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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 of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

A_to
^4 reported at Mo- 3^) l'9£35-3~' ;or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

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

reported at_* AO - 1 - ^ ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix_____ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.
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JURISDICTION

For cases from federal courts:

The datejon^\|Mch^he United States Court of Appeals decided my case

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

A timely petition for rehearing waSj denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: _3-|PU| 20*^1_________ , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix_&

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No.__ A

(date) on (date)

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

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
______________________ , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____
Application No.__ A

(date) on (date) in

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

AMENDMENT 6

Rights of the accused.

In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right 
to a speedy trial, by an impartial jury of the State and District 
wherein the crime shall have been committed, which District shall 
have been previously ascertained by law, and to be informed of 
the nature and cause of the accusation; to be confronted with 
the the witnesses against him; to have compulsory process for 
obtaining witnesses in his favor, and to have the Assistance of 
Counsel for his defense.

Rule 60. Relief from a Judgment or Order.

(a) Corrections Based on Clerical Mistakes; Oversights and Ommissions. 
The court may correct a clerical mistake or a mistake arising from 
oversight or ommission whenever one is found in a judgment, order, 
or other part of the record. The court may do so on motion or 
on its own, with or without notice. But after an appeal has been 
docketed in the appellate court and while it is pending, such a 
mistake may be corrected only with the appellate court's leave.

(b) Grounds for Relief from a Final Judgment, Order, or Proceeding. 
On motion and just terms, the court may relieve a party or its 
legal representative from a final judgment, order, or proceeding 
for the following reasons:

(1) mistake, inadvertence, surprise, or excusable neglect;
(2) newly discovered evidence that, with reasonable diligence, 

could not have been discovered in time to move for a new trial 
underRule 59 (b);

(3) fraud (whether previously called intrinsic or extrinsic), 
misrepresentations, or misconduct by an opposing party;

(4) the judgment is void;
(5) the judgment has been satisfied, release, or discharged;

it is based on an earlier judgment that has been reversed or vacated; 
or applying it prospectively is no longer equitable; or

(6) any other reason that justifies relief.

3



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Petitioner, Edwin Disla, proceeded to trial in Januray 2008.

Petitioner was sentenced on or about April 2008. Petitioner filed

an Appeal from the conviction and sentence to the United States
C:
Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit, affirmed. United States

v. Disla, 358 Fed. Appx. 121 (11th Cir. 2009), cert, denied, 130

S.Ct. 2419 (2010) . In 2010, Petitioner submitted a 28 U.S.C. 2255.

In his 2255 Motion, the Petitioner had Police/Prosecutor Mis­

conduct grounds. Petitioner set forth that the Government had
• >

committed Brady & Giglio, Due Process violations, withheld evidence.

Petitioner requested Discovery under Rule 6, to further develop

the Government Misconduct allegations. The Government responded

that they had not committed any Brady or Giglio violations, that

the Petitioner's claims were "palpably incredible". The Court

denied the 2255 motion without further review and did not allow

for discovery on the government misconduct grounds. 2255 motion

denied on July 6, 2011. Request for COA denied on or about Nov
2
29, 2011. United States v. Disla, No. 11-13294-B (11th Cir.). The

request for Rehearing deied Feb. 23, 2012.

Request for Writ of Certiorari denied on the issue. Petitioner

then filed a Freedom of Information (FOIA) Request for Responsive

documents to the Government. That FOIA request produced responsive 

documents which proved the Government Misconduct, Brady & Giglio

Due Process violations which the Government stated during the 2255

proceedings were not committed and "palpably incredible". The

Petitioner the proceeded to seek relief and filed a Rule 60(b)(3)

Motion in the District Court, for Fraud on the Court by the Government, 

during the initial 2255 Proceedings. Petitioner submitted the FOIA
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

d Circuit Court denied ’Hic-rR"li'(x<>iar-s

f?uU_ 4,0 (CGd mo-Koi^ uiiHiout a»Wn<! iVodPrecede/tf Scl {or~tk K 1W

SupremoCbucT Gsao (jvniakz-'J. Crosbj , SHS U S. 5Sff ,53S (d£02>)( as 

OJeJil as "'Vs oan arcuiV precedenl QyiialtZ-V ■ $ec'\j dWbept- of Cbrr. ^ 

F3d \dS5{ \ 3-4,9- V13GS (W^Cwt. ^OOH-Yvdd'AjWab a. RuU-4o(4X£) 

rriDV^^ Frcuud tmrtw Court led of class'
IToWvu (sVou\d noV Vo V^ded 

STR-ves V. &ueAO- SWro- ,132) Fel- %*■
-^aVdV'is, boldio°i c^plT«l e.^iAallj-l» fzJera,L"p 

HU, L»« Orrs JUkJ W fcRColiXV) »Jwr fell^ilu- 

ouwU.TVu>-?'-UU(Oa)''‘“l FbiA S-A'.liih «4 t.i^-4y4.
™ -IU (Wr- H ^ 6,^—1-, uWlkc f“« e*W“U

iU -K fo~™«4 «*i»U »,<W ^ “““V.TCP , 3, ,
Uv^ (SaCuO , 1- U)W1Um dk^inecT

a fex^UrL^O'Y^T1'' *W“k ' , , J
-tu- wfti,Wi S u. urn Wum — s*^ cd ™f"V ,.

, , . - PJ_ \ . Gbn-wlrz— ^>rcc<id^TScJai^W- S^wrdy ^ 11 ^ '
UU,„. dUf - RuU Go(tX3J^nck flIWs fraud ^fOn 

^ $ 336C frocae^j vsWld ^ te ruled as Second and

„t-remsoGufzr Ceun orjsur ck Summary

Ccwi-rs “fpb^T &™ln-
Gjmsco.IW- Caso shdfld Vo fernandea Wr judicial economj > -pre^T

-dsV lAjusW *

I. ”Ika- bisrncr Cougx an

(T'

36^(z7

J or SuccesswG 3-35^)} Also UfuTHbdS a Secon
;<t.

^JO-5^ moWi)rtso>w\S
imn

'“pfe

\mo

an

1tu~
^^>ecvfVcall^ -e>S

(jovteT* v d^unr\c,
SU cGes&w-e^ TTW*' ^ p feiTcmc) SD'fria'Ir

rdcUar vtagaierror a

L



"~[T~ . "TWedbi strict CouieT &o(VX3) mcdion
(AJrtWf appWqiK^4u)o/z) "piron^ l&)ZieA standard Wor€^ 

define* dV <^QE^rno/u>^.nitfi-^'^neicr" 6u,eT-
r\eve>r 'defrtnined if ( oneXO 'ita ac/\/er^ "parjvj 'Z'^a^ed (a, fraud 

Or m\sconcWV (and ~k^o(z) ifr*- fYMSConJucf p^eoJj dfr^
(Y\oJif^ "parfr^ -{fr^ *fulkj and dnirL^ 'p^Scn'^hj bus Ca4A-^~fK^— 

'bAsbntf G^rr issued «- blaflkfcf Jeruat witLno Suloslanfiv^ Cawnwit*

SWdard ^ZL4- r\Gve^ 

Jle-W'tYM-n^l\Dv\.
Supreme CLu^r ^ould Se^JUsW^

Surm^ fcn«r^ 4^ La^r Cou^ ^ ^pUj
(Wflrriwd- Miolaka rh^^ro^

COvnml\kd ^*^3 coV\\oLv ^ft-SScS ooTjl'UM't'

oldUv\ and enabbu4fr<*vv

ecejenis,
“faloncakd

d
V^VAa/aci \ a ^c8J-g^iffVejn\ \o CXCGOumf ( UO\AA^ Q-U\

an

~Z-eaL a^)p\>e^ 4° ^

Wofavv laws.} sKdmIcJ b^Z- «ko 

4VUaJ Viioia-ftiru.

--Vo cbnrvnv^ VwriWiY' mxsto-Acludr. ^\ve^
«3)Ci\vysV deV^A^anb ^IWopd 4o Vy 

cc^>^V\cA \oW>VV offttswr* Vo acooufr -{fr

ursi/e-SCLVYYfl—

avO

cons

1



C-OICLUSIOnJ

l/iVver^jore-- ,-for ~Hu2__ 4orec\C Te-frfu>miv2—feas&ns3P,nJ
Submits 'tba'b ^us-hcs- oJsulcj b-e- ^-t^VexJ b^j Cou£^“

Granby kW r^_^uiLO'kcl reJ icf ke^ a> .

5wt>r0i|k<j }

/s/ £bu)//\j hfSl4_______
Ebu>ihA b\SlA ^2>II2D-0G1 

Febe^^L <S^ecnoraAL (implex- Lou)
Po. Box loSI
CoU^nnaYA t FL 32>5.oU

[VWu Box Kule ***-

ihaf X b

rr\«\Ux>X -(oc ma\L\^4c>"^u" U*^>-Supreme Catri 

b,C- OM4K\S /?3 _ o£ PeB&UA&Y olO^pLt CdlcfflaA f 
Flx>£ibA 33S2~(.

Zt SlAe#/" Uir\i$V "(F^pe^al'ki ob periurw 
aoad "HvL&^^4vW^‘fcc bif*V of Gel" boron

/s/ e^/Ai N50A
Q>JlKi bl5L4


