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QUESTfON(S) PRESENTED

I, Mental In competency

T7re /aw states that no person WrfA </<*se&re or- defect shall he sentenced

as as Such incapacity endures-. !T{edicz- f records in

iivta ca.*<2. pvwfJe proof to vnenfal incompetency at t-Aie tine of Scvtt

ur iX 2t (oAsii (-uii'irmxi viokifcm of due process’ to A&c( been sentenced ushiic. fhcowpetent ? 

TfL- AAervial Com patency f|eai"mg.

"The- /a£o jizttes t’h&t fai<lure to provide a. l\e&ir<nOj on menio-t Crm'tpetfnxy rolieri 

■Stcft-orenfc doaiot exist t deprives a defendant of X«V due process’ rCcfhir t 

The record in This cs.Se shotor S afferent doubt cit'd exist ?>Ac/

for co.-ni'w.-.sj i'^n of1 an offence

'Thereforeencinc3-

dzktr trial..o a

Aeap/ny otzlS held- , 

~fl\ e.cel-or es. at it a. Lcnvtv Cu. C a / /jo/?6 <m of due process to A act been sentenced

<w

w/ven tlnrf. doubt did east znd no hearing ousts held on /A<e issue, ?

IOC... Conl j/ct lietcveen Court Deo'i ia.i s

t its etc cO ue~tt precedence Yz-1 tke Couetv nicest up hold or ova-ruXe for due process 

of I?-Hi). (di sebxo was not upketef' ov'o'rerrutei in fie appeals of-this Crae Hi fore,

it 2_ coYKSitfutiovta-t violation of dice process Co he denied Sentence rei/er^#! uihen

ere’

tHSelaiCo haS' estctbli’sAeal tAi-.i reo.ui cement ?

VT"
HI, Due Process of L’aui

Tile United Stales Const-itut,i™ States <tv2,r fio person sAafY be deprived of* 

iihcricp Without due process of fauX 7A*t process eshdoLYhed ih \w lias Hot

been prwuM M -tkfsr case vW I hai/e beef, AeprdeJ of ^ liberty. Therefore, 

C^n. tbis 3liprenne. Court ipf (?ur couin'Yij correct thzt eru'sc&mdicje cf jujtfce ?
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LIST OF PARTIES

Ev^AH parties appear in the caption of the

[ ] 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:

ease on the cover page.
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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 appeal’s at Appendix 
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at 5 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[ ] is unpublished.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 
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at 5 or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

y( For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix __4— to the petition and is
[vf reported at ^0 Arl<. 344 ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the Hcrt Spring &>unfa . ;
appears at Appendix __ to the petition and is
[\/j reported at At-kanta-s Ciraut rWrt Me, oOCfK-.iO ' 261 • or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

t’.tYUut court

1.



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.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: __________________
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix -

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No.__ A

, and a copy of the

(date) on (date)

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

[vf^For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Afr/. 2l, 2.0 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix A

b/A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
January 9. ZO&O
appears at Appendix C-

and a copy of the order denying rehearing

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____
Application No.__ A

(date) on (date) in

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

2-



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Aeic. L'ode .Ann. S S- 2-302. ■~r Mo person (.oho, as a result of mental disease 

or defect n lacks cspaxi Ilj fro understand the prpceedi'ncj-s a^airtif in 

or Tte -a-ssist eiTectivehj in KiV or her defense shall be tried, conv feted or

ffhnse as /oily -a.s such incapacity

herI W\ CL>\-

Semfevneed f-o'r fine commissie-m of am c

endures.

Ark.* C»de Ann. § 5 ~ Z-309(e) ~ If the fVntl('n<j c/f tUe report i'r contested, 

tke Court shad tmld a h carina cm the issue of tke defendants- fVtn v>r do

proceed -

US C s Const. Amend, £

Criminal actio ns _~ Provision s' concemlviy--Due p recess of /aos a^d just ro>ri pc ovation 

kail be held -to answer for a capital

presenti/nenf or indictment of a. firai-vcl Xu.ryv except in cases' arising ('n the lend

pukli c

tkerui'rse. /Vr/amour crime lessNo person s unor o

OA

or naval farces., or in the /idifitia, token in actuid service in time of I4i

offence ft, he t<o ice put /n 

criminal case? to he ?<.

?. r or

Jam^cC. nor shaH cmy person ke Sufjecf for the

jeopardy ot life or hmb; 

ioifness s‘yrirn'i himtelf? nor

same

shall he Compelled in 

h>& deprived of life, fiberty 

due process of iau)' r>or s hall private property he. taken for puhlVc use

nor any

property > coiikout;

Ooithout ju-st co,vt pensaA’on .

3



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

0?\ l>e<:e»^tar 2.9,2.Oi0t 1 costs arrested while SLpSfttent rt f izeii-fospi fed, Hot tyring 

AekzftSSf} 3 menisi health jfc.i hhj, chzrcjed corf A dree toun is<d rape- ujifh three o-He.y<-d victims.

<r

DvC tcp th-^t retrtist/3.1 fr-sr'i rented health treatment before recovery, the illness sti 11 -existed 3 red 

became ojorse. , (?uistntj & coerced tjuilhj pie Aoijuit ‘f toil, ear/ &. lOS tjear sentence.. 

Pn Atiyust btcOil} j coirs transported to the .Arkansas Department oi Correcti,ms and p-.it

R £>i'l

back on mend l feritf treat?,menf. On February 1, 2012, ■g.Uhouyh still be.ft/my

1 m a nit (jeef it-' eyed a Rule 37 peti'titri filed, which was denied cm February 9, PoiZ due 

UrdiimelmesS. 3/\ fihsrdi 2&t20jZ ( -fbp tr/af court addressed the /lute 37 pefcfii-m aj&tn in H

tat illness,men

hepr/iici i?nd scheduled i&ddibfois( lu-ar-lny cm tAzcj iS~, 2o / 2 , /It that hearing /he Court apdin 

denied* time pekrtfen codh the errdbrbeityy issued July T513c>tZ^ if w?y appealed to the Adans/f 

Supreme Court and -they dismissed it <ni June* try 2.4f 2o}S ’Coy kick, of jurisdirfiinl .

an
7

Itc O.S.District CourtWRy petit/rued 3s rti1 attempt to apper-t ticFu/c 37 rul'/ny hut 

i/iCy did not toil tftc State Court proceedm tj tih-'C , cientj/ilcj as u/itrhufy on 

Ike £/y)d Circuit Ccnrrtof Appeals cjrvtnted&ppezd&t>iD-ftj and den dfkdmrd fie d/slrict 

I'o'Uftf denial, i/fuAvj their -lornid m>,uU-{c cm Tidy /9?

fhc D'>- 'loyireirjcs Court tMUS peiitioncdter Certiorari esr> Aeptember 30, ZOftp. but 

never docketed the. arses, cr reply with any zckhoMymed or eYpUmdim aW it 

A (iedfCitnn -for (Urd vf error Carsm nobis ures -Died In flue trin( court cr>\ Decent l>

Jziii'rm de 3.01S>.1
/

er

'5.2ol 7t znd dented an Pet ember if, ZOl8% without & AeRr/hy, Jd' w/J appeafeci to tie

Arkcns&S Supreme Court and. iicuj tffffrmed tie friedCo

Vie pedifim A

Cs decision or\ doveinber 2 t 2<0l9.n r

rekeznncj waS' denied on Jrmmnj 9; ZoZO.-or

4



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

tc the p -editi\sy\ siioutc( start co7O' i'/ie iz.cd ihzt J~am /hRe zriOAS

Rsr seeds i'h&d hr cl rever d&ken pi?ic(s. 5'^/vkz burnt h&di'ng storie s got

fsumiUi S-nd friends

prTson •

■bo /oSe alt o fspread Around my coyrvnunidtj tkzi CRused me 

witkip d&LjS' causing

/nr 1/

Wn^a/ breakdown (/-t s ut /e <d& liicj

l'teS-p>ihi.lh?dt'cr>'\, ihe. padice s-rrejted me in ike hospital, re/nov/hy me 

-tre-frirncnt t-vir /my illness. 'The. dlnesS wdrf net/erproperty treated odder di-e 

TSiYres t and beezim-e course, which caused a. -pa.de. cj-ui/hj pies, unde

3 /i dA severe. cor

PrCTm

duressr" c

(e ad bie Instjutt a PeuO koi4.cS' zd'dr a suicide stdrmpt Thz,{ pjerc was

ilieded with fake fabricated inform

M tic

pm'rude S3 ar\ rmly ulcuj do stop bemg k

ciit'tn'i in St packed courtrevni. Id Wis a 

with my illness, Sind wirs not tjoihcj threruyk in fde lust d&*j,er days,oPmy

um

3 Husd/ini that T tcmldnot Pace

life beesusa J was pdsolullu sure sd dice done thid J Ld commit suicideWiSU1
■frt dk e neyt opportur iiij.

The ju^j<£ toss s-toare e-f my 

cIticj 'tk'fc't ke Sit^rtecf "ike. CoYvnmi't'vwen't papers J wJ2.!T ttMen. do prison auc( pud ern wend'af 

health dredmep-t. (p. 04l) The few chutes (k zt

cukile 5u((d?nWj -jTi^vn

7Ae ?-pped Courts hz-vc avoided admitting any error, chiming pto/edurd Jetiodtst or 

Intenkfc-nally everiookhy the stated applicable lz>ws , such us coifik /de.u>nrt-n y. SHaies 

2014 Ark 7 See /\ppenc(f->; p, pageif FS'-fr6 'fhrt Cnseiato Pik nvj oitu^dimn and

e.'cteitsively ;'n mg arguments 5 but the Courtr auoi deed

•dz-( illness wbe.\\ K-e sentenced The sameme.rvN-Pi

accaieJ Cannot be Seh dr prodan

iz-l illness^ bud ft Aappened, l.hrkTccfcd^Jl-^.deT?r.~3tiP)a (nen

(^uo2ciet{ Rr£>VW



a«Ure«in^ it altogether, (p.PJ3-P 15, £18, £25-2<?,£Z9, £39)

'The. Federal and. State 7ator are. proper/^ established

Mental Competency issue. 'that I Aat faced t but my attempts £> jet the appeol 

(LullAs tx> uphold thojc /acJJ have tkUed,. Prejudice.

jusEue., The Courts' have made. 

futd 'ftccortf /Vj to proEthle. yuiii; Snt not i°uhirUj ?-1 it*due process oX /geo ul3J 

prtA/tteX,. wJrtkout tue process the record toil( aftoa^^ shoco ycult because that

Thef(cfi'u’emn'ie:)

fl3.$ Seemed t& oseepou/er 

bvicus that theci look, at the record to-4ft o

( Courts usriie It out. They make-up cohAerer they c*sant

situation^ not oaUj

(S hocu the Stetre s.nc

to part 0Ta VTCol-xi -to cj'ive the appearance oTjuilh, Jr> m 

tid (he police majee-ttp take reports, hut even f/?e trial court d&lri cAcd Adds e
1

record <5>\ appeal cothouh juris h ict ct r\ altemptiny to hide the Men (~r( Ccrnpetenccj

issue cbA ex (Tied. See Apportk E, p. EIZ-E13, £31 par.4 j See p. £9'£t1ontdst reports

I presented eic/hT pomtrr

each hat merit proven kj estaMisket kcJ ant the retor't5 contained

Cp>- ES) That Courts opinion euSoitet addressing The -frets that 

cd)\cern those, points'^ Sot even ihtenti 

'facts were citlVerent than they

Sihitattcm to a t'ckrereot easelaco ikon 1 dicl, 3nd statin^ that mtj jY\otiVrt

"&V menial evadu^-atm records ftrr a police irdcrvi'eco.') That opinion did 

net uphold laoo. or chzneje those I seas. and Could not sk 

Could /iox Supply ir> piy

ynoj } lines* requires a sentence 'reversal tkmnujh e*>pert testimem.y and! the

appeal in the Arkansas Supreme Court thsiCjT\

them

Cas&,

/(q Made claims -that cert&iVlo/\a ■j
("e-g -. like statin that X iike ns Me'are. 3 1

ho us those leers'OLO

sleomzn y. State. Zolj ArLT.. er plains Aouscase.

6



(Vets rui(A<0. Mlj petition clisphyed tUw'^ supporting exhibits' &nd m 

■appesi brief' covered if., but Justice ifuclso n, uskom aiso ruled oy\ ike tJeu>mzv\

jacked enou^U merit to ujarrant: a hearing ., uihe<A , 

States a CoynizaMe chdni S hearing mwii be held.

•J

case, ru-fetl tkst moj petition 

bo) lau>, aaijtime a petitr 

Sect-6 v.St^te 2QI7 Ark .199, at ^-10^2.0 SMX3d 2&?,n 2<X8. This /"s' a dear convict

i oW

foe-tween court decisions., and a shous of prejudice, f 

("Compare page A(? to pages D13'D:t(>, E18, E25-E2£?. E39)

oOHs not appiicz'Me foy ike Court to refer to the 20€t) decowar CzschacO.

.((ooo (hr: Circuit

ike ini-cid (ftrzi ai/oidziue..com

V

?xo t

77-1 at emrerns Mr fez ire of ike State's Supreme Court: i» a

Court, ix, entertain his petit icrA fur 7c u>rii of error Corbin nobis. Ji os*3 tain ftycer
)

-for tke Court to claim that storing errors during tire men h-J

fAy plead i)uj token my moti'ni tV

me. of those records pretended the 

iokich. exceeded those of the fttnmarx croc that

iu at forey*error

hi dirts recreds-factor evzurns 7i necessary

to ci'S never cj rented.. Deny mo,

ro

eyicitin.ee of
7

ike €\leIurdion errors', errors

{due process 'sh&Td a llocO a(( re I cyan f records to he

ike farts', hot: keeping records frem 

ike appellant rind then cfetUjincj the bcCzOSc they do not hare them1*

l C?<selz<i>, 7mc( ix> eyrduatunx errors th*-t oJr s not

zvincj to uphold

they to ere referi 

produced and a hear ing held £» p

no, to. ;7

re sen x

/7i e rede r ed ~b=> t/oe torei-i ^

oil (ended d k-e presented} lutls an obvious deSersicm t= r-yoid h

(t>80-D83) fF5)overrode, ike. 201 4 hleromnn easel zoOor

lotions of ike Conjiituh'cnid right’ to the. due process of j?,cO_.

i 2trd the follocoi'nij -ferur points l

"ifiere were many

Please acknoededye them tVvn ike

vto

re core

7



L Me rvt'ZiJ Tncomptdc

77ie conutciicn oh TiCcused person while he legally ihccnnpeten-& yto h {e? 

clue process, Pzie <J, 'Rotn’A

ACl1

‘m (AS, 375; BQ> S, CL 8 36, J§TL £<t. Zd g?5~ Thh isrson.

3(50 m Av^n^a-s |*ui, Jacobs V. State., Z94 Ark , ggf, Sag, 7^4 $M). 2d 12.6. 729 

Arkansas State S-ULie.. A-C.ft. § X-Z-30Z shades tkzd nci penon ?hall he 

"f an of Pen 3 e iW a? /«ng ?,n<j /no\ta( ii’rojeSenter ced 4W- {pe OMr/vs^f 

endure?

oA <3,

tn~

ik-e Untied Sifates Garnikprwn'der due protest ©•£/&*>, as s"ee/t /m« 

recsy-4 D4 ikis ewe, l/Lc e?6*MCili*A hco? were'not 'upheld, ere a iiky yi&lndiint f

2nc{ ipjjpi'»J<svimen^ <.»/' an accused for £ch that h&d never fa(o?>'i phc&% Mental 

ilUess exisfecl hdon bed. ik-e bime oj- a ere si ii\ cj/i i/t-ct irrt'ic of s'entenancy. 

Jo/ne. of u>k(ch or&? documented in inedt'caf recerrd? z^nd 2 ddej a 5 efhibit? coiiln

ore rcn<

Ute z-fp-e-cii peA'Avyi. See Appendix P

A )(pfziAed in ike peiUin'X u><i'h supporting documeniad 

i&l health trezin'teni token the Sta/g Police v-rreded 

/ll thro-u-tjhoui the court procedure, i

{he nzihre

, i UITtS ho^pikli?Mf\S £ US) 1

idlylon men me. cos? men

^ hied ike cet.pd.cihj {-0 endersien d 

2nd o>b)ec{ esf the pro<'eed/)n£jS 'Cpzihst jY\C ? CdiSulf earth Counsel,

nevC)

or is i m (preps c/hy ^ dePen se f udiCch 

to M pet end . Ptopey. fAisS

necessary M be considered 

curl ,420 U.s,u?z MZ ^SSX-tM^k^od

Ike dbcoumn led mental i\ capacity ih at f su i fered hr

'h l Icjis men

Irzd been ruledaw

bo CTtUSe mcayn^tency 4v Stand dried', kleu2M3H y g f ̂  #20l j f\rk,l

fhrt C'aSe/hcO /125 expert tediMonij rkcUJed i ked etphin^ ,n^ etuct ith-i esses.

8



XT, C&mpetertctj /fearing

tOhen there ?JT s'ubs’tan'tad evidence (hat -Ht-t defendant: w&yhe men't^dy

iCij hcarniej IS CC^/.; 7h t" '7®/ (urB to

a defendant of his clue froceoS f-.ylii- {a.

ineoynpetent ■(-<* Stand triad a Compe 

provide Pn\ Fide^u ?de he a nncj ele pr /1/

?,4<V-(yi>.L Drape-, ^ra.4'2Q l>.$- af 772,95~S.Ci.. at 904 4 ^We

t C'V

finding &i compele-\o,j tt, st?.nd tr red cannot t>tf presumed carreer rf Ike accused 

fii’cl rvet ve:tei'/£ 2 lull ^ -fair., ^.vci ?uiuate keai-m^

44 predess' z>f b 1^ m -(kc State C-

$-2-d *9*26,930 (&ti\ £-1 r, /99/) Jp (-faerc rJ suiXi'cc d^ulat e~koi.d ike 

c***potency of accused, ?•■ •trial court he.s 7c re 5fori s 1L i/rfy t& erd-cc 7- he&rtrtcj 

Sv-CL spanic. Drope • supra.. 420 U.^j, at /t?/, 95~ 3*, Cl. ai 908; Pate., Zuprz, 

38 3 38tf., etc SJfi-t, *t£4Z

wr.s othercoisc deniedor

{ ,orode<fdiiW, . <31-1 ff.v, V/- L-oc/chart 9 3 £T•»<.> r l J
rt i"a(

“Trial Court Commits reversoUe eveor u*hen -fz-i tiny h> hold a hearing

iua{t)m performed' applies tie statute clearly eblicjpieS Court h> lold heerlcijs 

25 denied cf hearing deprives drier d ant of cypor'fn/ thy to demonstrate errors iVi euzluzfus-n

*KCA.-S’2'20G‘ §5-2-309(c)■ Greene v State 33$Arie l, 997S.U), 2d 102

rr^u ire cl to deiermCh e ft

an cbj ectttni 5

to 3 mental evz

process

The izco ,s clear that a menial Crswpefrnccj hearing eras 

J tons fit f*> proceed tv trial. The records 0/ flu's fsSC shou) multiple. i<h'-es -fivaf

tuff'cent doubt did eft's t that -Cite Court Uf%5 aw?-r€ of. 7nd that j\ 0 iezriruj 

heldL See Appendix pages £>£-'P9 My ciea>r dbjedivyis -U- (Lc mmitlerr-LcdCo,\ 

yepei't cv-ere |i?p4 oud of record and (fen ihe 3upre«-te Court Opihien claimed thud, the 

trizl Csvu't lv>./0f)\suUre/ (fU issue. (p>- A8) Vi>vfcu$ error colvch (he Courts are concealing

i<rz-3

9



HI- ConPlic't between Court decisions 

The Arkansas Supreme (\ t ruftn q co>-rPh'cfs cufth tiof ly State znd Federal

£t&~tuh&S) bi-ti £.{f0 bJtik ihc Court decision S &f every Court including Hs otdtt, 

Cvsel-pio estoLfcske: m every court thrt zny accused -that 

Competent cznnof he sentenced until it is determined ih»t {Arc

cjc-i r on

t $ M c«(a( Lj t/j —

& re Comi -1
fetxnt to struxil ty/a /) and if there fs doubt eompet,

mte% t he he id

hear in 1.e.ney '£<-

cm the r Ssi-te . JzLc&ks, ^supra. ^ Am. S, CJu,- Greene f sup ra, An S. Ct.; 

G\-itPin< Supriu, Sit (lit. ♦ B r&nsu>rnt> vc Morris, A? F3j 2SB, 6th Cfr. ; ps-je. supr^f

U-S. S. C£ - • Droper supra V-S S. £•£..

My peti ti<jvi e/phf-iVtir io/:{4\ Support exhibits i!\at a mental competency issue 

ef.istec{ zmd a hearing u)-’^5' never KeUl? ujhich the record proves £& be true..

i ncj

/Tie ?ipp-czi-l Courts have ruled t/i^f plerciiruj does not Arcv-6 merit: cvi (heuJc 

even silLivincj a hecriny cn-x appeal h> address ft, Thai ciecisicn-i is clearly 

Cdlrfifc tine boitk nil other Court lire; S t'Ae issue oh Ccrmp-ertencuy ht>ru on1 -J

frhmcl tried find z(( biker Court' rcdihijS <m ike requirement of ?c jt-Ca riny

Avr CoynU-dole claim 5 ih on error comm n^bis p&lT'ovx, See Appendix P, 

pzge.f 03-ViS ; Appendix £, pa?esrE7-}F8. FlS-ElS- Appendix F^ pages' FZ}fi3

Another clear CorPiid Uhbueen decisions exist utth the Hetctn&rt 4*e-isien dWrn

jicamin v- Ude,ZQ14 Ark.7 Mu edidt-J records sh ~i h Tir fa Lj dihftoTes oJits the.ou>

e^ct came as hkTczse, records heUe arrest until?Jter renterjc^. For

ike Court to rule -ihrd aryumcA i F he merit less is (.(ndenyTle con flif coHh 

tpA't Courts cunn deers ucrx^ a ruhhej P)~ewt cLe Sz/rt-e Associate Justice Hudson.
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Iff. bu.e Rt&cess 6mst. Ame^J. S

b^n(j;acj cl petition fo a ujr{-t of error coram snobcr coiikout a. Kean'nc, f s3

den (4 i Atj dVe process cf lau). AccordtAcj •&> Arkansas taus zt hearing be 

held j'o r iderat«jv\ of the sdU^atio nr5, «rvd Appiicxi<’c\-\ of principles of 

I'd to to the findmcj j of Pactf Scott: \A, State., 2Cd7 Adf ]99, at 9-?0, g"2<9 S.L0-3J

COV\-o's

Penn v-Stgte^Z-Aek.57?,f77, ^l05M).ZJA^Az^ bee 21/50 the

5ckno tu (ed3Mri/iii m ike d issent I ny opinion, appendix A,pz^e All, (p, E7~H6. fz')

The denial of this hearing presented the full dt'.sch>o ure of -ike f&ctf f rrwv-ike

id had Cuntt'an.ek ike diajjwzes ofrecord &v\d fes ti mong toktch 

aivd tke debilitaf i:^£j sgmpterv? produced bg it, ~lhfs due process hearing is required 

in order to Consider ike &t(eg&z:Tcy\S and apply principles of hito to ike pi fsct.

(r\ij il/nessCOOU.

/UotlieT due process V/olafwvi happened token the toiirts determ iVied their ra-hVig by 

(ook<r^ ~>t the record for 5 of probriKie cjuilt and IodIcu^ -to the fa (sc records" they 

created ccdh&ut jaostUrfujyij #5 well as j<svk(ruj to posx.~p(en <nforaiatican"/Xos-c due

I X Argued tkcru.

sr<ef,i{prB8-£lS) P(ea5£ rei/fecO Hioi-e pfeadi'^j cu/th ike cited Aryaf 

‘?ujiikorlk.Kj_ ‘1j\e .Arkui\yni Supreme Court response- fh their opi<Vov\ stA-ted tin&.C

o , , 's , ,
coketker err fiod ti mils proper ike Court did rule, by cmsidenncj these profile 

ds- (p. A5") So t/ae due process Izcos coere not upheld, (p- fd'Ftf) 

The ■sentencing tohde incompetent And no crmpctenccy he&rmcj

process vio(afiW\$ already in this petition * Qec. J-1If) OtW- yfokfihu‘ can he s-eevt 

frevn rnij brief And the ccvnpicfe record. ^ee Append* £

process WdaxitTK> j,cerc displaced in the (Urcud: Court Ode*

(A moj

^ k f ( t re cor

rdro cluer.rc
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JP £15 k1 'H\ i 3 CtsufL re(/rec*) -the, corn-plcte. record, o p tA is c'ase ophite <join<j

Ax> (?>&c( in prefer tv s'vek H<S c-ju-'idtu'ice., //e /V &.//-kivnoing and &((-p&zo-eriL-i

faith St purpose. ~&>y~ cz(l Pki,\y 5 , pie e-tbrured /my /n entire. ( bres/rd'otoyi m// tile h 

W5-cPc three 'Sn.ic.pde ^-tde/Hp-ps Va// 

foujer. pic h c^s restored"

tpim AS-ify f except hij Hir<ru_cjh pips' 

m.cj M-enir^t herfip rind haj iezd 

l&tj&l p Yoz.eeciure S por 'Soyne purpose- (Art (Cncwyi ht>

(km OUK ikoucjkts, ! h> he ry pLe /Pfhydeyn &nd (:/ue fbvu-er hod t/u? ^(rrij 'forever.

tune

■p/iroucj (j piceme

i(Ps p/ieu &re higherwe.

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

03-23-2-0Date:
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