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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

: 'M’/reported at éezzzlad_}im.gﬂ 24,2018 ; 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[ ] is unpublished.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
[\J’?‘eported at Jeﬂi&{ QePrevnber €, 1620 ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

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

[\z]/réported at /jfnf&d February /8. 16/4 ' : or,

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

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _SuPceme. couck of Mississi PPl court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[\,]/reported at feluary /6, 20/0 : oY,

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

[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was due foth dad of I—ehrua.[.)__zolé______ﬂ

M/No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[\/ﬂ& timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: _3uly 19, 20/6 , 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 __#/A (date) on _O&sber &. 2016 (date)
in Application No. A/AA_N/A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

)
The date on which the highest state court decided my case was _«lan_Z;_ZQL’]_.
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
N/A , 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 N/A (date) on /A (date) in
Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

/4/Menclmar\3c.8

~i{“ Fouctheer\\n  (14) . Amendment.
~Z~ Fiest (1) Amendment

~3~ FiFla (8) Amendment .

_Q{&U_Ae_s
Rule. 102. Sub (d)
Rule $ 2244 (4) ()
Kute.§ 2284 H-c
Rule. 4 (w0
Rule Genb (h) (1)

other
i d.at 461, 85 5.cd at Joud

AdVi ey committe. notes 4o Fed R aee P9, Subndwicen
() (8) (W) 1622 Amendmenis

Pi(m&er’. 467 u-S. ak 297.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Pelitiones Aﬁare_x‘ Antions Chestes 3as Sentenced one _Aecil K.2m12 1 Yeel

Pe county dicanit Calrt ) Magnolia WississiPPi. o four (1) counts of A Covimled
SubStance under Mss.cade Ann. Seckiom —— and miss . cade Ann 991G-K1_
and Secdion 41~179-/47

)\Q'Serve_ a keren of )lLQG\—\n\'\AvaA. Years., with one bhundvred ani {)érLEf

(140) SusPended and Swhy (o) o serve dad{or day, with all Sentences 6 Cun
Coffurcantld tathe Cinstodd of the ™M1851ss091 lse.Paﬁ:mmk of noacceckions.
Nithaout. e.l'saik\\ﬁ:l o Parcle ac Probakion. a8 3 AonVialank. ostferder.

Petitionec has Challenges Al Coucts UP o Bis Poink . and Al Mation

Rodiions woece. denied | See AePendiv’s .

18



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Pelilioner belives #haf his Pelition Should be qranted for four reasons;
one (1)

District Atornes thoitt Bates made. imProPer Commants infront of the
Juey Lokile Pedilioner chester 3as on the Stacd s-ta_i“mﬁ thatk Pelidisner's Zesta-
moned L3as “Bull Cea” Infecking the. Jucd Shifting alt the weight on the Pabitioner
Jwe ()

Honorable gudge Michael 1aflor agreed that thed was vt govna br'm¢3 uP
Pebitioner's Past convickions unless Pebitioner Chester evens the door, b a.l(ow'ing the.
Jury s KeeP bheic cell Phones Gave. thenn Access o the infernet . and Wl 13ing 1them
to review Uistrict Atorred Rates 1aPiaP | befove. the Verdick cyas given. that gave
thenm access o Pebitioner's Past-convictions.
5lL.mzz_ )

s\\w_ united gtates Distevel couck and e caunct of Aveeats Br The £
Geait denied Pelibioners & 7289 Habeas corbus without Provecty ("P.V;P_i..)‘\ns ail
eNidence, the caurts on\ rediewded the evidence that r0as most faverable. o
He siate. commissionrey Pelicia. A/, and Vewar consideced Pebibionec's -

Foue )

)lLe_ lower courts never even cansidered 4hat Pebitioners Fundamental
Constitutional Rzﬁkks was Violated when “Bath’ coucts Put A Lime. bac on Pobibioners
3 2199 taheas cortus . fivmor}nﬁ LomPellirg mib'cja_tinﬁ evidence , that Wie wabeas

wassent ko the tWirang Person, K] )ega.i asisstance., not bl Petidioner



_Acgumaﬂ;__

pne (1), Prosecnkacial Misconduck

Pelitioner s CQV&BSY\V\S Yhe decisons Yhak was vade vl e _lniked

SMes Dcteied capct and w_&mmmzumm;m‘&ma‘s Due.

Pracess 1“53\&5 Las cleary Violated when Wisteict A#oRaey Dewvdy Rates

Made VeRaPer Comwnenks Aur“mcs Peblioner's +12) Ythe Danvved(Y claim? Peosecutor
Bates vnstable Temacks inthe PreSance. of the duc infected Pebibioners {rialj
and Showed 2 2buse of dscvebion. |

Ao statement “Buil cea®” Fxbibit A shich raforanced to Pedilioner!s
Eestarmoney < ohen he Noluntatild tock the stand: bhe stakement rendere d the

trial 'ﬁAnAAme_n{L\W unlarr 1€ durist of reasen wauld Agree that the Verdict

tdawid Wave been different. V€ Prasecubar Bates would have conducted bimserf
25 2 officer of the stale . Fay V Dovvelly. 624 F. 24 13691317 (33) 2. 199 2)

LiHde \LJ@thm,m,an.gA.g« Kt No O 00 196%) Wnd _Aehals Vo Seedt L8 F 4

MM_&L_MS)- Petitioner wauld Mol be Se.rvinc_‘ a )lu:.o\\uv\A.re.A. Sear
Sentence (Cinan) -u\\\:\r\ Sixt (bo) 1o sexve day For day . wLe;camrmh Y- YA )oﬂ.?

Naliciaus Prosecution . £ira V.Flocida 234 . F. SuPP. 3 (22 (7619). FalSe WwnPrison —

mMent oCCires wihen thece 18 A \wReaPex @ira"m\. shich 1s the result of A
Judicar Paceeding.

onMaceh 12,2613 Yhe defence £led 2 modion in Lirkee. re%_ue:s{w\j Uak
e couct Frohiak the Prosecution From makKing imProPer Ciosinc) arﬁumo_h{s(

Punishments, 2nd/or Jued nullification (Valueless) the Court 2180 and
Jafe_na’. enteved an order Also to not Allews the Proscution CMr . Raies)

fram ma.Kim_\ a "’goide_n rule!’ o sand A me.SSA(je_ ar “clean P the 'ne.‘ic.')\«-
borhasd LyPe  Shtements 1o the BurJ See EXRrL'\{_'B_‘ -

-~
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\lLe;s:. WPe. Staternerks consbiukes A YeVersihle ecenr. See. Rvassn Vo
Siate, 9% Saad 200 1274 (wiss. Zon¥) (.5&A~A~Mp.sszga A rguments tad,
‘ ShnAlhs Alone s be 6roumcl Loc reversal), _dalliman . Shie, 79 50,34 496 4o € miss-
1) wdocdlun N Save  Sn 3l 76700 (isS. 2% 2a17) . Lhesned V. Shate , 16SS6.
2R 495 (915 Receers NoState G5 .50 20 423, 6327735 (miss. 2a12). \\\p_ urted
Stale< Distcicd cou.;i and Me Unided skakes court of AfPeals Ar the Fifth ticeunt,

had “Ail” Facks before Bem and SN Dermed “Ail" of Pebifionets rivlions.
Rexmnacks Mal afe indroPes\y  miade. ducing 2 State ‘cia\ Shows a lack of

discretion of and Baverment elected officeal. and 2 denial of a2 Parky’s

Constidutionat ?\(jk\ io {fair (‘_ou(‘{ ﬂ"ac_eaAmoJ _GBLDMALQ.&DD_._LLL,_L

2d 241 Goeo) .

\‘”mo_ “Same. Standard$™ that the h\su(d-_'um(t vsed and the L circnd
In Rarrieates and Braun « 2180 aPPhes to Pebitioner, we naw See Yhal
Perdioner c3as faced S?’uaﬂ_\! b Hhe veality H-‘a.\:. these PagSibibies o

clrs‘corhncs the mte_rart\d of our'\)uc\ac_\a_\ Pt’oC_E_t’_c\w\(jS?.a.l‘H'\Du(j\« sSuch distartions
may Produce ‘wo, Jelitaie" Signs theic effecks mad be Fare miore Pevversive
ded deleterious Yhan Xwe PWdSical distuRtion s, lidh LN Concede of ek
Vihiate 2 Conviction _Chandler N Flacida 999 u.s dba (1951

Peaseciators marcks , LommentS: or Slatements zuere. 7m1Pre Per See..

Emnlsrr‘\@}g ’Pc?I 46 and Pﬁ.‘ln of molion Filed ; and Progecutor Bates,

Showld b teotibed W Ahe Knowsledge. of the £alsity of his Shafements,
and the 4.5 Disttict Court 2nd Fiekh circuwit Should have tonsilered 1\l
mitigating fackocs, “Wot" Just Whe owes most Fvorable te the state .

e states c.lo&\nﬁ Zlfﬁume_n{: 228 t?raRer and unduld Predudicial
to Pelitionec's ieiay, Prasecutor . DI Ea&\le_s \enRermissiblY deld

the. .')u\'.bl that & Was theic ”f)b\:; to find Pebitioner 50\“{.:' oh dll tounts,

o~ 02/



hiterafly \a@c_ﬁd twe dwdy to Pecbrm b2t duby. Recause £he State and Ve

Tnfarvward (Leaciread -macj\\eﬁ,) desecvede .\’L,Sg&,ﬁru\\ﬁz‘r‘lm Pz?) “Y L

Nes (s/ia}éﬁhan\ al\soed the Prosecudion 1o _Shifl AN e bucder

Proot on. Ahe Petitiorer » Hho Ve 13 a axm of Bhe 2¥ade. but rot 3 Aci of Ihe

Proe tution )\\\e_ function of the Jucy 15 to L.)ei'-rjk the eNidence Jnd 1o ddecmine

the “Facts on“1Bve AL sdade, 945G . <m 74 290 278 (miss 25n%) . ‘“\e_ Plawn~ corar

clodrine_ ra%;mes Praot of a edval thak Rsulted 1w 2 waan foch m/_'saarr;acj e of

'Bug{\c_e., Rlunk V. Stave 22 34 .34 907710 (wiss zoif) .

Mo Plave ~ exear dockrine. has AMS6 been Consteued 1o Wneluds “Any Ector

4

that seriousiy @*ﬁfac_ts e Fairness in&cjriu,ar Public. tePutakion of “4ny”
Judiciat Proceedings //Ke Prosecutonial mmisconduck s which waas Prohibited
by the deforce and the Staker and A mation in Limine. was aﬁngeA ulon b
koth Parties See. EXhibit B _inited shate< Vo mlana 207 15 975, R4 (692)

Ane Court ) anY Courk, ak ite o aPlionm mAY vokics. Plaia~ ecror

Nnet assi"ﬁned of distincx\d SPec\fied SeccBedd M. S¥ate . 204 <o 2.l (L5 (:isS 1967)

IF and wohen Pelidianer Persundes And couck of Lo Sudeshaindh 2\ W duskice.
that weuld sccurve W that Rube, Rlain~erter) were wwoked s Edisacds v sears, ~
jne}mr}. acd o, 80 F 24 2% (2 pic gn<) - e See thak 1his Rule.,(?\a.'\n~£:'ﬂfc»r—

Ruled waas not even considered by Yhe Uniled stales Dsteick couck  hat the
fifth ciccwt Sae}rﬁ that #his Rule. (Plain~ ertar~ rule) (23S once. wWoed b
the. Firth ciranx n Zdwacds V. Seacs. Racbuck and e

Bub, he Ffth Giccuic ond consideared evidance. that oas most Faverable tolhe
Stide ihot the Pelitioner dhe Plaia~ eXtor-Rule maY be aPPlied in eibner Crimimal

CALs or AWl Cases s so that leaves na raewm for eXcuse. en behatr o Roth Gourts

Hounse N State , 445 . <n. 24 gi< (™8 1964



Pelitioner contests the 'ru\\}v\cjs of Al the lower coucts, Pike co.Cir
Court 1 Court of APPeals. LA.S.Miskcick cauck » Conrt of APPeals FIFEA Liveity
Si;al:\rﬁ that All coucks Showded A abuse of Discretron: and Niolaled Vig Due ~
Process \"(3\;\\-5 o Faie conck ?rc:c_e_&X\\\as\ Plain ~ £rror~ Rule. An3 sula (A)

these courts should e imPuted woith the faleeily =¥ thaic actions ()
Abuse of Aistietion & (1) Viol2tian of Pekikioner's Mue~Process ‘Ricékis.



~

\Wo (L2) Aecuonent
5

Mistonduck of Ye_ Couck

Pebrtioner 18 c_ohlc&S{\n% Ve w328 his el Euc\ﬁe_ Hon. Michael )mlor
Conducted Petitioner's trial, by 1”0&);«'\03 2 Jucal to Keed their ceilular Phone,
- e whole timme Pelitioner’s #ria\ was going on Aad while “dhe deliberated |
Qee . Zxhibik 0 ik cpave the dutar diceck dccess i the internek, and
Phitionecs Prior offences .
Pehitioner’s Morneds Kitchens Law Frm ,PA and ‘lﬁz.sjcr{ci Alorned )(imok\n‘ﬂ
%m\p_s and Wee Rates both did motisne in Limine "\’rah'\b\tt"m% cach Pact frem

mAK‘mg ot da'scn:xss‘mfj Potential Punishments roec and Prior offenses and

Other Bad Acts . dhavmas N State . 5ig sn.7d 338340248 (s~ wa2) unless Pebifoner
OPens dhe “dasr” see FXhbk T and E_ . |

\L\uAﬁa Michael Jadlac agreed 1o both motians . "2 cellular Phone.” gives
Jucox's access o Media s and 2llswds Jucars to Scan the internek () 4o
eXamine closels €21) do obtain daka . Paciiy Pebibionerss Prior offences and
other bad acts ete .iwdhak ever may be' the mischievaus Potent alibies of
Cwedia Coverage) For ?nLruAinfj ufon thedetached GimPartial) AvmoS Phece
Which shoutd nakt Ahords Surraund our dudicial Process -&w
38020 a 3K XS Sopboay (2.

But »Y trial &mie, Michael }a:)\or' Aid not consider that Petidioner has
Constitutional ‘riakts koo then Wue Proacess oFf Law, tohen aPPlied to substantire
i"lékl:& CM&M\\\S) thak Cpverment of any Jouwer courts s wlithout r':'CjH: to
defrive a Recson of Iifes fiberity DEPEPECEY Y 7an ack that has “wo”

Yeasonable relabion io and Prafer gc\!cr mental iSSue..

,:i’,f

23



Bu the, triad couck 15 reguited o detecmine w%IEker information
Ceeilular Phones) . ks wihich 2 ducor wad have hejmcs eXPosed +a %'\\Ias
Mse to Substandd a,l redcons to fear Predudice s Aon. Michazl lavlsr did nat
maike. that (le:l:.e_rmcna_txo»'\ ak Pebiblioners &2l , But afawed ducY ta Kee®
their ceilulac Phones. and Access to Pehitloner’s mid convickions, whichdid
determine Pefitioness guik a-& his £rai.

Hor - mithael :53:310('5 Failuce to (Npirdire) the Jurac’s Violated Tektionerk
Due Proeess Right o a fair beial b dued ) aflec loac/)mm{an awave of the durars
cellulay ')\ﬂa\r\e, }nAaje lavlor did nst bake immediake Adion | Knewi ing
that Pebivionecs <] Fe DS On the line, buk 285 Allawed the ducac 4o delibecate.

N the ey Foom with olher Judocs, And stk AHnrneds Jwi-& Bate's
labloP o see it .

Hon . }udﬁa lastor did nstruct the Juey rot o look or utitize any other
files on tre comPuter. (Distcict Atborneys Dewitk Bates Vabtol) wohe's 40 Say

that they veald & liowsed 34.»43& Jad\ncs mstrdc_\:\om) 'Prot‘aeclmrjs intcial Coucts
Should be eondu Cted taith \'(’&.\h% Damt:l and Decorum . not on prere AcumpPion,
When 2 Packis hle. s ak ShakKe . the ‘E.a_\ﬁ\h% of Pka’mﬁra?ks \n A CloSed 4rmal and
’ckp_»kmaAaAs-me‘s a€ Coult ?ror_(uahn% Ate: caleclared o dehcack Fram e F5sential
d.‘cjn 1Y of the Proc_e_e_.iincjs .
hnich caused » gave \ndifference. to Paditioners £rial, and degrades the

Couct and eceates M;SQ@nc_&P{(av\s_ Rerey V. ReCann caunty Prahation . Deph . .

2% 34 i4) (1947) adophed al$o W _lacida ¢ avame 24 . (7)

) ;):w%f’_ Yadlar ahould have " Prahibited these ¥ of Ackion's + while triaf

LMAS in Session, ar wihile on (ecesS or bedueen SeSsions i rhandler ye.

Lorida 9414 S., 2ba (lagi

e unied States ljf_sfr/’c_i Cowrt and the unided Slates court of Aereals

2.y



/

FIFtk cecie Was cleaciy voticed these t¥Pe of Circumastanses ; bak Fuled
10 Ak on thewn, Yese faos are Jaws Zhat e bkt Areuna. theiy ar LOsn their
#mY\AA\\emUAe_sa Hee of circnmStances Pose. a Serious i\ ehat An
ekfranesut  And VWaa A SSA01e. e SPaRer e cellulac Phone 112y have Vialaded
Yeoceducat Aul; ngs -

nzse. Issues ae baced an unfaicwmess 4o the Petticoner. Sae_'.._l.mi}.&l__
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
damx A R~
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