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Questions Presented

“What was the reason kor not makuhq

ag\ollco+non Por writ of habeas CO"\OU\S

o the district court of the district in

‘w\mch 1 am \oemq held? (Rule 20.47al)

CauSQ WS \oreserveo\ +o +ake habeos corpus

o fhe distri ot courty 1 the United States

_[Das‘rmc‘r Court] of #he Northern District of

New York, Nevertheless. the procedure cowld

ionly have been satistied +o notity the

op\oosmq \P(M“‘FleS V) -H/\Q United S+a+es

‘Suprem{ CourT,

\/\”f\Or\' WQRS -Hf\e \\Ad\av\(\’e’f\"\' oy oro{er N

resp‘ad' v whick e [writ] of ph’o% bition

mV\o\ MONdoMuS \was SouO)\/\'\“FP (Rule 20,3)

-Q'T\r\e District Court recommended the Moy

4,201 Order of “Woward Grithith et al,

v New York et o), 5:20-cy-01312 (GLS/mD)°

E+o e considered o be Yhe nitiel order

oer’mmmq o which +he writ 77 was

'\Y\JrQV\ans Y0 e sought, (sce Petition Hor

Ex*vaord\mo\r\, Wit fN\a\f 33 ’;01\] atrachment

\'\owo«r‘o\ GHH!H\ et a\ v New \/OT‘K et a\

[
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i 17 Summary Order: May t 2021)
|

(June 3, 2021 Letker "0ffice of +he Clerk™)

There was no further rime +o make any

corrections “In re Poword Gritkith v New

York iE’x—H‘aordmarq Wit ofter AW},MSJ&’&

202\, (Rule W[ 1) N0V€r+\/\€\€SS prece5(€m-

has been established o (oin +the Moy b 3031

'0rder of the District Court with the Auwqust

12,20% Order re ’Howarc)\ Grithi+h ot al, v

New York et al, 5¢20~-cv-0131d (Grs/my)°

“Tn re Howard Gerffith v New York

EgY_E'x’rro\oY‘ciln(J\r\, Wit ™ yia appeal,
T 1 L
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\oemq prosecwred\ for fallure to reqns%er\
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Peob\e v Gr!%? th, e AD3d 1518 (4t Dept

01%)™ The Supreme Court of the State of
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ment \orowc)\ed\ ao\\uélca’ﬂom that conviction

For Rape -in the First Deqree s unconstitu-

Jnor\a\\

"Howard Griffith v New York, 20-63%5°
Petition for Writ of Certiorar: pursued n

essence ot “People v Griftith, 6, AD3d

Y



1513 (4t Dept 2013)°

TG v I\Jew York State Atrorney

 General 3-2113™ Appeal \oemo, \oursuea\

o m the Auqv&‘r 3 2031 Order 0{— ihe Uni+ed

Sfates D,;,Jchr Cour'\' owt he Northern Dus’mc\~

oF New York e “Howard Griffith et o), v
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EE(G\LS'[N\L\)“ Order . Au;}uS‘Jr 3}10}\'(Documem‘ 27)

%"'Leﬁer from the 0ffice of +he NYS Altorney

‘;&enera Res “Grithith v New York State,

Aﬁow\e\{ General, No, 21-2113" Seerember X

\
¥

3302\

Doﬁrson v F:scher (\3 Fed. A)pp)( 35 (2015)"

3Le-\-‘cﬁr From the OHice of the Q) lerk of the

1Supr€mQ ConrT OI} the \)nl+€d STOHL‘ES =N

Tn re Howard Griffith v New York  June 2,

an;u

'U S, Distrcet Court of Jr\f\e Northern Dls%ﬂcf

:'mt New York re “Howard Grddith et al,

New York et ali, 5:20-cv-0i312 (@LS/N\Q

EOro\eY‘ ¢ Report - Recommendation Tuly |4

203\ (Document W)

i

WS, District Court of the Northern District

‘0{’ New York re “Woward Grithith et ol v

‘New York et al. 5020-cv-01312 (GLS/ ML)

Order to Sﬂ-'ke No’rzce o Entrye August

'\’3 702" (Document 33)

,;Supp'lemenf For Petition for Extraordinary

X



Wit “Tin re Foward Grittith v New York™

juv\e _T\ '3-01‘

Petition for Extraordinary Writ “Th re

Howard Grittith v New York® May 33, 3021

Petrition for Qe'\(\ear'mq for Petition for Writ

ok Certiorar "woward Gritith v New YOrK

20-6395" NMarch 1, 2021

Supplemen+ For Pebibion For wWrit o

CQH'IO‘-O"“ HO\uarc)\ Grithida v New YOr‘K

20-63957 November 30, 202

Supp]emQr‘-\' for Petition for Writ ot

Cerhorw‘n Howaro\ Gr) Hith v New YorK

+0-6395" Tanv\ar\, 9, 202!

X



rI\l HOWard Gr’tﬁ';%\l G -‘r\'\e P\er\'\’)'\z‘(:'

"Tn re Howard Gr]-ﬁ;ﬁk v New York®

Vie civil proceclwe,‘ ond T am the

Defendant 1n His matter Via crimingl

procedure, and in my Petition tor

'i

Writ of Prohibition and N\ahclm‘f\wsi‘ 1

will ke trﬁwterr]tr\cj Yo I(Y\\{S‘QHZ ‘n the dirst

person point of view,
| 1

Concise Statement

Regar{mg VY\'\‘; SeX oueho\ek reg‘nsw\!}

r—

T hoave pursied with beth criminal

‘p*’Ocedure and C'\\l'l‘\ procedm\re. In

essence of "Peop'\e v Gri Hith \, |

(S\!mcuse ;LO\Q\,\A\} L intended o




pDUrsue with vl procedure when +he

police would not assist me with

mddreSS‘mq Cr'um'ma\ aC'\*‘iv1+\{ on J’r\m&
: J

proper"‘r\{'o{' the policy T share with iy

landlord, This was infended o hlame

+he Pegple +or not granting wy reliet

@-?or o convickion T settled Lor

'

Edisoﬁrder\\{ conduct, wi th regard 1o

PYevious complaints T had made 1o +he

pslice and wmy landlord before f'Jrakfha

|

{
Ahe low into my own hands,” Never

%ﬂ\e\ess} 1 0qreed with ry landlord

é'\’\f\O\“\’ T would not P\M‘S'\Aﬁ with  the

il procedure T he could maintain

)
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1the cviminal activity, under control, +o
! Y !

!

hove no '\Hega\ o\c'+i\Ji+\l, nterfove with

i
i

:im\( addvess, However, a Ftalse addvess

WAOS prO‘\i'l.C)\ed for My address To be

l

dermonsirated with my sex offender
: ]

——

?YQL};\S’W\{, 1 purs‘ueo\ w+h C‘]\/H_"Dvoceckmve

because i+ was most essential Fo Fhe

f%PGO'\?'\QIS ‘}a\()i\i%\{, This was  with re%\mrd\

Yo the Sug)reme Couvt ot He State

lgowc' New York, Appellate Di\);SiOh/Four+h
! b "

Eébepar‘rmerﬁr COhStd\erth§ N convicyion

i

Tor Rape n the First Dearee 4o be

Unconstitutional qhd the fact that the

;?proqeduy‘e WS 3'\'!“ bQiT\% P\AY‘SU\QCX 10

3




hove +his o\ISW\issecﬁ\, (Peop\e N Gr’;’\r@i%\:\}

166 AD3d 151% futh Dept D-O\ﬂ\) Howevch’ |

T never cifted +he People as o party

in my civi| procedure,

E\[/ preserving\ MY Cause via NY Iclivil

[ﬂ‘f‘O\C"f’!CQ Llaw and [R}u\es Acdicle 1%

‘(HOWGrd Grittith OY\OV’\CAO\gO\ County SU-

2020-005351 [cPLR Avticle T% ”Pmceedzvxg

: A%a’ms‘w‘b BOO\\! oY O%ticekﬂ)\; My reasoh

Was preserved 0 pursue with Fedeval

Bules ofF Civil Procedwc\} Rule 3\, as_twy

cause was -+o demonstrate what the

’;\\egm\ address was ntended for bebre

[ S r—

T could obtdin the “m’}uﬂcjr'\.ovx 0

L}



AGY‘(\OY\S“'\'FG"? fhe HHQ\(}O\\ Q\/‘ldé\/\ce 1

’ml%}a\\\{ ‘nrended Yo demonsirate For

the police, N\\'{ cause would be preserved

Yo still blame the People because +he

dote T had taken 1+ o the Unyted

States Distvict Court ot #he Norihern

District of New York (\Howo\\ro\ Gri M th

et al. v New York et al., 5'20-cv-031a

[GLS/ML] "42 usC 1993") was the

Isame dote that ﬂ\é statuwbe ob limita-

Yons beqan to pursue with Pedition

For Writ of Certiorori 1n essence of

| People v Griffith, 16b AD3d \51% (b

Dept 20\9), (Meward Griftith v New

5




‘é\(orKg 20-6395)

Ve Su\pp\emen%a\ Briet. Navember

30, 3020 (Petition for Writ of Cerﬁomri‘)}

i
i

‘T preserved the couse to demonstrate

thot dismissal of rhy conviction Yo

Rope Ist could not be pursued jn es-

:SQY\CQ of People Gr'i-f—HHn\, b AD3d

!
}

151% but would have to be pursued in

:stence of Howard Gridtith e o\, v

New York et al.. Nevek%\r\e\es&‘ People v

Griffith, 166 AD3A 1518 would sHill have

0 be interpreted By this [Clourt, With

3 4 .' A [ N [
)r\r\‘ss'\ T roised +he QL\AeSJHOh "Coram Nobis
: ]

or Habeas Corpus?

i
1
!
H

i 5.
1 .

?

1
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LT filed a Petition for Writ of HRabess

Corpus n_ the District Court on December

{

i

':|5‘, 3030 +o be decided with Howard

Griffith et al, v New York et ol This

!

épreserveo\ the cause that T would le

1r
&
{

-Sub'\}eCT o double Seopm‘d\’; ahd Hae

{
|

iPeop\e would still be blamed N purswt

!

%ofr civil procedu\”ﬁﬁ

 The District Court recommended

i
|

Habeas Corpus be dismissed without

;:pre:\ud'\_ce and _the complaint e dis-

missed without pre'}uoﬂce on December

2%, 2020, T4 wWas also recatmmended
t }

the_motion to pursue With restraining

7




order be dismissed gnd in forma paupens

WasS grarﬁed. Ne\ler-‘(\/\e\essf the District

Court recommended Leave Yo Rep\eao\

j‘f\/\e Cémp\ai’nt

The statute ot limitations to pursue

Wit an appeo\\ From the recommenda-

Yion \)ec;m\ on Jonuary \5-\,303‘* The

Cause WwaS preseryed N1 SuPp\e'mewm\

Brief (Certiorari) fo the U.S, Supreme

+
1
T

'S(ﬂcmr% ’F’O\’ 'w\-‘r‘cr\'ocu%or\,l,? a\ppea\ 1A

_ January 09, F02\, This was Served +o

%\OO’V\(\ the People and the NYS Aﬁ@rhe\{,

General, Cer¥iorari was denied on

Jonunayy V4, 1021,




i
t

| Via Petition for l?e\/\?-ar;hg for Pedition

;ﬁ:or Writ of Certiorari, I requested

E,Cer*%'sorar; Y0 be considevred o e

]

denied without preyudice, With #his,
| 1 5

1L Filed my amended '\:ow\p\o\'m*'r ond o

L
i

‘motion For reS'Jrra]n'mg order +o \ater

o
i

\96 purSUEO\ with Howovd Grdfith et al,

|
i

rv New York et al. bekore the Order was

‘made \oy the Dic<trict Court Yor Leave

0 Replead. AWl of these were served

ito, \DOH«) the People and +he NYS }H’l—orhe\ly

—

iGQV\ero\\. T olse demonstrated how I

was_preserving e couse to_pursue

with extraordinary writ.

q




T fook the Petition for Extraordingry

";.‘\Nr'\\’ with he Pelition tor Rehear’mg

5%0»\'\5\ the Ywo Bupp\emehfs o\p‘penc\Qc)\\ and

Y owas redurned befare dhe District

:%Cour-l' made 1ts Ordec, These had all

‘been seryed Yo, both, the Pesple ahd

he NYS Atorney General, The District

Court mode 14s Order with 30 days to

Replead the Complaint on May k 2021,

fPeHHor\ tor Rehearihg was denied on |

N\a\; T, 2021, A corrected Petition For

Extraordinary Writ was taken on May

23,2001, and _the Amended Complaint-

That was Filed with the Petition tor

I,
Ti




ERe\neO\r’mc& was taken 1o the Disirict Court

‘with the Extraordinary Weit and the

Petition Yor Rehearing with Supglements,

ia\\ apper\ded.) on N\a\{ 2o, 210dl. These

i,
i
il

%0\056&@0\ how the district court could

inot have O\O‘\Opjreb\ Hhe ﬁﬂepor‘i’ and

E-@[ﬂecammendahor\ n s entivredy because

People v Griftith, bb ADid 1519 ciked how

>;E[‘(Doe v Patalki [ ] (Sb_NY \qqﬂ:\\ made

i

Ec\o\lw\s how +he District Court would net

have been able +o decide Habeas Corpus

[

o be dismissed without preyudice at

i”Peop\e v LQS,\/\WO&\'/ [ 1 43> 1, ot 1520,

This would have 4o be decided ’\5\/ The

I



l

j;U,S. Supreme Court nstead, (;‘Z U’SC

|
)

\257) The Ex*rraoro\iwar\! Weid was in-

:;*reﬂdecl Y0 reconsider the Perition ¥or

:Ke\/\ear'mg t+o e considered +o be denied

without preyudice. These had all been

;-?SQV\JQO\ ‘o, both, the People and +the NYS

%A'H’OW\@\{ General,

!
i
!
{l
|

A Supplemental Briet "Tn re Howard

Gritdith v New York [ 1" was served o

Fhe Supreme Court, the District Court
| )

the People, and the NYS Attorney General)

on June 07\' 309\\} Yo preserve e cause

For the Peop\e and the NYS A'\"’\‘Orh?\?ﬁ

General Yo consider the E><+moro\§vxo\r\(

P



Weid was faken +o the District Court o

be considered with the Amended Complaint,

T+ was considered Yo have been taken

Yo the District Court an June 4 3031,

| FOURTEEN DAYS gtter the Amended

‘_Comp\a’m% WOS Jrc«\<evx\’ in grder for the

~ %D’iS'\’\"lC:\' Court ¥0 C‘CW\S'.)d\er e EX'\'Y‘G\“ :

%oro\iv\ar\! Writ 40 e o V\on-d')sgaosi’r]ve

motion, (spe U5, [District Court] ND NY

“Local [Rules] of Practice™ [2021] Rule[s]:

T4 falfo], T o] [3]) Perition for Rehearing

demonstrated Yo the District Court how

ig\ood ‘FO\‘lH\ H:For‘)rs WwWEere W\C\JQ amon95'+

O PO\T"HQS Yo settle 4he hOn«d]spos}f‘fVe |

13



issue betore |+ was taken, (D]g%ﬁc% Cour+t

Rules .| [0\] Tﬂ} Fipnst Para%rap\/\)

Once aga.m% he Supreme Court returned

+he Exirmord'mar\, Wit Never%e\ess\ T wos

50\&(:63\ N cusﬁfodw on Tune 3, 2021, for not

regierer'ch as & sex otfender, (Peop\e \/

G ith, CR-06134-21) December 15 2030
| ' }

é’was considered 4o be the date of the

'\r\c*\_o\eni'} the same date habeas COrpus

was taken fo the District Court, Sihce

fm SUQP\@MQ“J“ For Petition for Extro -

Ord'\V\cw\'/ Wr'ik was not deemed 10 have

ibeev\ baken o the District Court unti|

June C( 201 s Somswc;eo‘ the ccmse

K



u
i

for the People and +he District Court to

:fcor\s':der Wolbeas Corpus, The Digdvict

Court recommended the Extraordinary

%erir o e denied ithout @YQSudice i

E:H’ WAS ih*rer\o\ed 10 Ve consi(rv\ed As ah -

lappea| From the May 4 303V Order of the

District Court on Tuly & 203l

!
i

On Tuly 22, 2021, T Whad notice
[ 22 \,

%P\"O'\J'ld€c\ Yo 4the S‘up‘(‘ﬁme Couvt O\V\O‘ Jc’\r\e

%D‘tS{’\”!C"V Court of 'm\i C‘\r\anqje o+ oddress,

OV\ Augus% 3, 2021, the District Court

Ordercd the amended complaint dismissed,

|
!

Ahe non-dispositive motion stricken and

E\\oward Griffith et al. v New York et al.

3




closed because ng obiections were

L
1

%_made and +he R & R was ceviewed, de-

.ic\o\r’m% no clear errov, Ne\)er%\ne\ess.ﬁ%e

H
H

!

Order demonsirated clear ervor Srom the

»?{R%R‘ demo\ns"{roﬁ(]hc} 1 was in cuSJrod\{

Ewi%\r\ regard o e C\/\O\V\(je of address,

EZHowever,‘ mog+ -JFundameY\*Q\\\g\' the civil

procedure involyed the address that My

h
H

landlord provided for my \ousing, Never-

Jtheless, my roommate was wmy  co-plain-
t 1 t

1 I

5+14’4\ as her addressS has never 'c\/\ar\gecl,

| T had Notice of EI’\'H‘\! served for te

I
1

éPeog\ei the NYS AMtorney General and the

District Court 4o consider the Order on

-4

19




|
{
'l

Auaust 13,2021, This provided the remedy
o | | ’

Yor the People to consider i+ “in time.

i
{

‘:ijFOr me Y0 pursue wi fex\mmﬁmg YY\‘\{

remedies n_pursuit ot Woward Grithith

ot ol v New York et al, Wowever +he

Deople did not consider ¥ "1y vime’ as
YO

.
[
[

‘T should have been veleased From custody

Un_order fo have been able Yo have ex-

hausted my vewedies “in Hime,
i I

!
3
N

Stotement of Facts

Pedition for Writ of Certiorari

%(Howo\ro\ Geittith v New \/ov\&) 30-0345)

E:{wo\g pursued\ .Uf\ 253ennCe 0{; People Y

!

Griflith Vb AD3d 151 (i Dept 3013)

T




Latier Y\av'nnq pursied with o mohon s

!

E9\r<m+ leave fo appeal which was denied

b\{/ the NYS Court ot Appeals, Motion

TO %rar\f leave to QQ{JQQ\ WasS pursued 'H"\

essence of a \QH’QV/deC'\S]oY\/order deter—

lm\\ﬂmg 1 \Ao\d\ a\oathY\eo\ W\\li 'pe‘\"ijrioi’\

N

For SORA modiication ([Slex [Olfender

%é{ﬂegjisjrro\‘r]on [A] ct, NY Corvection Law

i

Article '\(Jé\ essential fo People v Gri%’fh},
| 7 ‘

\Qb AD3d \5\3" \N\(\ey\ ot moadter wos

under the ‘sur'\SO\3c¥'sOh o the U,S,

Supreme Court, This was essential o

i

i4§|'io\,g/a\rc\ Griffith v New YOT’\&..‘l 30'(‘930‘5}

‘because L was denied my r‘]cJ;,M- +o

B3




i@ppeo«\ the \eﬂer/declsiw\/om\er, Peop\ev

'-Gr'if"?i{'h\} \ole AD3d 1515 was \063!’\9 Qur-

sued Yo overturn (ny w\o\er\\{m@ convic-

tion For Rape st (forcible compu\s)ovx\}

NY Penal Low 3 130,350,

"Woward Griffith Ov\oyxo\acja Counjr\’,

!

ISU-3020-005351" was denied Ovrder 10 Show -

i

Couse _on October 30, 2030, with a demand

|
i

Hor reimbursement Loy poor pgrsoh‘s'

relief within 130 days or else the case

‘would be dismissed, Howard Grffith v

Onondogo County wos proceeded in essence

of o “draft] (CPLR Article .*’7) provided

N

i

%-?or M iomd\ordﬂ m+iated as an

4




arbitration T pregoved os an arbiter,

The reason T had taken +he arbhitration

WGA&S \Oecause O po\'sce o%ticer accu\sec}\

me of i/\a\f'\\’\g 95\‘1c\\30\+ric' ' ssues when

cke.morxsjrrcﬁ‘mq cominal evidence which

caused e +g have o sejzure, This was

pursued N essence ol ”Feosp\e v Gt‘E'F‘Fin\A)

[ ](S\l/racuse BOM)“ Cause wos preser\/eo\

Yot T did not Know 1+ contacting

authorities on minorih, perpetrotors would

‘make me sublect to committing a “hate
' 7 - , 7

i
|

crime.S This was essential Yo me \oe}v\9

1

dented my ﬁg\'\AT Yo the law library,

Howqro\ Gottith v vaono\o\(}a County

40




_iwas faken gn SQP‘HW\"O‘W K"\, 2020

because the police refused o update my

sex orfender rec}]SJrr\;) W hen \p\rovided\

with the False ado\\ress\} provio\eo\ \o\{ oy

\O\V\O\\Oréq How(&r& GHP\CH'V\ vV Onov\daﬁa

County was prOViC}\QC)‘ ‘\\'Of‘\'SV\Q Pgop\e 17

ihold them liahle for G N o\amag;es I Moy

hWove to had sutfered for not regisjrerihg

T
approprnwre\\,“ |

”HO\NQE"d GrittiHh et ol v New York

ef al,y 5720-cy-01312 (GLS/ML)” was pur-

sued because T was not certaih 1§ T

had committed o hoate crime, The cause

WhS_preserved to demonstrate tHhat I had

I



s e e by b e

Not o\osjn-uutirec)ti ;W\;‘oeded} or interfered

nwith the distribution of +he census pur-

suoant Yo Y \ASC 33\(0\(3} and my land-

Hord should he Fined $500:92 £or failure

‘o assist census employees pursuant to

13 _Usc 223, ond +he cause wWas 'PreSQrveol

Eacdga:hsjr New York +o demonstrate +hat

e census without +he C]Jr'szehs'\r\'ap

ques+]on cowld e deemed as a ‘test

or deyice® to i\\ega\\\! determine the

elig ' bilidy o obtain absentee, mail-in
] t v

g\oa\\o‘rs to vote pursuant fo 52 USC

V0303, The procedure would be To

Tobtain dech arafory

ud(ﬁmer\’v before

|

P

I"
i L

:



injunctive reliet, This was +o be pur-

sued via restraining order,
J

i
1

. Ln forma pa\APQT-"S be"“f} granted 0y

the WS, District Court on December 33.)

3010\) preserved the cause fhat New YorK

e RIS
‘could not be “immune From Viabilities

1

pursuant to NY Correction Low 8 16%-r(2)

{out of gross neg\igence or bad Faith)

w(— T was denied my rig\/ﬁ o exhaust

m\{ remedies with re(}arc)x to \0@1\(\9 the

isv\b:}ec‘( of "Denalties” pursuaht fo NY

!

H .
! - |

%CO\FY‘GC‘HOY\ Law $ \b%“‘r,j Yor Failure Yo

!
t
i

’;rec}isnter as @& sex otfender.
e

!

T was +aken wnto custody on June 3,

23



I

12020, for fallure o reqister as a 56X
| ' ’

oHender because +he police needed a

ireason to place me 1n \ail For a psychi-

J
|

! ] [ ! -
atric evaluation ofter vecovering from
] o/

)
i

‘o ?'P‘O\V‘A mal seizure,

]
|
1
{
t

T was provided notice on June \4

]

2}301\\ at the Onondaga County Justice

|
i

Center for requirements to update wmy
i | { {

géjp\r\o%'ograi‘:h and addvress For Hhe NYS

;éSex Offender Reg}s%’r-\{ \D\I/.A\A(ﬁmﬁ' \3\'3011,

§
i
T
’
i
1
j

I WAS PFOSQC\A%Q(J\ on T\A\\'{ (oi);‘og\l)

'Vl due process dusc’tp\lr\o\r\{ heavring

:

i t

ipursuant to Port T006 of Title 9 ot

New York Codes of Rules and Pegu\o\‘%ior\g

XF




i
i
8!
i
b
|

for striking a deputy on Tune 13, 3034,

For not allowing me to use +he law
) _ J

— : : ,
Nibrary ot the OnOhdao\Ja County Justice
i ! ; '

i!
i
b

t

Center,

T was froansterred Yo Centval New

' :E\/or\& PS\‘/C—\A;O\“'V‘.{C Center on :)/m\\i, 7530'1\.

. T hoad Notice ot A\ppea\ foKen o

tHhe WS, Court ot Ap‘pea\‘i for the
! |

i Second Circurt 4o appeal the AU\CJNSJF 3-\,
i . 1

13021 Order of +he W.S. Disdrict Court

éa¥ the Northern District ot New York

L

¢

re “"Howard Grittith et al, v New York

t
i
E
!

et Q‘\,\, 50 20~cy-0\312 (6LS/ML)" on September

i3.§ 202V, (Grdfith v New York Stote, AH’ornE\(

9



i
{
i
|
I

éGehercﬂ\, No. 21-213) Notice of AD\?Q‘"\

was served Jro‘l \00%\; Hhe Peop\e and the

NYS Aﬂorn-e\( Geneval,

i
i

i

The NYS Attovney Genoral advised

the WS, Court of P‘\QPQO«\S For 4he Second

igC'\.rcm‘u{' on BGP‘\-ﬁm'\cer \’1% '102\\) that the

%A*Jrorney General's Office would not be

';a\ppeargmq in the matter re WG{H@;‘H/\ \%

New York S‘mire\ AHorne\/ Géne\ra\\.\, No,

il

!
H
1

lacks personal '\\)\r’,so\}c%’!ot/\} c\oﬁmlvxg the
z ' 7

f
I
i

%docum&?n“'s* were never pfoper\\{ served

ire “Woward GrHith ot o), v New York

et ol 5720-cy-0i31] (GLS/N\Q\\
| )

| ' | T6



Reasons %or Gravﬁring Relied

POTNT TI: Transterring me 4o Central

New York Psychiatric Center for Tempor-

ary Observation demonstrates Haat the

People were acting in bad faith fo not

allow me o exhoust my administrative
; I

remedies, L was SUPPOSQO\ to hove

antil July §, 2021, to object that T was

denied my vight Yo the law libroary yia

appea\ For my due process o\‘ascip\'mar\!
|

hearing.
—J

POTNT TU. T was SuPPosed Yo have

until August 13,2000 fo_update my

p\\o%odro\pl’\ and ‘prO\/iO\Q V\OHCQ o-L cL\O\hqe
] N S { T - J

Ey




;
!
|
{

!
i
'
i
I

Lof address $or the Onondago County

iiSheriWs +o e Forwarded to the New

York State Sex Offender Reg,}slfr\{,Th}g

Ere({u'\,red o U\"r}(]{-\{ bill with o POS:WUl

dddress and three pieces of “unk mail®
; - J

M\/ latest U\‘H\'\*\-‘l bl had -posjrec)\ on

.E‘address for 2903 Tames St\l Ap‘r,:ﬂ’S\’

Syracuse, NY 13206, Wolding me in
P ' d

t

CU\S%OD‘\; pG\S‘\' Auqus+ \3§ 2021 dehmorh

't

strates that the People were acting in

bad faith +o not allow me 1o exhaus®t

My stofe remedies,

POTNT TL. TF T woud have been
|

released from CU\S"\'Ool\; on AU»G;'U\S“\' |3,

I3



g

909-‘} the NYS A—Jﬁrorr\e\! General could

|

have objected the Notice ot Entry T

olso had yyro\;?o\eo\ 40 the Peop\e and

e District Court. Tiis would have

presevved tHre couse 40 demonstrate

Hhot the NYS Attorney General com\d

not have been liable tor my criminal

procedure. \ust oS the People would not
T 7 J i

hove been liable for my civil procedure,
i' [ T

POINT IZ. [Memorandum of Yaw] tor

Trump v New York 532 WS, (2.020)

i(Sep'jfem\oer 2030) o\emons-fraﬁhg, Hhe

remed\f thot New YorK could not answer

J\"\n{ q‘v\eSjt"lO!"l \N'H"‘\'\ r‘ego\rd 10 W\w\\f CONn~ i

9



%s’sdera+ions* cowld not Whave been made

i

!

iwhy neighbors gnd landlords could net

l: 1 s R
hove assisted with counts with reqards
TA

f’\'0 ‘[""\Q CeNnsus ‘Sa‘\"li"\:;es -\JV\Q remeaies

{
;'For the causes having heen pursued with
i 7 {

i

Ereqaro\ —\’Oll'How'Oﬁ’d Gr)‘\:‘?)"r\ﬁ et al v New
J

%ka S\ 5030~ cy-01312 (GLS/MLY

2

Yoken From Woward Geidith v Onondoxg,ox

County, SU-3030-0053517, This belng with
. 17 J

EiV’Ecuqo\ro\ o the a&asevw'reei marl —in hallots

being provided for the talse address Tor

lvoting purpeses, Errors provided for
; “J 1 v i

my sex offender reg'\sjrr\! satisties

lremedies tor the couses having been

30



pursied with regavd o Woward Griffith

!

v Onendoga County having been +oaken

Evom the arbitration, BQ}V\QJ denyed my

right o he law \ibrary pursues Howard
J [

i

Grittith v Onondago County and being

;{(len'md the \remed\! o upo\o\‘re My p\,\o+@-

QVCHO‘/\ ond My oddress for my sex
v ’ - t

loffender registry in pursuit of Howard
A 7 { '

Grvidtith Onondoaga Cow\{-\! pursues

Howard G Hith et ol. v New York et ale

POTINT Y | T+ may possl\o'\\{ be deemed

1
i

¥
I

ok T commited o hote crime For

conjro\c-lr'mcj. authorities on m’moriﬁr\f

perpe%r@’rors, However.‘ iy WaS never

|
t

f
}
!

31



arrested, Never’r\/\e\ess\} Wate crimes

i
i

<till need Yo be ':V\ves+}ga%fd purs'\mn{-

Ito 3% USC 30501, Whether or not a hote

crime was committed, the remedy con
) ]

now e declared exgcutives need 4o

provide low enborcement for the criminal

evidence and “ipformation [ 17 to pe

i'm\/es%]ga*ed without me \oeiv\@ abple +o

be gunished in any way, (3% USC 30505

“Uoke Crimes ' (Severalbl iy “‘\,

;POINT YL Via advisory to e WS,

Court of Appeals for +he Second Circuit

eprember T30 jn the matier re

!

gﬂeﬁu—‘lj\'\h v New York S‘\‘a’l'e} A-\-'\-ory\e\{

| 33



lGevxevo\\ No. }'\-;HB\\% the NYS Attorney

§§G¢nera\ suggests thot 1§ the propriety

]
|

|
f
of gitirmance 5 doubted with reaomo\

Iiﬁro the }\’V‘rorhe\; Gonerals claim that the

Cirewit Court \acks persom\ :)wisdicln’ov\;

the_suo sponte (August 3,2021) of the

H
N

EU,S, District Court ot the NOV‘-\'»\G"Y\ District

Of' New York re “Heward Gw@?i’r\r et ol v

,!New YOr\r& et ol 1y O» 220-cy-013 LS]N\L\,“

i
Hl

be dismissed and remanded “\ithout

‘ore‘\udice Yo any dispositive motion that
L] J T T -

detendants oy tile atier they have Deen

!
1

%Do‘rson v FiSCV\er.) 613 F App‘x 35, 34 ¢ N3

;

! 33



t
it
N

(34 Cir. 2015), The NYS Atorney General

Isugqests this with vegard +9 a claim of

15
Hi

lack of service of documents vre tHoward

Griffith ot ol v New York et al., Neverthe-

T
i

less, these documents were sevved with
i }

EEV\O'HCQ of the matter gending 'n the District

¢
1
it

i
Court via the WS, Supreme Court “In re
i Y

;;Howo‘ro\ Gridhith v New York [’EX%‘(‘O\Ord\'}V\Qr\{
f. ’ !

%Wr'\ﬂ\\, Theretore, #his Court Moy vacate

sua sponte [ 1 4ismisSing and remo\nding,
';; | 3 v ] J

without prejudice Yo 0N addifional

|

io\mer\ded CQW\\‘()\C\}Y\J\' ap’\‘OeY\diY‘\ﬂ O\V\\'/

releyant documents that T have procured,

i

g(see Dotson v Fischer id. ot Eq) n,é)
| |

3%




Conclusion

The Notice of En'h‘\‘, \r\ox\;inou, been con- !

sidered on Au%uS‘\' \32 101\\1 satisties

procedure for application For writ of

ervor coram nobls, I intend Yo :}oin

With reconsideration $or “Howard GriXith

i

\

|

|

|

the appeals Yor fhe District Court Orders
a x

|

\

\

v_New York, 20-6395" 40 all be without

N pursuit of o\oﬂ-a'm’ms} declaration for

the use of absen"reei mail-in bgllots for

preyuwdice ot ¥ same setting, This will be
1 J J .
\
|
\
\

the use of voting purpesed +o be

elipinotcd (52 USC 10303) ang establishing

precedent o overturn my 'uho\er\\',mo}

t
i
t

35



conviction of Rape in the First Degree NY

Penal Law 3 130.35 m.) Forcible compu\s;om,

These will SaHSJ}Y +he procedure o be

able 10 demonstrate the criminal evidence

which caused me 1o hove a sejzure,

Relief Req\ues*reol

—~——

1 req‘ues+ '\’\’\'\S Court +o veview w\\!

Amended Complaint and ty Motion For

Kesh-a‘mivxg Order . March ‘:6\\ 101, (see

Petition for Re\/\earihﬁ Lor Petition for

WYt ot Certiorari 30-6395] a%ac\r\meh‘\'sv

I regquest +his Court o set the dote tor

restraining ovder in pursuit ot "Howard

Griffith ef al, v New YorX et al,, 5120-cv-

]
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0\3\d (GLS/N\D\\ .\,"/Howo\\"d GoFfith v Néw

York, 20~63%45", and "people v Grﬂfri\f\/\\,

¥

CR-06139-2\" +o Qctober 23, 2020,

T veguest ¥his Court 4o provide Order

to_the Onondaga County Court re “Poople

N Gr‘\qlf'\’h\) CR-06139-21Y Lor My Tmmediate

release from cus ‘voc\\{,

I requeer #s Court Yo vacate swa sponte

(AU‘Q&V‘S* 3,2020) oF the United States District

Court of the Northern Districkt of New

YorkK re “Howard Gettith et al. v New York

ef ali, 5:20-cy-01312 (6iS/MD)” dismissing

and vremanding without preyudice To an
J { 7

additional amended complaint ap\‘oeno\ihg

ER



Lany relevant documents that T hove

I
il
{

]
iprocured,
1

ﬁ’.\: Y‘eqLuQS"r this Couvrt 4o orovide Ovder for

the WUnited States District Court of the

Northern District of New York o schedule

|

oral argument n order for the District

Court +o be re-familiarized with the

complicated focts and proceduval history

of the case given the \QY\Q}'HA.O‘Y' Himne that

!
i
‘

hos passed since the District Cowrt last

reviewed the case, (see U.S. District

)
I
1
{

Court ND NY “Local Rules of Practice"

!

303V, Rule 10 [a])_This is 4o ke with

frego\ro\ to ¥he Order 4o Show Couse +or

[
!

w

3



!
{
{

Motion For Restraming Order. March X
| s ]

2021,

o

| WHEREFORE, via the procedure T haye

demonstrated, as the merits Suggest,
) . B j

s Court ma\{ %rom%'— +he relied wW!dr\

jI hawve reg!uesj(eo\.

;Dq-\*ed: %M .
September 27302 Howard Gritfith
b4 794]

CNYPC

P.0. Box 300

Ma rey, NY 13 403

(%)
<




