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FILED
MAY 25 2020

OFHCEOF

THE
 CO0 CLERK

IN  THE

. SUPREME COURT bOF THE UNITED STATES

RECEIVES
JUN -9 2029

OFFICE OF THEC
OUKR LEHK

IN RE ELLOYD JbHNSON

SU PREME

PETITION FOK REHEARING UNDER S.C. RULE 44,

PETITIONER MOVES INCOMPLIANCE WITH SUPREME COUT RULE 44 LIMEN THIS COURT TUMGMENT ON THE
MERITS DENIED PETITINEKS EXTAAGADINARY WAIT UNDER 5.¢. RuLe A0. 28 0.5.0. £ 1u5160) . . ..
REQUESTING ENTRY OF MANDAMUS AND PROHLBITION BoTh IN ALTERMATIVE.

LEGAL  ANALYSIS

THE COURT OR THE LAW LLERK UNSPECIFIED RELIEF FACTOR IS HIEHLY GUESTIONABLE o4/
TS FACE LJHEN THE WAIT ENTRY (S LEAVE T0 PROCEED LIHEAE ALL THREE WAITS ARE - +
AVAILABLE AT THE COURTS DISCRETION,

RELIEF SOULHT 15 LITIGATED IN THE PETITION AT IMMEDIATE RELEASE DU TO SENTENCE AND
CONVILTION NOTED AT THE CONTROLLING CASE Th BE NULL AND VDID.SEE HERROD ¥ STATE
LK S W.4d 814 [TEX. CRIm PP 1953), |

- PETITIONER SEEKING ENTRY UNDER THE THREE EXTRADRDINARY WRITS SHOULD HAVE BEEN. . .,

DECIDED BY THE COURTE DISCRETION ON DECIDING THE PROPER ENTRY FOR.., HABEAS. . . .
MANDAMUS AND PROHIBLTIDN THAT WAS NEVE( LITLERTEDN BY ANY STATE R FEDERAL
COURT BR RESPONDENT Howma SUCH POSTURE .



THE efxoum) .SHDUL[) BE LONSIDERED AS THE WRIT RULE 1461 INCOMALIANLE LiT SUPREME ool
RULES BN PARTIES SOUGHT To BE AEViswes,

FURTHER \ LECAL ANALYSIS

UNDER GROUND LIMITED Tb INTERVENING CIRCUMSTANCES OF A SUBSTANTIAL 0R CONTROLLING EFfeCT
»

SHOWS THIS GROUNOD TO BE RELATED IN LEGAL FORM THAT UAZ’M SHED RETAILTED TD THE GAoUnDS
SPECIFIED IN PARAGRAPH 2. 0F SUPREME LOUAT ALLE 46/.

THE 600D ~ FAITH PERSPECTIVE toitH DELAY FACTOR SHOULD BE LIELL SETTLE FuR REASOMABLE ., . .
CONSIDERATION 0F BEING PRESENTED IN £00D FAITH AND NOT FOR DELAY,

JURISDICTION | '

BRING THIS COUAT AID OF THE COURTS APPELLATE JURISDICTION DIscRETICNANY FSuER S CHERE ADEOVMTE

RELIEF CANNOT BE OOTRINED iN ANY DIHER FodMt o8 FROM ANY DTHER LBUAT.

CoNSTITuUTIONAL STATUTDORY

PEZITIONER PAOYIDED MANDAMUS FILING IN STATE PRALEEDING THAT STATE APPELLATE LITIGATION

PRESCRIBED BY THE CoNsSTITuTIon A [Lawrull oR DE FALTS TACTUALL JUDEE THAT WAS FROKIGLTED
UNDER STATUTE TO NOT PRESIDE WITHAST TARING BATH DF DFFILE OA ASSIMED,

STKIEMENT OF THE CASE

THE STHATE OF TeXAS TUDILIAL PBSTUAE WAS WET THROVGH DOLUMENTARY EVIDENLE PRESENTED

WHEN ELLING COMPLAINT (N PROPEA STATE AND FEDERAL COUATS OF TEXAS AND LIRLUIT LOUAT - - .

‘ALCBADINELY.
REASON Fuk GRANT
WHERE N DTHER JUDGE OR STATE CAM 6D WITHOUT HAVING LEGAL POWER TD PRESIDE -. .
ABOUE THE LAW AND THIS SUPREME LOURT DF THE UNITED STRTAS.

-



CONLLUSIOBN

. B _
FOR THE FM& GUING REASONS SET OUT IN THIS PETITION FOR REHEARING UNDER SLIPAEME LOUAT
RULE 4 */ PET/f/D/U/fA ASK THLS SUPREME LBUKT OF THE UNJITED STATES OF AWIER(CA 7'0 GARNT 24

MOBIFY IMMEDIATE RELEASE FROM PAISON fm RELIEF SOUBHT SUA SPONTE,

EA~ AELATOR



