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Rule 44, Precis For GRANTING Re HEARWUG.

fespcna;bf}i’fy of
S pana ve New or

The Vnded Stekes SuPVeme, CousT has the
Struﬂnll‘u’ﬁ e record of the Stete cousl

3L0 Us ok 316,

Tn ‘V\:c\r{\sm, Pecsons accused. of cme{dﬁnj cames &%
%“&r““lka \37 the 4h, and 5ih, WS, Const. Amends. thot o
Peeboble cause \—\eoxfms of o Come\aimxf\t ;s dene wndes Octhn

and V¢ he\d befice & newtrol and detached m“ﬁd‘ steate hefoce an
acsest or sencch \K[cwm.dt 15 l-ussuetl. ek, (ouct Rule MCR @103 @;)

This process was \S)(x.ppeo\—ove.r in this Pttt lonecs Cose(s),
leuACnﬁ Fe hie ua constutional convichons Ej o crecad Courd

in total wont of Jurisdaction,

The 5&3\' naw [0th. Coust tecords were seasched by cdkc-mq.s

Georae Malissn. P 18068 and, his AeSidant K 15 wn ths ?dlﬁonef%
Wyt For (ERTIORAR] S Appendiy K. MOL T13,6- Mast have a VQLOTA\;

5'“‘3“0“3 y W V\'\c\m'\s«.\n o ?(‘QSQCuj,'Of must prove Yenue of the Cr(ma)

and o, Pecson accused of o Coime 5 has a Cens‘l‘H’u‘\'Zoha\ w.S. (g‘t’\"l

Amendnent Smwa.nteg. to be +ried In the Distact and b 3 o :\u.r
wWhere the ec Wne 15 Com m.z.ﬂ'eol. :
Michigan has easheined by Statade ML T6LICI(G) +hak judicia)
b‘s*ﬁ\;ﬁ wWith Teﬁaﬂl\ 4o the ciccutt courl 15 jf__}*% Cow\'ﬁ%, Please Sees
| , Agg wy\é Q . ) |
» The Prgwse,c\ﬁor never Provu\ Venue of the Ceume as occurqrmﬁ

Within the Gurls or his Dusteret, Ths is o radical 3\.\?‘\5&;(:\‘:01\&\
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b Y convicti adet couct
ionecs Convictions

Z\e(:ec'.\' +hat Vords this fe | - N
Crade MCR €. HA(T) and Stavstory 1S

Tke EO;ST\'QW\ D.sfr‘tct Featef&\ Cet,\rt 40 ;
issue. See! Simpsenv Macke), lewis 1573 (1999) See

M- 762.3 ¢ M

Mz’ch(ﬂan culed on this
NN/&.

ed of & Crime has the \*{3\\’(

¢ . 4 v vsen acc_us . N
—n'\\rés\\; " M\C\“S"‘na a pe Thk 15 tTrue UmAﬁ.f "i'\\\s Lcu\"t\s

net to be convicted on .Pc\ice, Fe‘f:\”‘(‘j -

PR . -
decision n quev. Kc\nsa; 3\7 Us ot 3l6 (19‘152), Pohce pec)ury reguares

N
revex Stx\ .

?c\lce. Pevjm‘j I M'\c\wzsmx is & re.\onj Ahc\ ;5 P\k’f\j\s‘\'\&\ﬁl‘b up Yo 15 years
n P(‘llSOﬂ.”SeQi ML\ 764, L (&)(Y),

A+ AprE_A:L_)_( G and H 1t can be v&x&lH seen that Smﬁfn&w Cﬁ\-\f\*y
Vs listed as the veaue of the crime \)x/ the same Complanant who
15 & pelice oFficer, This officec wag nevee the nvesti ating
officer of the Complaint Felony in Appendiy R

This OF€rcec nevec went LQ‘(&C& o ma.cjésircie_ noyr tooK an Oath
‘\)-ecc\usa ‘H}e,re, 15 No (‘awc& of t“{’ \'\Q_PPQf\‘\Y\j 5 5«1%0\ 1\Q the tecer d Foc

reviewr . This of fices or\\j pcav’w\q& the Pefj‘“tj;' “PheX these +uwo
Crimes Wee (o ramitted mn Sa5 ina Cewd:nj;v Beth of these coimes
Wece _f"&\);'\c&h& asa'ms‘l' this Plainti & lsj the police and the MP
of +the Saﬁ;n&w Cc.m'tj pcoseudar} sffice .

This Police, ond Prcse_c,u‘tar Misconduct has been Brouﬁ‘\i befoce M‘L\“ﬂﬂ
One. (oict of Justicr many times | but +o ne avail,

i I quess T s)-xo_ulcljuﬁf be hmpgaj net Fo have bean QY\Q(\,CA'QC{
;r:\ zn:;{lk:: ;ul\fefs. anc?nk E\QA\ that Tl‘!'\{ M(ghlgm; Cousts Cover-up ’

‘ & Tractor and Hillr From +his Rtrticners

\mvr\) and let me |ive, m Pv: sofl, Seei Aogendiwy E , ST, Ref;ev't 9,7,

)
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oa 1-31-QecT, a Gl'i’)ﬂ‘l&(' Necxnrlcj was )‘zdc’. aﬂlc’zﬁ. / 2 ok tec
N ‘ ’ }a]gr)i;‘(f)
Conviction because of new evidence Coming forth :::F this F " c,vj ot
i R N ' v - no; - - - s s
octwal 'innocenceg found Aa..\rulc) fedecal c\e_pcsrbeﬂ I cose

. Lo _t .
At this clepcs‘f\'(m t was discovered that the Lomplamanl n

Appendiy H. was nat the 17)«@5‘?5&‘1}73 oFficer, See P A L 5-8.

A ‘hﬁ'&\\\j d\ffecent oFfices testified | that this fquﬁ‘hff 0\:\‘0‘\ net |
Commd this crime and closed his case as, Un€eunded , G H. p. dd.

This ’m'\/es‘h'jd;nj officer closed his case /n Apcil Aood , ond 3
Yeacs loer +his P)q’mﬁﬁf was c\qcu-sec\ in Sq_ﬁ;hquj ch\-t), because,
the "c]"tr’fy Ccp“ Jied obout the Venue of +he coime and focuon —

SLO?P.QO\ +\m'5 c\oseA case wite « Coust +}\o:t Coulcl mf't &C%\*'WQ—
Jueisdiction except by peryuary, ond Fraud.
‘ﬂ\is —Po.ﬁ'ﬁaner\s convfc‘hbn }\as

been U.PBQH. L)’ /Ylfc‘néc\n Kncw‘:na
of the Pa\}ce Ptgurj and the Sup

prassion ef o ?mfcmh\e aness.

-F;u\r%\j n M{c\wgcm) a pecsen accused of a ceime has the Tk
Yo the protection of Hhe States Jaws and this was not done in

thys Petitioness cases. This has split case Jaw decisions oS Shewn

oY e 7-il in Fetitioners Wit FoR CERTIoRARI .

Ta the Aecisfon of 7-3)-2010 éj the suct n )
Pv. \-\cuﬂ\ooFA., 487 Mich, 5¢8 (eic), this ponel reinstated his conviction
ofter ¥ Was Vacated b\i the m;chigaﬂ Coucl of A,OPQOJS n -E\)rumrj deo9,
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~In CeMes his Coust Pro)-x;L;‘l'eAi

4+h. E\(ij Jew that altecs the '\13&\ rules of &““Aﬁ“cﬁe;
retieves ]&559 of A‘\(‘(Q_fe,\f -[—{5-{,‘,,,@-;:1\/ s +han ¥rhe \ewd regun
Hhe Fime of the cormission of the offense | wm ocdes To
the offender,™ |
Fyesl ths 2000 panel obliviated this’ Pekhicnec’s defense

of Py, Hall 375 Mhch. 187, 192 (1965) and Pv. Sudben, 36 MA. 604 (a,
_}'\CKVQ 3(‘00:\'&0{_
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These cases and, mony other Ju;s:onal cases
reef when o deSendanl Pvzsawg,.c\ o Venue ol:jec.fzon

Yo MCL 747. H5 ('i)(};)) which 15 #he venue statute for Corminal
Ceiminal “}r;q\s.; L\)}'“Ic‘\ was Aorra \aﬁ N\g"tl‘on To Quas}\,

5%1‘;@%’:0" o bist of dades this was carsed 10 the Pl«:&h{{;
Subwmitted WaiT £ig LERTIORARI,

P ursuant

| Second this panel substiuted * ewil venue statdde in a
Ceiminal teial whieh s ML Geo. 1645, +hen nevec aﬁcu'\a mcof‘jni\Zec\
'\'}\o‘k ‘ﬁms ?@"(:‘%;OV\Q&‘ Al(l save \—\(s \({,nue oL j%c‘i’a‘c-‘l Pi‘ 10(‘ o t< :&\ s

Third s PN\&\ violaed. Yheie own Coust Rule MIR €. 00} ®@EX3)
S‘\'ciﬁngi
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{ R “ o8
—n\t’. PVO\“S'[@‘QS et "’\'\Q (‘ulis of C_\\/L‘ Pféch“(-{ O.'PPl? to Casds
geverned by this cheslec, ExCePT,

(9). when C\Q&v\/j appeass +hat *H\Q‘j apply to cwil actions ONLY, et

(3). \b‘\m o S‘&&\’m\'& or coust WL\Q FW‘\IM‘QS a “Ke ot chﬂ‘erenf Pfﬁcd&feoﬂ
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5\-\0“[& ne ians&v be ag9\1¢q¥\z , L§Kaw:“-sz) F T lews +hat
. Statates Pf&SCTmeS ceiminal prcce&u_—r{s take peecedence

ovec L\(\& S‘\quA VQT\AQ(‘ ;h&PP\v\c_c\_k\Q,) C‘Ni\ Tules ?\‘wu)\ms
A 3
\\KL P('c; CE_A\\L{‘.QS‘

The cwil venue ?feméwxe, 15 MCL 600.1645 and. the commnal Venue,
18 meL 767,495 (V) and, this was a ceiminal teai] and the é._:em‘t
Rule dicects the coust to use caminal ¢latutes in cotminal #r rals
OmA C\‘V” Staj‘ui'es ;n C;u’t'/ 'h'l:‘.\.IS)’ So \'\a"u; can --H{ls BQ ‘\am\ass
erroc undec MCL 769,26 ©

Ths was :\w_\ge made Jaw ‘i’}\ai Violdtes Ex PosT FacTo and o
rodical j‘*";ﬂuf—h;“‘:‘l Asz{u't and net )ﬁ&fmlﬁﬁs eryoly and this
Pebitioner did act receive #he prc'fectz;m of his State’s laws.

Plesse e Agpondiy O,
Lab‘Hj the citizens of Arenac, Baﬂ‘ and Ogemas cc,\j:\i‘;es voles

fec thair elected officials wece nullified L3 o d‘;\yu\ cgf\J te thwact
a C‘V” \o.ul 5‘-«(\’\' k\ ‘FQAQV&\ Com-i’ E‘rcuﬂ\{t By +)1is 'P/a'm‘l‘i‘FF ) '{7‘3

fecum- S\NQP & Cowinel case o

Ceund when +he | ‘ his -R-iéa& the Pn\_s-ecui‘o(- ;n Saﬂ‘mcx\T'
J N preper d\qcs\nS cotm’t7 Fécsecu“}.‘ors “\’OM. ‘w;m ”0'

An G.che\‘ \:‘ft of the fedecal Aepos'rl'z'cr\ Vs ot _F_a.ge,_'{ of this Rule Uy
Rehears ng Mation .

Because of M\d\:so‘n Courts efferls net to Q(KV\DVJ\QASQ— Fhus
Pattioness ro.die) Suf{so\'\c\'fona\ conviction PeliYicnes \Dfm’-ex{:u\\\) r{%ues‘l's
“\'\m'&' the ReHEARING be granted on the April 19, 3021 denial for
| WR\T FOR CEQTIDRAR\ Xy an D'H\e? D\VD:I,C\uQ VQ\{Q‘F. (38 = QQ"L‘D.

| Thank Yeu, Al decuments TQ€QT('"E_!’13 +e the Fedecal Ae?0§\+t.cn will
e sent when the RENEARING s Grorted, |
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APERCW “
Re.\\ecs.rinj sheuld be Scoﬁtec\ because Hhis is a case acising

A under the Constitution and the veey essence of a civil 1 la‘d‘tj
Would Cefl'cx;m!j censist in the V‘\SM' to clawm the f)\-c‘&ui’cht .
ofF the laws, This 15 one of the flest duties of Gevecnmen

to affecd that peetecticn, Machuey v. Medisen, 5 Us 37, 16378 (1863\,

On 1-33-36a), Petitiones mailed his cspy of WRIT FoR C{:’R"’/O'RAR'\
Which was dockekd on a-10-a031. The Mich, Af. benered wored hee
Y“\S\d’ + answer on 3-19-302). The WaiTt fer CERTICRARI WA S clem‘acL

on 4.19-d0al, |
Tn Petihienees WaiT Fer Carrerarl, he taused his 4th Amend. f‘tf)}\f

thel o pelice officers Comﬁialmr must be suppocted \m) Tsca'bc\\:\rc ‘

Conse 1n o Hem\ﬁj befece, o neudrel magis'fm'ke of the c;amp\o.mwd‘

wdes Oath . A us Const. Y#h. Amend., regu{re_m-e‘v{t'n
Undes Mlc.\ﬁja.q law of Cemmal Proceduses n C\nafﬂ'&t q:/a it stotes

MCL 76/ 1(q) s MEL 7664 and MCL775.¢ +hel the prebable camse

hw;ﬂj tomes befece and is not 4o be confused with a ?m\ o . LM,

N offienses casey \ Y of WMore than & Yeac n p\:ts«:ﬂ.
_n\iS o\\é\ m{t ‘\CL‘PQQQ )in _Paﬁ‘[':cner’s cases; -hl)ereféfe ot ne ‘H”m

did any coust 1n m;c\\\sm O\C%\.\'\(‘Q S\kﬂ‘s&{cﬁcq uhen this process of

Prebable cause determination was K. ppedd — svec, MCRGIOAA)- pechable cause violaed.
Ths ek 6f due precess was sefthkd in Frank v. Magnue, 237 U5 3¢9, 327 (A15)

?‘; V{S\&h\“ﬁ the Us Cth Amend. N '”Fod luse 1o Cbmplefe He cwt erther bezause

Jucisdiction was absent @t yhg. L%;m;nj ex borause Fwas Jost i

h - _
t\t ‘couxse of the fxoceeolmjsf Sext WerT For CepnTinRARL py -G, ON
this 1ssue , . : Sl h

Alsoé%’—&_loadﬂ in WriT For CEIQTIORA'F{’J._ Sulormﬂ?.&

on [-AA-oal,



To Phtionecs secend 1ssue catsed n hus WRIT For Ce '{no’%m
_ was thal +he on%ecuffcr Foiled 4o prove Venue of the Come .
Cectiorar! was geanfed in the case of Tones v Russell, 339 F Supp. 970
975 (eh i 1968) ; 2390 us /99 (19e8), This couct clearly stafed
that o couct’ Jueisdiction Comes from peecf of Nenue .

This 35 frue under Mich {jM\ law thet a Proseud’o-r must preve VQR«‘MQ
o€ Ahe Crime . S?tcduftcvj lowr MCL 7¢7 45 (), MCLT6A.3 and,

Cour® Rude MERG.1A(D), See: Simpsen v, Mackel, Vexis 15933 (€D Mich,
1999), citng te Py Pladtz as IMich. App. ¢al, ¢33 (1310)

Cleos \" Petiticner was net affocded the Profed'«én of the law and his
Convichons age based on INSUEE zent guidence When the presecxxh;r
did et PR Venue of the ceime ., See A@&Q T, W.of Cect. and

Appendiy 0, Submutted 1-a2-a0a1.

Tn Petitionecs

thied Issue avsed in his Wear Fere CerTIorRARL wWas
Pelice Pe_cjx.wj on. the Comf’ja;v{ts a‘"ﬁes‘ﬁﬁj that the Venue of the Cn‘me(s)
uere af least pact ybccv.w{nj " Saginaw L““‘“i:‘j . This was a lie |

perpetrated, L7 "\Jng presectsr and, pehce o Cenvey o false j@rt'sd:c‘l';m

+ ‘H\e toal couet, See; .Aggnd\(g_g G H and O &pia- Cenclusion
\r&\td\ ‘w&ﬁ& \)-Q,Q.‘\ on\f':o{eck \

The. prese el alse hi

’-ﬂ-«@m ‘l‘ﬂo;\ u.'z‘}\o iolfev 1'2.5%{

. Fied > : Houthoo ‘
oX & Grathee Heafing held 112l K067, Fd 4

o I,Fo\vccabig w‘lJ(n-essxj
net cemmit a coime

| | S PP a5 36, 13,45 and, US.
ceseculoes ™Misconduct was TextbooK Brady - Bacley violations
because he Knew about Det \illiam Ebechadt, 5:— F?d :‘Ef’c' p.aed L3-8,
This act p-w.\i-eﬂkd Petitionec Feom ?ve.ser\)ﬁi!\j o c\,;&mve ond,

oMe u.z:r\ﬂ

X,



Petitionee to pre ceed to trel with ““PTQ?G‘W‘A trel counsel,
s couct 4 Chambers o Mississippt, 410 US 489 30a(1973) stated
fhat 1t was a G +h, Amend, right o call o Favorable witness amz\
to present o0 defense 5 and this was dened this Rhitien<c. Thas
Malfeasance was Przse.n‘tec\ X p.7 1 e Wt oF CzaTiorAR],
Ta ftitonecs fourth jssue he cited +he aut ko\;ifj thel
quacanieed him Hhe prefection of the laws whith owce ofbrded
Undes SteXe Consﬁ{'u‘l’\‘enﬂ stafutes and decisional case, }aw’l
Ths coust he vuled that W the State has Pro‘tacﬁc:n foc
dofendant’s 5 then this js a defendent 5 ij bty and the State must
Fellow wohat it \eﬁis fatuce has intended,, |
Tn Michigen, all of the case Jaw decided previoasly befice
s Plankiffl case in 2016 on appeal was 36« prosecitor

foils to prave Nenue | then his convietion must be vacated '\‘

P Roll, 875 mich, 187, 192.(968) was ceonitealling . This panel oves-
rded this decision when 1T was o defonse back 1n Q005 - a
defense wHich preverted forwm-she PP””)j‘ 0\!"effu‘l:nj o defense
J years lafec on an Appea) o ap)w/cb@ & conviction /s an
Ee PsT Fero aw viclatien, Plesse see

p Aggar\c{;\( O pp. 1-13 prm)zgc\ec‘\

with the Wit For CerTiopan]
_THS Pcwe\ of :ydgzs even useo[ o CI\\h/ Vernue Sfa'l'wfﬁ i'DSZL{C"\‘é of _

He eciminal veaue statote wWhen the Ilichigan Coust Rule prohibits

this ?V)'\'efm'mg\\vnj of statukes. See £difors Netes. on MCR G, 00 (b}(@.\/
“:3} | 5Jrofn‘n3 m ceiminal Horals, use cemminel ﬁa.fuhs) not civil statutes.
| Eyplained Supea, PRIES -V,



‘W{S Nmnﬁq }\ag coused ‘H\{S ra&x‘cui jun‘scud‘?ona( defec
. hr\;mj tones,  Seet WRT Fer (ErTicRARL of p L.

The 54h, jssue raised was the Vetecs fohls te the decisions
Made L‘j these Pwple. ‘H\"-‘j elected . Voters elect proseoicevs.

The Awrnat, ij ok Cgeraso C,ow\fhj PccSechrs r&f“&& +o
lesue accest Woccarts on this Plantiff . When the pelice wece |
T&\)ﬂeo\ oX ‘Pn(. —R—erft Aeo(‘, ‘\'}\Qj Fﬁxe%&a{ '1'5 ‘H‘Q ,D"“CK Ac@(‘ Lj
‘\‘m\(mﬁ "’H%Lif Cose +c> Scjn;\cud &~m§ 3 ‘ﬂ\t&ﬁ '\}QM‘S / ai‘er &9‘\'&(‘ ’]JI\Q
PV“*PQ“ C‘\C—'L‘;j Ihj Coanties ‘Fou.ﬂ& ‘H\Q Q\J;AQNLQ_ 7;’154-\(7“42»&51";

The veters ‘";3“5 o he 30\&?\1@3\ \:9 +heic elected e@aq‘u::z,ls
Were cemprcmisecl Ej the ?ulxhe officec whe rebbed this
Pd‘ﬂ‘:'on@r et \-36-Aeoi in an ormed ‘\eme I}’i\/dis;cm whan M
Focwm- shopped this case to his Frend the Seg maw Covaly
Prosecidnr. See Fed. depe. o pp 253133, 32aLla5; 333 Ll

“ Pak Duggan and T ase lem'c\g.\\

This cout has speken n Weshecey v. Sandecs, 376 us I, 6-7(19¢4), -

« .
The ot e vete is to important, in our feee sociely, +o b
Stopped oF Jwdicial Pc’c’v&tﬁaﬂ,“
-» Thes \ncxs ?ccurvu\ Yo +his P]a:n‘ﬁﬁ) and the FQGPIQ- ! ‘1‘\“;\3 in the.
‘H\f& CDW\.&\QS w}\era “cka, Pmb‘ecdtc“{‘S ‘i’o/cl 7‘))@, }De/rLCQ /\/o,/

Iﬁ tonclusion this Plawtiars TQ\{\G"_QI{V)S re%uesf sheuld be
Tecen suie\‘e& om& ﬂne \Weat Fe CerTI10RAR) 5,}\@.\}0\ ‘pe Svcm‘kez;. ON anj
| of \\‘\S 1SSUES 0«\& \'\Q_ ‘1_(15‘ \*(-r:\seo\ 5 . o
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The M:d‘;ﬂ‘m Juwdges hewve. not Qspen&a& noe has any prosecutec
‘?ESPW\AQA n the 17 yeass thal this Plainbier has been wconjﬁxllj
mprisoned to protect bad zeps and had pccsuwfors) +he 755Ues
F%vﬁﬁ Lecth in this Wart FoR CZRTIORAT b ave sxbwap-ﬂj heen
1 Sf\c’?ec\,

One brazen Ju&gt exen uent en +he tecord, ot o ¢-a3-asiy
\‘QSEY\J(QY\Q\nﬁ s‘t&kiﬂﬁ .

At p. 491 1213,

" T hove cecd every %Ing w the File and the have become

Foiliar with, thew .

Ths yadge then sedenced, this Plantiff 3007, ahove +he 3-\{{5\@]\}'\@5
.m\\ln‘\'\‘ﬁ Kne,u) ‘\'\’\0:)( L{ A\C\ f\c-t }\ON'.Q iwlf&c&((fl‘cn l)-e,cc,\use QF;

\. There was ve ec D\C‘—\)\‘i Cavse Hﬁaﬂr}ﬁ o€ cmj Ccmpla\ﬂ cmj- W‘\C{Q(‘
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