@

anemﬁ._f_ - ,,,(-mw,j/j(aé{_&a@@;z@sﬁgzj e
e e \BITES T Y IPUBIN Lot RESLTTONE. LTI
N ) PO oD
I ___me,m,ﬂ; Y 2

ﬂ_é’&zf/éf:/zf € Lot T 0.4 ,,/:z/f,///uww B 72 N
L DEFILE OF JHELLERA e —
,Mﬂﬁﬂémﬁ.&é&za&iizé@,/ |

e — temmaa e o — e O

Jf | M T70R._FDL FX. ﬂux/;w/_a_/ﬁﬂgz;ﬁfﬂs,, n/fﬁpa/x/fm/g/w o5 /ﬁ/w)_g&m
BRUCE Lpof, SIAL T 1 ROBEAT 172, J@ LLBELLED Yo THE ATTRRRES

CENER L LEL. Tl S7HTE_OX LD5) AL /oAE, MFFPILEL .
TN 8. LorRr o APPEALE SDK THE /Zz’//w CLR L BT PIA 7= —/,4:2?:

Lo M U

Dk w. s, %///WL Zém‘/ﬁ; . - -
L IR PETTON) Tk REHEAKINE é’/x/ 5/%/1/4 LIRS ﬂmf ) Kf/ 777’5’
THIRD LT o) s 12022 NO2I)H55. Dtk 1505 IR SRR, .
__CtRLoentSTPMCES T CAMMA S KLl E AN EGECTTUE LK1 7 CERT /AR L IO
TS Lod £T W1 1N G0 DRSS FROmt Hedbusr [y 2e _
e L TUE LA LLBLARY //&é;;/ﬁ@iﬂzxﬂf'mzL‘/ /@a@éf@/_mf 5 Tipre
m_/_,_m%ﬁw__z/@wm T et 5 snls WW&M%MJM@J@OJMMM%

f /vﬁé NEAL. Fw_‘ﬂ/{gf ”MAQ,AM// §21%4 ﬂe /5’0/0 JQF /a%/%//Jé- LA EEL
J@fﬂéé’%{z_,ﬂg«dxﬂéﬁw/ ST_ABLHERED NO [tedly ) LIETIAG AN T

Hade 70 HEEP mad BlooD AESSuk & LOLen. B Y JEadTLoudD Bl
mlbgéflﬁfi»,27;{;éLQQMZ;f_Lé;{ZfiQ@u)i«ijé‘/ﬁz_%z@ﬂﬂwﬂﬁg/#@ LY YRS
I BT L Lt ﬁf_aﬁm/up_ﬁzzzﬁmé}ﬁﬁéﬁﬂéiﬂ/z%ﬂé_czﬁé LLTH L 1YL




&

LU TR EONS AD BE STRESS ?ﬁﬂmﬁﬂo Drees” 44) Lrrgsec TIVe Wi 87~
LA TI0RAL ] T8 THLS. Lot Lo rtin) 90 0L e 7 DonlT Lo stn)i™ 10 OFE 14
—LRSON BA LINOCENT 2280, BEFOKE. LLEARI NG 1Y WAmE Fal p21 Y LoviED.
_ONES g0 PUEBLIC. T K owo ptd LASE Lhis LIMAT 17" THRAES TD BE. .
L ;ﬂ‘-fz;__,_./ﬂ.?o_.,22&2.@&(@(«;}(&41@%[&;@%&1_,_-_L“(JM&/:MLQWLEEQJZLLMEQMR
IHE TTpes TO TR I 3L ows S0 o Dose T RECAURTE nll HALT.
oW DITION . N LESLLES. fIDell P HELP TRE ENT1EE Lot RITAYL T2~
_WAE LI AONEEILY Arif) pisPT A0 FRLSON,, DES PLIE FRCTS el
B DERNE 71 lep i BT W b RN, (ZE ENTS O TP 1K Byl 187 = TBEr S
ARED 1ty 6 [ B 175 A1) 04 SU DIELRE DL ETIVENES LS ConEdih
UP Ly 71 fROCEDURIL BAIS « [0S BLttrora W PEFIbANE O
_THE Lomirs Itizen] #AlY) TH (S Corell S Ol con]s FUIonss:
A Ep 0t TR L S CtAl Rl BGE. O S ST CE
PLEsE Cow et OEX 129 LU LoPEFLIL Lop)V c€TION. O1 17 Yesars
(0n_290 YEALS) 477 (et Sidio ws mipiests Plo Bl EmS A0
ACCRAVATED. Y EXISTING MFNTIAL FHoBLEWIS BEFONE 129 .
AW EAKEERFTLON TI L8 1S NLY FILET 77322l L) [TL2500) Ard ) T 1598
WO L0EA_Hord THE Dl Lo S s DS PLiEE BEMNT LlaDsn
FRESON) LYW IR ST CHRHE THIdb ] DI ENIT THAZ OF .
L Ltte FROFLE . m[%/éﬁﬂ@wﬁwlf@m/ Sl L L THRLT [ s s
_A Zaﬂdﬁ[ﬂai/mwbﬁwﬂé&%,gﬁ&é/"7%& LSoEAL, .
et/ /6220 ST 2 T XA TIRE. Al 0 565 CLtiTONS 12V (RoDetl 5D
_ LOUNITL LSS WELLSS. _az_ﬁ@s_:?“&z/ QN el Dt InE 7157 . Lﬁ*
20 No LosSEL Fol Bl 007 jerty CollpT@R iy FilecSERmcs
W/ﬂ_ﬂﬁzw/@_ﬁz{*/jzmsﬁx%, LT3y LENE A HO SE [P
IO NOT KNOW [fou). 10 EEEECIIVELY FPoVE 12 A sl st bl el
_LONLOT L oML YO LRT LN B/l Lo W TS HEZL S¢




K Lol T s TRH 3 Lot RS DECsL1ONS. 14) #TY CRER. THE Lo LEk
| Lot RTT [GNOKED THE FACTE N0 FVid(s . JELENTED IO Letffuatl oty

e lons [ferTens a0l He Cepeatn s
A BULKIEL 06 L1t ENCE OF #29 tortonbrzse LoydVeeszonk- -

D Y LR 25 DpELlioe

At TH5 COUURT Do N T tlsce teT ARl Lovidsel PO FILAIG- L1 7.
| BE LTI AL LS Forl LU0 S8 INBPTEE, THLS. Lol BT oM RO 17 LS

A __TD N ﬂfz%/édézzf/oéﬂ/ 15 GBS, L 7R _TH 15 CotLT Lol 1774494 42 .
\mm_gxﬁfﬁwngﬁi‘éé&&@@wf,éx/%ﬁfcs@&/wv LY BLL p75P%IEES
L BUBemED A 745 1 ETTEA L L FRCLOSED A SAmPLE DF 24 Bt B T7omT

| D7 S 10l BR TP LLE TR S Lock sl ) JDES OF 4T 132 T AT

o Bubsiiods t01LL Lops) S5 OF THESE 1S5eLLES il HELL. 1B Fubis e A .
| ords Mo 95 i raiT, THETe 4 toanis oF o Qlstaees it FeTtut s

| (atopnlE BETnicEN TRLD Ardd FIRST ok T LTS, £adh) SIPRE i
| RN OF TH5_LoukT S DELSIonSy N Lon) FLier ie 2777 TRE Dicistons
| _OF 2B UL S, Lo 7 0F AFULS foX J77E TR LD RLCLOr AW 1772 LI AE.
AT e KT D BN BN [0 DEFHNIE OF THE Low3 i1 72t 77epts ESTF
DU S Y FTHTE ) BV ORI W2 (]9, U/ () 5= Pt 1101 S~CmeS,
L O a8 onrar ALERSEAADIA T Conpilsisl in) MY LASE DA AL s Lonct.

L D L L 1 Geer STENG /RIS JO O L D1 E 7D SroL THE (ellLTY

| Pterr BoidG- 705 TO B1205l (Yol LE S Lliws 10l ek oilosén)
el BUESTINS HE 7O LoNE ) 2t DT _BE Lon)Si s ED £y [T S Laved T iz

ol Bosn b J7 KEDD Y BulSirons) bLLl (720100, BLUE TS LOURT A CEVEAL.
o JOER LIRRT T2 BEEH 1106 Lot nISEL Ad) e £ T o LEAIIOT KL D £ —




QUESTIONS PRESENTED
(1) Did the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit endorse a Fundamental Miscarriage of

Justice and/or violate Petitioner’s (pro se) 14" Amendment due process rights by denying his COA
and/or applying procedural bars putting Petitioner (pro se) in an inescapable prejudicial judicial
cycle without counsel, by making a decision in conflict with the U.S. Court of Appeals for the First
Circuit’s process for determining Actual Innocence in the U.S. Court of Appeals to overturn his
conviction, “When an equal theory of guilt and an equal theory of innocence is supported _by the

t
evidence on the record, the U.S. Court of Appeals must reverse a conviction?

(2) When a Delaware Persecutor’s conviction is overturned for being overzealous and
knowingly (or unintentionally) uses witnesses that were not creditable to convict an innocent man,
then Petitioner (pro se) after “regaining his memory” due to adverse effects from prison
psychotropic medications‘kpresents Newly Discovered Evidence to the U.S. Court of Appeals for
the Third Circuit that the Delaware Prosecutor suppressed evidence, vouched for witness’s lying
and knowingly used witnesses that were not creditable to convict Petitioner, did the Third Circuit
violate Petitioner’s 14" Amendment due process rights and/or endorse a Fundamental Miscarriage

of Justice when every piece of testimonies that convicted him were false (Actually Innocent)?

3) When Petitioner (pro se) was denied Habeas relief in a signed order by a Delaware District
judge stating someone else’s name (not Petitioner’s), would his Habeas petition still be open and/or
would judgment be void pursuant to F.R.C.P. Rule 60 (b)(4) to allow Petitioner (pro se) to amend
his Habeas petition with Newly Discovered Eyidence to correct clear errors of facts and laws that
caused a “defect in the Habeas proceedings” (or granting COA?), and/or was the judge signing
someone else’s name and then denying relief in violation Petitioner’s 14" Amendment due process

rights?
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*AMENDED DLD-244 September 1, 2021
August 12,2021
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT
C.A. No. 21-1499
BRUCE WOOD, Appellant
VS.
WARDEN JAMES T VAUGHN CORRECTIONAL CENTER,; et al.
(D. Del. Civ. No. 1-11-cv-01115)

Present: JORDAN, KRAUSE and PHIPPS, Circuit Judges

Submuitted are:

(1) *Appellant’s request for a certificate of appealability under 28
U.S.C. § 2253(c)(1);

(2)  Appellant’s document dated May 5, 2021, in support thereof;

(3)  Appellant’s document dated May'29, 2021, in support thereof; and

(4) *Appellant’s document dated July 30, 2021, in support thereof
in the above-captioned case.

Respectfully,

Clerk

ORDER

(Continued)



Case: 21-1499 Document: 17-1 Page: 2  Date Filed: 09/28/2021

BRUCE WOOD, Appellant
VS.

WARDEN JAMES T VAUGHN CORRECTIONAL CENTER; et al.
C.A. No. 21-1499

Page 2

The foregoing request for a certificate of appealability is denied. See 28 U.S.C.
§ 2253(c). Bracey v. Superintendent Rockview SCI, 986 F.3d 274, 278 (3d Cir. 2021).
Jurists of reason would agree without debate that Appellant was not entitled to relief on
his motion pursuant to Rules 60(b)(6) and (d)(3) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure.
See Slack v. McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473, 484 (2000). To the extent that Appellant sought
relief under Rule 60(d)(3), he did not meet the “demanding standard for proof of fraud
upon the court.” Herring v. United States, 424 F.3d 384, 386-87 (3d Cir. 2005). To the
extent that Appellant’s new evidence supports claims that were already litigated on the
merits, or entirely new claims, the District Court properly determined that his purported
filing was an impermissible second or successive habeas corpus application that 1t lacked
jurisdiction to consider. See Gonzalez v. Crosby, 545 U.S. 524, 532 (2005). To the
extent that Appellant’s new evidence challenges the District Court’s prior ruling that his
federal habeas petition was barred by the limitations period, jurists of reason would agree
without debate that none of the evidence shows “it is more likely than not that no
reasonable juror would have convicted” him. McQuiggin v. Perkins, 569 U.S. 383, 394-
95 (2013) (quoting Schlup v. Delo, 513 U.S. 298, 329 (1995)).

By the Court,

s/ Peter J. Phipps
Circuit Judge

Dated: September 28, 2021
Cc: All counsel of record

Patricia S. Dodszuweit, Clerk
Certified Order Issued in Lieu of Mandate
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT

No. 21-1499
BRUCE WOOD,
Appellant

V.

WARDEN JAMES T. VAUGHN CORRECTIONAL CENTER;
ATTORNEY GENERAL DELAWARE

(D. Del. No. 1-11-cv-01115)

SUR PETITION FOR REHEARING

Present: CHAGARES, Chief Judge, McKEE, AMBRO, JORDAN, HARDIMAN;
GREENAWAY, JR., SHWARTZ, KRAUSE, RESTREPO, BIBAS,
PORTER, MATEY, and PHIPPS, Circuit Judges

The petition for rehearing filed by Appellant in the above-entitled case having
been submitted to the judges who participated in the decision of this Court and to all the

other available circuit judges of the circuit in regular active service, and no judge who

concurred in the decision having asked for rehearing, and a majority of the judges of the
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circuit in regular service not having voted for rehearing, the petition for rehearing by the

panel and the Court en banc, is denied.
BY THE COURT,

s/ Peter J. Phipps
Circuit Judge

Date: August 1, 2022
CLW/ Mr. Bruce Wood
Elizabeth R. Mc Farlan, Esq.



