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Questions

I
Baskground
State action violated RCUS and Haymond(Alleyne).

Amended Judgment and ^sentence to add time to Lee, resentencing 

hima ten years lgater.

Query

1
Cam the couart void the illegally# obtained J&S?

2
Can the copaurt reverse and dismiss the conviction?

3
Can the court o£rder Lee released?

4
Can the court dissolve the ISRB?
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LIST OF PARTIES

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

$4 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:

RELATED CASES

11



PARTIES:

dashinaton OHpsrtrrvsnt of Cnrrsatians

Snohcnush bounty Prnsaeutor

Judge Rruce Weis*

ISRP Board; OP, TD, SR; IRQ, KLR.

Related Cases :

11/3/2021100000-6 !t!A SupLee

12/1/2021100093-6 !.;)A SupLee

6/28/2021Lee R2771-5-1 C0A

1/15/202199887-6 hl.C SupLee

1/15/202177181--7-I 'CO ALea

7/30/2021P2SR9-1-I CO ALee

Sno. Cty. .3/12/201211-1 _m 77?-3Lea

1175A-11R Everett Muni. 7/19/2011{ »

nc11-1954 Everett Muni. 7/17/2011Lee
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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

to

[ ] reported at ; 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[ ] is unpublished.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 ,

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

or cases from state courts:

The opinion 
Appendix _

of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Q_to the petition and is arrc

l V rkg' reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

/2 ; or,T /

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the____
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is <0^.

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[ ] is unpublished.

1.

In.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For eases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was______________________

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
and a copy of theAppeals on the following date: ’_____ ;______

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:

iY/?/g<<w

A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
—-rj , and a copy of the order denying rehearing 
appears at Appendix - ^

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

[ ] 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).

i k



Constitutional and statutory Provisions

1 Speedy Trial Right

2 Right to effective counsel

3 Right to due prosess 0th, 14th Amend.

4 Statutory violations

Right to speedy trial is violated by 1 . failure of state to notify LEE of -*«?*»*- 

impending legal action, motion, and an opportunity to abject.

2. Right to speedy trial is violated by resentencing ten years late.

Effective counsel is voilated by having ex-attorney that LEE^as denied at 

attempts to fire her pepviously, representing without consultation or 

peramission.

Due Process is innately violated where the state acts outsede its own laws.

/Statutory violations are numerous, blank deni.fcals of appeals, ingoring 

evidences subbed, ignoring motions,, and various stated regulatory 

violations of Judge IjJeiss, prosecutor(s) , and CQAs .

w
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Statement of case

DOC moved without notice to LEE to amend judgment and sentence nine* 

years late. LEE discovered /Haymond/ in law library, which ruled that 

I5RB HAS BEEN:unconstitutional since Alleyne

all state reviews were baldly denied

and the 5RA.

Nonetheless pjsfon

submission of stipulated evidence re: states.own documents.

even u

Judges on appeals raised strawmen arguments, false grounds not raised 

by LEEK. LEE still has a valid alibi from original charges which has 

been summarily dismissed in all attempts to appeal. LEEs pleas were 

submilted to obvious bait and wsiibh switch tactics, (re; transcript)

NO illegal data was ever found on any of LEEs computers or devices, 

this absurd and unreasoned series of decisions acted to constantly 

prevent any sort of appeal. LEE has never had any appeal lawyer 

representing him. Allegations against lee are patently questionable if 

not ridiculous given that (original) information contradicted feyr the fact 

that LEE wasny't in the state of Washington at the time.

Yet,

n d



REASONS TO GRANT PETITION

1 . State continues to thwart and ignore prior US Sup. Ct. 

deeisions. State rewords, mischaracterizes, and disingenuously 

acts with malice to retain convictions that violated the US Constitution.

2. State is adhereing to an unconstitutional practice. (jJaA-

State,s revolving door of "Information" used to indict in 

series and multiples until jailed inmate^ capitulate and accept a plea.

3.

4. LEE has passed beyond the only rightful and correct release date of

4/1 9/2021. Sans IS}f8, Lee has an effective ’max date' of 3/14/2022. •-



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.
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