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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

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

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[ ] is unpublished.

(XL 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, 
DO is unpublished.

The opinion of the C-OU^Tof ,tfttt-BKE, tS\\a tkjO
appears at Appendix_B__ to the petition and is

court

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
Dg is unpublished.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
, and a copy of theAppeals on the following date: ____________

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

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

(date) on (date)

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[^L For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was OCT- 20?, 2022- . 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix__h___

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
______________________ , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix

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

(date) on (date) in

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

Berger V. united 6mr^ ■ 2flS u- s. 7g; 8fe( 1.^5)f* n+e BeppesewTKnve •. - or a 
Sovereignty.,. whose inietest ..in acriminal prosecution is not that1 shall k- 
C.AS£/ BUT H+ATJuSTloe SHALL Be DONE?.)/ BRADY V. MARYLAND y 373 U-S. 63; 87(R03j

(^suppression P>vn-ie Prosecution ©f ev/idetjcje favorable to an accused ...
Viol ate? cue process where the evidence is wMtRlw, ein+eF TD Guilt op to 
Punishment irrespective or n+e good fmtH or £>ab faith of nte ppcsEcuriLN*)/

E.ARLV U. PACKERySBl U-S. 3, g/2.0U2)(PER OURl Wl)^1 SO LOuG As NElTHEB THE 
REASONING NOR FIFE RESULT OF THe STATE COURT DECISION CONFR AOI.CTS/''/' 

HARRINGTON V, RICHTER; 5 C2 U-S. SG^B/zOll)(01 SCUSSiuG SECTION 225H(4J(U AnD/2)/ 
XM RE BROWN. H GM.HTW 873/8&l-&cH (’FTtBJ/ GRAUTEP PeUtf FROM. FIRST'DEGREE 
MURDER CONVICTION, DUE TO THE PROSECUTOR FAILED TO DISCLOSE BLOOD SAMPLE
Tes r Results. to defense prior To trial tv+w W as tu n-fe pouce Posses^ionI
VIOLATING BRADY); KYLES V. WHITLEY. 514 U-S.cfFL433,437,43g-454 (N45J I ^xF THERE 
IS A REASONABLE PROBABILITY TTTAT 1+AO THE EVlOEUCt e£EKJ DISCLOSED TO TH-E. 
DEFENCE y THE RESULT OF THE PROCEEDING WOULD HaLE BEEN DIFFERENT" "THE

individual. prosecutor H as a duty to learn of mu/favorable evioekce known

TO H+E OHTET25 FLUTING (ON ATE GOUERkIMEETS BEHALF IN THE CASE; INCLUDING 
THE POLICE''"Hit PROSECUTOR RESPONSIBILITY FOR FAIOnCTD DISCLOSE KNOWN; 
FAVORABLE B/tOEWce RFblNCTD A. MATeRJ AG LeVEL OF IMPORTANCE. IS IiUESCAPaBLE^J

VVSUCH DISCLOSURE VUILL SERVE TO JUSTIFY TRUST IN THE PROSECUTOR AS'THE 
Represent wave.. . OF A.scx/eReiGNTV...whose lureResr.,. in a criming 
Prosecution is tour h+at | shall win a case; But h+atJustice shall Be Done'/
QUOTING BeRGER. 245 U-3. AT gfe.); McNABB V. UmJtTEP STATES , 318 u.c 332/345 
{1443 V"MftRltJC.,..THemseWES ACCOMPLICES Uu VUILTuL DISOBEDIENCE OF LAW"),' 
PSJUSVLVAiUtA U.glOBE.481) U-S. 34,0.0(1487)/FUuRALHV OIHUIOU)/THe Government's 
OONtsnTVnoNAL. DUTY TO Ol'iCLOoE CONTINUES HTROUGHOUT PROCEEDINGS.)/
3TRICRLER V. GREENE, 527 U. 5. 203/280-2.81 /1444)/" EVIDENCEv WJOVUN ONLY TO 
POLICE iNVESTTCATORS AtJD NDTTO TITe PROSECUTOR^ UvTVtE INDIVIDUAL.PROS€CUrbR.
Has advtytd uearn of any favor aril euidewce Known to the others acting ou 
THE COUEENMENTS BEHrvLf IN TlilE CASE. INCLUDING TITe PUUCE W, QUOTING FyLESj SlH 
U.S. ATHBT); United STATES V. BACLeY/M73U-5. LG7yG1B(R85jfvv FAIR TRlAWO/
William v. tayLQR/Gzt v.s.42o,H3o,M3>4-^5(2-Qoo)/'^ by the terms of its opening 
(Llrwse hie statute affues'. 'vTHe prisoner H as Failed to Develop n+e Facts/ 
"■UNDEVELOPED IN STATE COURTS THE PROSeCunUJ/T) conceal/MENr of) Tl+E Facts"
'l Ovjly iV prisoner who Has neglected His R\ci+rs in state court weed satisfy 
f^2254/CK2/S TWO) CONDITIONS,;)/ FOUKTEENrH AMenOMENt/" DUE PROCESS CLAUSE^) - 

AeOPA ^AMITERRORISM AND EFFECTIVE DEATH PENALTY ACT OF mb. NOW 
LUn I FI EL AT 2B U-S-C- ■ 1 ZRSHte-lfe/^ J; 28 U-S.C. i225H(HXl)fz)/A)" CONTRARY TO y OH 
INI/OLVED AN UNREASON ABLE A-PPUCAHOJ OF CLEARLV ESTABLISH FEDERaLLWW/ AS
Determined by the .supreme court of n+c united stateg^izj "Based on an 
unreasonable Determination ofh+e Facts in Lici+t of hle eVioence presented
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. CQijsnTunoKJAL ftK)p smu/roe/ pgovtoious ikjv/olucp (cjuur.)

|m n^c srwe couer ProooedIiuo/'> ‘ 28 u.5-G< I Z25M(e)f-2)/,^jf TWe ftppucftfur 
H-FV5 pmuED TO peveeoP THec poctual BftsK OF ft cooim uj ^Tore court 
PROoeGDiKJfe^'^HftVLKiBrHOLD ok/ e/icsejuriARV Hem=uue owTtte claim"
New Pule Of oxJsnrLTictUfvL Low "lV ft factual. PFuDiovre TKftr could tuor H-oue 
PRdjiooslv Been ODCuueatD through-TVte eoaease op Due niufeQucjeT^ufFiaQjrro 
€5Ta«U5H BY CAtkf akjd coio\/ujc,iKj& evioeuct rww Bur for coosnlUlLtune crforv 

kJO &£ftJO»Oft©t€ FftCTFUUOeE- WOULD WWe FOUMD PHc ftPPUOWT CkUlOY Op TOT
uuDeKWHJo of f euse" J •
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

PeriTiOUfcR WMs uor gmekj hrw fivirirvcl" ukehsp smes v. Bccieo 

M-73 u.s, bU7/ 078 (mesh cs me PRosocutor supppesseo uwcrikl 
bccjuupmdfy exADeuce— Twnr is pennoiueR's uteMiuvirresr 
RtSVAXS FROM Tie DRW/UnJ BUDOO S CMPUe TVWT k/CS SPeciFlccllY TeSTFD 
FOR KCDHOL CUD DRUGS 
MTWHeiD; itU V/IOLWICW OF BRftOV \i. MCRVlNJD/373 U.S, 83, 87 (1^03) ;CnT0 
WCS IV DVJe PROCESS VlOLlvFl(XJTUlvrUK/D'£RMWtDTVPe PCVRUeSS OF 
Pennojers TRlcu

TH€ PWeRSlDF COUlUTY SUPERIOR COURT OF CCLFORUVC, JUDGe, Hoc. RUSSELL 
UOORF, FILED IV SUPPUcMEUrtvL DFKJlAL ORDER Gkl JOkJe 25,2021 , 
PUikJ&TlWVHL DISTRICT WORkjFV CftUUOT DlSCLOse OR FWLTD DVSCJLCZSe 
ex/iDeuce Tl+vr Does uor oasr? (see cppeuDOc-cJ. mcr uou-disclosed 
B/lOFKJce is tu possession of me RWtRsiDe couury Pouoe DeTwrMeur;
THcrme iVPR03£cxTOR THV3IV DUTY TO Le^PhJ OF CUV FfcUORcetC LVIDQJCL 

'RUGKJkJ TO TW€ OTHeRS CCXUU&, Ou THE fcoVeRUMeUTS BEHALF Ik) TTHS 
C.ASE, UOCOUDVtJG TH€ POUCef RVLGS V. tUBlTLeY/ sm-u.nm,qm37fm5J.
Due to me co>jst\runonal lfrorj it is PReJuoiunLTvmr pennoueR 
BcQj pRov/eurtDTo use me ikircxiGivrtOkj v>u me Defense; vocs 
Deppu/eo to use me inroyAcivriOfn to tuecivre me aeuiturs of 
First- oecFee murder; to Offer expert resriMouv on me 
IurtxicivrtOfO si De- effects om PerinoiUEP's state of mwd iuweu 
Pen newer iuas timeutv-timu (22) Years old at me ume of me crime; 
cud meceurence pennoueR already seRUe» in pnsonCzz years,/, 
Fujmlv, Pennojer i+as Been RePet^reuy DEmv/eo ofcu ex/iDeuncRY 
ttomno CLUceFiviUJc me prosecutors (Suppression ofTWe facts noo 
b/i deuce. me cauforuva supreme courtDeasiou cotoFliers Mn+TVHs 

COURTS PR€CeD0JT5.

PRIOR TO met KKJD VS STVUl B€KJ&



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

THc sr Are's fwiu&E to Disclose PertnoMCRs cHcuicALTCsr results that 
15 uj rue pouoe possesstou co^stitutcs m Due p roc-css—ben/v—Viot/vnoj th-rt 
Peso/reo [Ki mo uufwf? thou. ikj v/volattoki of penrioueRs coo^nTvr\6>om_PitwTs,

Tl4e CAUFOFwlrv SUPRCMC COURT DcCASKlW CjOJPULCTS MUFF THIS COURT PPeOSDOoTS. 

■ST)XKJDNeP5 of PCX/l€*U i PCfVUGHeR. HAD FILED THC HABCAS CORPUS PCRUOJ AM=P£R 
APRIL. 254/ IHH (o/ Wt+lCH THe munTCRROR-lsM WD CFf COWC D0NTH p€MNtlY KcT Or FBI? 
l^AeDPA^J LOUCRkJS. PtUTlCftflOro 16 BaRFCD UNLESS THC srw court's DeCJlSVOJ VUAS
(j)vv CouiRARy 4D; op icVixvFD no vAiPecsajyveoc wucnhom of, clchriy esrmjisH- peoeRNL 

Law, as OerervoiLTO &/ me suPRcmc courtop THeuwireo smses ^ ^wnwe thc 
STATE COURT NTOUDlC^reDUK CUHRU 28 U.sm,§225^j(U, ORfzjvv BNseo ou mu 
utjpt p6okj n©jE QcTCPMlivimriOK] of THC Facts ikj ucitr of thc ex/toe joe fRcseursD io 
THC 5THTC COURT PROoecDliuB, 14. l22 5k-(4)(2L HnRRtNeroN 4. FiCHTCR/ SU2 U.5. gC;T& 
(2011). aedpn Doe* kjdt TeouTRe amnorj— or ex/eu mF/AReuess—
Coopt Ppccedojt" so Uxji ns ueiitteR the Reason 104, mop nve result of thc state

OF SUPRCMC.

Court oeusiotu couicrvotors " pRcccoour. emmy \i. Pncrcr, 537 u.s. 3, Sfeoozj
fPCR CURIAM'L 
Leone srmuoFMRO;
AiHeUbMeur Doc -process cuAuse to disclose C£Rta-vkj e/i Deuce to cRiMiunL DeraJDAurs. 
See BRNQY W- MFR/LAL0,573U.5. 83,£7HqL3j. THC BRftpy Rule ©OCKICO TO'1 o/tOeuoe 
'RUOvUU OKJIV to POUCC Wx/eLTlCnTOPS moD tuor TO TIC PROSCCUTOR^ 5TRiaiL€R V. 
GReeUC/ 527 U-S.2L3,280- 281/FFH i- VVUT)H€ tUDh/lDUAL PRosecuFOR HNS A DUTY TO 
Lenpw of nivjy FnvornbIC o/ioauce Fkjovuw to THc others non-uc ou the £a/eRwMeui4 
Betmtf in tvhs Cns£/ Ujcxudiml, THc ponce "! ink. Nr2Si, Quorkio Ryles u. K/HtrLtY 
(FFISJ 51*40-5.4-1^/437.). THe Prosccutogs failure to Disclose Exocopnr0(?y Q/iOeuoc is 
PRlJudiuhlV iHere is a u reason npxt imoenuiuw//THAT had tic q/idojcc Beeu 
OISOOSCD TO THC DUTHEUSe, THC RtSULT OF THC PROCeCDItJC R/OXIS 14nUC BCEKJ 
DlfPcReurf Kvoes/ 514 u.s, nr*433-34. THc Ouesnoj is'v iuhcthcf Uj its nbsckjcc Tmc 

LefeuDmur) ReccWeD m fwr mm., uiuDcrstood ns n trinLRcsuotuL lu n ucroiot

VJOSJWi Of COOflDCklCef (id. NT434.J, TI+IS COURT HCLD THAT"SUPPRCSSlow BV THC 
PROsecuTiOtu Of evioetucjc fnuqrncuc TO nu necuseo-.. violatcs pue Pfooess kjhcrc 
THC B/IDQUOC IS MNTECLt'vL CHHCR TO fcOlLT Of TO PUNJlSl-HweaT/ IPReSPeaTX/t OFTHC 
LoOo FmTH OR Bno FmiH Of THC PROsccunotof (ggNpy, 373 u-s. mr 87, J. -for ASucces^Fic 
BRftOv OLfhm ReauiRes n Si+auiuo thnt thc e/ioeuce vuns; (|J FN/ornbUe id THC mccuseo/

thc sTNre PPLsccwrofs it-nuc a Dory Ukjoef thc FouRrecuTH-

(■2.) 5UPPRCSSCD By rue pposccunoiu/ NUDl^J PRCJoPIQInL. Sec SmCRlCR/527 U-S. nr-224-82.
fiUAio/^ thc clurts ecerasc of its suPefv/isoRy ponjcrs Pisorecrs thc iwreoRiry

Of THC FEDCRNL COURTS NWO PFB/aJTS OTC COURTS FROM" MTOUO .Ti-duseu/es
accompuccs l-vj KJiiFbLDlsofseoicucc OFLmuf MCrinBB m. uiUirep srnres/ 318u.s. 332/ 
3 45 (ms).

1*4
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12£Wt50U5 fgf GRKMonufoTi+e permoto
rCQkJT. )

1\€R€, THe state ofcauforgia two hoopped tite fwerside couury 

supeptoR court 9xamjq= uo rtf suppucMeMmu dekhal order that is objectively 
uupovokjablf: afjd cojtra<dicts rms court cokjtroiuug prec£D0ot puRsumuFTO 
Kvles; 514 uv. at 437(IJhf Iiudh/uyjal prosecutor Has H-Oury to learkj op may 

Favorable evioojce k.uowKno the omen's ncnwc outhe GoueHuMEk/rs BeHacfFJ 
TVHc case; imcluoivuC the police?.). MCPeoueR,/ Perm goer Wad esta-bush-ed a-

BFAPY V/lOLATlQJ By SmOUCLV PClVikJC OR A SIMILAR STATE CASE UWDEf?-Ty P€ BFOWUy 
n CaL 4TU 813,881 - 841 (mg>Jy TI+at GRamted ReueF FOR a Due process LioIagoj 

AMD CITED RUD QUOTED KYL£S . (ibid- 17 Cnl. 4m FT pp RT7- 881. PFH.). PeTTHOJER 

HaO SATISFIED AIL THREE SHovUWGs OF(l) FAYGRABlE 10 TU£ Accused,YzJ SUPPRESSED 
BY THE PFOSECUnOKj; AUDf3/ M ATOSmL/ PREJUDICE.. (Sec .STKlCkLEgy 577 U-S. AT 281 - Sv.

THE STARE OT CALlFoRWlA IS STILL Ci/PPPESJU-JG PermOJER's CHEUICAL 
TEST Results lu V/lOLA-now Of PSMkJSYL\Muia V. RlCHlE (1487; 4S0U-5-34/LU (a PROSECUTORS 
Duty to disclose is oucoitJ&J/ BRtMDYy 373 u-s. av 87. the. Lavu stated U<sua+ disclosure 
Wjill sefue to Justify TRUST ItJ THE PROSECUTOR a s ^the PepResewr ath/g . OP A
Souereiguty,, . vuHosE lurePesr,.. \u a CptmhJal PRosecurokj is ijotti+at I shall Mil

/ /

A- casey But that Justice shall be Doue(jR/LESy 514 u.s. at 434/ quotuje Berger v.
UUtTED STATES. 247 U-S.78, 88ft43b)- SEE ibid. ArH3BC^ THE PROSECaTIOWS PESPOMSI BUTTY

for faluuc to Disclose kuqwkj, payor able euicajoe Rlsiuc to a material leYeL of
[WaPORTAUDE IS ItUESCAPAvTuE ■'). A^flMRIRiA^W AS DEKHED. BAGIEV 473 U.S. Ar Q7 %,

OJHERefOPE/ ATTHV5 STAGE Of PROoCEDlt JUS yTHE CAUFORUVA SUPREME 
COURT RULIkJC 13 AM O&JEOW/elV UMREASOMABLE APPUCaTVokj OF CLEARLY ESTABLISHED

UuiTcD STATE'S SUPREME COURT LAW AS PROiOOUWOED ID RYLES/5)4 U.S. ATM-17.

eaa peon art he ARHJC.;
STAMP ARPS OF REVIEW? pertUOUeR FILED THE PeTlTlUJ FOR WRIT OF HABEAS

CORPUS .AFTER THE/ WHICH IS GOvEFUED BY THE AMTUfFRCRVSM AMD EFfec-TVYE DEATH 
Pe-JALW ACT of l44Ey Uovu CODIFIED AT 2.8 Q.S.C,^Z254(&L2)y Tl+AT RESTRICTS TVhE 
AVAvLABlUxy OF AM eUlOEKm ARY HeARHJC LM FEOERAE HABEAS PROceEDUMCS. "IF 
THE APPUCAMT H-rvc FmOED CO DEVELOP THE FACTUAL BASIS OF A CjLa4M UU STATE COURT 
prct FEPtbJCsi4z2j54(fcX-2J srATe5/THEU the H-abeas courts shall mot Hold ad evuseuH f^py 
i+CARUUC DM THE CLAIM^UuLESS IT FIkjD5 TWO COuDinoUS WET. Xbtd. 

lecaustakjdard : uuder 2^u.s.c. I•2.-2.54feKzO a pehuokjer Hayeto meet oue. of
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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