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LIST OF PARTIES

‘[ ] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
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petition is as follows:

RELATED CASES




aP, T, S8, 1A%, wLR.

Related [ases
tes  100000.6 WA Siin 11/3/2021
Lea 10080%3-4 A Sun 1247202

Lea . A2771-5-1 0CnA 5/28/2021

Les  39787-6 WA Sup  1/15/2021

Lee  77181--7-I°00a  1/15/2021

Lam  R2EA0-1-1  40A 7/30/2021

Lee  11-1-m1772.3 Snﬁ. nty. 3/12/2M°2

{20 MT7SA-1YF Evyercatt Muni., 7/19/2919

oz nc11-1954 f{ver.att Mupi, 7/17/2M1




TABLE OF CONTENTS

INDEX TO APPENDICES
APPENDIX A
APPENDIX é
APPENDIX C
APPENDIX D
APPENDIX E

APPENDIX F




L)< ga&f\)_/w (4’ /\4"_/1.,4’%\ §<-LA€:. *J»C—CJ)!\CA-(’ (/Vtaié/\

_ 724> OSC §(2S7Z .  720S wAS DovE (WIER (.S

s d‘HMCMf) ey el (ev Surscss ctazds pEec—yo

—

o THUS /'_,/-,J_,,“,/Gk : .':..zﬁ..i,@zt-':séké | 525F3~C Cidutpgr DEw jac § A

l'

YUALLT S (JF° 7D 7206 TOT i scAETCend OF THE

(5. SviremeCT.  2< \/f 4 (957 (72 tpgusn

[2-16772,

(Y Tpl 0 RUTY

Nlecs ey 7iloelr 7

Lo S (LinfoTon)  CONTAMIENES 85, CdP Rowue o e

ATt AL BY (UClaB et e’ (o f e srrme, rroslh

pET Ak aPRUET, e paclel) A oo’

CL AL T AL XIS eN  widrerss AU St

B IR 7T
SZatll ACTEo b AVL O Ca (L5405 ARS

Ppaba/7el pbCYRA  vis of- CRALMAEY A —

[/Coeii,ﬂ),_c,:/(/r A0 /&dé‘g-zyd( (& Frlpa6s ‘e

/S it ry BECAVSe HE Aleao GuiTr S ABLrChRp
. e d

wug Al THE PR [7SELE 1S ALACHED o0R. EUS

NG ENCED




TABLE OF AUTHORITIES

U.S. v Haymond 204 LEd2d 897: 2019 US LEXTS §#4%6308
Robinson 810 5.E.2d 32, 2018

Alston 434 P3d 1066; ; WnApp 2d.462

Hill v U.S5. 368 (.S.424,428; B2 S.Ct. 468

U.S. V Williams 46 F3d 57'1995

U.S. v Dawson 587 F3d640,45 2009

U.S5. v Harper 643 F3d 135,143 2011

State v Hale 907 NW2d 56 2018

U.S. v Lopez-Pastrana 889 F3d13 2018

Arizona 11-182 2012

Arrango  10-15821

_in re Caldellis 87 Wn2d 127 2016

RMUX M A
Rules

18 USCS 3161 Speedy Trail

EXXXX'
SS 323 Us 17 Abuse of writ, denial of H.C.

FRCP 11(4)(2) conditional pleas/
CRR 4.2 Grounds

RCWE 10.101.005‘ Right ta an appeal
RCW 10.73.090 Direct Appeal

RDM& 9.94A.507 ‘(Haymond) .

RCW 9.94A.701 '(Alstqn)

Sentenciﬁg Reform Act




RAP

CRR

CRR

CRR

CRR

RAP

CRR

ler

lcr

WAC

i2;1 "only on issues set forth®

h.&(b)‘_'in re'! Barr is not supported;

29 Acquittal motions (Fuller)

4.2 Voluntariness

5(g)(3) stand in representation onxly with "written agreement®
17.7 objection to ruling

4.2 grounds

16 objectiona and discovery

26 mandatory discovéry

137-08-105 mandatesegs review

&




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 fe&eral courts:

The opinion of the United States eourt of appeals appears at Appendix
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; OF,
[ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[] 1s unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appea:rs at Appendxx
the petition and is \

[ ] reported at __. . | ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not ‘yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished. :

T{')jél?‘or cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is wasSHrGT A0 L AEME 7 e

M’reported at #{M{_L}ZM, or,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the Duwyrsen sve __court

appears at Appendix /A to the petition'and is “sk¢raz So A

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




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts: . -

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

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearmg appears at Appendix ______

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a Wnt 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).

%For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was-_| ( / ?/ Z,f‘(,/ ;
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

E,{I A timely p(ng%l for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
[X s nd a copy of the order denying rehearing

a
appears at Append:x 4_

[ ] 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).




Constitutional and statutory Provisions

1 Speedy Trial Right
2 -Right to effectxrive counsel
3 Right to due prosess Bth, 14th Amend.

L Statutory violations

Right to speedy trial is violated by 1. failure of state to notify LEE of -kmmpem~
impending legal action, motion, and an opportunity to object.

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

Effective counsel is vg}lated by having ex-Bttorney that LEE;%S denied a%
. . : [ .
attempts to fire her perviously, represeting without consultation or

pergmission.

-

Due Pracess is innately violated where the state acts outséde its own laws.

/Statutory violations are numerous, blank deni¥als of appeals, ingoring
evidences subﬁed, ignering motioné,Aand various stated regulatory

violations of Judge Weiss, prosecutor(s), and COAs,




" Statement of case )

DOC maved mithout notice to LEE to amendbjudgment and sentence nine+
years late. LEE discovered /Haymond/ in law library, which ruled that
ISRB HAS BEEN: unconstitutional since Alleyne, and the SRA.
Nonetheless, all state reviews were bal#ly denied even ugyon _
submission pf stipulated evidence re: states own documents.

Judges on appeads raised strawmen arguments, false grounds not raiséd
by LEEM. LEE still has a valid alibi from original charges which has
been summarily dismissed in all attempts'to appeal. LEEs pleas Qere
submisted to obvious batt and wmgigkR switch tactics, (r?:transcript)
NO illegal data was ever found on any of LEEs camputers or aevices. vet,
this absurd and unreasoned series of decisions acted to cchstantly

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

representing him. Allegations against lee are patently gquestionahle if

not ridiculous -given that (original) information contradicted by the fact

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




REASONS TO GRANT PETITION

1. State continues to thwart and ignore prior US Sup. Ct.
desisions. State rewords, mischaracterizes, and disingenuously

acts with malice to retain convictions that violated the us Cnnstitutﬁﬂn.

" 2. State is adhereing to an unconstitutional practice.(};h%»@“é{}ncz

3. State,s revolving door af "Information® used to indict in

series and multiples until jailed inmateg capitulate and accept a plea.

L, LEE has passed beyond the only right?ul and correct release date of

. SR .
4/19/2021. Sans IREB, Lee has an effective 'max date' of 3/14/2022. -




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.




