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JuRIsbICTION

“The date on which ehis Couvrt deeided this case twas
O Octcber 2021, A co,o)z O‘r EL\aé d&c;S-‘Or\ a ppeals a kb
App&n J-‘X A.

A 'f:"mely ma"lei petition For rehearia was mailed on
21 COctober 202. A co/o), o)‘ t)qe, ae,—},}rraabe or Service (S
¢t App&nd:x 3. A C‘,o,oy Or (-;L\a Fa&?lfl;\/ ma.‘/ 'oj a/ﬂ/ve_.ccPS
at Ap/ac/r\clfc- C. .

ﬂ’k‘e J'ur;sJ-‘cLa‘on @}- this Courl Py favelted vnder Rules
ot the Supremc Cour bt OF the Onited Sta{.as/ Role 4.

lase MNo. 2(- s 2ys
Jam; e Patrick: Haha v. The State oF Georjla,

Paj e 02 oF 0%



COMNSTITUTIONAL ProvISIONS IMVOLV E D

* The Constitutbion OF the (')nu'L&J States or America

— Amendmenk XiV: “I. Al persens born ar nakuralized [ Lhe
United Scates, and _subJ'eal: to the Jurisdiction ihereof,
are cilizens a‘r the United States wherein L—.Iae_y reside.
Vo Stoate Sl\q” m'c.ké or e,nrol*ce ony laew ehich shall
abrw’dje the prluiiejeﬁ or immunite! oF citizeas oF the
Onted Stéﬁesl' notr Shall 5\"7 Stale Ci&Pm’ue @ny persan
oF ‘lir@, ‘liLert-», or 'oro/oefk\/ withovt doee process oF lew,
Nnot  deny any  person within fes J‘urs’SJ;ctloﬂ el o eﬁ.uc.\’
Pl'ab-e,cl:ion or the laws. '
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‘REASONS FOR GRANTING PETITioN

[ssve One

A p@eitioneré X1V Amendment r,’jt\ts nﬂﬂated when a
}'&h&ah’n3 'S

not heard on the issves ra!sed.

ﬂ'\e S'upreme Court oF the United Sbates‘ < clul;y
bovond to rotect the ﬂ-.‘jkts of the Peo/a/e 0}7 Various
States oF rthe Unlon. '137 d&nyinj the petition For
wiit ar Cerbkioreri with Y

explaination has
Citizer oF the United States his
potected r.'jl\es by

e spons:bf'i:b\/

d&/’)o'é-cl (3
ConS‘[;.'&U-L-'ana“),
this Court hos Job ond

kIS Eo pl‘oécc{: them.

‘ﬂ\;s pe\‘:-'tfor\ rar I“elf\ear)n
denia l oF the pe,l:f'bfon For

5one aﬁaé‘nsb a presirjent
See Stackledce v Pe.n—y 17 0SS 21 (I1974). “This Coourk
has vsed the BIack‘edje Standard as resent as 2018

in Class v. OUnited States 13§ 5.Ce. #9%° 200 L.Ed.
2d 37 2018 vUs LEXIS 1379.

is made becavse the

Wk a)? Cevrtiorar! has
decision oF this Court.

Federal diserice

couvrts across the (Union
O'r vindictive resecuvikion b d'strict a_té:arne\/s
S-i‘w'f\j @p}n)om and the standard vsed So &S ko
P.T'ote.ct the citizens oF ths ()r).'on_ See Nat'| Enj'j
& Contracting Co. v. Herman 191 F. 34 715, 723 (6¢h Cie
lq‘Q‘i), Onited States v {a\/Ior T4qg F. 2d IS'I], 1513
(e e l‘i?f)‘ ond On.ted States . Sio Kes (24 F 3d
39,45 (1% Cir. 1997).

hear cases

"ﬁ\a abUSe oF power b)/ e’eciea‘ orr.‘a:'alf or

pl‘esufn/){./‘on
oF SUCL\, espec.’auy 1

Ci‘fm;/\al pFOCeec‘.'nj’s':'ves Mise Lo
Case No. 21~ 5245

Ja.mie Pa,trick: Ha,hn V. ’ﬁqe Staee 9\7 G-e,a!—jc'a
Paﬂe 05 oF oy



the denial LF constitvtional richts. ~“The Supreme
Court must Step i~ and ensvre” that the rights oF
the citizens ore protected. 87 denying the petition
For writ o}‘ Certicrar; this Court s Sayinﬁ that It s
alright For o State to trample oporn  the rights oF a
citizen Sometimes. ThiS capnot be alloped =~ becavse
it callowed ecven one time then the Freedoms that
our o.rmed Farces‘ l’\ave roajl«i, Lleed and died R:r
were in vain. “This Court must ephold the principle s
vpon wl«icL\ ;‘é was Ranc'e,d Uf'on.

23 {:I-\e Cavse J the ,oe,t.‘t.'on l“a.- LML o)\ certiora i
Wwasg a rlau b\/ b"\e pel;o'iioner 1A AI«e )rol‘matu'nj,
Style , wording , ete. it musg be taben into
Consideration~ that he is a 'a\/man in Lterms ofF the
law ond pot as Floent in  court phoceeclure as an
atlzarney. A Cavse svch as  this sShovld rot prevent
ths COU!"— r?‘om 1ts dUL7 to the Pw/)le Uo(—_ euel*y
Citizen oF the Unien can &rrard l‘e/)l‘eSenbo-bn'on cr
640&&111'01'\ an 'Gw byt Slr)ould be vaen .)._U” atteantltion
by this Cocurt none the less.

It has become @& trend in States teo process

Criminal Cases e s b"\es/ See r.'t ond to heve élr\e
h‘.’sker Courts Sert out the mess later, “Th's allows

For pruseCUa&arS to almose 100% coenviction Frate an d
gorunteed re.olection eond \('udje,s‘ beina elected Yor
the rediculous amount oF incarcerction Eime ﬁl’)ey

romiSe to 35\/& couvt. ’rh}njs svch as this il

e,ventw—“”y brealk our beloue d S\/Stem .’l_ not cl«ec/éec(
by the proper  peop ,e, in this s;tpaticn the Supreme

Court-
”: -I‘e‘:"—:t Cennot he acl«eiuec’ by the Court what/
Case Mo 21- 245

. Jam,e Pa,ta-;ck: Hahn v. “The State a}“ Georj%a
Paje o6 ofF o



‘where does that leave the peo/)le- Witheot proper
Feview the States will start tc trample on the
/)eo/) le's rESLtSI becavse on rar-tunaffe '7 those with
svch power will abvse |t ond oppress others ¥ Wown
Elﬂat thelr s Nno one to Sto/o the m,

That s W"’)’ this petition For  rehearing npeeds , ne
must  be _rantecl_ “The State ofF G—eorj:'a het olreac!\/
pUmESLed the pat:‘ﬂlomer be cauvse he exerciSed his
Constitvtional ‘rights, How many, others il G—&orjio. de
this to  wonless SLOPPQ—J b y the Su/)Pe me Court,

Th!s Court muUsE lve this petition ral' rehearin l\u//
eredit as it weul anytl\}»—\j C_o»m:'nj be}\ol“e it. "Peritlca For
rehearing oF denigl ot Ioe,tétbm Yor certiorar: veag por-t ¥
appe“ake procedure  aco thorize d 6\/ Rules oF Sa/oreme Ceourt,
Subject to Feguire ment s oF predecesser to Role 44 on
rckearif\js’" rij he to Sveh congideration was not to

e deemecl an GM/)£7 rcrma.lft as 'I:L\ouj“w scoch
Pe&i"\‘-"ong woould as @ matbter of course be dem-’ec‘/
denlal e}f p@LiL«'on oT Certiorari Siwou/d not be theated
as deFinitive determinalion Sapreme Court,
Su/bjedﬁ te  all Comgeiven ces of Ssuch an interpretation.™
Flynn v. Un'ted Siates 75 S. Ce. 285, 99 L.EJd 1278 (1955)

Case MNo. 21- Sao4ys

Ja,mie Po.trfck: Hohn v- /Ihe Statc J G&O"Jr’a,
Paﬁe 07 oF 0%
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“This paiit}an SLau’J be 3\-'6.4&64 Yor the Stated herein,
’ﬁ\& Suﬂ"e-mc C—au-/—t must Sranb ct F&Lear:’r\? d): the case
as iLg c'UL7 ﬁo- proiéc?: the constitvliona r’v‘ijf oF

I;[\e pp,o/)/e. Th:s Covrt Comnot a//aow_ a Seate to i;ra»—»/p/(
Uﬂ”" the f‘?’oﬁ[& w}d\aué eV ew
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Po. 21- 5245
IN THE SOPREME COQURT OF THE ONITED STATES

Jam, e Patrir_k’ Hahan - Petitioner

vs.

THE STATE OF GEORGIA- RESPOVD ENT

CERTIFICATE OF JuUST CAUS(E

er_ Hohn sal)m;tts {;L:s c@ul‘:cata oy Just <Ceuvse o jiue, mecSon
this  cese  should be heerd. |

1. Mr. Hzhn LimeL/ Flod PeLition o;_ y-.eLao!-Mj.(ﬁ‘@& pelition
Appe/\JN A- D) le is mn Ltime gad should be lead becavse
1t (s no rad}*— or his owa that FHSOA 5+_c;\r ré:’aJ to PUeY.
out wl\ot. &S delvere d  to them.

2. The j\‘ouné\g 1n the p@biildn For réLéar{n cre C_onu—oﬂmj

b\/ this  Court's previevs decisions ; Slacle feclje V. pe”'“\/
41 v.s. 21 CI??C{), rn daalinj with viadictive prosecvtion,
On the record (C.ommltmenk Ae,au—inj £:-a.n56h"/)t$) the Asst,.
district attorney threatea HMr. Haha T he exercised his

r—:jLLS ancl To/[owei tLrOVJL LJ:'LL, the f_—.Lnrcab,'wLen (Tr. Hah 4 d:d.

"-)a on é S‘L\ou/J L& ELr&alzen&J 57 < j‘ouer-nmdnt Q;TCI‘Q,
tohen @X&v—c;simj gheir "'-‘jl‘\i-s-

So dated s 03 da/ J’ HMareh , 2029 .
5'ul:mii.L’eJ /o),

Jamie Pa*Ll"-ckf Haha . C/o!-a Sg)
u. s, A(“m/ Vet eran



Mo. 21- s24¢

IN THE SOPREME COURT OF -THE OMITED STATES
\}amé& PaLr}ckf “oLn - Pe{:itlomer—

vs.

THE STATE OF GEORGIA - RESPOVIEN T

CERTIFICATE OF gooDd FAITH

M. Hoha  submitts  this certilicate F good Tolth tat he did
&‘N that wGS a/H:L?n hes power  to P'\a”‘/)bl] ma.'l okt  Lls ,;.’,L.'L:‘on
For- rehearing . /mat the {mpcr!;anca o):"eLe ConSl:c'&c/Lc'Ow\o/

viola tion 6'”0"5,41'— Forward s not  Eo do.la\/ or éaj dowin the

Court bot te brine to 'lgjl,b the Seated actlons agalns &
h/l‘f\js o  ths Court.

le s Mr. Haha's lap_/;ek that &lis issve s uital

e bt O’llt/ Lo
WomselF Lot 4,

LQ//(/,‘ Fnj.

/m-evenﬁ other occurénaces rl-om

S cjateé this o3 clay a')" Har'ct\,202.2.

Sd!)r“‘;'t'ﬁ ed by

Wé—c————'
/m,}ckl Hobwn , Cpro se)

O.S. Ar,»\/ Veteranm



