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RUESTIONS PRESENTED®

(1)
T3S VE ¢
Mg RoBERTS URLES THAT THE TMSTANT CASE TUUMIMNATES

A CONTIMNLOUS FLD or ERIT 1 ' INDENT
DRAFTED, AND UNTIMELY FIIED HABEAS PETITIONS ARRIVING IN

THE FGU\QT’H C::Rcurr QDURT or Arpeals FROM THE N orTH

CaroirTna (NC) Froerar Courrs. THIs Flow OF PETLr oS

]
REPRESENT N5 TWENTY PLWS YEAR CONSTRUCTIVE CONTEMPT Fer

TvEe CousTiTurIonAL MANOATE Tssuen BY THrs (ourt Upon NC
PER St fy&_@%uos VI MITH, 430 US BHIT,621,638 ,97 A 1441
(1471) 4np RETrERATES Ty | Ewrs v CASEY, 518 US 343, 350,

(16 Sttt 214 (M"\G).. NCS ConTEMPT For Bounds QQMS s

VIDENCED [DTHE ( LETE RE E IBRARIES
AND OT LVRCLES OF L:Er AL =0 FROM :
PR1I=ONS, (L ING THE NC DSupRE ' T B ’s

SALE OF LEGAL RESOURCES . To NC P QIM_LL@ _EJ-_lL&mzﬂé__‘_

AWD EEFEECIVELY OFACTIVATING North CARcLINA PR.LSOMCRS

geal Dervices

RESOURLES, (4) STRIUL ENFORCEMENT OF A THREE PBAS6 LIMIT
/
ON PRISONERS PERSONALPROPERTY, DESPITE THE ACITVE

Case CtAusE.

2




T T ' ]
REQUEST For Jupn lorrce ; Mr RorerTs

Vi
HUMBLY AND RESPELrEVLLY REQUESTS Thzs Honorasre Courrs

JuncctrAlL NOTICE OF THE FACT THAT THE U TTER AND COMPLETE
/)

EPRLVAT oFf NC PRIsoNERS FUNDAMENT STITUTLO-
NAL R:bm“ BouNDs, 430 US AT BB OF ACLESS To THE COURTS
4s DELIMATED HERETIMABOVE DISTINGU N IsoNERS
FROM OTHER 3TATE PRISONERS W HOSE COMPLACHTS MERELY
POLUT TOWARD IMADEQUACIES IN A PRISONS AVATLABLE

RE3S0URCES. END.

NoTWITHSTAND ING THrs GLARING UNCONSTITUTLONAL

4
DEPRIVATION OF NC PRrisoNERS FUNODAMENTAL RIGHT S, THE

NC Feveral (ovrts MAVE ESTABLISHED A BRIGHT LIWE RULE
To UNCZLTARTILY }- L = T T o NC C

o WET 5 ” ¥ ACCESS To A LA ‘ =
LE GAl &gugw]r;o 6E DO Not (o ”TUTE”

C_tc,\;MSfANces rHO\_LA\JD v Florina, 560 US 631, 644— 130 S¢r

A5 49, 562 (aéto)l C)u: OF HIS CONTROLTHAT Wouln WARRANT
EQ@ULTARLE ToLi gg. BucHNowWsSKT v Whrre WL 1"1(540.,3
(‘WDMC&OG);_@ARQ;A Neerere v Uvcren Srares, WL

Qo4 342,9 (Wwouc 2080) See MEMORAND UM OF DECTSION
Aup ORDER, PRoc. ik P.T,

He FourtH (rreuvir HAS, BY VIRTUE OF ITS OWN

) ' @ !
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STRICT APPLICATIO ) Rouse EE ,335 o 338 4L C 1

OF THE AEDEASI OME YEAR STATUTE OF LIMITAT Iols ESTABLISHEN ITS oW
_lummmﬁe_aglam— LINE RULE FOR NENYING THIS EXQVUSIVE

c 3 OF COMSTITUT IOWA \Yj ISodE RS ACLESS To THE

FIEXIGIILITIES TWHERENT I LVITABLE Tour

RULE OF LAW *

E@UITARLE TOLLT UG OF THE STATUTE OF LIMITATIOUS

FOR AW OTHERWISE UNTIMELY 2254 PErLrcoN MAY APPLY WHERE

(X4
THE PETLTIONER DEMONSTRATES (I)T'HAT’ HE K4S BEEN PURSUING

HMLs RLGHTS DILIGENTLY, Avp (&) TWAT SeME EXTRAGRDINARY

Doc, 16,P &, crrzuc Howuaup, 560 US a4, 130 S¢r AT2544.

74

Ty ORDER To ESTABLISH A VIOLAT oW OF [B0Ups , AN
/
IUMATE MUST SHOW THAT THE ALLEGED LTNADEQUACIES OF A PRISONS

LI3RARY FALILITIES OR LELAL ASSISTAWCLE PROGCRAM CAUSED HIM
3l

CTUAL INSVR SvulH AS THE ARILITY To MEET TITHNG

Il
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LIsT oF PARTIES ' ' K

AL PARTIES APPEAR TUd THE CAPTION oF THE CASC Ol THE COVER

PAGE .

RELATED CASES .

Rogerrs v Mclor, 19¢RS116L, Nash Cousty, NC, Hapeas
HEARTIIG &

VidPUBRIZTS HED,

Rozeres v Owens, Ne P1-T60, NC Covrr or Appedls, et

For Cewt Faeo Fes.3, 9020, Deuien

Roverss vy Oweds, FueMe, 130 Pao NC Sve egeme GoueT, Pet.

For Dxec Revaew Fuen Maga 19,2020, Denzen DEc. 32, 8030, |

Rowverrs v Hooks, US Dxst. Cover For WD NC Ne. 1:al-¢v-
Mg~ coc58-MR, Faien Fea, 33,8621, penzen Jviy 95, 2023

U PV DBLISEHED, 7.

Roperes v Hooks, Ne, 22-1868, US Couer orF Arpears For

THE FOUIZT’M Cirz c»u_r.f.(PE’rLrioﬂ Foe CEJZT’_LFI.CA\T‘E or 4‘\ PPEAULABTLITY

Fueo Aveust 18, 3629, Denaen Jauvdry 19, 9083 VNP UB TSHED.
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T4 THE
SUPREME (CURT OF THE UNTITED STATES
PETTTION FoRr A WRIT OFf CERTIORART

PeTiTioee RESPEGIEVLLY PRAY.S THAT A \WRIT OF

CERTIORART TSSUE 10 REVIEW THE TJTUDGMEWT BELOW.,

OPINI0)S BEICW 2

Feoerar Covers

S [ ' — _ - !
[ue 0P Lo o THE US (ou et oF ApprALs For THe Fouptt I

Ciac,u_:’:r APPTAES AT APPEMD_;T.)Q A T“OTHEPETIT?OM Ao Is

UN P DITSHED. '

e

L f\/lf:fv’lorz./,\uﬁum Amo Deczsied /f\m: Ceoer 0OF THE

Ue Distexer Cover Foe Thue Westeed Distezcr or WC Appeags:

NETE - In Appition To W
KiowED6e, THE STate of WC Fuetuer SUMVERTS PRISONERS j

LEGAL UAIMS BY WITHOLDLWE ACCESS To A PHOTGCOPIER, ﬁemcz‘:,;

THE STATE Cover 6RloERS PMVE REEn Tiiciynen o1 PREVIOUS

Friod e Aud ARE ol VHAVATIADRLIE Fof T vSion I THE

LisTAaMT PETettond , See Apepuno. C.

[ ! {
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VRISOICTION % y

“The ©ATE o3 Wikiick THE US Covet orF Appears ForTHE

Fovrtu Crecuir peco®n MYy CAsE wds DAlsary 19, 3023,

N STATUTORY PROVISIONS THNVOLUED o

Tre Forovzus ConsTITuTIo AL AunSTATUToRY PROVIS ZoMS

ARE TNVOILVED T ias CASE S

28 usc 9244 @) (D |
(A Tyt 0ATE 0 WHILH THETUDE MELT (EAME FIMAL 34 THE

ColCLUS oW OF DALECT REVIEW OB THE EXPILATION OF THE TIME

Tog Seekile SutHh Review, !

(@ Tue OATe 0 WHALH THE TA e ERIMENT To FILTH 6 Al

_AV0LLATLON CPRATED BY TUME STATE 4¢TLo I VI0LATIONW OF THE

ConsTiTUT L0 6 LAWS 6F Tvie Uparen Stares ven , IF




- IS Coust. Ameun, ¥ >

) e -

—
No Peeson ShALLBE HEew Te AWSwER For A CAPITAL OR

A\
CTHEPWISE T FAMUEUS CRIME, ,, WITHOUT DUE PROCESS OF iAW e a »

US Cousi. Ameuo. V1 3

i . i
T AL (PIMTIALPBOSECUTIONS THE ACLUSED SHALL EVI6Y

,, W
TUE RICHMT To HAVE, o » THE AssistAaud céoF Coupsit. .

Us Coust. Ameun XV <

I
Sece. 4.5 e State Skl ... DePRIVE AdY PERSEN CF
LLFE ) LIGERTY 02 PROPERTY \WLTHOUT DUE PROCESS 6F LAW ] Wokos, ,

A\
EG UAL, s?tsz‘ECT iyl oF THE LAWS

Tupex To ACPERNPICES S

A oexngoi From Fouveiv (ZRCULT.

B Memvoradopm 08 Decsion AdD e ER From Westeen, O istRIcT

eE WC

£ tetieeFeom Nasy Coupty Depntius CooY 65 GROER .

Conerusion 3

A Petition Forr A Wedt or Cepitord @ Skovid BE 6RANTED.

CESPRAFULY SUBMITIED.,

O telesr> Manw 10, 863 |
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TUE StATE ORE | : =

PROCE SS, AND EQRULAL PROTECTION OF M_LAM_E_USXQ&LAAA@,_&_

4, wuen Mg Roeems COURT APPOINTED ATTORNEY Lxsa A.Dues

C [ : Ao ! \ CIFT ENT To NDEFRA =

of A

 STATE WHIU WAS WOT THE P RODUCT OF HIS TREORMED CHDICE TN
QONT'@V ENTION OF THE E[_DE &L] VLES OF QML_HAL E EMEIQMZE,ELUL__
O NG SeneraL STatute 154-102106), & 15410223,

SuPPoRTIMG FACLTS !

 Mr Roperts Was TND ICTED oM TWO CoUuNTs oF Frrst DEGREE

Later, WHeN MR Ronerts preasep Ms Dunrs CONCERN.ENG A

(14D




TRIAL ST @1};@2, M; Qms RETORTED % If' Youv 60 To TRIAL YoU R& ‘

Q:OLNB 10 QI_‘Agﬂ EQW [H0S FOREUOSING FURT u:.g_ PDISCVUSSIONS OF A

TRIAL STRATE 65 AT THAT TIME.

40l HE
__MMMMMMMM
_ SEWTEMCE, EEEECLTIVELY overGore Me Rogeprs WIlL To pRo(EEn.
1o TRzAL, Mogeove R, THIS M TSREPRESENTAT CoN OF THE LAW 14l
RELATLON T0 TUE FACLS OF MI1s CASE neerAUnen Me Koneets oF Hrs
_ CONBTLTUTIONAL RI6HT T0 TNTEUZLENTLY CONTEMPLATE THE (OURSES
OF ACTToN OPEN {0 KM, THUS 1 BAVING A PLEA OF GLTLTY THE ONLY
VISLRIE END.

(.
X

d

)

;

\
By,
(et

Ms Dups a4 vietuE of H.L&MLHL_SJAIE_—

_Ms_oyesﬁ_e_emagp
_:(___M_Agmj_mgg_\_go URAL SAFEGUARDS DESIGHNED To TNSURE.
Tratr Me Roaems CONTRACTED WiTH THE STATE o EMTEZ A PLEA OF :

_ Cusitv o w MQEA&QAMMMLML

To TME CLRILMSTANCES OF IS CASE. Hewee , duowrine MR _Roreets
10 RESCIND MLs & ulity CLEA CONTRACT s THE ONLY P REVAILING =
} |
EQULTABLE REMEOY ToTHE T ATES BREAMH. UnitenStares v Frsuee,

’(H F3p 460 465 (atu cze 2013), C1ravue Prack v Uurieod 1478 5,397 U$
(12




ty

SIPDE-EEFELTS OF A ToxTIC COCKTATIL OF MIND-AITERING PSYCHOTRODPHIC AND

NARCOTIL MEDICATIONS PRESCRIBED BY HIS FAMILY PHYSICIAN AND-OR

PSY CHIATRIST T WORKING TANDEM LY WITH THE EXTREME EMOTIONAL

DISTRESS EMANATING FROM EMPLOY MENT ISSUES; TMPENDING

FOREUOSURE OF HIS HOME | THE DISSOLUTION OF HIsS MA‘RRIAQE;

i
DISCOVERY OF Mis WIFES TNFIDELITY , 7T IS UNQUESTIoNABLE THAT

AT TWE TIME OF THE HOMICIDES MR RopeRTs WAs lor ACTING TN A

00 TATE OF IND OMNT 1SE R NORBT CTIN

UNDOER THE TMNFILUENCE OF A SUPDENLY AROUSED VIOLENT PASSr.ou.;

THAT HE Do MoT ACT WITH DELTRERATION; AND AS A RESULT OF HIS
MENT AL DTISORDER | HIS CAPACLTY TO COGNIZANTLY CodFORM HZIS

BREHAVIOR To THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE LAW WAS EFFECTIVELY

O6VERBORNE.

Wren Me.Rogerts PrReEssen Ms Dues A BouT PREPARINE
{/

Suik A DEFENSE, Ms Dyurs RETORTED 3 TOU DONT HAVE AN

/
INSAMITY OEFENSE, AND ITF You Go To TRIAL,YOURE GOING TO

v o y
DEATHU RoW. lruvs, Ms Dues RESPONSE FoRECLOSED FURTHER

DISCUSSIOoNS CoMCERNING A TRIAL STRATEGY.

Tucs RESPoMSE WAS TRUE ENOUGH ;, WHEREAS GIVEN THE

hied AR oF THe MoNAavouToN STANDARD AN TNSANITY

NEFENSE PER SE WAS UNTENABLE. However, Ms Duas

QT RATEBLLCALLY WITHELD THFORMATION REGARDING THE

NOMENCLATURE OF OTHER STATE OF MINO DEFENSES OPEN TO
Mg Rosrrts buoer NC Geu. STAT. i5A-2000, (FY@ (G
| (1) ,'




NC BeN.-S1a7. BC-1,Ruie 402, NC Rures oF Evioence Ruies<4ol,
403 , State Vv BAwowzn 330 NC 459 457, 461,412 3E 8p 35,38,

40 (l‘tqa), (OURESS , VOLUNTARY TNTOXICATION, AND DIMINISHED

CAPACLTY OEFENSES PRESENTED.

PYUY VIRTUE OF EMPLOYING THE MISPLACED CERTAINTY OF A

ATH SENTENCE To CONCEAL HE VE oM D T
/
=-TRIAL P3KC T TCATIoN THTo MR. Rogerrs

STATE OF M IND AT THE TIME OF THE HOMICINES, Ms Dues

CONSTRULTED AUD EXEWTED THE TNDUCEMENT THAT 1ED MR,

RoBERTS TO TMPROVIDENTLY ANO UNWILITNGLY SURRENDER HIS

RIGHITS To A TRIAL.DY THIs SIMPLE PROLESS OF FORECLOSIMNG ALL

COUTEMPLATLONS OF A TRIAL STRATEGY, Ms Dums PROCEEDLED TO

IMPRESS DPoN Me. RoeerTs THE NDTLoN THAT A PLEA OF BUILTY WAS

THE 30LE REMEOY FOR ESCAPIMG THE INEVITABILITY OF STATE
EXECOTION,
TT £s WELL ESTABLISHED LAW , THA \AT _IN TERMS OF &UTITY
PLEA CONTRACTS , WHEM A DEFENDANT IS GROSSLY MISINFORMED BY
o RE ON THAT M FO AT I = THUS

OEPRIVED OF HLS COoNSTITUTIONAL RIEHT To CoUMSEL. WHEN THE

ERRONEOUVLS ADVILE TNDUCES THE PLEA, RECISSIoN IS THE

IMPERAT IVE REMEDY. US vV Frsuer, Tl F3o 460, 465466, (4TH

c1g 2013), Cr1iue S1raper v L ARRIsON, 611 Faop b1, 65 (41w czzl‘l?“(),

 Towerr v HEwoersow , 41| DS 958, 266-67,93 SCr 1602 (1973). :

(i9)




3 7 )

FURT'HER_.THEST'ATF BREACHED Trs CoNTRALr wirH Me

KoperTs BY OEMYING HIM BFFECTIVE ASSTISTAMCE OF COUNSEL, DUE
PROCESS , AMD EQUAL PROTECT fod OF THE LAW Luoer S Coust. Am.s 5,

b, 14, WHEN His COURT ApPoINTED ATToRWE?Y LIsa A, Dues FriowiounsLy

SUBORNED HIM To GIVE PERIVRED TESTIMONY To Jupee Romertr BELL

COMCERNIMG TS TNGESTION OF PSYCHOTROPHIC AMOD NARLTIC
PE— . 4
DRLES 108 To A CO >, lHE SPECLE IC =T _ofF Ms Duas

FELOM Z0US ACT WAS To DeFrAvD Me. Rocerts oF HIs CoNSTLIUTroN-

AL RIGHT To A DUE PROCESS COMPETENCY HEARINE ULuper Feo. R.
Ceem, P Rue 11 @ @), NC GEN.S1at. 15A- 1002 (B).

SurPPoRTTME FACKS :

HAV ING SvesessEuiLY ConvIneen Mr RosERLS THAT

T A STATE OF MIND DEFENSLE AT TR o] ESuLT
A DEATW SENTEMCE, Ms Ovns NExT BEGAN EXTOLLING THE
MPROVED QUALLTY OF LIFE T Is o) THE R
Livene CONDITIONS OF JALL., AUD THE L TKELTHO0D OF SBNTENCING
REFORM BENEFICrAL To MR RogEers. THESE FACTORS,COMBINED
W LT THE EMOTIONALLY NUMRING AFFECLS THE ORULES
ADOM STERED To Him BY JA EDTL STAF¥F, WORKED

/
CONTOMCTIVELY To overeeAr Me Roetrrs Wil To FIeHT THE

AGALNST ’ DVCIN T o SUREENDER To
_ _TTuEe NOTLoN OF LIVING OuT THE REMAIMDER OF HIs LIFe IN PRISON.

i ) (lco '




¥ y _ : "
Ueou Me Ronerr 5’CO&C@£;2H To ENTER THTOo A GUITITY .
PLEA Qou{"ruxc: W.ITH THE < TATE To THE O—\A_Rees o Fresr DeareE
~ Homcrceroe IN EXCHAWLE Fork A SENTENCE OF LTEE WITH oLmAEQs_Sm_ciié
T o PAROLE, Ms Duos NEwr APpRroACHES Me Rorerrs WITH A SLANK

BUTITY PLEA CONTRACLT ForM. Ms Duas TheEN REGAN READINEG THE

RULESTIONS ENMOMERATES THEREUPON To Me Rooerrs, dus ENTERRG

TUE_OESLEED RESPOMSES 4% SHE DEEMED APPROPRIATE . WHEN
; ) l(
AR A Y| ; a H pA = YoU NO

= OH e Cpl P =

_ W ‘ \ ' ‘ I
TN TOXICAMTS f Ms Dues turorvies Me BoBeets TRaT % [HLS

’ T

QUESTLoM ODESNT APPLY 70 PRESC(RIBED MEDICLATIONS B UT ONLY
) \ / '

To T1ifesit SUBSTANCES', SO0 tm HOING To ENTER No To Tuis ,

QUESTION,; AMO WHEN THE JUDGE ASKS Yo THIS QUESTLOM , YoU
) ’ \
answee NO 4s Weir, AMD SAY NOTHING ELSE.

Owu 4; 200 . , wzen 8¢ Ms Doas

APPEARED BEFore Junse Rovrrr Bew, o THE CRIM INAL DESSIon OF

Tue Sveerzor Cover or Burke (ounT? , WHEREUPON Iu RESPONSE To
vo ELL A4S e Me Ro s s 4 ), Me Rogeer D
ACT ND"- o T ' ‘ SURL
Reseonse &4 Me Roreets NoT 0wy CousTITuTes PERTURY ON HIs
@GEHALE 7u VIovaTzoN o NC 63, 14-209 , GuT TUASMYCH TERILCERS

THE TUCRTMELNATION oF Ms Dues v THE FELOUIouS AT OF

QueorNATLON 0F PERIURY Tl VIolATIonN 0F NC Gew. S1ar. i4-310.,

()




1 T

WITH Me Rorerts 8Y DENYTHE HIM ERCECTTIVE ASSISTANCE OF

COUNSEL,PVE PROLESS, AND EQUAL PROTECTIZON OF THE | AW UNDER

LS ConsT, Am.s 5,k 14, WueN Jupee Rosert BEL. FALLEL To

/
SUA 3PONTE Lownuer AN THQULIRY xuto Me Roserrs STATE oF
1’ 1\
MIND WHEN CONFRONTED WITH SUBSTANTIAL EVINENCE OF HIS

HMISTORY OF MENTAL TUNESS ANOo DRUL USE PRIOR To PLEA

CorLoQUuY.

SUPPORTING FALTS °

AN EXAMINATION OF The ArrIirLg, 2003 TRANSRIPT

/
OF Mr RoBGERTS CUTLTY PLEA H

FACT THAT COMPLETION OF THE QUESTZONS ENUMERATED UpPop

THE BUILTY PLEA CONTRACT Form, THAT Ms Durs TuTERRUPT-

/
Eo THE PRDOCEECING To ALERT Jupee PBEL. fo MR RoeERTS

MENTAL INSTABILITY, AND TNEGESTION OF MIND ALTERING

PRVES PRIOR TO PLEA COLLOQUY, BUT INTENTIONALLY

OM LTATNG THE NARCOTIC DRUs  XANAX. Ms Dvas THend

BEGAN WEASEL WORDINGE THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THESE

ISSUVES S0 AS NOT ONLY 70 MITLGATE HER OWN CULPABRILLTY
tor 3VBOoRNIMGE Me Rooer(s To 6TVE PERITURED TESTIM-

oMY, BUT ALSO To MISIEADIVO6E BELL To OBVIATE THE

NECESSITY OF CONOOCLTIMG AN IWN- COURT HEARINE DOESIGNED TO

/
TEST Mr’z. KRoPErRTS RESPONSES T0 QUESTIONS REQUIEING 4

MO DERATE MEASURE OF MEWTAL ALERTNESS, AN COGNITIVE '

(22)




FUNCTIONING ,REASONING ACVITY, NELVROLOETCAL MOTOR S KLl

FONCTIONING WHUILH ARE AlL MEASURADILY DIMINISHED RBY

THLs (LASS OF DRUES WHLLH L ISTS IMPALRMENT OF THESE FACULTI-

Es A KNowWN BSI0E-AFFEUS,

At o MzuTMIS, JUDee B ELi. WAS REQUIRED To CONDUVCT

A MORE PROBING PERSONAL TAQUIRY INTo Me Ropeers STATE

OF MIND THAN THE MERE MoNoSY AR T RESPONSES REQUIRED

RY THE CONTRACT FORM.

Heee, Tue QUESTION BEFORE THE COURT TS NoT ONE of Me

/
Korerrs COMPETENLY , BT RATHER ;, WAS THE QUANTUM OF

EVIDENCE AEEORE JUDGE B EU SunsstanTLal. ENoveH To

TRIGGEL THE OVE PROCESS REQUIZEMENT FOR FURTHER INRUIRY

/ .
1uto Me Koneers CAPACLIY To PROCEED,; 4D THE MEBASURE OF
MARM CAULSED PY 17s DENTIAL 4% MadnATEn T NC Gen. D taT. (SA-

loo2 () ; dvin DAMON SveRA.

TrereFore, duowine Me Ronerets To REscinn HIS

CUILTY PLEA CONTRALT IS THE ONLY PREVALING EQUITARBLE

R oY 70 THULs COMSTC ' L O VATIO PA’E. ONRINSOH,

385 S 395,395,86 St 836,842 (1966).

Tverner, Ma. Rooerts was penzeo EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE

OF COUNSEL, OVE PRoCESS, AUD BRUAL PROTECTION OF THE 1AW UNDER

Us Lowst. Am,s 5,6, 14, whew Hzs coousel, Lamoruy J. Rooks FALIED

1o OBITECT T0 THE D TATES UNLAWFVL EEFORTS To REMEDIALTE ITS

(22)




FUNCTIONIN G, REASONING ACVITY, NEVROLODALTCAL MOTOR SKILL.

FONCTIONING WHrIcH ARE AlLL MEASURARLY DIMINISHED RBRY

™IS ULASS OF DRVES WHLLH S NT OF THESE FACULTI-
Es As KNowWN SI0E-AFFEUS.,

At o MzuImMIs, Juoce B cu WAS REQUIRED To CONDUGT

A MORE PROBING PERSONAL TNQUIRY INTo Me Rogeers STATE

OF MiINO THAN THE MERE MONOSY LLARTC, RESPONSES REQUIRED

RAY THE CONTRACT FORM.

Heee , Tue QUESTION BEFORE THE COURT T< MoT ONE of Me

/
Kooerrs COMPETENLY , BUT RATHER , WAS THE QUANTUM OF

EVIDENCE AEEORE JVUDGE B EU SUBSTANT.LAL ENOUGH To

TRIGGER THE OVE PROCESS REQUIPEMENT FoR FURTHER INRUIRY

/ .
1uto Me Koneers APACLTY To PROCEED, 4ND THE MEBASURE OF

ARM CALSED BY 1Ts DENIAL 43 MANDPATES N NC Gen. D 1aT. 1SA-

loo2 (b) ; dvin DAMoN SverA.

THerEFoRE, ALLowINe Me Roverts To RESCIND HEIS

GUILTY PLEA (ONTRALT IS THE ONLY PREVALING EQUITARBLE

R oY To Tuts CouSTLTUT L OE TroM, Pare v Koninson,
303 DS 395,385,96 SCr 836, 842 (1966).

fuetner, Ma.Ronerts WAs DENIEO EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE

OF COUNSEL, OVE PRoCESS, AuD BERUAL PROTECTION OF THE 1AW UNDER

Vs Loust. Am,s 5,6, 14, wihen Hzs coonsel; Lamorry J. Rooks FALIED

10 OBTECT T0 THE D TATES UNLAWFEVL EFFORT To REMEDIATE 1TS

(23)




PREACLM OF CONTRALT 4 \ IRTUE OF A NUNCL PRoTuMe COMPETENLY

MEARITAW G CONDUCTRD 8 YeARrRS Ex POST FACTO.

SurPPoRTING FALTS ©

T MARU Q005 AN EVIOENTIARY HEARING WAS CONPLCTED

Iy THE CRIMINALSESSION OF THE Dvupeeroe Cover oF Buere Coum"?,.

e eesy Jupet DeverLy ReAL Fouun TiaT Me Roserrs, PRoCEEDING

PRO ST, AuD CPRESENTED 1MA FACIE BVIDENCE SUBSTA

ENOUGH T0 TRLGGEE THE NECESS £TY oF A PLENARY HEARING oy Ms

/ / o
Ouss effFeciveNEsS, Aup Me Roptrers (APACLTY To ENTER THE

Guilty PIFA CONTRALT: ImpriterTLy, Junse 3 AL COLLATERALLY
POsED A E OBLI6ATION VUPON THE TATE T T

THE UEBARIMNG FORTUWITH , ANn WLTHUMOUT VELAY To PRECLUDE THE

LA M o BLOMING STA BA4S IT 1T To MPETE

1
UEARINGS 5 POSTPONEMENT OF THE ADIUDIATION For YEARS. .

Wil 06 SURSTANTIAL JUSTI Egglgﬂ i ggm , 39 VS 54, 62

(1968), Tu FACT, The VS SueremEi (ouver HAS CONSISTENTLY HELD S

Gzven THE IMHERENT DIFFIWITIES OF SucH A NUNC PRo TuNC

OETERMINATION UNDER THE M0OST FAUORABLE CIRCUMSTANCES | WE
v

NOT LOOE THAT Sul COoCBDUEE £ AD VATE
ORort v Mzsspves, 420 US 162,183 (1a15), (uorprue 45 Geaes Ex

POST FACTD UNCONSTLIUT IONAL) .

» : E2D) ’




Avsps7 19-20, 2008 THzs MATIEEZ CAME To (BE HEARD BEFORE
Y ?65&\21" JounstoN 45 4 NUNC PROTUNC COMPETENCY HEARIWG
_ Wup, AT THE (OMUDSION OF THE HEARTNC ASsueen Me Roseets
THAT HE WOULD ENTER HEIS ORDEE L4TERTHAT SAME WEEK. HowrszK, |

CONTRARY To HTs 4aSuRANCE , JupLE-DOHNSTON NEGLECTED To ENTER

Mes Ruiine.
Ariee THREE YEARS, 4uD VOoN MOUNTING PRESSURE FROM

Me Roperis , Sucsessor covnser, TamoTng Rooks ARRANGED FoR

4 _SBECOND HEAPING THAT WAS HELp oN Ausust 15,8011 @EFoReE
TJuoee Hoen Lewzs. Ou THE Mopning 0F THE HEARLNG, Mr Roors
Eswor(EeD Mé?oserars INfo A SIpeEROOM OF THE COURTHOUSE
wuerein Me Roseets BEean Pressing Me Roows To Expidin

THE PEASON FOoR THE EX(ESSIVE, AND UNREASONABLE THRER~

YEAR OFELAY, AFT‘&\Z.A PERSONAL DTSAAIMER , Me Roolks EXPLATNED ;
THAT TTuoee JOHNSToN WAS FORCED To RESIEN HIS COMMISSION

DLE 10 ] |
S06RIETY. Tnes BEVELATLoN EXPLATNED WHY, Duetne Me Rodeprs |

: ‘ /
TIME ON THE WLINESS STANO ,Tuoet JOHNSTONS FACE APPEARED

ABNORMALY REDDENED AND VEIMP, AND WHEN COMPARED To Me

z ;-
RoBER(S EXPERIENCES W.LTH OTHER JUDGES, SEEMED LETHAEELC

ANO SLOoW To INTERALT.
M Roors THEN PROCEEDOED To TMPRESS ueon_Mr Rosertd

—THE NOTTONTHAT DUE TO THE WEIGHT OF EVIDENCE TW Hts FAVOR,

(25)

. e - ST




i 1 |
THAT A SV CSESSEUL HEARTMGE (Ovin RE CONDUCTED RBEFORE 4
OTFFERENT TUOGE FROM A MERE SUMMARIZING OF THE IO HNSTOMN
HEARTMNE S TRANSCRIPT HELD THREE YEARS THERETOEORE. MR

/
Rooks REQUESTED MR RorERTS PERMISSION To PROCEED WITH
SveH HEARL

pro Me Rooks THFORM LIM THAT THE ET6HT ANO ONE HALE YEARS

THAT THE TATE HAD ALIDWED T0 LAPSE EROM THE DATE OF THE
BREACH UNTIL A)ZQ\)Sl 15,3011 Covir HAVE ARGUABLY DOIVESTED THE
COURT OF SVBTECT MATTER JURTSOICTLON OF THE MATTER THUS

CONST ITUTING GROUNAS FOR TNVOLUNTARY DISMISSAL. AND
REMAND. e < - To T 0CEEOING, O
FOR DIsMmISSAL ON THE GRODUNDS OF BRUITARLIE ESTOPPTL UNDER
PevtoN v Rowe , aup Orope v Missovps SUPRA FOR THE CIR(OM-

g

_ STACES OF THIS HEARIMC ARE DISPOSITIVE OF THDSE THE US SupREME

Ser 836,843 (1966) 4s 2 : L. CONSEQUENTLY, RELISST
¥

FURTHER, MR ROBERTS \WAS DENIED EFFECTIVE

_ ASsTSTANCE OF COUNSEL,DVE PROCESS, AND EQLAL PRUTECTION OF
THE LAW Lnoer US Consr. Am.s 5 ,6+Iimﬁ_@aeﬁ_0_v__mg_
Sumuer DEMTES MR RoeERTS REQUEST FOR THE APPOINTMENT
OF NSE RICR TO0 COMDUVLTING N VIEW B R

COLLATERAL PROCEENING DupER CH. VT 0F THE NC BEN.ST4T.5.

(66




SUPPORTING FACLTS Y

Ou Daroger 21,2019 PURSDLANT To A PETCTION FOR A
wWerr of Haseas (orpus Luner Crapter |1 of THE Geverac

S TATUT - AROLTHA = ENTIN DUMNER

B ROV &HT MQ ROBERTS BREFORE THE SUDERI.OR CDURT' oF MASH
(¢

MQWQLMML_
FoRELOIMG T3SUES. NoT oMLY Div Jupee Sum NER T6HORE

EQVEST FoRk THE APPOINTMENT OF 'L A4S T

I = = HE PETITCON II1SELF, BUT
GAVEN THE OPPORTUNATY To SPEAK MR RoBerts MADE A
IM-COLRT MOTION FOR APPDINTMENT OF COUNSEL , LITING
N eew Star TA-451 @) @ ‘6‘ 14-498.3.6) () &) (o)
ASSERTING HIS STATUTORY EMTITILEMENT To REPRESTNT AT~

TonN. MR RoBERTS FURTHER PLACED _JUDEE  JUMKN ER OHN
NOTICE THAT HE PAD NOT BEEMN PROVANDED AN OPPORIUNITIY
1o ACRUIRE THE REWRNDS UECESSARY To THE HEARING ,

TNCLLD Ty T ETITTod IIS
T Y06E DUMNER THEN SNEERED AT Me RoGERTS AuD

DISMISSED THE PETIII0N As FRIVOLOUS.

(a7)




APPLICATION®

7 1

Do THese ARLUARBLY EXTRAORDINARY (I 3 £S
\, ;
U SCIVELY Fo = C Przxs S OPPORTUNITIE
o PNISCO ' '
/Y \l
FEpERAL FTicne DEADLINES SATISEY L Bwos ACTUAL THIURY
TANDA THLS REQUL 2 IAT o)

Turs Honorapie Covrt ? To wer?
I
T Tne CONTENT OF THE PRESENT CASE S IT Ts For THE

) o |
Covges. Lpwis, 518 0S AT 344, 116 SCr ar 174,

#N)

1T 35VE .

! }

APrriLq 2003, Mr Rorerts ENTERED THE Jlow r

ST 0TIy PLEA CONTRACT WITH THE 8~1A3'[~;. Mg ROBES!S
%) '




Tox e COKT OF PSYCHOTROPHIC D T =0T S

ADMIMISTERED To MIM BY JATIL MEDIcAL StAaer. Mr Ropeerrs

Soou prscoveree Thar NC Yo, YEARS THERETOFORE REMOVED LAW

LLGRARIES FROM ALl £7s PRIsonS, AUD THAT The NC Svprime

Cover L 0 NOoT_EXTEND ST =3 To

wutwn LEeT oMY NC Prisolee LAl DERyices, WHeH Do

Mof PROVIDE | EGAL RESOURCES, BUT \Woulo Ty VESTIGATE N C
/

PRLSONBRS CONVILTLONS For ERRoORS, Mer Ronerrs PRromerry

CoMPLETED AMD Svemcrreo A NCPLS QUESTIONALRPE To THE

BEST oF HLS ABGILITLES. NCPLS, Funy AwAre o THE ALDPAS

/

S(ATUTE OF : _ = RA Hero Me Ropeers

QUESTLONALRE FOR APPROXIMATELY DIx MONTHS BEFORE
RETURNIMNG £1T WITHU A SHORT 1ETTER REPRESENTING A DENCAL
PREOLCLAT END ON NoTHING BuT A PERFUNCTORY OVERVIEW OF

Me Roeeer S’ RASIC COURT RECORDS.,

MQ= ZOIQERTS"LQI.TH APPROXIMATELY ONE MOWTH REMAIN-

TNCG QEEORE THE ExXPLRATLON O THe AEDPAS STATUTE OF

LIm £TATLoNS, WAs TRANSFEREED To MArIon C T,
PeA0SE ASSCSTING TMMATES WLTH LEEAL ISSUES TS A

\ N Iy b\
Pud LsuInle OErenst TN NC, PRIsoN WRLT- WRITERS MUST ’

D,




GED pDroroma, bup Suereren Y eARS OF SURSTANCE ATAUS el i AMD

AL50 ITNDIGENT, PAD MANAGED To A CCUMUIATE BE(S AND PELCE S

OF OVrOATED | EGAL RESGVRLES, |
_ Wetk Tuss NEGLIGIBLE ASSISTANCE Roneer
Frireo Hcs Fgest Posr-CoNvicrioN Actcod TN Octorerd, dood,

)
SEVEN MONTHS AETER THE EWPIrRATION OF THe AEDPAS

STATVIE OF LM LiIATLO 5._I'T4 Cr o i kg _Smam;__
Bee 4,80 Seven Years ArXT 1S FLLruég.

W 2tu Mg RoBerrs APPELIATE EEFORTS COMPLETED, l
PersoN oEriccals At Avery Meteuew Core. Tust., Forcen Me |
OBGERTS {0 DISPOSE OF ALl PERSO ROpPEe: v NoT
ME CU oot A6S , WHECH
e LAwW , BTC.
Juﬁr:l aola, M oBerss PeTcitoNen THe NG

OF ov#u_s Fo > RT LORARL Wi W =AIED THAT SAM
DAY LE. DEAD ON ARPCIVAL.,

Avpci 19,306, Me Roperts Faien A SupplEmenNrAL
Mortcon For foprcperate Revrer Wi rch WAS DISMCSsEen
APRLL QE Ao\,

@)




Fenruaey 2, 8017 Me Roneers Percrcoden Tue NC

Covrt or ADPPEBALS For CERTLORARL REULEW OF THE SUPPLEMENTAL

MAR Wuger WAS Nismrssen Marw |, 2011,
May 36, 3017, Me KRorerrs Fitep 4 MoTrod For

Reconscorra1Lod Whick Was Dengen Juyne 16, 3016,
Maecy (8, 2017, Me Rocerrs Petcrconen The NG

PENcED JUuNe 8, ol

Aveusr 24, 2017, Me Cogerts FLien A S TATE HABEAS

PETLrcoN IN Bueye C,GUN Y WHULiH WAS DEMIED Sertemder
17,8011,

—

—JAavvag Q01 8 2 Pone ris Fil TALE =

PErc(con o Tue NG Cover o APvearLs WUtk WAs DEN LED
Dav.5, 2018,
Avcust 83, . 20is, My Roperts Filteo 4 SrAfE PABEAS

~ Pecgrcon 1w Franriosn Count C ie =)
90'%) O!‘OAAJ:

Ocioger 21,8019, Puesvanr 1o 4 STArE MANEAS PETITION

L\M-CouRT MOT LoN Foz APPoLN TMENT OF COUNSEL. TpN

Veolation oF Nc Gew. Srars MA450L & @) ¢ TA-498.3. @),

(D, (ﬂ ),(9@), é‘ Ng; Distrall AND S)nge\LLorZ_ CQMZT Bugs 29 (0-

) ) Zé) ’




RULE OF 1AW ?

s
THE DILTLEWCE REQULIRED Ts REASONARLE DILTLENCE
\
NOT MAXIMUM EEASIAIE DILLLENCE . HQQ AND , 560 DS A1 653,

130 SCr AT 9515,

APPLICATION®

/J
OoesTHe Drstrct Covrrs ORDER REPRESIEMNT A

PREMATURE DENIAL OF G0TH EQUITABLE Touzue, Ann A COA

WELTHDOUT DULY CONUS TDERING THE REASONABINESS oF M

, /
Rorerrs DILTEENCE Ty PROPORTIoON TO THE SEVERITY OF

TUE DEPRIVATIONS TMPOSED DPON HIM BY THE STATE <

ACKHOWLEDGIHG:T'HE SEVER ITY OF THE UNCONSTITUTT -

onAL OE TIO SEO T = HE

3rate, noTHe Dastezcr Covers ABISE THEIR NISCRETION BY

ROULTINELY DENYINLS THEM EQUITABLE TOLLING S0OLEY B ECAUSE

OF THELR T ICae g o Co f — THI e s "HL

ONE YEAR ,. TuEe LEGAL ACOMEN NECESSARY FoR THEM TO

M ‘ FELTIVE L ITH TRAZNED PROFESSIo LS T
TUE ARENA OF POST-(OMVICTZON TURISPRLOENCE & To WLT<
f

PURSVE THELE PI6MTS WLTH REASONABLE DILLEENCE, HorLian)
suped, See Doc. |16, 2.7,

@




3)
LTSS UE*

Oy @croxzea Ql,amq Mg Rorerrs APPEARED BEF Q&E%
poe QUENTIN SUMUER TR THE U or NAsH
:(’_ouuw fp‘mzsumﬁ To A PRO SE BABEAS PeETcTrol. UPon ?

BLI.NQ; Ligwgo 1o SPEAK Mg Ronters PROMPTLY PLACLED

jmoec SUMNE?_ on Morrce Trar THE (ovrT WAS PROCEED LN

'4@4:\13‘ HOM  CONTRAVENTCON OF NC lAw , WhscH C.LCA(LL‘-{

Lum:fu:o Mp_Roterts To THE APPOCNTMENT 6F COUNSEL. Jo

i
1

REPRESENT HEM OU Has PeTcrrod. Junee Sumuee THEN ,
_S_;E_\ZLMMBL_&M_O_is_;;s ED HMis PErrrLoN A4S

Feivolp jus .

i 1

i
?
i
!

+ - - ’
i

RULE OF lLAw 2

!

l’ M (. REQULCPES A CIATAM OF TNEEFECTIVE ASSISTAM c,e'o'
COUN$EL, jo 6E RALsED ViA Motcoy For AEQ@e&;A_Le_EI;Lﬂ;EL_'
MoT DLRECT APPEAL. Scate v Auen, 862 N¢ 894,92 SE 3o 860,
%et (2018).

Unomz 39 0503354 WHEMMMM_
'or f_n&FFECT.r_VE- ASSTISTANCE OF COONSEL MUST BRE RAISED LW AN

IMNITLAL REVIEW COUATERAL PROCEEDIHNGLE, A PROCEDURAL, t

10

Ll 4




z ___ REABHDONS FDR GRANTING WRIT

ACCESS To THE (OURTS

1, UITABLE TOUTING - AEDPAS oue YEAR
STaTvie DF LIMITATIONS “THE IMPACT OF STATE-CREATED |
MM&MMA&ML&A&AL@ET_@Q
ACCESS To A 1AW 1\ TBRARY ANN-OR_THE AOAca VECY OF THE PRISONS
MwﬁJM%M—M&EWlﬁ AW VNSETTELED TSSVE oE
MAT ER‘LAL, FACT TwaT DIVInesTHe FemerAL Courtsor AppEdrs.,
Qo‘f v | AMPERT, 465 F3p T, 974 CQTH Cze 3006) , :

s A_LIsE OF EI|H§,=&C.\)IT ()ECLSJ:OQS W_HE;L_JJ_'T_H.——

it - " ] ,, gnlen
M.E RE. Ae;'f:r.ucz_ or THE _ALDPA From A P gzr_;gus_u\w_u_&@;\gx___

@mmm‘ _JZ_D_&JDLQE_E_Q_U;T_BLL TousuUG OF THE OME YEAR STATUTE |
oF LmrTALzoNs. OTuee CiRcurss HAVETAKEM A STMIIAR STANCE on THES !

‘ ,, Ee 1,334 F 304334237 (51uCre 9003),
chus v US 94 F 3D 141, 193-797_ (b1 Cre. Q.cao) SOCHA v
EgQDGﬂIQ ,"163 F30 684-688 (r(IH C’E&O(‘(’)_‘_&LJ/ FArzasl,55¢F 30]
117, 193725, 127728 ( 81 Cre 2008), Bap 1A DomInEUEZ v
MAHAFFLL?, 7 fro. Acex, 837 (1071 Cze Qool), Sancuez v GAETZ,
498 FSucle 2 858 (N0 11 2013).

i Y&( NONE OF THESE D ECISIoNS REACH THE OVERARCHING

153\)3:—:[\:‘\4_\ DISTINGLISHES NC PRISONERS FROM THOSE o
[ |
(63)




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

=T

v

Date: AMAR G+ 10, 3.¢33




Al K30 6E.

I\ CONTRAST To THE AFORESAID DECISIONS GRANTING EQUITABLE

o) T (= - TONERS , Ti T
7 ]
STEADFEASTLY SAMCIIONS IJ(;S DECISTONS THAT L ACK OF ACLESS To A

LAW LIBRARY OR LECAL KNOWIEDGEE DO NoT CONSTITUTE EXTRAORDIMNARY

. 1]
CIRCUMSTANCES OUVISINE HIS [Ma Roeerts \ ConTrOL THAT WoULD
\

|
WARRANT EQUIIABIE TowinG. Unites STATEs v SosA, 354 F3p 507,
512 (41 Cze.2004), Carcaa Neseere v Unzten STaTes, 8630 WL

2041342 ¥4 (wore, Apear 28, aoaa), Pucupowsks v WHITE,

2013 Wi 171540 ¥ 3 (WpNC, Tanvary 16, 8013), See Doc. 16, P T,

Recagoine Turs L zue or MC Aun Fovern Czecvcr OBCISIO-

NS, T1 1s BUT A SHORT MENTAL STepP To ARRIVE AT THE BEBALIZAT-

/
Covers BExereriv

TEENT s B, WITH T1LE O2 NO F - CATION HUT OFF

F ROM THE OUTSI0E WORLD, WLITH Wo ACLESS To LEGAL KNOWLEDGE, TO

COMTVLRE', OUT OF TWIN AI@; WITHIN ONE YEAR) THE LEGAL ACUMEN

SUFFLCIENT To COMPETE EFFECTIVEL] WITH TRAINTD PROFESSIONALS, .

POSSESSIMG UNLIM ITEL BESCOURCE S T THe ARENA OF POST‘CONVJ:C,T.EON

TUP LS PRUDEWMCE. ({ET,SULH ABSURDILTIY 15 PRECISELY WHAT THIS

LINE OF DECISIONS REPRESENTS.,

As 17 PERTAINS fo EQUITAGLE Touirue, Lewzs v Case?,
509 0S 343, 35556, 116 3CT 2174, 2192 1496) pei¥aue oy |

a1)




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

v

Date: MANCGEH 10, 90373




i
LTSSUR S ;h/ HEN ANY TNMATE,, » SHOWS THAT THE PRESENTATION OF
SULH A CLAIM TS CURRENTLY (BEING PREVENTED , BECAUSE THE

| LERARIES OR ADEQUATE ASSISTANCE FRoM PERSOMS TRAINED 1IN
i L | L U
THE AW ,Bouunsl,sum?/&. CAOArsﬂ._;;_T'-t’ OfF FILING (PENOTES ; THE

TooLs ITNMATES NEED TN DROEBR 7o ATTAK . THEIR SENTENCES OITREULY

oR COLLAT‘ERALL"?\,\ Lewss,Svera,

Me Roperts tus Preapen To The NC Feoeral Drstercr
CoURT To EXERCISE 1TS BROAD DISCRETINNARY POWERS UNDER
MecComes v Dasonvir Pacee Co., 336 0S 187, 19334, 69 S&

aa7 (1944) 7o Bufoece Gouuas avo LEWIS To Ho AVAILL, (see

Mot ion To Enroece Aup-oe Contempr Orner, Poc 3 ) Me

O BER EALED TH C Feo.Dzxst.
1o CE = (D ouNps AND |Lewis REQUIBEMENTS To VAIL.
ESE FuTTLE EFForts 64 Me Ropeets HaVE OVEN

TANTAMOUNT To SEEKING SAEETY TN THE SAWS OF THE DHARK.

"THEREFORE, 177 TS TNCUMGEMT UroN THIS COURT To EXERLLSE

IS SVUPERVUISORY Powees To PESOLVE THD DIVISIVE ISSVE AMong

Tiie CLRLILTS. !

EQ ULTABLE TOLLING °

i | . /3_03 3




Tu T OFf EQUITABLE TOLING , T D11 AN Froe

s

560 US 631, 650, 130 SCr 9544,3563 (2010)  Tuzs Cover Tmeosen 1Ts

NG Dots NoeT

Fisyeg ;gjoggsw, (%4 F3p 710,73 (511 C2e199%) citarcous
OMLITICD.,

Tn CoMTrasT, THe Fovetw Czewsr, on WHiresoe v US
115 E30 1980, 184 (41w cze doi4), RPerw tug on Rouse v LeE, 335
F3p 838,346 (Nﬁ ,‘H‘H 6123003) EXPEESSED TTS O EETANCE OF
Houanps Fi ExTBILLTY PEQUIPEMENT BY EST HI
INDISCRTIM zugxg ;1@.&‘ Agggégg ! or The AEDPAS STATULIE

NT

EQULTABLE Tou_r_ue, Rouse ,339 F3p a1 346, TH.:..S LANG UABE FROM
Tue Foveru CrpcurT BEFEFECIIVELY Excuoes NC Prisonees From

EQRULTY JLURISDICTION.

Thzs Apuse oF DIsceeTiod @k The Fovery Q;Izc,v.t-r, I
. {¢
DEFIANCE 0 HolAnp EFFECTIVELY E3TARLISHES NC 4s 4 \o-éo
\!
-7oNE For ENABLING PrROSELWTORS AND COuRT APPOINTEOD

_ ATT0RNEYS ACTING AS DOUBLE AGENTS To (OMTLMUE ITs ABUSE OF
(31)




T U , T

THE PILEA BAPCATN PROCESS WLTHOUT FEBAR.OF EXPOSURE AS TS

EVIOENCED BY THE LHNSTAMT (ASE.,

WH‘E.‘REF@RE,T‘HLS HoworAmie COURT REARS A SELE-TMPO-

£ 0BLLT

Powe RS To gemeniate NC ., aunTue Fovrru (cecver Cover of Arepa-

SAV ¢ e E ' Iir Ap ) C Pecso 2s To weie

I _
- TN THE CodTRYRl OF THE PRESEWT CASE % IT s Fop THE (ourts Jo

REMEDY PAST 0. IMMINENT OFFICLAL TNTERFERENCE W.T.TH

tovacs. Lewrs, Io At 518 0S 348349 . (14 S A1T8-2179,

(33)




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

v

Date: MANGEH 16, 90373




