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Xn this matter^ alt-hough the issuance, oh an exhaordinafu wrrlr authorized bg 28 
U.8.C. § Up5 1 (a) is ncFa matter df right; houjeue; ttie ministerial duty of the U.5.cup. 
Ct To recognize, apple] and enforce, the petitioners guaranteed constitutional and subst' 
active rights is non discretion a ru. As such/ the hurt's dilcrdionarg poueTS areinapph 
i cable in ibis particular dispute, as this in regards to the arbitrary deprivation of The 
petitioners guaranteed constitutional and substantive.. riakf+o Trial foumuru in this civil 
dispute; ^c bill of Rights ^Amendiaent; Fed. R-Civil P, 3ft. The, Cxipre/nc, Courts AtncldU 
§2, original and exclave, jurisdiction 6 hefelog invoked, including UCC H03.C> anda/cAj 
other applicable Uu).

^5ubmitted uiith clean hands in good fdrHl 
UMD£kLUflES6j Am]RIGtlfIs/l?£5£f£\J£j> UCC h2>o$

t^av'id ARviry
^CoreOVic InC 

140 Macon U/ay 
Marts vi tie,Tennessee 37o74

RECEIVED
dec ^ 2022



QUESTIONS PRESENTED FoR REVIEIa/

1. WHETHER THE PETITIONER IS ENIII LED To THE- PRO­
VISIONS set forth in ihebill of rights 7Mm£N5 
FED. R. civil R RULE3S: TENN.Const ART lg (o AND 

TTENN. R. CIVIL P 3S.0I

v

2. WHETHER THE TENN. SUP. CT,TENN. CC APR, AND 
THE CIRCUIT COURT ARDlTRARlLV deprived tHE_ 
PETITIONER OF HIS GUARANTEED CONSTITUTIONAL 
and substantive Right to tfialbv JuR>/ iNTHis 

Civil Action!
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^5WEm£kit oFrne basis ft>^UuR.isDicnoi\i

d_. The. petitioner hereby invokes the. judicial power of ike, U,S, Sup, £t, under ArfickUB 
§ 2. provisions, which Vests all judicial power in the 5upfeaiC (xufTJ a Ad further invokes 
his cawimon lew) rights under UCC l-103*6» 5 Bill ofttiybfcs /Wend., alom ujrj-K tnls 
iarvA^yuaranked Constitutional <; SnbstarrHi>e riy ht to TciaI bqJufcp ^ntnend, Bilicf 
fights. Tims Courhsjuhsdrd/'or? is applicable also under ^Sup, cb. Ruicj7 (ij.

'Z.Tftt U.S. Sup.Ct is authorized to issue. an cxirAondimr^ writ" pursuant-to 2# UsC^g 
t(o5l^i). However; ^.Hkouyh the issuance- of an extraordinary turifis nota m+ter<rpriyh1; 
-tV U,S. 6up.<3-/s ministerial duty 4o ferogniZE, apply and en-fbfee- ke guaranteed con­
stitutional and sulostanfive rights of petiboAef; iaHhits particular aVrld^it^p^cv 

rviaHeraf rujht; and warrants Arf. TIC original £ exclusive jurisdiction <

3, tte r^puesf for mandamus relief arises from irkrlocutof^ determinahions made bej 
two (2.) efthe Wiqhestr courts in~Te.nnessec_. (jTenn.5up.Cty l-enn. £h App.^ which arbitrb' 
rllu deprived ana prejudiced the petitioners guaranteed constitutional and substantive 
fight to Trial by c3uhj in this civil matter; *?oBil(of fights ^ Amend, fed- it Civil R 38,

4. The blatant mjscarrianeof justice, displayed by f^lenn.Sip.^h and th clean. Cta 

App- opens the. door wr-Hoe original and exdus i vc j'u risd ictiom of the IhS.Sup.Cta 
Under Ari-UT^ 2. and all other applicable, laws.



COMSIIIUTIOMAL provisions 

U.S. CorvsrH-juHon ArHckHE. s Z d~sa^. .

Bill Rigkfe (T^ AMenAi/netrir. . .

i3>)ll of Ri'atots °[ kmeMmentr - ,

Mn, Const AH', i-g 6>. . .



^-mTEMEKTOFTHE. CASE-

On May 3,1oil -Hoe petitioner filed a cii/il action in the Davidson County (
Case Mo. 2JCf?5l against Cheryl A, Blacfburn, Victors?.UohnSonjLL^and iDwnie? I) 

asserting the execution of fraudulent commercial instruments undercolor ofauttontiy 
against DAVID AKlTHONiy AVECV (Vusty, On Tune I, 2/32.1 the Circuit Cf isu.ed summons? 

for the defendants do appear and ansuJer the specific averments aaainstthem; /-ser­
ved log the t>a\/. Cnty. Sheriff^ Office on G?/i4/n, kJ\Sjz\ f (aj2S/z\).vj$\tc&}iefa. 
months of unnecessary delays, the Ciraufcr. conducted a_f fteimote, bu ToonI' heariry 
on November 4, 202J, hut tailed to Settle, the dispute- (&- Iranseript ff ffamlt nyA Oho- 
rtly thereafter, on November 10, 2021 the. Circuit Ct entered an inferlocutoru0 order 
denying petitioner civil relief, On December gi 2o2i tbe_petitionertimelyfled the? 
notice of appeal. After several appellate filings, the. lenn. Ct.App, also entered An 
inteffoeutory order denuung the. petitioner appellate relief; on August 31,2022..

The petitioner did file, a f'melu teu\e3T fetation ter Rehearing immediately after the 
Court of App. #/31/2022. denial of appej late relief/jahich was denied ujthoufcause, 
On (September 2b, 20Z2. the. petitioner initiated the trap Ruled in thelcnn.Oup. Of 

After several filinqS feinted to the Rule l( proceedings, dticleiAn.tSup. Ct entered 
order denying the ihute U submission on November 10, SC22., After these pfoaetiAgS, 
the petitioner then tendered <x Writ of Mandamus -fo the Honorable Supreme teufi 
of the U nited (SfeteS -for relief in this capacity.

Circuit Cbudj 
- Meebern

an



REASON (5^) FOR GRANTING THE WRIT-

. Xrv4Viis case, the petitioner was arbitrarily denied his guaranteed 
Constitutional And substantia right of trial by jury in this cm I disputed 
The, issuance of the Writ-of Mandamus will aid -me. Courts appdiate 
jurisdiction by authorizing the U.S. Sup. Gh +0 inten/ervs onlcp to coawi- 
and the performance at a nondiscfetionary/ministen'al act where,the 
petitioner has a clear right to such perfdfmnce^/eeBill 0f Rights 

Amend' Fed. R. Civil f?3%. issuance of-ihe writ will mofonly resurrect 
the petitioner^ guaranteed Oght-b trial bu jufu, but would also negate 
the ienn.6up. £f Tenn. Ct\ App. £ the. tau. Cmy, Cir Cfs def 1 li£non 
of a ministerial duty, which caused a grave mis mm age of justice, and 

will protect and secure the integrity of ourjudidaru and the applica­
tion of long established congressional and legislative enactments.

2,Ih this particular case, the circumstances presented before thib 
court do not warrant the (Turfs exercise of discretionary powers 
regarding the issuance e>f extraordinary writs, but warrants the 
exercise of the U.SBup. Ct.s cSupreme judicial authority to apply 
original and exclusive jurisdiction in matters where federal J 
questions of the application of legislative enactments arise u/fth* 
out discretion und-er Art. HI ^ 2i, and in the nature of f-h 
common laui; a^e UCC 1.103.^ ■

<Ci

3.Xn this instant matter, no other adequate relief can he aloUmd 
-from anu other court because the petitioner has already atiemptel to 
obtain adequate relief in the Paw CnHp Cir. Ct/Tenn JCf, Appeals 
and the lenn.6up. Otry subordinate state courts that have all /issued 
orders contfara to constitutional mandates, and failed to recognize, 
the petitioners guaranteed constitutional and substantive fight 
trial bu jury tn this matter. This shows that remedy and adequate 
relief can only be obtained with the issuance of the. wnf under the 
U.G.Cup, Cf/s ArHdem: original and exclusive jurisdiction*

of



Conclusion

Xnte; madder before dbe \JS. Sup. Oh/ ih is reasonable/ ei/i'fieed dhabihe \Airrf- 
oF Mandamus rvius-h tissue. immed label u -forbhe purpose, of aiding dne coarHs appeilate, 
gurisdicfi'oO; whith*5efi/£s do correct- and resolve v5 u bo rd f naterstate eourfinberloc' 
u+of\pjudgments and orders bktAre issued contrary -b bog osblolished cons-Kf- 
ufion^l rr^nd^hes,-bat ctearlu appear do be blatarh misearriaaes cfjusbiee. .The pet­
itioner is enbrHed do fde requested relief;

clean hands m good faith 

(dRtmis rftSEMfeP ucc {-30$
v5ubmidfed uJr 

ttNi£fi bunESS;
'AlHa

re Civic x?\i
idc Macon \J0an 

fdardsi/i lle/ Tennessee 37074-


