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LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ 1 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

:Sz R 0 R

PETITION FOR’ Re.kea.rina under’Rule. G4,

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 appears at Appendix _B_ to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at —j o1,
[ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendlx .._c.__ to
the petition and is _

[ ] reported at ' . ior,
- [ 7 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported or,
[ ]-is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts-

The opinion of the hlghest state court to review the ments appears at
Appendix i_. to the petition and is SR

[ 1 reported at _ ; . ; or,

[ ] has been de51gnated for publication but is not yet reported or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the __Denied . b.S .SuPreme court court
appears at Appendix £____ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at b ; Or,
[ 1 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[ ] is unpublished.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 . :

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

[ 1 A timely petition 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 :

{ .] 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 Y/29/20 .
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
- -, and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix i,

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including : (date) on R (date) in
Application No. _A -

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Pehibioner joﬂe.s asSeris that hewas denied arundamental conshiiukional
Fight o due Process b Sentencing . where. Pebitioner JoNes mental caPacity
Prevented him From Fuily wders{avdlncj the mrﬁcc&uwee.s of ‘acce_P-Linﬁ the States
Plea deal therekd Vielating Pebitioner Lies® 3th .6 and M\ Amendment mﬁms
of the. 10.5. canstitubion and Article 2 Serhions 11and 24 oF the Mississipp7
constibirbion . |
Peblioner Jones 215 2sserts that he 1as dented 2 Fundamental
Constiiional R'\c:‘,H: 10 Due Process at Se_n’ce.hr_'mcs. tdhere. AU&XL and Public
defender made their own determatian an Pebilioner'S combetence. dhereby
Volatina Pebitioner's £ and 1h\ Amendment.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

3:\\ 2e0tl, Peibioner \lidnr Weroasne :{oues/a)ant‘m\-o the P¥e caunty Cienit
Coact - Furrteeth udicial Districk oF Mississiopi and Plea fuity 4o biso cawds of
SeXual battery. :
e court sentenced doves 1o baemty (20 Years on each comntand thad each
County e Tun cansectrbivel 15 one. ansthee For 2 dstal oF Fortd (46) Jears
B‘e'm% atﬁr\e‘\led that his trial caunsel and the State taKing aA\Ia.h\:'a:je_ of i
mental ‘neaPaity 1o Rl .understand. the. eonsegliences of ’P\eaA‘mﬁ 5\&\\3 he
SPPealed . | : o |
Ahe Zalet sF APRals Claims that doves cannat Prove’that \n 2as4 he
had and mental Prablems .Gut.i\e.s dd not 1ake Into account that the twe
Sexuanl Rather charges are PMS'\oilasieal in nature. . |
Q\'\e_ caurt 2lSs made Yheir sun clincal observation as Carsa\m‘mcj dones
menta\ St 3t the time of his' Sentencing 1 Mever CherKing Lines mentai
histary < |



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Pelitioner trutid belives that 1F the united States Subreme csurt woould have
Praferld reviwed WS wacit of certiorari ithe eourt Laud have csrax\taa Pakiliones’s
Pedition 1 for wicit oF certioran. |

Pelitioner has Fuild Demanstrated {on.e_,%m court that he desesves a
chance 1o be heard b 2 Parel and Fully Understands thak antd_19%_ of Cases
that are Fled each term ace ‘Leinta heard by the tnited States SuPreme couct
But any Peditioner F’almcs Pro-se .

And the court should underStand tohen any lawer court has abused theie

discretion in Plea’s ar daal like cases. Pelitioners /evel of awirness and Lindec-
standingy Aurins "cnl/as‘us"i s nctear Petitioner had been in SPecial education
classes his entire \ife.

PS‘stalocsis{: Fram Mand insbituliens has eNaluated Pebitianer his enkire

hildhoad uP andil nowd .Crentalld incomPeltent) this did render 2 Vaid decisien
MLM)_(.‘AZ because. Pelitioner never fecived A mentat evaluakion ac eomPelence.
Hearing. accarding 1o State and federal Lawss Rule 12.2 includes Standacds
Provided W Former Rules G.06 and G.00 oF the uniform Rules of Cireuit ana
county caurt . dhe determination of thederendents mental competency should
be made atthe earlest Practicable date s the tnited Slates Sudreme csurt has
" held that the Failure to wrake 2 deler mination of CamPelency. |
then there are “Reasonable Grounds'' 4o doubt Such s Fundamental
Constitutional errar ,WW.&LW

undec Role 1.2, ceckions €O 2BrdB) makes itclear Hhat the determindkion
oF the defendant’s comPetencd 40 Stand thal ac ak a Plea \\wina) 1S Sefarate

F’gfv !



and distinct Fram the delerminadion of ke defendant's Sanity ak the dime

of the afferce. See WWMQMWM .

andilna). An e¥aminakion o u\\les’c.\csa}.e. ComPeteney mal he Com\:\v\a.é
Witk an eXxamlnation 1o u\\le.shc?h-_ t\he deferndants Samityr Ak the time oF t\»e.

offerce.. _ .
Pavided that Bhe Judicial acder maXes 2 clear diskinckion between

He oo PurPoses For evaluation o ensure Yhak the cscrect _\eﬁa\ exriterials

are. aPPlied. , | :

- Mhe vnited $tates Subreme. court Tourd in Hamahv.side , 9435024 2802ask)
that 2 Plea coutd ot be Voluntard Tn the Sense that it constituted an
'\ntd\i%mt admisSion: Petitianer did not meat this commen sense standard |

s gli »I .“‘S ' . )

A ?aﬂd Plea 13 more. liKe 3 conFession Which admits that the decinged

did Various acts. 't 1S inits 'sesf A conwietion ;A/oih\v\cj elSe Temawns but to

(jiva J\A&Smm{ and determine Punishment \Bdﬁnlﬂmamadim
238,242 (88 Soob (W8 49012023 £ .24 294 0s). E.xt&!\arar\c.e_‘ AneomBrenens:

lon1 Coereion « lerrar or ather inducements Both Subtle and Blatant
threaten the CornstituMionat\y af a.csuf\\\d ?\e.a—c.\\:\v.s (Ratkin)
" Ihe urded States SuPceme cotek held in Dusk V. Nnded S¥ales. 302 WS-

‘402, 402,86, S.ck 18R 4 L .Ed.ad 224 (St ). fbcusith on the abiLity 1o
ComPrehend and undevstand 1 fathec Haan on Pekitioners Thisrcal limitations
Concsre_ss has made clear that a court (eirenil orcourtd e4c) “shall 6\'&\{

A mation WY the. ?e:hhcmer v &e.ﬁo\tcrrnent m%ge.stmcs a.heﬂrm% %o,

AeﬂLTM\n&ﬂt mental cnmpdchd of the Petitioner.
Jhe SuPreme court “never* evan considered. PC\\\ 1oner’s L0Y5k of Cértiaval

Hhat Fully Shawed that Peditioner 1333 Fully WeormPekent to.understand any

rd




. dudicial ?mce_uhrﬁs See ZXhihit 1F there 18 Teasonakle. cause to helieve. that

the defendant may¥ Presenty be SuFFP_rmg From. a mental disease ar defeck
fex\de.rmﬁ himn mentaiy mcom?e.tg\x& o the. e)(\:cﬂ& that he i Unable ta
tnderStand the nature and Consequences o the Pmc&&dorﬁs as@inst him.or
o assist Praferly in his defense. X US.c 84241 () ~

Me court wust weiah these. oPtiont and consider al fossible. |
denues to assist Pelitioner W his Mental stake See . HacPec V, BacKer,

11T F.3d 82,490 (Al £0r 1995 ), Buk Statuke 1K ats.c 8 42412 Ywak ance

anY couct Finds Such Reasonable cause that Petibioner 1S \weomPetent ) it

“hait" 3rant h.\"&%pest for 2 ComPetency \\e.armcj Jannted siates N DenKias

262 E.3d 337, 84S - 46 Lith cie 20nd) the Cso\lerme.nl-. has mandaked hs
Ofdec Lindec Sechion S9241LA) a mandatory (shall erder ) -

Pehiloner felies ufon Bas couck For a'._’i'\e.\se.a.dmr_a\‘a.\\SaJA ssues
and the SuPreme. court should have l\c.\'\mw\d.rsei Pebibioners zacid.
LoEcortkinpany  Recause it 82 3ré.\la Due Process Niolatian and needs io be
adressed, or a comPelency hearing gwen s fo establish Pebitioner's mendal

State. .

Peddiomer has Fulld Demovisteated that all erracsS that toe K Place
at his *neannS ackaily had 2 adverve effect on his cases and are adequet
to deserve encourgment 1o Proceed Futher. An& that dhe United stake

SuPfeme. court Should grant Petitioner dones his Rehearing or Vacke this
CorWVickion ar 3ran4: TS ComPetency //carmc) cor andother valier Soutjk{..
3@.8 No: 1- 30

\Ls Ahe, S das or.__dmz__zm

No 31N56

Yeditioner:



Conclusion

vadence proves that Petmoner ancs has a h:story of mental 1llness and was

incompetent to understand the proceedmgs against hnn

The petition for a M‘M"ﬂ should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

-

Date:,_MZZ___;apza



