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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
fnsusicient
AR

- ®Was Counse | For petitioner wp
@ Was thefe prssecuter Miscond
(® Was there Jampering of evidence ¥

(IS MeSteiner not quilty

(B LS thefe Vides tarperiig ?

Will +hiS case and sthers like be.—Co--(:z@:“' he for ¥he geod £ 05, citizens ¥
@ Will thig case and others §miliar receie. justice in He_tnided StateS o

Amecica ?

@ Should VS €S fed Rokes Eud R 90| been 'r\-fatedj?



LIST OF PARTIES

[ 1Al partles appear in the captlon of the case on- the cover page.

M/All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of -
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:

® The SUPREME COURTof ASHING ToN - STATE
@ Weshington State Caurt o FAPpeals ~Division Two.

@ STATE of NASHINGTON For CLALLAM € OUATY,
\\_QUPEIQIOR COURT ELALLAMCONTY Washing tor)
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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

[] Fof cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.

| The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendlx

to
the petltlon and 1s
[1 reported at ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.
[Aor cases from state courts:
The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is
[ ] reported at l' ; OF, .

[ ] Mas been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[V is unpublished.
The opinion of the Loul¥o (s i wislon T court
appedrs at Appendix _A  to the petition and 1s
[\ reported at@;éhhﬁh.;ﬁgpuiﬁ)t‘ﬁ 234 ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided'llny case
was :

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was tﬁnely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United Stajtes ‘Court of
Appeals on the following date: _ , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix .

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including _. (date) on _ ' (date)
in Application No. __A .

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

[A)r cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 7 [ Q ,2023
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _C-

[V]/A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
Jul Y 17, 202> | and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at f\ppendix . :

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including . (date) on (date) in
Application No. __A :

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. § 1257(a).



CONST]TUTlONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
(9 U5 (52518 was never applied inthis caseat all gving ample op -
Potuny ty fsranyorets ﬁbﬁ;a-fe,,c(l‘ier,mism Stue anyand.qit parts of dhe

Video recordin ,Record\'gﬁ Should be Storel 1n Sa$€ famper pREE Phce.
//]MY P&PLQ' had. dcces betore and qter +he court o€ claflam <o,

| Jthe Viders TAIS hasS rot brough=t up i a +rig ;
[/\/ASHIN&TG/\/ ha ’ ! ase in ()f’\lgt“!ed:S'/:Q'&IS Vi REYES

and %?“Ce Should szi%ﬂé\% {d/ti r%%g e In Steiners case there
'f'l’\@)f S IQCCL "|70 36* 2 ‘ S Ehice {_Aq/_{. Was n@b@roé‘fa[‘ﬂd
nas oatside Video from the US, POStO ! o ch
cruclal 1o hiS case of proving the videotanm pering. Andflse hages,
/—/o W can anyone ever ge,+ )( us 'f‘lCe (nthe UI'L['{@CL S ‘ZZ f?}f{go };/1;/:%‘1 ;-?—Lo
i These requests forcrucd (evidence are.(g Nore , g’
constitaho nal Nghts foa fal e Hia L. United Stotes v, Barbeito - Mhoever
corruptly o alters destroys, motilates, of conceals arecord decurmentor |
ather shject,. i th Intontto tmpaiv the sbjects integrity oravailability foruse
{n daosEicial proceeding Wshal be qeu [ty 65 4he o6kens eﬁ‘é US$ 1512 .3‘“'1'\&
Four teeth Amendpment to the U.S, Constitahion prahibits the delibermte fbrickon
s€evidene by aState®Poteicial, glPrvidence may fake Sevaral formsas in €xperd-
*l'%.‘l'imony..‘/} Fr‘o{essiom\ person, Semeone not i nvolved inthe ?nce’clem}; 3%V€S Mmedica ll
scient f‘C, of Sirilar expect inStruction to hel p the tries oF Sact undersfand
 the evidence preserted. AS in +hiS case and many athers all +o often the'indigent
<oes net have acess to the expert ‘H"(bqj% tHhe local courts o Public detender
VSCS ked Rules €vid R 90| Should Aave been inforced inthiScase, Reie 90/, dothet cqtin
o(('Ielen-r'a-Fyi nq £Vidence y To Satis€y +he requifement of authenticghing o >
indenti {:xiﬂﬁ an item of evidence, t+he propone!d' mustproduce endence Sqfficieny
+6 Support q finding that theiten is what +he peoforestclaims iHs, Gcom —
qu{son by an ExpectWitness or +he THerof Fuct, A a;mpa,rféa\ wiﬂmﬂ
qutherticated Specimeﬂ by an expert witness ortrieroffact, (g}) Pistinchve
Chatactenishcs of theitem, faken fogether Withall cifcumStences, These are
qumf]e,S and net 4 complete. list s¥evidene +hat Mosld SatisEy the fequifements,
Lnthis case and rany others ﬂe. deﬁn&lésqfeq ILfo often fuken advantage ot
Trae justice sheuld he administeredinall cases rich of poot)

bcmqs'e. theyare Ioor‘,
True justice in the 0.5, should be expected, fir theqeodofall people,



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

I Was asstulted py tribal Of€icer Bleat Kempster at the GSRST OFFice and.
[one some Creek. Store , He Punched me Hiice inthe heart witha handcuté kesy an d
Proceeded to sufcate mMe with Setral g ediication, T beliewe he tried BN me., A+

4ria\ i Clallam €O, Superior Court the Vides Shaws him pushing me foraels thedeol:
They have @ameras outside and side glo the post sice had Vidss carteras and +hat

footoge Was never fetriesed., onclssing argaments my Cousel charlie ommere™ 343

Sor EAward Steinecdidnod bring up the fact that Hhey said theoutside camers-Video

did ot Werk And my cledhs aire not Fhe Same altire as picues o Ricer ok and Video

don+ match up, Mr,Robersen #V%, $he State sF A and- aftorner for £4nard steiner

4150 nevier- mertioned Mhy the Vides oatside pas down, When they all Work antheSame

Syster and Nhy vital satside video from PsstoRicean dStere Mirenct available there
the closingof Hhetria\. The reason they say the cutside

they said the assult fesk place,on
T+ bufd Neal thetrahof What happened Hat horrible

video nasSA worKinSiSle"\, ufd (&
daytome, Prosecutor Mafthew D, Roberson played G trumped up-fabricated Video of What

' ha‘)Pe,aed iM?i dethe S tore , MY Statemend ofaddiional Was no+ even considered
by e State o WA A’,OP&K\S DivIT i1 Jacoma WA, Mo5+of the Hrial report arerot Vefbatun
and <alsified.AS waSdetaded inrmy S.AGL, I asked forvidee expert<te analize

the totage and +k§d- neveraccufed . T+5 plainto see-that counsel s infBu&acient
and the posecutor has demenstrafed s Misconduct, Mn Steiner 1S tnrocRnt-oé
“he chafjes and The Fral Wasa Sham clear by tevazled even Dy Hheir oW fexofds alse
+hat oF court o€ APl S WA, DIV IL, Tt was hever brught™up ithec Who o hrowrmany
diflerent people had Hheit handSon the foge providing amplecppatun ty Sforthe farpening,
T heve puh'r\ severa{ motions alsae fo clallam O Sqp erorcoy/t smce the trial to Sak
cordings, They hase

allmy property, booking %eeﬁ‘[c(ofh{kg [Mideo, pictutes and all 2 5 <qde. 1y counsel

\ s REE \ !
net ré§f)mded1‘om y MotonSs Save gfl thiS <ritical evidence 1o Biair pullen

2har lie Commereeit3iie evererndid a hackgrund check ohthe pifresses Apr - "
i onthe Stand anjef oath and conspcred W ith Bent Kergster t1iba(

and Micole Wheeler bothlced *
&%ce[sz(:fmﬁs While T sqt harcaed on alog With ro mcec[{cq (help What go:ao/er; ’4’\‘{ to
fop i+ o€ they hod Careras o ts;de the Slora. wiere T iacted Lor 2 hows ﬁﬁ?g}/ and R

: ‘n A& transport to dalarm Loarty ot lapather Asuramay 1 hey Said +he Cazc;:ems
ffﬁ-ﬁf;f; dnt Work and they sqed thats whele T spcten himadl nef ﬁé? 450«6}_;; {_0&2“4?_

l | coobers e
Chaglie Commermettdl4o>and prasecutor /17 Roberga# 552 fbod - %(SQSV%%H :
cal Ti ' - L e and 9

St o S petand T T i nerie e cnecares =

lisiento Hhe agumenT,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

This case and othes likeit should be considered for the geod parpese o€ the
<2 heinous,shauld

Onited States ofAmenica, Plys on i ts pesple such as e
be tovedled a5 intslerable. o all courtS espeially the Onited States in GoD Hetrust,

Helinous acfs Suchas video +am/oe/~.‘n9 ,Verf&\;(‘.‘ca‘ri% ,inSafCieent counsel,an decour+ fe—
sconduct Should be construed as heinus and intelerable,
efe 1S muchts Say With the people o€ cases having

t heing stored cortectly, It Showld benofed
+hat video tampering tSa ey SSRGS o Fense o the pecple of +he O fe(_(ded
Stafesand takenvery serius ly as raly feop (e have basn falsely conv
without proper Video analyisis and. froperco unsel. Al fooftenthevichim of
4 Serious chimes is§orced o Sudker physical, psychlagical sr Anancial haid ship fiest
4Sa fesuft sFthe i mina\ ack and Hhen asa resol+ sfcontact With actimical
JuSHce Sysfem un RSponSive +o the feal needs o4 such Vich wME Steiner Wos
asgaulied by Tha| 6ficec Brent-Kempster on Agust 22302\ loresome <eek store and

fortin ,4150 prosecation Mi
For thegooed o€ al people . Th
the PoSSes}On and. video N6

US Post ofFice. and I SugfecFomthe 11\ e@ects -Grom himthert day and rMave I was almest

kslled by him Hat day and +he Hrue Videos and Witresses should be chatged Lot Hhere very

icked SEEC s Hhat day Hhay heineusly pecpetiated thatday, 13USCS152-B)(1) D 2kt
G) , Lwasnever 3} ven a Video amlystor ivestigator. This isnmothir o Il people aCihe
thioie h What 1S oCsEP wias a alsefabricated frial @5 foeu dence ad

OUnited States goiy ’ _
video, All thes coul\d have proved tothe Judy that the case against My, Steiver Was false
and fabricated to +he liking o the state ocwasl.;.,gfm Zhilong 0. court, Tdobeline

+his case 1S very importiant rot just toset€ bat alSs others that have baen Salsely Vv Sred,

Halsey v Pfei fe, 750 Fi 3d 273 - Those chargediwithup holding the loware prohilbrtst Fram
dilibemtely bricating and framing individuals for <times +heydidnstcormmt, Hew Mell
maintained Wer the camems or other types of detectors used T<hain g € custedy
PMay also bean iSsve 14 6thecs have qceesS fo Surveillance data ,Such as Systems
that dllow femote alless, EXplste who MGhT have been able +o gain acesSto the mirrahon
and Whettre |4 was secuted . For evample, i +15 eaSy +oalter irages w$ing corifu ter~

Sof rare 1€ Hhere 15-afe ne contralon Who can acess +he fevelant sufvelllance
how many copies wele made ond have been felased 4o Hhe

SyStem, If vides 150 wlved,
Public T Have $he Systermrs been i\acked?A\H')\ingﬁﬂn-}' Sho | & have been investigated by
$he Stitc of Mashingtonfor Hhe betfier s£1he <itizenssfthe U,S, of America 4his petition
must be granted , Rule 90 alse SarteS many f2aSonSa s to why +he petition Should be
prasecwret,peop le involed 1 heineusacts

fanted g5 i 0,9, 000 ((6), The Pelie, prsse ‘
Jichas theo g%% B’QQEQC%}M@M not be imrune of consideted SovelRign £ar

Prosecytion inthe UNIT EDSTATES o



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

EdWON\C{« J. 5*?3[46{\ ‘f%—
’ | 5(3;\0 ufFe

-Date: 3‘24 '2'02—5




