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PETlTlflH FDK ftEHEAA INd. LIMMA S.C. RULE HH*

petitum mm mumliance hith summe court rule 4fV urn this court judgment dm the

nt/UTj DENIED PETITIONERS EXTRAOIOIKAM UAIT UNDER S.C. RULE XO.lt O.SZ. //DSl&I. . „ . 

AEMEST/M6 EHW OF MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION JBoT/i IN ALTERNATIVE.

LEGAL ANALYSIS

1HE COURT DA THE L/IW CLERK UNSPECIFIED RELIEF FACTOR IS HttULY QUESTIONABLE &*/

tti Face djhen the wait ehtry is leave to proceed ljheae all three maits are - «. * 

AVAILABLE AT the courts Discretion.

RELIEF SOUCH7 IS litigated in the petition at immediate release we to sentence And

CONVICTION hi OT ED AT THE CONTROLLING CASE TO BE NULL AND VOID, SEE HER ROD 

DJTQ S.hJ. id SlN ( TEY. Cnin RPP 1183),
v State

PET IT I0NER SEEK INC ENTRY UNDER THE THREE EXTRAORDINARY WAITS SHOULD HAVE BEEN 

DECIDED 13V THE COURTS. DISCRETION ON DECIDING THE PROPER ENTRY FOL.,HABEASx , * , 

mandamus and PRDHidltidm that mas never liuaated BY ANY STATE da FEDERAL 

CGUJVT DA RESPONDENT HOLDING SUCH POSTURE.

4 * f



THE 6K0UNQ SHOULD BE CMSIbEMB AS TM US IT RULE IWW MmAUMlH MW SUfUM (UAl 

RUL£J DM PARTIES J0UM7 TO BE AEWfUED.

FURTHER' LEGAL ANALYSIS

'VtthEK GROUND LIMITED 7b INTERVEMM CIRCUMSTANCES Of A SUBSTANTIAL DA CM7A0LLM& £7/^7

SHOLLi THU GROUND TO BE RELATED IH LEGAL TOM THAT^UAUR SHED ReTAICTED TO THEGADU/UM 

SPECIFIED IN PARAGRAPH A. Of SUPREME COURT AUlE NN.

the good-faith Perspective um delay Factor Should be uell settle fda reasonable ,. . 
consideration of being presented in good faith and not for delay.

Jurisdiction

flfUNfi- THIS COURT AID OP THE COURTS APPELLATE JURISDICTION DlsckeWMNV fidueAS 

K&LIEF CRM XI01 0£ OOTAimO iH ANY 0yU£X fioJLM CA EMM AjJY bTUKfL Et>MT.

f.

QH£t£ A&M&VAT&

CONSTITUTIONAL STATUTORY

PEtiTmek provided /wmjmmlk filing instate Prueeoing- That state appellate litigation-

PftZJCCiSlbliy THE CONSTITUTION A (laujPuJ. or DE FACTA VALTUAi\ JUDGE THAT LIAS PROHIBITED 

(JUDEA STATUTE 70 NOT PRESI&E DlTH&lST TAKING BATH OP OFFICE 0A ASSIGNED.

5TAT£A1£NT Op 7HE CASE

THE STATE Of Tt)LRS JUDICIAL POSTURE NAS NET THROUGH DOCUMENTARY Et/DENLE PRESENTED 

UmN HUNG COMPLAINT M PROPER STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS OF 7EUS AND CIRCUIT COURT. .*

ACCDKDlNGLY-

a CASON PVR GRANT

U)H£Ae NO OTHER JUlDfrli OR STATE CAM &D WITHOUT HAVING LEGAL PDbJER TO PRESIDE-,. 

ABOVE 7U(r LAUI AND THIS SUPREME COURT OF fftlE UNITED STATES.



CONCLUSm

FOk THE fbkt PlEA&OMS SB X blit /Ai m$'PlTl7ttM F6A R£ME A AIMS UMDEA JtiMEAI£ CBUAT 

RULE VV PEtiTIDIUEA ASK THIS JUPMHB LbUKT bP THE UNjJEb mm t>R America'T6 &MU4T M 

HMIPI IMMEDIATE RELEASE PhVM PAfSbN POK RELIEF JMMf JOA SPda17£.
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