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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
1. Mental Incomp_e{'.enc\/
The |aw states that no petson wwith men'fa_/ diseare o defect shail be seateaced
for ;a.ﬂw\fss:‘on i zn of‘Feg\ce, 23 ion«j as such }'r\capacf'l'j endures. Medical records n
this case p-w‘/(t{‘e Qrow”‘ to mental ;V\Compe{e;’\cy at C'fwe' f‘:‘;mé of sen i‘enc{nﬁ . Therefore 5

5 y .. P _ 1 . F PR " r LD
is it a (Oe“sfl'tufi’m’lbf Violation ot due process te }\ac( been Sen‘éencec] while Theoppe tent £

.If_-. N(;zwta-i CO;'.A"N?-{E;'\U?‘ .ﬁ%ea't;ingi

The [z s"t'zz1‘;‘es Ehat 'Fai'[:;(re o /Jrow‘};fe -3 /Iearfng oM menf'a((;mpefe:u:g when
saflrent dowbt eyist , deprices z delendant of his due process right o a i trial.
The record in this case shows setfrcent doubt did epist and no /\ea(—/'n? WS held.
T/;\ere‘l%re/, 15 (t & consti tubamal violstion of due Process Iio hzd heen senteaced
when thot doubt did ecist z;lc{ no /{lezu'fmj was held on the isyue 2
L. Conflict Between Court De-:f)‘f.p.'ls

" Caselsw sets Price_(jé'i’lie fﬁxr;i the Cowrts pmust .;Lphold' or sverrile for due process
ot (?u) Caselaw was not upheld or sverruted in the 2ppels ofthis case. Theretire,
?S i"‘t a@ cbmsfi%ufi"omaf vi ofaf;‘t'ow o*P c‘i‘LC {)r‘oce ss {o be d{!ez/iied? SQn{em‘e rever gaf wf‘/\er\
caselaws has estabiisied thxt reguirement ?
B, Due Process of Law

The United States Constitution s€ates that e person shail be <[épri'v:"cf of
l'iéer‘éy without due process of [aw, That process estabiched in lzw has not
been pm\/&fecf i this case and T have beei &QPFYJCci of my liberfy . ’ﬂﬂerc_g -ﬁ;x—@,

Can this Supreme Court of ou'r‘(oum'fnj (ovrect that Miscarriage o’quus tice ?



LIST OF PARTIES

) [\/]/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 partles 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

- [ 1 For cases from federal-courts: -

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ 1 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[ ] is unpublished.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 to -

the petition and is

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{ ] is unpublished.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

E/{For cases from state courts:

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

[\/f reported at __ 2019 ArK. 344 ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the Hct Spring Gounty , fokensas Lireiit court
appears at Appendix _B __ to the petition and is

[/] reported at Ackensas Cveuib (ourt No. 30CR-10-261 . o,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet 1eported or,

[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 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 . . . L

[ 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 under 28 U. 8. C. § 1254(1).

[\/{ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Aev, 21,2019
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[%/ A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
dzn Uary 9, 2020 , 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. 8. C. §1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Ark. Code Ann. §5.72-302 ~ No person wino, as a reswlt of mental disease
or defect, [ncks c.‘ap'ac;'ihj to understand the pro«:ecd'{mjs a9ainst hin e her
or to assist e?‘{’ecf(ve% in s i her defense shall be tried, (‘omvfc.f'(’cl) or
sentenced {dr the C:‘Jw\m\as.sfor\‘ ot an oflense zs _iong 2s sugi« incapacity
Gtaclu\’es, R | | |
Ark. Code Ann. 8§ 5-2-309(c) ~ If the finding of the vepert is ceswfesf’ec(,
thhe court shall hald a L\ear(mj en the (ssue of the defendants FPAness to
()ror_'eec{ -

uses Const. Ame:ﬁc(, g

C,\";)’Y\l\!'\‘h( actions -~ Provisions concerning~~ Due process of faw and just ompensation
No persen shall be held 4o znswer for a capital | or otherwise infemous erime | unless
on = preswr\fw.ev\{’ ov indictment of 2 Grand J'omj, except in cases ar(s{nj tn the land
or navelforces, oc in the Militin when in actial secvive in 4ime of War or public
Janﬁari nev thzll any persen be subject for fix{. same offence & be twice put in

n - . . )

jeaparc{y of life or limb; nov shall be compelled in ang cirtminal czse tobe 2
Q,J,?{V\E% ’&‘j?’l‘m"é i’;fMSe[F? net E@ c-'rt,’{’i"f.\/t‘-’t{ 01{‘ “{.e' {;jﬂﬁ‘i’{ﬂ; o Pr«')pv‘.’r[‘fj) wc’fﬁouf
Ju.e proces'; o{\ iaw; ney ska[( pr(vz’c’c ()roperfLJ be {zlen ‘Pov P.A:ch us<,

toith vict jus’t Lopipens a{‘fo-/\ .



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
On Decembar 29,2010, T was arrested while apatient at [evt Hospital Hot Springs”,
Arkznsas, z mental health 'I:'nci/h"y , chaiged with three wunts of rape with theee alleged victinsg,
Die to the € removal rom mental hexlth freatment hebore recovery, the Hiness still existed aind
beczme worse (2using a coerced guilky plea on August 4,701 and 2 105 year seatence.,
] ﬂn Augast 5 2?1 I, ‘ ] was ‘[r;._nb’/’D.;."fet{ '.'(:u {fe _/&(éans_;s /Dt’/’zr(j:..mé’nz‘f o l}rre{ {--};m 3 ;mcf pit 1‘
[oz;ck o;x mentel Z\ez[é[»l ‘{’)'c.’g:'f’me.n{‘ :0/1 /%érazry / ,AZOJ'.Z, Z/:l‘/:")‘:"-j'll s‘z‘.'i///%f{(/;h.j ,719;“(5 ( f‘//m"SS s
I mnan aaez{' 4o g-éf z Rule 837 f:g{r"ﬁ‘m 1‘3’/&/;_ ek ey cf%piv,/mw Ef[o'r«,zary 9, 20712, due o
| unfimeliness. On Mareh 28,2052 (he trizl court zeldressed’ the Rl 37 /,um’} biny mgxin in a
/16&0"/71.7 2n c{f::i‘/i'e:l::»/éz.[ 291 2leliloma{ /ua:n"'n?y on /1/)37 /S, 20 72 At that /1‘&zr'r}1ﬁ Heo court ij;h
demed the Ieetf;’é}‘m wih fhe maér'é;e?nj i3;f¢1€c( \.Tu[lj 13,2072, ,-'.?r"-vau =y 2p sezled 4o the Adensal
Supreme Couct zndl they dismissed it o Tan wziy 24, 2073 for fack of juriseliction .
The OS5 Distyicl Couet cozs Pe'[/"//;'?lr"c/’zj an atfena € to penl the Lefc 37 ru/'i‘hy hut
(/uc:y dicl not Goll the st=le court [)raaféfz/}'ny: e dfe',-uj;}u] 2s anton <'/7 o) 'fé,u:;z,-j- ‘/6-,‘ 26175,
The Eighl Civcadil Conert a(’".r’//:pfz/:" grantel "'a"/"/)e_*a /aé;/;(%j sl tlen 21 Trmed e dovleis €
furts denia f, 135%un g {heir --zn'mz\/ mzaclate en I:/LJ 797 20,
7/142 0§ 5’\‘4,:75'('11"1{2 /{XU’{—W?:S /’)e{/‘(/b‘)l:-‘t[ —/ZT L"(‘ff'i;)/”,?-l’[ Prak] .5}:p{€méc.‘/’ 3 O; 20/(::’ [;ut/ '
never docketed the CHSE, ov replf‘/ with any ;;c!i/;ww/&l%-me,.\f or epluination about it
A /)efl;”f}bv-x for writ of etror coram nobis was fiked in e brisl corert on December
) , 2077, an e’ dLen (ht”f( on Pecomber 1?, ZOZ&Z wilheit 2 /{e’,;’«r/)"lj H WET 2pp f'z’ﬂ’c{ to e

/ g] : y e i ; ) : ’
/?rl!zn yas Sz‘ﬁm'c’me (om"( a—n:(‘ (/:\rt/’ z"./’{ﬂ‘m?d (/,e {?/"a[ o Cs c/'ec'.{sfm 6N !\/aveméer it 'Z, 20'/9,

/7I€ #.(7:‘{}‘01 'A;‘r r'e/{ear.-'nﬁ W25 den :'t.’c( | on Jan wzry 9, 2020,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Remam forvr gmy\é.m) e Pe{«tum showld start with 1he fact thet T 2 in
Pr?savx for nets thunt had never taken piac@ Some Mz;(_{e»ulg /mm,'/};a-émg sbories got |
sprem:i around My cmmun ."('Ij that caused me to fose all o‘th7 /%imr'/;/ aned Brends
within éiﬁfji', ¢ ﬁusff\j a severe mental érea/&c[)nun coith s‘b{./’cr‘l‘/;z[,f'z‘-’y,, anel
hos pi i?v{ zzafrm / The po/we .,rres{ef[ me in r/te /wu,ﬂ/f&/ /’?/’1101//)1 hg me From
ﬂ?aémemﬁ /vr my ////’185_) “713 ///l'lc’b) way nevef/*mper/ z‘rc’a{ec/ u‘/ffl"o‘/e
arrest and became worse ;| wh ich caused a tabe geci lty plea uncler dicress,
)u?f a e hours aller 2 swicide attempl That /)/ea' s mude at dle last
minute as 2n o"Yl[(j w2y to stop [')efmj- Aumi/}‘%r"e[/'wr' th false Pabriceted nlrr-
;zi“z}m na ﬂ?“'/;ef/ courtromm. Tt was a s i'-tita'[/‘bn that I conlel not fxce
with my 1"/64 ess, an oA was not ﬁ-oz)tcj' ‘fﬁr‘o’uj’/r} in the /27.:‘{ t7':>7,o’)' [/.‘a“/j/ 070/;47
[iie becagse I was aéfo/u.('/g sure al the tme that T cwonlel commt sarciele
atl the next opportunity.

The :;uc{cje WRS SFUATE c‘mej merlzl illness when he sentenced me . The same
d‘z\t/] {het he Sicjv\ec[ 1he commitment Prpers I was taken +o prison and pu{' o mental

health treatment (P D"r‘f) The fzew staies that an accused cannot be sentepced

while $;«~(-'Per13\9 Bom a mentzl ;’lfmeSS', but 4 ha ppe.y\eci; ( Avk. Gode_Am. §5~2/302)

The z.ppgz.,{ ourts /m/e avorded z(d'm.'{ﬁ‘no] any error, cfafnmhg f’w(?c{um[ Ae.ﬁ'aulég‘ or

;,f\{::ev\'(‘{or\?ai(tj 0V€r[ooj£l\1oj the stated -a/_xp/iﬁ'al)[e [aws, sich as mith Mewmezn v, State.
2014 Ak 7 See APPe”‘“X F, prges FS-F6 That nselzw Fit My 5Ez‘uai:fm’i znd

was %{A()Zz-{eé( Prom cxcfens}vafy in my 'an]ume.«'f)*, put the Courty avoided



a&&res-sin_c) t &‘{béefixc"s’, (P‘ DI3-D15, E1B, E25-2¢,£29, 539)

The Federal and State laws avre Properl7 established cemcerning tHhe
mental dompcf@mc;ij fssue that T had faced, but my L’cf’femf'r"s to get the a/.y.sea/
Cowts o uphsu these [aws have failed. P rejudice ha.s seemed te ovecpower
:;wsffée, The courts have made it obyioes that H}ecj ook 2t the record to |
ru (c acwdmc o prob: thg quilt, &nrl net /fa émcj at npc/ua/‘mccb) of /éw was
pm\rtc(&[ M)lfhoui dw?. process (he recorcl w«l( a(wags showo gei (f because ‘l”\ﬁf
is how the State and Courts write .( ouct | They make-wp whatever 'f'/"iﬁ‘j want
& puct on record e give the zppenrance of quilt, In my situation, net enly
did the police maise-agp folse reports, bt even the trial court hdricated uls e
record on appen( withoudt jwfsci{c&’un af{emp{mcj 4o hide f:iue Mev‘\'[af (mzpez,"mctj
ssue thot existed. See Agpee\&y E, p.Ei2-Ei3,E3] par4; See p. E9-Elfon hlse r@{)ﬂ’ffs

I Qre‘semfedq eight points on aPPeZ:«.( in the Arkansas Supreme Cocrt that
eacht had merit proven 'b.u} established 12w and the vecords contained in the
lase. (P“ 53) That courts opinion aveided acfc/ressc‘nﬁ the facts that
concern these po}nf‘r . and even MJcemfr‘o-/\aH«j made clzims that certa
Facts were ditVerent then {’/w.-j are. ( e.9., like s‘{-a-éina thnt I likens my
situation T z differeat caselaw thon 1 d(cl and S'['a,ur\y that my motion
Ffor mentzl evazluztion records was B 2 pelice ,‘n{-crview,) That opinion did
not up)\o[c{ [z, o d\ange those fzws. and wuld not show hows these lacws

ould not apply +o my case. Newmsn v. State 2014 Ark. T, explains howo

my illness requires a sentence revecrsal through erpert festimeny aad the



Louets (u.lw\(:) Mtj puhhon d"f" (1Lc( hat cwith 5umeurcma exubi{- =nd My

?‘PP@&{ briet Cf)vereci i'L but Justice 1u<{sm whom alsv ru(f(_l on the Mgu_mat‘\

case, ruled that my petition lacked enough merit to warrant a fwari}fmg . when,

by low, anytime a petition states & cognizable clfaim z he caring must be held.

Scp(;{, v. State, 2017 Ak, 199, £ 9- 70 520 S.6).3d Z(a? 268, //\U s 2 cle rcon?p/w(‘

. b(’:‘é‘pg@:@ '400{,',{— c{ecr" ;[on s, zn_c_:( Zl‘.f/;o«_/:)‘ o‘f_ p i’ej.’l.(('(l’c“l@ ’pf’gwl ‘f&u" )‘.:\_{w‘—.-\\Ls‘mz(‘ ‘m/m‘_c[zrl«_%.

(Campar'é page /\Q;n.to pages DI3- DiG, E;lg,'EZS*E 26, E3’9) | ' |
7 was ned ap,o/.mb/e for (he Court *o rf/’er to the 2009 WNew man czselaw

| 74at [z C‘{Mc‘c"‘(;'l")' ﬂle feave of the Sfa'{c-”"; Spreme C’our{' :{a aflocw Hi.{ Cireult
(ot o enfc"r{am his /)E{tf/(;‘ /vr el wr:‘( of cirvor corww nug.J /f' IAI?LJ z,'e-f'[zl}?/y
erroe 4o the Ifow‘f fo claim 1"'/4(:7? S(U_rmﬁ Errors c.’{ctrinj the mental eyz luatiom
WES & hecesszry Prctor €o my ;)/euc{ ing when 1 my motion o evalustion records
W2y never g ranted, Dc’.ngfnﬁ me u%’ ‘(ﬂ'/fwyefemrc)s pre-\/c’mf&l the evidence of
the ey B[ wation errors , Criors which @‘x‘c(/'ed'ecf.'i‘/mre o1 the _/k/ew;azan case .'(' hat
{'Wﬁ were 'rencér'i‘n’j to. Pue process should allows all refevznt records to be
pi’“(‘)[ibi(;él,’[ él’\é( 2 lfarmcj helcf to Preyg,/({ U\e 'TQAC'Z'S‘,' ir‘[o’f“ /(egzp;'",qa records ’f“I‘O'_VVL
the zppeilznt and then drc’mji:nc] the a,p)g;a/ because they donot hzve them.
?716:1’6‘{36!’3{ +o é/w'wrmjv caselze, and fo evaluatin ecrors that Wz pet
Z‘?{ [ow ec‘{' (lo 19»2 /-‘i‘L’S«c‘n{t’c( , (WS i c;bif/'guS dﬁea/ers fem fo ZVo 1’6/ /1?:(//:1 7 fo u/) /;o/'c/‘
or overrule th e 201 4 Rewman caselzc0, (D‘ 80“D83) (FS)

o . . ’ . ) H L. g ; .o, L7 Pl R ' -
There were mzny violations of the Constifutionzl rf‘gn{‘ o the duwe process of Jaw,

Please acl;'nowlec(}]e them Hrom the record and the ﬁo((ow(mj« S po inty 7

7



1. Mental Incampe‘f&nccj
The conviction of 201 accased persont while he ;s /(9»7”7 Meompetent yio[zles

cue process. Fate . Robinson, 363 1.5.375, 86 5. (836,15 L Ed 2d 815 This is

also in Avkznsas (2w, Tacobs v. State, 294 Ak 551,653 744 5.0 2d 728,729

Avkznszs State Statute, ACA. 8§ 5-2-302 states that no person shall be
sentenced o the coMmmission ef an ofPense for as /@(9 25 Any mental Ai,’s'ea;,e
o defect endures. e
The Uncted States Consbitsbumn provide 5 duce process of [z, bt zs sees From
the record of this case, the established laws were not 'z-t/)ﬁ"/'f/; (rea {‘”‘\’j' violstions
and fm;p.i-r'smq}'nenf of an accused for acts thet had never Eaforn /)/Z(é. Meuntal
| ilness cxrsted from before the time of arrest Mruujh {%e {inrc of 57ffz.1£t’i1('ihj;
Some of which wos docamented in medizal records and addef as exhchits with
the zppeal petiting . See Appenrﬁx D
As e)fp/a{/xec[ in the pedition with suppm—éinﬁ documendeation, [ was /iosp[é/f?e"c{
on mentnl /\c’&[’[illx treatment when the Stzte fblice srrested me. . ] (RS m"""{a[/‘;
il (//lr‘uu,,}l"\ou"f the (ouirt ()rv[ezfure, I never had dle c‘a/)aéi'ffy fo wnderstend
the ;ﬂszrc znd béj‘ecr" of e pre ((’e?a/;hﬁ s agai)\s-t‘ me, fmsu (€ with (aé(,;‘/lfé/;
or #5505t in prepz rfhg a Clat"[tl?/lSt"’ whici i NELessa ry te be tens i’d’"erﬂ'/ﬂ ments [:[9

(.-»mpe—f'e-’\'é- Dropev. Misseuri 420 U.5, 162 L7295 5.0t . 896 904

The docamented mentanl c‘apzzcr'z‘c/ th=t I sutfered Prom hzd been ruled

fo cause /‘ncam/o-e{cnc'cj to stend brial. Newman v. S’fa{-ef 2014 Avk.7

Thet caselpw hzs expert &S{‘[;ﬂmuj included thxt explains my exact illnesses .



II. Compafemrg l{éari‘ng

{Jhea there 1§ substantizl evidence hat the delevdsnt mzyhe meatal /'-7
[i\wmpa'femf te S’(‘a—n[[ ’f‘Y'fa/ & {.cp,-ﬂ/)c’{e'r/a] /’)(-‘22;'!)17 7\5 ﬂ’%l-c fr’f’([, 7/1( ’/Z"i/‘/t..-re to
f’.‘rovt'd'(: an ﬁ-([elgaa{c‘ /j)f’&r/'}\g. 5[.(:/);'“/(-‘)’ pe! Cfe{?m'{:—itl‘ a'[\ his clue frecess i’fg/!‘f"‘ {e

2 fair trial. Drope, supcn 420 U.3. ot 172 955.Ct. 2 904 A Sinte Courts

{‘,"“{‘““j ol campedency o stand trial cannot be presumed corcect if the acused

“. 14

dfc.\ Y\o{‘ vecewe 2 *')u..\‘ N f‘a(r_, km;{ a.(,{t’réu(a'f'e ’\C’Z’i’{r’\ﬁ‘ o7 Wwzny otherwise den i‘(—(/

due process ot (2w in dhe S'ia‘ﬁ\_’:‘ Coceir ()roce‘c.’cl'\"v\c)- Y Griffinv. Lockhart 935

Fz‘l 9265930 (B'd'\ C‘r”??!) ]{\ H.’l_e.rc”, 15 SR;‘P‘P(Ce'r\‘('" Jub;l/_\f ?l)ou_{ (‘i1@ men{"a(

c:)mr\‘;.e-"tenco) of 3‘““""[7 2 brial couet has a respen Sa‘l:i(.'-fj to erdec n hes rfy19

sua sponte. Drope; supra 420U.5. 2t 181,95 S.C¢. 2t 908 ; Pate, supre,

383 V.5, >t 386, 86 $.0t. 2t 442
"/I!/ - ; . g i . [ . “ ; -
/'r:z/ courl commits reversable Vidadd wﬁe:ﬂ ‘fiai/mg A /la(c‘/ a /lfzsrm? G wA/ ectiens
to 3 mentul evaliatom {}érf‘?crmr’e[; a/:p/"k;.é/e stalute c,fe,:;«l'rj cb/}g;{-}fs cowit to hold hearing,
7 Y . I3 . . ) . i . .
a c(euTa[ ot }\f’&rmﬂ Clé’{-‘l’!\fi’s zl‘(‘(\fm'(zn'lﬁ o'f a;.'()grfmwé'j o demonstrale arrers M eva /ua{favz

process CACAS-2- 305 . §5-2-309(c); Greene v. State 335 Ark. 1,977 5.L0 2d792

The /Zw /5 C/;Oar thet = ments( z.’amﬂﬂfﬁxc;; /i.ezrr'mj WaS requ ,‘re(/' to deborimme ,-‘/7
T was £it + proceed o rrz (. The records of dhis (ase show mulbiple domes Jhat
sufbvent dowbt did exrst et the court was Aware oqu and {hat po hezrin K wal
held  See Appendix D, pages DS=D9 Wy clene objections Lo the mental eynlosls
wld Jee Appendix D, page Ry cleaw objections Lo the mental syzlastron
reprn«z’.' were Negt out of recerd and then the 3 premie Court Ephien clajmed that dhe

briol Gonrt fod wnsideced He issue. ( P- A8) Obvious eiror which the Guets are conceal inﬂ(



IT. Conflict between court decisions
The Arkznsas Siupreﬁrze Court rocf’f‘nj.- ontlicts with not on {‘j State znd Federaf
statutes, but also with the court decisicns of every court r'}nc/'acl"mg s own,
Caselzw estzbfoshes in every cowa € that zny accused 1hat is menta Hj -
‘qc’wf’\’ﬁff’ nt cznnot be sentencecd ' antil it js c/’e{ermr}wt/- lhzt {::/ic"j Are dom-
. f'e.frnf o 5"&;«.;[ f?fa /, ch(" i‘/’ there ik‘ cfuuéf é«-vf.l. c,,w,/,‘ z‘e,qe.j Z /fzz’ar/ny
..mu,ﬂ‘ be /»e:lc/ en 1‘/16 issue . Tzu.oéss supra, /\r S. C’,é Gneene supra , Ar S.0F;

Griﬁ-’&hﬁi supra, Bth Cor. Branscomb v. Norris, 47 F.3d 258, 8¢k ér“r. ; Pate  sup ra,

WSS .G, Drope., supra U.S. S. oL,

My petition eqplzins with supperting exhibits th=t z mental competency issie
existed and a hearing was never held, which the record proves o be true.,
The Z’Lpp{za/' courts have puled thst¢ P/’md}‘mj does not haye merit withswt
cven al (bwfnq a l.q.e,ﬁrfmj' on a()pea( to address it. That decision (s (_’/;{)ﬁf‘/y
contlie f—'{,u] with &// other court ru /"\"j s on the rssue of cb?n/)eff'cnaf +o
stencl Erial and sl sther Cour€ rz;c/i)l,tjs o the rpozm/'rcrmmf of 2 hea ,,,),,j,
for fw;m('za/o/é claims M an error coram Nobis petition, See /?ppenc(fx. D
P2§€5 DS"Dig 3 APPei'\c{;x E, Fﬁy‘c’s"E7‘Eg; E’S”E/gi Appanaf:’x F) Pagjc—g FZ,FB'

Another clenr onflict between decisioms exist with the Newman decision Frovy

Newman v. Sate 2014 pric7 /1’117 eshibited records shew that my dix /10-7;; 5 was the

exzct same s thet case ; records Frovn before zrcest yntel 2tk fent'enc;mg., For
"%Z Conrt b rule 'sz-f argai/f’lenf tv be meritless s />//7:/;’i7r/azé;/a contlict owith

Lo . o , PR P
et Gurts cam dﬂfdi\srm’g % mhm] P the same Associvbe Tastice Hudson .
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V. Due Pmcess = UYSES Const. Amend. 5

Demj‘ng b3 Pei{i'f?ft'n for 2 weit of error covzan nobts withewf = I’\e‘ar'{nc)' (s
d{emgfnq due process of lzw. ./’\C(9(le:’\g to Arkznsas [aw & i\ear:"r\ﬂ must be
held for “con sidevztion of the auerja'{'( ons, and app lication of Pr{r\({pies ot

2w to the "rl)'[nci'ir\q 5 of Pact ,\\ Scottv. State 2017 ArK, 199, a£9-10, 620 35.00.3d

262,268 Penn v-State , 282Ack 571,577, £705.10.24426 429 See zlso the

aff<ml;cd(€i{3'mém{ in the A—isse,;l:"c;nc)“'opi.f;(om', ap‘pen&]‘x /\",-P”%’Aﬁ" (p E?—E@i; FZ) |
The denial of this i\em'{n«ﬁ prea/en’éed the full disclosure of the facte From the
cecord mnd ’E‘(’.S‘éim\’ﬂf\ﬂj whleh would had confiemed the d‘..{ag noses ot ny illness '
‘ch{ the cfefoili"ta‘fi’mﬁ sa;mp"vom? pruc(otfe’d 55:) €. This due process hear{'rxﬁ is ireﬁcc?rec(
in order o consider the al[ejm':(‘ovxs zind appfc) Pr%’nc.r'p les o%\' I3 1o Lhe L Mc{f\m]s ot {‘ act,
Another due process violation l"f\appee\ecf when the (ourts defermined their ruling ba/
[Da{{:h':} at the record for ﬁ‘rj:\s' ot Probaéfé cju_;“l(' and fcu(((nﬁ {o {he (-?a(se_ recocds i’f«ecj
Crea_ﬁel.{' w\’{‘fqou‘(’:jurfsdid’é(’ oM, &S well zs /(:vktﬁnﬁ to P‘?f‘i‘P(‘?ﬁ infornation | Those due
process (’o(ﬁ‘&'(mS wWere dis p[-ag)ecf M U\c Coccwdt Cowirt Ovder and T arrjm’c(: them
in my bhriel. ‘(P' E8-E1 5) Viease revlew those pfeaz_(’i"mj; with the cited legz(
authority The Arkansas Supreme Court response in thelr epinion stated that
“hether or nof\\é’f was propeir the court did vule by (o%‘sfc('ér{m] these /_s,f-oé»;».é{g
gieett recrds. (; p- AS} Do the due process laws were not apheld. (P F4-F. 5)
The SGn{cnc{ﬂ’? whife i/lww/}e‘{enf ane no (.-fm/ﬂcfemw/ /1&%//19 nre also dze

process violationg zfrca:(ej in this petition. (Sec,.l'"l«ﬂ.) Olier i loftfams can be seen

N Lo . o .
+Hrom my beied znd the complede record . See Appemfv“x
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L ask thet this lowr€ review fhe complete record of this case while 90:"/19
to Gocdl in preger o seek Hes rju-ft/ai’lce, He is all- /<.1awihg and all - powertel
with a purpe S'e' for =l fér}qﬁg, He allaved mey mental brezfdmon snd thes
made three suicide atlempCs 4oil um’--x*p/é/haéfy, exgept by throwgh His
Powei-. He hzs restored my men el healty and hzs frzcd me -[L/zruuﬁlf, tee
/eiz,/' PY‘IJE.L’?C{;L-’Z)' 7%)’ Some purpose wn km@n c‘» me. //33 {/wa_g-/if; are /71'21/161"

(hen s dtou_cj/%:éf, Thine ¥ the /(;hgdfw '?«no‘f./‘) (’/Qz eﬂ;ue-r and ¢e & /;q~7~ forevei-

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: 03'23“20
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