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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

LIST OF PARTIES

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

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:

* (Retired)Judge Seth Norman, IV Criminal Court, Nashville, Tennessee
* Attorney Newton Holiday III, Defense Counsel
* Michael M. Stahl, Senior Assistant Attorney General of Tennessee
* Willis Jones, Defense Attorney
* Martin Frink, Warden, Trousdale Turner Correctional Center, Hartsville, Tennessee

RELATED CASE(S)

Victor Turner, Petition - Appellant, V. 
Margaret Bagley, Respondent — Appellee 

United States Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit 
401 F. 3d 718; 2005 U.S. App. Lexis 4549; 2005 FED 

App. 0139P (6th Cir.)
05a0139 - P06 No. 03-3130 

December 7, 2004 
March 21, 2005, Decided 

March 21, 2004, Filed

DEPOSITION

Decision of District Court: Reversed and Unconditional Writ of Habeas Corpus Granted
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

QUESTION (S) PRESENTED

• Why is the Petitioner's charge of Ineffective Counsel against Attorney Newton Holiday not 
being addressed by any of the (lower) courts?

• When will complete copies of the January 17, 2017 Hearing Transcripts be made available to 
the Petitioner? Hopefully, they will not be redacted or incomplete?

• When will the Court provide the Petitioner's request for copies of BellSouth Telephone Records 
for Friday, May 18, (6:00 pm - 9.00 pm), Saturday and Sunday May 19, 20, 2012, from (9:00 
am - 9:00 pm)? And a copy of the January 17, 2017 Hearing Transcript?

• Why were the Petitioner's multiple letters, requesting copies of the January 17, 2017 Hearing 
Transcripts ignored?

• Is there a check and balance for situations such as this?

• How will the United States Supreme Court respond to the written comments submitted by 
Respondent, Senior Assistant Attorney General Michael M. Stahl, which is "... Specifically, 
Petitioner's (Vine) petition indicates that he had a post-conviction Hearing in 2017, see EFC No. 
page 105, however, No post-conviction record exist within the State Appellate Archives."

Please excuse the length of this question/statement by Senior Assistant 
Attorney General Michael M. Stahl, the petitioner felt that this statement is 
crucial to the Petitioner's argument.

The Petitioner holds that this requested information will validate that Attorney Newton Holiday 
perjured during his 'sworn' testimony on January 17, 2017.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

♦ 28 U.S.C. S. § 2254

• 28 U.S.C. § 2107 (a)
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Due to the fact that the Petitioner is ignorant of legal matters concerning the charges against him, The 
Petitioner hired an Attorney to represent him during this court case. The simple fact is that this 
Attorney, that was recommended, was ineffective in his representation of the Petitioner. And as such, 
the Petitioner felt that the lack of earnest professional efforts by this Attorney, contributed to the guilty 
verdict rendered against this Petitioner.

The Petitioner acknowledge that there were actions on my part that contributed to my incarceration, 
and I have accepted this fact. However, the level of representation provided by this attorney, was sub­
standard.

Due to the fact that the Petitioner needed legal counseling, related to the charges against him, the 
Petitioner hired Attorney Newton Holiday to represent him during this court case. The simple fact is 
that this Attorney was ineffective in his representation of the Petitioner. And as such, the Petitioner 
has charged Attorney Newton Holiday with “Ineffective Counsel Also, during the Evidentiary
Hearing held on January 17, 2017, Attorney Holiday committed perjury during his sworn 
testimony to be truthful, related to his availability to the Petitioner.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

PROCEDURAL POSTURE: The Petitioner, an inmate at Trousdale Turner Correctional Center, 
Hartsville, Tennessee, sought review of a judgment from the United States District Court for the 
Northern District of Ohio at Cincinnati, which denied this petition of Habeas Corpus under 
28 U.S.C. S. § 2254 for lack of Exhaustion. Dismissal of a Habeas Corpus Petition on Exhaustion was 
improper because, at the time of the dismissal, the petitioner's direct appeal of his conviction had 
languished for more that forty-three months in State-Court, due to failures of state-appointed 
counsel and state court, and was only dismissed there on failure to prosecute ground.

OVERVIEW: The Petitioner argued that the exhaustion requirement of 28 U.S.C. S. § 2254(b)(7)(a) 
should be excused due to the failure of his appointed attorney and the State Court to adjudicate his 
direct appeal, after more than forty-three months of no activity, following his conviction. Respondent, 
State of Tennessee, argued that the habeas petition was properly dismissed because the petitioner fs 
conviction was subsequently affirmed.

In addition, the State contended that the inmate did not exhaust his state remedies because he failed to 
go to the Tennessee Supreme Court. At the time of the district court's decision, the Petitioner's 
appeal had not been ruled on, but had simply been dismissed for failure to prosecute. The later State 
Court’s decision affirming the Petitioner's conviction was too late. According to the court, the 
exhaustion Clock stopped ticking in State Court, no later than when the direct appeal was dismissed for 
failure to prosecute, because such failure could only be attributed to the appointed attorneys and the 
state.

For purposes of exhaustion of state remedy by Habeas Corpus petitioners, failures of court-appointed 
Counsel and delays by the court must be attributed to the State. That is, the ultimate responsibility for 
such circumstances as negligence or overcrowded courts must rest with the government... rather 
than with the defendant.

It should be noted that the petitioner received this court decision after forty-three months, and then 
only after the Petitioner sent a formal complaint to the State of Tennessee Board of Judicial Conduct, 
lodging a complaint against Judge Seth Norman, for not responding to the Petitioner’s (3) requests for a 
copy of the January 17, 2017 Order. The complaint was sent to the Board on August 25, 2020 and the 
Petitioner received a copy of the Order from the Board dated August 31, 2020. The date shown on this 
Court Order was August 23, 2017. It is difficult to believe that this Order was filed on August 23, 
2017.

The following comments from Mr. Stahl supports this assertion ... On June 24, 2021, the Respondent, 
Michael M. Stahl, Senior Assistant Attorney General of Tennessee, entered a Motion to dismiss 
Untimely Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus. The Respondent wrote “In support of this Motion, 
Respondent relies upon the State-Court Record and the Contemporaneously Filed of law. ”
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION (cont)

On June 28, 2021, Senior Assistant Attorney General Michael M. Stahl wrote the following, “The 
Petitioner (John Vine) indicates that he had a Post-Conviction Hearing in 2017, see ECFNo.lD 5. 
However, no post-conviction appeal appears to have been taken, and therefore, no post-conviction 
record exist within the State Appellate Archives."

The fact is ... The Petitioner did attend a Post-Conviction Hearing on Monday, January 17, 2017 in 
Judge Seth Norman's Court. However, the Petitioner supports Senior Assistant Attorney General 
StahVs statement that “no post-conviction appeal exist within the Appellate Archives. "This statement 
supports the Petitioner’s claim that the January 17, 2017 Post-Conviction Hearing transcripts were 
not filed nor recorded in the Appellate Archives, for more than forty-three months. It seems that the 
documents were located, on or about August 25, 2020, when the Board of Professional Judicial 
Conduct inquired about them, based on the Petitioner's inquiry.

CASE SUMMARY

The Respondent argues that “The Petitioner failed to timely file his petition because he states that he 
did not receive a copy of the Order denying his post-conviction appeal until August 31, 2020, three ; 
years and seven months after the January 17, 2017 Hearing; and also because he “had no legal 
assistance on this matter” and was not aware of the one-year statute of limitations or any related 
Statutes of Limitations”

Due to the fact that the Petitioner is ignorant of legal matters concerning the charges against him, the 
Petitioner hired Attorney Newton Holiday to represent him during this court case. The simple fact is 
that Attorney Holiday was ineffective in his representation of the Petitioner. And as such, the 
Petitioner has charged Attorney Newton Holiday with “Ineffective Counsel ”. Also, during the 
Evidentiary Hearing held on January 17, 2017, Attorney Newton Holiday committed perjury during 
his sworn testimony to be truthful, related to his availability to the Petitioner.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION (cont.)

For purposes of exhaustion of state remedy by habeas corpus petitioners, failures of court-appointed 
counsel and delays by the court are attributed to the State. That is. the ultimate responsibility for 
such circumstances as neslisence or overcrowded courts must rest with the government rather than
with the defendant

Criminal Law & Procedure> Habeas Corpus > Exhaustion of Remedies > General Overview

A habeas petitioner who makes frequent but unavailing request to have his appeal processed in State 
Court is not required to take further futile steps in State Court in order to be heard in federal court, 
even if the State Court subsequently decides his appeal.

Criminal Law & Procedure > Habeas Corpus > Cognizable Issues > General Overview 
Constitutional > Bill of Rights > Fundamental Rights > Criminal Process > Due Process > 
Assistance of Counsel > Ineffective Assistance

A State Court's hearing of an appeal does not moot a habeas petition based on a claim denial of due 
process of the petitioner's right to appeal because it does not resolve the fundamental issue raised: 
Whether delay or ineffective assistance of counsel violated the Petitioner's rieht to an adequate and 
effective appeal

The Respondent, Michael M. Stahl, Senior Assistant Attorney General, Office of the Attorney General 
of Tennessee, submitted a 'Motion For Extension of Time submitted, No. 3:21 - ev - 0026’, that 
included the following statement... “Specifically, Petitioner's petition indicates that he had a Post- 
Conviction hearing in 2017, see ECFNo.l, Page 105, however no post-conviction appeal appears to 
have been taken and, therefore, no post-conviction record exist within the State Appellate archives. ”

Please note that the above “Official Statement” included in the ’Motion For Extension of Time To File 
Answer' appears to support the Petitioner’s claim that “It is highly probable that the January 17, 2017 
Hearing Transcripts were lost or simply misplaced. And after the Board of Judicial Responsibility 
contacted Judge Seth Norman's Office in August, 2020, regarding the Petitioner's complaint, they 
found that Judge Norman had retired in 2018. The Board of Judicial Responsibility was sent a copy of 
the January 17, 2017 Order during the week of August 25, 2020, and on August 31, 2020, Forty-three 
months after the September 17, 2017 Hearing, The Board of Judicial Responsibility forwarded a copy 
of the document to the Petitioner. It will be interesting to see how those involved in this conspiracy 
against the Petitioner will 'spin/explain' this statement, written and presented to the court by 
Respondent, Senior Assistant Attorney General of Tennessee Michael M. Stahl.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION (cont)

In that no action was taken to prove or disproved the Petitioner's charge of Ineffective Counsel against 
Attorney Holiday, it has become obvious to the Petitioner that favor and protection was being shown to 
Attorney Newton Holiday. The Petitioner holds that this requested information will validate the charge 
that Attorney Holiday committed Perjury During the January 17, 2017 Hearing.

PROCEDURAL POSTURE: Petitioner, an inmate, sought review of a judgment from the United 
States District Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit, at Cincinnati which denied his petition for habeas 
corpus under for lack of exhaustion 28 U.S.C. S. § 2254 Dismissal of a habeas corpus petition on 
exhaustion was improper because, at the time of the dismissal, the inmate's direct appeal of his 
conviction had languished for more than three years and seven months in state court due to failures of 
state-appointed counsel and state court, and was only dismissed there on failure to prosecute ground.

“It is therefore ordered that Vine show cause in writing not later than twenty-one days from the date of 
this Order why the appeal should not be dismissed for failure to comply with 28 U.S.C. § 2107 (a) and 
Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 4(a). Official Court of Appeals Caption for 21 — 6120.

OVERVIEW:
The Petitioner argued that the exhaustion requirement of 28 U.S. C.S. § 2254 (b)(7)(a) should be 
excused due to the failure of his appointed attorney and the State Courts to adjudicate his direct 
appeal for more than three years and seven months following his conviction. Respondent, State of 
Tennessee, argued that the habeas petition was properly dismissed because the inmate's co§nviction 
was subsequently affirmed.

In addition, the State contended that the inmate did not exhaust his state remedies because he failed to 
go to the Tennessee Supreme Court. On review, the Court concluded that dismissal was improper 
because the inmate's appeal in Tennessee State Courts years languished for forty-three months, with 
adjudication due to the fault of the State-appointed Counsel and the Court. At the time of the district 
court decision, the inmate's appeal had not been ruled on, but had simply been dismissed for failure to 
prosecute. The later State Court’s decision affirming his conviction was too late. According to the 
Court, the exhaustion Clock stopped ticking in State Court no later than when the direct appeal was 
dismissed for failure to prosecute because such failure could be attributed to the appointed attorneys 
was dismissed for failure to prosecute because such failure could only be attributed to the appointed 
attorneys and the State.

The fact is that the attorney hired by the Petitioner was a disappointment. There was little preparation 
and consultation with me, prior to the beginning of my trial. Please note that these concerns were 
expressed to the attorney. This attorney, later, officially withdrew as my legal representative.
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION (cont.)

As a direct result of this attorney's ineptness in his lack of preparation and presentation, the Petitioner 
charged the Attorney with Ineffective Counsel. The Petitioner is prayerfully requesting that since the 
Denial and Dismissal of the aforementioned petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, Doc. No. 1, was on 
untimely filing, and taking into consideration, the forty-three months that the Petitioner's Court 
Order languished in the lower courts, before the Order was sent to the petitioner, on August 31, 2020, 
that the United States Supreme Court would reverse this decision and Grant this Petitioner an 
Unconditional Writ of Habeas Corpus.

“Respondent hereby moves this count pursuant to Rules 5(b) and 8(a) of the Federal Rules Governing 
section 2254 cases, and Fed. R. Cir. P12 (b) (6)7 to dismiss the Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus in 
the above referenced case on grounds that it was filed outside the one-year Statute of Limitations ... 
See statement below ...

“Specifically, Petitioner's petition indicates that he had a Post-Conviction Hearing in 2017, 
ECF No. lf page 105, however no Post-Conviction Hearing appears to have taken 

place, and, therefore, no post-conviction record exist within the State Appellate Archives."

The Official Response From the Respondent,
Michael M. Stahl, Senior Assistant Attorney General, 
Office of the Attorney General of Tennessee

Therefore, dismissal of a Habeas Corpus Petition on Exhaustion was improper because, at the time 
of the dismissal, the Inmate's Direct Appeal of his conviction had languished for more that forty- 
three months in State of Tennessee Courts, due to the failures of State-Appointed Counsel and the 
State Courts. And was only dismissed there on failure to prosecute ground.

see

Respondent, Michael M. Stahl, Senior Assistant Attorney General, State of Tennessee, argued that “the 
Habeas Corpus Petition was properly dismissed because the inmate's conviction was subsequently 
affirmed. In addition, the State contended that the inmate did not exhaust his State remedies because he 
failed to go to the Tennessee Court.”

The Petitioner is prayerfully requesting that the Denial and Dismissal of the aforementioned Petition 
for Writ of Habeas Corpus (Doc. No. 1) was based on ’untimely filing, and taking into consideration the 
forty-three months that this Order 'languished' in the lower courts, before the Order was sent to the 
Petitioner on August 31, 2020, that...

"the United States Supreme Court would 'reverse' this decision and GRANT the Petitioner an 
Unconditional Writ of Habeas Corpus."

John Thomas Vine II / 21—6120/ 12 of 16



SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION (cont.)

“A Habeas Petitioner who makes frequent but unavailing request to have his appeal processed in the 
State Court is not required to take frirther futile steps in State Court in order to be heard in Federal 
Court, even if the State Court subsequently denies his appeal. (Refer to Attachments 1,2,3,4,5)

Criminal Law > Procedure > Habeas Corpus > Cognizable Issues > 
General Overview Constitutional Law > Bill of Rights > 
Fundamental Rights > Criminal Process > Assistance of Counsel 
Criminal Law & Procedures > Habeas Corpus >
Cognizable Issues > Due Process > Ineffective Assistance

>

A State Court's hearing of an appeal does not moot a habeas corpus based on a claimed denial of due 
process of the petitioner’s right to appeal because it does not resolve the fundamental issue raised: 
whether delay or ineffective assistance of Counsel violated the petitioner's right to an adequate and 
effective appeal.

In the United States District Court for the Middle District of Tennessee, Nashville Division ... Motion 
to Dismiss Untimely Petition for WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS — No. 3:21-cv-00260 
John Thomas Vine II - Petitioner / Raymond Byrd - Respondent

“Respondent hereby moves this court pursuant to Rules 5(b) 
and 8(a) of the Federal Rules Governing Section 2254 cases, 
and Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b)(b) to dismiss the Petitioner for 

Writ of Habeas Corpus in the above referenced case on grounds 
that it was filed outside the one-year statute of limitations

Case(s) in other Court(s) that are directly related to this case ...

Turner v. Bagley, 05a0139P.06-3130 
U.S. Court of Appeal for the Sixth Circuit 
Judgment entered on March 21, 2005
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION (cont)

Please note that the (above) “Official Statement” included in the 'Motion For Extension of time to File 
Answer' appears to support the Petitioner's claim that “it is highly probable that the January 17, 2017 
Hearing Transcripts were lost or simply misplaced. And after the Board of Judicial Responsibility 
contacted Judge Seth Norman's Court in August, 2020, regarding the Petitioner’s concern about the 
missing court order.

It is believed that the Petitioner's Post-Conviction order was not entered in 2017, but rather in August 
2020, Forty-three months after the 2017 Hearing. The Petitioner believes that the comments from 
Senior Assistant Attorney General's comments clearly supports this notion ...

“Specifically, Petitioner’s petition indicates that he had a Post-Conviction Hearing in 2017, see ECF 
No. 1, page 105... however no Post-Conviction Hearing appears to have taken place, and therefore, 
no post-conviction record exist within the State Appellate Archives.”

The Official Response From the Respondent,
Michael M. Stahl, Senior Assistant Attorney General, 
Office of the Attorney General of Tennessee

John Thomas Vine II / 21-6120/ 14 of 16



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully Submitted,

T"*
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No.

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Vitfeslfr- PETITIONER
(Your Name)

VS.

/rufk - RESPONDENT(S)

PROOF OF SERVICE

do swear or declare that on this date,
JSf 20/A as required by the Supreme Court Rule 29 I

have served the enclosed MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA 
PAUPERIS and PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI on each party to the 
above proceeding or that party's counsel, and on every other person required to be 
served, by depositing an envelope containing the above documents in the United 
States mail properly addressed to each of them and with first-class postage prepaid, 
or by delivery to a third-party commercial carrier for delivery within 3 calendar 
days.

I,

The names and addresses of those served are as follows:

S&mor fit
a Bojc Zojlo <7

rr&rfi¥
I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Jcdj ,20,23-Executed on

(Signature)

John Thomas Vine II / 21-6120/ 16 of 16



0 '
tL

'T/'ottsdaJsL 'Turner 'da/¥&<•'//&&*J d&rt/&rr 

t ̂ £> /$adp/? fAJaJj____ ••
'/■/&■&{///&.* '7-// 370it/ • i •

t-lH-ZoW s .

[Jfl/J-ejd/ ^/o^e.5 G fljip&o/s
far S/yJ-f (ftf/tOi'/______ _

/ 0& £r >2sJ filfiff Si/fk&-/. $K
' !• ' ' ■*- ^ • . ’ '".-*•

P/>ffe.t ^yfp//i gjf /J. .51
* •’• *'V Y-'yl-.. '

*- •.
.>v.'

<lrJ t **.•
. t r • v-.

00*7? g~y/>
1

;
,, ..-

f •• -: T
y •

'* i •• -l * -t ■-.>-
V /:*i *V * .’ •;*

~ ■ ". V ?>>V *»**,-•' '» 7V ' V*?V- ’ '

'UL'3ksii^-m*& f. ’-
•• y,,. . J '.;Vy7 :' ; -K ■ V . ’'fi, ", T '

' ‘--I- • ..*-- . ••' -.V; 7.

> ' ,*» *. - • V • ' * • •;
«*■ * ■

r * *
t 1• V / :a

•t* • 77k >
/ *S-Y*• S-

V % *
V! **

■:* A-Vfc «*’’ • ^ V‘:,r2^- .6 >«'•;'/••■» ;* •? . ":“;7§r? F.t *'5 »>• >* \\ *7, •<*,•

frrsM&p&iL?/©|pr ;;f -«'ZP&W?:

'■• ,r 7

*» '• • •*■«.$• 7.

i> 7V «>
* • >; v
^. i.fe>'^■«.<

.'->$

7 :-■’ - >
-?", ■1 '■ A

>• 'f^W,
»? . . t( AL_ v

4? h •• 7-^. •»
/

*.cf: .•
■: •*»,• •»V-k1 tli *r

rJpfinJki 77
7$7-?7'*Zyy

-■ 7^:'

ii **'v. . ./•

*?.•
V V.-*•%*> ri’^7 *•>

.4 • V'' -
^ V,.

•■ y ' '7 ^.;v;, ;7*• ■* > / .•»v>;^.M ' *, VV -1t ■*■■■• >•*V
t .'.A,

\ r&r/in<^r //) -fipdf 61Jku>JQ^:
fin /Z&LfaAji %'r 7^> /7j ?
6 J- ^&£r/tiJd> G'ndtiS&l

-r;
t/f? JTktM 3. r' ♦ ; 0is) -•f-

pasA'Aoa&r* hf'txJcj %dL



z

pe.fftfrtj d*>f'/ts1^ '/c=^5'/s<J//JpjSJ /Ort /7, Z&f7._____________

Os^ a P»Sx/~ h'd-'/setr Ae& r/^t Car&e+h

"7^Cr-Qt-jcurtsJ- /?'//&yfrt&cf
Pen4^/prfeS"t5

Art

//o/r driij do /US?/-A^tsd

\ggr/^g

>

f Lgpa % i-Ptto drt *7flrtr/eZ '/P&PSZ?diz//?£>'/ /fe Csd£t&> ; ■

> Grttj S&£jPortSA)

{?CtO Art -PP/S rffrtP/tZJZ* .
-' H .V ' •

'ftp/# 'f<~rfOtlj £ • <&2 <Zert

U>A6 R&Ai'rt^i A/) $<Zic**W*>:U

: ”2 w
h'£* dad /U>T feehfZ& 6.hy <w*y/k__ .

ftJ&Jpky tPyr' jritf l Po'Attftzrr' >.:%

jnRt&ja*£&rti/A <s/». £vv:Va&^r

i.$L*#iJ3LiT

iAY/.'

s

ert$P /}'&A r/?t>,y M& ud&rt jJo fci/iUj /
kor V'td&r' 0&/h. 'PPaep'

■ y . i~ " f>:v‘'i ' - -.>
r’/y> ti rfrt tt 4b/*d s/rfoP $&

t
\ .

j/s^Ja-u Zr&ifj1v *: • V.. '
i%

t .«
'•■Uti&L •

*- r' f i/S• -y.
w
>\*.rVy V .
v.,

1 %.
"M: **

v .» i*. - :*.

Y-; . • •*•. ,n?. •*

•v
' >*2. j-

■ ',
: ->v. -'. .: V*

v:4^rvV-' ""*'■•* v", *v.-».•* rf:*4 » • ^o %f v ..*'; :>•
, T- .

• ■ /
: /■.

*t ;»
r % t r- ■t

- C&Pj^f irtT ^ £dzfdi/<&r'y
- , -..■,■(''•■ * vi’-'.H /*,r 7-T,j?>v_ •.!-Vc. , - 'y''■ ^T-‘ * - •j-'. j ‘ 'J'i' •v'S’v* ■ .•' - ‘•v - .v .,.-■•*».•

' ’ ZZat/eS. ,
rflgtf'$f*d(AM &t>4P$A: AHphkJ&V:£%&r%t<& .>,

• ■ . • 'Z’ p/jf/TUp /'&£SJc)e> /'A£^rtrtSe^Prv4 Jcfdye. //&*&$#b .  •
<gyr 7^'^

•; .4- * ...^ t.

Vm<&. . >
• K"s*

'^V:
^•- V

e-

4 ' <♦ %.
• <•%r*r. rtlksl-JiQfltzji/; P/a4.S> *. ■* »*

v. V ' ii
< :. -f'1- .-'• ' ■:

■ ' • ■ •

r . ■rr. •••
,*\

MuJf:•
’ *- v. -‘T

» •■ •. r

■; •>

«j 3 >

'P 4.

V I

y -



2/-&ezo
2> ¥

'*df cb i 7>atr. '/9/I fittest £aZ#;_____
J/TiVro4& ho.7^1 5^4*4 /»/ 7e-s)/)&&■&& Bi&fv/&/ Jugf/ei^t 

Q-d/idoc./, /od/^/r)^

..' D/) Jhyitsh 3 A ZO ZO> £<z:u)e«dCl

•hhth ''Jody^

a

cd Jod^a. S^‘M) /l/i rmM?*

J$£>&cdj,

'Posh Y?nsi U/t*'/lc>/) Ofddr.r dLy(h

(1 am-/ frycu/7a>

.fekj>c#S&
~J ~

• {hd r/yj//><^ '/%&

, /£k P.osJoSed hvr

. >

/T\ ?~ •V i- •» •// \ *

Y< Y*V -

, V
•■ • . Y- .- ,•• £ • V *

?■/ ». • -• > • ■ v •

t th> &j/dt*?Pe>c/ ds ./ktS*': be<z>4

-4,v y etf 7J>l7f jfibiJ'pfcbczl/e, dirtd

r- ■- -tit- ,; '

.. : *pe>tvf- dhith'dr/ie# &rde>
: ■* '

■v 'V •
V ^■ K '•a ', •

x
'it

&r>—
r^- ->

X5*.. . \
'. V;- .. t :-_______ »►—*>-

!>„:» #
;

.* ■* >.*
’ .% ■: 3?

rMfim
•r\...

*55■* :.•: ■■■■
:■*

’ r. :, ■

■ - >>S*' ' r' ••v. 4

'., -•«■ • ,. . 7 ,.J IV •» ..

,^4^--r;

#• >.»
/*> -fde j>ed doth & [- &3*Z&c?

■ ;-Vi-

>• ••
•'aC •* -'’•'/
/jCC^O Osk-rt&

. 4--

is?;'-. ^ c-v

'.. ££ * *•
?■: <.//•S'

'>•''/ .; ‘i'V ' 'V i «*' • 1*»&'• - -
?«>■/:• t*: ■ ■

Vt .•; >* •
>‘. i» A

ttttyi'j ;y~lSrtitrted'/'L/:J'(iA. siie,zt)ma$£cl&k--

’ fA .flA-f On fldtiiraJ^do/e-, fiou) tUtio l<* ..,
"f- ,r; - ■' y7. - • v. ••.
tt/So J<tnJ haute* dti !Mpett-T A<0 mu '&$£.&•• ._:r v.^> wmmmPM'j :timwm2L_

" -■••■•'•■ " ":F',v * ' *.v'7' ^ -i; ,-4-.r •;,

-»• V-

»!# . ■’

:r:«/;
. v-. . .t

a

•
■*"

’-.-> .>* t
Vr;
v-r**«

?
* ***•

>v-* <? ,* . -• *. ^7

‘ rrfn's cji
'a./.-., rr

•4 • -,;5t <■

..»?*

•£k
y*r.z,

* -r;*
-•:t-,. • • . - / >■■• •

\ * 'f \
1*5 ■• V ,-

f 13. ». *
4..•*r^-'. tH- -

r •1,t, .■r . 5r •111tJ> *r

-T^7LS/lc/<*Csd'(lnd '/v)?-. /yke^/■hr' DertbJjfjt^S. *, v *• ' " ^ ^ y
' <2a>* ■*•>

f

• m v : %.
»• *«.«

7^ &e/JQ heJj do & £>/ctji)edaj^tJt.
• .dtorib/n.’,*'/ At (l/Lj 

-• ■• /! • ... ’■ ,

% fid /laid d&j - -
* ♦ did'daJCgs QjL&fo)£t

CL da^cj of Jsynd

((
j , 002.A 7 •«

. tf
>.'■ ..£1 f*

X7j XUyJL ~/YIC>/lM)S\
Vtna r<r<z^* js'

k



'Z.t-6/zo€> 6

As *51bJedtri ddtut&s^ J_%^jj/7__3'fl</e_r:^

-76^5/ "'-/^ . 'Po£-/l/)*<S't’ .SiQ*<zJ^.
'- *' - *' v .A***"' " { • ^ _ t

<? $£/&jtah'td)&i\jA>'fc* i 's fltft (£drfe>d>i*, 7^g-

^&r//-J70 f?B-f~/ c//d/kP £4^4 a, ftitf'aticla (J)sljl/&*'{. $&{* UJQ-i?

. fopJ-lGrt pr&5<zft/&d/ 'J'd Pe,-h‘*ht6flC'r‘t fjgr (jO&S'^hs
4 y * 3 <.77 • -"~ rT^7—7rr~T~' A-

>. .c//*£t>j97&d/ Att&fed ?/?'@&iJr*f>^JL^__ :_________

>.
>.

s

3»

1

. ;
t-'. A*

/ r-. ' >*''"' ** J •■'■“►'" 1 r '

$jk& Cif'JiotLs'

Mifa is^ jZiiSrri jojrat's ullu>?‘PeS'i oftizl/u KpeuA)'
\ • r^v ^ 77

MtVUtJeU/' iCe>otfS.s.l ,

*H£t/<£d/* ^x‘^<&i^^J¥iji^AiJrshorS.t^Cki£iu>sh^ ,'S&gyhzdu

WVrrf*?v.V-w,. * r.W *S. • *7•'•;<• •»j

J . r:^-jyf. __________ ._______ , , ,
>i^';^ --v vi-; '7 <- ;**. - Tf ,* ' *? • -’. v- -' , . ■’ .-* 'Vv ’* ?■ 7*. v- ’

tv : v. * '"♦ VjV >-7 ^^A.?;-':":.- .^.<r;\. ■ :4&J&£&jL

vri-^rr""*? v •'" “h • ■-;’ ^ ,v •-
* ftitoatck cLS'^fe itifiold- teJ>o5& <^-'iy..

-4 ,. -' JtfaP.d^W^tL' C^ci\ohof/^restfuysd' oPjZay deJctA^_

i
- . :H. - ■ ’; JCT;1 ^ : ysy. p ■ ■ -r '-^ V v ' '

stfosy #fij:.f.yM*f*4rv
c.rt*f' cu/oiia^j V-jfev/ ~ff?y. Ja rors -A &£, fif^or/ed^ P^At/l
i t V *''■' •» kir. ; • • . ' - ’

(ih/stidS .p*s£'J:i
. ‘ r* w-.% * ! . . ,r , *%*7 ’ '■ ■'* \» * "•» V ' • , ^

HdL’dctJj rSJa'/r^d 'fti'/pe* ** jFfi'jt&u) Ujlial/-. i^Oid

if i>
4 •

}Mm* >«7

Vf •( . .
*•

.*' .y
, /i*r; *1

r
j*»i"^- f
t. * «•

* •-:>r. r^’■f. - Im®** ....:*A L^‘-u.9
' »“ *7mi **

4
■<>> ■?

•A I

,t-j r- i ;• -r ». • -»
i-:^4 U.v

*
% /. *"^^- ;a- ■ \-.- .vj. »-• g. ijr.^ p- <.x;:«'. r • >•Gf. j*v -r--

V-V'
? r *~y. '■■ i

$r-* n .... ■ t
•r?- ■A

i
vT ’? 3 ,4

\\t: %st1- . •>. f
-- '* r

vJ'S! 3. y. -1*, •
, ,* X;.

t -w j

+ 4 *£■V*£± 7.*4

%•.4

-7 ^ -v • **■ • AtH
•t

*\
■«L..... :* -

■ <? ! ■ f- h.
.• •' ■

ftittorri■ »

»i» A/*>il
. . >-• r



M

7 ri

V

*%

teJL
SjxjJl- (-trd'Of-/- &e,.CejferJjzjd~££szf^k

t:
r~

I

t t

t
»<• J'XrZJ.

V;

*< . -Ab~~~~ r

Cimutit Jt>d<^ s, a.^<yh *TT («<! -/4c 4< ne.i/ft /X
»)

rt*«
Ttr!-'-• 4f (JiX-rtlr

7:

, / •
‘ VC - ' .',; -vT-rf

<!:' , - • A-V v 1V.N? ' •
s0n \*,

& ’ft J»■;

* (
&!

fTIPw*■a;

5-

I*®!;'
*> •

:i-. - •• '-V .r ■ Vf ' .; V .

Jif ,:r;5vmt

£}'Hbr0y Q'/d- i?0>t/{4ie*' —.
P.fi. pot Xo z o 7
fi/dS/loit'k, TA/ t£Mu

• v
ii

■ A

V»;-f s
' «S‘

«> <-■

.V

•«»

-j-i -r ■ . :

*.:•rrr*~*"

J
-

{—.~r-»-*-■ 4
%

M*->•
■

4

n T »
it
IV



* fkitacAima-fsi-'.*
i 4

&\ -

52>&35~£!i
! 1

:|
•i

V{} fO.H
?2a?JL.W

14t!
i ■■

:i
?• :

f^hr/Jant/ 2 Z 0/7W•, \
t

/^ptarr>&/L Jf)Jop^ S&aA /i/or/natf\
i

RjLtfLZLDaJMi )

j (^Ot //?/ /]&./ (?&cjtJ"-jlr ffoJiA^art

Ji)sJ-^Ce, $> A 3tr&£ Bpi/d/rf 

Z*td flcfe/ldS' A/or/'/?
3 7JLQ>/

• i
ji
!l
!t

Hi Ji

i«Hn
■»■■■

>t

JoJtjre. A /orWaofn
Von/lCj /ftd Tb/t'Atifl /y-f Po$/- ,
JaMiJa.fij//7. £-/>/?> T* k/mdjl-/' (3kotxjdJ- 7£)i &.£&&&■#&: (?oofl$et/

j /ft/Jar/to***-Jr/a/at/t>r/)e/> /lfeu)Jo/? /A/icbj/^

</>/)

i
i

^_________ __.//>y r/} /%\/drJL/}3is>, IP__

-frostf $P/7 J?/)aJ7>0 f/& h^..^...<&j7h—

(//arfeJk 37/oJjrm&c/

&- g*? //7'/r>Jr//j&rr/ c/e,(3t5st> tf .;_.
n4^/ /?iM 7^<aL' 77 ?)&./*> dad /O-ftf/fflO.'/zorf

\MjLb 'J&f'/tJfy/
ii e,r\

'e.r~
j Cld.<3<2.p/ ^ /m we,'£dt/Vf~

UM A
4'f'^e/},_____ ____ __ .

fh/tf and y^/7 {2#tfSt/f/- uJi /-/i /y?y_
n z
-r&/r?

l! Z7*

u



T7faJ*eJ2*
i

«

->

?-&J~ 7.
..p&g&J'.______

$
•:
j /hfom&
j a'Pis/ />??;-/r<}£ibs/ma -/> dal/A/f? JZL^dstsf:.

^r-tc/afi //Jaok/c/<5dtrj.f -M&. pA<^.
/*! <2; /~<e» M ■/£

’S&tdi/$&. -rficz 7a

:•
-4~

C'•?•:
1

L &)Or^-rtX>a9*____
i
j &t)n/?a 'de* dx/i/j&.ry J7, £0/7 fi^-!G)P^i)icA^-SsJj&A-.7^CLCj^) . 

Z~~ Uf)dzr&a-/J). v^a£ZL^S^2^_<^?/^3 &3&/-.-
f £>*. an P‘/K- &n /^rttsJay, Mlay /&, 7*0/2, <g5 

I MS-Jrt)<2r/?d6j//?/&?. ■/£_ dd/)sr^a#fg)&r'
j A/'t> ‘ l/oice-Ma// ' 7T AJAlO, ajfj3..£_r^A'JZ> Jz>
jj &yj/rV&S/9rJ: 5o'//)&/■ u)<2- 'AAj£__^As£uO^A

y}Cf g, PSg.t/- basiP, . 32_CjZ/!/ed-jG^/K&/n<x£eJy_ 

£-l£(U Wans -AafeS -MaP/Friday&■ tJ&n/M, -A-Ao.OJlcu/
UJ&/y-/-~/fi As (JfOc£<s. /Tig,/, P>&/*A-Ahrte- 7^ AJ^„<3*j2si/Ak2£PL____

itidau. .1
ipa±.^m

sS£L.....
i ■S' -£4A
j
1

i

i
i
a<a '<21

*
S1

<2^y^^cJap Mo^.ZrP-j. ^/£cjSp<§3^XAJ2pp 

j2j.^Prn&oAj A. Aatf&

-CtAp. MeaJ.&y&£r_. pAule-t/e^ szz xS^zP- ...................

i
j
i
•i

-I-<s
1$
j

H



03. flTfO-ctMesdS^• •»
h

f-:
■ ;

=:

w
rt

'/fntfs>rw//r? r5&r/J) j^SC/YlY}^II
Z__ HH*; > J~&'hrc)Q.f'K/ Xf Xoi7

f>a#A-3..
i

fyjnnjf -JatfUosy/7. Zcj7 Pas/- fttfrfi&Jz#/} /J&X/Sp

flffarw&U fj/id&r &<&$~$ks£A&_ "didm /
a& J Sa/A * aw/-£/}&/-"(jdaS (jJad/jq Jo r/ty Co, ft [ \ 

?4(zo/ss s/aded-dL^A^ p (PaJ q^ai/a^AA ..fe£&uJ&

d^a//4 art fyidap ZZtdrday,<zvd<£cJr)do '(/> Maj/ /?, 19,

j v£iln ~T*//&[/^.dArZ A^1/1^dep>Aofl 

r&<£&rd> //)*/<£$#*) dArd Jhfowjei/ mi/datf Petyur&dJt, #7fez//* 

dpf^ftssdsd Atir &rJrd PorPA&d/ d//W e/pd-f' ________

dZtindrad^/idd^jZ 'Adapj dkApAfie* Z^AaaA^ZCOP Jlo ld&

/ideUidtto/,r7&/e^hfh>^ rftwik&t fQ^/Ajfar ad Aard/wd dAo^___

U)t//j'Jipff) (%/>/{< ftiftsdo^ tfs/u/Sfe-Gejp&d, dd)/vj Aau^Z A f-rtcda^,__
rSdZtJrdnjA Griddj/drjjJ d-Aro?/) Zc so P,sn* fZtdajf dAnxJ^A f&l&P.SZ'

vSjYrt'dnjp) /y)(2j//&* Z-Ot Z042e____

;

fY^<?Ar J fJ &

I!
: za, T-A/Zs;t
!
ii

iii
e*. fisj&onJs GsuZ Adej^Zi

/

*.
i

I

G.tn /

i
iii i

| AV /^> rtd (Z&//dAr' fiD/tl/o&r5 Z/a 2-0/z) 

d Z}{T-3/Q^Z{>&3 C^/Zj/d.k /3f6)rf)e.y /Aldaj/* fiofflZe.d
/rt& G

/\

Zrrt 2#fZ) UJ&.5 /oi5~-*/(&)-Z 346 (E^f/tdor,
f an

'ZZtirf) Jlrtfia/d f&j?!dAaZdA&- Opods9/dr' CnPteP a f /7pZ 

Ap/Myz rf/id (J&jAs/qj' fliSff)D&r£ tlnd rd /Zf/r>/rfey ZAldoi

ZZe,l/dorj ArJdZe&<3.<dcde3 O.tdd/i&l&pt

/
/>

7



« .
m- ffrta chffl&r^S

i;

4......

\.J&J)£dcin^.„J£, %oj7...........
P&2&.1/. . ......

i
i

IT{'aau) -7-AJfdotes /&JZ.QJO^£-qJM/-
\
i

i %-/&¥ iLm&pmv&.zP<kstOL

'7'U)ii//)iforr)&i/ //&//d&y hed Unde, rOadb/'d

•j
------

\
„±>

i "fur O&Drf-fvo/V'_ T?»

--------- if-------

jL&£&/a
ir=. -/Aa /X&rrr/z a A GC(t&v/i^ 

6/JVe.-&^0 A -/riaJu/jzs

\
0j£.JbW®&

^QdaJah/£,-A
qA.A&.C ■^AfSLa&^CSi&jSL

■:.

I*
‘

a/} ()rt,/iAotmer/ d&aiStta abe. -£ _4

//e- flAlJe-r't&jlA/^usdaa&sZ'
_ \ dt5 ii)/-iA)/xier --------
| r&J<3£iJ-//tCf jSft.c/fi!^f..As.Cf7tA&_<Se^As.A<:^

V XUMeJSi^Mk.

AliAJjOjmLetxe'^iA^... / ddZlMh#a
ii (/j£>+ d*<d /lad 77-aJJC, ^}u^-^Sx^ay.J2j^ye. 

jj /})./)rfh'/Tc^; CJP^roYs.

jl—be^ajo-j—.-.... - -

&&&-/.. £%cjx&£&y~etlZlj&W--..
B

VA­

X'':
l

I] 'LMnpfvJL&uLm/. -
---------------- ---- --------------------- ' / / / t A

(2&dzoj$j>,.UJd/-.^p-j>Ard/)^ 4 r
fHheJJ)Q£'/i.t/& PkdM&L.^ondg.d^.-pA^^.-^J^r:-J&#d-/'rtc}s/

lbd..t% '>lJJ&.t/-.
4

S

t
!-••••■■»

1
N.

<7isi



■h

T

;j fcJnJart z, frot?
S-7%^=--------

m
\

1
i

//

yf /) ✓
i

d/r^TT hz/ie^ z£~
'7~Ddf* 33l/77<?d^z£ 5~&

X(*, * U)if//?> Jane.5 

_____~~77z><g*v? X), fjia/^t^y. Dfjr&XiX finfa/Tle^Xft



'flri'&ch/yicV'f &

itrt'77&k£{j?Sf&

...... „jzr£Cs....... ...........
.. ttfoMoco# U)&rf
'f/a^hujP, Trt 37o/7L/

'o >_.r

7^*. A/erMa/?

___yji)j$£&tfi]n __ _________
___ dLrimrfa/ */-w*r'Pailidsc# OeotfP.
___jfos/ictz- &A Birfd ________

tyop Z/td /l/arA^________
___/}{9'773/ 37AO l____________

__fyuzr Cuff

Vr&W ■a

\&j 7~°t 7 A?UJr'oiL& z6 Y<d£J.
&/Kt/a5z<dX c2dJ^rt&gjf&dj&M&s2 / -/-fro{4/ or-

/

____LlXit/3uJ^fi£<£>*
G/c^rM-

_’ GJG Q./do Li)pc/& ■-/& -//ad&crf GoOf^f /tet>c£$'(J&dCo Sobj><
'CxzfltLj

j ~/t> $T&T~<Znd P^/s^cjTJ? £>sodtjCj& ~7Sj<sipJtb

Cirtc/ G&//u/&f&dords, J<?//rUj bac^nifr/dh^, £z7vc<la,y GMcj Zo^u^c
Pt/ttq/0 &'£>DP/rt /~M'c*t

M*¥l& /S.AAApjZ

x£e

/

y____

------------ rr - - •■



fhfnc/tMc/)'/ &

/^jitirp^/e+Jodye' S^i 

f}o<^os-£ &, Zac 7 .
pz,<rj&

... fi$ > 6l&~#3l~&3/Z2.7t&i

rtfQivr,<U

{kfiday* flUtJg&jamfer.t* 6f$r4&Q.r 4>$M~ £*&*
JOs/’ *%J/& ofi4ts. Ckrr'Ze^n

fJ/uU/y, Z’ulnUA/m*^* 4u>o 0/Lr<3o*e&r*s bs»c%if Pf>

/*! /ItydJ!(wi3<S>_, /J7 <&Jdii/t,Ofl d>
oM&r' c/ona^ /#y-JzMt/Qrf /..% 7&i7 Po&b~

,.' '{'a;(vr& 76 .teacfog. &/
/Wartdcdiscl) Mirti'ifh' J&S.t&JeS'tg

by /^/^Jhdi^.3l<^jy^b^. .a>jkab.jm*. m^mfjsd^o

^ .t/vriAj
\. &>*&* x&n^jer. -3*3m*y) firtcjAZ^ by /hfprtf&y

jj>/adzi/ -b. Jk't&Utes. 3i~iM>rziJ JorotT* y^zf-Z’tTpgtCMy fei^iMtde 

yb f&'/M&t&di,...

■ir

<£ir, T'e/0/tet. Wri3'P> <&jU-fe&5Ot dz<M&J?'?
»rtq (jQd/‘^VK.TE’.O'ykt&b’ZHjyg,rtd[./&&f*iis>y-bbs-. sch*.. Aczanritj u

-/-/te/ ‘--/be- tubed* of- Jo?//e&-rv™ cZba;//."Z? Jtiwfj/ aW/ew/y
<o

<&0a /V- P. dkcl<§fert'



7/^ //67k>roS/e- _Sz*

V<- dsU—t

*&&>

JT-ft Pa $<$/&/&> X’&tw *
/7S £o/.7 Azari/iy '7m_
7J-C /ttj/ $flbr/l&y /Jr)/(cb.y $) /Zjai/ /?, / 9j Z&;

_€t*k/ £&>t/ts/<zr' '7eM,pf>£>ft& __________ _____________

T~7
&(Jat /<zwe>i Cl, CZojtS/rt&Grt

SM<2>

ZfinfXteJtory, Z dar^ MyiBkn ^ ._
P&htoct 7PiZ$ J$f/zp-------

$hi^}/ a)t£//sjh*ieg Jt£// gtJatLSA,_tbZ-/hL5'/}foe> /s

-t4 7

d^2/?4<,J^() -dtr* tjjjjfrJ&iter' cQ_&

*
Ctl Vh—

’rrri^A^2-

T r/4& &■0a!. /

7
fr.: /j)jds Lri&s.

3 ijJgjjjt&r- Thro7L jhx^:&7-/Jvfc r/4

£<:n&/oj’cjre^



/? 'Cr^chw^n 3

.........TTCo............... .
„/¥$ /fi.aCe>A. UJa^ . 

//<2/3t?jJj//&j '7n 37V'7‘/

dla£&L. % 7o±f

M ''■ jLu)ai&l. £&nJ-ry Jr,_____ .
3^7Aa/3ou3j2J&d733<idi^£>A_3oori^/

SimLjlOtJJssty._.....
5^<f Z*l> Atfenoe, A/arM- JcJs/&> ZUO

\

Jytdcl Hz/'^nriUl&Jicd P&//cJfLarl^ c#

-------

........

v

_____ Drt f&hrtfeLryj&j Zi>/7. 727-J&mMiirc/&J

h'Mf&/fi<Jcjr/M /?/s Aibrn3e3mA7dln'^ ^eMtUta/y. /Z

r& r&S&r'Jo <3ifad}/ffe#AP)____ ______________ ___.

rfte/ fflWa /PerJj) fc>d _.

yj>^

0// 5 7.®(7, J2Mrda,, Of a/% 'g- Ale>r,

rfe,5^ortJe.fiC&, 3~ Wq6___
Cp^&j^^A(^ad3j$srJ^Acdl/t£etL(l^
PosJ- Cortdt&Jti>fl -f/ea.rtsi^* PPAqj^ _____

da/esj ^Tpaif^- fldJf&Qziitec/anijfe 

JTtjJas leAocffl&J kf.nA&JjnMcde' /&&> Cle-rtt$ here, gJ~ r7lvopJJ^/

l#dJ~

~6>ArtyrtJPe- £wfljvrtJi

<;



T'
Qri/nloa/ Courff'padidsdt)

/

pa^e. 7b)0

'Tottter f\rre&Jt'6ai//?&ty/ai- /ft3? feC&id&c/ fio ftdte-P'

M H&f- CotiOScJie/) //%?.ntk^ > 7?fa&s/ Otfe -j/ear

Jtrcl<l&&tett£-Shbd) ^GOrf& ft fyfeafz. t_^/i^_^L  
irfflaZ /vinCA* 'f/io/i A *da^ jO&ni

04
nrs*>

/
ru/tAq /J,2-1 _____(j)ou(c/ \Zfcri/tent#- \Jei?r

<£r/ikjj{e/l, 27/a^ ^/xDqjy/j/e&r ofif/ccz*

<S/rf€c*tfoi

/ r-J&lrt'TT jfti&'lZ" &&351&



ft dactio? e, sjfSft• * A

John T. Vine 11 - 506356 
TTCC

140 Macon Way 
Hartsville, TN 37074

January 17, 2020

The Honorable Judge Seth Norman 
Criminal Court for Davidson County, Tennessee 
Division IV
Justice A.A. Birch Building 
408 2nd Avenue North 
Nashville, TN 37201

Dear Judge Norman:

On January 17,2017,1 had a Post-Conviction Hearing in your Court. During that Hearing, I brought 
charges of Ineffective Counsel against my former trial attorney, Newton Holiday. On February 2, 2017, 
and August 5,2017,1 wrote to you regarding Attorney Holiday committing perjury during the January 
17,2017 Hearing, (see attachments 1 and 2) On March 9, 2018,1 also wrote to Howard Gentry, 
Criminal Court Clerk, regarding not hearing from your Court. (Attachment 3)

In the February 2,2017 letter written to you, I requested that your court would order copies of both 
Attorney Holiday and my telephone records for 6:00 pm Friday, May 18,2012 through 10 :00 pm, 
Sunday, May 20,2012. I am certain that these records will absolutely prove that Attorney Holiday 
committed pequry during the January 17,2017 Hearing.

These transcripts will show (bat Attorney Holiday stated that I did not try to call him during the times I 
mentioned, because he had his mobile telephone on during these times, and would have answered 
these call attempts. However, the telephone records will show that calls from me to Attorney holiday 
were made to him, but were not answered.

I had expressed to Attorney Holiday that I was concerned about the the possible negative outcome of 
the upcoming, May 21,2012, trial because we had not discussed any defense strategies. He shared 
with me that he was going out of town and would be available,via his mobile telephone, to discuss my 
concerns
Holiday during the dates and times mentioned, but none were answered.

These Hearing Transcripts will also show that Attorney Holiday declared that there were defense 
strategies he did not use on my behalf because he thought I was guilty of the charges against me. The 
transcripts will show that Attorney Holiday made these comments while testifying.

Both his telephone records and mine, will show that I made more than ten calls to Attorney

I also requested a copy of the transcripts from the January 17, 2017 Post-Conviction Hearing. To date, 
I have not received the requested Transcripts, nor any acknowledgment that this request was received.

I have not received a judgment from the January 17, 2017 Hearing. I am very anxious to receive this 
judgment, so that I can determine what my next steps will be in fighting for my freedom.
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The Honorable Judge Seth Norman 
Criminal Court for Davidson County, Tennessee 
Page two

I await your response to these concerns I mentioned.

'ohn T. Vine II

Attachments 1,2,3


