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Cutlctor! ( sWuH iiuie to residue, uti-rttan ike U5C(V4 

l\a.s dLtvtie/f oxaL is
I.

, j ._.......... . to IW uus\l}
diuioic^ Petitioner# tkiW. States hu^tcms, Co art
Q-pt?eat t wWm(k in. jyut via lUntal ot a^olinf^tut fit 
W teawse/lj wtare appointed. cetrnsA strongly mcounaeA
uttuyier tb^ <Lppeal. \j)uT qaiti lor £>e/5cn«l {ftaSortS 

WlUaouT Afitia. te \Ui do art i, avid loW/if P-etiVouer l/i&s 

expressed need tor ‘UfiitauaL eh coimiA "to pf creed.

Petitioner\
l CLCCM

Cdtioira/i sWould ihae tii> resoloe wta,1W> tWt \)5Cl\M has 

dmud Petitioner oxvea tb tW ooui'ts , ou failure to 
stiruice lu/icounSe led PetitionM as 4 “leaitli^Jb d<mtj 
easterner, or partij “ Sit-eLiui^ tin f emotion Cirwa ttie 
noun ttial wts and is tondiiued i/itcejfaiiv in orders ft 
proceed, hotti 5 alW a skounW that W asuVtaviir 

neiolm would net UlCel^loe obtained tkraial/i eounset 
er (ecoiid, and3 after sWouhkj lOuWeJ) of" reuiiieC had quif.f

H.

C.euTieta.ri ^Wuld issue tjo resold uWtlurs tW U5CtiH has 

Aewlfe-dl iiaAiaenl P-etitiane/s acotsi to tfr eoaetsguu foduve
. - (\W_ Oiuird States tkstidf Louvt,

tiitfoliWa ,, cUili'nidg tb iui/esti^ati

JL

V pwoipetr Uj Suru
Urdrict o\ tsoutft .. ...... _.......... _ ..........
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INDEK 6F APPENDICES

Appendix

A: Decision ©f USCAM Denying Appointment of Hew 
Conns el and Granting Counsels (notion to Withdraw 

B- Dedal on of U5CA4 Denying Vtritof Habeas Lorpiis 
)etislon of US District Lourt Magistrate and Audge. 
Decision of USCA4 Denying Rehearing 

l: Letter ef- Appointed Counsel Quitting Representation
Dated February 25, 2021.

F* Motion of Petitioner Initiating Grievance Against 

Appointed Counsel Who Qua 
Gi RE: Delivery of Ease, file ~ Note Date 

H'- Letter 6? Petitioner to D5CA4 Dated April % IQI\
I: Errors, in. Published Opinion 
J: USCAH Transmittal RE' Oral Argument Transcript
tO USCA4 Trans mitt al HE: Petitioner ls April T, 2021

Letter to USCA4
L' Motion to Withdraw as Counsel 
M- Certificate. of Service Noting Date of Response, to 

tot ion to Withdraw as Counsel 
N: Date of Delivery of USS C HaiAdbooK / Rates and Guide.

For Indigent Petitioners
0: Motion to Stay, and Letter of EeVitUner to Appointed

Cow/iscl Dated April 11,2018 Reguesting Specific 
Performance of Experts - Both Submitted to the.
US District Court, District of SC, on dune. I, 2Dlft 
for Filing and consideration, and Beth Submitted 
With Petitioners March 2G^20l& Letter to the Clerk 
ef the DSCA4 as Exhibits and **£.

P** Letter of Petitioner to Appointed Counsel Dated March 5?
Tnq -Specific Performance RE’* Habeas, 

Submitted to 13SCA4 With March 2t,2DW Letter 
as Exhibit ^3- c v

Ql‘- Letteir of Petitioner to Clerk of the. USCKH baled
March 2t, 2019 Requesting Investigation Into Whether 
Motion to Stay, With Exhibits, Were filed and 
Considered bg the US District Court, and if not, "WhyV'
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Supreme court of the united states

PETITION FOR

)

U)R\T OF CERT10RRR\

PetlTusuieir respectfully groups tVwd TWe_ appropriate lord ‘issue 

"to reuLeio tke judgments, loeioco :

OPINIONS BELOW

Tlu opu/iicKA of tl\e Ortit&cL States court of appeal appeeff^
at Appendix A to ilie petition and ts unpublished,

l/ltlAiilr055 V Stirling 
Judtji/uent .* Muy 2Lj loLI

Tk<> opu/iiotf of tVie. 0lotted Stated court of appeals oppe.<rr5 
at" Appendix & to the. petitcow and b published,

Ifandrois Sturlu/ig
JuAjGnewt.' January 2b; 20Z(
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JURISDICTION

W'idn the United. states to art ofThe date.
appeals for the fourth Circuit decided my case 

voas January 2bj 2021,

OV\ LO

Uas dmled hu 

for dWe
A tlwvelu petition for rehearinq 

The JvutcA States Co cut of appeals 

Fourth Circuit on February 2.H. 2i2021,
time tt> fife a petition 

attended to all
An esctewsioiTi, of the tO da/j 
foe umt of certiorari, has b 
filers, due To t Vue COM ID-W pandemic , e'Ctemdima 
the time to fiVe bu. CD daus , froiM Hay 25.2011 
to and. Yn.clud.tniy J duty 21 > 2021.

escort is inuoVedl underTl/ve. tcoirisdiction of "this 

28 USC &lZ5MC1t.
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CDISfSTmniOU^ cunA 5TMUTDRN RRD\nSiDkiS

Citm¥
Ufit kwoum^ufciio act&M ~tb lau) library
computer in ^rvioia*5 Reitnct-e^ Housing Omt<

CtmsTJatumof Riakts

IHTWId Ac.ce.55 To Tke Courts

Tb A Fall CwfeiAStf

’ To Portia kale \v\ Oucm Cjdfmse 

’ To COLUAS^I ktti Aima'IiWWI
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SUTE-MEtit OF THE U\SE

ts tailed that tVie \Wite»A States fouirt ofPetitioner asser 
Appeals fcr the Fourth Circuit U denying aiad has 
cAented Petitioner access tos the courts as Petitioner 
Scjtks to appeal tb the \Wited stales Supreme Laurtj 

and prior to this appeal 5 as folUuss :

After- Oral Arflmvtfevfc

The United States Court bf Appeals for the fouctk 

Circuit has not appointed neio counsel after appointed 

counsel quit, though counsel recommended Petitione r 
appeal^ roar and ane half A/iointks ago. C Appendix. Ad

l

* The day adteir denial of Petitioned attorneys* request 

(or tekearina ( Appendix although appointed counsel 

encouraged PeTittotaer to appeal to the United State3 Supreme 
Court l Appendix E)j appointed counsel quit usuVout . 
notifying the court} abandoning Petit loner C Appendix t)3 

February 25s 2021.bn

* After Initiating grievance proceedings against counsel 

ukcfd auit C Appendix F\ and after obtain ma the.
‘initial, deliveries of Petitionee*^ ca&eCile circa Tlartlq 2fc'~30> 
2021 (. Appendix Gj\ Petitioner wrote tlae houifm fArcuiT 
Clerks ETflLce si\ April % toll with questions (Appendix n) 
also notifying the court that appointed counsel Had quit, 

ant. aMong other questions y asking iv neuO counsel 
Could he_ appointed.

L Tke fourth Circuit Clerk's Office has not answered 
PehtumerS April % lbl[ letter in 1Wee. months, which Wtur. 
referred in part tb © iAetUer ntu) counsel could/he. qopomtei, 
© how to Make corrections to the published opinion (.Appendix 

L referring to Appendix ® wWetheir ~Ws a tune
t imitation and ^ouoto file a successive habeas and O 

luhither a hai/iabofik Per the fourth urtuiT Cearl pi RppeaLs 
aauld W smt to wt- tlx we u]a> no feipoMSc- , except Tb

H



__j fitter a rvumthj that no Prat AfguiwcnJt 

transcript u)as aoailaWe, hat tUat l coula Ustein to it 

online <;i tlnoagk that is not possible* Hi/vct l &w\ a . 
prisoner uJltVvoat access to oaI'ua.c seiruices ( Appei/uiiy dj*

3, ^ TUc FourtU Circuit fteirkis Office kept counsel toluM 
auct ii/Ltoffw/ied of vny cut Louts, ttvouqU notivLed tWat 
mevj Keel yuitt seMciiuic^ tuy Apiitl % Z02T letter tt? 
eetmsei ( Appendix Kd,

9. TWe FouirtU Circuit aauc counsel lAoM juit tUe 
opportunity to LuitKdraoa toy (Motion C Appendix L \ toUeiretm 
ebunsel for Ike first tiw/iG suggested appeal ~ represented 
by them - Would W ^lootous. TWis cWanye of heart 
was ejmloraced Uy tke Fburttl Circuit? ttooayk roans eA 
Kacl quit clue to Li/iconucnimce cutd would W 
Lnconueimeiacecl it ireq.ULired to continue, 
and wWllc Petition eir Wad ii/vitiated 
CLUoimt counsel C Appendix: FV and 
a conflict of interest existed / exists.

S< Tine Fourth Circuit Was not returned a requested 

ciock-staKnpccl copy of Wtitibi/ierk KeSpansC to counsel^ 
after-the-fact Motion t*> iditUdraa) L Appendix \\\ uaiucU 
Petitioner asserts is moot cuaA owifelialaiy prejudicial,
\n oueir tm Clo^ usceJcs C Append!*. tV).

tell me

a^ain
representation ^ 

arceuance proceedings 
d LoVviW tl/vefe to re

>

k. The fourth Circuit did not notify Petitioner of tWe 

decision reberentc t& the tvution to ujitUdi/uco and ap^oiritiue«cf 
of i/lecO counsel for a Mcwtln L Appendix: (C t

Though Petitionee'S sister reijxiested o Fourth Circuit 

handhcolc W. sent tb Petit ioi/ieir, it Vies net keen sent ii/iouer 
tu/l Cio3 u) cells, though site aUc requested w{ the 
states ^upfciuC CouH its handbook , QjacL it amtsed 

posWorkedL H-it- 1\ , eueir ten Clot weeks ago

fh live. Fourth LircLilt has rveueir i\o\it(ed Pe.tiUbw.eir of 

KlS Upbeat tiuuc trau/ie , c\oir tyf AVul bO dau exte/ision due
tb CGI/IQ-L9, FeUtcoUeu's Ki/LOU)ledje of tvie OouirV-S

7,

Ovuted.

C Appendix <
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deadlines is otoed to sister's research.my

T The Fourth Circuit has barelu acknouAedgecl Petttcoyve.iT 

1kmWe causing Petitioi/ieir 1 o Wl kt is not tonsWared by 
the court to he rnorthy of the counts attention labile 
indigent and untcunseled , cmd causing Petitioner to 
uJcmaef about tVlt court's aUeami/iees , alliances^ iliaA 
relationships, and whether Trie courts services are 
only ungrudgingly wade auclloble to the. bavr awd bench .

this Court unit appoint neco 

rega/dmg appeal iug to the 
D5 SupreMC, Court ^ and to help prepare tlvLs appeal if 
advisable., and PcteUtmat pra^s acuj counsel ana Dctutewc?!/'* 
unit be, afforded a fall nua or eYtended 160-da^ appeal 
period, tbat icWtcVi Is v\eu3 beung aftercUcI to Like filers.

LhS. district Court to Oral Afquu/iml

1, The OS histHct Court* district of 5>L> C Columbia blmsiunT 

Aid not return a requested clofJn-stouwpecl copy of a Motion 

in ChbesVtcon to SuiMMOif'y duda Merit and Mott cm Lor 3D boug 
Extension , etc, udib Verified /imdauit, submitted v)unel,201b 
at the, summary judqwierit stage, uoltb a copu of a Vetter 
tt> Petitioners counsel, Attorney Eiftabeth /\. FrankUrv- ft esc 
of 'the finvi BAume. Ffanfclm'best i Wnq, requesting specific 
per Fcrmance of the expert hired ana signing C ftppenabc uj 
if necessary for Petitioner's Motion to be accented by the.
05 btstrict Court Clerk, Robin V Blame .

2. The 05 District Coiut, District of S*t!s( Aiken DtuiSLoitt 
Magistrate Shiva \t Hodges recommended summang dismissal 

‘‘less than 3D days** after i submitted nay Motion W a 30 day 
stay or eei/itiiAiumce. (Appendix C\ a. metier l sam as 
required to be grafted.; as Issues of mdWiaA fact
mere in dispute C AppeJndLces, 0,Pond Qj referring to 

A-ppendix CL

Neither the tS District Court, District of S*Lj the \)S 

Court oV Appeals Per the Fourth Circuit, nor i/v\y attorneys

Petitloi\ eir respectfully( prays 

course) to advise PeCfuot/ieir i

3.
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ivvij notioin \Zas qm! cetmAeireA 

Jou "th^ US Uj^UTrate, ai-vi bUtnct_ UdluA ^uA^e. and 
Mate. Inter fence \oiy pu5on ©Cfieiats h.a5 hindturecl 

wvy &um adequate rode to ot mu, \eya\ wvaXerictVs, 
and neco research* and omelet cem of, Wte^s before 
ttwn deadUt/ics) iinc\acting HVyls WiatioiA/

*t fttteir late' tWdn 2021 iAioofij. ol casefile legal 
mater tals <, )j) risen olfAcials revnooed the se Wvdteir iaVs 

April (oj ZOZ-l despite mu $vou£tii/v<g * and V\a\ie 
refused to return mu case rile euex since* euen 
after SCJhC ikadfluo At A *ta£i l-epottedly directed ^ 
Perrys Id ax dew usuries IdUAiaau to retain^ the vwiteriab 
to Wl£»

haue confirmed that

OiT\

£h Pdduuietf 3 in Restricted Housing WaS also nm out of 
ink with idiucfo to complete \eyai toorls, and tile Deputy 
kWdci/i in choree fetuses to ^eccnanye empty pern for 
aeu) ernes* L3anxeoi Williams forbids prisoner from 
possessing me, re than owe pew at a tii/we .^IVvese gel-waV 
pens areJaoock Per oiaIu about 2-2 days of heavy 
Lurltmg. Access "to the taco Ubrairq computer vs also 
Ibvuted severely - IW auaraged approximately erne U5 0. 
ectry 2-4 loeetvS,

b. fts this tredtiwci/A threatened tb foreclose ray appeal 
opportunity* us\dL as iW also suffered Unreal* t& avid 
a.ctu.dl Uyucry "to Kviy physical uSelbtaeUAg^ tue
twice sought a TdO ai/id/er FreUu/iinary Injunction from 

Wit 05 district Court^ District of Sd,* tly case has j 
both times; beex/i assigned to the. Anderson / &reehu)ooa 
btuisiGin and. Itagcstrule liacgueUwa b. Auduia* Since \ 
loas arres'ed.^ detained; ojac tried three tlwieo iv\ 
(oreeMujood $C_* Cue requested to haue M,y pleadings 
heard ivv anottaeir dud sawn, but coos denied,

X L qm ajactinQ tor tke osuA to Gat v\au)> U)Wle 
une.seplainaUVy “beliAg reauired tb comiiAue bufferiiA.^ 
irreparable. l\ai'm i linduaXno the expiratLon of my 
40 and tVian ISO* day tiiM/Cffai/nes for tilci/iy my

7



13S5C appeaJ3 ujVvLle \ oocut tor the \)S strict Court tt> 

act, &ecau££ of perceived Via* acphnst we., I lvu)e- 
t/\£>t tBiiudeeed aiK.iw.fl Tke. foartla Circuit to aAA.ce>£$ 

"tlic^e, L)5 ftistiTTcf Court tencerns.

lirtUout LBWhStl do not \\oa)€_ the ability tb present 

hx^ cLoiwiS aAe^juatcl^ to tVie cevxrt,

U)itlA 1Vi£ cou/rti inter uenhoi/^ cl n\eu) attorney loiUo 

access to PkCERj qmA a Vull appeal period ustfh 

ujUicU to ujcrk* l ciaacL cowupetcwt C6a(fi5el can
perfect Mtj oS.SC appeal.

C]ajcuJUu> /} VcuaJaxj^
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MSUNS F0& Tftt P^tlT^N

lj>U5Ui/u<iA. wmoL'U/u-e P^tittcmA W&i ta-eeoi 
rmoueA uu OwcfiLoCes lau tW sUti ^wc(. tiaVl compel 

\dlml witl/i $irudu/<tA wot fulUj EluiUe^ ot/T
Auh1a<j t\W PCR. am/isl WU-m cijlilfctM*/ ons/cee^n^ 
r-m^rv^a 1^v4 ajrcfttiVp ^rere.8 ivuAVauc'b ai 4 

t£WLi or \ivatl^u«T^ PCR_ couas^/l Wld£.#_5
a* Wukoacei/ A>*j Franklu/r zuaA &wse\> 

CimpUte a^cur^km^i^r ^aX a vtinj uriutal 
cuaA SWl anjui/W'&/iv<, ^i/iTubm m ttu? tf Letch 'iu^l? 
ttiAjLut^d. ^t\x*A(L(i)w&v{ fe IAaY umW e , W botkW v JLm\y 
S9k 3)5 3*1,113 fU- Up cuJ Owpif) v 5*JtU, 'M FU l/[34, 

duu^^l it a iinu^on^m ox lU-Q
MMiMlWftl SUsteMO , l-(uju\j~ch$ WV oum'/ne, 1 CAi<S

MLittiVrts 6 vuft luYXmVs. OS u CUnott/ir j Hbb>15 WB, 
IDS. 5i Ci l03<*
aX'L

\s i/iot re^meiTtsUon as -mimloiA^ 
1/lWj “HjUL S0ctt\ AlVvJe^dliWU^X'< TW rigW tb touM^l t's tli£ 

rLqW to dssxsWce. A StuobUiA v
uksW($tm4 , lUb US kb6 > 104. Siti 2061.

fllWouylX Speutcfcll/t^ 1/lolAb ilu?l dutbWlitiL teArttiol 

t* jt^atre^ w\ma€ a^ (LA-mtho/it is coum^I afc a
O-rLAtLail sta.^ . CWmux -imjirJ aitn/ttuxraL 
cuxJbwi^Uc rM/tna/I uTfUm/it flunn^ ioi/fl/iirU hito m-0 J 
ffciste/i/iUL ot axtiaxl . UmAt v Vin P«1Wi^
161- 0^ 12G > \l<b uOt 7H3 .

tfiUMiiA UjWo VU)V ArjU'i OtAyA tlvl
S U v2>s\om\ UL 01 ujWcct [^AsM^eLcu/iX xts )b nrit acU/oCtiitnCj
™r ■ 4 Aidvii t
Ct^ r avu t aAlw tsri^Uii lokm tWd
OAit Vl^T do ilAl ^4£L UL t^sttVL^ rt^u/^/// 5 lolUxM

A tW 6’la/tmj "te voirowa^\Jbh{A Vjw^> 

StHcl<-lO(AoL * 51
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REftSGMS F0R GRAFTING THE PETIT IDU

1kl5 prtitloiA sbouid be. yrant-eA because v

* IaITtKoaT tWe court's iiAttrvei/itu></U a imscanria^e eF justice 

to III cmue, as rvy riykt to access To the courts toid 

be, dmied,
* Petitioner, cm mdiyedt prUouvfi.tr, needs assistai/ice. 

oE counsel to hie. irvvxj G^SC appeaJ oiaA (mr a ntu) 

peltltu9n for tont of babeaS COrpus} and. cannot 
for this coumse uviys^lf-

* Petit iotaer ii\eeds the assistance, tV\e courts to d&t&m a 
FRO auuL/or (Vdiwiaary \n junction to lable to Fultu 
participate in. ywy defense., but LoitJn ar uAtWout That 
asmtadcej Petitioner needs competent Letmsel ? LoVio 
uAtb access tb ^aceir and *l©own 5 can pre-Tent rase 

to the court competently.
J State inter ference should not be alloioed to foreclose 

Petutitmer^ access to IVve courts *
Is access to the VvlgUest court *

* TetltuMAar needs assistance of counsel to be ej/ialoled 

to fully. mafce my case to tl/ie OS Supreme Court,
‘ it Is necessary that published ©pinions and all Court 

records be accurate ^ especially so tlvaA -
# the ceaed record Is tW standard of accuracU
* false claims of ooer udvelmuAy euLden 

reinforced aiui/or amplified by the. t^corA
’ the^ .social impact of imdety read false accounts 

dont make. Mere. difficult i toironq fully cet/voicted 
prisoner1* u)0rk of reeeirsmu conuictl

* Court Sendees should be e 
prisoners aud pro se

£ Bias duid vu/ididtue nes3 by tWe courts clerks and judL^fJ 
Must act be permitted. ,}

* liupirofw relationships foctueen the court s clerks ana 
attorneys ^ prejudicial tb g.fLeiraw\ clients ^ iwust v\ot be
tolerated! . , ..

c The poWttal for aad appearonce. oV dtirK- aUoirney 
alliances ayau/ist yrieuaat clieixts svioula be streji\gLcj 
usi/idei/vuned and tViDiroug-bly liaoesltyaled 5 eiradi eating 

ihesp CfiJuiFLicts of interest.

pay

>

toWilch \vv this case­
in ttie land .

)

ce are no

on
OJJLtL iflj CLUal[o\iLi tb tlUlg.ejl.t’

CltAts Cti to 1W WlT cua.z1 kawc Vi ,ItU

IQ
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P'dilittiM 4ir ujrtt oV 1 j fbr-iiW
fttotrefnMuovU-d - r-^SM^ iVibu {A W Qtrmftld ,

Subw-i’tfedJ

filial ^ M itMvdjrois . P^ti/tioVao 
SlbC ■*■ 3^01 “D s 6fi.ll *- "bz-bi 
KlirUmM Co^Mivjnai WsRtatuko 
434,4. troad Ktuin Rfll 
ColkVHbtft *SC 142. LD
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