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QUESTION(s) PRESENTED -

Was the lower Court correct to deny my Petition For Writ of Mandamus seeking 5”‘7 Circuit
be ordered to order Lower HHDJ Cain, Lake Charles County Court to do his duty and
considér the totality of Plaintiff's / Petitioner’s / Appellant’s evidence and argument
supporting his timely filed motion to amained and or correct the 1986/7 order of HHDJ
Vernon dismissing PIaintjff’s subject Civil Rights Money Claim pursuant fco the priér 1986 5th
Cir't order’s Nos 87-4401 & 87-0394 permitting Plaintiff's said motion which HHDJ Cain
refused to do in contravention of Due Process, U.S Constructional Law abusing his judicial
discretion and the court process which arguably is arguably obstruction of justice causing
injustice and denial of Plaintiff's access to the court to Plaintiff's prejudice, discrimination
and detriment which abused the “inalienable-rights” stated in Declaration of Independents
contravening the 5 and 6ths Amendments ion the cause and interests of justice on grounds
Cain DJ refused to do his duty in this regard and the 5% Circuit wrongly ignored he law
" requiring HHDJ Cain to do his duty. In so doing both DDJ Cain and the 5t Circuit wrongly
overruled Congress’s said Statutes for which they had no jurisdiction particularly when the
- 5t Circuit knew the underlying criminal conviction in Case WWS-83-CR-0213 -Fraud
Conviction and & 83-CR-0932 — bail jumping convictions, upon which the _subject 3333 case,
arose from the prosecutorial wilful obstruction of justice — a judicial crime resulting from
said Prosecutor’s and Postal Inspector’s fruit of the poison tree the rout of which lays in
their concealing defence evidence form the Grand jury and the Federal Court which FPD'’s
Office refused to investigate or present to the Presiding Federal Judge proving indictment
false and contrived as argued in Plaintiff’s Sec 2255 Habeas Corpus which this court well

knows all lower courts in this case, save one, have wilfully and illegally supressed and
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concealed which a reasonable jurist would find abused not only U.S Consfcitutional Law but
also International Human Rights Law when all lower court’s refuse to consider the
Defendant’s illegal action contravened th.e 1948 Universal Declaratioh -of Human Rights
adopted by the U.S deernment when this and lower Court_knew deféndént's subjected
Plaintiff t'o‘tortuv_ré of false imprisonment _whgn wilfully subjecting Plair]tiff the Federal.
Policies of Penal Servi'_fude and punishment in a.feder_al prison when in the Civil Immiération
detenfion which they did without an orde.;r form a.coﬁrt bf Competent‘jurisdictioln._ If ;che
FPD’s office had dong their broper duty Plaintiff wogl_d not.have suffered as he and His |
family internationally _h'ave.;_ In su‘pportAHH’D:J Cain and thé 5t Circuit Aby'_dényi;\g all Iqwer
appéal to date have cd_ndoned énd consp.ired. |n tlhe. said Prosecutor’s ana i?ésta] .In.spectors
obstruvctAion oqustice. Tberefore, _this court |n Ia\{y mysf set-side all Iower_goHn ofde;'s and ‘
reinstate Plaintiffs Civil Rights Money claim as a mater of law and fact ahd orderan -
assessment of damages hearing fof with via ZOOM 'c_gnf‘evrer‘me. To uﬁdO thg lowerjudge'-s.,

insult to thé'U.S Constitdtion and U.S Treaties.




OPINIONS BELOW................. S, 1
JURISDICTION... X SRS YO e
CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED . ..l
STATEMENT OF THE CASE ..oooooocrooo. e
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT.. Y3 S0\ S
CONCLUSION ........... — rrersssssssseneeeeee

o INDEX TO APPENDICES B
APPENDIXA - e Hg{?ﬁH Cuzcu'T OJZN”? ’M VW@D
APPENDIX B - |
APPENDIX C
APPENDIX D
APPENDIX E

APPENDIX F



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

CASES

A5 e qued MJ»@wwﬂﬁv§

STATUTES AND RULES® |

v\

OTHER

R e C L R AL

PAGE NUMBER



R L e S i B L L e T = o e B e e o e e e e e e e e e e e g B b 205 S0 WD Rl B AR Tl 0 0 T 8 2 Sl .

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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

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

to

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

[ ] reported at - - o,
[ ] 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 ; OF,
[ 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,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

&



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts: |

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was _12=01~20Z . PeTiqpyer Rectv’td T 0N (Be(7~2 7|

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

[A,ipmely petition for rehearihg v(ras,vdenied_ by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: —, and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the pétitidh" 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. §1254(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts: =~ 7~

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehéaring 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 : R - a

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLED

1—AS STATED IN QUESTIONS PRESENTED. AND STATEMENT OF THE CASE
2 — ABUSE OF THE 1°T, 5T AND 6THS AMENDMENTS,

3 —~ THE WRONGFULL DENAL OF PEITIONER’S COMON LAW RIGHTS.

4 — ABUSE OF DUE PORCESS,

5 —THE ABUSE OF THE ADA ACT 1990 JUDICSL DISCRIMINATION AGAINSG HIDDEN
LEARNING DYSABILITY.

6 —JUDICAL ABUSE

7 —INSULTING THE U.S CONSTITUTION.

8 — ABUSE OF CANNONS OF LAW THROUGH JUDICAL ADOBTION OF FACIST PRINCIBLE E.G.
GOVERNMENT FOR THE GOVERNMENT USSING THE PEOPLE AS OPOSED TO GOVERNMENT
FOR THE PEOPLE BY THE PEOPLE WHEN JUDICARY PROECT GOVERNMENT'D JUDICCAL
EMPLOYEES FROM THE PEOPLE’S COMPLAINTES WHO SHOULD BE IN PRISON FOR THEIR
CRIMES.

9 - ABUSE OF INTERNATIONAL TREATIES ADOPTED BY THE U.S GOVERNMENT E.G. THE 1948

.~ UNIVERSAL DECLARARTION OF HUMAN RIGHTS BARING TORTURE THROUFG FALSE

IMPRISONMENT.

10 - JUDICAL IMORALITY.

- 11 — JUDICAL PARTICIAPATION IN OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE.

12 — JUDICAL BIASE AGAINST PETTIONER,

13 — PROSICUTORIAL FRAUD UPON UPN THE COURT — FRUIT OF THE POISON TREE.

14 — JUDICARY WRONGLY CONSIDERING THEMSELVES ABOVE THE LAW.

15 - JUDICAL REFUSAL TO CORRECT INJUSTICE OR CONSIDER ITS SUPPORTING EVIDENCE.

16 - JUDICAL ABUSE WHEN DENYING ASSISTANCE OF COUNCIL WHEN INDIGENT PETITIONER
IS INDIGENT AND A LAYMAN AT LAW,

17 ABUSE OF THE DECLARARTION OF INDPENDNACE AND MAGNA CARTER’S ARTICLE NO.S

39 & 40.
7



Statement of the Case

[

The current Fiﬁh Circuit t or;ief disniissihg my Mandamus vlbl'eql.iiring lower DJ consider the.
issues of my motioln to alter and amend tHe 1986/7 Verﬁon J order is judicial abuse,.an
abuse of‘ &ue pfocess, a violation 6f common law and U.S Consﬁtutional .Iaw‘ particularly
the 5% and thS Amend and afgual:;'lry’ a jﬁdicial obstrudion of justiée and an abﬁsé of
Judge’s .discre,t'iovr'ivbased‘ upon their a:réu’at{)l.é";‘)rotec.ting judic.ial“en'\ployees' culbability

and obstru;:tidr; of juétiée a“n'd‘ sai.d‘ ju:d:g‘es' Héve ar'gﬁébly céntraveﬂéd their oath’s of‘o‘fﬁée )
and Cannon;;f Law his;léédihg hot::calnfy' theAmerlcan pebple but the ;;éopiés of the R
entire V\}estéfﬁ Hen;iﬁphere b;ssibiy obstructmgjustlce for théfe fs r'l'c.i:j.uétifiéd valid |ééai s
argumerlitv St\;lpbldrtiﬁg ltl:iéni';al '-c'lfecisior‘\ andthey f'éjilé'fé provide oné té bob’é c:)hidﬁn‘iﬁg and o
arguab!'y: ba&iéi;péﬁﬁg m fvlzle»c;‘ri.gin‘alﬂ prosecutor’ s f;ra‘ﬁd in Eésé WWS;83-CR-0213 .aAnd '
.upon the Grand .Iury.a‘md the Fedefal Court:‘v‘vr‘ﬁch‘tl;is highel;"ci).dfit ié duty bound fd
correct the inj-u$ti<;e thathasoccurredbecausethe "SA“' ;:.ircui;'.h'as ihsulted the US
Constitution and international law / treaties the U.S Go;lernmeht Hés‘ad‘opted e.g.fhe

Universal Declaration of Human Rights baring torture through false imprisonment.

Back ground:

IN 1983 The Petitioner was victim of the Assistant U.S prosecutor’s and Postal Inspector’s
obstruction of justice when they concealed defence evidence form the first Grand Jury
proving:

1 - That | and my clients also relied upon the B of A Banks and Lloyds Bank representation
that a trust account existed at said banks for client’s purchase money negating my supposed
fraud indictment.

And concealing form the 2™ Grand Jury:
2 — My hand writing samples proving | did not make false statement to mortgage banks.




Both the Assistant U.S prosecutor continued their said fraud upon the Federal Court and to
date have never denied |t

The FPD’s office ineffective when?

3 —Refusing ti investigate Prosecutorial Misconduct or said Defence evidence and that the
reasons the Postal inspector and said Prosecutor was and is to protect said banks by
selectively and maliciously prosecuting manufacturmg prosecutorial evidence WhICh they
knew was perjured at the time..

4 — Failing to mount a defence based upon my Iearmng dlffculty Dyslexna undlagnosed at
the time eliminating element of intent.

5—FOPPD intimidated me into bélieving I was technically guilty‘and’would-be imprisoned "~
for many years. (Post conviction medical evidence proved | was not technically guilty which
all courts to date refuse to consider), FPD instructed me to plead guilty and | would be -
sentenced to probation. Judge erred allowing the Prosecutor and Postal Inspector to '
obstruct justice and pernitrate their fraudulent indictment and contnved ev:dence upon the
Federal Court with impunity.

| was convicted and maliciously sentenced to two years because Postal Inspector and
Probation office again lied in the PSI thelr th|rd fraud upon the court which FPD falled to
object to.

6 — The presiding federal judge was judicially incompetent failing to comply with Rule 11
F.R.C.P when allowing Prosecutor to voice his fraud upon the court which is illegal and
failing to require only me describe the crime. IF he had cqmplied with the law he would
have realised the prosecutor’s fraud.

7 ~ Knowing my innocents, | jumped bail to UK and obtained official diagnosis of debrlrtatlngl
effects. Of dyslexia — | subconsciously avoid written matter an rely upon verbal ’
representations confirming | relied upon sa|d banks representations that sald trust-account

existed. -

8 - | jumped bail to UK obtained official medical diagnosis of the debilitating effects of -
dyslexia eliminating element of intent causing misunderstanding.

9-1 charged with Bail j Jumpmg FPD’s office’s neghgent when not applylng to set-aside prlor'
conviction with new post-conviction medical evndence : _ -

10 -1 was conwcted Same Judge mahcuously sentenced me to another two years
consecutlve o HE y o .

11- I needed to file Sec 2255 exhibiting intent of new evidence. Because of dyslexia | could

. not read prison law books. After dyslexia therapist with prison speech therapist I, with other
inmate help composed Sec 225 exhibiting new medical evidence arguing prosecutorial
misconduct, ineffective assistance of council judicial abuses perjured PS! etc.



12 - The Said Judge iIIegaI'Iy overruled my prose Sec 2255 éupressing it not acting upon it
within 28 days contravening Title USC Sec 2255 rules illegally overruling Congress’s statute
Title 28 USC Sec 2255 rules governing Sec 2255 for which he had no jurisdiction to do; third
judicial abuse. ' '

13 — Three months later said Judges again attempted to abuse due process by sending me
his personal letter denying Sec 2255 by his personal letter as meritless. | could nt appeal
because said leter is not a court order. IT was the Judges scheme to block Sec 2255 wrth the
intent of subjecting me to false lmpnsonment

14— 1 filed a mandamus in the higher 9t Circuit Appeals Seeking an officially filed order |
could appeal. It later arrived. The 9" Circuit refused to act upon it for many months until |
was releasedrf.qrm__prison into U.S lmmigr_atio_n deportation proceedings.

' 15 They charged me wrth commlttmg a crrme of more! turpltude They knew I was
innocent of said charge because I filed my. Sec 2255 and that the prosecutor and postal
inspector had committed. crimes and | was. mnocent and prlor cnmmal court Judge was
incompetent and abused rules.

16 — Defendants the denied.me access to my USINS file. | could not defend said charges.

17 — The Defendants then subjected me to polocies of federal penal servitude / punishment
for about 15 months in a federal prison without an order form a court of competent
jurisdiction.

18 - | filed subject Rights claim.

19 — It was denied on the papers without oral argument by HHDJ Vernon, | filed motion 59e.
" The 1987 5% Circuit rued it negated the Vernon DJ order and | can apply to correct or amend
it. Order Nos. 87-4401 & 87 0394.

20—'because of my sever mental state and ‘poo'r bhysical state | had to éet out of prision. 1,
under duress |took deportation. | was dumped on London streets with no money, only the
~ cloths on my back in a state of server depression, PTSD.and Adjustment reaction.

21— 1In 2015 I stared to recover and realised | could currently file said motion to alter and
amend the 1987 Vernon DJ order. The District judges to date have refused to consider the
evidence and valid argument of prior orders 97-4401 & 87-0394 whlch have never been
appealed. This includes the current 5% Circuit orders.

22 — The current Fifth Circuit t order dismissing my Mandamus requiring lower DJ consider
“the issues of my motion to alter and amend the 1986/7 Vernon J order is judicial abuse, an

abuse of due process, a violation of common law and.U.S Constitutional law particularly the

5% and 6ths Amend and arguably a judicial obstruction of justice. ' |




1
‘ 5




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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Date: < 5-0l~782C




