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INTRODUCTION

This is Anthony Hoti.

Organized crime and conspiracy in the State of
Michigan won with the decision of this court to
deny our petition,

This court denied our petition on 10/3/2002.

We were shocked and in total disbelief by the
decision to deny our petition because we had a very
strong case.

The fact that this court decides a large number of
cases, a very low percentage of cases granted, -great
discretion, and that we were not presented with an
‘attorney is not the justification for this court to deny
our petition. This court had more than enough
reasons to grant our petition.

It would have been easier for us not to spend a lot of
+time, -energy, and stress filing the petition but we did
what was right for the people, truth and justice, and
not what was easy for us. -
We expect the same thing from this court with this
petition.

Our case was distributed for the conference on

[ DIDNDE & oot anmmfarmaions o . ok amononando a
6/23/2022. The last conference of the labt-yeal s term.

was on 6/29/2022.

Our case was relisted for the following conference on
9/28/2022 which was the conference of the “long
summer list” that includes about 10 times more
cases than other conferences and not for the next
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conference which should have been 6/29/2022 as the
practice of this court with other cases suggest.

Our case was the first case to be relisted for the next
term. Cases that are relisted for the next term are
much more important for this court than cases
relisted for the next conference because this court
likes to go to the next term with fewer relist cases.
Our case was relisted for the next term for one of 2
reasons.

1) Because this court thinks it was an 1mp0rtant
case or,

ot dloio acca o oo 4lnio amon b dla
a; To cbstruct this case and send this case to the

“long summer list” conference of 9/28/2022. So it
would be easier for the persons who obstructed the
case not to present the case to the justices of the
Supreme Court.

If it was the first reason this court should at
the very minimum have reguested the City of
Warren a brief of the opposition as this court
did in other relist cases but refused to do so in
our case.

Our case was relisted for the next term and was
denied without an answer from the other party
which is unprecedented.

How is possible for this court to deny our relisted
case for the next term without an answer from the
other party when relisting a case, especially for the
next term is much, much more difficult than
requesting a brief of opposition?
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Based on that the second reason which is the
obstruction with the intention to prevent this case to
be presented to the justices is the only reason why
this case was distributed to the conference on
9/28/2022.

REASONS FOR GRANTING THIS PETITION FOR
REHEARING.

FRCP rule 44 provides; “grounds shall be limited to
intervening circumstances of a substantial or
controlling effect or to other substantial grounds not
previously presented.”

In our petition the grounds that we provided were
1). External influence of jury.

2). Unconstitutionality of the ordinance.

3). Insufficient evidence.

In this petition, we are going to focus on other
substantial grounds not previously presented. And
we are presenting 2 other grounds for granting this
petition and new evidence not presented in our
petition.

GROUND 1. _

Corruption and conspiracy in the Michigan
government and Michigan Courts that Ied to
our illegal arrest, conviction, and denial of the
appeal process.

To remain effective, the Supreme Court must
continue to decide only those cases which present
questions whose resolution will have immediate
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importance far beyond the particular facts and
parties involved; Board of Educ. v. McCluskey, 458
U.S. 966 (1982).

Granting this petition for rehearing is of national
importance because the issue raised here is the

R alolosea dan Asan asarno dleod smolioder meeoand o
u;sgcob PTrOoLEIl 1l AMErica v ¥

talk about.

This is corruption in government and courts.
Corruption in government is at the highest level.
People’s trust in government is lower than ever.
Public institutions that are supposed to work for

- ;.al--m PEips [P \PIPAY P

ycul.uc aTe Iy Cablllsly VARIIIE SIUCs U1 OV 111‘“’1(;1'1»,

big and powerful.

Michigan, according to the US department of justice
1s the most corrupt State in the union.
We are very concerned because the State of

3 2 oo mmsidle ddan sonmann ek oan ol

Pv‘}i‘uxusau, as Ourl Tas€ Wil tii€ COITupPTioil U1
the jury and illegal arrest and punishment
reveals, has created such a corrupt and illegal
system in which they can commit any crime
and have all the mechanisms including media
and federal institutions in Michigan to cover

amatsmnn susidla nesnd asmevosnn Jrse mension e olemund

up the erime without anyone knowing about
that.

Corruption and conspiracy in government are
much more dangerous than in the private
sector and are a real threat to national
security.



Of course, the waste majority of law enforcement,
court employees, and government employees are
decent people and not part of corruption and
conspiracy but the people in power have created such
a corrupt system.

The-only-complaint we have for them is that they are
not doing enough to fight that illegal and corrupt
system

Macomb County where the City of Warren is located
in the most corrupt county in the USA and is fully
integrated into the State’s corrupt system. o
In this case, we will prove with uncontested facts
and overwhelming evidence that we were victims of
the State’s organized crime and conspiracy between
the City of Warren and the courts against us.

We will prove that organized crime and conspiracy

-oniail the gi“G‘i‘HI&S WE pluv1ucd 115 OUr ycuuuu The
City of Warren brought the police onto our property
to retaliate against us because we complained about
the corruption and conspiracy in the City of Warren
and the courts.

The police gave us illegal orders to leave the

PI uye‘“ty because of the buuy work oraer on 12/5/2016
because the people who sent them knew that the
state courts will decide for the City no matter what.
We refused to leave and we were arrested illegally.



It turns out that it was not a stop work order at all
but even if it was the order would have been illegal
as explained below.

The “totality of the circumstances” requires courts to
consider “the whole picture.” Cortez, supra, at 417.

-Qur precedents recognize that the whole is-often
greater than the sum of its parts— especially when
the parts are viewed in isolation. See United States
v. Arvizu, 534 U. S. 266, 277-278 (2002),.

We believe that this court must focus on the bigger
picture and that is the conspiracy and organized
crime in Michigan Courts and the Michigan
government that led to our illegal arrest and
conviction

To better understand our illegal arrest and the
extreme injustice and conspiracy in Michigan courts
we faced and people face every day in Michigan
courts, let's analyze the sentencing statements by
the 37th district court chief judge John Chmura and
the closing statements of the City of Warren attorney
jeff Cabbot.

We don't know how justices and clerks of this court
would have a good night sleep after reading those

comments.

Judge Chmura’s sentencing criminal comments
below are very disturbing and reflect the state of



extreme injustice in Michigan, see pages 124,125,126
volume 3 (Exhibit 1).

“This case has nothing to do, as I said before
with building code violations. This case has
everything to do with showing respect to the
police.” (page 124 volume 3).

“Now I understand that the stop work order may
have been issued improperly, maybe it was issued
properly, I don't know. It does not matter when
police come on your property and say it's your

home or in this case your property because
you weren't living there and say you've got to
go. You can't be there you go. And it does not
matter if you agree or disagree.

When I was growing up and a police officer
said anything to me, no question asked, I did. ‘
You did niot. 1 know you-did not because 1 saw the
video. I watched it like I said. You argued with the
police”. And that's what is disturbing is the
fact that you wouldn't listen to the police, we
can't have that. (page 125 volume 3).

I just think that the City of Warren needs to
teach you both, teach both of you a lesson
which is that you have to cooperate with police
and I think 10 days in jail will do that. (page 127
volume 3).



Judge Chmura said, in this case, that police can even
order anybody to leave the house for no reason and
you cannot even complain about it.

He and appellate judges in lower are still in
power thanks to the criminal system in
Michigan.

Laws don't matter. Due process doesn't matter.
Respect for the police does. What he can say more?

Judge Chmura is not a random judge. He is the chief
judge in the 37th District court which is Michigan’s
Lt vcramd canmd lacncraod cAdacdamiad camnmand D74 de T cdonnnnd o nmnaand
ulsscbb a0 OUSIESL QISUTICT COUTC. O V'Ull 1JISTUYiCT COUT Y
proceeds about 70.000 cases a year.

Judge Chmura knew that he would get away with
these statements (and he did) because he is a
member of a conspiracy and he knows how

conspiracy and organized crime work in Michigan

courts anda all higher courts in Michigan mcluding
the Michigan Supreme Court supported his
statements.

Michigan Supreme court confirmed Judge Chmura
twice as chief judge in the 37th District court after
they were aware of these comments.

He was reelected unopposed for over 20 years and
97 % of the cases judges in Macomb county are
reelected unopposed because attornies know that it's
impossible to win against current judges because

state and county corrupt machine support them.



Let's focus now on the arguments at closing
statements from other city attorneys Jeff Cabbot
(Exhibit 2.) page 60,61 vol 3.“So the night the
landing craft landed on the moon I was sitting
on the hood of a friend of mine’s 1955 Chevy-
wagon, drinking beer and looking up at a
perfectly clear sky and a round white moon.
And as we were listening to this being
televised or telecast, I should say, I looked at
my friend and I said, isn’t it amazing I mean
we’re here laying on the front of your car
drinking beer but yet there’s somebody

walking on the moon” And statements continues.

These statements as silly and érazy as it sounds are
the city’s arguments to prove the charge beyond a
reasonable doubt. (see page 61 vol 3 by the end of the
page).

Mzr. Cabbot instead of proving” beyond a reasonable
doubt” the charge against us proved “beyond a
reasonable doubt® that the jury was corrupted.

CONSPIRACY AND ORGANIZED CRIME

D‘DmﬂTUDK{ MIIL QI 0n \IZADDDL‘[ AND
LVY LGN LU0 VUL L U VYOAVIVIULN 23N
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MICHIGAN COURTS REGARDING THE
UNCONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE CITY OF
WARREN ORDINANCES.

Both of the ordinances that we were charged with
are clearly unconstitutional and violate our
-constitutional rights in the most brutal way possible.
The City of Warren ordinance of disturbing the peace
that Marjana was charged with states the following:
“No person shall make, aid, give countenance to or
assist in making any improper noise, disturbance,
breach of the peace or diversion tending to a breach
of the peace, in any piace within the city.”

The ordinance stated above makes any improper
noise a crime regardless of the level of the noise and
if there is no disturbing of peace at all.

It gives the city of Warren and the police unlimited
power to charge anybody for whatever they interpret
as “improper noise”.

The City of Warren ordinance of disobeying lawful
command that Anthony was charged with states the
following:

“No person shall refuse to obey the lawful command
of any police officer, member of the national guard of
the state, or member of the armed forces of the
United States of America. No person shall fail to
disperse when directed to do so by a police
officer.”The bolded part of the ordinance gives the
police unlimited power to disperse anyone,
anywhere, at any time, and without any reason. This

10



ordinance violates constitutional rights in the most
brutal way possible. You would see ordinances of this
nature only in Michigan and nowhere else, no matter
how corrupt the State is. We raised the question of
the unconstitutionality of the ordinances mentioned
-above in-all }.\V{Luxusau -courts and all lower-courts in

Michigan don't see any problem with the ordinances.

How is it possible that all the judges and Justices in
Michigan have no problems with the above-stated
ordinances?

This can't happen without an iliegal and secret
agreement between all the lower courts to
decide for the city of Warren.

To begin with, the city of Warren would not have
charged anybody with such clearly unconstitutional
ordinances before a fair and impartial court, let”
alone get a conviction. But they know very well that
the Michigan courts are fundamentally corrupt and
in conspiracy with the government because they are
part of that conspiracy.

That means that in Michigan whoever is part of the
state conspiracy and the corrupt system can come up
with any unconstitutional act undisturbed by the
courts.

Let's focus on the legal analysis of the Michigan

court of appeals regarding the unconstitutionality of
t‘rrc UL u}“n“"“ af.drictruivhana fha maana

ALCALIV AL UL WWLIO UM ULLLS ULLL/ P\JQ\J\J
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Intentional manipulations and misapplying of the
case laws have no limits at all.

To defend the decision denying our claim for the
unconstitutionality of the ordinance for disturbing
the peace, the Michigan court of appeals referred to
Kovacs v-Cooper, 336 US 77, 78-79.

This case involves a city of Trenton, New Jersey
ordinance prohibiting the use on public streets of
sound amplifiers that emit "loud and raucous
noises".

The city of Trenton ordinance has nothing in
common with the C‘i‘t_‘y -of Warren ordinance of
disturbing the peace for 2 reasons.

1). The City of Trenton ordinance applies only in
public places and the City of Warren applies
anywhere in the City including private property.

2) The City of Trenton ordinance clearly states that

EV L VPN Tk S W 5 AP EONP VNG S RPN DAY 1R LY

iu PlUllLUlbb lJLI.U udo ull puuuu BUIESELS UL Duuﬁd
amplifiers that emit "loud and raucous noises.".
The City of Warren ordinance makes the “improper
noise” a crime regardless if the noise is loud or
raucous.

The entire legal argument of the Michigan court of

s goes on to-explain the meaning ords

‘ayyca}b £0ES 01l ©0 €XPi1aiii vii€ xucaulus of the w
“Improper noise”, but does not explain why making
an improper noise is a crime, regardless of the
volume and whether it dlsturbs the peace.

That is nonsense.
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We don't think that the ordinance of disobeying
lawful command needs any other comment other
than what we provided in the petition because such
an ordinance does not exist in the entire USA.

The presiding judge of the panel of the Michigan

-court of appeals was judge Jane Beckering, who was
recently promoted to federal Judge in Grand Rapids;
Michigan.

She lied under oath to the US senate judiciary
committee last year when she said that she fights for
constitutional rights.

Our case demonstrates quite the opposite.

We are concerned that conspiracy and organized
crime in Michigan are taking over the federal
institutions in Michigan and the case with Judge

Beckering demonstrates that.

CONSPIRACY BETWEEN THE CITY OF WARREN
AND MICHIGAN COURTS REGARDING
CORRUPTION OF THE JURY

NEW EVIDENCE;

City of Warren attorney Ms. Murphy knew in the
jury trial about the traffic ticket that juror Palombo
received (see exhibit 3) (page 53 vol 1)

Detail from the jury trial that was taken from the
court transcript.

Q: Ms. Murphy: What was it for?
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A: Juror Palombo: Speeding, top sign.

Q: Ms. Murphy: Okay Was it on van dyke, it
wasn’t officer khan was it

A: Ms.PalomboNo, I don't know that name.
Ms.Murphy knew in detail where and who issued the
ticket for juror Palombo.

That means she knew that Ms. Palombo would be a
member of the jury.

Also as we explained in our petition Ms. Palombo
was a former police officer.

The question we have is what interest the city of

lv'[vl_.\mm Aol mmm nlnomm et P h PR .oﬁf;f.,an. - t'l-.,«
ALLTI11 1la\u 111 bllUUDllls a 1UL111TL yUlle LLILTL 11i uvllT
jury trial in a case that involves police misconduct in
the same City?

GROUND 2
MANIFEST OF INJUSTICE.

XY, DA Y Rpps IRFURPIITA I IR h M Ay
YVaricTil Pullttc allTduitUu ud iicgally volaunc

we refuse
to obey the police order to leave the property because
they said it was a stop-work order

This case is unprecedented in the entire USA that's
why its hard to find precedents that apply in this
case

DPalieme 2o dlon
DTIUW Id ULIT

Harding.

See Transcript (Page 163 vol 1). Exhibit 4
Question from my attorney:

When someone receives a stop work order does that
mean they have to immediately leave the premises?

Ancuda - £ sam-cy -5 o
CESUINIONY 1Yo aLLCStTng officer
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Answer: It was — it was relayed to me by the
building inspector.

And the statement continues.

This is alarming.

BUT WAIT: THERE WAS NOT EVEN A STCP
WORK ORDER ON THE PROPERTY WHEN
POLICE ARRESTED US.

See page 93 vol 2. Exhibit 5

Testimony from the chief building inspector Paul
Lize

Question firom my attorney:

If he(the building inspector) put a stop work that day
would’ve logged it?

Answer: Yes, sir.

Question; Okey, Do you recall anything, again? I'm
coming back to about December 5th, 2016. (THE

MAV AT NATTID ADDLICUT
LAl UL UL n.l.\«.l.I:LJUL}

Answer: Right.

Question; Do you remember anything in the

computer about that?

Answer: No.

That's Why the City of Warren and the 37 District
.................

not a case for court.

Michigan Court of appeals intentionally misstated

the facts when they stated on their opinion. that it

was a stop work order on the property at the

moment of our arrest.
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CONCLUSION.

We respectfully ask this court to grant this petition
for rehearing for the reasons stated above with
uncontested evidence.

Respectfully submitted,
Anthony Hoti

6707 little turkey run
Shelby twp MI 48317
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