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" VIOLATION OF THE CONSTITUIION OF THE UNITED STATES?

ii

{Petitioner, ROBERT WILLIAM WAZNEY, life or death in grison relies-— -~ - -

|on the disposition of this petitions -~ ~ = - oo

PREFACE: This case. is about where I was convicted .under false. ... .. _

e ..Jtruths and was forced to use defective-trial-counsel, which was _ __. _ __
o |retained for me, and_where I_could not pay or replace
- .o._... |defective-trial-counsel because the government Couct ordered = _

|xetrial restraint aginst my _ legitimate, untainted assets, = _
__ |property that is uncrelated by the crime, solely because qf the_r o
o charges agamstﬂnef.» And where State _correctlve ,:rocess 1s
meffectlve to protect my rxghts, and where those contentlons were
renewed at United States. a\d Umted States falled to glve them ~
— - .- due cece-g;utlo;;. S R S
"7 lo: IS PETITIGNER, ROBERT WILLIAM WAZNEY, IMPRISONED IN
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S . . INTHE -
SUPREME COURT CF THE UNITED STATES
* PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

anuonc rcspectfully prays that a vnt af cettxcran wsue to tev;ew the
' )udgements bleow. " .

[.xl I-‘or cases froxn state courts:

: .'me opimons ot the highest state eourt to rev«xew the. ments

appears at Appendxces B. E. J, 0. M. Ac. t:o the petition
: md is unpubhshed S e .

— 'me opmiens af the Umted States oourt appears Cat
Appendxces S. AD; AB, to the peutmn and m unptblxahed.

19A421



JURISDICTION
(Pursuant Rule 14.1{e)(i)-(v)

[X] For case fram state courts:

The date on which the highest court decied my case was
7/24/19. A copy of that decision agears at Append:.x A.

(X] A timely petition for rehearing. was thereafter
-~ - Genied on the following date: 09/04/19, and a copy
of the order denying reheariny-agpears at Appendix
F. o :

{X] &an extension of time to file the petition for a writ
: of certiocrari was ycanted to and including
02/01/2020 on 10/21/19 in Applicaton No. 19A42l.

Adequate And wdent State law Grounds

I brought questl.on of feder:al law to South Carolina Supreme
Court ("SC.Sup.Ct.") and SC. Su,g.Ct. state-law ground of
ision--to dismiss-—citing no federal court decisions in support
of its judyment, and relying exclusively on state dec;sions
interpreting and applying the Sixth Amendment to the U.S.
Constitution, was m;t independent and adequate to eupport: state

court's decision. State—law ground of decxsxon must be both

*indépendent" and “"adeyuate" Staub v. Cz.tl of Baxley. 355 U S.v

313, 318 (1958), Ake v. Oklahoma, 470 U.s., §e. 74~75 (1985).
-Be'cause state court decision has not indicated clearly and

expressiy that it 1s alternatively based on bona fide separate,

19a421
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adeguate, and independent grounds, such lack of clarity yields the
presumption that state decision is grounded in federal law. Hence,
staté'é decision of my queaticu»o_f federal law in circumstance is,
in efiect, to renderf an advisory opinion, since it would make no

diffecrence to the outcome. Herb v. E_’itcairn. 324 U.S. 117, 125-26

(1945). In view of that lack of clarity, the U.S. Supreme Court

should assert jurisdiction. Michigan v. Long, 463 U.S. 1032,
1040-41 (1983).
Mareover, where those contentions were renewed at federal Court

vhich failed to give them due recoynition, as Mc. Justice Holwes

said in Davis v. _Wechsler. 263 U.s. 22, 24, 44 s.Ct 13, i4.
'Whatever syringes the State may set for those who ace endeavoring
to assert rights that the State confers, the assertion of Federal
cights, when plainly and reasonably made, is not to be defeated
-under the name of local practice.' and whether the oonstituticnal
rights asserted by the appellant were ' ... given due recoynition,
by the [appell.ate Court] is a question as to which the [appellant
is] entitled to invoke our judgment. ... It thereofre is within
our province to inguire not only whether the riyht was deﬁied in
express terms, but also whether it was denied in substance and
effect, as by gutting forward non-federal g_x_;ounds of decision that

were without any fair or substantial support ... [for] if

19A421
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non-federal ground, plainly untenable, may be thus put forward

successfully, our power to review easily may be avoided.' Ward v.

ard of Coim'rs of Love County, 253 U.S. 17, 2. 40 S.Ct 419, 421,

and cases cited.

The jurisdiction of this Court is inwked under 28 U.S.C. 4

. ‘B'ae constxt;utxonahtj of a statute of South Carohna is drawn into
«,uestlon in thls proceeding, 28 U.S.C. §2403(b) may apply and
Attorney General of South Carclina -shall be served this initial

document .

ivA4z1




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

SC Code §8-21-320: NO ACCESS

s.c.

s.c.

u.S.

U.s.

U.S.

Code §17/27/40: NO ACCESS

Rules of Civil Procedure Rule 59(g): "(g) Judye to be Provided with
Copy. A party filing a written motion under this rule shall provide a
copy of the motion to the judye within ten (10) days after the filing of
the motz.on.

Qonsutunon Amendment 1l: "Congress shall make no law ... prohibiting
the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedam of Speech. ces and to
petition the Government for a redress of grievances."

Constitution Amendment IV: "In all criminal prosecutions, the accused
shall enjoy the right ... to have Assistance of Counsel for his defence."”

Constitution Amendment XIV: "All persons born or naturalized in the
thited States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereoi. are citizens of
the United States and of the State wherein they reside. No State shall
make or enforce any law which shall akridge the privileges or immunities
of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any person
of life, liberty, or property. without due process of law; nor deny to
any person within its jurisdiction the egual protection of the laws."

28 USC §1257(a): NO ACCESS

28 USCA ~§22;4:, 0 ACCESS

28 usc §2403(b) : NO ACCESS

‘45 CFR §1637.2(a): | NO ACCESS

45 CFR §1637.2(b) NO ACCESS

45 CFR $1037.3: NO ACCESS
19421



Backyround, Facts, and

How My Case Entered the Court

1. I am jailed under false report.

2. I am denied right to have counsel present at my
detent:.on hearmg. [Case No.: 2015-000884 Supplemental Brief of
Appellant (Appx. Y, pp. 11, 16, M%JLA//k YY po. 1797750,

3. The government Court orxders pre-trail restraint
agamst my legitimate untainted assets, property that is
unrelated by the cme. so}rly becanse of the cr1m1na1 charges
agamst me [Appx. X ]

4. After being held fourteen months without bond, I am
brought to trial where I get into an argument with my
trial-counsel about him not fighting ﬁor me, there was a
mis-trial. Then at subsequent tr:ial. and where my trial-couxisel
told me “"this time you're going to keep your mouth shut", I
discover my trial-counsel is fnends with the v1ct:1m of . the
alleyed crimes. [Appx. Y ].

5. With my assets frozen, I am unable to replace my
defective-—t;rial-counsei .

6. I told the Judye at trial there was a conflict of
interest with my -trial-c§unsel but Judge said "I think he did a

great job" and "these things haypen in a small town". [Appx. Y ].

19a421



7 State mia-cmvii#ts me 80 I fiile‘ aépeal and State
assiyns appellate-‘attern;; who | sends me the tras&ipt from the
subsequent trial and wluch tzamenpt zs erroneous, s‘)ecxfxcally
where transcript does not r:eflect where I said "the Jjury dia not
see all the evidence" and t:anscrigt reads that I said
tiial-counsesl "did a great job", I never said that he did a
yreat job, the Judge said that, I did not say that. [Appx.YY, pp.
183-190, 222-223)fapx. G,

8. I report the transcript errors to South Carolina
Court of Apgeels, Apyellate—counsel, and to S.C. Court
Admxmstauon and 1 demand from Appellate-attorney to see the
ms-—tnal transccipt. [Appx. V. p-2 @ 5-6], [Appx.YY pp. 222-223,
et al.]. {Apx. W ],l_; prison phone' canvetsatmn(s)wzt_h

attorney>]. o | |

9. I receive the mis-trial traqaﬁ;-ipt and its ecroneous
too. I. reported the erroneous transcngts to Aggellate—attornej.
vand I reported the erroneous trial transcripts told S.C. Court
Madmmlstratxon, but Appellate-attorney made excuses for the
errors in the transcripts and said that he thought I was
"grasping for straws". ['prison phone' conversation].

10. I find out Appellate-Attorney is taking cqunsel from

defective-trial-counsel [Appx. W ., 10/5/15 paper p.l %3),

19a421
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12. and I discover evidence [video of ‘victim' testifying
I committed no wrong {emphasis added]] that proves my innocence
which defectxve-tnal—oowd concealed frem me ,and 1 disocovered
‘t:hat the reason I waswescorted éut of the courtroom durmg tr1a1
.vas S0 that concealed—evxdence could be discussed out of my
presence [Appx. YY. po- 235—240]; [Appx. V. p- 3 91 @ (c)ls whlch
means the Judge and the Solicitor knew that I was not shown that
.attorney-concealeé—evidence.v h - ‘.

12. Appellate—attornej files "anders" brief--no mecits
‘brief-~which forecloses my State ﬁrit of Cé;tiora“ri' :iﬁppx. YV, pe
5]. Appellate-counsel fails to provide a complete record,' is
takmg counsel from defectxve-—trlal-counsel. and fails to
| repcesent me.

13. I try to dbtain my frozen assets so I can procure
cohnsei [Sdmte;' Family Court Case # 2015-DR-43-0046 et. sey.].
but count;y cle:k. JAHBS c. CAMPBLL (I.ERK OF GOURT ("Clerk"),
fans t.o fxle my in forma pauperis papex:s wzth the Court on at
least seven (7) different occasions in violation of State Lay.
8.C. Code §8-21-320, Clerk thwarting vindication of my cl_aim
[U.S.sttnct.Ct. Case No.# 6‘18~cv—02610-MH~KFM et. seg.],
securmg my indiyency, and securing my mis-conviction. I further
tried to cbtain my assets here; U.S.Bkr.Ct Case¥ 17-90009-dd et.
| seq., U.S.Bkr.Ct. Case #18-06146-Gd / 19-80009-DD et. sy
Sumter Court of.anm Plas Case # 2017-CP—43-569 et. seqg.,.

C v T

SOCoSupoct- CaSe * 2019‘000585 eto Seq.: eto al.
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14; - X-%lso tried to cbtain counsel through Legal Sexvices
Corporation but federal law prohibits Legal Services from
participatix{g m any civil litigation on behalf of oonvicté. 45
CER §§ 1637.34e%; 1637.2(a), 1637.2(b). |

15. I am jfo,tced to be indigent and forced to be ixo se,
and as> such, I can not obtain transc_tipts for éppeals as South

Carolina provides no groevision for free transcripts [Appx. 1s

I could not pursue claims on appeal of the errors of law made by
the Courts from my conpiain"ts:ﬁ. é.g. [Appx. Q (case "closing the
Court® from my assets)]. (misc. appeals of case$ 2015-DR-43-0046
<in pursuit of my assets> dismissed due to inability to pay
filing fees), [Suster Comuon Pleas 2017-CP-43-569 et sey. (denied
IFP) ], [et al.].

16. So after I sued Cierk and filed complaints to the
-Court- and filed conpiaints with 'the many, 1 never receive any
relief. |

17. May 9, 2018 I asserted federal claims in the form of
an Application For Post-Conviction Relief ("PCR") and filed it
with Clerk [Appx; R }=~Clerk signed for PCR May 10, 2018 [Appx Z
Jo [Agpx. T pp. 14-16]), [et -al.]%bg; Clerk never filed my PCR
with the caunty Oéurt. and. :;eﬁurned my PR to me with a blank

application. [Appx. Z ], [Appx. AF ), [Appx. 1, HABFAL
.con,ﬂ\lj fFTz%Za/V rre xvi, ~  XXik,

19A421
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18. So 5/23/18 1 filed PCR ard 59(e) directly with Court (with Judge
pursuant rRule 59(y) SCRCP) and with Clerk, there was no reply notwithstanding
my reminder notices 6/18/18, 7/28/18/ amd 9/7/18.

19. 6/14/18 I reasserted federal claims in the form of a FCR with State
B:.ghest Court, but State Highest Court said it is “not actmg on (ICR]" ‘and‘
for me to send my federal claims to Clerk with docket nunbers. [Apgx. T pp.
| 10-12] [Appx. EJ(Appx. Z o.3].

20. 6/29/18 1 sent the docket numbers to Clerk [Appx. P}, and Clerk never
replied. [Appx. 2 p.3][Appx. ____P___].

2l. I further complamed to State Highest Court with Motions: ORIGINAL
JURISDICTION [Appx. AE ]. QOMPLAINT [Appx. G}, and paper -dated 8/20/18 [Appx.
H} , but State Hiyh Court dismissed them all 8/28/18 [Appx. J].

22. 9/10/18 I complained more to State High Court with Motion COMPLAINT
REGARDING INDIFFERENCE BY CLERK as an original action, State High Court
dismissed 32819 tut then reinstated the case pursuant my 4718719
reconsideration Motion, and on 7/29/19 State High Court ordered Clerk to £xIe“'
a return (answer) to my Complaint, and which State High Court notice to Cler:k .
included a copy of my PCR. Clerk answered 8/6/19 and I filed Motion OBJECTIONS
{Appx. 2] 9/2/19 which wset State High Court and they dismissed M0/8/19

{Appx . O]_‘
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3. 10/15/18 I fxled Habeas Ooz'pus pursuant 28 lBCA § 2254 vxth Umted
| States sttnct Court. uho recemmended di.smsnl ot tho case "becauae xt: xa_
clear that [I] m[ve] mt f.ully exhausted [my] state-eount remedies. " {Appx.
‘Aﬂ y.i 1 1). United States then goes on thh how I responded to questaon
hhether I riused babeas gmund in PGR notxon and how I checled !ss and NO in
‘wthe Habeas pentzon and hw I explamed that Clerk inll not lee my PCR
| Umted States futther: teported that I prodmed no' "dommentatmn suggestmg
'[I] coaplied \uth t:he dxrecuve to couplete and return the PCR or to ...
“resubmt .. PCR“ [Id. p.5 9 1] which is false [see Habeas Petition pg.
”u.—n.(smne as Appx G)e xv.(same as Appx H p-5 & Appx.I p 3) xu.-xxu.(same
as Appx.u')}
%, 1218 1 filed OBJECTIONS with United States {Agpx. T) which vere
"aismssed [Apex. ).
| 25. I nled 59(e) and a Rule 60(b) Motxon [Appx. AD] but vere denxed
) Mppxo AEJ-
2. I agpealed and filed INFORMAL BRIEF (Appx. AI]. vm.ch vas dmmzssed

’ "'anﬁ 1t's appaalibl.hty denmd [Appx A]

27 X askad uuted St:at;es t;o mconsxder [Appx Nl. but zt vas dexwed-

[Appx Fl.
28. vamg nae to the mstmt Pet;tzon.
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REASONS
FOR

GRANTING THE WRIT

I believe it is wrongful that I must die because State government Court
Order pre—-tritl testtaxnt agm.t & legxtxmate untainted assets, property that
is mrelated by the crime., solel} because of the charyes against me [Agox. X].
where 1 need those assets to paj or replace coun.sel for defense of the
criminal g:osecut:.on against me, it v:l.o.Lates my Unxted States Constitution
Sixth Amendment r19ht to have Assxstance Of Counsel for my defense. Luis v.

United States 136 S.Ct. 1083 (2016) Mareover, after State mis-convicts me, I

file aypeal and State assigynes an awellate-attorney who fails to represent

me: qposes  and disobeys my orders, takes caunsel from my

',':de;ecnve—trlal-counsel [Appx. W 10/15/15 paper @ 93, & 11/4/15 reply p.2 @

‘ '111]. fails to produce a camplete recrod [Appx-__ H][A&)x. YY pp.183-190._
| 222;223], and meanwhile, while I am in pnson,; I discover evidence that proves
my innocence  |Appx. Y][Appx. YY @.235-240] and which evidence
defective~-trial-counsel concealed from me until after my mis-conviction and
imétisonment {Appx. Y] ,-. .\\hich I show appellate-attorney who fails to
investigate my claims. Appellate-attorney performance is deficient and bar ny
State Supreme Court certiorari [Appx. B][Appx. C], obligating me to file
Application ror Post-Conviction Relief ("PCR") with county clerk, JAMES C.
CAMPBELL CLERK OF COURT ("Clerk"). I file PR with Clerk [Appx. R}, anu tne

Clerk signed for it [Appx. R][Appx. T p.15], but Clerk repeatedly (at least

19A421
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fj.ve times) ‘does not file my PCR with Court [Appx. 2}, so I file PCR with
Chief Administrative Circut Judgye Cotheran [Appx. K] and others [Appx. T
;.p.lO-lZ][A?px. D]l{Appx. 2}, ultimately, S.C. Attorney General says Clerk
never fileé my PCR [Appx. H ‘p.SA]:‘Et;\gpiig L}{Habeas Petition @ p.xv]--likely
because of Clerk retaliation because 1 sued Clerk for similar behavior whece
Clerk failed to file my In forma pauperis papers with Court on at least seven
(7) different occasions [Appx. Z][see, also, SC.Dist.Ct. 6:18-2610-HMI-KFM,
WRIT OF SUPERVISOR“Y QONTROL, and, COMPLAINT FOR VIOLATION OF CIVIL RIGHIS
<300+ page complaint> (dismissed based upon ugnbiisiled, non-binding Court
decisions (U.S.Ct.Agp. No. 19-6084, INFORMAL BRIEF filed 2/1/19; also
APPLICATION FOR RELIEF filed 1/23/19))] where I am still trying to obtain my
money and pruperty so I can Fetain counsel for defense——and that S.C. Attoruey
General's office caniiot open a case until Clerk files my PCR [Appx. H
p.5}[Appx. 2 [emphasis added]], I caught Clerk in a lie, where Clerk committed
deceit, and where Cletk is trying conceal it's misrepresentations [Appx. Z]
and 1 showed that préof i:o S.C. Supreme Court. [Appx. Z [emphasis added]].
S.C. Supreme Court did not iike that I showed them those ultimate facts, S.C.
Supreme Court dismisses those claims calliny them frivolous [Appx. O]. State
corrective process ineffective and unable toO protect my rigﬁt:s (this is wheEé
United States inappropriately dismisses my Habeas Peti_tiiqff)_ . Therefore .I
involve United States and. before the time tolla.mt# I file Habeas Corpus,
and I tell the United States what happened [see Habea;“Coqaus filéd 10/15/18]}
but United States omits certain evidence and facté {Appx. T pp.1-7 @ 1-5] and

dismisses [Appx. S} ay habeas petition premised upon United States' own
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pecverse testimony [Appx. S p.3 @ ¥ 1]:

United States: "However Wazney did not follow these instructions
(to file PCR }." And;
(1. @ p.3 1 2]:
United States:”‘l‘hus, | Wazney plainly received the letter
[instructing to file the PCR with Clerk]. Wazney
did not follow these instructions and did not
resubmit his PCR application to the {Clerk]."
However: [Appx. D, E, K, P, AF, H, I](see also Appx. Z) Indicating I DID

follow intructions.

which prevaricates the proof of and thwarts my constitutional claims, making
them uncolorabe by United States dissembling the f£iling of my PCR and claiming
I failed to exhaust State Court remedies by not filing it, where in fact I did
file PCR with Clerk [Appx. R], The Court--Judge--of the Circut [Appx. K], The
State High Courct [Appx. D, AF]. therebj féder:al Circuit Court dismisses the
case [Appx. A]. Untied States testified in this case assuming the facts as
untrue and asserting my inaction, and where the United States is not a

witness, and United States draws conclusion [Appx. S p.3 92]:

19a421
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United States: "despite Wazney's assertion that South Carolina's
PCR procedure is ineffective, the United St;ates
Qourt of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit has held
that South Carolina's 'éﬁaze post-conviction
procedure provides an effective remedy to []
petitioners and is one which should be exhausted

before federal relief can be oconsidered.'"

relying on an unrelated story frogn some unrelated case to reasen and detgmviix}__e_l
my claims are somehow meritless, without any fact cosideration. Then llnni
States ‘'closes the door' for me to amend or add any facts in fegards to my
life (denying appealability); all which violate my United States Constitution
Fourteeth Amendment right to due process of law.

The oi‘der of my civil death is unlawful and I want my life, libecty, and

property back.

19a421
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Challenye to South Carolina State Law

County clerk, JAMES C. CAMPBELL CLERK OF COURT
("Clerk"), has many times interfered with my papers 1 sent tO
Court; pacticularly Clerk failed to file my in forma pauperis
bapers with the Court on seven (7) different occasions and Cleck
violated State law. Supra. But now, Clerk is not filing my PCR
with Court, and there is no law reguiring Clerk to file a.
betitioners application for PR with the Court. Cle;k may simply
claim it never ceceived any PCR avoiding any due care reqyuired of
county clerk. However, "A pacty is presumed to know the contents

of a paper siyned or accepted by him." Fedearl Land Bank of

Columbia v. Summer, 168 S.C. 510, 167 S.E. 830 (1933). (see Case

0. : 2018001730 OBJECTIONS p.6 @ 12)[Avpx. Z ). This is where I
challenye the leQality and oonstitutiomality of the "uniform
post-conviction act" (S.C.Code § 17-27-10 et sey.) a/k/a "PCR
Act"; specifically, at SC.Code §17-.’3.7-40 reads “"A proceeding is
commenced by filing an application verified by the applicant with
the clerk of the coﬁrt in which the oonviction took place." In
lthis case I have done just that, I filed my PCR with the clerk of
the couct in which the conviction took place (siyned by
S.Dicerkson) [Aypx.’f_,d_-‘_’_’d, __;K____ ] ;Zbut; the SC Attorney General says

it cannot proceed with PCR until Clerk files it with the Oourt

19R 42|
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W ?b 9/)

'(au~3ust 2, 2018 yayer)[wa._g_!h This is a procedural loophole
uwhxch nges .county clerk the unbrxdled power to not; flle an
!ag.plz.cants PR and delay proceedings for as long as it ushes.
;‘Clerk has financial interest and plays role in finanoial
ij Loaurement of prisoners convictions, thecefoce any délii hin
j proceedings of a criminal case--such as delay oc -avoidance of PCR
filing with Court--is financially benefioiol to the Clerk and the
iCount:y. but more importantly delay-—whether intentionai or
"'not"-zs highly prejudicial to an applicant. such as myself,
‘havmg to "wait" on justice in a hostlio enuronment. exposed to
ldlseases and inhumane livinyg conditions, because of where thecre is
%a pecrsonal prol.blem' un:h some second crate, inferior, deficient,
‘ o o

‘malicious, malfeasance--or not--‘county clerk'. In this case, as

of the date of this paper, Clerk has had my PCR for over 20 months

‘and Cleck is not filing PCR for Clerk S own reasons. Clork sxgned

K
for my PR May 10. 2018 [Apf.vx'fﬁ J, ‘received my PCR on other:

f. occasions [Appx._ 2 ], and Clerk is not fiiiny my PCR w1th Court.
%}State Attorney- General cannot move forward until county clerk
files PCR with the Court: a 'stalemate', o for the States'
.County, a 'checkmate' because it secures profitable unchallenyed
|

oonv1ct10ns of persons. Either way, it infringes u,_.aon t:he rzghts

‘of prisoners and of anyone who files a PR in the State of South

Carolina, is prejudicial and unconstitutional. U.S.Const.Amend. 1.

14.
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why The Decision Below

Is Wrong

1. The government should not have frozen my legitima'ééfu-ﬁhéainted assets as

a criminal defendant (Appx. X]. Luxs v. United States, 136 S.Ct. 1083 (2016);
S, CapST Amewd, T
2. The county clerk (Clerk) should have perﬁorued it's mmst;erxal duty of

filing my In Forma Pauper:xs Hotxons with Court, S.C.Code §8-21-320 (Shearouse
Adv. Sh. No. 30). ~
3. The State High Qourt should iear petitioners claims [Appx. Y, YY] after

_ T
appeal whether or not Anders brief is filed [Appx. B] .f State v. Lyles, 381 SC

442, 673 S.E.2d 811 (2009).

4. Clecrk should have filed my RCR with Court [Appx. H, I, Z, AF}, and
there’ should be a law that ensures it supra.

5. After I alleyed fa;ts in my Habeas Corpus setting forth a claim that is

cognizable under federal law, United Stateé should have evaluated my coaplaint

and assumeu my alleyations as true, Fine v. City of N.Y., 529 F.2d 70, 74 (24
Cir.1975).‘ and United States should not have asserted its .own version of the

facts [Appx. AH, S].

If any of the above actions would have been different, this

gross-fundamental-miscarriage~-of-justice would not have occurred.
Hereof fail not at your peril, and have then there this writ.
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CONCLAISTON

The govemumt (rcbted pre-t:rul restramt agamst my legzti-ate
untaxnted assets. ptopetty that is unrelated by the cnme. and wruch belogns
to me. 'rhat Order made me unable t.o pay or: replace defective~counsel retainea

for me fer the criminal trial held agamst me. and it violates ‘my Um.ted

-States Constxtut.un Snth Amerdment nght to have Asszstace of Counsel fot my

defense. I.uls V. Umt:ed States 136 .s Ct'.. 1083 (2016).

Add:.tmnall;. thereof I apphed for celief, by motxon. to the Court
whxch sentenced ue. and remedy by motzon is made«,uate or meffectlve <) test

the legahty of my detentmn. Olson v. Umted States, 82 A.F. T.R.Zd 98—6174.

1998 WL 6814710 (2008). I assetted federal claxm in the form of Habeas Corpus
vith lh1ted States. but Um.t:ed States cm:.ss:.on cf cert::an parts of my
testimony and eva.deme made my tedetal claz.m uncolerableo and thereb,'
d:.snussed on its appeal. It is demnstrated that faxlute to consider uy claims

have tesulted m fundamem:al mlscaruage of Jusuce. Nunneq v. Fteemam

E.D. .C.1996. 927 F. Supp. 906. appeal dxsmssed 141 F.3d 1159. All my clams
are federal. remand to t.he t.nal court would be useless.

Preuuses oonszered. the peunon for a writ of certiorari should be

4

sd Tave Ay Cvar ec.
Respectfullj swmxtt:ed.




