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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

D Whether Hae Unibed Stakes Disheict Courk Nocthern Diskrick
of Tndiana South Bead Division’s ‘Todge: Robeet L Hiller,
I, " error i his decision makine?, As to when denying the
Pelibioner his faie cights to an Halbeas Corpus proceeding; By
dismissing the Pebibionce habeas Lorpos petivion (ECT 1)
because & is \m\r:mt\\r= (veview Pebbionce’s Appl €, pq.125)

s hether Yhe Ubed Stades Wiskeick Cooek Norlhern Dickeick
o} Tadiane South Bend Wivision’s * Judge: Roberk L Miller,
3o, abused his distrebion o Yo disreqaoding the Pehlioaer’s
Ciesk, second, and seventh geound, ¥he supporting Yacks wsihin tae
Peliloner’s Pebibion undee 28 Vs, .3 8254 For Wik o Nabeas
Corpus and Yhe akached exhibils i support of said grovad (6
and Mheie Sup@w&‘mo\ facks?, That \n Yack proves Vot Yoo Pebidicner
Shall be entilled Yo Nabeas Corpus reliel. (reviews Pebibioner’s
APP“b, py 19-20, APP‘.M, o 147—151) APP: 0, P j52-159, AW:
D, pq. 20-25, Aot N, pq. 147-181, hop. O, pq. 152-189, App' 1D,
pg. 5k O, and Kpp\F, pg. /35, withia see ) )
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TN THE
SUPREME COURT OF TWE UNITED STATES

PROCEDURE ON A PETTTICON FOR AW EXTRADRINTNARY

OPTNTONS BELOW

Foe Casesn ?—ron’\ gté\eco\\ C,OU(‘XYSI.

The OP"\\'\‘\O(\ og ‘\w\r\e_ L\r\'\\re.c\ S\ere.s QDU“\“ Dg Q‘\DP&Q\% @\3\3@&1“5 Q\r

A\)r\;tr\cx\x‘. A B aad ¢ Yo Vhe \3&'\\(0(\ and 1 Pu\f}.\lxs\r\tc&\\

T}\e, DPt\n\.or\ o.\i Yre Unded Stales diskeick Couet oppears R
I'\ppe,ﬂt';\‘\xt_'{‘:_ \—o M’\\_ PQA:\\V\.()(\ C\f\é\ ‘\5 PU\O\‘S\'\LA

FO(‘ Coseq Qron’\ 9)\-0x\re_ Lo\)\"\’%‘.

The, OP‘\‘(\:O\'\ 03- \A(\L \’\\e\\ﬂe,s\— 5\0\\-1 C.O\.)(‘\' *0 VQ.N:\‘E.\CJ ‘xlht ﬂ’l&r"\\rs
O\PPeo\vs o\\— APPQ(\Q\'\)Q\._D_I\\'O “\.&. ?QA'.\X%OY\ (M\CX \5 PU\D\\S\’\QQ\

The Op\mlon ol the Tippe_c.&r\oe, ‘Lo\mﬂ S)o?u:\oo Couck No.2
appeacs o& }\eeene‘\lx'.i Yo Vhe \3&\\-10\’1 and 15 \)u\o\‘\s\r\eé.



JURTSDICTTON,

Foe Coses Yeam Qe,é\e,vm\ Courts

T\xe C\OA‘& on \'\;'\’\'(C\"l ‘“\e. Un'\\'é’,(‘l ﬁxra\'&s C@u\(‘x OQ }\PP(‘,&\S
C\ec‘\cl'eel My Case was Feb. IG 2022, APP&QGX'\&‘. R, and Mac, 10
2022 APPenc]'m'- C.

J

The durfsc\,ic\r\on ot Yhis Couct is wvoked undee 28 .9, C,
§ 2254 (a).

Do to the Faek of the Unked Slakes Cooel of Appels 1ssuine
theee (2) (‘.an\(&(ncl oeders. To- Wik Hhe fiesl ordec, l\ppen&\r\ﬂ A,
doted: Oct. &, 2021, Hhot Cleacly States on page Hheee (3) of the
Appendic’, within Yhe second pacageraph, IT IS ORDERED ihal
all othee P*‘ocv.e_e\(-’w\ﬁ o s appeal are SUSPENDED pe.v\c\mc\
e decision by tis Court as Yo whelhee Yo tssve o CerbiBicate
ok C\PPQC\\Q\b'\\;Sry._H\C court will Yake e no Luclher ackion in
this appeal unkil the fee stabus is tesolved . ” (reviews Pelibionec’s
App- A, pq. 3)

The second order, T\Wgnc&ix'. B, daled’ TFeb. g, 2022 thal ¢\eae
atates “TT T4 ORDERED that s o\@pee\\ s DIAMIASEN

Qor lacl of dvr‘\sd‘\&(m, " (renvrew Pevlionee s ]\Nz\ B, Po: 4)

]



The Hhued ordee, Appendin’ €, daked’ Mac. 10,2043, that eleacly
Shakes. Herewlh is mandobe ob Wis Courd o Wis appeal along
with Yhe B oY cosls, ¥ any. A cectitied copy of ¥he Opiaion
order of the couek and jodament, ¥ any , and any direckicn as
ko cost shall conshitube the mandabe.” “RECCRY ON APPEAL
STATUS: No cecord Yo be neburned.” (reviews Peblionec's hppt
Cipq. )

The sidh tedec, Appendin' F, dated I‘\\ay\\ 20, 200k, otter the
Post- Conviekion reliek evidentiaey \ww{m\ wnder Lovser o, TAHOZ
-1503-Pe- 3, that C,\ecm\\? Stakes tn pertineal park on page 135
within sec. (€), “As Stated dhove, Whe coort does tondude that
Hhe ¥ul\f}moni- ot @b\\tt ¥ icecs’ eye Oikaess accounts ol the
events of the Coime amovated Yo peegory. "Tn which o\ 6§ Yhe
lowee Court (9 bebore this Honorable Court w0l wn Yack “not”
oo Hhe Bukbionee any bype o8 velisl, Kfkee Yoo Backs o2 sk
c\eqr\7 Smu‘mo\ e \eo\q\ Mnmo\eéc\e' and m\\e\wgkuﬂé\lnc\ as to Bad
Statement 'C;Onsi‘r}xkulr[m-? a crime, Rs well as ¥he Pact Yok in
Qccove\;nc\ Yo Aol B, on pace 195 within Sec (D) in peckinent
Pa(\\’ 5§x’ﬁ§’;no‘,) “Delective Walkecs Wmseld was inside the cor
and coold explain what occurred taside Yhat car,” Fucthermare,
ol the Hme of 200d Slatemen \aémc\ quen by Hu Telal Coucks
Ded. Walkers was m $act labelled as 08Ficer: Walkers, évrx‘nc\

3



xr\r\t_ ‘)‘05¥- QDT\\/‘\C-\';QH ve,\i& &v'\c\e_nxr‘mw? \’\E.O\'\"l\{\o\. ((‘e\rle.vo pc\rl\r'\o
-fec s ,\P\Jf Y, pq. 354, APP.‘ 3, Pq.- 240)

For Coges Qrom 6‘\0}6. QOUT";\’E)i.

The _Q\ulve, on which Yhe \'\‘m\\/\e_s¥ 5\m\f& Courk &et\é\e& My Case was
Mm{ 13, 202, A QQP? og \’\’\q\' o\e.c\sion agpears OA( ?\ppmé\'wﬁ-w.

No Pe_\\\ion g—or vé\\ew\nol Was evec Q\\u\ W My Cage ,

The dur‘\sdic}égq ot this coued i nvoked undee 28 U, %5, C & 225y
(o). |

bo \‘D %\Q QQ&(‘_&( ‘\'\(\c& M’lt pe_&‘\&ﬂ‘oner '\S &\)\Qm'\\-&\‘;rwl \\'\s Pt\z\ion
Foo h Mok 08 Habeas Cocpos Yo Wi Honorahle Couek wothin

du\/s Otg"&tf “Hla e_n&m? 09( Arhebgmq\ duclo\mmlv grom 55\\@ Ur\'\xrw\
Stakes’ f‘JuPrunc Coort Yo- wit! éq¥¢_ :Ym\mw 9, 2023.3Voo fenieud

oF the Slake Coucls’ and Federal Courks’ decisions, Peoxc{mlacl Yo
e Pebbioner’s Criminal Case., Ater ¥he fack o8 the Trial Courls
i‘ﬁa&\m\ within hppeadiv’ ¥, on pq. 135, within ec (€), in peckineat
pqw¥.3 “Ne shaked above, Yhe Covcl does conclude Mok Yhe
testimony of police officers’ eye witness accounts of e

evenks o} ¥he Crime omounted Yo P”&“‘j-” Rowe_\;@]a-ue-\a the



lowser Courk ) belore this Ronorable Lovrh haing Clearly
he \eo\q\ \ﬁnom\a&o\e_ and Mnc&wb\rw\&lnc\ a5 Yo The Yot o
Sad Strelement (‘.ons\r\\u\'me\ex Crime, Phak cause the
Pldioner +o be arrested, pmse,w-\re&, Conviched , and
Senbenced ,Bub faled to allow or qeant Yae Pkibionee
any bype ot relich, (reviews Pkloned’s hot B, pa. 4, Appt T
pop 135, Bee (E), and App. E, pq JA2-135)

CONSTITUTTONAL AMD STRTUTORY PROVI STONS TNVOLVEN

CONSTITUTTOMAL PRovT aTONS TRYOLVED

Appme\\x‘.\ﬁ, on PC\O\L 15., The Pebifionce raised Yhe Ao within
the c\vouné\ as o Phe Sack o% “WheMhee hig V4™ amendmenly
cights o the United Stoles’ Consbibubion was viclavred?) As
Yo when Tippeeance Coonky Streck Ceime ofbicee’ Michael A,
Barthelemy unlawlolly accested the Pebiblonee on Charqes
Per".*cx‘\r\;r\c\ Yo o aealed Case undec Cause No. TAD0OZ-1302- FA-Z,
ok was never tnsealed., Ta which Baid clam is in ack in
ceference \'o‘ Hhe Qaim of \:e\m\ deprive o8 his \\\3@&73 as
well as being deprive eqeal prodeckion of ¥he law. That is
grantee by e 1% amendment vights of the Unived Hrokes’
Constiuhisn, Creviews Pebibionec’s Rpp'®, po. 15-19, hppt N py.



147-151, ano APP‘.@, po 152 -159)

Appaﬁé\‘\‘kx-b) Py ZD.JT\A& Pellionee taised Yo claim wivain
Hhe c\roun.é\ as Yo Yhe _‘gac} of  “Whelher Wis M amendment
v\cthﬁrs ot Yhe Unmded Stales’ Conskikobion was \/"io\c&c—,&zD
As Yo whien Tippecance C/mm\»\, bqbu\-? Prosecitoc Jessico
N Paxsen vo. 28316 - 49, ’W\\Cw'@u\\«j Pros ecobed Yhe Pebibionee
on Charges \3e_c\v@;‘miw\e\ Yo o 5ealed Cose under Cayse o
T4Do2-1362-FA-2, thot wes never unsealed \m:géocg, e\uo\ne\
and/or atler the Pebhbioner was aevested, P‘Po%e_cu\‘eex)‘ Conv
Scked, and gentenced.  La which aavd claim 1o Sack W
relecence Yo the tlawm ot him \oe'mc\ e\e\sv\\;e, equal \3vo\ve.a\ion
of the lao, Thak s grantee by Yae 1™ amendment cialibs of
e Waihedh Stakes’ Conhibubion. Crevivee Pebibiones’s hgp!
D, py. 20522, Rppi N, pa. 147150, and Rep' 0, pe. 152-159)

Aﬂamé&\y\‘. D, on page blo, The Pelloner raised the claim with
w the qreond, ag bo Hhe fact 5% “ Whether Wis 14% amendment
viahds oF the Ucbed Blales' Conskilobion was viclabed?, hs
Lo when the Trial couels’ “"Suey\t\ Hteven B Heyer,” Ad o
«w'\no\\\{ and \n%énX'\or\a\\T Mﬂ\qwgu\\\i Rl Yo ceverse the wnlaw
-8\ convickion cbtained oy peryured "\’é’.s\:\mw\\l as Yo Yhe events
8 Hhe evime, ofler the fack ob Shalinq within hog!F, o



Paqe. /35, porthin See. (€ \n Pu%‘mn& pact, “As shaled ohove,
the couet does Conclude Hhot he beshimony ok police o¥ficers’
eve Wikness actiunts of the evenks oF the trime amounled
Vo pergury.” Ta which the clam o ¥ae PekMonee’™s 1™ amend
ment cights of he Unlbed States’ Constitotion belag viclated,,
L5 in fackin eebeccnce with dhe claim o the Pedilionee being
deprive b his Nbecky, as 10ell as equal probection of ¥he
lawo. (reviews Pelibionec’s Mol ™, pq. 56-58, and hop! T, po. 135,

Sec. (E) >

STATUTORY PROVISTONS TNVOLVED

APPcn&i&: F[ Pa- 135, &ec, (E).J“WQ Trial (‘,ouvxs) ((3_\)0&0‘&1 Stev

b))

~en P Meyer,” dlearly staked in peckinent pack, “ As slabed
above, the court does Conclude Yaok Hhe &%\lmomf ot \ao\\cx,
otlicecs’ eye witness accovals of Yre eveats oF Yhe crime
amounted Yo \Demdum/.)) T which said abakemenl is c\em\? m
Cack n relerence with the violakion 08 Tad. Slake Slatobe
o T.C.536-49-1-2-1(=3(), Per jory Prosecotion oF Viclation.,
That clearly Bhakes’ h pecson who makes a Talse, makeria)
alatement undec oath or Qgg;r(ﬂ&xﬁbnl v\‘moub\\f\o\ Yhe alatemenk Yo

\3e, Q—cx\ge, or (\0\' \ge\;ﬁv{v\c\ ‘\\' \’o \De, xr\"ue,‘(\*cv‘\e.ua ‘De,\rl\xc;o\n&v)s



APP: F, PG[ 135 within acc. (Y, and Yhen Tad. S\ ale 6\‘0\\‘0&‘@,
o T.C.8 235-44-1-2-1(=(1), Pﬁ“éuvx‘ proee,c,w\r‘wm ot \!;o\e\ln‘o&

Appendin' B, on page 15, The Pebilionce caised e tlaton widhia
the ground as to the Back o “ Whedher Wi W™ amendment of\c\\\&s
o0 e Uabed Stales’ Conshitobion was violered?, As Yo when
e Tippeconoe Coonby Streek Ceime officer Michael k. Back
- he\ew{j'm\aw%\\v accested the PebiMence on Charges Pw\«oﬁm‘\nc\
Lo o &ealed Case under Cavse Vo. 14D02-/302-FA- 2, Yhal
was never Ungealed.” En-whichaid misconduck ob 0¥ icec!
Barthelemy 15 ia Vack 10 B relecence with the violatioe ot Tad.
State Stabube o T.C.8 35-42-2-2 (). WA ‘\AMW\M\.,WQ&
C\CU\C\\.{ alales, “ A person who \‘mow‘mo\\7 be ‘m\ve\\klom\'\Y FeMONES
ancther person, \3\1 fracd Ceom one P\O‘CL Yo anothee Commils
\«;AMPP;M\, " lrevicwo Pebibloner’s hep D, pq. 1519, APF‘.N, St
I47-151, A?P; 0, pq. 152159, and then Tad. Stoke Stakole ob
T. 0.8 35-92-3-2 (), H’\A(\QPP\W\O\.) -



OHTATEMENT OF THE CheE

On doly 28, 2021, Petonee: Mr. Melaster, proceeded, pro oe,
Served Yhrough the UL S, postoge, wpon Yre tleck o ¥e Uaked
Shates Diskeick Court Nocthern Wigkaich oF Tadiane Soulh
Bead Division, his /b page Wrik 0¥ habeas Cocpus pelibion
Under 28 U, 8. C. 82354, Thal was $led on hog. 12, 2021,
Under Cause No. 3120~V -592-RLM- MG 8a1d pekition Hhea
was Placed Helore the Honorablet Robect L Miller ,—Xmﬁ\}e\o\a.
Ceeview Pedibionec’s Rpp' D, pages. &-121)

A\ er “&)c\c\e‘. MMee 3, cevicwed s6id pebdicn., On Kua\. 18, 2021,
without allowing andfoc on\e,v‘mc\%& Respondent (Wacden ' Ron
Neal) Yo give o response bo e Pelibionee’s pelition undee a8
U5, ¢ 8 2354 Yoo a Mk of habeas Corpus., Judae’ Miller 3,
Hhen tosued and Srated wilhin }\\s\aen&\xl E. " For Yhese reasons,
the couett (1) DIIMTISES the habeas pebidion (ECT L) becavse
ks ‘L\ﬂl(‘\me.\\(‘. (2) DENTES Aokonis . Melaster o Ceelibicate
ot Q\\)pcq\u\m\\ﬂrY @uo&uar&r Yo Section 2254 Hobeas Cocpus &
Role W and (3) DIRECTS e tlerk Yo Qose Y Case,” (revic

W Pe\—\\—\unu‘)s ’\PP E, ch\c,s; j22- IZ(O)

bo kro \%t mmCor\cﬁuc}c an \jnt Y\:C&o\m \')Q«\’l@\\%‘y &\t\ Wy QM_X Coause



the entice Proeue\\nc\ Vo be Untaic, ““6“5\“’ and veey VAT easonable
decision, that covsed Hae viclatten of Whe Phlicace’s W™ amen
~drenk elghbs o8 the Udked Skakes’ Consbibubion, as Yo depriv
- the Pebibionee” R boie dights to due ouese ob law ., ke well
s depriving the Pubikiinee Hie foie rights Yo @ vemdy by doe
Covrse of law, Thak is grankee by the Tadiana Conshibubional
oighbs oF Ackicde 1, e 12, thal provides [hvalabilily ot Coueks)
AL coueks shall be open) and evecy peeson Yor ingory done Yo tim

in his peesen, \aou‘;er&\(, oc tepotation, Shall have remedy by dve
Covrs e of law. Jughice shall be administeced $redy, and with
~ouk pocchage, Complekely, and asthost denial, speedily, ond with
“oot delay. |

The Uaded Stakes Dickicl Cooet Nocthern Diskack of Todiana s
Sodget Miler, 3o, denied Whe Pebbioner o baie wighks Yo o habeas
Corpus procecding.; As Yo when said Todqe Shated wilia his
Cpinion and Ocder (App' E, pq. 125 Y, & untroe reason Yo wik,

(1) DTIMTSSES the habeas pebibion (ECF 1) becavse it is
‘-L\f\xr'\me,\c]: " Whea w Yack sad reason was|are C,\e,e;.\*\x’ an ecgor,

do Yo Vhe &?o\\wxﬂe\ Cocks

Aee the Pelibioaer’s Conviction on 66\3\'. ™ 2013, and Sentenc

10



ing on Ock. 6%, 2003, Yoe Yhe Ceime oF dealiag wn Cocarnc, Closs
k- Felony and fee being a habikusl obtendec all unde tovse Wo.
7900 2- 1302 -FA- 2. The Pelvioner’s Nobice o¥ hopeal was then
Bled under cavse vo.Tqh04-1311- CR- 534 Atker ol Weiele voere
led by both packice. On Jone 24, 2014, Fhe Tadiane Court of
Appeals dented the Peblloner’s diceck appeal.

The Pebifionee’s Appellate M Me. Graham, then aobmitied o
Pektion Tor Transber on behalt 08 Wae Pebibicnee, Yo the Supreme
Couct of Tadisao, under Cavge Mo, 19h0M4- 1311~ CR- 544, Afkee Yhe
oWee o the ?\%MLY General of Toadiwao Submired s beied
w ogion of the Pebibicnee’s Peibion Toe Transter, The Supreme

Qburx‘ Dg Iac‘\‘\c‘mo\ C«gg;rmeé %a‘\ex Conv'\c\vlow\‘On %t?& H, ZO(‘-!,

Then aller the Pebibioner submdred his PelVien Soe Posk- Lonul
~cbion relicd o Mie Tippecance Coonly Superioe Cosed No. 2, and
% was Sled undee Cause Vo, TADGZ-1503-PC- 3., A u\&m\rim»/
heacing was held perkining bo said Bekikien, on hpel 8, 2016,
Al ee seid \'-\mv'me\ wWas held, Hhe T\\apucmoe_ Qwrv\r-»{ | 5\)9@\0(\
Coved ve. 2" &,Ac\t‘. Seven P \“\e\-,c\“,» on Apeil 20, 2016, denied
e Pelibonee reliel (reviews Pebibioner s heo- pages. 127- 134)

Then on V\q\t \h, 2016, the Pe}llrionsz. Notice o% }\\DPU}\\ wes



@led under Cavse vo. TAA02-/665 - PC-6110., Oa Mac. 15, 2017,
‘\T¥\9_ \)L’_\"\\"Lb(\e,(”f) C&;ce_c_x- O\KJPE_O\\ wWwas Cxﬁmi‘:‘;% b\‘)\\sr\ Y}Te_buc&‘\tb (“t
NI IR D(‘,\:\\—‘nor\u“‘s ’\P‘) G\, PO\ )67) .

Thea on B Nov. 1, 2016, o¥rec Fre Phibioner svbmred his Tadia
“ne State Common Law Civil R:o\\r\% Com\l\cimx( Coe “Foloe Neees\
and False 'zmpasmmmlr/ Maliciows Peoscestion,,” The Tippecance
Counln{ 5:(:ch‘\o\~ Couct Wo. 2, ‘ —Suém\t Steven B Mu(-w, ? qav ¢ We
AO\U“\CP'\Z&\"’Q\‘\ for the clerle o2 Whe touct Yo Bile aand Com\)\O\RV\XV
Under Covse Mo, 10027611~ MT-224 ., And theo on dan. 27,2017,
and Feb. 26, 2018, the Toial Cooct dismiss said Complaint, For

a\\e(y\e,ciX\xT _\’lcw'mc\ “ Ne (ch\\s 0%— O\c__x(lcm. Y

Pebibioner then submithed Yo ae Tadiana Couck o Appeals his

Notice of Appeal, thek was $led undee tavse wo, IBA-MT- 748,
Aftee Hhe &31\;‘\0\ of ol brieks by oll ot Mo Pu\x\gg ool v eal,
e Todiane Court of Appeals on oy, T, 2019, a%fiemed Yhe

Toa\ Courts’ 5\.\3&\-"’\&,7\\'.

The Pebilioner then submitted hia Pdbion oo Transler under
Cavse wo. [EA-MT- 748, Lo the Supreme Cousk of Tadiano. hibec
the other parkies tnvolved Submidked theie b e¥s n opinien Yo
the Pedibiones’s Pelibion Yor Transter. The Songth Couek o%

I2



Ir\&lan@\; on OQL‘ ’5., 2019, O\\So c@@‘wmu& Yhe Trial Courls’ Q\JAO\

—Merrl“,

T the light oF fhe PdiVionee’s proceedings under Cavee Ve,
T9N6 2- 161 - MI- 229, and Cause \o. [§A- MT-T148 being o ollabenol
ceview Hhak tolls W Vmdbakion period Yoo the Pelihonee Vo
subaiik his a8 1.5,C.8 2264 For wnik of a habeas Corpus peki
“ton, The Unibed Stakes Diekeich Cooetd Noethoon Disheick of
Tndiana South Bead Division’s " Judqe’ Robeck Lo Millee, Je,”
accepted said Ppoaué\\m\s as’ collakecal revie Yot Yolls Ve
limibakion peciod,; Do o the fact that the Supreme Couek has
breadly defined tellaberal revicw as * judiciel revies thak
oeCcurs ia o Pmmc\\nc\ outside of Mo direch review process,
celec bo Wall v ¥holt, 562 U. 9. 5US, 5L0 (2011), (renivws Pdidion
-ee’s hpp! €, po 129 ab the bollom)

Then Hhe Pbibionee submithed Yo the Tadiose Courd oF Agpeals,
his Form For Successive Posks Convickion Relier Role 1 Pekilig

nand o Pelilion foc Posd- Convichion Reliel,, Atec Lok Pl

- 1605 Were a;\\e.c\ec&\j review,; Fhe Courks on Su\j 23, ZOZO{ Sated
within o Ueder Sled under Cavse Vo, 204-8P-122%. ¢ The Pl

- onecg \\as »7‘-‘ QG\“\\LO‘) &‘D QSX’C\\Q\}%'\\ (o} Y‘Q&SOY\O\\O\& ‘\3065“\\3'\\:&“7

13



\A«CA— ‘)&\:\\“:O\’\E’V‘ \5 C\'\\“\\‘\Q_C& \-0 @D‘:‘;\" Qor\\r‘\c\»\'ot\ “‘e/\le,\é, wa& aceo
' ”\"CX\\’\O\\LI 3 XA\'\L C,O\)(‘\‘ '&&Q\‘n{\t“) X«‘D D\U\xr\ov‘\z,e. \A(\e_ XV)\\l\‘\\r\o\ D%’ \'X(\L
gl&¥\&*éuq, ? ((‘e_v“e.«o Pa\:&\f‘\one.\“)e) ‘\PP \-\, Po 137 )

To the light ob the above proceeding W\mmc\% Vhe Pelibion
“ec’s Form Foc Suecessive Post Lonvickion ceick Role L and
he Pebibion for Posh- Convichian relicd, thal was submided
and decided en by the Tadiona Cooct oF Agpeole., Sheold
howe been accephed as o Collakeral revies thab dols Hee

Vo bt ion peciod Yo submit o habeas Corpus Pa\}\v{on.

Do Yo *\T\wr_ QO\,C‘,\"’J od y\o\\r 0'(\\\.[ \a Said Qvoc_e—e_c\if\c\ one of Yo Shates’
| Y‘e_mé\ac\xl Prod the PebMoner Mas Yo exhavust belore he to able Yo
SU\Bm'\X— o habeas C/o\“pus Pe_\r‘-\\r(er\,j As no&\\ as Ve \)—e\c} ol sand
once.e.o&’\m\ \Be;mc\ o Collateral reviews Yhat Geeurced outsde of
the dieect review, Under Cause o TIRGY 1311~ LR- 544, thal
pertaims Yo the undecline tavse Vo, 14002-1302-FA-2,, Aad since
the Supreme Couet hos -\Oro&c&\j debined collateral review as

“ SUC\.\‘\ clol renviews thal becues a o ‘wocu.c\'\ne\ oot eide 0% Wne

C\‘\\'\tc}r “e.vlccg \DFOC.Q.”QS.) ? Pe&e\‘ 3«-,- \/\50\\\ X, \‘\\no\\, 562 U, % 5)‘[5,
560 (C2000) "

'In V\X\{\Q\rx 3r\'\e, UT\\\\’&C\,\ %\m\es h"\%\'\"'\ﬁ\' Coov\w \\‘Xor\x"\un E\s\'\*\’c_\‘

14



.09 —_[r\c}\'\cmc:\ SOU'\—\'\ Be_r\ck b‘\\{‘\%‘\OV\IS “ S\Jc\&e\e_“ M\\\e\" ,\Xr‘-,” ge&\\tﬁ\
‘o Qace.\a'* R \Dmcce_d\\mx as O C_u\\o\\r¢\~a\ feviews Yhat ;m\\s
~\Xm)_ \f\m‘llrc&‘\'m\ \le("\c.c\ \-o SU\Om‘\xr U1 \.\Qkﬁﬁ.’\% Cb(\p\)’:, pe}.\xxm(\‘

PQMMOQQ\R \jne_n 50\0\’\(\‘\\'&&& \‘0 “\e_ ﬂf“\c\\ (\'_L)\s(\x's (T‘PQQ—C—L‘H’\OQ——
Coun-\»\i Supu\{or\ Court Wo. ‘2,)9 a Pebiliea Yor Post- Convickion
Re,\u,?- }\2—3\-&(‘ ‘\’\’\t Tamac_tcmcse, LQ\JQ\(‘ 5\;‘)e,m\m C_,O\)V\lr No. Z
LUXIJC_\OKL Bx'e,\m_ﬂ D V\&\'L(‘, Y‘t\l\th&i-d O(\\CX Pt\t\’\Oﬂ

hen Qo
Yae Qerk of ¥he Covels Yae authorizabion Lo file said pedibion
as a ‘ New S?;\lme,\ Vndee Cavse Wa. 1ADO2- 200§ - Pe-19, Pu-\ma{nc\
Yo o Posk- Convichion Rediel 2.7 (reviens Pebibionee s Mop. T
Paqe. 139~ 140)

Thea withoot o response beom Yhe T Ppetance Qum\\ Rosecol
“or’s Difice., Da Sepk. 2, 2020, e Tippecance County Superion
Couel Wo. 2, " Suc\c\t‘. Meyee, ™ Bhabed wilhia o “ Oedec”  Yhe
Couet declines Yo accepk Yhe Pebibion for Posh- Convickion Relieh”
(eeview Pebilionee™s hpp! T, pop 141

The Pebitionee tren submitbed Yo the Tadiana Coset of hppeals
Wis Nolice of T\Wm\, a\)gm\‘mo\ Yhe L&u&o\mu\lv ol e Taia)
Covrte \De‘r\rc:n'\:ne\ Yo maltrers Bnder Covse No. 19Do2 - 200§ -
P19, The Todiana Covet of Rppeals Bled sond Mok

W Dg

l\PPea\,%\m‘\u Cavse Vo. ZOA- P(‘_—IS\&) Aﬁu Xc\«t P&\\\-lo«\w 6\5\3m



ithed Wi Appellant’s Beicl along with \Fs Appendin, and with
oub the o¥fice of Whe A\Srm«nul Geneca) o Tadiano., "axs\an\‘\¥\<§nc\
A briek i opinion to the Nopellank s Betek ) On Tan. 2%, 2021,
the Tadiano Couck o Nppeals, deried Ve k?\m\\a&’s appeal.
(revicws Pebibigner’s Apo' K, pages. 192-143)

The PediYicnee then Sobmitred Yo the -ﬁ)o@mmm Cooct of Tadiana,
\nns P&¥§¥icn &er .TVQ\'(\ESQQY‘ (AWJQ\\M\X )5 —\Avans?ru‘yj O\\Q{w\ U\’)‘\"\'\t\
k\xr:‘)j }\PPuné\\& : C\_\\ %\\'\e\@m Cavse Ve, 20A- Pe- 1819, (&‘e,\:‘\tu;) Pe.\c\‘\c{'u

- fiee )S ,\PP‘ L,- {Dc«c\a$= 144 - “—15>

Atter the Bopreme Count of Tadiane reviews 5aid Transler and
without allowing andfor Ordering the office of Whe Wroraey
General of Tadiane o qve andfee ssbmik o loriet ' cpinton
o the Phibone s Pebifien Boe Transber Chopelant’s Transbe).,
On Moy 13, 2021, Hhe Supreme Cooek of Tadione dedied the
Petidionee’s Pelition for Transler. (reniew Peliliones s hppt M,
pq. 146)

.In XHM_ \\e\\\\' QQ \’l\r\e_ 0\\30\!6_ Proctté\‘me\g Pe-o\krex‘\m'r\e\ \\D Cavse
No. TD02- 2008 - PC-19 gnd Cause No. 20A-PL- 1815, Should
\'\cw-e. ke,‘e.\’l C&CQ@(‘&QQ)\ 4S5 O QD\\C&\‘&‘(‘O\\ \"e,\f;eu:) Q’\&\’ \*o\\s ‘\‘\'u,
\;m{‘\‘c\\‘\‘of\ \3&'("\0& *\'D %D\Dm‘\‘\' o \’\G\\DQC\S QO\“\DUS 'PEA'{S:.\QT\.

lo



bo %‘o ‘L\'«t @c\c,\-% OQ— \'\0\’ 0\'\\7 .i‘i 50\\c\} P\‘Oc.te,cy\nc\s, \Dt;nc\ 5¥&Lg

Femaedies Vuf\c\}‘r M.\a P@k\&—\‘one_(\ \\'\0\3 Lo exhaust bcg—ore_ he e

able ‘o & Ubak e \r\cx\()u\s, Coqus Pe\—\%}m‘b As well as M\a

@ch&' og— ?)O\t\cl Pv&tct&lv\c\% \b‘t\\f\Q\ (>N C.C)\\G\\fe_\r\oc\ r&v;\tu‘) \A'\o\\r
()C;Qm‘vec;x DL\\'S‘W;\E, 0\\'- \A‘\n QX\‘\Y"&L‘\' ve_\fkw, wndec Covs e No,

7QADLf"/3//hCR~5q“/) \H\QJ- Puﬂ‘rmlng ;\—c Yhe Undeol

e Cavse N,
7%‘5(:)2‘/302-“}"_/4\'?—«) AT\& f‘)‘\Y\C/ﬁ, ‘\5{’\1 6\)9\"(‘.:\’\&, (',OU‘(‘\‘ \'\L\% \DPL\,&'S\\\T

defined colaters) feview as O ;\ud'\c'\&\ ceviews That occurs in

Q \3?0&&&0\&\0\ outside of Hhe C&\oec\- Teview Process, “oelen

Yo Wall v, V}\Nc“, 862 U. 8, 546, 540 (za1).”

\NI\XV\’\ ‘\’\’\Cx‘\' \DC,.‘\\'\C\\ 56‘:\(;\ “\e_ Un\\\'eox 6\-&\-(5 h(%*(‘l(_\" C,OK)T"\‘ \QG(‘BT\’\QT‘Y\
B‘X‘s}\‘\’c\‘g\— OQ’ ]:nei\;ck‘\’lct b.\V;SJ\o\’\)S ! A&\)é(‘_\t ‘; \\"\'\\\U‘,—Sr:) %)\\UJ\A. \\O\VL
&PP\'\QA \ch Soame SX»cmof\ch when C,\(‘_Q,Q_\DS"‘\Y\C\ ¥\\L \bt\r‘\\?i‘\?\'\ﬂq‘)ﬁ

Civi proceedings ae Collateral review thal Ydls Vhe Vit otion

Pe;o\ocl ¥r> Su\am'\lr Qa \’\(‘A\DU:&% QQ(‘F‘\JS Pt&&r(en,)\\l\r\tn (lons‘\c)\e.n(mc\
the Pl

1«mu*75 P'Pocud'\lnep ‘Umc&w tause No. 19D62-200%- Pblq)
anel Cause No. 20A- Pc- 1918 as C‘_u“al'c\“&\ review thet Lalls

‘H’\e_ “mii—c\;l-ialn Pe.-rloel *}—o Su\b-m\\— o \f\m\nacxs 'L‘,orPus \ae,\‘\\ciem.

FUVW&rmorc, S'HN;L \’\'\L \o\\res‘\- ;S\JCB\RW\Q'\'\XV E-\*om x\r\r\t

(\})\Jv‘i‘ﬁ_\"{\ (=

Cour NISTE MCLY 13, 2024 (i\@\) W po W(ﬂ, and, said Yoroccac;\\\mc\

‘\6 ‘m %& [N Q.O\\CX\'Q,(‘CM\ "(‘e,\t‘\uo Qf\w\x QLEUTT eoh 003«-5‘\0‘3\& o¥ Q\{,



diceclt feviews, Under Cause o, "IT"!P\OIL{- 1511- CR-64Y Pe,r\lrc{‘im'ncl
to the undecling covee No. 190 2-2302- FA- 2. The s\m\‘me\
point aheuld have \aeo\cm O\G\qm rum\"\\f\c\ on \\’\001 13,2021, o
o the Fack of Hhe stakole o} Vmilakions Ser o hobeas
Corpusg Pc_\'\\{@ns (D) atates as Tellows’

(. A~ 1= year peciod o8 Vimibalkion ahall apply Yo an applical;
con For o Writ o Wabeas Cerpus By o person tn Cushedy
pursuant Yo the 'duéxo\menk o a stale Coued, The Vimilabion
Pectod shall von Prom e lakesk of --

(e}, %‘\'\t‘, d&‘\ft on \d\\"\c\'\ ‘\‘\'Le_ C,oni‘)sc;\\-u\-'\cma\ C\O\\'\\r G\‘b%ev\-e.e\ W
m\'jncx\\k/ Y‘ﬁQQﬁ(\iLe’e‘X \)7 ‘H’\&, 6uPFUYLE. CQ\JP'\’;N\Q‘ %’\L, (‘\o\\'\\- \\Oﬁ
\th.n \'\tuo\\l Ve.coclnllcol \37 grv; 5\;\3“_(\'\( QouAf anad MaéL

vaxﬂuo\c'\r'\vt\n{ QF\)\\QC\‘D\L M) Lases on C,O\\C\Xfe,vd\ Vt\fit.ul.

Lo which do Yo the abakobe of Vmbakion Soe o habeos 1 S
Corpus pedikion do be &led, Yo aid: (1)(0) o8 aaid Svobube and
otk the Valest colloteral review. o¢dee \oe,\nc\ \&q\t |3, 2021,
Does 1n Qact pobs the Pebilicaer’s Pebibion Sor o Wad o) hobeas
Corpus Under 28 U.5.C. 8 2254, that wwae Biled on l\uo\. 12, 2021,
Undee Casse o, 3121 -CV- 592 well widhin bhe L-yeae period

o VNaikalion.



Another misconduck on the Tudqe's behald, thab did i Dok
Covse Yhe ealice Pmcue&ma\ nader Lavse Mo, 30 2(-ex- 592 Lo
be %-\fq\.\T wnlaic m\(&u&, and very Warensonalle decrsion.,
Thet Cavsed the Viohakion oF the Pebilioner’s W* amendment
ks of e Uiked Slabes’ Conslibibion, e ko depiving the
Pelibione his Beic vights Lo due covrse of law, ke well as
C}\‘:Or\utnc\ the P& Menee We Soie \~\c\\\¥5 Yo o mmee‘,\7 \37 due
touese of law, Thal i %mmxu by the Todiane Consvbobicnc)
rights of Ackicl 1, gec. 12, thal provides: f/&va\\t\\s\\rxl ok Lo
-urks | A couels ghall e open and every person Sor i ey done
bo Vim i W pensen, prpechy. e cepobabion, Shall haue remed,
by due tourse of lao, Toskice shall be admimisbercd brecl,,
nd sithout porehase; Complebely, and withook denial, apecdil,
and. withoot dielay.

As Yo when e Unked Slakes” Biekeich Coort Noetheen Biekelck
6% Tndiane, South Bend Division's Sudget Robert L Mlee, T
deoted Yhe Pebioqer’s Request for o Ceckibieale of I\Ww\o\
ANt &Wl s Bebore the Pebibioner was able Yo ek o Request for
2 Cecbilicale of APPCQ\\C&\()\\ \'1(3 When 861 Q\)do\& ataved withia
his Gpinien and Order (hpp €, pg. 125, %o wik () DENTES
Antonio D, Melaster a Cerki@icate of me\co\\c\\o Wy pursvant o

Seclion 2254 Habgo\s (_-orPus Role ._,

19



Abee ¥he Sock ob sl Judqe over looking heee 9 ground 3,
theie supporting Facks, within e Pekiliance’s pebition foc o
Weik o8 habeas Corpus undee 28 U5 €L 8 2259, and Ye afac
hed exhibibs in suppeck o} seid ground ) and Yheie Suppork
“ing facks., That in Fael ghews and proves thad nok oy shodd
e Pebibionce be granked o Ceckibicabe b appealalility., Buk
Soo thak Mhe Pebilionce 15 n Sack enVMled Yo relick, Yo wik,
Hhe Yo mec\ geevad (5, the Suppoct: ng Yocks, and Lx\\\\m\s (he-
“pendixa ), and the Vaw)

Groond One’ Whether Yhe PebMonee ’s W gcadmen rgnks o

the Uaided States’ Conshidebion was Violabed on Tl 1%
2013, by the Tippecance Couny Yok Come 08ficec’ Michael
A. \BMH\Q\W?? hs to when 688icer %qv\’\(\e\em\/ 'L\l'\\c\w&\u\\‘j arce
-sbed the Pebibiuner wilhoot o Velid “ARREST WARRANT
k@e,.mcl weued , Foo c\wo\w Fled undee Lavse Vo, 1ADO2-1302-FA-
2, Y tose of e State o Tadvana v Kobontc MeCasber Vil
Yhe Wno \e.cckt and vadersands o as Yo dhe fach of adid Case
being sealed on Feb. 6%, 2013, and never bmﬁ unsealed elore |
durinq, andfor obhee the Pekibionce was arceshed. (revie Pk
“Wenes hopl D, pages. 15+ 20)

-In S\)PPDP\' DQ \\—\1& Ck\]e.'\'e, c‘(*ouné Pe_\:lre_@ cv\-r\\—ac\'\e_é\ \\P\)er\d\\f\(a \\\, pc\o\QS-

10



14971-151., The C,(')P\f ot e Ylue (5) page C_\’\‘ror\-a\cc\‘\('.cx\ Cage Suaxmc\\*\]
o% Cavse 1o, T4002-1302-FA-2, dated’ 12-4- 2013, e loee \ge,%ne\
revised and Cechi@ied \31 e clecle o Hhe Courts., Then review
H«_t paqe labelled as paqe “0005,” b e bottom SUNFINT Paqe
Then Peview Wne (\:\Q'L\\ %¥e\¥¢men¥ gvom Yhe \:‘;o*\flrcm o¥ savd pPage
é‘)xrc\o}r}na\ with the Stalement © Beach Wartant 1s3ued Senk on)
02/cs/2013 04, 36 23, ?H'J” unk:l Yeu e\(} Yo Mhe &\Te\Xth\\r ¢ OZ/
-05/13 Case Sealed purs'\;»cm-i— Yo P\tc\utS\‘ Ry Bl"!‘&(‘,\“\on .\
Awao\hcr.j\r\.’u " Then review the rest of seid Page, u\m\c\ W
We other Soor (@) pages, thed aoill ta facd prove and shew Yhal
nok on\L{ Was Said Case Sealed allec the “RENCY \NIMZ\RNQT:
waos '\55‘ou§.9 Put alse e focl Mol Savd Lase wWas Nevec
:lmf‘aﬂ_ck\ac\ beloce, é\ur\\mc\, aadfoc aflher the Pebibloner was

Goep e.s\—ﬁcl.

Then review the alached ppendix. U, paqes . 152-159,, The Copy
ot ¥he erght (8) Paqe Chronologieal Case 6\>mme\ml od Cavse Wo.
19D02-1302-FA-2, dated ! I0- 2-2015, flec bé\nc‘ revised and
Cerbibicd by the tecle of Mo Coucks,, Then review Page Yo (2)
ot said docoments, 1oibhin the B8R Slatement Seom Ve Top of
3and Pm\a,%l-mo&’me\ with the statement “02/05/s3 WARRALT
T SSUED,” unhi) aou c\v} Lo the Shabement C2fosf13 Cuse
Sealed Pursvant To Reqoest o Direckion of hsagaee. JW.
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Thea review the vest o) gaid Paqc al onc\ with the olhee gevea (1)
Pages, that will 1o Qact Prove and Show Yhak nok @r\\\z was said
Cose Sealed allen the “ BENCU WARRANT, ” 45as 1seued,, Bub
aleo the Sk thal aaid Case was fever Unsealed Delore, é\w'ch

Cmo-\/()r qmer H\a p&l\—fm\@.p WU CH‘N_SXre—Q&-

Lo suppert o the Rack as o Yoo BENCH WARRBAWT 7 Whal
wWas 185ved aad Seeved va c\ccwo&mu with the t\r\mm\oc\\u«\
Case sbmmc\ﬂj of Cavae e, TADEL-1362 -FA- 2 nol \wm\ eble
Yo be Used fo accest the Pl Viener, retee bo dhe tase ol the
Unded 8labes v, (mmc\%mi 83% F. Supp. 2d 832, As Yo when
e delendant Bled 6 Mobion Soc En\qoie_mn& of Time ‘o $ile
a8 2255 Pebilon on December 22, 2611 Tn the Mok he
had requestedh Copies of documents Yrom e tase e, aad

an m\o\rc\emm& ol Fme do file o \)E.\\:\\-.—;O\’\ wndee 25 U4 0
82255 To o Velbee bo the defendont dabed Dec. 13, 2011,
Depuly tleek of Covel nobed Yok the topies of the 9\1\3\\&
Cose Bile Could be provided, ab Hae cake ob 40,10 Per paqe,
wouth Prepayment in advance, The Couok noted thak Cerlain
Transeripls Conteined 1n the record ace sealed, The B&Po\-s.l Clerl
Stated the Roll lowing n hee leber b Mo Debendant : [rhe o)

ofies] can anly Copy whak 13 in the public Case Bile. Gealed

G\UQUY\’\t\’\lfﬁ ace ﬂl_,\‘ O\\/C\\\O\\) l‘—or C_O(D{\no\ E\/e_f\ \% \'\r\i Lg;e_\’\
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-(‘)\om\- way sro \3(»1 \\v\ qc&\;cw\(;e_ Qo& Wt%& Srrm\sc;w\i)\—%, \*\\c %th\c&
\‘(‘M\S(p‘(:\'\axvs LOOU\A r\o¥ \Dt re\e_cuce_A ‘L\K\\L%% \—\'\L h?.gr@-x\é&u(\xv Q.ou\(g\

Show qooc& Cavse Yor Wee VQ\(‘.&‘:H‘_.

Wik Hho b \w‘mc\ seid, the 2ame Shandacd Shoold have aad [ o
Shall applied in the tase of Yhe Stale o Meclagher, undee
Covse we. T4D6o2-1302-FA-2  as b did ta te tase ol e Brded
SHheales \r.\\/qm\nc\%ﬂ, §a% ¥, SUPP. 2d 832, Ae to when oWcec’
Ba\v¥\xe_\cm\{ used o bench Warrant Srom o Scaled Case, and
fever ma&lon;ne\ We courts and 6\m@nc\ qood Cavse Yoo 8ol
Waerant to be celeased . Ta which proves Yool of%icec! Barthele
-ty Could nok Serve any Kind o} Warcant, becavse he tould ek
ohtain o Copy of Baid wWaceant jn seder Yo Beeve W Do do Yhe
Cact 68 8aid tose Etmc\ dealed; means Yot ol docoments pec
mmnc\ Lo 2aid Lase $ile Yo olso deened sealed, ond o Copy ol
Said docoment (mecmmc\ the bench warcant that was Secved) codd
nok e Copied and ecved Unk) e tovels rective o aohion ome\[uc
‘aa\€x¥€or\ s\mw\nc\ o\ooe\ Cavse Yor said Case Yo he Unsealed and

gev 5@\"\6}\ \&)ch&(\\' \‘o \be_ T‘e_\ ease

ho §’0 &'\'\“{, TY\\SCO'AA\)C.& OQ— T\Pvgguﬂgg QO\)(\\'# 6\W€.tsv QJ“\W\L Q%giuv:
V\\\t\’\o\t\ i\ %Q(\'\l‘\t\tmxp ('XD&S (n S}ow,"\— (‘,on&’\'—'|\u\-n %‘\'\L \f.\o\oxxvl\cm 03‘
Tad, 8babe Slabibe o T.C.835-92-3-2. (@), \'I\A\c}\ﬂq‘lp\‘\’\(\\.b
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Thal C\eqr\Y 8lalest A person who \fmowinc\\\, ov '\nlfe_r\\-(ono\\\\] feMOVES

qno&«keo Peoaon, \’_)7 graue)\ &oon’\ One P\qu, \-o C\Y\O'\'\'\Q,v’\ C,omm\\\-s

\"\‘\OJ\T\QPP‘\(\(;\‘

Grovnd Two! Whethee the Pblionee’s 14 omendmeal mahts ok
the Unbed Shates’ Conslbobion wes viotahed on Seph. 10+
JI% 2003, Qﬁur‘mo\ the Case of the Stale of Tadiane v. holonia
Mclasker, Under Cavse Ve, 1D02-1302-FA- 22, hs Yo when
Depoty Prosecotort Tessica N, Payson wo, 28316 49, did \‘\nono\mc\\j
and \nanonq\'\T , ‘Llh\cw()&u\\n( Prosecore said Case all Yhe e
it having heosy e ool dqe and undes shanding a4 Yo Yhe
Vack of said case had been Sealed on Feb, 8%, 2013, And Rever
being unsealed belore ducing, ondfor abher the Pekihioner wsas
accested, proscevted, Conuiched , and Senvenced. (review Pelitio

“Ner g E\P\:) \5, Pe\e\cs, 20-25)

L soppoct o the above qrovnd reviess oftached Appendic’ \,
poqes. /977151, The Copy of the Huc (8) paqe thronologcal
Case Summacy of Lavse Wo. 14002-1302- FA-2, doled 12-4- 20/3
he fore btinﬂ revised ond cerkibied oy Hhe tleek o} Mo Couls,,
Then reviews the page labelled as page 10005, ok the Yolrom
oF Said page, Then reviews te S Shokement Srom Yhe belkon
of said page Sk Blarting uith the Shakement “ Beqeh Wacronk
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158U ed Sent an' 02/05/2013 09' 3" 23,84, unki| You o\e,\- Vo Yhe
ghakement “02/05/15 Case Bealed Pocsuant Yo P\(‘H\U.QS\’ o¥ Dic
~eclion o f\wqc\nu. JW. " Then veviews We cest o} oA BT
along with the othee foye (4) pages, thal will in Yack prove and
Show Hhat nok only was seid tase sealed oler he C BENCY
WARRANT, ” wns 1950ed 5 Buk alse the Pack Yol sond Case
Was Never Unsealed Belore e&w‘mc\, andfor atter the Peblioner

Wos &s=s 'arce.sxraé .

Then review the wlached Appendic: 0, Paqes. 162-189., The

Copy of +he eight (8) page (‘_\'\\“or\'o\bc‘;cu\ Case Summacy of Cause
No. T9002-1362-FA- 2, daked ! [0- 2-20/5, able. being revised and
Cerhified By the eleck of W Courks ., Thea review page hwo (2)
ok 2aid docoments, within the Hitth Babement Seom UL ‘op of
SNanck page, 5&0\941(\0\ with the abelement 02/o5 /13 WARRNUT
LOSVED,” okl you qeb Lo e shakement “02005]13 cuse Seg -
“led Porsvank To Request of Niceckion o} r\w\m.ﬁ\\s.”mm
ceview the rest of said pages o\\&mc\ with the ather Seyen (1)
Pagqes, Hat will wn §ock prove and show Yhal nok or\\\l was 8aid
Cose Sealed atber Whe ¢ BENCY WARRANT " woas issued,, Bek
alas the Cack thal said case was neven unsealed Beloce Q\\.‘:N\nc\)

O\\’\(&/OV O\Q—'&u\ "\'er \Bt-x\rl\k.\onu\ wos O\VCC5\'9_(§\~
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La Suppor¥ 0% the Qac,\— as \—o u;,\n\( Beid Case C,'ou\ox
C.\.A-tri

Sealed
“al

Aok be prose
Ls do e the Q&L\r \*\10\\' Sace sand Cage was o vack

and fever m\sm\eq\ woaccor daace with Yhe L\\mr\o\GC\\b

Case Summqv\( 0¥ Couse wWe. 1ADOL- 1302 - FA- 2., Yn Yok Meons

kav 0\\\ tl\ct\)mu\\—s \bav\xrcx\m\nc\xro SC\\Q\ Cage \—b \\)\\( k’\(\e_ ‘\&Q{ c\&

V\\F og' Pro\m\\o\L C.o\osc_ O\m:\ Q\\& 0\"\0\\\\0\\ Q,\\aco\\\'\c\-Kancm(‘Amr\

of Counks 1, 1T ]E, ana) IV, gndee Cavee Vo.19Do2-1302- FA
=2 s c&e_&rm_c\ 05 éeu\ec\ éoc\)me,n\fg) veler \m \—\le Case bgr Qr)\\e_

U\n'\\‘te} 6\%&\-&5 V. \(qov‘me\\-on,%(’)% ¥, S)UPP 24 832,

As X—o when \\ne é\t\%u\&w\\( g{\e_éx o \)\0¥\on %
T‘mt Lo (‘{‘\\Q/ o % 22585 De,&r\\\\\or\ on
Motion, he Wad reo\uee‘)&-

- Er\\QCO\e_me-‘ﬂ\‘ ok
December 22, 2011, T $he
ed Copres o} decuments Trom Yre tase
Ble, and aa cn\wo\emu\¥ o Yime Yo Ule o pekibion under 2%
U808 2265, T o Velher Yo Me deendanl datred Dec. 13,
2011, a bLPuL\{ el o% Couct noked Yhat Wne Copres of Yhe
poblic case Fle  toold be provided ol Yhe rale o8 40,10 pec
poqe., with PotPQ\(MP_\’\\T W advance, The Coort noves Yhol Cecl
- Yranseriphs Conkamed n Mhe cecoed. pee sealed, The Vegok
lerk abaked Hhe $ollow: ng wn hee lebree Yo e Delead ond [The
Cleck’s ofbicd] pag m\\1 Copy What 15 1q Yhe P\)\Q\\L. tase Lle, Seol
“ed docoments ace nok availalole Yoe Copying.” Even i} e Deben
- dant was Yo Pay ' advance foe these xrrm«%em@\-s, Yhe Sealed
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X‘FO\T\SC\“\P&'S would r\ox be Ve,\wsed un\ess \’\’\L Ea%—u\&em\c C_ov\&

S\DQw a\oook Cavse ro Q‘n&\v (‘&\tC\SL;

With Hhak \:lu-nc\ 5did, the same Blandacd Shedtd haye and [ oc
shall agplicd in he case of ¥he Blale v. WeCasher, unden
Covse No. TID02-1302-FA- 2, as 1% did wn the tase o Yne Unded
Stades v, Tacringben, 358 F. Supp. 24 £32. As Yo when Ve
- Otate used the Midowk of Probable tavse , Ve Oeiginal Chae
"G Doformation of Counks T, T, T, and TV, Vo Find probable
Covse For Frial, Brom o Sealed Case ., Wilhoot qevee m\r:m:m\
or pg&'&(w‘nﬁ Hhe Coucls and Skow‘-\ne\ qeod Cavse Yoo oaid tase
‘o be Unsealed and said docoments b e celcase . Bo Lorlhen
“ackions woold be able Yo tale place Jowlully,

Groond Seven Whether the Pkbioner’s W5 amendimenk sighhs

of the Unibed Blakes’ Conslilobion apas wiaked by e Tippeea
o Conby Superion Courk s, 2, Todae' Sheven B, Wyen?, e
o ohen Todae Bheven B Weger, 41 bnesios, a0d ikebisndly,
‘U\V\\C\\Og-u\\\]- fail Yo ceversge e wnlaw Yol Lonuickion obtained

by pesgured xe,e,lr\mo“j, “as Yo the eveals of Ve trime ) on Sept,
[0% - I1* 2013, doring e ¥rial b 5091 n the Case of Wne Shale of
Ladiana v, Rekonio Mctashen, unden Cause vo, Tiho2- 1302~ FA - 2.,
Abbee e facd o} Jodge’ Sheven B Meyer, sxo&r\ne\ withie o Oeder



on Peliton For Post- Convickion Relield.” Bled wnder taver
No. TAD62-1503-Pc- 3 on Page fine (D within dec. (€), in
peetinent pank ., “As shabed above, Yhe toset docs Conclude
Hhat e Fesbinony of police olicers’ eye witness accoonhs
ot the events o8 Yhe Crime amosated Vo pecyosy:” Noweves,
Iua\c@. Steven P, Meger, Failed Yo overteon 2aid toavidvion, Ty
which do o the misconduek o8 Judqe' Steven P Meqer, 4id i
fact cavse the enbice Pooauc&\ne\ Yo be unfaie, (eeview Pdilie

“ee s )\pp Y Poqes . 56- 60, and ]\PP‘. ¥, Pa 135, within gec.
(e))

Lo support of the aboe qround., Ts do Yo the fock o nol ony

Yhe leqal eduveation,” Tk Wae Teal Courls’ © S\)Q\o\t" Steven B,
Meger,” had 4o obkdin wn oeder Yo become an 08cer o Voo Courts)
Xu&c\b, Ta foch (‘,\mn\\? 5\\\;15 i the \ﬁmom\eéo\n and under syand,
-'mo\, as Yo the fack Hok W\ e unlawatol “Y\AUSX“ and Untoie Yo oll
“ous e Slade Lo oblain o Convickion. and 80d Conichion Yo e

MQ\\&\A\ M\m\ﬂ{h. \‘\nouot\ﬁc\\tl oe Mﬂ\‘moub‘\ﬂo\\j UYe. OQ ?e,vd\th\ X'QS\"\

h mbﬂ\fl .

B\y\- O\\Sb w\\’\f\ \’101\1‘\'(\0\ ‘\A'\e. ‘ \u\Q\ \‘\\'\Qw\e.(gc\& oméi ’U\Y\C\,&‘(‘ﬁ\roﬂ\&\\'\c\)”
'\’\na&' Am QQQQP&&(\(’.Q— \«3‘\\\\ 4’\(\1 Inc& Pm&aﬁs\\o\’\e\\ Ru\ﬁs Og Qon(&\)c&r)
C\'\q\]lce,v. 12, Fﬂ\St 5\-q§-¢man§'6 olnc\ P&vs\)ce_c& %’esx‘\momj 56&-(%)3.

28



Proseculoc May not wae \Bevd\)ve.& %asxlmon\t‘

Prosecitorial Miscondoct Vo \*\r'\oua‘\r\ij Use peryueed '\'as\‘\mm\j
and Violabion of delcadant’s due process righls as goantecd
under the Fourteenth Amendment ) Lewis v, Shale, 123 W.E 24
934, 937 (Td. ¢4, AFP' 199 HN 2.3, Convickion obbained \m\ Use
o auch -Sres&r\moml will not e UP\m\é\. Evans v, Stale, 489
NV E. 2d 942,948 (Tad. 1986 HN /6.

I\s boe.\\ as. REN&\"&Q\ \:\‘»\ﬂeve_ ?vos&tuxr'mn %-\Qc\kcé \(\nbm\t&ot& 0%‘
peo‘i\uv\‘\

SOME_ Ind C&S&S 50990r¥ %Aﬂe. O\oC\um&n\' \Ar\o\\' Qa C,Q\'\\z‘\c_\—;m'\ @’\eu\é
bt ve,ve.rse,& on C’lmof\o\s ‘\'\\o\&v \Devouv‘\oos &-&s\c\\mu\xz VINS ‘Lk‘dtck\

0 D\)\q'm'\no\ C_,O\’\V‘l(‘.\'\‘or\ even '\Q \Jvosu,ux'«on \\cxc\ on \’\(\ouo\e.&c\t_ og—
e falae evidence . Mcof\e_ul V. \V\\o\o\wn, 294 U. 9. 103, 85 %.¢4.
340,79 L.E.d 79] (‘9553(\/'10\0\3{\0\’\ ob 4% kmev\e\muxxv Yor Shale
% D&ﬂa{‘n CDO\I.\L\';()(\ \‘lm‘Ouo\\'\ « QL\W\‘\\‘\'&(‘X o ‘d‘w\re_e\ WSe \hncm'\nc‘\\\l
o¢ un\mom}nol\x{ of Peoéovac& 3re*,*s,\"\*r\no\f\\{.”>

Forthermore, Trial Couoks’ “ Tudge' Bhuwen P Wegee,” tleacly has
Hhe \u:\q\ eduvcahion and Mnow\e_c\% a6 well as Ye undes 5\0\“6\&“@\
as Yo the Fact o e Shadement he made willin ¢ Nopendin, ¥,
P 135, within 8ee, (B)," Wk (L\uu\«\j Sokes n ?u&mu& paek
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&f\s erculceex Q\love,b ‘\)ne, Q’,Qm\\' G&oe,s' C,Onc,\uck,e, “-\q\- \'\'\t, \';%\:\mon\{
()Q Po\‘\-te_,' Qggic&c%\ e,\’t 'UCS\\'hLSS_ C\C,C,o\)ri\-s D%’ \Ahe. ﬁ\?&"\\‘s D%-

2)

Yhe eeime QMO\)\'\*{&‘*@ \)e_vdur\(..

Did ta Boet prove thal the Police ofticer t &id ' Yack
vislabe the Tad. Stade Staloke of T.C.8 35-44-j-2-1 @)
Perjory Peosecobion 0¥ Vislabion ., Thak €heacly ghalest K pes
“5on who makes o Yalee, Moakerial Shatement under ol oo

ot iemation, \ﬁnowmo\ Ve &\co\hmm\r ko be Ralse oo nok odhiew
g W Yo b drue, T veder $or Ye ghabe Yo dhkain Ve Segk
1% 2013, Convickion, W the Case o "Blate v. Mc(,ashc mc&u

C,&\Jsg_ No, 14bo2-1302-FA- ?_.)B_ ' w g‘(}\(‘,\ Q,omm\\v o Levme
Q\o\a\.\\r\sxr. Yre Pelibicner,

REASONS FOR GRANTIMG THE PETTTION

Do bo Y Tack ak © No lower Covrk 67 unden Yuis Wenoro
e Courk will allow Mre Pelibiones ang Mype of complele Ruic
ond sk procesding Yo Show and prove bo e Courk@ ol he
15 eabvitle Fo relick,, Aee Vue Sack o ol o} Wne \ower Louch
(5 Undier Vis \xmmm; Courk reviesing the Trial Lourks’
‘Jodget Skeven P Heyee™s” Dedier on. Pebibion Ror Posk- Coner
“ehion Reliek (Appendin T, pq. 135, € 8ec. (E)), Thak Q,\tem\\/
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