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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

i After Mr.Watsons September 72005 Convietion » the state maﬁﬁlz/éu alfered.
the Original fudymem‘ andd commithad him to prison via a counterfeited
and Fravdulent Document. Docs the w5, Constitution protecta convict from
Imprisonment under a falsitied document?

2:The state Imprisoned My, Wakson past the 125 month maximum sentence
ordered in Hhe 2005 0viginal Tudgment ., Does the constitution atford

prohch’on to convicts From lozmg /'hﬁwycerafed/paﬁ the m aximwwm
Sentence ollowed by | anw P

34 Dpff /%e Lon 5“/1'/&#/“014 /)fofec/’& de/’éna/ahf -Sapef’w'sé& frvm #”ﬁud)
Obstyuchion of Tustice , amd Consp fwy d z/w'nj court procecdsn 245 7

9.0n May 22,2017 1 the stott committed Wvs Watson 4o a shate prison fo
pricest before adfudretion of guslt fbr—fwm‘lmﬁ- chargef and hetore
any process For post-release supervision (Pes)] Is a porole wavvant

alone Sutfrcrent 4o compni b on indrvidual Fo pPrisen who bas beenr
accused of a erime while 60 PRSP

5: My, Watsen wat méy’e cted 4o involuntery servitude as a pr&/'rxb-/ detainee,
Does a /mra/e warvant alont Sanehon Fhis treatyment?

6 Does Hae consti wbion proﬁ’u‘ de/”mdan%fupwvﬁ&ﬁf/mm Hhe breach of an
@reeme,n/' by the ctate when state waiveyr implicates lrberty ?

7. Are defendant - upervisees protected under /omh/a/ detarnee’s vight
to be free Haom /.Jum’s%m ent unti'l conviched ordue process Satristyed P

§s When a ctate habeac petrtioner ir atborded counsel 4 o State ctatute,
/5 prefudice presum ed under Stvicklaond v Wash ingten s when the court
f a/‘/f 0 4 /va/"n-} Coum‘e«/, whereas counsed is pPreven Fed From assiskn amf[
the peti Ficner 15 allowed to proceed prose without o waiverof cownsel ?

9.TIs o detendant -$ upervisee protected under the conshbidion when M
State #a/ls fo appoint counsel for ¥ months in Hhose proceedings
Jeads 1g Fo 4rial ? '




10, Are Federsl Hobeas Petitioners protected From Hie Lias
and abuse of discrebions of Jower tederal c'ouff-/.("? |

documents and Frovudulent cloime into Hie vecord alﬁ/(‘f&/(f/’él/
proceed; ngo and Hhen Jumped off the case. Docs due process

require any mtice fo pro se pehtioners betore counsel can be
Sucbstitutéd 7

/7. On 5@pkméer~ 8,202/ s the U.S. Court ot Ameals denied My.Wotons
Petibion tor Rebearing , Pebibion fov /?aéeawhj goé&naJ and Mobon T2
Amend p/mc//’nj or ﬁfgwé’j‘/éd Reliel ) hetore f/vey recseved He
suppor /'/27 dituments that Mhv. Wation assured would be sent and
betore e f wpom"/en/f discloged an J//Lrwn’ry #o v, Wotrons

- Interrogo Ferits and Requerh for Prodithion of Detuments . Does His
comport With the usus) enduccepted courre of J‘ud/'of'a/ proceed;119s 7

/1. The Respondentc initiol councel bas entered counterteif

13, The Y.L, (ourt of ﬁppm/; did not address i (1) Tnitiol Mobion To HAmend.
lg/md/hj for addyhonol velief and revicw/_Tuly §1702] /g/a/‘n/bm ) (2)Trterro-
ﬁz’n‘o ries and /?eiwf/ for Produthon of /)GCZm entc to iéfpﬂi?ﬁlﬂﬂ/f, 5,79#2/»4—-
ber 812021 order > and 0'3)enkiHlement to veview of Grouwnd Three r{ﬁht
o counsel clam supparted by the vecovd_ S tpttmber & 202/ order
Does this comport with #he usual and waﬁz/ Course of ﬂa/x'c/&/
/)r&é’éf&'//'!’\)j ? ‘
19, B4 the November 16 12017 Stote /mifzﬁaf Z/tai’/'hj ) My Watconk 07/50{—
nal habeas Ppplicotion was conceolod) as e Ftcovd vel/scls, T
a /'//ec/ mation esrential Fo a full and forv Amw'nj and qp/aﬁr/’bf‘h/ﬁr
10 be heard swWhen that motion comes om Lyv Lt s P
i5, Does He constitwbion p‘VﬂvZ ect hoabeas /ogsé}é’oneff From these ﬁré//n‘zy
actions of the ﬁovem.mwf.’o



16, Wy Watson was veleaced $rom prisom fo PRS on /‘7/»/'/ /6
2015 and Charaed with New Crimeér on De’é&;ﬂéﬂZ?lZ&/K,
’W/u'aé resul f?ﬂ[ /n “paralle ph?[’/’é’d//'} regarding PRS
(2005 Judament) ard the 2016 #2)om 0‘&%}5)’/25/? v, meﬂ/J}.
each of Which were subject o &’a&%%ﬁ(/rf f’/zu/.(/'/:,!‘,j
Does e state /m;m&%um Gnd wrongtul Fevminolion of wel
pﬂc/ utk review of He 2005 J'uz/jmenl /9 Hhic cace

( See Secton 3, L. a/’/aeyé'lzbm),

17. I# veSponst Fo Mr. Watson’s Bround Ove clotom 4y hrc FHP ,
7%8 /(/5 01/)(/574;[:? H/B/éhf'é WaJg /0 Jr#r/éu/&/ﬂrz %/f&n} /M{ (}/
ot //'é(w@ 1o the 7008 Juﬂ@m,«mr/».ﬂaw @ fravdulens eloint
from a p&r/ Zonu;rn/'nj a\/‘ua’ -mm/mpam the door o
Strvbiniza ,ZZ,, and revrew a/j//m/ \/'wﬂ\/j:mzw/ ?




LIST OF PARTIES

[ 1 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of

all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:

/. Joshua H.Sein » Shate Morne &:mzm/
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RELATED CASES

o Travis L Watkson v Wark Covvev sNo, 1777 ¢V 1047 1 uS. /)/’fhf/b-/‘
LCourt_middle District 6f Novth Cavs)ina .judﬁmm7‘ entered on
November 3012017 — /4/3/)&/4;//)/ E. -

“Trovis L. Watson v Dennif Daniels s Mo 1718 cvid5], U.CDrshr et
[é ufit..,/VLO;A/uf : ﬁ[/jmﬁnf fn}/fféﬂ/ﬁhuﬁy.?//Z&/qﬂﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁll'v.g/

s Thavis L.-Watsom v IDennis Daniels 1 No 1279 cv 299 U.S.Distict
Court_ m.D.N.C. Jimym ent enteied February & 12020, fippend iy B .

* Trovis [,!%.ff:;ﬂ v Dennis Doniths No, 20-423900:1 920299 1Sy ur F
oF /?,opm/f tor the Four, é’fn“w'-/d?rdjmen# entered July & 2021

’ T:”.%V./j La M/jf&” V}/ﬁylﬁ 4/’ A/,,(l )‘5‘up&ﬂ” (’0217?1 D}'V/‘f/‘{ﬂ”! , //%p/)t’/?.g):
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J’uz{ﬂm ent entered Nivember 27,2077 Appendix A.

“Stade i N6 v Trevris Watcon + Mo, id-1259 . N, ¢ Lourt 0/Ap/)€a/.fc
«7‘3[7/’517)%;‘ entervd W% 19 12020  Rppendix A.
» State 6/ ML v Trovis Watsan + No. 29€P20_ M. ypreme l’au/f/dmjg//zﬁ «2/),
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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

[ 1 reported at : ; OF,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ v}¥is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States distriet court appears at Appendix Bt
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ‘ ; OF,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[V 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

[ 1 reported at ' : ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the : ' court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at : ; Or, '
[ ] has been designated for pubhcatmn but is not yet reported or,
[ ] is unpublished.




(4.5, Constitu }i61FONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

bth Amendment . In all cviminal prosecobions , the accused shall enjoy
(11.5.) the v’{j/ﬂ Fiiito have assistance of counsel for hic defense,

13 Amendoent 2 Nerther S/Mery rotr Ip leuh/é? SCervitude » exce/a/ as [)wz/.'sl

ment for a crime wh ereof fﬁcpamlj shall have been olul conviched
Gusy Shall exish within the United States, 57 any place S ubsect fo /ur/’rd//bﬁ'an",

19h Amendment_" ... nor shat) an slate a’e/an’ve any person of Iife .,
/7 8/;/// o prop ert W/?Aoﬁ’?/ due process of 7ZM//“

N.C. Constitution  Article 1 50c,17_ “Slaver 15 fovever pmﬁ/ﬁz}/ecfafhv‘a/un/ay
Servitude ;e’xz*epf as punishmen? 7‘%;/ a crime whereof Fhe parke
have been a%u\a/jezfjw/\y 115 fovever /aroA//;//ea’,”

N:Colon. _ Art.] See) 77 "[Vcry person vestrasned of bis [iberty i enti-
tHed 4o 4 remedy tu inquire fnh Hoe lawlulpers Hepeot' s and 1o remove,

He ZM[‘)%e vestrarnt if uﬁ/awﬁa{ and thot #emedq s hall wot be densed ov dlely ed,
1259 (e)2)_Tf a /981‘/3‘7'0&)64’ hastoiled 4o develop Fhe £actual basis ofa claim
In State Coar¥/9fo(é££//)4 5 Hhe distoict’ ¢ ourt eonmet hold an eviden -

Hary hearing unless peliioner showe that: 1) the clarm velier either

a) on a“new vule of constitubonsl law:’, or (b)on'a factua]

predicote thot could not have éeen/on viously discovered throug b

the evercice of duedils encey and 2) " the facti underlying the clzin
would be sutlicient.,, S?l;a/ but for consktutiona] ervors nio vea son -,

able fucttindev would have found a/ap//'canf jw’/@ of un/wﬁ/xﬁaﬁ@aﬁz.

(2¢u.5C.) 2241 0¢)(3) )22 5444) |
Federal courts may consider an Applicabon for 4 Writof Hrbeas
Lorpus only on Hhe ground Hat /)e priSeners condinement violates

the Lonshitithon 1 lais, ov freaties of the United Shates. 11 EEo.L T,
ANN: REV.CRIN . PROC., pr950(20/2),
18 UsCA Sec, 1504 202071 12073 _ Append/)\’ E,

ABA Standards v Cvimi nal Justice o - 7.8, p.7-97,3-5,8/2d ed,1950)

(@) 5 3-5.8 p.3-88(20 00 1940) ; 3-1.1(4) [ 20 0d 1980) . Appendix £ .

ABA Madel Code o/ Prsf. /?ef/pamf,_/,//};y ECT-1201980) « Appendy [,

5182, 43/% ‘/jf/ zfﬁ;/i;; ?}i /g/ Condiet Rule 3.8 comment_ Append i £,

3
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 5@/)7%»15” 702005 s Mr.Watson pled quilty #o two counts
0/ Ind de ree 7’&/)@ ) 6’0}?_\{/.’)/'1”5(5_ 70 commit Znd degree rape- and

Ind c/?rfe /(/k/ﬂap/oifj in Guwlord Count fzz/oc?r/'ar Court . The
trial ¢ ur?{/'uc/je ) Penry Frye ) /'m/oa.rgjd 94 -/25 month sent-
ence and @ 27-4Y2 moiith Centence.The court did not specif
Whether those Semtences wWere o sun conseeuts vely or coneusvernt-
lconcurrentlyl, My, Watkson also recieved a 5-year ptst-release
Supervisiorl ( PRS) Sentence ) which he begar’to serve on April 16 5
2015 (0YCRS 78728 » 04CRS 78731 )y afte? serving /3] mionths /o

the state prison.See 2005 Jriginal J’uc/jmamig% Appenddiv A A12)

On December 29,2014 > officers with the Greensboro Folice
De/mr%men/ arrested Myr. Watson on Fwo new Felon C.Aaf.rﬂ&.r
and detarnecd him in the Gaurltord County Tail Tove ﬂf/ynjs /mppenéaf
'b/par) 7%8 arrest (1) f/:e initiation of a Criminal pro(ef&-—- > Givim
rise to pm%eo/ec/ //éer%y interectS > (2)4he rew c:/»agaf 717/{? eved
o Post Release S u/w/’w'f/'an and Parole (ommission ngram%/a/e/ajf}ae #
for a determination of whether My Watson viclated #he terms of
PRS . The warrant was served or January 32017 On January 13,
2017 > while in the Cuitford County Tarl (BCT)  Plr. Watson msz/JVA
a f/pf'éfenia%/v& of the PRSP “Whereas he entered into an agyee-
ment with the State of Novth Cerdlima fo waive the PrS kev‘oZa hon

'/:H’ac‘ cedrngs ' unt/ pé’r)z//'nﬁ MNorth Corolina ctviminal Cheoraes has
been d/kf)o'fed 0 éj the Courts  See docket entry23_ No.20€2390U.5S.
Court of /7,0/)(%/5 (Con) - Y4 Lrvewvit ) ¥ Lootnete . Warver afﬂppm//}( £
On MWay 22,2017 s Wy Watson was Committed to a stife
pw'.wg? tacility 4o process. However s the /_‘)ena//hj céarjef had not
bee » dispase 'bf/acﬁ"ua//ca/m/) #or had theve been any /wor/‘nj

Or process reqgoBding PRS,as the vecord vef/ects. See Wi, :
¥ Also at Travis L. Watson v Dennis Darvels . No. iil8 cvys5]. ws. Dishiet Courd-

MADN.C. . Dacket Entry 13-8. _ AppendiX F; 12  Hot Document lovokingGun _ Appendiv A
o - J PP ? | of 20085 gr/' inaGl J% me,:}pf) . f
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Watsons /m’vll‘a/ 28 US.L. 229 _ Tvavis LaShaun Watson v
WiarK Catver- No. 117 ¢cv 1067 af a pre/r/‘a’/ de/a/’me,._pfzjg L2
A ppendix B, My Watson varsed the fedeval zue.r%/'on_f ,S“Obtj/nL
0 be veviewed ,as a prc//f/zz/ and prere vocohon detaince
while the new evimmal chargec and vevocabs n process were
unresolved . See Td. at page™2 ., Frior o His November 27,2017

US. Drstret Court_md. 8.8 Liling , Mv. Watson £rled a state

habeas Corpus fo C//;a//e/n/@& e /mprisonment and depyiva-
of -/’ﬂw/&m and Coum”eé/ > 61 NMovember [, 2017, That
wmobion IS ot cL/Mr/ ot the record becovse 1¥ was vemove d
and Concealed ég Curlford Zowo%j Court otbciols and was

?)0/ éiV&://a A/e a //7& Commn emwﬂe/m[ ot /éa Stete Aaéaﬂ
hearing. See Habeas ﬁans"ar/"prL yVelume [of /_pa e Y line

17-25"and page 5 line 9-2Z _ Appendix A . Alss”at Trevis L.
Watsen v Deninis DanielS - No, 1219 ev 299_ U.S. Distict Lourt
MO NC, ((Same P‘ff‘g‘) A0n Nevem bev 13 12617, M. Watson
Lo llowed wp with & Mobin To Dicmiss the /)wz//nj criming|
ChargeS: On November 1612617, +he caid wehanc came Lor
kzar/n 68/&7'& /’A& /407’)01’&6/& JZAM 0.Cras lZZ ;Supewb?’
Court “"Judge presiding  Findrng he was Without Juvisdichon
to address a n/m‘edq haobeas Tssue i volving PRS s Tudge
Crarg declined o dismiss the criminal chavaes as Mciws/-
»gd 21 M v, Wa/jon . For a éf/e//”nﬂ on MWvr. Waz‘om Farsrn

the 52"0'6;'4;/ werhons sought fo be 7e viewed » See hobeas hihs-
L’r/}o;‘ ;Vo/ume Jof [ _ age 9 starting at line 22 - page I5
ending &t line 14 ot Appendsy A, mfl/l/a/;m represented him-
s 8// / 7%@ Aéééﬁf /nfa V/"hj éccaw& '/uf a#orn{q Could %o/ dta/d/fz.(.(
7‘/48 moaotter in Cour/‘ /or /tya/ #easons . See /)aémf 74%/7}67///)71
Va/ume [of'] aqge 6 line 5-22 and page /5 line 22 -p?ja,
/6 line 6 af ppena’/x%}/ On /MOVM‘MAW 22,2417 ;an order

den j/"n boheas relief Was I5sued by @ second ude
‘ : A &rJ
Loa"r/‘c[};//nﬂﬁn/_. /@pema’zi( A, On chméw ///Zi/? )ch; wzf/ki/

KMotion To Dismiss — Appendix A

A




afler My Watson sought /)aa/era/du/éan’@ Lov velicd s an
order was issued by the Post Release Supervision and.
Parcle CommisSion 1 PRSPC) to release v Watsor +rom
the custody of Hhe De/) 4o of Public Sattty (0PS)  Division
of Adult Correebon COAC)- Appendix B. No ovdes were ,
ISSwed 69 the PRSPC prior to this » con c’erniﬂj Wy Watsons
post-releare supervision (PRS) a5 e record retfects.

~

On March | 12018 ) at the Sentensing phase of My Wakcon's

trial ) v Watsen reiteroted 4he azft process violation

in the Vaazed/njf and court velsted processes Jead s

to +ria'l, The fwo W/uma %mmc.‘r/’pf bas bheen exhibrted éy

the /Qéspar)z/amlf 1N thelr Mobon For Sum sar JZ/a/jm‘em/‘-

Ex.9 _ Travis L.Wation v Dennis Daniels_MNo.i:/ cvzZ¥9._

US. Distvict Court m.D.N.C., Wr. Watson has extracted Hhe
/ofr%/hml par/f For Hhis courts purpise.See 2018 %mnfén'p-},:
Sentencing _ page 426 line /9 - page 427 4o line22_ AppendinA.

XO0n May 23 12018, v Watson Filed a 29 11..0.2254
Federal Hobeas /”e#&?m (FHP) ¢ hallen /ng the Zoos Tudgment
and the entire proceed/ny /add/ng +to ' the 2018 %r/a/ . The
petition was denied . On Warch 112009 ) M. Watson L1/ed
a 2254 FHe C//)a//emginj the zoig fu@mem‘ > bis /'mpr/koﬂ-
ment without any process s and Right to Councel vislatins.
Travis L. Watsen v Dennss Danidls - No. 1319 cv 299 4.0 iehr et
Court o m.DN.C. The perzz%'an was denied on Faérwarj/ 6,200 .
W, Watson Sought these reviews under the miscarrajge of

Justice doctry e, My, Watson appealed #o Hhe 1.5, Courd
of Appeals for the Fousth Cireart. As the case advanced >

he became aware that 1t was the Lroudulent resSponses and
documents entered é_a,{ the /?erpona'e/nk that were /‘mprapef/j

K Travis L. Wetson v Dennis Daniels No.l:l§ev ysi_ s, Dishict
Covvt o M D.N.C.Denial and Order at Appe/m//)( B.
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!

[Nt uemeing the friers of fact and f’/;ejue//‘w of/ SyStem § |
aé//}%% /‘M?mrha//y acﬁ“w ditote the iss ves pﬂ!‘@%}ed , And so,
LonJuly 17,2021, My, Watson £1led a Motion To A end P/ecoc{z/- ‘

Q) 0+ Requested Reliet 1it which he add(ff{fea/ and z};}oamaz
the fraud Tn +his case and reguested ado//yl/om/ relief avd
veview in +he 201§ Tudgment and covresponding /om-c?c?i/m
as well ar +he 2065 J’ua%mem/' ) /'nc'/udi;? JA{, Couﬁer%e/.
udament and temwmitnent that the state /Mp?\lf({neﬂ/ M7

‘/1/\/0&5071 under atter the September 72005 convichion - The
Motion was not addrecsed /;?l the %.§. ?{a;/} 0{ /jrpi .:e?l;/;/j,/(ﬁ/?)

) A opinion and [udgment denying his Appea 3
0Bt 4 et 52 TS T iabdon?, Benl omicls

0:26-6239 5 /(119 (vZ99)-MOTIGN T0 STAY — 1.5, Supreme
Court _ Ex 7 _ Filed Sephember 2012021 . Afer £

/"//’729 fovr a
Petitron for Reheayving (Submidted Jul, 1312021 Dand Peh'hin
for /ﬁ’e/qear/‘mj Enboncl Submitted Tul /'?; 2021) ;v Watoom
Fesubmitted Sh amended Version of /ie, Mokon To Amend P/ea//\fy
For ﬁfzu eshed Relref /subsmitfed Auguc) //zaz/))nzwf}/@
7%01% the 2005 and 2o J’uc/jmen% e sef aS/'c/e,%é'r’fn}erVen/’h
acHons by Hu State of N.C.Tnelding Fraud ) col)ussen )dece)ﬁz
oh zma/-/]m.famcou'o/n% /Ja-m"/c/ ation ) consprracy 1 and
0bstruchion of Justiee,in Fhase %{/ ments 1 whith have cnd
conynue /91’\9'&1&//'0@, M+, Watsen . On feﬁ%‘em her £, zo2d 17
the .S, ok dinied bot, Petrtons and He'mohen, No reason
Was given for the denialS of voliet end review', T4, AppendixC. .
Moten To Stoy war submitted < e/a}e,fm bor 79,2021 ) 7esterilin
the Fraud > Hhe countertert dociumentc s the Falirbied PRS
proceeding > the denial of counsel ) Hhe concealed habe

af /’Y)ﬂ}/{/@
and wasdenied 4 Seplember 17 12021 ) a day after

1y arres 7%&»7}0&4’1”
cate was [scued on Seplember 16 4202/ T4 ppendix C.
16. UL .COA dotket Cheetd .

i

— HApperdiy F,
17.4.5.CoA 0/>iniam~#1__ %«wﬁxc .




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Thi's pe//f/'on S/)ou/o/ Ae ﬁ?’&f)/éé’é becawse the State of North

[) arolina has e)//)ié//r’a[ 071 UM Erdul ﬂééﬁf{/&n{, durin fze
1Z2-year span of the /‘ua’ e 4s c%a///fyeaf Jn s pettion that
7%/ é/ﬂ///a/ S/ﬁ/f.! /awf;é’ /7'0%' rior %Af/r aw /‘/ﬂﬁ% ﬁa ra%‘rm foﬁf//}ébzfﬂﬂ
and Beneral Stadutes »Supercede the importance of %Ae{f&w’ﬂ
/ofmarm/ Agendas ., This /)f%///ﬂn Will Show a malizisus e 7/awf 3
and intentiona/ infustice that bac deprived Wy Watsor o Sovera]
-7/3/7# pfﬂ//c///[ wndler He &nf;é’/mé'anz (+ivmnsl hakily will be
estab)ished /py e stote’s achuns. Frauvd , malfeasivite . a/acz;q Ao,
Colluson , and lCong /ro*.cy o Cover u m“pam//é/ praceed/hﬁ”
Due Procecs V/b/&%/‘o*n wil/ bé) er/zé//'séw'/'&ﬂd has a/génea[ o can
of worms 7’9& rIing numerous Fya ululent acts by Hhe <tite
Jn this case”as a gAa/&. The fo/rness and /tm{ejrj/ of Both
\/'u zmem/f dﬁd//)racwa//'fyf Am_/e been few"az/_r‘/y/é-»f/ec%ecé
antl Compromised at w7 Wotcon expence and caused
1¥reparable concditubisnm/ d/‘-x\ﬂ/‘zrr 5195 Watson G180, Fraudulont
TESPINSes » documents 1intosimodss m orderc, along with a
élé?ouxo/fr/g’//\/'z;?/?men/"dna/ ommiHtment, has Suppo tied +he
unautherssed, ’hn\/"&/f%fv‘/”é&( sand ﬂré/'%rmy eprivation of
My, Watcon'’s Lreed sty This Condimnuous Fosud 0 deLyoud
Mr. Watsorn of his Lonstidutson A/‘// /@ra#é’c%wl vr'9hte has
pervaded the entrve 2005 Tudgmeid /lacors) JOHRT 7872, 0yCRS
78731) ; bheen /’7:7'8&/.90[ /9 to & 2018 Tudgmend rand /'mpmpgr/
/h#/uen[cﬁ/ fAeJ'uﬂ//Z/a/ :C}I/RM_,C aé/'//j /o /'m/oar#/“a// a/'ua//'-
L’a/& 7%6 L’a‘rrt’,rpon/ /'72? /)ﬁar/%ff 7 prﬂcerfe,_(‘ P proceeaf/g C sand
a/Jpw/f ) Without pré wdice fo. M r. Watson Tl /Je#iz-n will
show the State of orth Corolima ublizing Hhe 2005 Tiroormo it
and m/ffé/.’)féﬁny//ﬂ tate vial Lactc ion it judomend” Fo
0[95’/7/%0%‘/'%{71/2’& L This pe//'//bn wil/ present /sEuasr Fhot are

- of a S'/.’)ed/a/ /n /{'ﬁ.’_{/ 4o Hhe z)ué/,b end g '/3\// asa whaole .
¥ Counterfoit T w@mm;‘ and Lommrtfment af Appendix D.
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. ~COUNTERFEITING, FORGERY ,FALSIFYING AN O0FFICIAL C/a}se" RECORD —
/*:Z]S He /:)m/zm/e., o Hhic case ey M%M/(ﬁzmn_c fepleméer
rt . .
70,2005 ConViction 17%41 Sla/p 0/ /\/AC’. 0//5/ 140/74/6 fAe_

otiainal [udgment and commitbment with the /)e;ﬁér%eﬂ/
ot g/’orr&é‘a“ﬂ (DoL) 25 ordered . The <tate violated fée/
udges order and procecded 4o Countertest the oviaine
udgment, to rmptison Mr.Wotcon fov sver a decads. betyre
?e/éaf/na A/‘m 7‘0'/0/?_(:5}& 0(/?/’/04/ 2005 JZ///jmen/ and ['amm/al‘
Jud,

ment Forms. Ap endiy R.The Oviginal 2005 Tadament was éjvaﬂﬂé’&é
4o a C’Oﬂf(’cu‘ﬁ ve term ; a /’e/an oionse of Stolen wotor vehile

aa’a/ed yand Was a/e//wﬁaf a/zmg with M. //l'/az/.raﬂ 44 7%& DocC s
where the d/f&rff/‘/‘bmy _@n;z Was e/xec,uka[,fee Coventersoit
J-ug/ wment ad Afppeﬁd/xgﬁ:%e_ Original Tudgment /s s{gﬂed and.
L’e/'##;‘w( éj (then /Jepd%yd?ﬂ) Z/’fa Hazmar . The Counterto,t
has beesr fo4 ed o be as 07’@7%&/ éy Kite k. S'eVem/vfcwmmeﬂ—
datrons have been added ,éy the per m the countestort
a’ocz/m.e,n/ ar we/l. Lase £ No. OYCRS 7872/ o # the /’ram/u/eﬂf
formSs s an X has bees placed in the very bottorm box and 7'7/4/'
below /'t Informatisn that specitses Zinseeubve centemeel, The.
om m/.fff&?o a/ 7%6!& -Wd par’;‘/&:u/ar &Aa nj&.( /9 7%& érfy/'ﬁa/
dac-umemz meanf_(eﬂ/m/u are ,Oﬂ.rumez/ 79 U7 é’oﬁcurfen{/y

Aj Jaw. See N.c. Creneral Shatute I5A-/35Y,
‘_(Z'/‘ 7’)0‘# Spéc/‘//’}f/ or ‘rcgz#}ﬁa{ é_y S'/a/ ute. /o

Yun Lonsecu v/-/'Ve-/y ySentences shall +un
Concurrent/y ="

This material allesation and Lrovd ave fo visladior od Wit loon. Stat.
19-221,2 of Artic/e 30 Obstruedion of Tushee and vender He \/‘z,/aj -7

Went invalid ; the 2005 Judgmen %:5 % Vord ;Z-gfgm_&zf .
"Ahy PEerson why Wit ou Jowfu aw‘AMf/'fy

who intentionally enters a Judgment upot) or
ma/z’r/"a// alters or (L/mnjef an cw'm/foa/ or
er V/"/ p?’éy[e.ﬂ' yCt#iminal oy alvi ,o/éé//-n )0
other officral case +ecovd /s jw‘/ﬁ, of a (lass H
)['6/07’2 /”

An individual ‘g}mu/// be pritected é_gr #he fa:é%ar/: o Due Pocess

¥ Coun fer%’e;’//'lfg.f ee 1§ U.S.C.H70 ef.sc0-
Forje)y,s%e odel Penal Code 229.1{?7 ’




against /A(z [ntey th/'?)g M/b/%mtry df?ébﬁf of the /a%/
ggvemma;n% yto materially alber an ofticial case vecordd
and/ud eS order which constitutes Froud and obstvruchon
ofj‘w#/c& Individuals Hhet accj/ﬂ%/o/m deals and dov not

ap éa/ and are m/gfvm 1OHCE 0 dﬁk&nﬁé of Lembence ov been
attovded a heoring 4o J//'S/Qu,/(& the &A&ry&) heove am eypw/o#m
of the f/'na//@ a%‘j the \/wdj&f’ OHHes This, unsuthorized allershon
of v Watsoh's Sentenceihas visleted due process . The counter-
Fert document £ulcel impriSontd Wy Wakson for over a decade
betore velease 4o J0Ust -7eltase Supervision £PRS). See fooknite 5

2. " WMy Wakens vrleait4p PRS mzkevially z)tevod. " /)C’éaﬂ/fny 4 e

appliceble contriling lows of PRS af the bine of Mv. WatZon's
2005 ConvVILhon » v Watson was s be released 9 months
prioy 4o his maximum sentencl (mivus any earned Hm e
awarded by +he D ep't of Adult correchoniper stotute law-
See Post Reltare | upervison Cuidelines/ Protocol - A/J/o end iy F. ). My,
Watsin had & right o His relvase becaure of exishng rnterect m liberks.
See Greenholt v Inmates of Meb. Penal # Lorr. Complex 1992 .S, of
11012 (1979). When Moandatory language exists: Such ac wheve
stotute provides that the parelt board "shall “releact an in -
mate £ certain condikons are met o%/owlfonw haot a /y/fﬁ'—
mate eXp s Fohon of parole sor "//'637’%% it terert”) that cannot
be devied without due process . See Franklin vShieids, 509 F2d
784 178990 (9% . 1978 State mon a/mé'fog Condihona) relrase
When Mzw'mm@m‘ ful blled created //'65;/{5 intevest  The /a@umj&
“will be released” 3 muonthe prsr to Hhesr oY WU Senkince Fe vt
creoter & protected libey inferict - PRS Goide lipes Hppend i F.
The ﬁﬁf;zl’/fm/ Zovs 12;?1441?'47‘"' 1epuir?d 125 moaximuom Sentende.

ﬁr?iha/ Commitment _ pendiy A WMinus Hhe 9 mionthr and
8L oF Work credits 4o /’240/14/4 tha Sentence , 1. Watson <howuld.

wve been veleaced atter Lovv)y 5iS minimum Sentence of 96 months.
Iﬂrfﬁa )/)e was wunlowtull /}ogﬁ;f‘dnm/ atter the /25 tronths
MAYI M Sentenct, un %/“Z ¢ served 13 months /‘:r'am Miy7,
2004 (0Hfence datt af oviging Judgment. Bppendiy A) +o /1’/97'/'/ % ,
2015 [ parile commission yeleate o¥der. Aoperd ix B)sin vidlabin of

the US. Cunshtulion sod [aws, Soe 28, 4150 2291(c)(3), 2259 ().

——

Sec IP4.0.L. 150612073 pi_Appendin B, ¢~ JooFnole.s
/1

.




" —MISREPRESENTATION—~ERAUD— S HAM PLEADING — S
B Mr. Watwn rmprisoned under the guse of a PRS violation.

On Way 22,2017 1 while am/a/%%y 0’/‘5’/);35/ of e 2o/ penﬁ’zﬂ
felsn 1y harges sper due procecs and percontractVwaiver af
Trovic L.WaFon v Dennic Dariels No. 1:/8cv 951 t,S. Disterct Gourt
MiDiNCr— dotket entry 13-8)) M. Watson was committed +o Hie
Dep '‘Fo of Public 5@[%9 COPC) s Division of Adult Covrechon (DAc.)
under the quise that his FRS was vevoked by He rRSPC. To suppor?
it 4alse poretense ) the State em/a/aje/ e /;//&n/ﬁy :

A [rosecuter commite Sroud on He cour? with Hs
false eloim;Badpe ot baud ¢ See footmote o),

"yazﬂ' /»M:)M ’ f/)e Wczy Iu/oz/erf/&nﬂ/ W/wz-/

/mpp end IS [ M7, Watsend was convieled of fwo

rapec back in 2005 6+ So- maybe o', He served.

a4 Sués/aﬁ#a/ /ﬁh /Aj Senterice . At Hhe em{

o Hhat se »mie/ace,za Was gives) hic nine wonths

[(/’/?5.;) 7%71/77 ONeE ov o 0/ 1S Gurltord.

JL 7%/70 - 07{%/{ (/m,lpmz'/, 227
Sent bim @Mpa&zz: - Habeas ﬁ-anwr//'of- ﬁfp/wm//i £
See Trovis L. Watsen v Dennis Dawmelc No. /19 evzy9. u.s Dishict Court-

MDA C o PRebrtoners Extibite | ( Hadrns 7'%%/75[/'/71 Velumre /of )/@cye 7.

//'776 g '/5)/ //(ft ) /Ae /i?'//&.}'c’é’t//&f/ Ad’u" Wfffez/or.fzn/f/ M&/er/'a/ fac/_r‘
of Hhe Zous 'uogmf)m/ 1/ an a#em/mz A Jf'm"//ﬂ Iy, Watkconl [oss
0/ //’éef@ fﬁ&% Ae was e,\;oef/z/nzi/ﬂ a8 a ,om’#'/'zx/ a/e/afﬂée/, As 7%&
record veblochs » s, Wotsins PRC was a Syear sentence s not 9
manths and there it s order 1 Hhe recird H suppor} His fale
C laimt aﬁ%& a/./):/g of /A& /w’m*/'h //Vweméer /6 120/7 S‘vf 4 Aaé%! Amr/}y).
This case is bigger than the %’ag/f ¥ Z%e parties involved
B.0O /fr D-efgy/ﬂj State Za eas re/f.ez? states :
See 6 and K" The /?p;//‘ca-nj /< i'm/oﬂ‘san.ez/ Fora /yan'/a viclatronr -

0n [PRST With an expected velrace Hots of Hpri] 19, 2020,

jee Ia/ at docket entry 17 -5, Thic 7 a3 {/

¥ habeas ovder ot Appendix A, | Waiver of Appendsiy F-
i C.See UL is04 /de-? pl-Appendix E; /OIIe&QE’/w’S%am/ﬁr/fp Z.. Append iXE,

- |z




Z/mu/a/wr/all/éy e “/’MW::?Z )any Aﬁan'/oj JOF hof/'c’e L M7,
f

' ! for
, My, Watson was »efeased -ﬁm Ptsivr] on /4,’0»/’// /é,Zo/.f
%/fwéa¢ //;/f_f /)Zi/}ao[ LId. af 777@/‘5’#&{6? Sflecommen dmzy’aﬂf..
fap jﬁ/ page 2, The tack of the mitter is that v, Watssns
' 2l was to end on Hpsil 1912620  not Lis j

mptJ -
Sohment fir a4 S up/maxgd PRS viglotion , This fakee claim and
document was 7&57"/2’&/{’4 1% Corrobirete. .

the prosecohri Folse
Clarm at the November 1412017 hebeas A.%ﬂ'?zf -The order alto
States :

"The cour? vecieved Hhe Hle on Noverber 2212477,
which the court reviewed Hhe Applicchsion . - Appendix A
Zd, 6/ docket enhy 12-5,

The f/u’nj £ 1 at Hs /)a/'ml He A@ZMK
CarIng Was over angd

reciing T d9¢ Tohn 0. Craig 77
had alvtady ruled lack # L1’ oo

of JuriZdicdion . Mo , Hy ord  vedlod

hot Wy Watcon's hyodoay applicetyon Cowly 77:1 é: 72; ot e
e Courd or %

habeas /

cund by e
¢ Clevke ot H, Commienrcement o i+ /4}2;5‘0;7.51
éecawe /‘%

‘L(P&‘ﬂ

ea’-/-/‘ﬁy, The /;&émr ma;ébn

.. 790} a 'L&/% , 4
Was toncesled s stofes e P e reca
Unoveilehly o oo /,

las royed or OHerwise. made
4b2ir bearing, See P Appendix A _ State Court
/7,05{45 7%/7!:77,’0% ’pejoe Y lrne /7-2’ arnd ine 9

PAFE S [rne 9-27)_ The.
57077(’(&/19461’)72 was mgdn/' ﬂlﬁﬂ‘ 77, ‘mzjon 173 A«//azm/ ,4,;;»-

/)ean‘n )G Dpportuni; -/6 éa Aaam{ sand AceU rete /zfc
7[/“17[//‘7*72 A ;V

,
s ThiS Was an acF of entrinso Loewd ﬂnd’é&na@rhjﬁwj He
+he S/az’} owsr Constitubion ! /See fvotnote 11).

-+

%Fvery /MZMZZ restvzined ol Ly oy /s endtled

a rema] /'hgw'?ﬁ//‘w%b é /aw 72488 %grtzf/;
end o e

e restrzint i unlan ) and Mot
%mef‘/y Shall 216t be denied o4 Seloyed "

(N, Conshiubion _ Hibele /- Sez. 2/).
Hows was \72{09&

//J'ﬁﬂd/’)?z aé[éﬁ FEVILY G ap, //24743/) Uh AV Aé/
af the actuil Ae&f/@?%a stabement was /o P havel/6ble

/ i Forther pepsiig el

the 1issing hobeaZ m 671 ) Further perptheting Conspirac

and ¥ raud 2r. Wetson 0/28 /:/}éf(j zDocumerﬁyfraw/ ;
1. See 1§ vs.Li 207/ p.o- Append iv E. |

/3



ENTERING A FALSE RECORD - TMTRINSIL FRAUD - \
C. Post Release § upervision and Parele Commission (prspc)
Issue an order for My Watsons vilease and terminote his PRS , O
December 11,2017 , 8bout ane manth atter Mv. Watson %zjﬁn VY
/itigatron at Hhe habeas %mn";@  The PRSPL svdev rin Vyarflr Fo
7 Wattons PRS sstates .

" Upon Further review of #is case, Hhe L prspcd #rnds

'j/fm‘ Wr-Watson has (’am/v/e/ez/ SePvice of br's masrmumt

¢rm in Lhis] 96-125 mionth Sentence a5 »e wrcé/
MBS TIR-13690c)(1),.)" _ Drdfer 47 Zl/ﬂ/amz//)’g,

7‘Z»a ba '4¢ of Fravd fere that indicstes He freudulent [obent
IS this The MiC.Ceneral Statute Hhat /s Inserted within the Lext
/5 a talie statute. The covre cf Stotute,in ateord with Hy Jains wage.
oF fée Fext , /s NG G.S 15 A "/555’}5/0)//) , The U5, fo}i’l‘jl&b{#
har corrected by MISFtpresentation and deceplion fwice but made
o Lomment ,See Travi5s L. Waksom v Dewsnis Denjels rol oy No,
1218 Cv 45] _9ag/5Hvete’s fecommendotion page 10« middle of page. -
U.S District Cousrt— m, DN C. Appendix B AND SEE Travis L. Wakson v
Dennis Daniels,edols No. 1579 ¢v 299 Maaistratetr Kecom mendotion
P\&je 4, 7he §7zmzw/& ve /a/ef 8//'1//6’// ‘0 4 up&rvﬁree éw‘@ m:‘uf/)é'aé
# pwkan for vevacekon of PRCY which /5 He @fpan/w/,} defense
ja My Wattan’s Ground Ove clainmt, The ervor Shonld st Joast bove.

been noted ar a a//‘fc/fepengy.f F wasr 't The My/}/mk J'uf/ﬂa was
fW/'L’P f//uofDn fé/’f h’mfen'a/ ffa//o'w ’ |

" To q¢f & full understanding oF the Lilie clim hert » Johs
Jook intoHhe relevandt Sttt NIC.G.S, 15413683 et of a \ioledion,

) 7# 4 sazpervz'feq Vielates acondition described 1y 0o, 15013548, 905)

&t any Fime betore the fermination of the supevvised period,the

MMNIESTen smay 3 tVoKe L PRS 1 amd véimp nison He Supervisee

for i term ConsTstent with the #ollowihg equrements '
(/)5u/9erv/feef who wert conviched sfan otfense Las o sox otomderd

and supervistes wWhose supervision ic vevoked fov a

Vivlation of the vequived wn%ro///‘n? condrkon wunder

N Lo Genersl Shatule. 154-13 Yor fov abhscondin
7. See 18 US.C, 1506,2073  Provisions_ Appendi X E . j

[H






in violabon of 150-1349.4(B) (74) will
be veturned to prison up to the time
remaining on Hoeiv snaximum [mpose
ferms’,
As the Statute er/a/“ﬂf s, #eturn Ho prison s an etbect of
a detevminchon of a PRS vidlakon in which veveceton
of PRS #esults. . The PXSAL S srder has » ome manth atfer
the Movem ber 1612017 haobeas Awrf//:g » attributed
My. Watcan's pritrial rmprisonment im the DPSDAC o o
Pﬁ)’ vevoration For c vialation of Hhe tevms of PRS.The ovder
IS Suggecting that a process has Joken place for a
determinsbion of c Pes vislatron s a Jeterminahor an
Grder Hhat Wy, Watson's PRS Is weviked 1 and that a maXimun
prison Fevm pad been imposed  These fuke cluims are
meup/g(m/ed ég any order or Amm’ny prior to the I5SUING 4
and was f&éw"@ ed 17 order fo sushin the prosec whors frovd
on the court (3.4, of His pektion) and the fabricoted state
habess ovder (3.8, of His pM‘AZﬂ)  Without vevecetion Aear/%)’
there can be no determinidion of prr/éaé/z caule 1o estiblish He
existence af o PRS vivlatisn wor can PRS be veveked Wy,
Watson 15wt ch a//eﬂj/ﬂ awy a’gp riVadion of PES pm&’ez//}yo’ .
7N+ Wa}fan Glone IS fé& CaLse a/ )%M& pf&éa’o’/%js‘ 4él'ﬂj
postponed . Wy, Wetsons reason for the waiver agriement Was
fo postpone reocahon proceedings and to Face the pendsn
20614 cﬁafqaf%ﬁ}z Waiver at Travis L.Wetcon v Dennic /)mefz
No. 1 18cv Y951 docket entry 3-8 _ U5 Dictrict Court-m.D.aC. !

“T o Azméy Wwalve m V/;A/ f a /Ow//minmy
Hear/‘ng aod LPRSPL T Hearing wunti/
/Qen drng Novth (’am//'fm Criminal charges
ove bedn diSposed of éj Hhe Comrts? | |
Ln contravenbon fo the waiver and Mr. WeltcopeSsubsiantive

dut process 7//'9@%;' s the State of W.o. bas uﬂ/z:aw/’u//y
K¥Warver af /Jp/smd/)( F.
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/'*mpf/'raﬂfz/ A/fm In a Stite £m/7z€#;‘qzm/ /&c///@ Wn’%ab{/
any process and has proceeded with an agqressive
friud once Mr. Watsin began //'Jf‘ga#ng #he 1ssue,
Lons /'racy and Toint par#/‘a}oaw%ﬁ,a.f well as Lollusion,
at a glance 18 USCA 37 ( CoNspmACv:
: -CONSPIRALY TO COMMIT FRAUD-

(1) Prosecutor s William Wood ) fraud sm the court (3.4, of
Hhis pe’/z}%/)),'ﬁadje of fraud ’3’/70W/'ng states intent 4o detvavd .

(r7) /?#&rmyz Themas Kohin 5 a//owea/ the fraudvlent elaim
70 go unchillenged . A September 2017 Jetter 45 Myvtatson
Feveole he was 7o toudh with Hhe PRSPL, S0 he Was aware
0f the facts and status of My Watcont PRS. Soe [etter at
Trvovis L. Watscon v Dennts Dafo/'e/f_/\/,o.-/.'/fcvl/f/_
Petrdione v Jéfecébnf_l)ocummz’ (3)_ 1S Dishkict Courd- m, . NoC-
AHorney Kobiin Weonld nit cddvere #i+ Watsons lorse of
//Zw{y at the Nevember 1012417 habrns bearing » a//éazy% e
Was “cognizant of the issuec.See Trovi Z,W.Z}f»m V Dennis
Daniel5. Mo, iz )9cv 749 Pedbioners Lulslide. Ex.| page 4
[ine 15-23 and page 9 line 1041/ ).Haéms’/—mmcr/p/.Appfﬂﬂ'/)’/l,*
(111) The Guilord faun{y Clevk of Coustd dvd 1ot presevve a
Lopy of Mvi Watsons SHade hobonr smokiosn 4o be avarlal e
to Hhe Judse Tibhn 0.0 ¥4/ T at the Novewder 14,2017 /vmrmjh
This a/fw}ﬁzm? From dutiy 1r 19 Vislation of N.C Gen Stat, 7A-109,

N.C.G-S.TA-169 Record-k eep/;oj Protedvres.

(z) Lach clesk sha)/ wiGIntarn suth vecords )
iles s dockete 1and Indexes as ave prescribed
Z) )%& rules 0/ 7%4 Df’rfc/z;r of Yo Adm/'-ﬂ/':/mé’l/&
0

ice of the (ourts.,. The vules p#f.rzt'/éﬂc’//é/ He
o/l

drve ctor Shall be designed o acwmplish the wing
PUrposes ;)

X Attorn ¢y "Would not address

'f‘/.zf{,(wf, Habeat Transeript.p. L Ine 15-23 and
P9 e Josu _ Appendix A,

/G



TR

~ENTRINSIC FRAUD_ CONCEALMENT...
3T provide chr/'@ aga}m;‘ the 16sS or destruction of
0iginal documents during teiv wucetul 1ife and a
permaonent vecord fov histovical uses .

This account K& atbiymed at Teavis | Wotson v Dennir Daniels

Noi1:19 cv 299. Pebibonere Exhibits. Ex. | (Yabeas Transctspd page
4 Jine 17-25 ﬁnf//.mg&j [ine 9-22), Habogs 7}4,7;,_54,”,3/)4 5 _
. (See footnote 8). (Appendiy A J
(V) The dvicl coust chep/pd He the prosecutors /ié&
Claim (3,4, of petition) without any evidence o+ documents
0 atlaem hic assertions . Ne Cawie Bor Wy Watcons Joss of
/b e-r/j was pro e//j shown and presented and 15 wot in
accord with f[i sY6te bobhess statules

5.8, 1719 providec that +he vetusnlof party)muss clate:
: W/}f/éer 7%5 perion /)ozs‘ 7‘44 /:mr/y /7 A/f oF /w-'

L'wylady ov under his o7 her power or rectraint s

- I¥ S0 5 the &u;%ar/@ for Hie IDpriSenment or restraints
* IF the porty 15 detarned by virtue of & writ  warrant s

[N

07 other Writhen autharitys  copy of that document
must be atlached 4 the vetursn and the ér{gz’h o/ st

ée, /Df’&d’m’éé/ /9 Court.

“77»,3 #icl Cour? allowed Fhe pﬁfa’wlw' fo fpzcu/a/é,,as to tHe
Way [ he lunderstood] what /)7/3&;4&/ V34,08 pthind, which

was @ misrepresminbon designed to obstruct /uc%&e, P Thus . the
ensuing order 4 Olfizy éy dmz%ef:/ua’ ¢ (rrtrice Hinnent) Hhat,
did »e# even preside oves the hiaving ) atrihuted 9+ 3Honst
/o655 of //Zér;‘y during a Criminal procece 1t a PRC vic)abon s
W/a/C/) /5 /fauz/,fef 3.8, 0f /)874'52/77 .

(V)The Stote of w.c. bas coereed Hhe PRCPL 4o Follow surd
With the Fravd by £obsizetrs Fhe December 17,2017 Order
(ee 3.0.0f /%/fy/oe#’éz-n), o /Zc/'a//j A etva udsng M+ . Watson of
—_ his #1ght +o due process,
8. See 18 1:5,C, 150612073 p.d_ Appendix .

’ [ 7



The faﬂga/fag Fraudulent acts i concert s have

Supported the wnauthorized 1 wn fustibred » and arvbitrar
a/,e/;e// vobion of Wr.Watsans 74'860/&% The Stile bas -/;/:/’ﬁ'edlm

enitrse PRS reveocabsm pmam’/gf N avder fo imprison

M7, Watcon 7 Sustair Hoe confipemend s Tus/;‘@ He a’e,ofiwfﬁ&ﬂ;
and e%r#’ve{y defravd My, Wotssn of Heo due

pro cesy
/)7’0/8 Cébm a‘?é/ar/e/ éy 74:& /7'% /4mzh[/m&n/ o# 7%:,
U.Js. [onhé?én%n 161 IFS own force which 4//’5/‘//] S‘/m[&‘

i por shall any stete deprive any person
of Iite z//'éff#y /0?/91"&,05/7‘/ Without due
precess of law.”

/;4/§0 M/@/ZZ’;SAMeh/mw)v/. fﬂ'afzbﬂ /.) .
" : $L.2291(c)(3), 2254 (a) . o
4 The /%_2722// el Proesecng Due Progess Vickaton — 2.005/2018 Tud. ment
Frem the be

f/'za-m'ny o MleWatson's astest and o oime -
Wt’n/) o7 Dféemée»r 29,20/¢ , 7%.:,

Pr&éitzd’/n { Iué!ﬁgweﬁf fo
avrest drd 1ot have '/’Le pproper cate ar/.?/’m/a/{ye:( #o /Wmleéf
Mr. Watcons f/'j/n’.r and 7‘0 ensSutl a -/251'7’ eﬁm/‘na/ rolefs as

We’// alf a /21/"1' PRS pro&eﬁ.fz&&j fuﬂ"ﬁme/ﬂ/)a gofA of these

,pfo[ec”o’/n § /mf/ —rz@wf;/‘/e, due praea:f dem ands ée/an: %LL
¢tate é’ou/j /e_qa//y Commit WeWatkeon 4o o shate prison . The
stades Fravd has détranded My Wateon of olwe PTUCS Concer m 7 g 7K,
I » Ib&irﬂ/g ond /W RS /’CVM&#&M /b-fwff.re.r‘ J Supafw'fee_r ef.fc; G
pv/o-/ec;zea’ //‘éer;_‘z/ /‘n%eren‘ /7 Cahd/ﬁ"ana/ /’we/m W/»/'c/a /Zy//_c
within e Scopé of Hoe 19% Bmendment ,See Mlosrvricsey v Rewes
Yo& US.af Y8 -82 (0/thong )

g arolecs //sz? interest /s ”
Condibioned on Ghiervand of parde condiBsnss terminahon
of parele inflicke grievous loss and deserves due process

protectson)i U.S. v Romas 40l F.3d 1111 11S(24. o1, 2005 ) paralee
has i erty interest in condbional £reedom) : Wilkins v Timmer -

mann- Cooper 512 F.3d 768, 779-70 (614 271 Z&o}')(nara/gd.




}mf //Zef’/y /‘nfﬁreﬁz 7%07& C&ﬂnw" éve %N'(efo &u/aj W/"/Aou/
minimum vequivements of due process);Domika v
loor%aje Cnty.) 523 F.3d 776,791 07% ¢rv. 2,008’)//)627’0/&&
/)aj //‘é)eﬁy /‘1#6 ffﬁz /7 1*(/&/‘14;199 A/J’ paro/(, stotus).

Dwue process szw‘r/f thot paw/e be veviked /jn[y
%Arawj'/) a procedure desiancd Ho ensuve Phat the findim
of a”vidlation IS faa/ua/fz correct and tha oyttt -

by

Ary elisron 7Lo e Lo /‘7/ #}4 poralee 7‘0 priSen 1S ég zg’,

0/ an occurate accessment of o paralee’s belavior

See Maorrissey 1HoS US. 454 . The State 'TJ/A/,C?, has perpm%/mé
a fraud I» -;‘ze fricl court proceedings by ¢laimin

that the parole commission revoked M Watsnd PRS
end “achiveted the nine ponths that hey suspended ot
Hoe end of his Sentence.See 3. A0 B.0C of this pektin . -
The vecord (Fself exposes Hic false elaim . Heve &5 an
admission Lrom the Chith Adminictrator of #he PRSPE

" Thelprspl] did not revoke yourlPRS] for
OUY prw/ouf/y incavcercted [ 96+0 1257
- month sentence!

*See Wavy Stevens ledter at Trovis L.Watson v Dennig Danrels.
No. 1:19 cvzY99_docket entry 13-3 at 2. US. District Courd-mnnc.
This is irvetutable evidence from a Head of Hhe Pavele.
CommisSiorn who has Alless 7‘0 a// PAS Nwm/f,ﬂufs /eﬁ‘ér
was drclosed fo My, Watsonm after he write to Bovernor Po
Cooper ottempting +o explarn his plight. The Stebe of N, has
Wf/‘/('zfaﬁ the zov J'bﬁ’jm ent fo a/fpr/ve M7, Watsen of bis
civil lrberty and praét/um/ due process rights 7o per-
ﬁe%r&./& Qa /’aué/ in a mos/ CGregroul manner /Jf%s&
Ivmprisinment durrng a cfr/m/ga/ﬂ process. The falsitscobion
of ‘a protece [ in vivletion of N.C. Gen.Siat. 1Y-112.] :

¥ me Stevenc le#er ot Appendiy B

- s




N.C.CrS. 1Y-118.1 Simulakon of Court Process,
v Th chall be unlawtul Lov any person

f/‘?m : COVPo mf/i/'bn )&fomf/"on%n ) G yem‘ 2
ov evaployec in any mavner o Coeree s

Inbmidoté »or ﬁ#em/o/ fv Coerce or
Intmidete any person in Conw ectron with
clasmm > demand or aawwnhéj/ /SSuan Ce

an
z«%r&mce yor delivery of any mattor
printed ) typed ) Gr UriteA s which ()
simulates Ev vesemblic a Summprs s Wavreant-
Wr/"/ )0F Gther cour/pwrceff ar p/ead/ngj

[//) 6% /'/f 747’741/ W&ra//"hy ) UWi¢L 0/ f/:e neme é—/
North Lorslina or awy ‘gdbicer , 4 gency sor

sub drvisren the 1’60/{ ) use of Seals or /”745’/‘9;7;&/)
or genersl appearance has atendeney Jo
Create in the mind of He ordinar PErson

7”/—»6 /Zi/fe /"W)pﬂfffam Ma/ /'t Aafj-u /‘ct/"m/ 07’5/4&7’
o#freial au;szér/‘zavé&ﬁ ) San 7/7‘074 16V a/op'mva/ .
Any vidabion of He provisiens o this cechom

jlm// é?ﬁ a4 Class T /\c/éry.” [ See Hratnote 9) |
The State of N.C. /'m/ar/fm/‘hj v, Watsen without any proes
and then perpf/ﬂéhj a trivd éy ﬁ»/d@ﬂy a 7Prf Processs
d’#emp/fnj 710 Cover z,fp 7%4? due /Dfﬂ(éff t//‘c//mé‘aﬁ a/rm[ ustite
My, Wa—/raﬁ Jossof //Z&r #rzxm Moy 22 12017 H Decm er /1l
2017 115 alse a vislation ol N.C CenlStat, 19-221,7 sf Arbcle
20 Obstruckisn of Tustice ((ee page 10 of these ‘Reasons”)
becauss the clale has moderially allived Wv, Witsons corminal
process Lov the 2014 Leling offonses ﬂvwﬁ document Lvaud.
See k and 3.8:L. of this pehhion This Cuce6 bigger than the facts.

Tn additrion JIn refeence 7Z0 the Zoos ﬂcfjifnémz alm//oﬁj,
the PROPE [scued a warvant /detainer ajm/’m/ e Watson on
\Tanwag 3,2017 The state violoted N.C.lren, SHad. /5A-1368 6

(L) (biY. See Neoxt Page.

~——

. SeclBUSC, 1506 pl-Appendix £,
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NoC G S 1541368 Arvest dm{ /71647’/7)9 sn Post Rolsase
S UperVision Vislotrion.

é)'W/: 4 W/) rt Preliminar A/ear/h on [/’KSJrzgafrg&{,
( )/u 5%&774& f/z/ f:awnaé/yﬂwwr 7%% place of He

cz//egez/ V/’o/a%‘mfz or arrest and within 7
708 ouys of arrest of s Superv/isee
+o c/eyféerfm/h:a Whethey Hhere 15 proballe ;
causl o belie ve_ Thoat the s uperl;/}&;z visleted
|
\
|

& Conditign of LPRST, Otherwite ; Hhe

Super 1/2[82 shall fe; n/ga;,‘od 7 working

ays arter 17225t 40 conts s dn SuUpey visioa
7 / 17/ vy o !

TA( 51‘&/{’ 7 ho -mza/ cr &f/ﬁem %o 7%3 g’/alu/e /z:w, /Ls’
diseussed s the FRSPL detamer ) Wearvrint Was Sevved o9
Mr. Watson on Janwary 3,2017. A Aearx'nﬁ was wet oﬁf’erea/
uniil ﬁnuﬁ?y 1312017 in which v Watcon o/o-}eo/
fo par/pam 7{[/94 pw&’c’d/}aff and fuce Hhe /9614(’//73‘9 ch crges
in ‘Whith The dttaner was based on®ed waiver st Toreis /
Watsin v Dennis Danfels_ Mo, l:/8cv Y4/ docket entry (3-8

US. District Court o m. D, W.C. Mfler the zhove mrenhvred fu lvre

éy he State s N.C. Gen, St (5413454 (67) demands that
Mr.Watcon be detarned without bomd s

NC.GS.I5A-1368.4

(b1) Bas/ /&//m’/?}y Hrresttor Violebisn 6f [PRST 1L yelsnsee.
15 [on PRS Liv Sexuel cffence #EgUIting 124ictrabind,
“Notwith ffana’/'nj Subsecton(b) of r%{ sechon
1£ bhe veleased s beesrr convretesd of 2n offense
thot #equives #¢qichretion under firdrele 27 A o/ ChitY v
the veleasee Séafz be detained withoutbond. .
until the pfe//'m/%ar earing IS Condueted .
Dﬁff?/‘/e tHeiv cwn Statule Tow » the Stzte of N.C Commithed
N, Watson pr/'w'zfl,di.fi’fy&rdea/ due process , the warve r

A agreemon 7L ) A 7%& Lb o vé ﬂcn é’ffﬁf/ ;‘;;/'M/g, /‘;;‘w/_(’,
X Waiver at Appendiv F.
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The U.S. Court of ﬁppeﬁ/f (4t Crrewit) deciston fo d’m/
velied /s in Contlict with the decisions of sther ;[yo”, _(&Zr’ig .

' 7qg PRS Oue process requisite. (e 119,
i/ﬁ‘mmﬁ o s /)M’A'm , When an indrvidual
074' PRE I chavged with a new Crime »1F is bt wiahd 4o have
his day iv cotirt on the pew Charger . And so s When Hat

ndividual signs a waiver contract o ostpone the PRS
//;’;flalcl/é:;/?:/: j gaﬁnz/ #5 toce Hhe new CA&%U ) that /'ﬁdividua./

/5 pm/ec ed Z/:/ojo’// the /4% /4}14577&/73;%9/’ 1in the crimina
procecding For the pending chargee Xee wusver at Trovis L,
Wetson Vv Dennic Daniels, Nol 1218evd5/_ docheed efo%rj /3-8-
US. District K&W’f - MDN.C, The waiver a//Vef/ec/ Hre pe role
Commission of a&%x’nﬁ aqainst Mr.Watson and divects imme -
dicte atlondisn to His dending N.C. Criminal cl;ayef For
c//sfmm/ s Whith Securer Ihof) Intevechs ran Lol rocesres
0 "be Fretb from /;»npvr/f'd%mm uh;é’/daé, IOVJ&(JI 5‘0274?7424/,
. I/Vm‘!m was gn,é,'yl/e/ -/a G Sﬁew%’c /)w/ﬁrmémc&,x /oexf“ z:w%mcf

Theve avices concerny Awe/ Unigue Fo Fhe ‘cr/m/%a,/t/‘wéze,

3 fvlem FEQUI ¥i veater .Cc;rwé'n b 7%5 Cour 7%& weuld
Z)g a#bméj éj j{ﬁzm/ | Qua:é'&hf 0/7 Zo‘Zszcf /mn/ beca MZ of
Mz, WatsinX Zomsttutyonal #16h15 and Hhe concern Lor Liry

adminishotion of Jushier ., Dve process requires that the agree -
ment be interpreded i /(ecf;/

?;j in lipe with a a/c/‘ma/anf_r’ vLaSeh-
dé/ﬁn zmz/ez.c%anﬂ//nj and Y. m:ry dmé/ywjr /btom#roa/
%&/%ﬁ/ 7L Y2 ﬂéwfrﬂo?é’wyl Y efped/’é/zy WA ey //"ée,/ /9 / m/a//cmlfc/,

s /a/e Aa,r éﬂ'a(/e/ fée, Wwaiver ajfee)‘nefn /»n mmz#ﬂg
Wlr, Watson o prison while £aling 4 dispose of the pendrn
C/mvyeb Loveynment aehon that og/

. prives an jndy w'a/mz/ of /}/e;
1671y )6 Proper MUST b Imiplem en I G fary ) hon-
/ / prop ? 4 4 £

arby; ra/g man ner See MatHew v é'/a’r/‘cé&) Y29 (.S, 2/9
/9

3372-250797¢) (procedyral due process muit be evs)uoted
USIpg éa/ancx‘hq test). 7}

_ ‘ 1 5 16 impplication of Hhis assess -
¥ Waiver af Appendl‘x F. o
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ment in the lower courts opinion . As a pretrial detninee
an’//’nj drssposal of peno//ﬂg Crimins oflensces , Wy, Watssn

AM/ a /é&ﬂly /"m{f/zf/ I ée:’h ree 7[;'0/)4 punz’lﬁmm/ MMZ
/'m)oy/.f irment In G Stete Corie chong) Foes ;59, 7he G/ecv'ﬂ'aﬂ
/

of the lower Courf 4o C/eny velied on My Warsins Bresnd

US. L5107 1y //977)f7,z)e steate oyt #ot Acqurre %a/ww.ﬂ
7 punich with which He s+ Amendmendt s cncerned ynl]
atter it har cor ured a Lovme/ a4 wdrcotion 5f jw"/% rn gecord-
ance with due procesr of /AW)}/ see also Bell / Walbr), w4/
US, at 535 -3; (1979)(same);

)3 ste €4, ) b’ery’am}h V Fraser > 343
F.3: 35,49-5p (2d,Ci712003) (Sam e) ) Hubbsrd v 75 __y/c«r) 532 F3d

229,23/ (3rd, L% 2008 ) (Same)s Frako Lity of Chicago > 210 £34 3

779 278) (7 C/v, 2e00) (Come) ‘A manitess a//.'rrej&f of Hhe low,
Due process reg uI7LS Statuter I Papass » S p'mv/r/é/ detendion

40 Serve a,campe//fn /m/arnm.ﬂm;z /’n/:amr} and mnl/"m oSt

puh/'s“};mp/mz bedeve 4 Jiud’/‘wﬁbn ot ﬁu[//,feé Bell, o) 11.5 44

537 nilt, /Dzw/oﬂcerf ngw/mf'ﬂm/ zz,/)ﬂ-/rmf diteainee 1ot be

punished ). WhetHesr a veckrichin o Cond ber actompa

, 79
Pw#w’a/ detention conshtutec punishmend Furns omn Whethe

v the
restrickion 6v Conditiin IS seasena b, velited Jy a / ?/}é mate.

301/5’7‘74;77%;’ a‘/é/wfé"ve/ See Tol, ot 57%-39. The decisidn +o send

an indrvidual 4y Pn‘fm /zzd Z»/f%&w‘(%// ézen /<746'Wn as /mn/k'ﬂ-
ment, On Weay 22,2¢17 ) as5 a /Orc’/rm/ detainee 197, Wiatcon

was Suéifc'/é v Imprsonment in a St orrechional facill;
o %Aﬁft Glvead d{/jw/aé/ fw’/ ’ /~/e was fa‘é/’e’c%e/ 74/ rU/eS )
/w//z:far yand Vd&/ﬁc Hons foomd e ON COVrECHEn 1edvi) whien

dtdersrance ) and als iy Veluntery sesyrtude, which 4]/
Lonrshtute. punic) mm/ The state Aﬁf ramared and accom -
/D//‘J%ﬂ/ 7%4 #ad/ﬁbnﬂ aim 0/ ,bb/mf’ mmyz ) c//cfmé’z

Se vefe‘/y OVtV{J/ %tfv‘ﬁ@é'if& meoanms #;m‘ Wert #of «;/ea_{aﬂé\é@
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e—‘
7’6/54&4[ %0 a /z /’A’ma/f interest ,Mr,kl/afrm was 7‘&/(314 /)ram a/a_%aj
Sustem of Ole;zgfﬂm@/i’)f o @ pma/ .fyf%em of Covrectson s punishmen
&326/ forced [abor for Lonvicts A pretrial detainee nof yet convicted.
- may ot be subjected o punishment of any descviphon ' Hill v
- Nicodemus 979 F.2o 987°C 4% cix1992) . . Watron it not concerned
with the initial decision 45 detain him as the accused and the
 Curtaiment of //Aer%y that such a decssion necesCarily entarls .
v, Watson was being detained for procese of pending Criminal
c/,aygg < /Mgﬁdym 2nt) and also process of a pﬂf}«re/mfz Supervisioz
CPRS) warrant and violakion determinahon (2005 T, ua’gmen#ﬁ . 2/,7 o9
the state commithng Mr. Watsen 4o a state Facihty #o process s on
Wiy 22,2017, proZess had been issued #ov Hhere pfaazw//n < but ;‘/oe,
processes became defeckive when He state disvegarded aid bypassed
7%8 dye /Jf’ﬁ'c’fﬁ fczw;(/}lff ;41* /tfvﬁs‘e /Jf’&'z’a’.//{)ff 7 ré/m/e/f/):)y /Aam 'ui/j-
mentt Void Tudgments iwheveas no rawie could be Shawn tor }/v/e Impts -
Sonm ent and #straint »fm,or/)"mmm} (state /91//10;1] of o detainel
Without an ovder ov decree Hrom a court or' authorsced agency s
15t allowed by law. These Judgimentt should be set aside aia wiater
of law. wh afz? at issue ic My Wattan’s Jur of //Zer@ and vight 4o
be free from punishment . s a man presumed invivcont »uihs Jud
Y2V prﬂpemﬂ ‘ﬁWara/ /‘mMea’/éa;é l//bZﬁc& ferca/oélor Swbversisn
My, Watson chuutd pot fave been (/l/m/y e Jntr a /06*0/ 0l 2od clase
criizens and 5&14/’85%/;[ Fo vechaints and /Juﬂ/T/)mM/J’ designed 4
teg ulite those who have . A manitest /’fy‘ur,é‘ce/a,ml false /m/)m"mvnw%,

The lack of rega vd For My, Watsons Conshifutions ’@/yb,
Statute 11GhtS ) human 1ights rand Hhe accepted and usual touvse of

Judical Pffﬂ(ﬂca’/}oj_{ 1raises 13% Amendment con cerns ,A//éaz:/yA /F
Was not exprecrd ar a claim in My, Waton's FHP 1 invel unta

7 / (4
Servitude I 4 Vﬁfy real experience and a part of PFiSom /ife ,‘%

q/eﬁ@dan% - unvreVoked superviree. .s%w// not be Gllswed tobo
5&//3/@#&’ o these vesliber and fumi(/;mm%f bebort Hhe asturanse
4 has been satich r*..)/ee vevance at Trovis | . Wat
j ) roviS L. .Walsom vV

¥ Grievance af Appendiy F.
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Dennis Daniel< No.ilifcv45]. Petibioness Eihibib Ex E_ u.s.
District Court_ mD.N.C. This invelun /m:y servitude was
Z/nyuppar}e&’ by an adj“v/é’/ww‘/ﬁm ot quilt s any detersmpotion
of Wrm;:g 0’027;9 ) ady kwrm{ ¥ PRS ) any ovder ov

decvee From &Ry trt ov cbtbovized aceicey >ov an
leg/#z'ma#e cauf.fz and Hevefore rot saméma(jé the |3

HAmendment of the U.S. Consttutrion : S/

“Neither S/aVery 2oy involuntary Servitude )
eXLept aS a punishment for a ZZ//'mz wWheveof
the party shall heve é‘;’w c/u/y eonvicted ) shall
ex/s? wWrthrn the United States »or an y
place 5ué%‘ec% to theiv jurisd/chon”

(US. ConSbhtuboh - AmendmenE 13 _ Pralybilys o/ S /Jw(y,&go, /).

The Slote of Noc. has ovtlowed s proctice as set out in the.
N.C. Conshtubon .

) S/a\/ffy /5 forever /)Vo/;/éf%w( s I Va/vn%ary
Servi /'u' e ) e)(é'epf afi‘bm/ﬁ/)mam‘ /)&1/ oL Cvimé.
wherest the parties have been adju jﬁd/ jw’/b/ ,
/s forvever p yobwbited
(NG Constitubon _ Arkcle |- Sechion /7) ,

As s pf#/;/'an eXp/w’m’ s the suystem of due process bas

foiled and the Stale of N.C. bas %’gal state court proceeding s and

also federal hobeas lf)zfﬁcwo’/hjf a S%ﬁa(/y diet of W/»mﬁ and
'

fobriceted intormobin to covir it wup ard His warrants velied,
See Fay v Noia 1372 US-391 423183 S.CF. §32 9.L.Ed 74

£37 (%1963)0 T 15 of the historicsl essance of hobeas Cotpus
that it lies 4o fest pma’éd/}yj S0 fundamentally lowless tHhat
imprisinment pursuant 45 them 5 ot Wereg evron cous
bu't Voic/),A'maw'/’aﬁ Injustice ., | )

A majcr ervant fact has been established n v,
Watsans Case . The State of N.C. did »ot weveke bis PRS as
the state and /?Hpam/m/k beve clarmed Kee He chied

— Adwminiskror s ery Stevens ) leter 2f Travis /. Watcon v
H 7’)7(11"7 Stevens leHer at /%pmc//}( 3,




Dennis Daniels- No:1:19 ev 2499 _ docket entry 13-3 a{Z-
%S, District Court— MDN.C. The lower courtse have relied
on the States Froudulent open Court stotements responses.
and documents that are aé.(a/z,/fé/ unsupported b o fhe
record . AF o fime v State court proceedings (stote fabeas)
or in federol pmceed//aﬁf has z%z State ethibited Hiat
() theve had been a determinstion of o PRS vislation , ()
FRS was vevoked 5 (3) 4 maximum Fevm was imposed > (4)
an order was issued to imptisin Wy, Watson from May zo17
to December 2017 ) and /jfﬂuc process wasd Satished Ty
the 2005 Tw/jme}# O PRS process) or the cormirnal process
7[\07' 7%4 2o/d fc/m 0744?).(652 in Order #0]74574‘%‘ w’@
the Clate of N.Co deptived Mr. Watson of Lbertd, 7he
/ﬁWf/’ CﬁL///_,( df&/j/bh '/0 0/(314 vy . M/fa—;o rg_/jg-/om /,/j 51@;1745,1
0[743 elaim 1)2.'(" i’Zo obuie o d/fc/g/faﬂs a #a;a’f/n ent ajagfm‘
e Weight 6f e evidence The U.S.Dis#ict Lourt s Grder
i’anyﬁng relief has atbvibuted My Watson's /o5 6f //'_/wr@
40 “the parole warrant/detainer ¥ee Appendiv BIB).
This is nof an action legally prescribed or sanchoned by low.
Nor bas the /?e;,oam/ﬂh/r asserted thic clam iv Hreir ardumend.
The US. District Court bas bordered /s the line 0/"%/&_5‘
here s asserty s an &kﬂhme‘ﬂ/ /1 the %e;ppnd&nﬁf’ fevor
that was not presented éy the Responderts ) is vnsupparted,
and is not a /ej«a// prefcrrbed achom Considering the
Stakes and the Facle and crvcomsionces of His partieuler
Case . Mr.Watton Contends that o PRS Wertant /a/z%a;ﬁe/ Vis
1ot Sutlycient to deprive an individys) of hic //'ée/ﬁ Lo He
c/eyfm et be it mpriLoncd beyond He restrichone of J’az’/
wiandggervient and Secwyrs ) ru#enhg a f///'awm /655 5
witheitt some form of Procay and determsnetion o f the matter

745 W/;/“(//{ f%i Watvon# /f/ based., Dops Commiting o Delenduwt
uperi/Se 10, priSon Under a parole Warrant comp/
With Fedeyr Standards 7 chf A _porolt wWarvant )j

¥ Distict Court svder £57 Ground One _ Appendix B, *
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without move ) qive the state the authority o Jué/kee/fi
a Delendant /.gu/oerw}‘éd fo /‘hvo/um/afy Sevvitude ? .

—il, Fuyf/)dwmor& )ﬂf/nz %ﬁfﬁand&ﬂk Aal/& Kémm'#al Afauﬂ/ o/l

e UL Distriet Courd - m.D.N.C. /n W v. Watcons FHP M/A/’C«é’
addvscced being Sent +o prisen without o ue process of [ow :

A-TIn corvoboration with tHhe Zﬁbf/‘u@m&o/ and,
Committment forms entered into the federad babeisc

procceding by Hae State s the Respindenisc heve presented.
7%3 fa/ﬁ’ ‘g/a/z'n VI perh},g,,/ /M,,/j: P 7

“Letrtioner .. on 7 S epfem ber 2005 ... p/w( _qw"/@
70 110 Possession of Stolen motor vehiele and
was sentenced o 123 to 167 months
imprisonment. |
See Travis L. Watcon v Dennis Daniels _Ns. 1:19 cv Zé"?'./(espa/?-
dents Briet paqge 1. - USDistrict Court - MDN.C,See 7005
Tudgment at?Kespondents Ehibits_ Ex.] of came. . 7006 ”
Jullgment also at’ Appendiv D lahled *Counterfsrt Tudgment -
The ariginal Jla’fmem/ In the 2005 case does mot scipport
'%/)ef e MY Epres f?’!#& Hons. See J. g/bﬂ}/ Tudgement a/'/lppm/ /X A -
However the Frevdnlent and Counterfelt \/*tta/jm.‘m/ was
wtilized ég the Ctate o 741/58{9’ Imp rison MriWatSon fov over
a decade shetore ka/m,(/foy bim o PRS on HApri] 16 120/5 . See.
(pageioil) ,Z.under Keasons For Granting Pehtion_ in 1hi pedbion.

B.". Fevocetion éomased/n 5 for Ly Watson'c]
LPRSET were onduc%w/?’ ’

Td. at /(er/wna’e:/a%é Z?m’ei]oaje, 1,2, There are po tecords of

a SZ/mmar_y 0/4&27’/}49 J /%4//779'1 of fact s and dedtrmination

SF 0vder Fo Suppord Hhis claimd, As discussed s m s, Watcons

Signed Waiver postpined those pvigesd mar apd v Wt
| , « & 7. Watson
azone veserved the #1ght Fo inlhate Hoemt o matver 47

Travis L. Wetcen v Dernis Daniels No.il§ cv Y57 _ a’a&kevlemlg
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_9_US. Diskict Court - mDN.C. The Respondents
é/iﬁm bheve IS #alce and has po factual hasic mf/) y
evidentia ry Supp OV%aRespo%de/)'ff ANt Sustainin 9 Hetravd.

L On May 22 2077 )[7’)77’11/%’1/107?15_7 o
c /”/g was %gl/ﬁké’.z/ by the parde Commicsion .
See /écrp&nd'eht’f Briet page’l at Travis L.Watsen - No.d:19
CV 249> US. Distriet Cour? c MO N C. This claim again 5 IS
properly expefed b 0y the Chiet Adwinistreter 1M arf Stevens.
of Hoe “parele commission :

" The [PRIPLT did ot vevoke viour PRS
for Yoyr pre V/‘W{/Ju incorcerated 9 40125
minth (entence
See 74’/’4@ Stevens [etter at T, dac/(e/gn#j /3-3at 2.
[ Letter af Appendiv B ). '
Wy Watton's FHP Wo. 1:19 cv 299) was roitially £1ed
/'7’7 %A& H.SA;D/K‘#/N&f /Wf?l #07’ ng 777////& DI.SJV/'Z% 6’»&) 57/7% &rg/f})ﬁ”
Filed March 1> z019. WrWatcon 5’(7%7/:71 veview wunder the
miS Mrm/gex oFf /bf%/‘é’& doctrine. (’ow/f ma a’/rpemg iw'//
the exhauShon rezw”ﬂ}men/ i a m/faarmge, of jushce hag
occurred. 41 GEO LT ANN. REV.CRIM.PROC . Page 965 B4 { zai) -
See Gvandberry v Greer 1481 4.6, 129 13% <32 71987 ), Mlss see.
Mickens v Tadler 1227 F3d 2031209 (4% civ. 2000 ) ( A fodora |
habeas pedhoner can esteblish ‘tavust” tHhat cveveomes both
the exhoaushon and procedurel bars /A S/ww/%y that the
factual basic of the clam was 'uhaVa/'/a’Zé, to him when he
Frled his state bobeas petition and establishes actus) prejudice).
The tactual bacic of My, Waksons FHP bround 0ne Clorm
and Fravd Clarms were indowed wnavarlille . The siate

hﬁéﬂ&f /)pm’/'f?f / h W/:féé /’Ae, M/fgcwfar dmmz#z/ /)mml oM
the court s7was held on Movember 14, 2077, Ny crders or
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4 e/'ef/mimafibwf concerning "My %/J‘m} PRS 2005 Ju;/jme/o”
)

ov The pending zols fe iny obfenies /2008 Tudgmen bhad
been issued  “The ﬁkf# dﬂx}; reqarding PRS was /ssved on
November 22,2017 b Judge Patrice Hinnant. 2:Seo order
at Appendix A The sicond order vegarding Myv. Wetsons PRS
was issued éy the p&Vd'/L Commission . See crder at
Appendix B.The parde commicsion order suggested Hhat
My, WatsonS PRS had been vevoked and & maxim mm Ferm
/Wfﬁf@d and Sevved, Affer :ﬁpb?fy Governor Roy Looper Hhe Fzbyr-
vated and folified ovder was Zevealed #s M%Wa}j&-% See Z.C.
of Hhis pﬂﬁ’#&n A discusced ) e order was a’cs{gnw/ 40 Correhbor-.
ate the /0'//0{ ecutors fa/f/’ claim ot the State habsas Aza’r/'nﬂ
and # ‘Gvird My.Watsm |ibgotion . The Chiet Administvetor 7 the
PRSPL admissicn/ [etter %a#ﬁ was encloced with the avder sreveal -
ed that Fhe PROPC never did weveke my. Watsen’s RS . TH was all a
quise and a loverup fo vefute My, Wattons state habeas due.
process claimSand aveid exposure of how He stake bhad Folrsl
Im priSomed bhim . See 3. and Y.of Hic pebbion . 7 aply for 4 wesd
0F habeas Corput under Sec, 2254 5 the pehtimer #Tust be'in
Custody”_ 28 U.5.C. 229/ (¢)(3) )4 term thet courts bove iders)),
Const#ued 4o include po? only Incowceratiom 1but ol sher
j'lym"f/’é’am/ rESFreinie on 4 ,0474’7%74@/'} [(bevty .See Tones v
[: ‘unn/hy/mm 137/ U.5.2361292 (19630 ¢ ustod f’ggz«/'%mgn/faﬁ.k -
tied by veleast on parole); MMaleng v Cook v oS, 9881 493/7959)
[ Custsdy requirement satistred by states 74’%'7:;7& detarner order).
By issuing the fubricoted yeleiie ovder on December 115 2017
(“PRIPC order— Append ix B) and Fevminating mr. Watsons pRS
/Jﬁma%v;ﬁ/jﬁh/ Wrﬁi’y/bé/? ) My Watsort Josr of //éerzgj
by the # 7 of the z207% 41 a,/:/‘u[/ metrt ) would éef et ’Vz"/y |
nreviewable Conrerning tht 2005 Judgment ard PRS .
However, Mr.WattonS committment 4v a $Hate prison has affec-
ted My, Watsons vights in the 2005 Tudgmient as discussed .

In addition , iz, Watsan'’s [iberty Interest in bering free_
From_imprilonnent dnd punithment IS Independent From

7. Na.t:18cv 451 Ex. R,
3 ’ Idl dﬂ(/((’} ffqi?tf’j /3"3/
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the - merils in his criminal case and could 1ot be vind-
cated on appral From the ﬁ‘ma/\/uc/ﬂmem‘ and Mr. Watscon
had o Mgcﬁ ve means in having Fhis injushce Coryect-
ed . M r. Watson has sutfered an iacreasedsentence £rom
an unauthsvized altershion of the oviginal 2005 Tudgment
Via Counterfe/t document ) been ile ally impsisoncd
3 fimes regarding that judgment (Sef 157 .3 of this
petton) sand sytfered “adverse tollateval tonseqguences
From the ublization of the zo05 T w/ym ent swhich M.
Watson has shiwn 40 be imvalid ) bi an enhancement of

his centence in the 20(8 Judgment pe hobitual felon Fatus_
See 2018 Tudgment +ormi’ Appendix A. For these reasoms.
Ny, Watsin 15 reeking this cour? o exercice /ts diserehon
and authority 4o review thess iss ves  The Frovd éj the.

State of Neitth Corelina destroyed Mv. Watsans capsbill -
ties to even Know what was actuall, /’»appzm‘n ;/éya//g_g 1
prevented Mvi Wattom from as Y Fai 7 oppirtunity +o develop
his Clarms In the Frial courd’i and has /amp w//yer@ int fu-
enced the Wieve of facts abil) H Fo adjudicate v Watson &
Claims without prg‘uo@’(t fo hind, v, Wateon belyoves His

/ 0 IS Caust o invike e Supervisery power fu veview

ese matters. Despite v, Watson's dul a/f'/ﬁ'jéwaf/ in State procee -
dings 1 the freud prevented the deve Jopmeit of the facts and se
M7 Watson does not need 4o Fulty)) e requirements of 2254
(e )(2) becaute he it ot Considered # bave Aoslod 4s devels
the facts. Willisms v T&y/ar 1529 US:420,937 (2000)/diligernce.

{’f u/ref a#‘a minimum (eekindg a7 Wm’emémy heariBg i'n
Sta /f’ Couvd in the manner prz ér/“ét/é

State Jawt) INF Wate
did Hat %Am&yé G Sttt hobeas Learin E/Z/z'éﬁ%Ze ?/éa te _(:Za ;[{;Z;’

See 3.4 HB. .ﬁf 7%/3;/?6’5#074 The s/4¥2 has coilluded with \/"om*t"

p ar//‘c/'p aHiom fo decieve Hhe courds and 054’/7’14.40‘741’%7’(’ )

Commithn Wu/;’vp/z/ counte and imStances of "ty wﬁ Such

o Oisturby ng degree of ventgade behavior is Shorkin
U

+o the Conslious and cannot and muit »ethe a//ﬂw/;‘a?/m//
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unchecked through a jmz’/‘c/fa/ sy;/fem whase p///w:s”
ave established éy amendments ;s tatutes i and [ows
éamd on fundamm taf %Zi/"rﬂé-ff :/m"gf/}gj d UL proicess,
and equal protechion under thate laws . These |aws
represent principlesiprinciples thot are meant 4o be
a;a%ara/ vzo ’ 74170‘/ W/»en #»era pn‘hc}/@/&f are V/’ﬂ/afea/,)
jushce must take its course. s ‘a nabon and .cac//a}@/
we all have a special interest in being treated 4aiv Ty
O/uV/"/oﬂ court Grd/or Court welated processes.
And 710} fust for ourselves but for cur childven > our
Joved opes ;our neighbor( ; the people we work with s
ett . This foir and edval Hreabmer pre vends social unvest
and lends a conbdince in the [ustite. 5_9/52%%’, An ynauthor-
lzed and unjus bilred 0’@7'/‘1/&#0;’) 0f an indrviduals free -
Ao ' w hether Zo‘y mistalte ov arvbitrar sSubjects a
detendant Jo ensuing deprivedions sith as Fhe %{g/ﬂ’;
to meet and Confonwith counced apd Somedimes ;as 10
Mr, Watsons cases s expases that individual o undo
veals bief Hhat aceempany prisom Ite such as /"mw/umfa{y
Servitvde . When He conbnuous infringement of an indsvi -
dualt substantive vighisc are present 2 Includ;ng countertert
J'w@me/nk( s falsitled documents, Simulated tourl processes.

Ta /fe /m riidnman/.f;ahd#vaw/) Can cbpr&&ee,//)y /Mz//n -é:
trial ovthe deprivation of one’s freedom be tomsideresl fa/r}j
These matere connod be puf%e&( wnder a *ug and. tovered . Tk
Court tan shinethe needed light+o dissipate the /"f)-s” Hese
ervorl Can be [dentified s shunned ) and Hoe msspihg of Jushce.,
In reterence b Yoo iscues; frown and ectablished %Zu_fﬁé sut Hhe

nation. When an indivillusl & prefudiced by avl Ay
ment achin , He people have /)d%j‘nfg/;z;%‘” é,;,',; oy,

and +hat the rﬁhz‘ o redvese will be rcxpec%%nd tompart with

overn -
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due pricess inot be theawted by obstruction, A defondon?
M a erimingl proceeding has an intevect 'n nobce of an
Imptisonment and /;aw'fzy due process /am/mrﬁ Sotrshed
betore being commitad” 4y a state "prisor fact |y
T} s i» 7%5 interest of Yhe peop/t, fo b treoted as ) 6re-

han economic chattel angd ree laber on demand, Tl [we)

ave an interesd in A:/?? treated ac rea) by man befras

with #24] human rﬁ/; 0 atid etstitlements 45 4 tzin oFf

Societ  The /0/9/4/ /mve A Spec/‘a//"ﬁ/&ﬁf/ I the ﬁtmlﬁ_
/1'\//‘1757 up 7 the ob)

) &7@’@7! of a Contrsct, ciall,
When 7mp//céﬁ‘cnf o/j//éer# ex/st. I/Z a;//éwﬁmj?zfz_ J

ezu&/ rotected b e oerning laws, It i cur right.

W, 1/\274;» AM éem‘y@x‘ercfﬂ?f“ﬂ A/X‘jwn.hé‘%w%na/y pv}j;*
7‘&87‘85/ vights Lrom the bfﬁ/nm‘?ﬁ a4l 4 /)ﬂ%r/fa/ Z2nd.
prcwvaca\j/on detainee . Ses Apperdix F_ Travis LaShawn Wateon
v Wark Corver No.#7cvI067_ 1.5, Dichict Court-m.on.c.

The degree of oppé(f;éz/n ymalice s and malteasance Hhat he

/10_( aced in ¢ y %rﬁuﬁf; e /&y&kj of /’a/feﬁaoc/ 5 has
».

opened hic ?ex and mind Fo the seadidier of mass Iniatieya-

Lion and U disreqard of He +ights of those endonaled /n
“fhe jy?/em o ﬁ;r,jﬂ‘l(a/fm decided o Fake His /Ja//l. “Zo His
toust s not because he wanted 45 1 but because comelodu
ad 70.The issues /hwlw‘hj M. Watson éa‘fZ Con mit c/

10 & Skt prisin as 4 prefitol and prevevecatyon detsinee

are 6 Lirst Impression based on e facte and erreomstance.s
oF 1hIS case . These iesues involve lega) PrIncipler and guechone
of tederal law +hat should b, 5eﬁ%;ﬁ by His Courf Lecause. as
Shown in 7%/5 /Jh‘z}[i&n ﬂ:w 7[67.? J ﬁ/w yaWer Cgurff hcw/gwh/&/w :

on these issues oot ave com/#w‘)‘(mai/y f{ym’#&’an;‘ fo the. —
jur/.'(pmdwm of the Fourth Civeur Courtsand are aﬁécé}?j




O

' \
Hhe consitubona] 7’/;4/7/5 of My Watson and He w_‘ghfr
of other pretrial and prevevocation detarnees . Thise
ISsues 14 this Case, preserted thusur, hove a materia)
éea“f’/hj on 7/4)/‘5’ case and 4/5o -/,wzufc Mféf}a’epenalify |
6n how the related gueshions are answered .The
QZ/&IJ/’MJ uW/oe,m answered W/'// éé vod prece,a/ ent #M‘
/’u/vm cases and a b&nt#"/'/a fw/:? /N e/h(é/’d/) i‘h
/‘fee;o,/h V77 //”na Wf//) the Due Process Clause. 0/’ the
724

mendment and efnfur/‘fy that »o "Su:/aeaf class v
will be overlooked or dis; gan/ea’ In being covered
Under the U.T. Constitubronal ?U—&Vﬂﬁ?le—e_f CThis case /s /Jigge?'

than + 2 ,

y , parties rnvolved 28 4.5.C.229 /c)/:s))iZﬁ-//d),
6o Wr, Watsons' Right To Cownsel vislated and arlp@rvm/e

the entire proceeding, The prehial folse lmptisoning of
MM r, Watsen > diseufred in" 3. and H. of Hois e#&‘m has
dﬁp‘f/‘l/ﬁd Mv. Wetsoen 6f /)/f 7’/:7/1% of &dﬁéff?zﬂ A:;J ﬂ#ﬁi’l’)fy,
The U.S. Distict Court denied velyed op fhe claim tor failure
to show that the elaf w had meri?- See Gvound 7 _us, Distict
Court om’fyr._Fa!amMy 6,2020_ /)

ppendix B, However, ¢ s ervor. :
» Ma- 22,2617 sa¢ & /)Ve/rfa/ and pn/rwocw%n detoarnee ‘
Me, Watsen was dranslerred 190 miles away Hom counse|
for no /g/’yé'ma/'a purpose and without /eya/ cause ,The
6 Amennd m e 701/0/'60/} the right fo meet with counse]
and '/’éa Lewis v Caseu aetval Infury vegurrement is
/'ha/op//éaé/e,: 7he [/-% Dictvict ['mﬂzj’ enfa-/ 6071///&4_( with

z/r%er /B9 /’e{fz’a/ Courts . The US, (oA Lar Sustaived He

enial and so Ur decision Conblicks with otber U, coA and
also this Courds precedents. §ee Procan/er v WMavbner
e U5, 396,479 (1974)( Citing Exparte Hull 1312 u.5. 549019 471)
(rarl and /or prison practices Hhaf unj w%x@w{/ﬁ 0 betruct
1he ava/'/aé/' )y é/pn?f/ A £

. ' : Fessiomel VEpLeSen tati o +i /91//'107464;(
are nvalid ), S/fjers -El v Barlow s Y12 F.34 693,701 -62(0thers.

7
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2005)(claim stated _5} prisoner all fy
to another prison becarite franster atfected prisoners ahili
both o visit and pd% s a#&rney) Pretrial detaineer ma

retall /ilo’;:j %mﬂﬁéf'

a/ss pposiess riabtsto caunsel begond Hrose of inmates. oo

Lovinog v VE-Dep 't of lovr ) 933 F.2d 128,130(74 ¢/r. 1991)
/per Curlam) /a/%mﬁ% due process claim not /‘m/o//‘fa#ed’
when /.’)1’674’/'&/ detarnee Fronsterved /‘n«m one /a)c//;}‘y 1o enithor J
Fransfer may unclenshi h’om//y impaly detornees’ 67 Bmend -
ment #ight o counsel ).

/4/‘ 71“/)5 NoVember 612077 f/.mzﬁ« /)&ZL’M‘ Ae&(r//? 2
Mrs Watson was devied counsel and a/lswed 1 procee Jd P
St The State of M.C. statuter afbord pelitimmers counsd

at
a /)mm’nﬂ and co WWr. Wakim bad a s‘f‘ayfwjv? /fy%; o
councel T See N.C. Gen.Stot, THA-45/(a)(z) [

ounsel .

“An 1ndigent 15 entitled o counsel
at a hbbeas Corpus hearrng!
My, Watcon was allswed by the court 4o /Dr&(ﬁédﬂ/ toSe
withouwt a warver sf cazmj}é/ w/:/% é’mﬁ//&ff W/%o ﬂufj
Lourt's ﬁf’fc’.‘ed&n%, See Favetta v (al., 42z s, af 535 (1975)
[ to proceed pro se , a defendant mpust Knowin /y and intells -

gen f{y waive Hhe w‘ﬁfy/ to counsel) . The Jishitd courts order.
Appena'/)\’ B, states™.

“Contrary $o Pebbimer’s arquments stria]
Counsels “Scheduling of aﬁdfﬁ‘mdewde/ at
the /)eaw‘hg did 74;0/ 64//9@ ¢ Counsel +o
,ﬁ:t’f;;ml' P2 f}é'an.e/;:é p;a/‘se, arguments Zo Hhe
1al Cout 1 pavFiculerly given that the N.C.
Ryles of /orméf/aﬂa’/ [Z)ﬂg/“g;ﬂl limited Hhe Stepl
of arguments that /3217/707761’/“ #rial counsed
Could have made 4o the Hral tourt.See N.CR,
Protf.losnd. 3.0 (A lewyer Shall vof biing or detend
a pﬂceed/;?g yor assert oF COﬁﬁ"bVer an
[SSue there/n 1unless Hoere 1 a basis in Jaw and

act for doing s that is wot Leivenlsus,,.
('_S‘Ze Lround 3 of 0raf/e,:g{, o )
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. |
The U.S.C0A atfrymed Hhe denisl of Hoe Grumd Three claim .
Thisdecision Contlicks with other app 8IS courts « As drscassed s
Nl Gen.Stotute 7A-45/(al2) atlorded Wy, Watson counsel at

the state babeas hea ¥/ng See U.S, v Vm%zwz 17 F3d 81,83 ‘
L5 Civi1993) (havm ]85S evyer analysis in applreable
becavse Court denied defendant’c ;,Lam/fg r14ht o apnointed
counsel at ovidenbicr /»mr(ny)i Green v U$.262 F.34 7)5, 7%
(8th eiv.2001) /same)y _SAe/a hetd v US 253 F.3d 585, 557 -8
(111 ciri200l) Same), A/J%ozg‘/p Wir. Watsm £1ed e habeas
790&;7‘/07) pre Seirhe did »ot “waive bis #19ht fo counsel and coun -
sels aé./}gmé‘onf as the Court seems 4 he S'ujge:;é'ny See .S,

v Crawford , vi7 F3d 1ol 1 1166-07 (8 ¢y, 2007)(Valid wa) ver

10F implied when def, dand covarid L)
bebal¥ /Zu/’ ave ,:oo /i;/’j‘ ant made Severs/ 47

. Cation) of makrn 4

9ent Waive? ) Tutt v Fair » 822 F.2d 1465179 (1525 /1987)
[ detend int MusS+ make eXpreff and un equivecal waiver Ae/b?’&.‘
Court Can allow 4o procecd pro se; Z//,S}Vlamgﬁ VE59TF3S 720 5
725-24 /5”* eIy Zﬂ/é‘)//é/'ehc/&«mz wust wmake ¢ /Mzi/ ana’/ U LG U~

vocal request fv proceed pro se) ;4.5 v Lavter, 4g) F34 o), foé
[ &th o, gam) .d@endaﬂlpmw% )

‘ make Cleav and uneyuiveocs)
request fov self “representetivn betore court consider's whether

¢ M{y proceed pro se) iYS. v Virgils 449 F.3d 997,950 (5

Cir: 2006 (havmles evror nalysis Inapplicokle when defopdont
allowed v proceed pro Se _7%;»0@4 fm;[:ncm phase of- Frial chsent
Fareta colls vy becoust “ervir & havm#ul per se”).

At the state habeas besaing 1 counsd could i
address the cforms in the habeas pr//‘c’éﬁan altheugh he was

£ognizant of the claims . See habeas Franscripbp ¢ live 1o -23_
Appendix A, Fage 15 Iine 2224 eils why

MR Wo0D ; "0ne maore briek thing . Some of there ﬂ/‘/xgj
veflect that his Previvys atforney il v. Hatfseld
was s#ill his lower even 1%0?7?1' 7. Kobrin I
supposed #v be“on o/l of his afes and I Hhink
My .Kobhvin agrees with Hhat” |

On Warch 27,2017 )71';1,\ el 6001’/"&/9;)0/7’!71{[/ Job //o:/_f/e/k/

7o vepresent Mv.Watson See Motbion To Withdrsw._ Appentdix Fi
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As the 4ranceript record vellects s the court had forled 4o
clp/od/’/')# atforney Kobrin 4o Mr. Watson’s cases ; atter the
Withdvewal , M+ Watson was not atfordedcounsel For his cases
until the end of the bhobeas hearing _habeas wansCript p /e -

line 16, Mr.Watsin had bees c/qzz;‘v { of tHhe 6% Amondment

Tight t0 Counsel from the bime e, Hallseld withdrew wnds!
Novem ber L6 ,2617. And Hhic explaing le Ny Kobsrsr wouid no
1t any mokions on v Wmfrmf be balf Fv addvesr Hoeo due

/‘%’Méﬂj [er of /)’é»ery on May 22,2617 and wh

atheorn
Kobtin 1old the cou?? he W@f%@nx‘m% ot %e«j . Z)c//f;

C/m‘mf
MR KOBRIN ! "L don 't ée//’éVa oot T con 4 resent

- them in court?! r habeas trinscript pb-7223)
With +he /:)Mfecw‘w'f arnd attorney Kubsin's keowle c/ja s Mo court
had /a/fef/ 7‘0 appo/‘n/ My, Watssn wunfz// /Zr’ #abzr M on 7%5‘,-

The sixth Am end men? provides that :

"In all cviminel prosecubions » the accused shall
e Jay the r/}o:/;% i0v o have the Nssistanceof counse
/Z)V nis debénce!

(US, Conshtubion _ Amendment TT )

This Keewing and willin a/e/om’ vehon bag prgtfefn/‘ed/ a Lull and
falr oppor thni fo be /ézarz/ and tonshtute collateral £yvand.
In Estelle v M Guire 1502 14,5162 :67-68,117 St 475,71/
L.Ed,Zd 335'[)/77/) [ whert a stole law V/(//a%’é/’} 10 alse a vicla-
Hon gt Ledeva) [aw a pefibioner may obtain federa] habeas
relie? ) Thete violaksons veguire vevircal . yS. v Collinss 430 E3d
126011268 (107 /7. 2005)( Construchve densel of right o counsel

. uChv
at wm/)e/fncy Aem’/‘m m#fu@'m # ja'rm/sz erZ ﬁhajs’f/'s
becauie Counsel could bave ittvoduced cvidence to olier Sutcme).

Rosc v US, 289 F 3d 677 148182 [11#h orr. 200Z) (extreme
O/e/yw' V4 ?’(mf of tonskitubional #r Ws 1such as denial of f'aam%/,
denicl of sel - representation avL#z/faf s and devial of public +riz |

are SHvuctual errors not subject 4o havm loce erviy review ),
Arizens v Fulmivantes 459 47.¢.af 3/0 /195/) (structual errvrs

as opposed #o trial errort jpvilve detocts in the Fundamenial
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/;amew’ark b, W/:/‘&A crfmma/ #f}z/r Jw’w; w‘/%) JUS Cronic s

Y46 1S, 6498659 1.25 (1989) ( The court bat wuwbsvml Lound

Constitutional evyvor without any Showing of pre ‘uJ‘/y’c& when

Counsel Was either fotall aémm‘%r prev oted £50m xg'f/‘.cﬁzj Hre
Y

aceused durirg a criktal .cz?ze of Fhe /omceew:aj);fa#erw;’u,
Texas ;486 US7295 1256 (1988) (IF +he 6t Amend ment vislatron

g /Qei’wmléf Hhe entrre prfaceeaé"/f; “Hoen hormless evivy analysis 15
inapp//’caé/»/e, and thi visliboe? it envuah o ovevturn Hhe lonvichon

n;garf//e_rf af Hae <o verity of the vesurte), Mv. Wation's Novewsber 14,
‘; /7 §7‘a~/€ }mb/m& Aeaw‘m ddﬂ/rejfef '//..e. o r/m%bnf /76 wal exXpey -
/ emﬁ/nj? in velakn o Ha 2005 and zol¥ éi u@memf:;%am/e versall
6F the elaims o He Z/: Jicotion weve rot addvessed becours fhe
original dpplicotion had been removed and tomacated . Tn Shrick-
Jand v Washington s 966 u.5.6681692/7984) (actusl ov construchve
denial of sovuntel presumed o vesult in prejudice.). My Wation ton -
tends that Hhe 6% Bmend m ent deprivotiosit in his casels) wneet the.
standard i» oéfaiw”mﬁ yevevsal s IF har been the avbrtvord ackons of
the state. Hhat has debvevded miv. Watton of Hic Fundamiciis) 419ht .

The vitlsheng have disvegardlfaisness (/wapmcarf vand e jawrn/y:)j
/ {70/ S/tmdf’a r//f 7"07’ a /91’#[646///’) ) Calling fov /Ae s y/pﬂwkif:ﬁ/ /ane;:.
of this Court Thic /¢ a call #o+he l:?ogj;am’/f of our Constitubiom

e establishing the bav and entutsing a #aiy adwinichvetrion ofjustice
0 the accutedYand 4o Hhore Seoking Pedvess fov on injury« Thit 75 a
call Fv bring orderf a Ccviminel J ushie Sustom i%ah}_ viving o#
the backs o #hase who art éc/;:;y <ub fe&/ezgﬁ' 7[){"7”"/ vieJshins of
the Vights profected under the LinsBhon . The pebple have an inferst
In juttice when shate elected o4cials eng age w////’x/:ja/jJ /' /
arvbitvary and vecklerr acte that d/frfjan ‘state and Federa
( o-nf/-/“}i%m&/ [aw and he +ights theteo! The 1.5.00A has cloced
theiv eyes 4o the Stites Frovd) malteasonce sdecepton »and con -
SPIracl in 6 mani fert disregayd of the low s manitest rnjushce.,
and wianitest weipht of Yt eVidance The U5, Dishich CF /»jéf asserted
(S GWn arvgument In A”:fpa‘m/mir Favor(Lee bottorm of page 34 quotahion) .
WZ.M/MM loct of liberty during a cviminal process and pRS
process did not bms 4 m::y lopedf ﬁy /men%/k/’ﬁﬂ%/}” 1 thend 1915t ance
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7%&7‘ the US, District Court asserted an arg umenk in Povor
of the Respondents tHhat 11 unsupporied éy Yhe /“ei‘a/m/ ond.
not asserted b féo/c’cspan/em‘.(, The firit fime éom’erqé
bias . This Znio#enfz bhat pudsed the meter of He line jpnio
Untair ferritory ot My, Watsiint expensce . Ny Watsn had a
#lght to an impariial Judge. Thot Fight viol cfed 15 a et ryetusl
error. See Avizena v Fu?Zw’mn%d ) Y99 WS, 6t 309-10(1991) .
See alss Chapmaon 5 396 U.S.af 23 and 1.8 ( Denis) of +ight +o
/'m,oarﬁa/ J‘ad e nof subject to harm less ervor revien,).

The USi o denied Wivi Watson veview of e Cround
three /'/’gh} to Counstl clarm For farluve 4o géj‘ec,l Lo
Ae m&:\q[r#r&f& ‘ud eff Vccamme/nzl&ffon .*fea Tuly 8,202
07’/8-}’ &7[ /V)O?lef’) ﬁgffay é‘y Ny, Wa;z'_;(;;/; - N(Jr 20-%239 [/;/?
Cv2Y9)_ Travis L. Watson V7 Dennis Danrels _ UiS: Sup reme lowrt,

By, Watson )i /;/3' Petition 74/)’ Rehearing Showed He
Lo urt fwm ﬂe mcan/ J f’Aa)L AL c//C/ I'h ac-/ oéj‘e@‘ émaf Argul
cl/ffi po/m‘ 0# ;%e//ym /‘.Cr‘mfé,’( }’cwmmefnd/év%/b/o 7L0 &r&unz
thrie right 4o counsel tlaimi The court denied Hhe petrtion
W/}L/; qu' acknow/ed i ent, /}/n/ confﬁ}u/ef an ehuse of dis -
CTehun « Thiccase /‘3‘9 bigger +han the fictr o partres jnvolved .
7. e, Wgnlfam clid wpt Feclove o Lalvr wovs - '

With dg}lpmaf{f 1in the UL con . Fs discusted fon Statement
0 the case ) Op Pugust 1) zez) , My, Watson submitled o
Metion To Amend F ea(//"ry Lor /fatz/edaal Relief ad'a/fafr/nﬁ He
Froud In His case. On August & 2021 1 7. Watson Informed.
the court thot dycuments 4o support bis clorms o Lrauw d i
been vequested From He Uy, 2 Ditrict Court andd would by
Prom/ojzy Sent onte re creved, A c(zpy 0F the documen £ reguem‘
was atfached 4o thenstice v%ﬂ/errg&/ﬁr/zf‘ and /?:fz/gr/ for Produchon

6f Documents were £1led on Ay Ust 121202/ s August 14,202/ sand
/7:(96@.?/ 1812021 under Fed, R.C7. 2. Ay e 35 and“39 s and weve.

fix € piion grer. (¢)-

‘ ) inion and Order ot Ex.7.. See Appendiy € Opinion . Ov: 4
71‘-6/{:7:‘/.«1 f?u%ﬁ(z.l. 0/’;}3;7’;:/?; £, and 4Ppendi ¢ F. for aﬂﬁ?r'wa#m, oﬁ#{//x ;ﬂf..DooKe#f ee
/3:ﬂ/1691'5%r&4&: Retormm ehdm‘:bn}objecﬁonf #o._ Appendix F. pp 10

. -



Clear and cardid to the court Hat tHs olw'fmuery

1% 5 ng ve uef'/ea’ n 17 h/a/' i%e fraud that ﬂad |
Suff/’a ;:zn 7z ?%/;f case an\Z/ that the diseo Ve? would supp -
ort and Covvoborate v, Watson’s Fetition For Pehearsn

J
Rehearing Evbane » and Mobion To Amend P/ead/? For
5 Kequested” Relief. On August 26 12021 s 17r. Watson Spoke #
Case Manager H Brwslee in his case CwS.com) st 9715a.m.
and sent wutice by letter fo the court thet inbentional
infervening actions of a'e/@//é otrerale af He prison )
were stallithg the delivery of Ve !

ccuments : On fe/hlem Lor
6 12021 ,"Wr. Wotson i ailed e Documents attached o
the Mohon To Amend /’/mz//’nj Lor /ﬂ;.fuﬂ/ef[ Relief lamended )

and an A0davit i a Seperdz ervelipt s Loncerning it

arrival . 7he jgac/caj@ (Mohon and a’awmenf(_wpaja /a/a/)

was delaged +rom Uelivery by the prison end #elurned 4o
. W@/fﬁz untl he pﬂ/l/xgy 4 ‘

' 25 for paf/g&) a//%myé Mz Watcon
IS indrgent and mw/rwm ?’Z? ‘

ulred ag portage by Jaws M+
Watse# a’c‘iw'rm’ the 14 Stamps an/ﬁfc{:fﬂj

pachage out
the morming 6 Bapdember & Mz/«a.',;S_’g%e}nbéflg@zz,/:e_
recieved anorder enying the pebtions and the moton.
""The court decided #, (& hetore recieving the fuppané‘n docu -
mentS and without /Z& Respondents disélosin any of 7%4:,
requested discovery .They hasted , And #ie has prefudced
Wiv, Watsen once 496791 /9 being heard  The Sephember & 202
arder O’ehg/‘m Hie /35/7“/721;4! ard the mobivn did pot
addrecs the /:Zfeﬁ’éfﬂf&l’/éf or request for documendts.
19 See Seplember § 2021 order of Trevis Liakon v Dennis Deniels_ No.
20-6239 (7:19¢vZ99). Motion To Stay . u,f,fu/;mne Court. Ex.7.
« This case fs bigger Hhan he faciy

_ L ov the parties invelved .
7:The State of N.L. bar vidleted severil of Herr own Beneral
Statutes and Committed Crviminal and Felonious acts under

those Statules 4o a/d7 Hem 17 /”m'pw'fm/'nﬁ My, Woats an

£Y,Us.CoA ardem’;jud wWents of Appendry £,

I5.5ee Docket Sheet of Udcuato Suppark this Seckion - AppendiX E.




uzzlav/ﬁf//y and /v pM;;Oe/rmé’n_d frovd 4o cover v p
the folsd imprisoning and af?fmud/‘ng o0f due procece
to M. Watson', The State of N.C. vielated

(D NCESiI5A-1368 - 1368,2(c)
"TF o person 5 convitted of a Fulony obhonse
that requires rgzk%mfébn under Hriele 274 of
Ch. 147 post <relsase supervision is for a /ocwba(

0f 5 yedrs, They will be re/fafq’a' 5 Yeats prior
to thelr mavimin Sentence term,

(See Sectron 2. of Hus /)9/7‘7’7'074),

(T) M.C.CS. 19 -221,7 Arbicle 20 - chstvuction of Tushee

"/47454 persan who without lawtul au%ané{ who
inténtionally enters a judgment wpon or
7'na7‘er/‘a//y alters or c/mngef any eviminal or
civil Precess s cvimi nal oF civy p/ead’/n y

or other otbicial cace vecord /s Guilty Q/Z/
class H telony.

- States farlure to release My . Watson From prison do PRS (Sec.z
of His pettion) . /’/?_(/)rm‘aca/_ /4;0/7%//)( F.
« State Imprisoned M7 Wotton for over 10 yeare undesr a rounter -
Fert _\/ua’ym ent (Sec. | of this POtHG ) o Loundertsit Tud memk#ﬁc)mdr'x[)
- State /h/crrup/ea/ My. Watsons ér/mfnm/ process dmij PRS process
with Iimpristnment under a PAS vidlebin quise ssupported 4
/aén'w/w’ and /a/ﬁ#’eﬂ/ /0Cumm/f (See’3 of His phé}é‘on) el ¥ .
. Stefe /‘arofecuﬂr Committ Froud on the #9ia] coust Fo sustaln /‘//fja/
/‘mp risinment of Wr, Wotsen (Sec, 3. A, of Hui peé'%/on) ,

 State pardle Commission o bescated velrocs order anid Wro-;_:y#///j
Levmrpa e My, Watson's PRS. |

* State Z’//;anfed and deviated Hom Aaéem’(z‘/v// ) process ;vfa/a%%
Thius

the proceduwes oF N.C.G.S.i7-14.See Sec.3.C. iv. of Hus petbibin
case is bigger than the facks 6r the parties involved .

K Fab+icoted Habeas order_ ﬁp/)efndfx A.
Falcitied Release order 4{:/99»//‘1&

Yo



(1) N.C.G.S. 15A-1351 Concurrent Semtences
" IF not Spec//;'}/ o veg a/'rea/ Zj statute

fo run confecwé“vc,/y ) Sentences shall
ruAa &mcurr@m{/j,

(See Sec. . of Hic pedbon),
(V) NiC.G.S.13.2 fa) Notice of Release From DAC.

“ ffler My Watson begqan ik méry )ggy/mo/-nj at the Aaszzf
/'zear/‘:ﬂ (state) , Hhe S%al‘Z issuel velease order “behind the seonos
and did ot even nok’@ v Watson that L cz/r/ozz-/y with/n #he
DPS 1 DAC was?o cedse , My, Wetsm wWar Hanctersed o ‘
Caswell Covr. lonter 15 He Cuiltivd County Jasl on o writ on
ODctober '7’/20/712'{ Was then that he £/id Heo babeas 4/9/9//5474'&7, ‘
Even tHhe 9/; the stole denied He wert, He ove gn order fyr bic
veleare Zam Cufﬁ'dy /Defm’)é&/ /12607 PES Cafaé—_ﬁ/)pmd/h’g)
three weeks loter ; failing fo yz‘ve him (7 Watson) nibce of Hhe
release . Priov to Hle e thse order » Hheve 15 mo chher crder or
decree fo support the clarme 68 Hio refrase order. Failvre 4o
nehty Mv. Watim of #¢lice and the Cloimgyasserted rn Ha
Velease order, Kept Mr. Watson wnsware %a:‘ bhe State bad
imprisoned him wnder He quise of a pRf vidabin Jrevocatin
oﬁ;}“c/a//y > 50 that Hhese Filte claims Conldhot be expelled .

(VIN.C.6S. IS H-1368.6 (b)(bI) Arrest + Hearing , Bail ‘
Or Post-Release. uf)e/rvismn:
(See Ser,d o thix pe%)‘#an) , ,
(Vi) N.C.CG.S.15A-1368,3'(c) Etboct o/ A Vieladon,

< This 15 Hhe Statule tHud Hoo state ubilized 1n Hhe PRSP
release crder a#e-mp///:)j #o J‘ur/v‘é v . Watson's Jocs of //Ae@,

(See 37 C.0f His /3979‘/7'07))4

(vii) w.c. 6.5, /j~‘é Lm prisonment 7o Ke I Count Tar/
"o person Shall be sm prisened eXfap% A ,
Common J’c«/'/ of tHhe cou;i? ) unlecse otherw e

’
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: pfa-w'a’e,f/ éy/mw/,”

¢ As &'S,/mWn 11 Secton 32 and Y. of Hhis pe/z.’,ébn and also
as '1%& V&COV&/ vellect s » My, Watsens /‘mpﬁkmwﬁen? was
not authovized by law and by »o provisans of law . This case
invelves ,?m,/eaﬁ'onj’jéa% ever 6/%/ h

, Hizen ' has @n juterest 14 preserving.
VD N.C.GS. 198.59 Duties of Clesks of iotd Sl

2g A + Superior Lourks
S To Comm itments;Statements wféj Hhe DPS, DACT

V' The several clesks of He Superior Courts shall
attach +o the commitmens each pvismer sepdenced
I Such courts a statement f%rn/flmg suehs
intormekon as the £PRS and pam/.é CommisSivn ]
S’ba// bj 1*;7&!/&%7: pra”[//'éa I Which rotormabor)
Shall Contlin 1 among o ther %A/"{ajf i Hhe ;4-//aw/h§ ;

e The PHISon cuthirs s 1/8.2/9&//%] He prisomer
or the ézy/rvm'ny of service of Sentence shall
detach frim the Lommitment the siatemont

Furnishing sucl Intirmedien and forword i} 4y

the [DACT of He [0rs].”
: 7%/{ statute #eguires oo State fo icsue G statement #p prison
du;%awzlf&f W/)e/') an tindivitval il (."m-m}i‘/ed/ /’or Service o/c'»‘c

PRE Sentenct . No stotement was issved duving 790v. Watsen's
Way 22 12617 to December 1112017 custody a

) /”hopﬁrmmm%
within the DS becouseit could wo? be Jus Ded and was ynabovized,

(IX) NC.CS. J4-118.1 Srmutabiom of Court Process
- The s {a te Lalsibied an entire PRS revacobion

(See See. 4 of /’/;/fr/z)eré'ébn5 ,

(X)N.C.CS. 7A-109 Record- /(ee/o/}’)j Procedvres.
« The Curltird Coun Sapotior Loyr? Clerk did 1o} preserve
a Copy of My, Watcon Lled stote habeas Applicction . That 1 w);
the bobeas smsHon s wst apart of the +ecord, I+ was concealed .
» (See Sec, 3.C. il of this pehtion). |

/afdma/ iz g -

Wi
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(XI) N.C.GS. 15A-130] Committment To Tpnprisonment When
Not 0Merwise S pef/‘fezf[ /

“When ajud/cfa/ obbicer cirders that a defen dant

be /377§ visoned he must issue an &/Zw;uw'a:fe:

Written committment ovder when the cornmit -
ment IS fo 4 Sentence of Impriconment s the
Commitment mut include the idets Heedson and,
elass of Hhe c#ence for whith He defendant
was tonvicted and £ e sentencr are on -
SCCUbve | the mavimum semtence allowof éj
(oW wnon eomviehion of each offence Lor e

/) -m’f})me/n# range ured 4o /’w/pdfe- Mhe sepfence
o e class of<otFemieand priy #tlord fevel. .,

“ As Hhe vecord #ellects i yo Commitmend wae irsved for My
Watsonls Way 22,2017 to Decewm ber 1112617 tmpsiion went 17 the
DPS 1 DAC . TThe states PRIPL i5sued the release order acsertn
a maximum term wal [mposed: This [ a falie claim ond e
Omm K516m dnd/ fm‘/uﬂ 710 S5 ﬁ..éomm/'f/m.emz or J/t«’-/em ent 0/
or vf'yam’mj 4 maXimum Jerm being Impoted » @Mplifiec its /i/;/y,

See Sec. 3.and Y. of Hii petihn) .

XU N.C.CS. TA-451(a)(2) Thdigent Pobbionces ptlordod
Covnsel 47 5-/'4/; bhaobeas Aeaﬁ{ajj ,
- Despite statutory w‘%f# #o Counsel s the stote Lailed #
aﬁpa/’m% counst! b My Watsons a? November 16,2017 hearing
(See Sec. 6. of Hors /9874‘74‘&7».),-
3. Attexney of record vielekiom . [ of Civ.P. LK 83 LN,
/‘?f 7%6 Camni/&nu/ywn/' of '7%6-1‘-4 Fea’&ﬂa’/ AaZ&U’ /’)frm‘.wdx’n 43 /x;:
the US. District Court-m.p.0.C, Aturney Clarence T Del#ivge tit
made He rniba/ Gpperrantl on ééé&//{/%z. Respendents. See
Docket Sheet / fittorney appearan ce.. Appendix £, Tnitis/ connce] entered
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a COu:orlem/el/‘/ udsment and Commitbmen? > uti i zed o /d/,sc”é/
[mmprisem M. ﬁ/ﬁ son for over a c/ém_z/é ~HAppendsv D _ roctead
of reqwf%f/?y Hhe ovigins! From the Friel Court clerk.louncel
747&-/& ond “assirte Several 74'40:/1.«/6;4% o/a/fﬂf /N A/f Mohon
fer Sumf_nmy Tudgment (See Sec. S. A8, ¢ of /A/jpééb%n)
and was thew”’su b futed é} 4/7%»%7 /’A/"///f ﬂh%m/y Pubin 18
fo combnve e case ) Without Gny  ovder ov pobd by Wy,
Watson ;5 w’c//aé’/zn of Joes] rule 83,1 (el /)JZU does not
Compert With Hhe tourtt swn yulss and possihly doe process.,
Suéf#ﬁm%n 0/ Covnmsel 4} Jravis /. Watcon v enniX Dansed s
No., 2o T6Z39(1/9evzd9)_ Mobin T Sty EXI- U Supreme
Lourt. This case iy valves faimness that was x/mﬁe/j a/z;rrga rded .

LRE3.) /?fformyf
(e) W'If/m’mw/a/ of Hppesrance
(1)No m%rny whe has entered an

appeorance in any 2ivil ov cviminal ackon
shall éé pewn/‘/?’za/ o wWithdvow an efdplav-on ce
Or have 1t stricken Frovn the 7ecorA except
6» order of Hhe Court or When Hhe 6\//7?1’)?
has previded wotice of Subshtubron of counsel .
éy an &ﬁ‘arhe Whi IS 6 prenaber of Hoe w;"/%ﬂlﬂ\wltij
, Moy meny's [dw Lrrm’
At He loast ) the /esuss /yﬂrwka/ /n His pehbin warranted
the lower Federe) tourde'ls crant an evidentiory heoars g
Mr-Watksom did 96} heve toe opporhuni fy Fo de velop his Frovd Taims
In State Court. See Winshn v fellys597 F.3d $35,652-530 9#ey.
2010 Petlioner entitlod 4o evidertiory fosnisn becavie d ;o rot
have appé 'r;‘um'é A dew,’/a/) Claim /o SHole cau;;// ¢/grp/7‘¢ Ave o) -
j&n(}&)a /7;10/ Yo M. kVa/ﬂM J//Z/ 2 /af/ +v #a/#// %a Y 4 u/fzm.:m‘/:
0f Set.225940¢1(2) . S0e William s v T6y/or 1529 U5, 420,957 (2000)
[ 0’1"/:'96?954 regw“rd-/,“ at a W NS mum ) J‘eeb‘ﬂy o evidentiar, Amr/‘n
I Stebe court in G mennerprescribed by ctale faw ST A
misCarraige of justice has been coveved s overiocked éy US. CoA.)

gnd Conitisned thevtby Ca///hj Lot s Lourit S’U/pefwlw_f/ pawer.
1§, Subskiduted Countel _ Ap/gend X7 .
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CONCLUSION

Wr. Watcon requests the Coust 4o set aside the 2005 and /8 Tudamentgive
im Unconditional and immediate release > and velief Lrom a) cm,cz

Conditions sand reguivem ents applicable +o those Judy mepts .
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
Date: M&L/AL

H5



Certibicote of Com/a//&ncc’,
N,

Trovis L. Waton

v

Dennis Daniels , et af. ,

As tequived by Supreme Court Rule 33.1(h)

I certity thet the petition Yor a writ of ce vHorary
contains 45 numbered pages, Frovisionsand S #a%u#afﬁ_
/m\/@/ beéh set out verbotim withi # _7%& 7Le)€7l 0/ pages
105/13=18)20:21525 s and Yo-44 #o provide C’//ar/"fy

and f/owl Exc/ud’/ng %efe ond o%er p&r‘/f of the

pefition that are exempted by Supreme Court Rule
33.0(d),the pe%’am meels the vequivement Appropriate
case citation is also set out withrn g/:e; bo/y of petition.
I 0/80/&7'8 2'41’)0/87’ /Oeﬂfﬂ/léy 01&/39!77«{@ %Ad?fl }/Ae ’0076&0;7@
is true and covveet .,

Executed on: Octiber //,202/ . c/wm«;-/; Wetm J

527 lommerce Dr,
E/}wéf’% é/y) ./VJ;CJ
Z7904



