tuo PEPRESENT PETI\TioNER, MAR-
TN iN & Post - coenNVICTIoN PROCEEDING UPON 1SSUANLE of THE MAN-

DATE BY Tat APPELLATE COURT» A MISCARRAGE OF dOSTICE 6&CCORED

AND 216~ 91 282 CAPITAL CASES VIOLATIEN, BTM ANO 14 AMENDMENT

VIOLATIONS s THIS 18 TRE cmPoRTANCE To THE POBLIC ofF THE 395«
UWES AND TO PRESOLVE THE ISSUES/ DISA GREE MENT AmoN & LOWER COU-
TS oF SPECIFIC RECORDS oF LOoNFILTS/ Laﬁs DiSCARDED AND UNRESTIVS
ED MATTERS OF PETITIONERS WLiFE.

THE DUE PROCESS CLAXE OF THE 14 TH AMENDMENT: NoT

LAWS GovernNS PROCEDURES WHICH LowER Coukts aMust Follewd (A B-
ePVviNG MARTIN OF His SuBSTANTIVE LIFE, AND LIBERTY INTERESTS

o SEE KENNEDY V. BLANKENSHIP: 100 Fo3d 64D ¥ ColEMAN V. THOMPSON,SDT

U.S. 722 1so L 1a9411.

ARGUMENT L 9) . TSSUES OF PeeJust ano Peoseeuvon Misecs-

ADUCT Do EXSEST THUNT WARLANT Al HEARING, 60 '5-31795 MarTi, A
DETARNEE, Wis OMOERED 10 THE STATE CRIMmE LAB For. A VIPED TAPEO

DePoSITION MEDICAL PG. 20 OF 43 DOLWKETY SHEETS . CAPTURED MATERAL

i3,

\



EVIDENCE WAS WiTH HELD , ALTERED., Pe JURY 13 oFFLcaaL PROCEEON 65

« THE MED[LkaKkMtNE@L STATED 1IN T uE ViDE0 [ oNE PersSeN Lovid

NoT HAWE COMMITITED THE CRIME ., THAT Two PéoPLE Hrxo TO oo
DUE To THE DEPTS OF THE WOUNDS . MATERAL EVIDENCE WN> ALTERED
To A WRITTEN DEFOSITION FALSIHED EVIDENCE PRESENTED 1N Cirly-
IT (OURT, DESTROTEOD MKATERAL EUiDENCE NOT ARSUED on FIRST DiRECT

APPEAL LTH, STH,\4TH AMENDMENT VibDLATIoNS s THE Due PADCESS

CLAUSE OF jTiiE’ UTHR AMENOMENT FORBIDS FuNDL MENTAL UNFAIR-

C
NESS iN T HE USE OF EVIDENCE: SEE BLACWBURN V. STATE OF AL Q-

; 86 °S. €T. 22U STATE Vo LARIMORE, 341 Aok, 397, 1T 5 W& 24 81.

MATERAL EVIDENCE WA WITHHELD AND N6T ARGUES o6

FIRST DIRERY APPEAL TRARSLRIPT PrbES 181 - (84 Peedunt il ThE

pEFICIAL PROCEEDINES THE PROSECUTOR CommiTTEL PerJurY 5-53-

162. THE PoLICE FUE'S ESSENTIALLY 1181 Twue Prosccutor’s FiLE,

———

AND  THE ﬂwsecuro& 15 CHARCE® wWiTh KNowlEDGE oF EVERY TANG

I THE POLICE FUE WHETHER Seed of NoT. ROBINGoN V. STATE, 3@

ARK. Si2, $19 5-w. 2d 14 119941, See BERWNING V. STATE: 14

ARE. 132021 S W. 2d LBE T 19%i]1. ABSTRACT oF TRANSERAPT PALE

184 LINES UH-1l AS Followd

4.



Q. wio 15 Weone ?

A. WE DIONT WAVE THE FINGER PRINT AT TWRAT TiME.

Q.. T DiDNT THWE You oid enmm.' CAANDIER. HAS SWHRN UNDER 0 ATI TRAT
THAT iS N6V THE CieroNoLOGY 0F THE EVENTS AND We KNOW THAT 15 Nor
THE CUrONBLOGY oF EVENTS. WE M6 LIEO T THE (SSUEING MAGLISTRATE

To GET TS ARREST WIARRANT Novd Wase “T HE 1§ o SEE TRANSCRIPT RECD™

kDS 2671-268 Count APPEINTED PRIVATE ATTORNEY SAD0S WE wouvid Mer

LET THE MAMTYER Prs. JuRISOICTION WS tosT iN THE PROCEEDINGS »

fosSECUTOR EXCUSED € HANDLER Feom T HE PrOCEEOINGS: LTH , $TH/ AND

PHTH AMERDMENT \IBLATIENS »

WieN & T PoLCE ofPICER AND TrosecuTonl creates False ii¥o-
AMATION T INFIVENCE & TuRYS DecisioN THEY VIOLAE MAaRTINGS Cco-

NSTITUTIONM. RIGHT TD h FMR TRIAL . SEE PEREZ V. DuRAN: 462 F Suf-

P. 24 533,

Tue OUTY To DBRCIDSE EVIDER(E FAVORABLE To THe ACCWSED EVEN

CONTINUES AFTER TRIAL. SEE TMBLER V. PACATMAN. 424 L. 6. %09, 46

S. CT. 98,41 L.E4d. 24 128 Lig16l.

WHER TiHE SeNTENCE 1S DEATH Ok WFE iMPRISONMENT, THE

tS.



COURT MUST REVL ea_,\\ AW EARORS PREAUDICIRL T MARTIR 18 ACC-

CRDANCE WITH ARWK. CODE ANN.-3L-Al- 113 Tal., To ™MAWE TRAT

PEView FosSIBLE 6N FIRST DIRECT APPEAL COORT APPaINTES PRIVATE
ATTORNEY T BLAKE WeNomX [must 1 atsieners oR incluoe sn Toe
ADOENDUM s XS APPRDPRIATE, ALL PROCEELPING ADVERSE To MARTIN

MxpE BY THE CILCULGT COURT on AL OBIELTIONS, MOTIONS: ARD
Mok B9 ErTHER RARTY [ RENORAX ] D noT 0o SO .c;F EnLW AD-
VERSE pubtN b, THE PLOSECUTING ATTORNEY DIO NOT MAME CERTAIN
AND CEATIFY ALL 0F THE OBJECTIoNS KHAVE BBEER Alr\%STMCTED: ok

INCLUDED (N TRE NADPENDUM, AND DD oitT BR\ET ALL POIRTS ARGUED

©

BY HeNDRIX ON wntrid’S VERY F(RST APPEAL s NOR ANY OTHER PoisTS

ADDEESSED 1N THE MATTERS NoW ReFoRe THE COPURT THAT PRINTS TO

INVOLUE PReXuoient ERROR.

nz IMPRISONMENT  DOES NDT CONFORM T8 THE F\uﬁmk—

MENTM. U REQUIREMENTS 6F LaAwid ;, MALTIN SHeuLD BE . ENYTITLE TO

H1S tMMEDIATE RELEME..

ConNCLUSIEN

IT 1S SO PRAED THAT RELEF 1S GRANTED: THAT ALL Con-

le.



FLICTS ARE RESOLVEOD, AND RESOLVE The DiSAGREEMENTS 5F AL
LEGAL BOESTIONS , AND Tae POBLIC Negd T UNOW THRAT MARTIN WaS

SuBJeCTED. To UNFAMR CrimiNAL 0RO CEEOIN 65 i WS CaAfTRL

case. Tue PeriTion For A WRIT of CERTIORARL SHIULD BE GRANTED

RESPECT FullY s0amiTTED .

DATE ¢ —

Ne. .

N THE

SUPREME CoURT bdF THE UNITED STATES

LAWRENCE EDWARDS MARTIN - PETiTianNER
NS,
WENDY KEWEY, OirecToR - ResponNDealT 151

PrOOF OF Service

L LAWRENCE EDWARD MARTIN, D6 SWEAR 6R DECLARE THAT

t1.



APPRDXIMATELY ON 0%:2%/ 2D19 Tt CERK of TWE CDURT of
APPEALS ) B1bHTH CIRCUZVT MR, MICHAEL E. BANS D0 CUMENTED IR
THE £LECTRONIC FILES AND INFDRMED APPELLANT WARTIN AalD
THE COURT THAT APPELLANT, LAWKENCE MARTIN \5 THE ONLY -
PARTY T8 CAS%E No8. i9-2LbLO.

NEVERTHELESS, 1T t6 ELECTRONICALLY FILED WiTHR SERVICE THAT
APPELLANT  LAWRENCE MARTIN APPROXIMATELY OR OR. 28+ 2DI4

DIp MAIL DIRECTOR, wend¥ WEWEY @& 0.p. PoX #7107, PINE BluFh
ARKARSAS Tib ii- 7071 A . NOTBRVZED MOTI(BN FoR LEAVE TO fRD-
Ceeo an APPEAL 1 FoRmMA frafeeis w/aTTaches AfFIOAVIT. The
DIRECTBR, WENDOY WELLEY RETuRsED WY ODCORAENTS To  WiE Tm.nu»eﬂ)
THE ERST ARWADSAS RELIONM LNIT LaW LiBIRARY SOfELVISDR MS.
STRLY ROEBECY DISEUSINE THE WATTER woTH HERD V2l MATE LA
LIBRARY CERVS . wiikT wias RETORNED T WME FRomM DIRBLT2 &/ wienoY
KELLEY wire FORWARDED AdD ObCLwEnTED @ THE ClERW: W.s.
CouRt oF APTEALS : BILHTH CIRCULT.: MR. MiLHABL E. BANS WD

1N FORMED ME AND DECMETED THAT THEAE wns[l\fn ‘?MTY SuT

pPELL AT, bdndresce Edwaan Mirrl :]/Hfré No Fracis invelveo

A6AWST  How N THE MATTER rfu\) Beore L He Couer &T# cik €
st KD, 19 - 26b0e Tir Tae Counr wiL 9F0rRm LhimY, ALPELLANT fanp-

BIE Wi THE Couet MAKES t17s DeCisall | ACTS, Wil Was 12- 2D~
201.

ol Twis DATE_ V- 8- 2900 , umompe s PEDWIRED BY OuPBME

8.



CoulT Uk 29 T nave Seweo Tne eNcloseo, THe MUTeN Fol LEVE
T PROCEED IN Folmn aBIPERIS AND PETITION Fob & WIT 6f CERTIDRKRS
on THE ABME (MTY DIRECTOL, WEdDY WEIlEY IN THE uNiTBA STATES
maL Peorerst aootesses Fest cliss Postase  feepaio.

T OARTY NAME ANO ADORESS'S OF THoe SERVED ARE As Followds’

CEvTRAL OFBICE 5 DIRECTOR, wenoY KEMNEY, P.0. BoX 81071, fine

BLUEE, ARWANSAS M LIT- 101,

T DECLARE UNDER PENNLTY OF PeRTuRY TUAT THE FORECOING Vs TRUE

adp  CoRRECT.

EXECUTED 2N V- % i L0D-

-

STATE 6F ARMANSAS #u&u 14}

COUNTY of L&

SUBSCRIBED AND SwoRh To REFoRE ME/ A NETERY PuBLLC en THIS

[)g bat ofF O( : WD

MY commisSiaN Enmﬁs' /@/Z(f)/ 20206

Netikey PuBLIC %‘%‘1 L eer. *49\'(/

- SR,
32

ERe :

sentgn T o 10-2026

i o AT

T4y, TYRONEALLISON, SR, /-
AREANeas No. 12699432

@’ LEE COUNTY
€

ommission Expires 10-10-2026

X

14.



