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SR (S) PRESENTED
U PAGE £ I.

‘ %ARKIO £ ISUUE FOR REVIEW , THE PARKINSON DIS&AQE SOMETIME PRODUCE THE SEQUEL
NSOMISM OR THE SEQUEL 'PARKLNSONISM = PRODUCE PARKINSON DISEASEMRONG.

.If?549° TR I/2.0F NUMBER ESUUE THAT I PRESENTTED. POR.REVIEW 15, (\( INURE . HAYED .
‘WORSENED ﬁ¥3~q~$\ ©D - THATSANCHO QLAIMED HE HAD PARKINSON'S LIKE SYMPTOMS) _
THE PARKINSONT FEVER WILL PROnOcz ayy ‘COSEASE. . BECAUSE AT 1S AN SEQUEL.

"PARKINSON'S LIKE SYMPTOMS IS - —aﬁﬂINngIgNFOR(PARKINSO§ISM PLUS JRRODUCE PARKINSON

- THAT-I3. PLACED THE OXCART ON FRONT OF

THE .0X (THE WAGON IN THE HEAD OF
THE STEER) PARKINSONISM IS NeT ¥ Disk ¥

A »IS - AN SEQUEL OF SOME. DISEASE

(%ﬁgxggggwiggE Iﬁggéﬁgéiéﬁﬁmf Han FquwgingglggiQ%LQ?n'.ALNTOXICALIONYS§QU%§'
BY I . L ae e B [

AR REATLY "?’PJL\” SPaTeuE *séfls _ -GR. ,P:«PQNS@N LIKE - wwigpﬁs &LL..&EE;@E@‘SAME.)

‘#Tw0 ISUUE POR REVIEW;THE PANEL ALSO DECIDES WHETHERTOCERTIFY THE OPINION FOR
PUBLICATION.INGENERAL AN OPINION IS PUBLISHED IF IT ESTABLISHES ANEW RULE

OF LAW INVOLVES A LEGALISSUE OF OF CONTINUING PUBLIC INTEREST CRITICIZES =
EXISTING LAW OR MAKES A SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION TO LEGAL LITERATURE.
UNPUBLISHED OPINION DO NOT ESTABLISH PRECEDENT AND MAY NOT BE CITED AS AUTHORE’
‘TO  SUPPORT AN ARGUMENT NOT BY PARTY NOT BY THE COURT.

CALIFORNIA COURT OFi: APPEAL SIXTH APPELLATE DISTTRICT INSAN JOSE.

2 THIg,Is cgﬁpwggg :

Ty

_v?“WCODE OF CIVIL PRocwDURE# #35BLOEXISTING DISABILITIES~
© PERIOD?IY?CORRECT?, . .

LEW: 4LL THE DAMAGRS HARM AND NOW THE INJUﬁY\PARﬁINSONas s
YBARS :
éTRAUMATOLOGIS&‘ AND TREATMENT+QF THE BEST NEUROLOGIST OF MY “BORN -COUNTRY -

7CANBE A PRODUCT OF FEW HOURS OF ONE NIGHT AND FEW HOURS THE NEXT DAY?,
" # FIVE__ISUUE F@R‘ggy;gh

*/21S CORRECT TO CUT JUDICIOUS LITTLE P]ESE_S_QE,
DOGUMENTS OF ONE PARTY IN FAVOR OF THE QTHER PARTY. AND THAT IS ST]LL-ﬁQMEL
IHERE PRECISELY IGNORE ?. -

# SIX ISUUE FOR REVIEW. I DID KNOW THAT IN IN CRIMINAL CASES THE
COURT OR THE DEFENDANTS ARE ABLE TO BRING BACK OLD CASES AS PREVIOUS

- BUT MY TREE CASES ARE CIVILZ? iS CORRECT WHAT THEY DID? o L
I AM THE PLALNTIFF AND APPELLANT, THE FIRST GAS“

AND SECOND CASE ARE NQT IN
ﬁISPUTE 1 AM THE , PLAINTIFF AND APPELLANT I DETERMINE WHICH IS MY CASE.

NOT THE RESPONDENTS AND DEFENDANES, NEITHERTHE. COURT CAN'T IMPOSE CASESOR
ANYTHING ELSE TOMY DEMAND,

-? IS CORRECT THIS STATEMENT?.

SEVEN _ISUUE _FOR REVIEW: I EXHAUSTED ALL POSSIBILITY 70.GET JUSTICE IN

CALIFORNIA FROM THE 40 PAGES OF PTITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI SEE

FROM PAGE 25 T0 37. & IS IT ANOTHER REASON FOR FOR GRANTING THE PETITION&

EICHT ISUUE FOR REVIEW: IS NOT ONLY IN CONTRAST BETWEEN SECOND APPELLATE AND

SIXTH APPELLATE DISTRICT..INSIDE SECOND.APPELLATE BETWEEE DIVITION EIGHT A
DIVITION FIVE. SEE: FROM APPENDIX (4A) B

FROM PAGE 129 TO PAGE I38.FROM. THE
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI- PAGES 2 AND . &
GRANTING THE PETITION&. ’ =211 ANOTHER REASON FOR
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FIRST CASE RELASED BUT NOT THE SAME. A |

LIST OF PARTIES

- [ ] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[X] 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: 2nd i No. B288261
Los Angeles County Superiof Court Case No. BC633324
In the Court of Appeal of the State of California
Second Appellate District, Division Eight . _

.Ebner.Family Trust, Wolfgang Ebner and _ \
Anne Lene Ebner ‘

FOR THE FIRST CASE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SEE: FROM APPENDIX(A)
PAGES ISI _152- I53_ AND FROM PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI. :
PAGES 22 AND 24. I DID NOT COMPLAINT NEITHER INJURY OR ' PARKRINSON
. DISEASE. THE OPINIONWAS NOT TO.BE PUBLISHED IN THE OFFICIAL REPORT,

C o RELATED CASES

~Ne. 3172227

. SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT = .~ [ "

DIVISION7 . - =

S - ALFREDO SANCHO
e - INPROPER -

Phaintiffs and Appellants wmo? ﬁpp £71.-SECONDDIST.

B - . " KATHY RAMIREZ ET.AL. 162008

Bier

AppeallﬁvmlmAngeluCountySupenorOonrthﬂCaseNo.Nm7 .
- . Honorable Tracy T. Morena T



SECOND _CASE RELATED BUT NOT THE SAME, - ||!il:

LIST OF PARTIES

~~ [ 1 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. L
NAllpartiesdonotappearintheeaptionoftheeaseontheeoverpage. A list of '

all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows: ' ‘

EBNER FAMILY TRUST,

' WOLFGANG EBNER AND ANNE LENE EBNER,

FOR THE SECOND CASE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION SEE FROM APPENDIX(A)

PAGES I54 155 I56_I157_I158_I59.AND FROM PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIO_
" . RARI PAGES 23_ 24, I DID NOT COMPLAINT NEITHER INJURY OR PARKINSON

DISEASE THE OPINION WAS NOT TO.BE PUBLISHED IN THE OFFICIAL REPORT.

RELATED CASES

.
o
‘9‘

. 2mdCivilNeBI1SSSI7 . .

.+ (Los Angeles Sup. Crt. No.NC 037582) .~

o e o ;>:nﬁihen “    ,f‘   :,*._: o 7 Ni
_ Court of Appeal of the State of California
- Second Appellate District, Division 4

o ALFREDOMASIS SANCHO, c;rawsgmﬁ‘iaf .
e : OGS APPES, ARnUNL IR N
| Plabtijand Appellans, -~ RECEIVED - -
S Novaqwmes
_ T - o JOSEPHALANE o O e

V8.

r e el



TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW.FROMSHE. 40 _PAGES.. PETITION. # 25-26-22-28-29-‘30-oAPJiENDICF-_(DL

messas:

JURiSDICTION..I.‘!RQ!‘.ﬁ..;"Ti.i.IE...%QX&QES..EQLKI‘HQNJ..#31.,32_.33..3.‘!..AP.EENDIG.E&Q).. R

JONSHEUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVEDERQM. USA. CONSTITUTION. .
..... sAA% JUDICIAL DEPARTMENT: FROM &297 T0 &307,FROM PETITI nglS
[ATEMENT OF THE CASEFROM THE FIRST PAGE TOTHE LASTpa

: INA B RN

----------------------------------------

) @Qo(ﬁ?ﬁél-;%?m DEC/7/2018"AND "THELO PAGES OF . .=

ING THE WRIT L. FILLED ALL . OF THE RULE 10
] CLAND - FROM e Sy '&EPLY

‘ =4 $ <o 0!
HISTOFINION AGAINST APPELLA NT,S AND DENIED ' PETIYTI ' .
REHEARING THIS COURT ' OF APPEALHAS REVERSED APPROXIMATELY 90 YEARS OF
CONSISTENTLY DEVELOPED ILAW MADE BY THIS HONQURABLE COQURT AND THE LEGIS_
* LATTURE OF THIS STATE, IT WILL BB LANDMARK IT WILL BE LICENSED LANDLORD AND -

AGENTSTO BE DEALING WIT&&I‘&E?&W&J%&&T MAKING DISCLOSURES OF CONFLICTS -"

OF INTEREST.

| | o1 |
* FIRST TO THE LLAST PAGE OF MY OPEN BRIEF THA
APPENDIX A gggg&}r{gn TO APPEAL COURT DEC/7/20I8.AND THE 40 PAGES OF MY 2
- PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI. .

C .
| Appgnmx B ‘g‘i;.IVIL RIGHTS VIOMTED 1 AMENDMENTS #I_III_VI_VII__Ix_x;[v, FROM
APPENDIX C DECISION OF STATE SUPREME COURT DENYING REVIEW. .

APPENDIX D_OPINION AND DENIED SEHEARING. .

x the existence of a conflict bétween the éecisit;n of
_ Ani ‘ U same issue.
. APPENDIX E -0 tmportant finction of the Supreme Court is to resolve di ‘ a
- goui;‘l'f: &b:;:et i;!;:lezﬁc legal questions. ~Another consideration is the importance to the ’

e. ; d . ; T
TION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT . SUPERIOR &
APPENDIX F ORDER GRANTEBG MOTI

CENTRAL DISTRICT.FROM MY MOTION 40 PAGES FROM PAGE #38T6#0. — 1
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. SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT. OF CERTIORARI -

- W .o -

Petitioner, respectfully prays that a writ of cerhorm issue to review the judgment below.

;.. 7 .. OPINIONSBELOW -~ .- . .

[ ] For cases from federal courts:
The' opinion of the Umted States eourt of appeals appears at Appendlx —

the petition and i s

[ ] reportedat _ . ; OF,
{ 7 has been designated: for pubheatlon but is not yet reporbed ‘or,.
{ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States dmtnct court appears at Appendlx to
the petition and is Y
{ § reported at 3 m-, T

I 7 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported,
[ ] is unpubhshed.

4' . J
! . TR

x Forcasesﬁ-omstateconrts e

_The opinion ‘of the ‘highest state court: to rewew the merits appears at
Appendix €~ m the petm(m and is ‘FRQM THE 40 PAGES FROM ] PAGE 31 70 3b.

l|

. [ ]reportedat - . -~ ' sor
[ 1 has been. deSIgnated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported or,
Jlx;(lsunpubhshed e . . -
The roplmon of: the DIVITIONJS SEQGND APPELIATE DISTRICT.
‘appears at Appendix D . to the petition‘andis -
[ 1 report iatFROM PETITION4O PAGES FROM 25 TO 29. ;m-"'

[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reporbed or,
- [X] is unpublished. -

1.




CONSWWONAL AND STATUTORY PROV!SIONS IN)IO'NED
‘ CONSTITUTIONALARIENDM’ENTTHE WAS VIOLATED IN THE CASE

AMENDMENT 1 RELIGION, SPEECH ASSEI\&LY _AND

POLITICS

~ Congress shall make no law respecting an wtabhshment of religion, or
prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of speech

or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to

TP Y - P
etition the Government for a redress.of prievances.

© AMIENDMENT 7 - TRIAL BY JURY IN COMMON LAW CASES
- in suits at common law, where the value in controversy.shall ty doliars

the rig ht o frial b L._;--w_-n andnofactinedb - a ju shallbe

g dlspa:aggoﬂm’ te!amedby the people-

AR!ENDBEENT xIv

AnpexsonsbomornamhzedmﬁseUmtedStawsandsnbjectmﬂmmsmcuoﬁ h

there of, are citizens of the United States and of the State where in they reside. No
* State shall abridge the privileges or immmmunities of Gitizens of the United States; nor

shaﬂan?Statede;mveanypasunofhfe,Jiba'ty orpmpaty m&mndueprms

" . - ASUPREME C@HJRT CASE
Landmark Cases in supreme court history: HOW T HAPPENS |

Marbury v. Madisen 1383 -
‘Amrengnmmﬁchruﬂmnmid”

Chief justice Hohn Marshall

RMeCuliech V. Maryland , 1819
1.0t the end be legitimate.. mdallmxswixichm mistentwitbtkeletter

and spirit the Constitution, are Constitutional, "chief fustice Marshall.

Gibbons v. Ogden 1824
mafademzawmlawmmmﬁca ﬂ”ﬁde’"”“"’“w

Near ». Minnesots, 1931
“The hiberty of the press.. wamswﬁmm’”’m“"”
S@amﬁmnﬂmmmaw -

-
-



V STATEMENT OF THE CASE o
I DONT T0 BR REPETITIVE AND FILL UP THE COURT WITH MANY PAGES

THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE ARE IN THE APPENDIX (A) FROM PAGE#7 TQ PAGE IO.
AND FRON PAGE # I2 TO PAGE # I6. QN _PAGE # 23 FROMPAGE # 29 TO PAGE #35. :
ON. PAGE 97 AND 9BAND. FROM.PAGE 140 0. PAGE 173. . L S .
ON THE 40 PAGES OF MY FETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI, a Rl

TO - CLARI FOR ALL- WHEN:S

. -

WEGET PARKINSON. DISEASE .

HARP

SWEEN 2

' T3 IFFENCE mﬁfﬁ PARKINSONISM OR. (PARKINSGQy
LIKE SYMPTOMS _ PARKINSONISM PLUS ) ALL THE THREE_ARR
EXACTLY THE SAME ON PAGES #.9%.AND #98 OF THE
APPENDIX (A) AND SEE -ON PETITION FOR WRIT OF ‘wesioi’.
CERTIORARI FROM PACE.#l TOPAGE #13. - .
TOCLARIFY THE SITUATION OF AMAUROSIS FUGAX SEE BAGBS--
THREE AND ROURTEEN OF PETITION FOR “A WRIT OF o
~GERTIORARI ON PAGE #I4# third PARAGRAPH APPEAR AND
UNDERLINE AN OLD. LACUNAR INFARCT-IS NOTED IN THE LEPFT
PERZVENTRICULAR WHITE MATTER. THE BRAIN'S WHITE MATTER
AND"OPTIC NERVES CAN.ALL BE.AFESGTED, -THE. VICTINS "~

. BAY FIRST :NOTICE. 10SS »0F..VISION . TEMPORARY o o S5 50n o™
(AMAUROSIS FUGAX). | )

: oA nit
L., >
2.




- - REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETI"HON

I RXHAUSTED ALL possnm,m! m-cm JUSTICE IN
"‘"“_‘"———r SEE
CALIFORNIA FROM THE &0 PAGES OF PTITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI
FROM PAGE 25 TO0 37. & IS IT ANOTHER REASON FOR FOR GRANTEG, mfm%

o,

* UPUBLiSHED OPINTON DO NOT ESEABLISh pAEGEUSNT ARD MAY nomﬁnc:cmasmmn@

( i!g

— IS nUr N SECOND APPRLLATE: AND
. STXTH APPELIATS DISTRIGL. . INSIDE smomm BETWERE DIVITION EIGHT AND
‘i ?g}}fggg SoyE. SER: FROM APPENDIX (A) FROM PAGE 129 T PAGE. 138.1%;&:I g.g
; R MRIT: OF CERTI0 2 + & IS IT ANOEIER RRAS
SRANTING T “Barrogoer T LOPARL PAGES 2 AND 3 eIsIr

- K Y C
- :*AGT OF m VIOLATION OF m czvn. , RIGHTS AND OF MY consnmmm R GH‘I‘S»»

AMENDMEN’I‘ 7 -TRIAL BY JURY N COMON LAW C;&SES I
fn suits at commmnon law, 3—5313 the —ﬁue 1 contro shall exceed twenty dollars

- the right of &rial by jury. shall be pres

otherwise re — examined in an_z_ Court of the United % than according io the
., uies of the common law. . - - R B

_ g@‘m&eoﬂm ze{amed 'fhepeople. .

- AMENDMENT 1 RELIGION srs_g;(,g, ASSEMBLY _AND
POLITICS

- Congress shall mmake no law mspecung an eswbkshment ofrchgm:g or
prohibiting the free exercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of speech
or of the press; or the right of the people peaceably to-assemble, and to

petition the Government for a redress of @evances . |

©  OONSTITUTION OF CALIFORNIA

. civil vanse
is an inviolate right and shall be secured o &ll, butin a
mm&&emmmaWAmmywmﬁmamf;
canse- by the consent of both partics expressed in opsn court by fdﬂﬁﬂdm&e
camsd.hamvﬂcmsea;mymaybewave&by&amaﬁo parties
. expressed as prescribed by statute. .




- mandamus: Lat. We command,
A writ or order, issued by courts "

~only in extreme necessity, to a-

- public official or corporation,
commaadmﬁ the per ormance
‘of some public duty required by
 statute, Is often used in respor

1o judicial abuse, -

CONCLUSION

‘The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.
*
Respectfully submltted,

. Da/m A g/m&




