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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 appeafs at Appendix

to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OT,

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[ 1 is unpublished.

to

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

[ 1 reported at

y 0T,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

B For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _ﬁ_ to the petition and is
D4 reported at Lo, Vi Ricardo Noble, 20wpa Re)B; or,

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the £¢1€ Cownty s ‘
appears at Appendix & to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; Or,

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N is unpublished.

a9 - court




JURISDICTION
[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

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

[TA timely‘pe’gition 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).

B For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was L@.@éb_i/ .
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

MO PeXiXion foxr Rehearing was £\ \ed.
[ 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. 8. C. §1257 (a).

(2)



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Eight Amendment of united states constitution’s
/lfxcrss,‘ ve ba/l shall hot be re«zo,,’red) ot excessive i’ nes

iMposed, nor Cruel and “nuUSql /W/m’i)m'mr/f! intfrcted. ”
Courteenth Amendment o UiSy Cons? 1t on %

(44
hor Shall any state depr/ye 4ny person o€ [if
or propvﬁr'f)/) withe o1 due Precess

any perSon within j+s Jt/r,‘od/‘c‘f/‘on the €Gera )
protection of the laws,”

L8] Bimendment of 4., ., /P
No Pe€rSon Shall be deprived o¢
SIXTH Arnend ment o ¥ Y:S, £ pn

e///'ber'f}/)
ot Mw'}hor 'Jenk +o |

7

dare Process o€ Jaw,’

A Tion ¢

“H‘?ﬁ ﬁCCa;ed Sho:l/ @)\7]‘0

”I,,, all Crimml pro Sf?fM'/'/‘anJ}
the vight To Specdy yng puwic

(3)



STATEMENT OF ThHE (ASE

In october 799/ at age /5, petit/oner
and +evo alleged co-defendants (Ahi—on/‘o Howard(a]e/@
and S‘f‘e(ahom "50)’"’150}4(6(96 (6) Wwere Clqa\"jeA witly
Felony (second degree) Murd er, Rob be Oy, conspiracy to
Kob’btﬂ‘/ and celated charges, Pefendant Stephorn
Iohnson ("'Iohnsen') Was decert\Ered to juvende

System by Judge shad Canhe///("Canne//},{Q agetin st
prosecution expect withess’s recemumzendafion

ih /992, Dekendant Antonio toward("Howard') was
denied decertification +0‘J’UVPI1/'/€ systermn by Judge
Connelfy in agreement with prosecution expert

wit hess's Cecomunendotion in Fevruwary /793R, On
May 3,/798) Iudge connelly denied claect(r‘f‘n‘)r;ng pefitiones
o Jjuvenile systenq based gnly. on TJudge connelly s
Knowingly false Statemepnt that " vncon tead/cted

evidence” provecl. thert petitioner was the getwal
Shoo-l‘er("K}Hezr‘D] clesp}‘fe €act Hhat all_ wWithesses

CJef(nSe and ?(:Q.Se(,\;‘"io Z]>V€(017717?f71c{?d LLecerH‘("y} ’13
petitioner to jWenile sygsterm. on obfo3//992,

peﬁ%‘mner and Howard weee fried togethec and
Convicted by a Jusy of the prosecution's peers
o€ Second Peg ree Murées*, RobYbesy, and Canﬁ?‘l\‘ﬂ?’

fo Eob)aevy,"rhen) given Li¥e without Paro le.
ONn 03/Rw/%0/b, petiTionec Liled a €ost-convictiot

- Felie¥ Ac‘f’(;ﬁC’K'AJQ (@ﬂ‘ﬁon undes Millec o, Ma‘%mq/
CH)




|33 Sict yssl3old),amd Mm?flqpmpcy V. Lom'S?ﬂﬂa)
/3¢ S,c, 7/E(2e)), cegard g r‘eSe/ofenc}/?j of juVen)]ec
Sentenced 1o Mandatosy Life without Pz role
("Suveule Liter™), on 0713/ Ae/b) the spy
oppointed wnedhical at tosney Robert Bar ba 1o
("Basbato”) 4o Cepresent petitioner,on OYA YRo)&
pe titioner's tife without pa ole ("ngplysenfence
Fesentenced

pe tiHioner Yo a pgnfes+t ly excessiye and bigc

Yp years to Life, 0n o03/43/40/5,

Cpetitione s> appeal rights we re re
Bacvats 'Fi’C’é Not(ce oFf Apeeal and Concse
Statement o€ Matirers complaiped o€ ,,
("/925¢)" and vefused togive petidipone
Said documents. on °UYoe/2ol8, T,

Menorandum opipian o sa;
d¥ter Graz e
to Fepresend h

was rermoved and Judge CMM@/JI/

“tfer A epellon7’s

instated, attoene,

Appeal
2 copy o€
| coy -+ tileg
d 925, B, 04 ©Crs/ 20 ‘&
' aﬂge])anf‘vi/ﬂi
1 sel€, on oé’/pé/aa/
SCb),0n 08/079/610/8;
ndum opnom
eetitioner filed Brye

r fHearin |
9/ Jrinted Permissio

& petitione, €iled
/0we/‘(7’r~,?0 Couw 1

fo s4,d /9257 1),
" Sohpport oF Apy

Amended /92
file d Memocw




REASONS FOR GRANIING THE PETT TToN

(v NOTHING SUPPORTED DECERTIEZcATzon
: - ILE LLFER’S SENTENCE AND COMVECTION
2?2%?4‘?71%57«43;“!5{]&1. ST NCE AFTER a6 VEARS, THE SAME
IJUDGE WHo DENTED DECERTIFYING PETI TIoNER To
TJUVENTLE SYSTEM ADMETTED AT /‘?E.SENTENCTZNG
THAT HoTHING SuPPORTED H1S DECERTIEICATZoN bENZAL T

The facts, [ssues, and evidence related +o o Judge's

are relevant 4o s4{d Juvep/le /"'F‘—’V'I-S/eefen’fenc;nj ,

The courts Abused discredon and Violated united
Stades constitution Amend ments //f/&/ &and |y b}/
igno rng Such, Especially, since the Aecer-={-~i{-‘ica+;on

1) Ce e
(T\’uns-vre/r”) decision pre;enh The Sen‘{'endng op‘ﬁon
OF A 1ignt sendence as a juvenile 4,4 AN extremely,

long sentencears AN A2\ (Mlley y, Alabarog /33 st
) e

AYSS (Re/2)) and Jnd9e shad conn ey stated that

the only Teasen he denjeq Pet AT omer decert { fication

t6 Juvenile Systerniin May /992 was his known
False statepment that "Uncentead jcteq evidence "

proved that peXxitioner was the gctual Shoote r (K| llec ")
and, thus he wanted petitioner +o spepd a Very long

time in peison (which was andatocy fite (oithe it

Pa\‘o|e). See/ poge IR ofX Judge connell):'.s _La,/og//ﬁ3
Mg/noromd/mm OPI'I’)]ono .ImFoSln\g A 'man Am“‘ob‘]{ m“nﬂlmum

Yased on an alleged €2+ that has ot been proven
beyond a reascnavle doylt Vicolates dwe Process
o€ 14IP Ap endment o€ U S, constitutio v and o+

(6)



Amend ment of w.s, copstitution thffoajury

trial, 5“/!}_”_6_;442-4%, (33 5ch. A151(R013) 4

dom s U Ml/ndﬂlll 7gA" 301&@,[?(!;5‘\;\ peri e ,3)}
Apgvend; Vi Mew Jersey; [Re Svet, A3YE(Reo00),

Thew after a7years of judge connelly; prosecio s,
and erie tiViand newspaper Ceporters false |
accusing getiioner o€ be; ng the actyal Slyeo“(‘e(‘j
the same Judge Shad conne{l/y ddeotted 4+

the Resertencing Heﬂr‘?”j that MO evidence
EVER existed to estarvlsh Petitioner as the

Jiven to petitioner ;VlacLMH'CVur"]' (S Unconstifeets [
and petitioner is also _aC\‘f'uq]\y {Nne cen+ rona
of the sentence of Yoyeavs ‘]’c; Li€€r gnd pef'\‘“bneo‘\s
Sentenceis Pani¥est] ) excessive, bias, 4 buse of
iScvetton and miscareage of justice, Nortnally,
the dactual hnoceyce docttine iS npelied to +he
aor)viC‘HonJ but it'savso dpplied to Sentence,

5ee schulp v, Pelo, 513 ws, 398 (995) 4 w.s, v Maybeck,
A3 F,2d 888(ythocr, [979) 5 Bousley v u.s, 533 11,5,

Lol 4,023-3Y(1998) 5 In the Intecest of L &, (594, 5d

3904 No» B’WAP30/7(PﬂiSvgreme,3013)3 Com, Vila wSoa,
5y 7R 33107000+ 197805 Jacieson v, 1 Linat, 792 u.s. 302(0979),
But the Same Judge cwym’//)/ frons€z reed the

oldest alleged L’o*cle‘anAﬂlf?(HS‘fephon U'o/m.SM’f)) Wwho
(7




i 4] nly Knew for two DAYS (Not 4w
etitioner o Two -¥£¢r_f_;
:5 'J\/\dge (0)7)76’/7)//6&4/1"" ﬁe‘ayr‘fff ermn@ﬂ’f/)’ 'l’f‘ﬂn.sambecl
I n Resentencing heaving transcriph; vage 4Y), fo the

Juvenile system (n /992 and Stephon Johnsonrn
["‘JohnSon’Q was teleased aftera Sho rTjUVemlle

Sentence, despite fact that - (1) An mony gnd

Bavrium tests Cevealed that £he oy d e fendqgnt
with gun pouwder cesidue o, his hand s 1og s

Sohnson ¢ Tria) Transeript ("N, T 66 /04 /79 9.5 and
OC/0577992 5 (2) the only de Fenp oynt with bfpod on
thesy clothing pras “John.fon,/v.r, °C/03/ 9935

(3) ﬂﬂ_e_éaj% defend ants’ F"”jer‘pr‘m%s pthe Vichi e
posSessions (over oite,ms D tvere Howard and
jOhHSOh{Sg M T 9@/03//9701 7% 0¢/07//77R} (9)ﬂf‘/‘ffalj
defendamt Antonio Fotdrd (" Horsanl"?) fef i ey that

he and Johnson conspyred 4o ‘palSel;( Accerse (e‘f;ﬁoner
of being actugyl Shootec, a1y, OC/0%/) 792 o1y u Y3y 935

or Kill +he VI‘C‘H)’?"/Nv T OC/o5/199a [pay& 33'3”;
(s) at petitioners M“}/ /9P DeCer‘f"sﬂ‘Caﬁon /fear‘\n\g,

Le '
ALL Lw‘l‘\.a e\ﬂe-f (cle‘Fense and Ems‘ecwﬁa’nv\ Fecotrs prey, Ae d
that petitionesr pe Placed (h juven, e SYStesm,

P : J“’_CM%
the sa me prosecution €X pect it hes s Whe recamm—.ﬂ@e
that Sohpson %%5@ at-

(8)




teial, defendant fownyd testified that he Jave
the qun (alleged purder weqpor)to police and that
he stole the gun frem h,‘r[HawarJ‘S)dwny
weeks loefore cornliflg in contact with pet (tioner
ond the Shooding hoppened, p.7, 0€/0%/ /992 and
060571993 (page 18-)D+ But petitione, was the
L”J}L defendgnt ¢harged with possess;osy, oF Sard
gun s And deFend ant Howard was Neves charged
wWith 6‘!’eal‘,ng the gun € rom h/s aunt,

Pedidione » d/Wa}/5 stated that he dyes Not kyoew
Who the actual shooter wasy;s,

'3, DID courRT ERR/ABusE PISCRETION BY DeENYEAS

, - FuilL EVALUATFO

MoT2on FOR bsYcHoLoeasT 70 Do MITEGATFON
TACNCSTS APPoINTED MI

PETITIONER CONMTAEEADLJF:LNED To Do, TRHus TFENoRENG

s )
‘(g’ggrcf SO eR S vossToLe AND/OR ACTu AL REHREILETATIVE IEEDST

The Pennsylvania supeerior court'$ oINS f2e 19
decision af€irmed +rial court’s denjal of Metion For
Fsycholoj;‘J"r To Ao Ful) evaluadion of pe'ﬁ‘}/‘Oner/ Lutl
Cemanded Second Part of thea Yo ve iue.ff‘ion Ceqgurding
AsSer¥ion +hat 4+rial court 44 not consider pe‘l’ff)‘oner’s

tehaloiltative need s,including brental hea 4 h
Cehabil\fation, Svpe riov court Memo mndt{m@(penﬁé)('ﬂ))
€ 13750 The court can ngt properly cons;d er, ,’c{p,ﬂl-,‘-f’)?
Or undersyand petdjone s possible avsasy, actual
menta) hedlth iSSues or ment-al healty, tehabilitatithe
Needs for reseni'enc}l}g Without a valitied

(%)



psych ologist +o do ull e valuwafton of pe‘hﬁb ner, .
Petitioner's courtappointed atdfo rney (Rober
@mr\aad-o Clgarba‘fo':))reiue;fe&(and was ﬁmnf&;l)
appain‘i‘men‘f‘ 0F psycholegist L«H”?é{im KilesCiles")+o
be mitigation specialist to iY'VW‘IL/j ate and presest
mitigering evidence regarding, anung other thngs,
petitioner's Psychologicalfpsychiateie t5sues
and history, educatjon etc, for resenten; ny s
Miles admitted +hat he dyd not do £,
e valwad fonn and ;HV9J+/yq+/\0n oFf m;‘l'ltfﬂ\‘r/'ﬂj FQC'ILOI‘S
that e was hired to do gnd petitione,
was his €iest mitigation repet of suc

ﬂe&en‘h”n ce Heaq r/'ng Trans r,‘P'}‘j g y@/ ang M“/f/‘f/e
Mo‘)’iorl for CD"‘H” Udhnce , Mﬁé_ explessed conceens
about peditione p1s Mmental health,

S nse
he oz 9420/8

Stovy pof Srgnv€icont
eauma that a OsychologsT pre qualified 414y,
himse € would be dv|e +o diagr osesSy, Aifear roco mended,
and petitione r's gt4o ey Peguested thd q psycholsgist
Pure qualified than Niles e appointed todo sq; o
evaluation, The courtde

med Sqg;4 Mﬂﬁo’nif)(perf 1S
Needed Where mental cond i tior anc Luture dangec

ore centrol iSSues, fKe v, 0klaAama/.6’7ﬁh5» 6S8(/9% D5
Cop Vi aurnuf+e;87/ R,a2d 839 (pa, Super, R00s),

(/o)



Hso, peti tione rhas experienced long-teren jnVoluntary
solitary continement €rom 2006 toder @nd .fuiH fo
__g_r‘_e_s_ﬁnf whrch iS alb0 Known o have S;‘jn;ﬂ cant
damaging mentfal and physical e€¥ects/stie A< on
prisoners, WilKinson v, Austin, s¥5 w.s, 2o VGoa("No
Stu of the effects pF Soﬁ‘}‘drycon’ﬁ\ henme, 4 oR
.§u/7€fmﬁ)r-l} ke (anﬁ'ﬂEMEﬁ'/"M

ed landqer
than G da7v_é tailed +o £ pd evidence of hegative

Osychological efrects™), ey Ve welze |, | &-cv—
OOl 76(MD Pai0/9)5 Sheatz v wetze LA G usipist, fex; <

(7515 (1Pisd» 00, ehnson v, Wetzel, 20/61, 5118/
(Wl Di¥a, Ro/g),

Gonsicler}ry "Hle Foregp] YBJHH:: court abuseé J;‘Jcre‘ﬁon
and violated u.s, const/tution Amendme, ts 56, 6an0 1o

by A{en}//‘ﬂj Mo+ ion fora @ua“‘ﬂ\?& {ZS/choloJi st to do

Fu u elfﬂlwcd’/(OY\ 0¥ Pe‘l‘;‘\'T&her, M;ﬂer vy Alaba% 133 s, c*f,
AYS5(R0/3);, Rormgilla v, Be, £y 595 4.5, 37Y @oos);

Com, v,
Lgu,z., 32A,3d é}é’(?auiqfen RooH § Y23 Pa.c,s, ?—797/(5)

3
PaiRicrim, ¢, 702, 7pa ( v)3 Parcongs, Avrt, |
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