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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

N For cases from federal courts:

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

]}4 reported at Ne. &O-I%BE—T ; 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[ ] is unpublished.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 % to
the petition and is

}{I reported at MO . A0-[0535 - :)_- ; O,

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ 1 is unpublished.

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

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[ ] is unpublished.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




JURISDICTION

)){ For cases from federal courts:

The date C(‘Thmh the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

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

NA timely petition for rehearing waﬁ den.]ed by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendlx

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

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

[ 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

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

appears at Appendix

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

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

AMENDMENT 6
Rights of the accused.

In all criminal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy the right
to a sreedy 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.



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
¢ o

- Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit, affirmed. United States

Y' Disla, 358 Fed. Appx. 121 (1lth Cir. 2009), cert. denied, 130
S.Ct. 2419 (2010). 1In 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
éémmitted 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
genied on July 6, 2011. Request for COA denied on or about Nov
59, 2011. United States v. Disla, No. 11-13294-B (llth 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
QOquments to the Government. That FOIA request produced responsive
édcuments which'éroved 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

L}
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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