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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

Whelher Telitioner was derved Ws fight to Due Process of Law

Where the Pike count Owcuit Court corvicted Petibioner wl cuk Nental

Lvaluation and Combetency Lg_aflncj before. taK"ma a Luity Plea.

Whether Hae trial c)_\UA_gﬂ and Public defender made the 'ricj\\‘c

determation , Wwhen thed A:BLS(\OSEA hhaner s with out ‘&(\)Sffd\‘la“hr'\si?rasmt

Whether a Clo) Year Sentence for Trernvetend Vetitioner 1as

Apecopriate.



LIST OF PARTIES

X All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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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

(\Aor cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix D, to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

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

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[ ] is unpublished.

[V]/For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix A tothe petition and is

[ ] reported at ‘ ; or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

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

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[ ] is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

{ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

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

M{timely petition for rehearing \_)fas denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: dJan 2.7,20 20 , and a copy of the

order denying rehearing appears at Appendlx LD .

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

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

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

[ ] 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 undef 28 U.S. C. §1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Rhdioner Jenes asserts Yhat he wvas dnied 3 Fundamental constitubiendl
ﬁgf«\t 1o due Process ak Scmtem.}mj. where Pehitioner joAlE_S mental cracity

Prevented Wi Fram fully undarstAndmcj Hae Conﬁé?_uenz_t;'ﬁ of aﬁcfﬁtm&} the

State Plea deal therebd Vio arﬁmg Petibioner Q}onles 5ﬁi\:é &n&i
Amendment Rights of Hthe u.5.constitubion and Article 3 Seckions
/4 and 26 of the ™Wsss31PPL tonstitukion .

Pebitionesr doNes aise asserts that he was denied A Fundamental
constibutional right te Nue Process b SQY\ECI\Cin%IM;\&(‘(’: 33uclﬁe.
own determation on Petitionec's

and Public deFender made theae

comPetence “\E.(&l—& \leoia‘hncj ?@J:fhor\.ffﬂ [)tk ?}nA IL[ _Arﬂ&mlme_n{:



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

j)_nA 2o0t, Pekitioner . Victor W Jf)N&S‘; Llent ko bhe Pe Count
Cirtuk Court, Fourteent :;).\L\X\L‘:\;\.\ Mskriek oF MIs255:9P1 and Plez Guind to
e CountS s¥ Sexuadl batkery.
?Le_ Court Senkenced 301\]6;'% s tmentY (1n) Years on 2ach Counk 2and

Noat each Count be Cun ConSecntwveld LW th ane anather 7o 2 total of forty

(41n) Jras.
A 1aas Pebibianer jn/s/as belied And unig.rS%AnA;h% tak 1 F he accepied

Hoe Statels Plea offer that he wieuld an\y recewe ren (o) Jerrs Le Serve. \n
Prison aAnd Fve (5 JYeacs Probation.
Bes ney agerieved that Wi teial Counsel and  the State {Ak‘mﬁ Advan{aﬁa

AF 1S mental ncapaiey 1o Fully understand the Conseduences ofF Pla&JQnaj CJuE'H:,‘I

he aPPealed.
"“ﬂ\e_ Court of Aopeais claims that jol\l(:’S cannet Preve that ih 2604 he

Lai any mentil Prablems. Dut thed did nat fake. ‘ndo Accnunt that the o

Sexual Qatber CLarﬁas are P kjsin\oﬁ‘s.rai i nature.

"N'w’- Cauct also made their cuon chnical GL‘)SBrVEJ):‘iE)V\ AS C_or\Sévmnc} '
dones mental State at the time oF his Sen'f‘mc::r\r_'} . Mever U\eckwxa) :JEOMCS

mental histord.

(H)



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Due Process Prohibits the Convickion of a Person who VS menkal
incampetent (Bauckillan Y. Ca//ins, 09 Fzd 585 +552(51h ir 1990) Citing Bishoe
Y. tnited States, 350 bs. G61.76 s.ct 990 oo AZ—‘J £35 (19540 also Medina V. Califomn.
205 U.S. 437435 12,5 ¢t 1572110 L. £d - 2d 353 (19420, Hollie V.State 1 179 50-3d
K24 (z045). ‘n\are. 1S SuFFicient eNidence &a{mg hack to 1993 Skow‘mcs'ﬂ’\&%
Tebiioner '301’46_8‘ is rentslly ncompetent CF (ApPendix LJ hich Shetd's back n
1993 Petitioner ;Ln’e.s fequired extended Lrealment in the State Abseital.
And cohen released he 13as on medication and divected tothe local
Mental healkin center Br B/l up drestment. Pebitioner dones® argliment 8
ot the tAial coust £oiled 1o conduct 2 compelency hean ng there bY c‘lmﬂfng

Li roredurai Due-Process (Pate. NoRobinsens 3%3 US. 31S-354. 86 S.ct §3 4.

Se1i 15 4. Fd2d - gis (156L). Smith Y.State . /99 <s0.3d i027C2e 147,

Tebiboner Y wes coas nat competent to Fully understand Z}oﬂe.s States

{a the cauct Hhak he did vint understand Sa&CJiPOanAiy_.g;) 30/\/5.5 franscr et-

Tedibmner jo;\l&s Yian caunsel rold him that hewas Cjain[j to Plea CjuHU

dnd the couct m3as c:;oimg Ls Sentence him teten Ue) Years to Seirve caith

Flve (5)Jears Prababion see (APPendix _ﬂ_...) 2oty aF the Plea ac‘y’ﬂﬁmahf

the court Sentenced Pebitioner dones 1o koo ) toenty (20)tear Sentences
Lor a total derm of Forty Clo) Jears in Prisor  here 1k had been
exPlained 4o Pehitioner dores BY his4nal connselthat i he Plead cjuilu he
tould snlY be Sentenced to serve Yen Q10)Years n Veison with Five (3)
Years Probation.

(5



?{mrafcre, Yeditianer 36/3/@_3 entered 2 Guily Plea under the Presumplion
Hat he was T)Ie,aAin% Guitty te Ge) Jear Sentence.

M been held that the test oF incompetency is whether 2 derendant
Has Sciciemt Present abi LY to consutt Loih his later woith 4 reaSensble
Jegrac oF atienal un,{arsﬂnz{}:nﬂ and whether he has a_ratlonal 235 well
as Ffactual Ur)Af:r,Sﬁlhdfnfj of the ?roce&:’fin(js against him. (Dusiy V.
United States , 32 US4l . 4oz 5o S.ct 18T Loed 2d 524 (15 60).
(Hsllre N States 179 50.3d 824 (zos5) (LoKe's V. State . £25 £22d 1258 11¢ 1.
(Sth €00 1980« Csonith V.State /99 So.3d io29 (2019) $95-13-11 /1 mental £Xa
Mination of Accused s ms. st $ 59-1341. (Juld 1.20149).

I Yhe case at hand Pebitioner deres waas Yold bI counsel and
Shan the State's Plea ofFer of loenty (1) Jears ten Cod 1o Serve
thith Five (S) Years Probabion therefore itiras Tebibioner dones vabional as
Well as Factual underStanding that he wias P\mdlnj G Ity 2nd in ﬁX(LLAfﬁa
be. meuid be sentenced 1n Serve den (o) Jears “Not forty (o) See Appen~
dix_H ) sohich shows that Districk Attorney ewitk fBé‘h?S)aer&e.S’
st dhe court abused Yere disereation  and Gave Pedtioner dones 2
huck StiFFer Sentence. than (o ceammended.

e dudge Crivie St Public: defender Craut - bucKeth). did
ot Present AnY $acts 1o vake a dedermation that Paiioner dones was
Mot ComPetent, Becovse that area of eXPertise can be determand onty bY
2 Psychiatrist ar @ medical conmunidy see (Appendix L) #al( V. Flarida,
A2 U.S. o1 (1014).

N issuds 1S, dehibioner Jdoxes a5 tcomfetent to fulld tnder stand
fhe [s(“_i:}A\ term's ihich the 3u<§<3& and counsel nsed ;acxa\\m{ i there 1S

(4)



Nurmerous eVidence £hat Praves that Peditioner dones has been Susfen-
‘m% with mendal iliness - Years See (Appendix F_) aed now See
Chorendin. B ) Alned's own skerw stalement Shews that he did

ot infarm the triai caurt abeut edibioner Ziol«/ej mental Problem and

LiSfmry oF mental Wness -Sﬁf_CAPPﬂVf\A;X E ).
Telihioner aSKs this united Siales SuPreme court to Nacatesor
Remand baek Yo Pike county Cirzuit court , Tetitioner has Already Served

(14 ) Jears on this ‘illeﬁa_i Sentence, Petitioner has Fulld demastrated that
e iSsues that has been Presented 1o the Umited states &suwrt 6f

Appeals forthe fiflh Circuit on Rehearing Valated his due. Process i 5 He
bottld have had a Profer Mental £valuation and A Competency Hearing.
(at his Plea hearing).

Pehibaner coould Mot be Sexrving Forty Clo) Jeats 4y Yor day. telibioner
has Filed 1o the }-/ir]-&s-L court 1 Cansist 6F PaﬁesJ;l‘:L

()



Conclusion
Evidence proves that Petitioner Jones has a history of mental illness and was
incompetent to understand the proceedings against him.

The petition for a write of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: Z / ggg@ga



