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UESTICN S PRESENTED
I. WHETHSR TTHE UNITED STATES DI TRICT <oz T CLERK
WAS CON STITUTICNALLY  AVTHORIZED e REFUSE "TO

FILE A PRO S€ UTIGANTS PETTION FOR HABEAS LORPUS,

W C g

PE TITIONER - APPELLANT  ANSWERS . NO.

LIST OF PARTIES

Al PAE"TiES_APPEAQ iN THE CAP-TION OF ~THE JdJASE &N

THE CONER PAGE,

RELATED LASKES
(N RE: DOVGLAS coRNkELL JACKSCN, U.S, COA Ne. Z2i-1244,
Doutins JAZKSON V. NDAH HooD, .5 oA No. 2V- 26 30
DoOUGAS JACKSEN v. LES PARISH; No. 2T1S-wv- ik 22 (E£.D- MIi.)

PECPLE v, DOUGLAS CoRNELL JACKSCN, No, 09-00 37 ~01- FC (windne

e, CiR. €T )



STTATMEMENT OF JURISDICTION

PETITONER Ss=ks RQEVIEW OF THE SEPTEM@ER 2g, 20 21,
ORDER OF ~THIE UNITED $TATES COURT OF APPEALS F6  —THE
SIXTH CiRCuUIT, IN RE? DOULLAS JACKSON, No. 2 -iil ,

THIS COURT HAS JURISDICTION PURSUANT —TO 26 uscsg iesi (b)),



C O'\F STITUTIONAL AND STATUTORM  PiROVISION S {NNOLUED

C.ONGRIESS SHALL MAKE NO LAW RESPECTING AN £S5 TABUISHMENT
OF RELIGION, OR PROWIRITING TTHE FREE EXSRASE TTHEREOR © OR
ARRIDGING “THE Fia=EZDOM OF SPEsEdH, OR OF “THE PREsS; OR TTHE
RIGHT OF ~THE PELPUE PEAcEARM 710 ALSEMRBUE , AND "TO PETITION

TS CONEIN MENT FOR A REDRESS oF &RUIEVANGES. (48T AMEND.)

NO PERsON SHALL ~ . RE DEPRIVED OF LIFEE ;, LiRERTY OR PRO PEIRTY,

WITHOUT DVE PROCESS OF LAW ... (STH AMEND.)

NO STATE SHALL MAKE OR ENVFORCE ANM LAW WHICH SHALL ABRIDGE
HE PRIVILEGES OR IMMUNITIES OF &iTIZENS OF TTHE UNITED STATES
NOR SHALL ANY STATE DEPRINE ANY PER SON OF LIFE, LiZERTY, OR
PRC PR, WITHOLT DUE  PIROCESS OF LAW ; NOR  DiENT —TC ANM PERSCN
WIFTHING 1TS JURISDICTION ~THIE EQUAL PROTIECTICN OF TTHE LAWS .

€ 14TH AMEND. )

~CHE PIZIVILEGE OF TiE WRT OF HAIRESAS CoRPLS SHALL NCT 3
SUS DN DED, UNLIESS WHEN IN (ASES OF RERELUON OR INVASION W=

PUBLC SAFETH MAY ReEduire 1T. ( ART L, s&<. q4.)

28 VIC § 233 CHENEBICT)CiT)

FEDERAL ®*UILT OF CiuiL PROEDIRE (rEs. e er By 5 (410,



TATE MENT OF THE CASE

IN 2008 T WAS “TRIED AND CONVICTEDS UNDEIR WAUNE COCNTY

CHRCLIT COURT CASE AG~O00 3T 7001, "THE PEOPLE OF —THE $7aATE
OF MIGHIGAN VSRS0S DOUGLAS CORNEUL JACKSON. T APPEALED MM
CONVICTION AND SENTENGE TO SAH LEGEL OF THE MIGHGAN STATE
APP BLLATE ZOUET SUETEM, SSE PEOPUE V. JACIKKSCON, Ne. 24945444

{ MICH. €T APP. APR. 2, 20i1), LSANE TTO APPEAL DENIED. PEOPLE V. JAUCIA,

No. 143 ZHG ( Micid. NOW 23, '2011) 7 PE0PUE v JACKSON , No. 308324 (e,

CT. APP. SEPT. 3, 20i3). LEAUE “To APPSEAL DENIED ., PEcPuE V. JACKSON,

Nec. (4T7%6 (MICH. JAN. 31, 201).

ON MAM 5, 2015, T FILED A PETITION TR WRIT &7 HAIBEAS CORPUS
PURSVANT —TOo 2&USC § 2254, "wmuu WAS HELD IN ARSMANGE —TO
PERMIT ME TT0 RETURN T THEE STATE  COVRTS T EXWAUST  ADDITTIONAL
CLAIMS WHICH HAD NCT Y&aT REEN PRESENTED “To "THE STATE LOUVRTS,
JACKSON V. PARISH, Nb. 2:18~av- 122 (EcF Nos. 1-2,S.) ON JUM i, 2015,

CILED A QOST- CONVICTION MICH, €T R, 6.SC2(A) MOTION FeR ReEuLER

T~

X
RETURN =D

FR2OM  JUDGMENT WITIH  TTHE  "TRIAL CouRT, BT T WAS
R ORDER DATED JANUARY '2a, 20ils, BECAUSE T EXCEEDED TTHE
PAGE LIMIT, ~THIE STATE TTRIAL JUDGE BENCOURALED ME 7TO QESUBM!‘T.
TUE MOTIoN AFTER REDACTING MY SSUSS AND ARGUMENTS 70 A
M AN ACE ABLE LENGTH,

T RE-SURMITT@ER TTHE MOTIoN ON MAY 24, 201k, ~THIZ MOTHON



WAS DENIED @4 "THE “TRIAL oUuRT O NOWENED 21, 20 IN AN
ORDEIR TTHAT CHARACTEIRIZED ~THE MOTICN AS SULCELSINE AND
DeENED ReELEr uNdEiz MIAH. &7 R, b, S02¢E). PeEchus v JACICSON
No. OG-0 TT0-Ct~ ( WAMNE CTH. iR, €T NOK. 2i, 20i), ON DodEMBER g,

2Ol , T TTIMEL SiLEDd A MOTION FoR RELONSIDERATION, "THE —TiiA-
COURT REFUSED "TO ADJUDIATE MY RUISCONSIDERATION MO TION p AND ON
liﬁiﬁ'ﬂisaz 14, 2007, "THE CHIER JUDGE OF "THE ~“THiRD JUDIWGAL CiRewnT
WARNED ME NOT “TO FiLiE AN MORE. PLEADINGS OR LETTE2S  UNDER
CASE OF- PO BTI70-0i~FC OR HE WEULDd SANCTION ME, € REviewd

12/i4ji7 LETTER, ATTAED AS APPiy 1)

T OUGHT RELIES N ~THE MicHIGAN  SuPREME COCRT, AND ON SEPTEMBRER
To a.mq! TTHATT JOURT REMANDED "THIE CASE OF PEOPLIE V. JACKSON,
WAUNEE  CouN—TY dCUuiRT CASE O - 003170 -0 t- VO, TTe TTHE WAMNE
COUNTTY CiCuiT CouRT, PEOPUS v JACKSEN, No. 154 436 ( MICH, SEPT. (0, 264
MH STATE “TRIAL Jud4( VONDA R BVANS. ) RETRED 0N FERRUARN 1S, 2014
WHTHOUT DECIDING =THE MOTION FOR {RA2CON SIDEIZATICN. DA TED DS eEMBRER
q, 201, TTHEREAFTER, CASE OG-00TTIO-01-FC WAS “TRANSITER =D

TO JubéE REGINA D, THoMAS . ( REVIEW MSC, STATE COURT ADMINISTRATIUE
OFFicE i/ 3if2¢ LETTER © AND NICOLE SCoTT's 12314 LETTER | ATTACHED

AS EXHRTT 2)

SIMILAIR TC JUDGE EVANS AND JUDGE <€eLOMBL ., JUDLE “THOMAS

REFUSED TC ADJUDIcATE MY MUTION OR OIBEM "THE NMICHIGAN SUPREME



COURT'S CEPTIEMAER i 2014 ORDER, ON JuiM 3¢, 2020, T SCBMITTED
MM MUOTION T WIFT STAY CWGRN AMENDED PETiTioN COR WRIT OF WABEAS
PORPVE e TTHEE U s, DISTTRICT CCURT EASTERN DISTRICT 0 MITHIGAN
@F‘a:‘wﬁ O "THE CLERK =R FiliNG, "TC DATE, THE DIisTRICT <OT

CLERK. HAS FAILED / REFULGED T TS MY FebDeRAL  PLEADINGS.

ON OLTOBER 4, 2020, WHMNE COUNTY THIRD CiRCUIT CoVRT JURLE NCAH B
HOOD, DETERMINED “THAT ~THE TTRIAL JUdGE'S NOVEMBER 21 20H ORPER
THAT CHARACTERIZIED MM MMM 24, Jiec MOTION FOR REUER FROM
JUDGMIENT As SudcaEstiuie WAS ERERONECUS . PEOPUE V. JAZKSCN, No. 09 -
OO0 RTID~0F ¢ WANNE T4, i &T 0T iy, 2000.)  JODGE HOODE OPNION
AND ORDER STATES, "THAT ~THE <OURT WOAD AdDRIss MH MOTION
CUR RECONSIDERATICN “THAT WAS CEdD ON DECEMRER G, 0he , THE
COSRT WOURD APPOINT POTT- CONNILTICN COUNSEL TTo  REPRIESENT ME.
MON ING t?owwmzb 5 AND TTHE JoURT WLCULD  &GiwE MiE AND MU N L

A PPOINTED  COUNSEL AN OPPOR TUNITH TG CUDPILE MENT, LORIAT , O

R A MIT MY SIUNGS PURSUANT TG <CERTAIN PAGE LiMmiTs,. ID.

N NICUATION o NICH, cOMPR LAWS g s, Ti(e) JUDGE NOAH PAGE. HOCD
SELECTIED AND APPSINTED ATIORMEN WIANA BEVELINA LEs FRANUGUC , ON
NOUEMBER 20, 2020. TFO  BATE | ATTICIRNEA SRANULIL HAS NsER gooaMN
WITH M Cé&'ﬁ/\i’?@ M | NCiR M&ET WITH ME. ON TERRuUARM 2, 2023,
T CIED A PEmrmoed FOR WIRT 08 MANDAMUS N TTHEE UAITTED STATES
COURT OFF APPEALS, SEEKING AN CRDER COMPELLING  "THE  UNITED
LIATE S DIiSTRACT Lozt JuERK 7o FILES DAM PAGTION 70 WHET GTTAM

AND AMENDED SwoeN PETITON FoR WRIT 0F HABERS <oedvus. IN RE



JAcesont, Ne. 2i=tit0 (U-g. COA LT LiR. Feil 2, 2024 ),
ON MA\ZCH g, 202i, T FiEd A PDIETITION FOR WRA\T eF MANDANMUS, 1IN TTHE
GRHTED CTATES DISTRICT ZovXT, DOWGLLAS JACKSON V. WIANA EVEUNA

Lo FRANcLC, No, 2:21i-ev- 10713 CEd. Micy,) T REQUESTED THAT e
o ZOMPEL ATTGIMIEY FRANUGIC TC HELD ME  CORRECT, OR RESUMIT

MY MOTION FOiZ REWES TR0M JUOGMENT  AS ORDES2ED BN STATUS  JowT
Jubtis. NOAH PAGIE HOOD , O RaEdiais WERSELET FROM RS OY- QeIIe— 0N .
THE  CEDazAL JUDGE HAS NOT ARDJUDIGATED - MY MARLCH 8, 2021 MANDAMO S

PeTiTioN .

ON  APZHIL 14, 2021, THE <Hiers JUDGE (TIMETHY ML KENKNY ) ¢F THEE TTHIRD
JUDICIAL CIRCIT APPOINTED ATToRNEEY ROBERT "TOMAK, AS ™Y SN SE

IN POST - SONNICTION PRoceedings. (( SaE ORDER REGARD ING APPENT MENT
PR APPELLATE COUNSEL AND “TRANSCRIPT, ATTACHED AS APPK 2) DUE TTO
A CONFUICT CF INTEREST, AND ﬁiEEAKDc;NM (N COMMUNICATICN BETWEEN
MYSELS AND ATToRNEY ROBEIRT "TOMAK, T FitEd A MOIeN Foiz QUBRETTRU T

COUNEEL, N TTHE “TRIAL STATEE COURT ON JUNE 1L, L. AL OF OCTORER

2021 TTHE LA TE AT HAS NOT ADGU DICA-TED “THAT MUTION,

On SESTEMRER 28, 2621, THIE UsS. COURT OF APPEALS DENIED MY PETTioN
COR A WRIT OF MANDAMUS. N RE DOUUAS JAZKSCN, Ne. 2i-C (s, CeA,

o TH CiR FepT 26, 202i). "F SOGHT ASASTANGE ©RCM  LONIA CORAAECTIONS A

FAciuT  LUIRARLA ‘ - = . -
AN JOSEPH  NOUAK  PREPARING AND RILING  <THIS  PETTION

AND \RIAS DEED WOt A REASOMARLE RELATUD PeNOLOliaL  INruaessT

NOVUAIC HAS TTOLD ME TTHAT tHE \NLL NOT RETURN "THE  cooRr—t ol

APPEI-S  geEpTeErM@iER. 28, 201 ORDER . T CANNCT MAE tHHM Qe T

RACE TO ME | THOS, T AM  PREVENTED {TIOM  COMpLHING T RulE 20. 3



I TTHE UNITED STATES DISTTRICT v T gk, WAS

NCT CON STTUTICNAUM AU THORI ZED “TC REFUSE

o FILE A PO SE UTIGANTS PETITICN FOeR HABEZAS

O

LN *F
THIS AASE TTURNSG ON WHETHER A ZouRT JiERK CAN  CONSTITUTIONALM
TeURT A STAY . AND

RETUSiE o THaE A Piko SE INMATES  MOTION

INMATES AMENDED HAREAS ceRpud PETTION, TTHE LOWER FPEDSERAL

O OJUSTIRY HER

Vs

CORTS I MY CAZE DID NOT REQWIZE "THE iS22k
ACTICNG, SO "THERE 1§ NC IZECoizD TONTAINING THE FACTS Oz LAW » OF

WHICH "THE ZuERK MAY HAVE Regyed oN IN MMAGNG HEIR DECiSion NOT

TO TILE MY MOTION AND HAREAS PETITION, WHICH RAISED ONFERHAKTED
GROUNDE FUR  REUER.(SEix GRoUnnd FoR2 RELES AT7AHES IN Appix N )

MY PRO SiE ACTICN \WNAS IN ACEERD WITH TTHE  €ORE  HOLDING iN ROSeE V.

LUNDM yes US 509 (14972) . THERE, THIS dourT DIRECTED  DigTeT COwiTs

O OFFER'A cHoica O STATE PRiStiimpg WITH MIKED DEeniTiong I THEN

CCULD  AMEND THHOIE PETITIONS "T0 REMOVE Ak URNEXHAVSTEDS CLAINS

SeiE ROSE, 4SE US AT SIi0. THERESFOAS | \WITHIoUT A RECoRD oz TTHE
CLERK'S INTENTIONAL VICMATION OF “THE HOWDING \N ROSE, Tud oNCY
PLAUSIBLE REASON S0 (RETULING 70 Sl M MOTICN ANy daiasi 4



DE Mo WAS DISCRIMINATON .  ~TuE =T AMENDMENT's DUE  PROGESS
CLAVSE PROWIBITS “THE FEDSRAL GONERN MENT FROM ENGAGING N

OISCRIMINATION “THAT IS SO UNJUSTISIABLE AS "TO BE VICLATINE OF

DUE PROGESY, SEE SCHLESINGER v. BALLARD, 44 US 448,500 N. 3 (1§TS]

(QROUTING BOILING V. SHARPE = 347 Us 447, M99 (1as4)).

'HEIZE/_ iIN MY CASE, THEE “C.LEBK'” (N TENTIONALLS  PREVENTED TTHE
TILUNG OF A PRO SE INMATES HARBES PETITION , STHEIREERHY  <ON TRAVENING

e DRINGIPLES OF CUNDAMENTAL RGWT OF ALCESS TO TTIE  LeuiTS

IBASED ON T THE DUE PROGESS CLAUSE OF T FTH AND POURTEENTTY

AMENDMENT S, AND TTHE PRINILEGES AND  IMMUNITIES CLAUSE O ARTICLE
N OF THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION ., SEE, 8.6, \WeeE \ MCDONNELL,
Hig Us ssq} 511G (\q‘—,q) Ch e, RGHT CR ACESS T0 TTHE  dOORTS, wo IS PeuND ED
N TTHE DuE PRCUSSS CLAUSE AND ASSURES “THAT NO P WilL BE DeENIED

THE OPPERTUMITY ~TO BRESSNT 70 TTHE JudDiciAanrYy ALLEGATIONSG CONCERNING

VIOUTTIONS G FUNDAMENTAL LONSTTE TIONAL RIGHTS.) ; CHAMBERS V.

BALTIMORE S OHIO RR €O, 207 US 142,48 (\GOT) (LTATING TTHE RIGHT 770
ACCESS “TO "THE CcourTg 1S Y ONE OF THE HIGHEST AND MOST ESSENTTIAL
PRIVILEGES OF CiTi ZENSHIP . .. GRANTED AND P-?omicnss B4 “THE FPeEDSRAL
CON Q‘Ts‘ru’nouu); JOANSON ¥ ANERM , 393 US Y83 (laea ) HondiNg AccEss OF
PRICNERS "TO CoURTS FoiR PURPLSE CF PRE SEMTING PETTIONS FoRk  HABEA 3

CORPLE MAY NOT RBE DENIED SR OBSTRUCTED ); SEE ASD ARTICLE T Serrtion

q oF TiHE UL.S. (.'ONS‘T!'TU’HON,,C‘ THE PRIVILEGE. OF —THE WRIT OF HASSAS CORPUS

s

SHALL NOT BE SUSPENDED ..+ 1),



TT OIS NOT —THE Ra_v; OF U.S. DISTRICT couiT c'.u.—:zzs O REFUSE TTC

CILE A MOTION "TO WET STad AND AMENDED +HARBSEAS PETRTIicN Redmss

SUCH  CONDUCT . AS HERE EXPOSES TTHE PRC SE PENTIONGER 0 TTHE
4
HAZARDS OF PROTECTED UNONSTITOTIONAL IMP RIS MEENT , AN UNNIECESIRA

EiNANCIAL BurDENS RESVUTING FCiR ReEPENTED INDIGENT PCETAGE. AND LEGAL
PHOTOPHING  REQUITIRENENTS , THE ENCUREMENT OF THE FEDERAL RUUES

O QL PROCEDURAL AND ¢ TiHE LUAL RULES 1% TTHE RousE FCOR A

JUDIGIAL ORFiGER . Sea  FiED. R AV P S3d)(W), AND ACCOMPANMING  ADNISORH

COMMiTIEE  NeTE 8 (1991 AMENDMENT).

IN MY CASE, "THE U.S LouldT OF APPEALS , ONERLOKS OR COMPLETELS
IBRNORES "THE ARNE IDENTIOED JONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIGNS . AND HOWDINGS CF
TTHIS ¢CoURT RESPECTING AN TINMATES FUNDAMENTAL RIGHT OF Acless TTC
THE COURTS AND SUBSTANTINE DLE PRCGESS, WITHCVT REQUIRING  TTH=E
CUSRK —TO DRONIDIE A RATIONAL FOR HER JoNDUCT, THE COURT O APPENLS
REFERENCGES 15 JUDGMENT (N TN RE JACKSON, No, 21- 1248 6TH iR, MAY 28, 2021).
RS TTHE  <OURT OF APPEALS SAID, JACKSEN'S STATE oo T PROCEEDINGS ARE

STILL. PENDING . “THAT T WAS NOT ENTIREN PROHIZITED FI2OM PILING TN TTHE
. . g " . ' AXY 4 , .
DISTRIET COVRT © AND "THAT £ MUST EXHAUST MY STATE COURT REMEDIES.

sEE N RE DRGNS JACKEN, No. 21~ HO (&TH QiR SEPT 25, 2021).

HOWENGR, SucH REAINING MAKES LITTLE SSNSE @ (@) T COMPLETED MM DiREeT

APPEAL BERRE T GWBMITTED MY MOTION 0 LieT STA4 AND ™M AMENDED §

2254y PETTION TO THE OFFIGE oF THE U:S. DISTRICT (OURT Clark; >



e o e T

THE FTACT "THAT "THE DisﬁszaC'r CoURT CLERIC, DID INDEED DROHIBITED M
FROM  FILING MY AMIDED  § 22584 PETITioN QUTS AGAINST ~THE  cou T
OF APPEALE STATEMENTS T —THE comTeapd INDEED;, s OTHER <Nl
ACTIONS, g 225y PETTUONS ARE CONEIRNED 3 "THEE NORM THAT A DISTRICT
CovRT MUST ESxXERCGISE TS Full STATUTORY JURISDICTICN , "THUS, TS
DISTRICT JovRT RETAINS JUiRIGDICTION ONER A PETUTHON S WIlET OoF
HABEAS CoRPUS DURING “THE COURSE OF A STAH. UNDER TS EORTMENTED
cwzcums‘-m:\jces" oF “THIS INSTANT CASEE , "THE -HEAR STAY s AS MUCH

A RESUSAL TTO EX@RdISE FaEbdAl JURISDICTION AS A DiSMISSAL. . TG LOURT

HAS I2ECOCNITED ONE  SveH CGIRIOMSTANGE 1N MOSES W. CONE MEM. HOSP, V.

MERcURM CONSTR. CORP, YLl US i, 28 (ias3y; Ce) T DOST ~ COMNICTION  PROCEEDINGS
1

HAVE LANGUISHED ON TTHEE STATHE ~TAL CowirTls DOUIET FoR MORE “THAN =N
UEARS DUE 1N PART o JUDGE VONDA R EVANSS NOVEMBER 21, 2016 JUDGMENT,
WHICH WAS NCN- APPEALABLE , AND  JUDGE NOAH PAGE HOECD'S APROINTMENT &S SHAM
POST-CONICTION COUNSEL . FAILURES OF £oRT - APPOINTED <CouNSEL AND
SEUMS B4 TTHE COURT ARE ATTRIBUTABLE —jo TTHE STATE. BARKER ¥ WINGD ;
BAaEr== WINGD
LGOT US SIM, 831 (¥ TTHE ULTIMATE RESONSIBILTY FoR SUCH CIRCCMSTANCGES A
NEGL GenGE OR OVER CROWDED CovRTs MUST REST WTH THE  GOUERNMENT

OATHER TTHAN WITH TTHE  DEFeEdanT, ™)

HENGE, TTHE EXHAVSTION REQUIREMENT I3 NOT ARSOLUTIE | TTHE iNOR DINATE
DELAY IN AD JUDICATING STATE COURT <LAIMS MAY QS A CIRCMSTANCE WHICH
WOULD EXCUSE “THE EXHAVSTION OF CINTE  CoURT REMEDIES, ESPE i ALLA

WideN | AS HERE, TTHE STATE ¢ RESPINSIBLE FOoR TTHE DELAM . \NORKMAN . TATE



Q57 2D 13349,1394 (T iR, 1GG), TTHAT CouRT HELD THAT A HABEAS

PDETITIONER'S FAILURE “TO S HAUST WIS STATE DOSTCCRNICTION REMEDIES
WOULD BE EXCUSED WHERE "THE PETITONSR'S MOTION [ROR  POST~ CORNICTICN
DELIER LANCUISHED [N THE STATE CooTs TG MORE TTdAN TTHREIE MEARS
WITHOUT “THIE STATE CEuRT MAKING A DEGSICN . WORKMAN, GST #2D AT 13494,
SiMiLARLA | TTHE —TENTH CiReeiT HMAS HELD "THAT "THERE 1S A REBUTTABLE.

PRE SUMPTION ~THAT "THE STATE APPEATE LoWRT PROCESS Wik RE DEREMED
INEFFEST NE 1E THE S7TA1e HAS 138N DLESITNSIBLE FOR A DEWWM OF MOxE "THAN
WD UEARS (N ADJUDICATING A HAREAS PemTioiERls DiRECT CRAMNAL APPEAL .

D RRAS v CHAMPICN, N8 P3ID 1127, 1132 CioTH R, 1643Y . SEE ALSO 280sC é

22 54¢RYRICD ().

THEREFOZE DE PITE THEE COURT OF APDEALS” CONTENTIONS ™0 THE
CDN"NZAQ%f AT “THiE "TIME T Siuad MY PO SE PETTION FoR Wit OF

MN\!DAMUS,, T DiD NOT HAVE AN ADECUATE AL TERNATTINE MEANS o coMPEL

— o - o e -— - G
TTHE UNITED STATES DISTRACT CooRT 7To ik MM MOTION 7TO LT ST7AN AND

AMENDEDR Pa—TrTiON Foz Wit OF  HABEAS corus. T HAE MADE FREQUSENT

BuT UNANAILING REGRUSEST 770 HANE MYy AMENDED HABEAS PETITICN, AND STATE

POST CORNVICTION PROCEETINGS PRidEssah. T OSHOULD NOT RE REQUIRED “TO
TACE FURTHER FUTILE $TEPS iN STATE ¢z LOWNER PEDERAL COoRTS N
ORDER T 3E HEARD N “THIS CouRT, EVEN IF THE SINTE COURT SUBRSERUENTLM
De oSS His ( MUy POST- CONNCTION MOTION FOR RELIES FiROM  JUDEMENTT, SEE
SIMMONS v. REMNCLDS 838 F2D 865, 8108 (2nD> €iR1GGD); LucAas V.

MICHIGAN 420 2D 259 ( T iR {GT0)

Re=A gonNd  FO= GRMNTING  "Tis DTt ond



T APPEARS THAT LRk , LisA NESRITT, DOES NOT UNDERSTAND JAciesond 15

BR20 S&E PETUHTION FOR \WRIT ORr MAMDAMUS  WHICH HHE OS9iR2ES " TO  HAVKE
LD PURSUANT ~TO 26usc§ S, JAZKION'S PetrTicnd DEMoNSrRATeES

TTHAT  PURSUANT “TO "THEE HWOLDING (N ROSEE U LUNMDY , «Ss5 USs S8 (iap )

JACICSON IREAURMIMTTED HiIg DETUIION PO WILITT OF HAIREAS JOoRPUS  PRESEWNTING
ONLY B HAVSTED FEDERAL GROUNDS, ON Jutd 30, 2020, 710 THE DISTTRICT
ZOUIRT, TTHEE UNITED STIATES DISTIRICT Jovizt dide NINUgIA =sSiX,
DELiDen Foiz HEIRSSLE NOT 10 FiLEE JACKSON'S 28 USC§ 22549 (ARBEMS

DETITION). A8 SUCH, NO APREAL INAS ANAILABUE  TO JACICSON ., THiERErRes,
JAcksod |, on FERRUARY 2 2021, FiLED A MANDANMUS PETTVTIION 1N v

UNITTED STATES COURT OF APPEALS AS "THE NeEXT ouR’T HidHEz OP
SESICING AN ORDER JOMPELLING diElkik ESSIX 770 Fike WS HABEAS

D TrTiond

THE UL, JourT OF APPEALI DERIED  JACIKKLON PETTION FOR A
WIZiT 08 MANDAMUS BEzASE JAZKERS'S S 2018 STATE <oui2T POSTCONNICTION
PROCEEDING S AR STiLL PEMOING TN THE STATIE ~TIRUAL LOUIRTT, AND DEZ-iDtED
AT JALICSONS “\;‘_\}_)__Q“'l'w EXHAULST HIS UNERXHAVSTIED STATEE CORT REMEDIES .
td RE @ DOUGLAS corNELL JAZESON ; No. 2i~11i0 (U.S. ¢7. APP. SEPT. 28, 2021},
FOMIA corREcTIONAL FACLITS (LCF), LIBRARIAN  JOSEPH NOVAK, REFusSEDs TO
PROVIDIE GACCSOK \WITTH MERRINGFUL AZCERE 1O ~THE. DNFTED  S7ATES
QU PREMRE LOURT, Tl PRECIUDING  JALKSON FROM Seisidind Reaiemn
IN THIS JOURT., NOMNETELSSS, JACKSON SOUGHT  MABIDAMUS ReleEr tN THIS

dovit SINGE OCTOBEIR2 15,2021, “To NO ANAI-.

MS, LISA NESRTT, APPESAS NOT TO UNDERSTAMD ~THAT JAUCON
HAS NO OTHEIR SPEERH, ADEQUATE MEANS <70 JoMPEL.  NINIKIA &E331K, =70

DOCKEETT Wig MOTION TO LiFT $TtaY AND HABEAS PETTTION ANdicH JACKLION



= TABLISHIES ., JACKSON DIEMONSTRATETD M9 RQICHT “TO 1iSSUANGE OIF "THES
MAMDAMUS RIELIETT “THAT IS Sca=vd RQEon] BELAUSE ToHE LRIVTED  S7ATES

VRS LOURT  AUTHORIZEDS JACKSON T DO \NHAT His DID. s

ROSE V. LUMBHM, 4sg Us, AT SIO.

HEZE, ~THE douRT OF ABPLEALS g AN INFERIOR £0URTT. 1T CLEfLd
ARVEED VTS DIKRETION BY DETERMINING  ~THAT JALKSG\SQM(”EXHRUQT
HiS QIATE ZOURT POSTLONTION OROCEEDING § - 7 EAE 1S NO OTrihal2 MEIN S
IO LORVAIZIT THE ZOUIRKT OF APPEALS ARVSE , iHicH {$ AT oDD3 T

ROSE . LURIOH S 8UPRA | QAR FAIRMINGED JURIST WOoLLD NOT DEBATE, @uT

WOULD  RATHEI2 DETEIRRMINE “THAT ~THE STATE JoURTSs SN WUEAR,
INEXCUSABLE DELAY  WAZRANITS  “Tiit ISSUANGE O ~Tris \WRITT. [EZAUSE
i T 1S APPROPRIATE \NuHE2e ZH DEAY (HAS RISERN 1O AN {MDESSIOENT

DUE PROGESS \NOLATON . HENGS | JACKION HAS MET THIE THRES CONDITICNS

IOENTHCIED I dHENEM V. UNITED 47T i STRUL R B0 Ti= e T

QE_COLUMBIA , SU2 US 36T, 38081 (2004),

TS UNEFTEED  STATES COURT OF APPEALS EXYALERBATED ' NINIWA
V14 .
E4SiK'S DECISION “TO DEFEAT APPEWATE REVIEW OF JACicsent's HABEAS

PETIUON CONTAINING ONWA  EEXHAVSTED  Pasdl2AL ULAMS , ~THE U-$.  DISTRICT
A\ ’

LOURT DID NOT 1SSUE ANY ORDETZ AUTHORIZING = 8SiX's | (NTENTIGNAL

| NTTERFERENGE \NTH JAZESON'S ALUESS “TO TihE FPEDSRAL JOWRT,

TTHE a2 T OF APPEALS JUDGMENT CUT$ AGAINNST SIMMON S V. REM NGDS,

88 F2D Bios, 86 1-eB8( 200 iR i‘i‘io‘), AMD LUCAS V. MICHIGAN, Y20 P20 259 L wtd

CiR. {41710), sE== ALD 28 USAC 225“‘(&“3(3), THEFORES, “THE .S, couizt OF

APPEALS " CON CLUSION "THAT JACKSON ZOULD Gehaddl. ASK “TrE MicHicAN o2 T

OF APPIEALS “TO LOMPEL ADJUVDICATION OF HiS ACTION PENOING iN “THE $IATE
TTRIAL LOURT, SVUCW A JONALUSICN DOES NOT oRedT NINAKIA &= 3$35i%'S

UNCONSTITUTIONAL ReEFUSAL TTO RIS JACKION'S coMPLeaTelM  EXHAUSTED FeEDeRAC



CONSTUTUTIONANL ZLAIMS 5 VT “THUS FOUOWS AT QUBIECT  fMMA-TIER

OF TTHIS CouR TS ACTION 19 \WIFTHIN  JURISDICTION OF APPELL AT oot
FoR2 PURPOIES OF ALL WRAITS AZT, = ASO 2805 § 1361,

TTHE SEUEN YEAR DELAY (M PROESSING JACKSON'S ROST~ CONNICTTION

MOTION FOR I2EUEE FROM  JuDGMERIT 1N “THE STIATIE ~TRIAL JovzT DEPRiveDd
WM OF TTHE SWHIFET AND QN\P&.—:M"NUE REMERN  “TO0 \NMHIcH HE WAS CONSTTUTILNALY
ENTTLED . AND MENGE TTHE U $, LOUIRRT OF ARPERLS (i‘rzus"-uzmm TTHE PROPER
AD MINISTTRATION OF JUSTICE., JACKSON 1$ BAMZRED PRoM RI2INGING A SSPAIRATE

ACTION: TN "THE STATE couzT 34 PICH. COMP. L AWS § LoO- 2463(8),

ACAIN, JACKSON CANNGT APPEAL TTHE U.S. (OURT OF APPEALS SEPTEMRER
28, 2021 oOrD=R¢ TTHE covRT OF APPEALS’ ORDER &ENTALS SUBSTANTIAL DiELAY
TTHERERY DERRZNING JACKEER OF HIS BRANCICAL INTE2EST N ORTAININ G

GPEEDY FeEroaizAL ReE LEE O HIS LONSTUTUTIONAL ZiAaiM $S. SEE RRADEN W,

RO TtH JUDILIAL 4RV Jeui’T o KE—:N"‘(ULK‘-(’ WO vs ng’-(, “ae (iq«ia') /. LAS'TLH,

THE covRT OF APPEALS ORDEIZ 1% NOT IN HARMONY (WiTH WORKMAN V. —TATE,

Qa7 F2D 033‘@ E3NY (LTH ik {qa2) , AND HARZRIS U CHAMPION, S8 3D (137,132

CloH e, i‘(‘(‘S‘); QEE AL TTURNER v. BAGLEY, W01 F3D U8 (ed iR, 2008),

#012 ALL OF "THESIE REASONS | JAciestng’s SITUATION DOES INvoLue
A REALY EXTRAORDINARHY LAUSE WHICH ReERQUIRZES “THE  Di2ASTiC AND
EEXTT2A O DIN AR Y REMIEDM OF A \WRIT Of MANDAMUS . A \WRVT OF PMANDAMUS
1% A JOMMON LAW RiIENAEDY \MHicH A 2oV T CR2ANTS PURSUANTT T 24 USC %
Wsida), ATIAHES Al 7 (1) JANUVARY 28, 2021, CovT OF APPEALS PETUTION

2)
FOR WIRIT OF MANDAMUS WETH “THE EXHIBITS J AND ZOURT OF APPEACS
4

SEPTEMEIR 29, 2021 oRDER,



JACKSON Do NOT HAWE MERNINGRUL ACUESS "TO “THIS 00T AND

A S TTHAT “THIS PETrTON FOR ANl &X-T2A ORDINAIZY  \MRirT B REA0

{INDULGaErTLH AS THIS A2 T HEs (N HAINES V. kggzMEQ, oy Us si4,5 2.0
(e, TTHE LOWER UNTIED STATESS LORT O APPEALS  LouRT 1%
AWAILE —TuA T JACCSON  SOUGHT A \WIRAT O MANIDAMUS  ASKING ~THAT
COMPEL. ~TiHE DISTIRICT OLRT SLEIRIC "TO RILE WS MOUTICN o LT S1A9 AND
AMENDES P TrToN PO A \WaT OR WAREAS <oRrpus. ~THE JouorT WAS
AVTHOTH TTIO STVE Qued A Wi T UNDETR2 28 08C g (LS| AND REDEIRAL ROULE

OF APRPPELLATE PiROEDPLRE D (.

AcCOZDING TTO0 JATKEDN'S LIMITED UNDERSTANDING IN ~THESES  LECAL
MATTETR2S | 1T APPEARL “TO HIM “THAT 1HS RUIEQUEST \NAS DENIED RoR
REASONS ST TN IN RE JAZESON, No. 20~ 1244 (LTH ZIR. MaY 28, 2020 ).
(P JATKSON 1S CORRETT, “ThiAN “THE U:Q T OF APPEALS  ARusen TS
DisSci2ErT7IoN . AND (I THE (N STANT 2oL DETEIZMINES  ~THA T  fuc
ARBUSEE WAS CLEAR, "THAN 1T 1S JUSTIRIED N INVOLATION O ~THE  RispauD

SATICEON 20T BELOW, SEE |, .6, BANKERS LIFE & £AGUALTY CO. V. HOLLANG,

34 US 319, 383(14S3) , AnD WILL V. UMD gvanss |, 3849 US 96, 95 (196T),

HERE, T UMITED STATES DISTRICT ¢covT diark ; NANIWUA =SS,
HAS NEUER SxPLAINED 7o A Loui2T WHHY SHE  REFUSED 7O —TIME Ly
il JACKSON'S LERAL PAPERS (N “THE DISTRICT douRT AS W&z cusmie
DUTHES MANDATE.  \WIrTHOUT AN =X DLAINATION \WHAY M9, S 881, INTEMTIGNALY
CURTALED JALEEN'S FUNDA MENTAL RUGHT OF MEANINGBUL ACLESS, ~T0o
TUHE  JCORTS, INMATES HAUE A RIGHT OFR ALESS "0 "IHHE  couT3. SE

LEWS V. cAsEd, SIB US 343, 351 (145), AND SIMS V. LANDROM 110 BED . APRY.

A a—



ASY, Ase (&TH CiR. 2006,

PUHE LOWETZ 2ouR T EEXACER BATED “THE LON STUTOUTIONA- \HOLATTION

\ Ida
B DEZANEING TTHAT JAZKSON CMUST  EXHAUST S STATE REMEDIES. AS

ESTASUSKHED ARNEE, JATKEN'S STATE QOSTCONUICTION MOTION PO RusLuss
HAS LAMGQUISHED (N T ST1ATE LT P02 MOZE —THAN “THIZEE AEpes , |
THIES covT HAS SAID "TTHATT ThiE RPAILUXE 0 =X HAUST STATE REMEDIES
DOES NOoT DE PRIUE AN APPELLATE JeuURT JURISDICTION ~TO CONSIDEIR "

MEATS OF A HAREAS JLR2IVS APDUCA-TION . GisS  CRAN REI2RM V. GREER B

VS 12, 13) (1687), ROSE V LuMBH, 4SS LS S04, SIS-S1e Llag2 ),

TTHAZEORES . TSRS WOLOINGS APPLY ERUALL TO JACKION'S  CASE.,

TTHE L2 2OUST PURTHERR ARLSED 1T DigcresTiond BY  EXALERZIBATTNG
TTHE (INEXCUSARBLE OR MORDINATE DEAY RY "THEE ST1ATE (N OROCERSING
JACKION'S CLmMs PO RELIEF B4 \NDICATING TTHAT JAULENS Joolid  START

A NEWN SATUE ATTON N TiHE MILHGAN aRT O APPEICS <TI0 JOMPEL-

AD JUDICA "TION OF WS ACTON PENDING (N TiE STIATE “UaAaL cooR T, —THLUS, T

UNiEAasosARLY  DiETERmineED —THAT JACKENS {AD AVAILARE ALTE2 A TIVE

REMEDIES | HOWEMER “THAT DECIVION 1S ZONT2ARY "TO L HOLDING N

Rose= v, LUMDS, SUPRA, AT S10. \MUHE2EIN T PRASONEIR \WAS GIVEN A “z;uace"

ORr AMENDING 02 2EE SUBMITTING TiHhE HAREAS PETIFTION o PQESEN’(, Al

JACIC S0 DID, ONIY EXHAVSTED ALAIMS 710 “THIE DIST2AeT 2oU2T, $SE AL SO,

BRADEM V. 30TH JUDILIAL CIReUIT CouRT OF IceMTuky WD US HEY, W40

C1a73)( HhE PRASONER'S PRINCIPAL INTTERIEST, OR cCouRSE, 18 IN OFTAINING

SOEAI CEDERAL RELER OM HIS ZLAIMS))



Becrigs THE WEMCUSARLE OR INORDINATE DeELAY IN PROLERDIING
JAdksnd'S POST A CconueTIoN  MOTIONS POI2 RELIET (N TTHIE GTATE Loui2S

HAVE OEPRNED tHHM OR THE |QWIRT AND (MR ERATINE REMETDH 16 WHICH e

WAS 20N CTUTOTUMNMLN ENTTLED , AND HAS NOW GIUEN RUSE 76 AN INDEPENO~

ENT Sus PROCES AAM, gas =0, SIMMONS V. RENNGEDS, 898 F2D 86 5,

Boe (2D ik, (910), “THE MAMDAMUS WRIT 1S APPRO PRIATE

TTHE ODUE PROUSSS ALAuSE PROVIDEES ~THAT NGO PE2EON SHALL o0 « 3 OeRAUED
OF LIFE, LIy, OR EROPE2TH, WITHOUT DUE PROLESS OF LA . ..,.% .S, CONST,

AMEND, V. SIMILARLY | “THE FOURTENTH AMENDMENT PROVIO=S YNoR SHALL ANY
STATE DE PRAME  ANH PER&EN OF LIRE, LIRERTH, 02 PRO BRIY , wildorT DOoE
PROGERS OF LAWY AMeED . I, £, (N JACKSON'S ZASE —THE U-$. dooet oF
APPEALS DIiD NOT RERUIRE DI 0T COURT CLERi TO RESOND “To JALIKSON'S
MANDANMUS PESTETION. NOR DI 1T COMPEl.  RISTUReT LOURT  CLET2K N NA

=98Ik TO PEZFROZM A DUTH OWED TO  jACIicSond

o L
JACKEAS DD NGT, A DOES NOT NOW UAE ANOTWSZ  SPEEBY A pesguate

MEANS “TO ATTAIN “THE FILING OR HIS kAL PAOERS AT (SSUE , UTWUZ I G

SUDIZEME  CouvR~T PREZE DENTS ARNE LONCERNING INEXUSABIE OR  INORDINATE

DELAY AS APPLLED "TO JAZKSON'S STATE L0URRT PROGEDINGS OEMON $TiI2ATIE

MY RIGHT IO (SSUANUE OR THEE \ARVT, TS LT AN [(SSUE  \WRI1s

o MANDAMUS AS MAY RE NEaEsSARH OR APPROPIRUATE TO ELEECTUATUE

AND PREUSIT “THE FRUSTRATTION O OROERS T HAS SRS yIcUST 1SSUED

ADAMS V.
N TS =X ERCISE OF JURISDICTION OTHERWISE ORTAINED ., S8, .6, UNITED

$TATES =X REL. MCCANN, 31T US 269, 273 (1442) . thaas, =Tws  courT

(4AS ORIGINAL JURASDICTION “TO COMPEL AN OFFIGARR OR EMBLOHUEE CR

TTHE UNITED TATES :h > "TO REIZFORM A DUTH OWED O JACKSON



TTHE  C0URT OF APPEALS T ABRUSE oF DISCRIETIONS MHAS PRiEJUdDIUED

JALIION REELAUSE “THIS COURT HAS RECOGNIZED “THAT EXICERSNE DELAY

PRIE SUMPTINEY  COMPROMISES “THE REUARILAY OF A ~TRIAL IN  WAYS

THAT NEITHER PARTH AN PROVE OR, FoR AT MATTEIZ, {DENTiIEY,

DOGGETT V. UnTEDd SATeEs, L2 ST 2e8, ‘2&-.<25(|C(Q7.)l AND THE

LIKELIHOOD O INJURY INCRIEASES WITH THE LeENGTH OF Tl DalAY
{D. TG QUPRORT QULH A FTINDING OF PREJUDIGE | UNJUSTRRIED Delav

UN ATCOMPARNIETD 3Y AR TICULARIZETDS ~TR2IAL PiASJUDICE MUST HMIE  LASTED
LONGE2 THAN UNJUSTIRIED DELAY DEMOUN STRABLY CAUSING UCH PR JUDIGS .

i, AT 26G4.

4

2

YV ReEuER

FoRr ALL OF “NHEESE REASOINS, JACKION'S SITUATION. Do s

INVOLUE A REALN X TIZAGIZDINAIZA  CAVSE \WHICH QEQU“Z;S.Q TUHS LowT

| TO VACATE “TE UNCTED STATEDS Joviz T eF Apm—mt_sa To 1) ALLOWED
DUSTRICT COORT Lz NINKIA ESS I, 0 EXPLAIN HER READNS FoR
INTETIGNALLH INTERFERRING AN TH JATKESAS'S  [PUNDA MENTAL. {216t T OF
ALCEEDS IO  TTHEE ZOUIT B REIFUSING . “TO0 "TiMEM Rl His WABREAS
CORPUS PETIUON  “THAT CONTAINED ONLHY  (ODEIZLA IEXHALSTED  SiEdERAL
CON €TTIVTICAL  GREVNIDS IR0 JAUCION'S {1sUeASE PRoM STATE. PR2ISON
¢2) COMPEL “THE UNITIED STATES Lovi2T OF  APPERLS "TO \IACATE 1T3
ORDE2 AND GRANT JAZKEIs' S MANIDAMUS  PETTETION. \WITHIN {14 DAYS oR

SUCH ORDER. S, 2.6, B4 PARTE CAued, 332 VS 258, 256-60 a4y,

RIEE SPECTEUUNY  SUSMITTED ,



DA Ma/sient 2 902, Q] POULLAS JATICSON
N PRO S

tONIA  corra=rTioNAL AT LT

1S 76 W. RLEWATER H

lontiA, M 48846



