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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

[}j(For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
M is unpublished.

; or,

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix & to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[A is unpublished.

[yl^For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix_Q-__to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[vf is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

bitFor cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
'LoU.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).

[ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Mov, 2^ 2.0^2. 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix_^

[ ] 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

• +he Cjonsfitufioncd (guarantee of- <fc a mean! rgfui opportumVy to present a

Complete defen.se} roaV-ed m tbe Dae Process Ct ause o-f tV>e Pourteenth Amend raenf 

Or ttie Compel sory Process or Corfrootation c-lauSe erf fVvft. S(YfV\ A meet mevf

* The. rigyf to counsel under fn-e Sixfn Amend moot tV\af includes a. 

ri glnt -Vo representaf on frvf is free from. cordf cfs.
co y<ee\ cyf ue

* Toe duty -Vo \Acquire imposed upon a final court by tVi-e Siy.-Vn Amendmerf-

Due Process Clause of fne- FoarVeendVv Amendm-ent tbiat obti abates 

fae prosecutor fo cl \ soVose, eo<Gel patory in-forma-Vion.

° TV\e

Tbe. Due Process unci (actual Pmfecfon Glauses. of “Hne

Amendment fV\«t assume a. poor person ofey uata appellate

Fourte-empty

review,

* fne pourteentln Amex\dment ngtvV -boat forloids fUnda.rrventa\ unfairness 

in foe. use of -eAndlence, vOnetVyer frue or faVse-

•* the Due Process Clause pnfe-<fs foe accused against C£>n.vicfor\ -exeept 
upon proof beyond cv reasonable doubt of e\jery fa.cf necessary to co institute 

~VV\e crime with yrsiVucW V\e IS charged-

° The Sixth Am-endmenf right to a Speedy final, and fourteenth Amendmenf

* TYve. Fifth A mend mem Due Process Clause, frvaf prohibits appr^dmsi on of 

vi n<f ctiv/«nes»s,

« Trve accused rig Mr to trial before flo davjS, assured Mott tt-VT'A

3_



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

X, Procedural flrstor^
On January 5. 2-0f^, X ir*as \AcPv cn-‘o-l2/l and oneindicted on on-e count of

C.ou.nf of VACA ^1- 6- 2>A (if) aforesaid to f rawsplred on or about or befujeen

_V vJnS or rcu ^YveclfVve 5vh day of February 10^^ «a<A 10 bn day of Harcb, loll.

Set “for April 3o? lol^, tout a, continuance. waspeJorucMry 2? lOlS and fried was 

Sought due. -Vo Incomplete. dl<scUv/ery. From fne arraignment to tne Tanuary 21^ 2010

on

Continued seven -times witf no diScussiory of pl«a orfried date, fne case was

Incnase in cfiarges. Trve Conti nu.a.o aes wore due. -bo anvesoiyecb discovery©inan

issue.

On February 3, 2020, after choosing to not p\ea guilty to MCA Al-s,-33 U>), X

Defense, counsel and the State committed fo fried
invoked my ^uvy ftial ngtvt

Cause ft XOV5-OodbCf-VC -for February 4, 2022. Tne Caseon Melt nn-S- ?>3 (ifl m

C^ofnaed for April 2020 term due to tie Stat not resolving f-e

cdfejc tVic fa^dar, XI, 2.020 “trial date.

was

untilinculpatory t/vidente iSSue

On FeWanj d, 2020 o Mod At -11
fie xAJ'tness l>sf on February 3, 2020.emd

i uc! d«-nf d dt C.,gUasbed Uue to it stemming from emoltyur fe-bny 

X was a 1 SO ruled fticd Evidence, from /juhsn.“spc-ncer, A u.p to ffaroVi VO^ Q^oYl

on ■sameWas

woutd be oidmissiHe during final.

discussed foe. feat fVia.trOn tternary 5, 2020, myself and defense, counsel

4.



•£'td<V'i5 ^acebooW page hat been cJeAc>Vw«te4,, WAeong

cxdml^^k. MArtoo^n tVi-e v/tcAbn

UlS
tbe /ju\'tSa.sf>enoor.

rut eA "Vo betgcAtvanng -evvAervce Abat was

PebnAavg % 2020, ttee page was \ront cal\gm Sbe bearing Qnwas not present

oL-He-r Xbe rating the socuat mectt®. eA/.etence*boars<Aeact-w«icVect or>Yg

^mc',\ that 2 aU not pie*. gathg bg Pebyuang 1, 2°205 the
Couqs*\ <AtSa\os-ec\ m

of MCA S~V6-33 C"0 cuiAeA anA. AviaA wooM WeADh waaVA Via\r£ one COU-'O-V

-Vvoo coants oA b\cA cel- & 33.on

bWdo Ug 2020^ aowVrarg -Vo ang ^discussion or n^oViaW between the

■entire '7(o2 <Aags oftm mv| V-eWmany

O'O

state anA be tense coansb^ Havtg Vtaag, an

MCA AT-5-33 lb) the State reV ameA a AWe, count2. 201? arrut grvment on

t steA of -ho or counts. of tACA Xl ^~33Super C&Aing \n4\ctraent, Xno inAtchment const

rAing to the.count of MCA 51-5-33 lb), Aiich was i A entice A t(l') an4 m woone

of HCft Al-b-St tb) trWc*t was rveA/er chsmtSSecV., StAt activeoriginal tn<4tdw«t

Ap-n\ 202.0 term, AfVer \nvjdhirvg rag right to 

a gang -Vria.1, X wort -fyom -fa.uv\g up to 25 ejervrS at bn ct\ -to "faxo tag tup to 200, 

On Xulg 28,2020^ 53$ dw|s otdtetr original indictment., crnA So2 dags

brought to Anal. X

and com mbted to tma\ ova

aX+eiir

cirratgVveAorigin a\ February 2^ 2o\8 aVTaignirtent^ X

On -the -exact Same, cV\cx.rge in simaVtaneouS \v\aictmerits -for reasons drUwted

wasW cAS

society interest.’’* Abe motive, -for dW. saporcedtnjw'tbt i m prppciebg an A no

5,



tr\<4 _ Pyx>\)en V>\y ttve. februo. r^bdca'^se X insisted. on a gar\|\ndioi merit was ^o\eV^

a possibility ofV\aug that informed me of onVj 

c\"l- lo-’2>3 (~l\ Xs XhcvY not upping the ante And apprehension oX

v^Uldrwfcnesd ( BtoWy v. P<^,4H a.s. H,M,14 S. U 101? (wb

OY\eS5 l&io emaX Xrom

Count of

Duv;n3 Wlo seve,ra\ con shtuf, anal Errors occared, Saab as p^-jury,

ojVori«\ miscwmducX,, abase of d^screXori,, an4 canfhet oX interest,

rendered on "XuVvy 2^ lolO tor "U Xw* e-owts o~X b\cA

imme4i cXetj imprisoned. SentencAng waS Set dor August

o„ A^ast MS, 1010, -follow^ ^ gaAA, o«a.a, a po«-t™v Pua

m iVe Obtibbeha CoanAj

XAC, prosec

A sguiVKj \f-erdict VAl AS

cmd X was

X01D„

Circuit Court, X was sentenced to
was

m cusWnj cX -Whs HOoC, vj‘X -fwe \]ears suspended on M<d\X welve vjears

t><te2A Cb).

~|J Federal Habeas P-etvYi on
On N\o\iember 18.^ ZQlD.' I Xded A notce oX appeal from tVve Xvnal judge 

rulings in PX& Motions. X also Xd-ed a handwritten petition fbr ontA

about F&1oyu&v\| 3^ Xollconviction ova orof badeas Corpus cV\a\\-engmg m\j

the record from tbe MS Court ot Appeal^ X immediately contactedAXer r ece-i c i ng

theon seeding -to Yiewe mg am.ended motion an4 npe^X-Y Xned hearng q. part 

Prior F> the court Sending a response, fo m-g moth on ^ X uoasof Xne. record.

X co utd gettransferred to another XacihXg. cApon arrival^ as Soon o.s

4>.



\-eMw etndabou^ <msjmccV-e^ca, X wrote the coorr sn^rm^

■extension -Vo Xde brief, XW. motion

I was placed^, m SohWj ConhnemeM

UA da^vjs, pending pYvstechwe OASt-ochj-

Some

mouVeA around htaroh.. XXWasSeeVung a.

ctmOal -Vo
2,011 „

CMCV- cvnd rernavned there.

motions -Vo supplement theX received cones^ondence. con corn mg rn^

April Qi* A. was recpAe'stiwg cjiSS istanceon abouirecord ari - cx'f'v e^xtensi OVA

Xr^m XlAP, Wt was not obfainmg adequate tools rvee-Aed, "Vo prepare

arvd Cod Q^«aV Oybrief. TVve clenchyne wJas Apy-iV CC., 2,011^

X SWOA not W smcVio-neA, X expressedApril 11, loll. X <.*p>l ained 

how X was placed in lochdown pendmg pmVeoW

notice on

stodg. X -explained "ha atCAA

CvSS l S+QAC^ -Vo Complete-X c\id n«=V Vua'jo adegoate. writmc) supphes or proper

State court appeal bneC X e-\ren. disclosed the \nhumane treatment Xm>vj

WAS expenencAng in lochdown. I Montenegro, 2>VS X, S<V

X dad nd have odecpaVe Supplies. XLft? research c*nd spiles Xor

ceh delivered. Xa^ reps will not send more than VO sheetslegcd wiorh are

-the "first week. of\Aieeh. A pen. Co la Id onVj he techoesVedof paper m one

;-fXse onv^ wag -Vo see a representative vn person \S

X was Confined \n a cell -Vhat d\d not Vtcxu-e

vyou.■Cada month.

rnaiVinp oVo ccurvents,, 

ddHe nor chair in it, and the, revested research

are

dehuerCcV tbiroue^yWas
C\V\

1.



Service aV CMCF, X- Wd ^ cWecd Wgc\\ a^'i?+ance. 

e-SbalolisWad XnaX^in gene»ra\o pW| siceA 

\s required/” ( &re*n v. Ferrdl^cA F- 04 1^,111 ( 5^ Cm 1W access I 

Viad \s cle^Fy n«V oX a\ VeasX e^uwl Calmer do direcd access, ( ftb4u\- AWaar 

WaV&x^TlS F. Supp. m^tvemain and varnished-

c\ ddapVhxXed mailing

Xo -Wie \ a\AJ librawjaccessX+ \ s eA earl 'i

V,

H00C does

dbe SCOT OSnoV provide od^uMe access Xc Xbe course cus required Wy

^ "Vo 'T'O.CU lm Bounds. Sending requested 'research Wan^ maA and OY'iUj comm

S-eX cov| e\«'im oX being imp-ed-ed Wydocuments is wof c\vrecd access.

Xinem-enV Was been c\ i sracj arded-* ?

-Wk XlAP SxjsVem cmd la Soldcmj

X disclosed swom sXe*W\emfs Xvom oXner tirvmcdes aV CMCF di selosmg

eon

aad XbA?. As X ashed dV«. Dishn'cf Co^rvoibn vy-\oul delivony+Vie issues

XuVy \i0 1Q1\ response^66 Fum much cton-Vrol oven receiving supplies'ni posy

looheA msUe of cx. oeH Od)"! and depertdanXvajVxO \ Sdeeded does a man

assist add givje ouh mail Y\cwe .shorV sVafX prison -Vo pnof»exV|uporv. cx.

brioX,do -filedismissed -Fair -Fcu\BAvj Spade CjourX apped was open i ng au.re

BaP^ as X disclosed 4o Abe. sXa.de eau-rd ^ disXnaV coud^ and Courp oX

f ,

Appeals bhh CircMtX, X did noX Wave <xc\ecya«Xe supplied 7 aWV\

a bmcX iv\ Solilan| Confinem-eriX,

Violadnon^

includes a oKaiv and -Fable Xo prepure

Xn Vkxhcas peddnon A- raised -Yhe cAairnS erf V CO Speedy Xvnaj

%.



(X) Jf\C (?0 Prosecutorial and dudw_ic*A FAvScanHurt^ (\Aolation a~p cv

Paw Tnal^ cmd (b) Prosecudorval XF'ndi ot-vvene-SiS. OWc DistinctF and avnerrkal \vj

-Foy- -Fad Ao -e-yWausP,areC^urY claimed I W\^ 4o csfalolislx caast

Cousr*$r ruted. tWa claims praoedavraAbj depavxl-HdOva 0arv-^a'fNf “10>1SL ^ -Y'ne

hatyetts Corpus vcdV prejudice. mo-pans Hom\c\ disnWSSed

dismiss v-yer-e onlg <denv-e-d.

COA V/oiW\ -Vne_PTanuury ^17 ^021^ X FrWd Q noFce

Unrted States CLoueA- oF App-e.oi\so F>FtW Cira-nt. FV-e <gue%F<on^> r<xv<i-e,d

On

‘CO S,Viou\d a pctvbvoner cAedvas te curvs\der©4 notin tWe motion vNOre

cogrti cable -For -FecleraA Katao-S re-weai v/dn-en W\ 

aFfeoked0 m d aced5 and substantvall^ \nFected Pg constHruA-iancH v\o\aFonS 

-faU gavg HvFal? ( p«3e M avd s\ (i) Is H consbtaWonal do consider

Waiver oF tWe right -Vo aUecje a speedy

pOSt--tr\ci\ pl-ea \AJcvS.\ s

\n a

C\ gu\Wv^ plea. v«bcA and a

vsiln-exe Hbe petit oner WaS gone dbroagW ar\-tv-la. I violation m c\ case

been induced k*-/ Fw State's-VVxocV Wasendire gunj trial pri or -to tVve. plea

con stvVuSoaalillegalities? (page S\ (3) Has a peFtion<a- mtell igenAPj g.v-erx up

W Wafc not been informed tWaA We Canned be p an i sWi ~Fdr
ri gWVs v^b-en

oF perjury -and be Con wet ed \n Wo’\ aVioninvoking Wls g unj trial n gVt

S')( page



(4^ XYte-fundamental miscarriage of justice e/eeptiori is in^e^uatt c\f\A

C page €) CO Poes am

gWkj- based cVialVenge7- (p*}« rO (id H>a. »s

tbe ms-tan-t case.\neffej0i\ve m protecting fne accused m

p\ea vvjaV'/e a subsequent

-fair mupping foe ourrte -from 9-40 years at "Vna\ t> ‘2'°° v/ears

assured by fne 5^ ana Amend meM?
cvccordunce wifn due process

if) (fl VMHnV reasonable mmded petitioner would ttatab We would need

amended mcrti on X How do ■you.

( P9-

J\o -Pile a notice of appeal

deliberate deeepbon of a Court und gurers by fbe

on -tWe

Stale of
ov/MooV-

COU.W accessbnewn fats* testimony? (pg. lO M1 eWm of inadequate 

due do rvot Waving dWc* access and being m solitary contnemenl

‘jActernents *f w>rr\ ctWer l nmakesand X disclosed swornat so arguedwas

cOooaV -tn@> ddupvV«ted maA room and inadequacy at tbe weeby XLAP

form^WmcW falls below Bounds.

On September 2>Cq lOl'l1

tool X faded to rncAcb tWe recyj.\srVe sViowing, As sucW, I was denied 

ex, Co A on unresolved claims fml Abe \mportar\oe is supposed t=> bc 

Correof a f undamentcdly unjust incarceraf on^ not tWe form of 

procedures, \)v& "Vo Counsel net confirming tas V-nowt-edge of peg ary

Hay Q.^ loH^X was unaVAe

Abe Cifttn Crrcuit denied CoA, cd aiming

and

dwerg&nce In interest concerning pevgury until on
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do discov/er -the COnf\icd of \nferesd and ''Vs offtd anfd neco-Wj dwo gears 

\aVer. TVve. dwer3en.ee of inferesds aVsO gave VigWV do Vv>e and id4ed \03aH-g 

Caased bg \faa.g V>CAng a jusfioe. caarf gadge in OUdbWVm^ na\c\^ 

and doe dvial j acYge fedow cA\| emp\ ogees. VAcuxo^s go^nmed-d

V\e

wndd affer corv^n cM onodscAoSed do me or rrwjpo^'-Vvon \aj as r\cf

« * . *\
-fd-ed. X cdso SOagVd do daw dv\cd gndge. 

and for fY\e Bradg v/io\a.f\c*n do row e-wed -ffcem Wve acfaad

-fad axe
and PC-K- mdi<n was

+D mepyure

nAOC-td edatvn of NAuma-g and Scddup sdandard.

affi'dcwds dWcd cA-eavdg sboWSDespde me cdscAosmg emqd and

inferssv dWc^ed wfn mW a* Vne coarse of acnn perWrfn^

\n gar red

f\aag1 S

and fW CjdoxVconsfifaf\cjv\a\ v\o\c(Vioa of p-ergarg nT\ eAj-e\r
-Vo ~W>e

pcden1m\ eonfUcf of infexesV of Haaoj bemg j as Vi ce

Cx>arf of .Appeal s ol 1 Sr33curde<d

fbeConcern \ng

Court 3adeje m dbe oifg of SfarWodVe., -Wve 

VfoV low ag and Sad wan bg ^oV granting eAAdonfiavvj WeAnng^ c\aim>n^an

nod made. Moreover^ fV>e Coarf emneoas^a prima fane sfiowvng was

Was rnade \V\ rr\g \nrVsal ^ X'Z-Bddried gadge failure Vo \ncjaweo\a»imed

nof. LaffVvj, fbe fiffn CircniV faded +0 appd^

Srndvi v\o\afon and XAC

app\\Cadon, wVweVi \S> Was

fde ScVdap and Carrier <^Arcvn.&cxrc\ OJnoemmg

of acfaa\ innocence do be exdaded^ deprd^-fVi ad caused m3 ewdence

a



a. compMe defense • 1 a^°of a meanin^\ opporf un dry fo present-m-e

rotecfi onS of o^rC_dr\SfrV<ati<jnalofnof afforded ftve fed l pouno ply P\MUS

^W\4 AW Sfate be a\W«a f* ^s<ud fm^al
PAoreouery vohyConstitution.

erf CQvrstVfu.tiovra\ errorS fbaf 1t\eir misconductr
default rules 4o preclude rex/iexo

1 AC <ae»a^e4 Ale errors fo be ignored «+ A-ym^

of conflict interest., Caviare -Vo impairs.,

anted CA. -full and fair IneaYing. Despite

and

CUAjd actual
lY>e claims

me
Wav-e mot bemnocent*

be,o3 ciecWeA iMljtnt m UM m Ue OUtUU Co^

(V cult Cqu.w, AppW./- C shows -Vv“-T Caas» » - Ts- OOSIU CoA

COStS of appeal., vJftich IS a d-erv\ a l
dismissed, -for -failure to puywiaS

X uias. nut afford eel udcycipd-eof -egaal prof erf era of fW \u\Ay as

due fo me being a. poor person. ( Griffin v. Illinois, 3*olup pal l af e reA>v €aaj

( IA5Io) IVvere bc\s not been -foe semblance, of c\ fulA andU.S. \2, It* S. Cf. SS5

A .

ftte. State, court did nof reach nn_d decide fbe issues offaiir heari rg as

Sam, 3U U.S. 2t3^$3 S. GT. ff5 ( Vtb^f) dWfact tendered. ( ToumSend V/,

fifth Circuit cmd| dismissal b>y fVve State couyf dasdenials \=> thef

vnjv-if of cer-fiorart.led do fViis

&mdUj Violation ( Actual laioc^ce')

Fourteenth Amendment violation. of due process by fbe State c\-eav ly
nr.

fne

affdd ffve Consensual nature erf my August 1%, Co2.0 post'trial plea

II



Vha.\ VV\aV Brocky v. May\y lard,f u \ l iVhaV \aj«s enVcred \% davjs after a ^1

Vio\diS Vne SVcde \€cjci\ kj ohl IgaVed -Vo ck $o\as-e e/calpa+o^

Vtd -fried. /^S rvoVed Ha-VVhevJ v, Tohnsor^ 2x>\

\tne of coses

anc\ irYNpCacV-ivag -©wdemce pnor

F- 3c\ S53 c CA 5 woo) ** The SCOTUS has noV as \)«V nded arx wMhher a

fcfdure Vo disclose material evtcalpaVooy informafon pvaor 

cjU\Vhy p\ea vioVaVe Vhe h.S. CorvsWah on. 

report ard cpesfon Vo he answered 

\A)as Vhe BVaYe noV responsi bVe for Vhe cfscAosure of per^ar-ed

Vo
pvosec.aVo,r'>S

v> The Vi me has Covwe
enfny of a

i-Vh -Vwe wos-Var-V cas-e.-for such VO'ar\

cmc\ sochch mebu <T -£AA'der\Ch aV rosy Vha\ c« T^vj W, 10^0

a. due. process VAo\ahom^

Vest) moovj

VhaV VvcvASp \ r ed pvd or Vo VArxe p\-ea? Xc \V Oof

reusor\aF\e effarV^ -vhs. -VvVaV S+aVe. ^ Or <V ef emS8-
Oespde eAjetry

‘XWichs maVeha-lvmVV\ Vhe cXlscojervy 'mcluVnn^Counsel has provided rr\e.

( 1% aS.C- 'Sboo) X have requested. "the. cA«.wr\ of p-eryav\y voas newer

and vW«S wed coaVvVnaed \r\ v\mfi Ucj h\y CouiAS-elVhe Sfafe.addressed hj

aWex Vhab -ISrfV X Safe VoVAasj V!>0 h02d0 nearby Vvjo -yearsunVd on

SVaVo shouAd ncV he. granted fme privilege of asserfingVhaV Vhe

m\ SCsorvdafiV'vCnere VV\evr ovor\proceda.ra\ defaaf ruAes Vo pfecVade yaAe\N

Vo he. \gr\ored,o.ud -fa V are Vo abide hvy Q. \ec^al obUgafiorv

fried? The Schdup andi Carder standard has noV be assessed.

caused •crvo'T

aV
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v \ oY\ w Ye syVW ed Xa \ s eAyOn YT'Wy W3 2.0'Z-O^ aunng -VVie YWal, YWe aWecyed

/ju\ Is a. spencer. 5 -face took- voas Yap*., oreaYed Voy a

/ypWdaXYs -from ajiYnesSes ©Y- YWvS

YesY\Y\'e<Y YYnaY YV>e

j€a\o as €.*. oQ Y\er Watoy’s d addy.

WYYYa CarcavY, ~TY\aY Same day vuYvem YWesYaYemenY wjchs pnov/id-ed +o -YWe

cOanseA YWaW X vucmVed Y-^ YoOccur e4 X o\'t ScUSSed uO\YV) myperj ary

a-M mYorm YWe CoarY. ErrvaAs Yv-ora XuV^ V\^ 2 02.0 

X a\so <4\<,cAos-edl -Vo YWe. F^XVV\ OrcuY^

aYYa ok YWe per} ary

voY\\cV\YWaV X Se-rrV Yo Ha.ug

YWemV orm aVi o y\ con oer n' perjanysWovajs X provn ded coun%o\ v-JdW

We agreed Xo (disclose.YWaY

Xu\y 3>0 -Vo YWe XaAy Y\ gadYy verYtcY^SeY tor\«Jn Waal tonYouaV 

coanve\ and -YWe XVWe cX d rvoY Yang ended ly cdYemfW Yu mctp. YW

on

oY penary toouin Yo Yoe CO'orY or jarOVS..Cjo n.sYWuYv or\a \ vj \ o\ ccWoa

Orv XuYy So^ 2o2to Aw X wias YesVW Vra\ jadge rMed my

<SoWa\ medm -e/vActoace. cjaYWered Yrom /juWsa. spencer. S '

pans aariW Yo Wed.

, lO^V YWe. SoeiaY

admissiblesr\

-YWe -false. 'VesWmany., erroneousbased Sa\ <Wy or\

a CWarnbers^ 4^0 d.S,. aY ZSVrdl ^ 33 S. OY

\!n«. aY deYenseas iY SWoujed YY-O. toleged

EuW. dot <aw

rne<Avc\ -eaVAc\ -exa oe \ajc\S rv>v/

\AcWm porY rayed WexseK Yo We l°l, andexsY-cund lag c‘ «y4*’ 

essenXW eleJrnerrY \n HCA dl'5-33> (<oX TWe Xdg 31 \jerxXcY

\ s c\r\

aJCA S>

w.



owVn^d wrt* +a\se ( KWu* V. U.S. JW, Wi^ %. C.+.

^•Vo^-W. do dvscAose E>mdy rnadericd 'n

/juhsn. spencer. 5 and feared So.ppres.s-ed

4-he dorm
W"B (\<\^\) The negle^d Off dhe

-eAAc\erifja -fromcd Social medva

cxnd desdimany X 'relied on do prove my

-false desdivnony

innocence.
CnViccd evidence

uOtxSeA/Cdence \oaSed onsocial media.diveEy cluclm g

s. CLd. 2-HZ)Ifenbachy., U.S. VobViol ad\on„ C C

do establish '^nocen.oa.j QS ddve, alleged v\chm pretended 

disclosed do toe considered by dhe yu''rV- 0^

rane v.doe process

do be 1°!^ vo<aS n-eA/er

eovnmddedy ncjca\ o st mymadt QWdte of the pwjuya\ so \ajas not

dh-e ease vr» a deC|yate\y pretended. ( E>rady
reguesd and mteresd, leaving

Ee-Hs, 3\b UA. d?»So Milo, Id S. Cd AfhcWhs also SWooo thcd"
v.

di s closed do roe d-Wadoonfsr med tVxad She nevercdi m-the al \ eyed

\b. Parsaand do Ccxnder and S.dn\ap^ all od the soaa\She was. only

discovered Social media-Vocd vroas excluded., dVie newlyOTl<ed l C\ -JCAAcX-^htCdL

cr **>Gf* n-ed^jevidence, disdosuye od perganp and -eydordion Scheme deShnooOy i

Considered , ( Cohlap w UA- ad 32^ US S. Cd. «5\

coernsd be\ng inert pertaining

widh his cliches \nderesds mast

v S

cmd musl he

do dducCldcs') The Cir cam stance of

C onstvtudional violadiOn on divergence

lo O S. Cd- ada\so W* considered. ( Culler u. ^od'ioav.7 Mdlr U.S. cd S5to n 3
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nix') ^ premise o-f XAC is Hao^ Wen) o* ^ per

odYr>\SSlW>le., Nj-e-\ V\-e -fcn\e<davxd -WiccY -VWe SOcia\ medm Helena ^aJcas

aowsAdaWoncd v/ioNcdron of and oppose SirenOus\^

\ru\vng o-f Arncd ^adge concernw^

•€AAc\ejr\oe dHa-V proves, m\j mnac-enct. An-e mast We, a -g \«Ad -Vo dWe. imperative

of Corrednng a -fund amended W, a^us* inca’f^aA. ( &ngk, dV>lo U.S. nd \B5? lo2

si<dov~wg -fa\rW^ a\A of" dtae evad-ervee.

presided wouU nod Hmre vaVed do *vruA we umlwsWa^ dWcd dVe

do d i sc\o se dVie

dWe socAa\ \medvc\"We O/vorvecus

$. CA-. aV \%lle) A r^sonaWU dLVro'r (Lon

dravorv v-adn reference -Vo a rec\SonaW\e\ine Voedoj-een. w-vaocervce cmcd gadd «S

doidaV.

Sd-ade^S 'fa.Auve do COnr-ecd perjanj^ -Wva. dvda\ ^ovetg-e 

pw-fovmo.noe. and denv-ed me cwg meoun\v\.gfvd 

a. complete defense \cNy e/cdadincj proWa/A oe.

aWoad /ju.V\sa. spencer. *b and

Based on dVie

I rrVejrfjGxe-dk vno \"dVi coU\ASe\">s

o ppo rdvrn \\~y do pt es-s-vd

adm\ssi\ol-e eddirnt^ and desVimonv| 

e^dorvW ( \AMWg \j. Israel licU F. id You f CA 1 \<dS^ Counsels

m<xcd\oa caased me V) bx deprived of a £andamenta!Wj fair deied
O&AJA

accU^S-er. 'pv/idence ColW^tedand a. mean weeded opporYan\d\^ do ejovnrfvo'nrV" mvj

v . \
vs sditV ad-ive^adder dried das. a. Ho Ween dvscXosed dV<cid &Wov\>s dWe. page

do -3" w V vj i d ^ xooodW cWde of VdbdW vs>aS. changed Aram ATlxWj Hg Vddl

l (©.



C-omm ccd-e/b vodV\ 1 mvy\-ed a ode £umXy or\
C/VOvA cVion Sd-e- 

/judlscu.. spemocir. and posted

a-^dex

oXoud V>ejr ra«AAj'oovn -Wve. ediAd sWe v/ous

cono'rn\'H€^ ^ex^^AVNy davavocj dviaX SiacVi -eX<de-»AC_a-

p^ba+ivfe. ( ^cWWp^ SH> u.S. ad US S. cd. 

ccdnnds ddund dW. -fcds-e, desdlmang cA-exvrbj Wpp^wed. As

p'reCjvacAn'V v/^vVW vvA/vex\

\s dsa nwJ ar\c\

D-eden S-e, catva se\

•ejVH deATLce and Axs+iwonSuicV>0 X wias walafe do pxes-exvY pccYo'Cvj

aS X voas -Vy\<X^.o\ \o\y dVve. aWeg-ed Vich*v\,“Vo \rvxs^ \ VWA O C_j^X\

"One CO\avncMan ma.sd be reversed ^ CASSemHid +na\ <mr

ocoarea. ( dWpman v- California, 3>*lo U.S. «•

(l%^

C-cm Id Voe d-cxng^VlaW^ axga^d dW dW conSdifcxKoncd errors

consensu. <U naduxedm cx\ d\ d nod a-fdocd dtae.and XldC \n dVt-e. ^uxvf

posd ~ dm ad p\-e«"? SViou\d dVcft.

cVedraudd \Xn-en -VV\eax mlscondacd cvad XdC So-ppress-e<r\ -Wve 

1W Court dU nrt cooCuter -fairly a\\ rf -H™. rtle«rt

aw port-w\ pi««. v. vAJobWojten, ^13 a.s.

Sdode b>e p«xmdd-ed do cAadm p-roc-edamed
nnvj

ad dmad"?■exro'c

do C\ rnadevaaAp-exda\mrgS. Cd. \343 (dA^V) (0 pevgaVNf

. CX) Defend coamd Wed do ^a\di\V WU pvomlse oX dlsdos, Ag

c_o m«i tdV&d

ddve.
nna.-H«->r

rendered- CM) X ajc\£> sdnpgedCo^dtadiona\ W\crWm (s') A cjal^ Vended vaJcaS

IT



\ mmec\ i, a\eA*y i mpn so vned on ”3u^'j ^' -, 2.02 0 a-PfeiraS if \AJa.S<y? rr\y liberty ^

_L was ;mpnSon-e^ on a gavV+x^ \ja>rdicdr yohene na^-pne cjui'fy v-erdic¥.

-final y i ghf was c.ovnnnens o\ irafe-Vy ahtnolgef, V\ a\ a-c) "VoI w OiS

Suf^c«-ci incj indictment du« fo apprehension or?
COUV'V on fViQ fore. count

the State and defense c.oaAS-e\ m\Scor>4uc-V caus-ed thex^ndictweness^

toASWu-hcnal -errors to V*e ignored of +r\o\ , defense Counsel would

of- qo-Koa of chs<dos nn^ the per j any asnot c.arnj oat the course

ugreed upor\? counsel would not consider appealing tW CAS-& unless V>4

•Pamd'p fh-e law carvno+veins paid in ^mII^ and d was a vou-y fVoYTi rn^

measure the force erf the \nf \ u*noe. us-ed., or sleade upon tdfs effect upon 

mm.4, ( HopV v. Ut&h., \\0 US. SlMyq S. Ct- Zc>z) It has a parad ig~■mxj

ma+ic. aWst c£ discretion for fee Court fa base its judgment Qn an

P>rac\^^ Sdrvlup^ ©rid ‘ahri oVdand^ aa4 Cranio. ( Cooler V.

Wl aMoo- 24WI 
■>

of^vvoi'ieous view

Hartmer Corp. ^ d^lb IA„S, *405^ I to S. Ch

4,3 ’Je-ocles , rnaterioJ and-Vbe Cause of the default pertainingLastl'h

attributed -Vo the aehons of the "St ate.pne Cradg violarforv is clear \-y

a chons and decisions that Bowed6>roc\g maVcn a l cxnd Vtaug’’sSuppe ssmg

of “those, actions and deasionshis dwid-ed logathes. The. 

atl external and directly contrary fo the defense erf envy

f causeran

cu.se.are

IS,



Catyier, Mn U.%.TAs Satsf'ies hoth the. Standard m Murra.'y v.

\0H S, c,t\0U S. Ct. 2-Lc»3So XlW'-l (VSSlf) and Reec\ v. Ross^ 4WS U.S. I, at Wo

-^rOm cm external Source and did mot promoteqt WOS c\s fhey a rose

-ofprotect mv| con s tit ah on a l r i <3 tit to clu% processinterests normy

tWe \*-\t\ Amendment.

W, Conflict of Interest and fried Failure to Tn^uore

ftic RifVh CircuvF used wrong view of law in denying my

authonxatoo. Xhe claim of tnal gadget fading to Cfi inquire'* ^aS

irnticti i 2isd app\i cation. fVns is proven

motion

for

tang-entially raised in my

of Append i* A. OnVy

initial application. ^ 0,urt ! 3"°r*d ^ po&Sit»iUn, tv~+

divided loy a\ties influenced his decisions.

never

five claims were, raised in my
ck revi-eM)hy

fne CoLxrV',S
Haag^S

of discretion. Xr isp> is Q pamdicjmctic Qtu.seclaim m Appendix

tfhe Same matter.pightYi Circuit vi-e-W on

Tcmn \ son v. LooV-hart^ ^15 t. lA 1311 (\t\2i)

Ounng trial ^ after discussion with tWug^ he agreed

fu> tVvea\so contrary

c^^d assumed me

\_d<-e in Tamvson counselCon.shtutoual vio\Aon of perjury.to oppose "the

tViA. decision fo heeat the course of action agreed upon.fated to carry

'mfetest and exdveysely affected Hauers

agent. ( CxAeman -> 50 \

inert was' in divergence wth mg 

performance and my hhertvy^ as he ceased to he my

n.



"Cu-tV OcncAI'oUl Tdece Was not b-e^n C\U.S. IVl^ lW S. Ct. 2^1^ at

Sain 3*12. U.S. 2°l3 33 S. €?f. "H & Cv^s')
o J

tbe oleum. ( |oV^OStif\4bearing \/.on

fcuctaod ebwwh f>a.v-e not Wen considered :fAoveov-ex^ ttiree

As* f\\\ tbe relevant wroamstanoes suwoontii^ my post tna.1 pl-ea.

csonviction c.on\n v-edalready t- Was imprisoned uv\te-Jr a

Witt -false testimony Counsel Wou\d not disclose violation C\S agreed.,

cas-e unless paid m fatl, d tbe Statetooi^cl \aiuu\4 not appeal an

tailed iU legal obligation to disclose perg uy\j,

dut, 2t0 2.02.0. Counsel admits tbe witnessl. P-evgury transpired

dearly committed purgnnj and we discussed tW legal \SSuS

exceed to. 6n -Wvat same e*act deny, X emailed

tlaug twice wdh probative atn\ssbe -eAnden.ee to b>e u.sed to c-a’X/- 

agreed coarse of achan, iNWn tried contim«\ on 30 ^

on

and

Coarse of action

Out t'Vnc

of coarse of action CAgireed +0.ZoZO counsel was Silent In twjexc^mcx

XuVvj 30^ probative odcaSSibVe

eA/idencc from /jutisa. Sp-eooer. 3 was ruled inadmissible based Solely

XaAy 31. Prter to 

vsite and X md 1 v 1 d uall/y: 

Cnnsfit atoned \j\elation. An affidavit Supports

( SWViidvts l ^ 2-§) As a direct result^ on

false -testimony. Tbe guilty verdict wc\S rendered onon

counsel met- uoitbAugust 13 S-enterve-i ng , my

and agreed to attaching the-

la



Gva'^p\2A0(V> A^-dyiGaac -T^vV yv>n -app ^’UJAyoiA^ ysAPj'/' ^HV

J.O-prO'&SaAci "asojcio -AO Q_p .^y^psayp p«VA p> "P ">\A

VAAVpoVA ipa-Gjs-^yp '3A-VV {WS'lAj^^u 1 pCXA \p'ip "3yp ‘-^D 'S’AY^fWto

_po ^YlfM-AOSS IU>_>T2A-\

ad vac) 53-ss'&vxy.irv\ AD

AaxaUalacJI f\UAfxA-n Ga-ts^ -svj^y UO k\0\0S \DDbWCX ‘"S'SUcppp ^A'\StoM

&\M\rLA
'JQOWcJs |r?soos ?ympX> opvjUCU^ 'SO\^p\AO- b^p“3>JU

'VsarTG^5 arakopPuA-a- kpo ?>t\ a5oeMo -p°u pvn° ^ ~z\-\

■30U'bG)A'arwp ui po Guivaacha-^ op spUiApo "3a-\ /xataGadd a-sopDSilp op

Srtcs>ucvAjy^a-

Xvaa

p^k-cpd u,oiyi^.o<3 SJSwop -aovir3-n\-yVAl"ap\ -palpVM'p GvMDCp (’\±.\'r?f\C>\ 51VJ\

DU-p p^AOuS v jfA-ocr^ -s-vpp • Sva urpa-tp Gvava^p Q’ZO'Z V> Katdyva

S1p oJy p^AjraJpJi xxa-rva- S'oi'A luopv. cxn^opppD\C) U( -a£p\oCs ^.xoc^ V'O^'O

\A,D

p>\ADtA_p S^l_\UO

■&\yv Si -akTrvC ^upL *-p*a<3 Sc^AAC3L\S burner) toUraoppPHO a*vvoapa)p

_psu\-o&YD sa^savAy (v\'SADrf'A ->UJLpVA’O ‘-Vdop\ ODpcpp 'a\\'AD\ATOjr'^ AAACU^. V^OJ^O

Aa_m op VAtAOUC^UtD -V°Y5-^- \d3-vaa\Mxm-©U4- p.o "aa-AVXX, 'VAOlpDlAlACO

S«ina Gmopy 'pD\^_puoo atyvc Top > -\-d\Q \a\ _p_vnoO ao'H-SV'T 'ajsppoYJ

S\ OOppoJrapM'i'UQO X1Dr'-V0V3-^-‘ Jp-AYrt i^vaEaS (pu^Da-S avpjp q

TAV3
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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