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OQUESTIONS PRESENTED

L Shall_the _wit of cectiorati-be-agronted—infaror of The Perifioner

Jomes T.NOTINGHAM . for false arrest ? Suagested answer:Yes

2, Shall the writ of certicrari be smnted in chor of the Petiticner
for ihe acts of Periury and fraud by the Resrondents?

3,73 the warrant of orrest and the Search warrant void fer act
beind QSQerMme,cl by {aw In mo3isterial Gilof(‘lC‘f number 25-3-03,

the honarable Jon E. KEMP ¢

4. Shall the complaint be ruled under 42 U.8.6.82254 as fhe
original file challenging the convictions and sentences?

5. T2 it tandotory and Jurisdictional for the arresting @#F’.cer
to avPPeoc ot the Preliminacy hearina and iial ? »

>
6. \Was counsel inthe State Proceedinas C.Onshfuhonrl ¥ eﬁfgcmfc

7. 18 there an alternative “ENTRY of APP tA‘RAM(;F”or s this o
wholls Gvelous fabricated court document ©

8. Was the case(s) beina Presented full and faic T
G. Should this case be investigated?
0\ Does the State have Jurisdiction sver Jdmes Mottingham £
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOH WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

/[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A_ to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ' ; O,

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

[>] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix B to

the petition and is 1 JUDGE MATTHEW BRANN CLAT WE HE ENTERED Ji uc/J/)"mf
See APPX: £ NOENTRY ‘
[ 1 reported at ist, | ‘ 2244 or,

[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon 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[ 1 is unpublished.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

[ ] reported at : . ‘ ; Or,

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

[ ] is unpublished.

i
h

The opinion of the i ' __court
appears at Appendix to the petition'and is

[ ] reported at ' ; or,

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

[ 1 is unpublished. y



JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

%] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: MAY 11,202{ , and a copy of the .
order denying rehearmg appears at Appendix __A .

[]An extensmn of time to file the petition for a writ of certloran was granted
to and including ' (date) on : , (date)
in Application No. A__ '

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

-

[ 1 For cases from state courts: .

The date onv which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
' to and including - (date) on : (date) in
Application No. A

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

e

Frest—Am un‘d’f’(ﬁr(,ﬁ‘f—" 3 ﬁ‘n—"ﬁ'@-—?ﬂ}(}f“

"\-
1. Fourth Amendmen - Tileaal Searc] nch and Seisure withaut Probable
/ cause . False Arrest-uniawful Seizure .

2 Fifth  Amend ment- violations of fair due Process, Twice in JeoPardy

3.51%th Ameﬂd ment - Interference with riaht to leaal counsel
an lmPa\rrL Jury , Judue N same diskrict, 10 0C informed ; Yo Confrant . obtain

o, Fourteent Amendrﬂe - Due Process and edu al Protection vfolthans |
nor involuntary Secvitude wWithout beind duly convicted in their Juric dichion

NO STATE SHALL MAKE or enforce any lew which shall abridde the ?\ ~vileges
or immunities of citi%ens of the united States.

v 18 Pa. C.S§4904 , unawern PC\‘WFiCCﬁIOHS to autharities

5,28 U.3.¢.82i07, Time Iimit Mandatory and Jumsd,a%/on.aﬂ
3.42 ‘LLS 82254, Habeas Corfirs



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

() On Julv 13,2015, PENNSIVANIA STATE TROOPERS JASOM..COOLET AND BIAKE-BROWN - ——

curimed that ther was restonding 10 a Gli hang - uP (all.See APPENDIX T
AFFIDANIT OF PROBABLE CAUSE SwoORN fo before James Sortrnan . nat the honorable
Jon [.KemP of Magisterial Digtrict Number 24-3-03, in violation of the
sixth Amendment 0s James Soriman not being tn the same district was
without Jurisdiction to ascertain by LAW,the Police criminal comPiaint
Pase 7 a6, or the afidavit of Probable Cause, and set bail at 9150:0002
AV In rebuttal of the Affidavit of Prabable cause See APPENDLIX C.and J
2) The State TroopPersdid cause harm and injuries Yo the Pefitioner of his
residence in his driveWaY and asain ot the Palice Station. See Page Z of T,
3)On July 17,2015, James NomINGHAM . QPPeared ot District 29-3-03. and all
Charges Wae dismissed and Troover Blake Brown failed to appear.
d)0n +his same. day of July 17. 2015, Licoming Ceuntr District A#ornes Aaeron
Richle. Penciled in count-10, Pecson net 10 Possess on Pase é of 7. Troorer
Riake Brewnsswarn Police Criminal CompiainT which 1S SubJect to the
Penalties of section 4804 ofthe crimes code 18 Pa.C.8. 54004, See ApP. 1 P7.
a)To state o claim of false arrest under the Fourth Amendment . G
Pioindi& must establish () That there was an arrest (Tuly 13:20i5); and

() That the. arrest was made without Probable Cause .See Groman V.
TWP. 0F ManalaPan . 47 F3d 62%, 634 (3d Cir 19951 APPENDIX C Would Satiefy
withaut Probable Causse, and Satisfy the (2)two Prona sStandard rezusremert.
5) Notice Docket 38-1 erled i12/ial 1 . Page 3of 23 (APPERDIX F) NO Pre-trials
exist asainst the Pestioner’s wishes in vislation of due Process under
the Fifth and Fourteenth amendments . andon ithi2ei6, rral for count-10
was held followed by an asdrevated sentence of 5-i0 years on 1holz0it.
6) 0n June 6.2017. befare. Jury Selectian alf blood evidence was SuFpressed
ny gdreement with fhe commeonwealth. See APPENDIX K. On 612612017,
before commencerment of irial the bload evidence SuPpPressian
was renewed and breached by the commonwealth directly thereafter.
See APPEnnIX L. and on 612902017 Chac9es 3-9, That WaS dismissed on
Julv 17,2017, Was reinsiatec) afver the trial onthe day of sentencing that
Proves the Petitioner was never rearrested and the commonweafth
Was powerless 7o enter Judament for o lack of Surisdiction for
false arrest. Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60, A sudsment may be Noid
6n (2) TWO 8rounds : (1) If the rendering court lacked Subiect maffer
Jurisdiction : or (D TIF THacted ina manner inconsistent with due

.



Pracess of low. Maure v. New Jersey SuPreme Court, 238 F. AW x.7%1:193
(34 Cic 2007 WA Rule 6o (6 () motion onthe argunds that a:iucifxmem‘-
_ isvoid.mai be broudht at any time., See United Stafes v. Lne Toshibs
Televisian ,2i3 F.34 47,157 (3d ¢ir. 2000) (en banc). Ser APPENDIIR D P.5
Conqictiond reversed G 124(2017. Afrer trial and onl arrest date of
cecord 18 Jul 13,2015, and dismissed July 11.2015, A defendant must
be Secved with oriainal Process (A LEGALABREAT) far a court to obtain
Pecsonal Jurisdiction. The nules gaverning Service af Process must
be strictiy enforced, and nvalid service renders a court Powerless
5 enter Judsment against o defendant. Stranahan Gear Compant Ind.
v. NL Tndugdries Inc., 800 F.2d 53 (34 cic. 1861, Campbeil v. Nardstrorm ;
2013 U.S. Dist. LEXTS 6358 (M.DiP&. 2013) Petitioner recieved an asorevated 3.
ihe denial of the Gun caused gne count of Perfury to be added as
another charae and o. third teial where the williamsport Thiek of RBlice
Was a Juror. The end result was a I-5 year and all Sentences ran
Consecutive.
Al teials was a?Peal&d to the Pennsilvania Suverisr Court m(/a/f)er
being interfered wWith and net beina fled qs the Petrisner wished
ond even abandoned and found Per se ineffective in aremand
Crazier hearingd Bn Sevternoer 13,2019, It Was entered in oPen court
thot the Peiitioner Was Never arrested with all Parties Present

the Judde Nancy Buls Stated that She did not have the authsrity
ta deal with thet and old counsel Dance Ditar and Mew Counse/
Jeanma lenoo Was bolr Present and fthe Districh Alorney.

uirimately all arreals were dismissed under an Anders Bried.

The Petitioner filed a habeas CorPus Petition under 42 4.5.C.82254. on
4i5[2019. On 121512013, NOTICE OF APPEARANCE and waiver of service

was alse returned wWith o due date of 60 davs frem 101612619, D06 36,
The Answer was due by 1201612013, and recieved on 12/19(z01%.Doc. 37.
Browder v.Director |, 434 w.8. 0t 264,270-73 ¢'30-day time 1imit BN 28 WS G
£2107 and Fed R.APP. 2. d(a)] is*mandatory and Jurisdictional”, State
barred feom filina reconsideration motion in district court and
avPeal because both wWere untimely (Queting unitted States Y. Rsbinser
361 U8 220,229 (1460 In the Arpeals court fhe district Judae Ma,%ew
Brann, Chaimed to have filed a final Judament makms the geoeal sne
dax late and being dismissed. Atiorney General Sean RirkPatnick file

a alternate Entry of APPedranee after donathon Blake failed to do so.
see APR. " E ",
3.




- REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
T+ 18 the right action totake to free_a_whally inn ocent man,

Tt is very imPartant that no Person dilute riahteous Serigu8
Claims with frivolous Peritions,or compiaints by means of Periury,
foraecy, or fraud as herein this case. Likewise, it is true that
a claim has merit as witnessed herein,and Your £13hts have
been vislated, then Justice can be Served by Standing upP for

JOur rignts. Evervthing we do has an effect on others Similarly
sttuated whether if we See ttor not it is best fo have a Positive

imPact on our aOf.ie.h' if. ﬁ‘ma!auu Petitions or C.OM"PIO ints ace.
filed thev will taint Serious cases like this one that s imPortant

to ctght fhe Wrond, and helPs to establish Tn the court of law

a deterraimed resolution to Pratect the nights and human dianity
of the deserving o it will ripPle out into our communTty [ike

o Stone throwr in the water ‘and Feuch other lives in a PosTiive

Wway by aiving them have and insPiration in doing what s right,
Diease stand uP for What is mSM and iet us cost the first Stone T’oaaﬁ«er

4o fnoke a befer Piace for eve,r‘icme\ See AppendTy M
Thank vou

A



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
James Nattingham

Sramus €. ﬁoWW&

Date: - 7/ lcf/'aOZi




