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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

:T_S PETITIONER INNOCENT OF THL AUEGED OFFENSEY

WAS TRE TTUDWCIAL PROCESS ABUSED. WHEN FALSE

STRTEMENTS WERE USED TO APPLY FOR AN ARREST
WARRANT 7

WAS TALRE TESTIMONY USED TO GRIN THE WWDICTMENT?

WAS FALSE. EVIDENCE USED N THE PR\?SY—“& rﬂ”
DE THE CASE TO Tht GRAwD TuRy?

WHY DOES TWE COURT CONTIRUE Ta DewY | MSCovERY?

WAS PETITIGNER AFFORDED A FAR TRAL. WHEN OTRERS

ANVOIVED  AND TDBENTIFIED BY THE POVCE REPORT. \A! RT.
NOT TRERE T0 TESTIFY ARoUT WHRAT HAPPENED ON TRE
DAY OF T\RE M\\;(«_\ED QFFE*\SF? : B

WAS T\{F_ 1ND‘C_TMENT SU&’EEUH\T TD Cq\vu PR@‘?F')

NOTICE To ?FJ\T\@NE?\ OF WHAT Au.g(;mwx\x “’o o
DEF LND TD7



LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of

all part1es to the proceedmg 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

P4 For cases from federal courts
to

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendlx
the petition and is

[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for pubhcatmn but is not yet reported; or,

; or,

[ 1is unpubhshed
to

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendlx

the petition and is
| ; or,

[ ] reported at
- [ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported or,

[[1is unpubhshed

11 ’-F_or-ca'sesv from Stafe‘courtS' :

- 'The opmlon of the highest state court to rev1ew the merlts appears at
-Appendlx to the petltlon and is : _ S

: [ 1 reported at.
[ 1 has been demgnated for pubhcatmn but is not yet reported or,

; Or,

[ ] is unpublished.
court

The opinion of the
appears at Appendix’

[ 1 reported at-
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported or,

to the petition and is

5 0T,

[ ] is unpublished.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

CONSTyTuTIoN ‘UNDEP THE FIFTH AMENDMENT
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GRAND TURY. ) .
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Novermber 15,2016 Pexidioner wos oxrested on 6 Chiewinal
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- \ _
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
FOR MANDAMUS
£

Peroner wos prejudiced and was Not §ven a woir Al

H& \”\'-O\S Continued Yo ‘@ e-0 \n S \WnoelenlC cm(ﬁ aSk tov o

—-—

Chonce Yo be heard. Ne is Currently on a 2255 MoT o

W Yhe DISTRIT Court, ?&%\%\one\’ filed o Ru\tu Mmotion 4Sking
Lor his 3&&3\}@){‘{ and %aS been denied. He Submitted o weiT
of Man&&mq\s:w{% Yhe Court oF Appeals and Wos Gise denied.
Petivioner s being harmed by the Miscarriage of Tustie.
PQ%QOY'\@' P\o‘d Subrs tved a4 Rule 1 rotien YO E’,Xpomaf Yhe vecord
.b\)\\'\«“CJ/\ wos akse dewnied. In Hhis Rule Umotrion. petitioner
S_Mws Yexr messages w%e{ei o Coépem«‘«kng officer Y B
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v'-o%{: lCev. Ar\\rcc«’r&nw Ye O+\r\ev3 \r\\/o\\;e_d Yhot Pel\ﬂowr
;L\o\cl chufj%cﬁl Yo \36, O \‘\\S +rna\ T\ncrc sS O\\So ﬁwdéhco
Whe re %\é{e_.: e'uider.\ce_l wos STobelca %éa\ This \.j\ohom\ma Cours
hes eXplaned 4-\-/\0\% “tike 6otewoy Should .'o?e,n.q only Wwhen -
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Eeeor, Perkins BGA LS. ad Hol Lquoting Schlup 5\3 US
31@ Petisioner oS Submitted o Wreid of Mandarmus
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f\\—mcug\«\ HorerS held Thay dhe 193% Federal Rules
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Mo yrer of ithe +res lr'\,mo*(sf of the witness. The Courd
. . \ [ & \ - \,\ C} f\\ i : |
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i”rcr_kee LYo N Tion M\A'use. Pa%ﬁfome_r \'\O\S F”ﬁ_\ﬁ% eSted

Yhis Sevecal “\--?\“‘\&SQPCV%'\X—'\O%’\QV Feels Yhay the Grand Tuvy

roteciols may Contain eXCulpatory information,and the

Government 13 Q\bh%&%t& 0 \Pro‘\fé{ie_ SG\E& r\'m‘ru'éais Uhclﬁ‘r’

Brady v. Magyland, 312 U.S. 83,83 S.C 11910 L.E4.23 215
- 04eD Gaglie v.Unived States. 405 US. 150,02 5.0+ 163,31 LEs.
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i D v . . 3\ . ’ W\ ! . L '-‘
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Con%ro\\eé\ Su\ag%m’\(‘.e? How? 1? \f\a S%’Q*Qd e
did ot recieve the loh report until ofier
the indictment. Monty Kimhall States Yhat the

others were identified in regav&s Y0 \’\QV?h%
khow\u\%e, about the t\'nai&@r-{ﬁrl Ve, they were
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be the Oh\y Qﬂﬁ i_*ncl\'c;%edx when the Poh’ce FePort
Stoved the others inuslved by \"\»mﬂeﬂz/—\\\@\nis
Honovable Ceurt would have o do s f&ﬂcl the

Po\;ae repert o Lind erstand Luif\y pﬁ%:‘homw L5

rﬁ(\ue_S'Hna A{SCD\/ef}/ Lor his 82255 motion.




HOW THE WRIT WiLL BE WN THE

A\D OF THL COURTS APPEIATE
JURISDIC DN

T\n_ere S O %F&V.ﬁ, ™ {gmw‘i@%a ol Tustice
in this Cose. The CONSTITUTION Wos

violoded n Yee Worst woy in Yhis case.
Shou\'cii &‘\f\ wnNocent he | PU&"\@S%’X&C% Cor

1 E\ ‘-, Y :
‘\FX\E, %u\\\-\r O+ Q‘(\O‘Qﬁ(};f? S%‘\‘Gu, ‘ﬁ} E\/\"Am’\ae

! =™ , 3 .\. v " |
- De 4&\3\?’\&0\ oY Yomieod 4o 3&»‘4 o Con-

- LA )
VIET\ON Y

The appellate Court At b iemed
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the petitioner. The perivioner was et

O\\ow&é Yhe A \SCouﬁg’y he needed 1o brove

ool enie
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WHAT EXCEPTIONAL C\RCUMSTANCES
WARRANT THE. TYERCSE OF THE
COURTS D\SC,RU\‘DNARY POWE RS

The &\A(‘,&P%\OY\Q_\ C.\K’CQ\’Y\S%Q&\C_& 13 -Hf\e,." nnaCente
+hot 1S \3&.;\/1% Puw?&:ﬁ@c@ and holw Hhe C@NSY\T&WE&N
wasS Nok Qpplyezl o Yhis Cose. PQ..*‘E\%'\OWE;?‘” 'S
‘oamﬁ: hindered by Yhe lower Courts in
oY Q\\Qm}r\% any discovery his Civil
Case. a%md@;ng the criminal cose. Pexivioner
was not offered o foir il and alse lacked
e 10ccvive ossistance of caunsel. There was
Con obuse of discresion and ?ré&ﬁ@u%or(a‘i
misconduck . There is o public nYerest

lY\ ~\v\{.\‘\S Cose..
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WY ADEQUATE RELIEF CANNOT RE
ORTANED N ANY DTRER FORM OR
FRoM ANY OTRER  COUR T
Since The \sf;%km\v\% ot +his case. M,
Ybourroo hos ho% %Wm‘way or Waived any
right's Yhat ore oflorded under Ye
CONSTITUTAON. %oﬁr lmc, ludes, a {‘{g&%% D
O ONY: %o Cx\:’\ci +otal &iscoue_\qﬂ i t+he
nse. Me Yhareo oS ‘rf&quﬁs%t& discovery in
the districk Court and the Coury ok a.gi)‘%m%s}
'—‘ﬁwvoug\a Woy ok W\:M—ien Qm“ é‘esw.uca{y Ond 'ZIDO
by woy ot Mordomus . Since being denied
m \00%\‘ Courys. Me. Ybarm\ Comes helore this
Honorable Court o ask Aseld Loy wosuld

ony Courd deny discevery in a Case’
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CONCLUSION
Wherefore premisses considered. petitioner iS
Teque,sﬂng ?or s Honovable Couvt o
Cohsidéf %\.(\e_ Civeumatonces N Yhis case
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