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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 Appendlx
— the petition and is — ,

[ ] reported at ; O,

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix

to
the petition and is

. [] reported at ; Or,

o [ 1 has been designated for _publication but is notgret reported; or, -
: [ ] is unpublished.

- m"er cases-ﬁ_Bﬁfstate courts: - o -

The opinion o% the hlghest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is -

e M reported at icard o Noble, /55w . or,

- [ 1 has been de51gnated for pubhcatmn but is not yet reported; or,
o [1is unpubhshed

The opinion of the £t/ e, Fransy /i nia_comizon /%’W 'i:ourt
appears at Appendlx _L to the pet1t10n and is- e

[ ] reported at | ;or |

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PIBE unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my _caée
was

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

[TA ’.cimely.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 ..

[1An extensmn 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).

M/For cases from state courts: ——

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was £ YA ‘Q/ obAO_,
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix i T

[la/‘ A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:

ASA S/ X020 anda copy of the order denying rehearmg
appears at Appendix _L.

to and including i (date) on (date) In
ApplicationNo. __A__.__ _

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. §1257(a). =~~~
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STA Tu ToRY PROVISIoNS TMVOLVED

Light Amendment of uiS) const/tution!

"Excessive bail shalt net be required, hor excessi ve Fines
imposed,nor cruel and unusual penishmments inflicted,”
Fﬂurfft’nfh Amendment oF s consts tatson ¢

Hor Shatt 4ny state C’f’ﬂ}’ a person ot /1F?/ /i bf’r"f)’/
Ox exoverty, withoutdue process of law § por

J«Z’)’J)f any persor within jts jurisdiction
the egual vxotection of the law,”

F"F'fh A endmen + 0€ Wise consttution

"No person shall be depvr ved of cl/aé,

Process of the law,”

51X‘f’lf1 Amend ment ©€ USe consgtitution

"In all criminal prosecudtions, the accused Shall
€/’1be the cight to a speedy and pudlic “/'r.a] Ly
¢n mpartia juvy, 10 be jnformed of natuce
and cause of the accus ativrnto have corm pylsovy
process Foc obtaimng witnessesin his €avor,
to be confronfed with witnesses agmns#’*
IW’”; gnd to have #ssistance of Counsel in his deFense,

Fr'ﬁﬁ AnendmenT of ss const'tution
1 w/”ﬂ"“' S/qﬂ// make no /ﬂUJ ﬂb(’léﬁz "j Fhe

Cight to getition The govesnment £,
Cedyecs oF jrzeuar)ze,”

(3)



STRIEMENT oF THE LASE
In 1991, at-age (S) petitioner ("Ricardo woble”)
and two nlleged co-~-de¥endants (stephon Tohnsom
(ageit) and Antonis Howard (age 159) Were
Charged wi'th ceiminal Ham/a/de/Murdef;/p/ﬂ/ff’rﬁ&m‘ip;mcy o
ﬂobbe/r)/ and related charges /”8'/‘/7“/0/1?7’* was the
only defendan+t charged with Firearms Mot to be
Carried withwut a license, Jespite tact that
defendant Antonte Howa rd ("Howard!) +urped
say d Jun (nlleg@A Murder Wea'py}z) I fo police
and said that he stole +he 9un From his aunt
tTwWo weeks before Coming in contact with peti
and defendent Steyhon Jopns,, (' Tobrrsp ) as
the 0/1// defendent witj Jun prwder residy e
on his hands, Attorney Tames Moran wasg Cowet
Kqﬂ’pﬁfﬂ‘/’eo( to rzpreu’ﬂf” ,ﬂe—f;ﬁm?er. on Mﬂf 2
and may 7, /99&, pe fitionec's Decertie;onts,,
fteacing was hel/d before Judge shaf Connelly
(”[p’nﬂg//l/”j, on Mﬂ)/ &/ 79071 J”dje [///nt*///
denied petitioner's Pecerti€ication to
Juvemle system without stating Ceason, pn
June 47992 at close o€ Commionwealh s
(prosecation's) casepetitionerts ”'f{'m’"’f/
moved for demurser to off charges at teals The
Same day Judge connelly denied demurrer,
EXCept for Ricearms chavge, witheut Stating

reason , py June s, )79, a Jury p€ the proseoution’s
?f@(‘j found pet ¥ ipner O\Ai\‘\’y of Seceond

(1)

fioner




De.gr‘ee Murder, ﬂpblﬂer/ and conspiracy to ﬂabb&r)ﬁ
0N 0G/16/TFFA Motlon For New Trial and fgrrestof
Jyment Filed, on 07/0&/799%, Tudge conreily
denied 5474 modion without J‘f‘éﬁﬁ’l’lj rteasesn» oA
09/29//992, pe fitioner was Ses Fenced fo mandate vy
Lite without Pavole ("Lior™ s on 10/08 /799, ptofion
to Modity fKeconsider Sentence Filed, Mofion denied
same day, [0/R&//992 Notice of Aprea/ fo PA
Sy erior court (docket Mo 770 PCH /792)
£led, on 0Af03//999, Superior Court denied
appeal , ppplicatisn for Rearqument £1/ed, on
01/7999, Keargument denied, fetition Eoe
Allowance of Appeal fo pennsylvania ('PR") Supreme
Court €iled (R1%0, Auhifoe DY, 199%), 61 0817/ 1995
A Sapreme court denied allowance otappeal, .
| on 01//3//997//9 fifioner £/ /es Pre Se post-conviction
oty Gl it S concsy appont
14""’/00”/48{/ 50/1”'{ r€::1 Pj-gu;: fo represent petitionen,
. placement coupyse) because

L4

he regresented pefitioner s adverse alleqed
co-deFendanT Aptonio Howard ou pire,t dppeal ,
11

Judge connelly denies replacement cpypse/,
Attorney gurt tefuses fo represent petitione,
on 03//9//997, PR~ denied, sy ”‘//075’//973@%%/
0 Syyer ‘
ur / real, on ‘
. 4 07/925/5?0/&//5,///;&”” 2

les

-
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on 0}’/07/;?0/3/ pe‘f‘/"/’r"o’/’leru cse moved 4o Superior
court . on os/tv/&oeld petitioner Fles Motion o
repres ent himsel/f in Superor courts on oefys/2 0!8,

q€ter Groaz/er Hearing, attorney farbalo

removed and petitioner perm/tted fo proceed pro €.

on 08/06 /2018, petitioner files Motion Eor Loccection

of Resentence Hearing Transcoipt . on 08/28/A0(8,
Judge conn elfy denies Sayd tMotron, on 09/1% /a0l
(docketed as 09//9/%0/8), petitioner files Hotice

of Appeal of Trial cour 7‘.’3‘(7»«:&33 connelly "J)pcfédfé;?ng
order d’e")’/{”’ﬂ ”M”f/\””’ Fos forcecfion of fCesentfenl e
Heam'ng [riunsc rl’,ﬂ‘f‘ "o PA Superiosr co urt (docketed
S /505 WDARs]8), 01 0 Y0/ R0/F, Superior courT
erconesusly lavels sard appeal as gogeal of
0//29/Ro & Judgment of Sentence gnd +hus,

Quashed /+as untimely, on 0%/15/20 /%, potion

trr Reconsrdevation £iled, on 06/l /Ao /P, 5 d
Mo'h"on' deni/ed, on o7/08 /R0 /2, agppes| to FA Supreme
ZZ;?ZJF‘Z&;Z;;;{;;BJ ON Ol/RR Jt0 20, /ﬂ?ﬁear}ﬂj

oo ,

(7)



RrASONS FOR CRANTING THE F£ 7.2 TL1oA
I, DIpD CouRT FRR AND ABysE PESCRE 710N BY

ERRoNEOUSLY RUASHING RS UNTIIMELY PETETIONER’S
O9/19/Av | B(POKETED S 59/ )7 /0l G) APPLAL OF /7\/,'(/524 L

ol TS ©8/28/20/F ORDER BENyFVGC LT2T FY
coRRELTLoN 0F RESENTENCE HEARING JTRANSERTLT 7

FPennsyl vania Rules o€ coimiinal Procedul’e (bas @\ Coiym, o)

oY C (;/)[14) 5+mfl“ea thata Vesbatipn adcecouat of
eptine senfenice pr‘o&eezﬁﬂj shall ve made, fa& criia @,

(IS and Pennsylvania liler o€ fppellate Procedue (FR.E A L)1
I”WMH’ Aovrrectior of modi€ication oF ercecs in
record, 5e¢¢, Lo Vs 72’/'!%»24.) 260 AR (€0, 200F)

Com, v, Fle/d s, 38 VA RL F3(Cas /P53), Duwe Process
and Fqual grotection of (4™ Amendmentof
TOEE (0/[57’;/,:7"5/7‘/\0;4 requires that de€endants ke

given fulland ace urate Transcoipts, 6ol €in v. T nels
351 Ui /R (JF56)5 Mayec v Lityof fhicagp 70#14,5,/
(89 (/971). o

| f,{l Super)or court'S o4/ofx0/Forder (attuched
Appendix-A) Quashing petitioner's appeal of

Motion Fos corcection of Resentente fHearing
Mﬁﬂf as un7‘/'n4e’/}/ 1§ ecconepus and &jbu;e_

of discretion, com. v, l,’ebe/) EAS A . Ad bgp(pméo@,
dom. Vi jzar)aor‘og}b.) YA 3360&(PaiR013) iR @, N¥(7) ;

Com, v, fen ah&nJ&j ob A1k d 368(Fds Roos) § Mayer V. city
_Qf CV\\LK&SI 0} 707’&/:55 /6?(/77/)/ &Faf/",{j fDCar‘r‘ed‘Sq;J
Transcrip juel

//f‘ (r‘eJuc/ ces pr*esew‘fand Faﬁ/rp court P"Wé’m(}/qu,

(&



on o08/az/Ael8, Trial c ourt(udge shad connelly)
denied pefff'fﬂn(f‘r"f_/_{_ﬂi/‘ﬂﬂ For Cocrection of Resentence
Hearing Tran seript (see, atfached pAppendiX-2),on
04/14/Ro 18 (dockeeted a3 09//9/a0l8), petit/oner Filed
Notice of Appeal of $aid 68/25/20/8 denial (attached
X~ F) and concise statementpf Matters

Append
Complained of on Appeal ("/94s( b)") fo PR Fqperior

Court, on 0969 /dolg, Superior court ecconesusly
lavelled said qppeal as anappeal of 01/29/20l5

Judgen ent of Sentence and, thus, Qua shed /tas
Unt/m e/}/' pe‘;/ff’é’ fact +hat Syperior court 's 0%%(9/9

docket sheet has Se1d 09//9/2,18 appenl (565 WDAR0/Z)
a5 dan appea] of Trial court's 08/a8/80/8 order

denying Motion for Locrection oFf Redentence

Hg.a,«,‘nJﬁ 7¥an 5‘c-r',"p'7’“, See attached Appenrd.X -,
Pet/tioner'S 03/XAR/ 0/& qﬂaealof OUR Y] & U’udgn1m7'

0f Sentence was docketed as Y0 WDA 0] &
v . , 1 !
PR superior court'S CDI /R0 /P deciSson er’r‘angﬂz.ry

states +hat petitioner's jssye ;5 also wntimel/y,
because he did not File his afbeal of 0§/x8/20/§ denral

<F rr / t . BN
0€ Lovvection o€ Resentence Heyr no Transeeipl withis

J

M afterhis r‘?j/\ ts o appen) Ol/RF /R )&

Judam ent ot Sentence were ce l‘hJ“/‘a“I*eJ ,\';7 Macch 20/ 8,
The courToverfooks the tact that [t Wdim'ﬁo‘f!/'b/e for
eef-f%/‘on er 17 ‘Fite quenl o€ dé‘m‘al of Lorrectron

o fesentence Hearing Transerigt or vaise jssues

o ervocs in Kesentence Hearing 7ran script within

(9



30’5/10175 o March 20/8 becau se fhe /fefeﬂ+€n;g
Hearing Tran Seript was pot £iled by the ./:,wraZ
yntil Mgﬁ /97";%/‘0/182" was represen :e .
by court-ap pointed counsel(Robert Eagr baf?)!(i:u o only

Worke&dgqmé“f‘ ;ﬂe%{ﬁowr)w/w did /Uﬂ'f'jll/e pef'/v‘f/mf/er

a copy of the Resentence Transcr'pt undil fong
aftfer S Days from May 7, A0 /6’) pefi%im er was ot
gera nted permisSion fo Pepresent himse/€ un it/

0e//5/27/8 ) and fr/al Court dsd Mot anf vetifioner's
05/@8/d0/8 Motlon for porcection of Resepteny e featine
Transcrigtl unti| 08/28/50/8

The €1/ 9/,;70/5’ e sentence A‘earmj Tromsceipt was
franscp'bed by o€€icial court Pegorten greg ory Si SchesT

and aggroved edited,directed f’fffylhj by MJL‘MM&%

* Their £/]ing and refu S1hg 1o corcect Resentence //ear,"fy}
TranSeript with multivle signifiltant ervotS/iMacturgs, oq
that ace Mot harmless (S a continuation s Judge
Conneily and prosecarion providing and spreading fajse
and misleading (hﬁﬁmqﬁﬂm about petitioner to the
Caur.'fﬂf/fuh/’fcjaﬂd- media , 7ﬁ eir c//'JZr/'/ﬂ//M/*/ﬂn @m‘ﬂu"f
(e«fu%oner' was So blatant that the «/Mb/;‘c expressed
don C‘Pr‘m-‘ v S é’f,ﬁo\y'e 5 0€ peoseg ufton's 10/09 /1792
Motion For Kff""”lﬁt/(’r*af/’ov‘l and Mod,

Fleation ¥ sent;
—_ ence .
Judge CoAMNI/ even admon'shed the 7

| Prosecutivn for
5/(‘6%33"% ;ncr,m/ﬂa%/nj lv‘Ffﬂllyou‘f’/pﬁffM‘ar o mredia,

Seej‘mj eS R5-A7 of pgrosecution's [0/Ro//F 92 MoTion

(10)



Ffor Re cons,/dera fion 0f 5?717[?11681
Petidioner glwiys stated (and the evi .
that he (S innocent ot ALL ;harges (Fe{anf Mur @/ \o ery,
and conspiracy +v Robberylayainst himand pedfioner's
Sentence and conviction are a miscacciage of justite,
/ﬂé‘f;@HM er d/d&ﬁ Kill o0 rob the vietim , Petitiones |
did MQ_"I; conspive to rob orv Kill the viedim, Ve titioner
does Mot Know tho was the actaal Shooter (“Killer ),

Judge comnellygprosecutionS,and foy, sylvan,a
Coyrts' abuse of &‘ffre‘f/‘m,biarne;; and prejud,ce
Ayainst getitioner is wey do('u’mfﬂ?"/"dv Judge connelly
vecerti€ied (Transferred) the pldes+ defendant
(Stephon Tohn son)(who petitioney only knew for 14, PAYS
Not fwo Yeacs, as erronegusly put in Resentence 7rah5¢f;y+5j
$o jblv’?ﬂ;/f) 5‘)’«1‘/’6714/ denled petitioner Pecertiticatso
to guvenle System, and for 27ypars Knowingly
falsely accased petitioner ,¢ being the actual shyytes
N Court documents npd the med'a, Despite the
fact that! (a)at +rral, ﬂﬂ”f/mmymd garium fesfs

proved thatthe ouly depen dent with Gt pocder residye
ontheir hands was Tohn 524 5 (b) Fhe

! . on Je-f’ 7
V‘}l'r/\ b/DOd on 'H\fi\f C/0+A;n3 was "J'bhnj"‘l}z‘ ?l’ldﬂf'l

d ‘ DI85 () the pafe defendarts)
tingespeints on the yickim s poueuz‘oﬂj/;wf 70
/Fems) were c/ef‘mdan'l‘ Howard

S and Tohnson's
(d)at+ria), defen d o Howard tertfed tat o )
de fend

Johnson was the actuq) chooter / a7 de ferd

] //' € dand Jﬂhn Sor
conspired to falsely RECUSE pofiLivnor o beins

dence proved)

77

(i)



the a ctual shovtec, qnd that pefitioner d'd ot
conspive fo robor Kill the vietim j(€) at peti/timer’s
/714 Decertification Hearing, ALL witpesses (pefense
and prosecution) recom mended that petitioner be
placedin juvenile systenyincuding the Same
proSecudion expert withess who cecommended that
Johnson Mot be placed in juvenle sys tem. (€)on

pa9¢e /d of Judge copnelly's oR/08//993 pf emorandim
a//h;‘aﬂ/ Judge connelly stated that +h o only reason

he denied decertifying petitioner fo juven) e
system wash's false statement that
"uncontradicted evidence ”ff‘o ved that pe?‘/ﬁm er
was the actual shooter, but, at pedidfioner's oyadfzol8
Resenten iy g Hearing, the same_ rudge comne lfy admitted
that No evidence £VER existed to_estabi; sh petitiones
as 1—14? actual shopter (9) on 01/ %/x0/8, TJudge
connelly cemoved petifioner’s Li€e wifhpt fare|e
Sentence and Sentenced petit}onep 1, ncon st detson m)
Yo years 10 Li€E and stated thatthe Life max("Fail)
was mandafovy . gut, tuo pronths prier, Judge |
connélly resentenced one 0f petitioners alleged
co-deFen dants (Antonio Howard) +2 2o to 5 oyears
Petidioner and defendant fppard were tried ang
convected j’@_@ﬁ“_gf N adult [ouff- and 5//47Lf/4£8/7”0
pmandatery bife without Paroleqn 1992 Fsr sorpna

degree M”fdey}%”bb”fjmdch/{mc/ﬁ bobbere, pot

(1)



Judjé Connelly Sqi d that he resenfenced ﬁﬁfl?t/ﬁﬂf’f'

based MJ)L pr Con srde m-%/‘a/z 2F f_’r_‘.‘.t c{@j ree
Myrder,in Judge conn ly'S o4rblao/8 Herioradun opinim ),

(h) Defendegnt+ {719/71157/1), necompani€d by hiscousin |
(erfe po]ice of€icer Terome ddom), [ate the ﬂ?jhf‘ﬁf
the $Shoo ting (10/18/799/), was the €/rst defen dant 1o
turn himse /¥ in 1o police, impli cated himse/f /N 4
homicide/gy phevy and was released the sgpme cfax,
Johnson was pot arcested apa 4A4r7ﬁj Eor the.
neident he imylicated hmself iy on 1%/18//9%/ ynti/
/0‘Jc\,y5‘ [ates o (i) Mo 6oad was Set torpetitioner, g, A
on 02/R0/7 994, detendant Tehnson wras release d 4o
Society on ball 4€tera vesy low bond 46 5 000
clv//gm (1o % ﬂﬂf%)wﬂ dollars) was pg,/
Petitioner's [fqr'f agpointed d"f'f'ﬂ\’“neﬁ J@/,g,fg”bqh}
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