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[ ] is unpublished.

to

; or,

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[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix A__to the petition and is

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

is unpublished.

Gvff' of Sj?0Ci<A courtThe opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix J§* 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is unpublished.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 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
Appeals on the following date:------------------
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

, and a copy of the

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

(date)(date) on

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 5Tthatdecision appears at Appendix----------

hereafter denied on the following date: 
iy of the order denying rehearing

[ ] A timely petition for re! cmg wa:

appears at Appendi

■tiorari was granted 
(date) in

[ ] An"€xtension of time to file the petition for a writ o:
•"'"to and including------

Application No.__ A
(date) on

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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| C*.se.j

This petition for writ of mandamus and other extraordinary relief^ stems from a Maryland state 
•court case where the petitioner was denied his constitutional right to habeas corpus. In May of2021, the 
petitioner was convicted of stalking and harassment in Montgomery County Circuit Court. His case was 
recently affirmed on direct appeal, but is also being challenged federally under 28 USC 2254. However, 
this case concerns issues with habeas petitions filed in Maryland court.

h Gfo/r Guff for QxJ})
' In January of2021, tire Administrative Judge for Montgomery County (the respondent in this petition is 

his successor) recused himself from any action related to the petitioner. As an act of retribution against 
the petitioner for criticizing him, he also shut down all the administrative functions of the court, which 
includes referring habeas petitions to judges other than the trial court judge. For those of you from 
Montgomery County, that being John and Brett, I am in fact referring to the Yiddish Dictator of 
Montgomery County, Robert A1 Greenberg. Please know: The Yiddish Dictator has no need for habeas 
corpus or other goyim law. The Yiddish Dictator doles out justice as he sees fit.

As I was saying, I was denied my right to habeas corpus, due to Robert’s recusal. The petitioner filed a 
habeas petition on February 17*, 2021, at that time his trial date was set for March 31st, 2021, but was 
ultimately pushed to May. The petition was never ruled on before trial, and remains open to this very day. 
There is still jurisdiction to entertain it; because by being on probation, the petitioner is restrained in his 
liberty, and thus has a right to habeas under Maryland law. On May 27th,2021 between conviction and 
sentencing, the petitioner filed another habeas petition, which also remains open to this very day.

The petitioner has tried and failed to remedy this with the state court system. He first filed a writ of 
mandamus with Maryland’s Court of Appeals (The state Supreme Court), which was denied. He then 
attempted to file an appeal with Maryland’s Court of Special Appeals (the lower appellate court) which 
was dismissed due to the petition not being ruled on. As such, the petitioner seeks tins court’s original 
jurisdiction in remedying this problem.

While the petitioner’s first request is a writ of mandamus ordering James Bonifant to act on the open 
petitions in accordance with federal law that really does not go far enough. This court should take the 
unprecedented step of dismissing the petitioner’s convictions as being in violation of his right to habeas 
corpus, in the interest of justice, and in aid of this court’s appellate jurisdiction The petitioner had an 
absolute right under federal law to have his 2/17/21 petition ruled on, prior to trial. The failure to do so 
should cany a very severe remedy, that being dismissal.

Habeas Corpus is a sacred right in American law. Yet judges at every level of Maryland’s court system 
willfully denied the petitioner of that right, by organizing a habeas corpus boycott. This disrespect of 
federal law, must be remedied.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date:


