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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
[M 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 4 F*LIR /4,-@0@4/ S cpurt Weshrern : or,

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[ ] is unpublished.

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

the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.

ﬂ;.
[ 1 For 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 ; OF,
[ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ ]is unpubhshed

The opinion of the ' , court
. appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

DA For cases from federal courts:

The date on Whr:h the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was 56'04@"’7 ef” 29, 2023,

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

['] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States 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 vfor 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).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 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 (date) on . : (date) in
Application No. A

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

@
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

T Mas assdulted fpy tribal ofcice Bleat Kempster at the OSRst OFFice and
loneSome Cleek. Store , He Punched me +asice inthe heart witha handeuté ke and
Proceeded to sutbicate rMe With Sekval 3 redi€ication,T beliee he fried i me. 4+
Arial inclaflam Co, Supecier Court +he Vides Shows him pushing me foiacs thedeor;
TAC‘Y have <arefas catside and inside also the post efeice Jad Vides careras and +hat

%0“096 Was never reﬂ’l"iﬁzbcl—; él\clészhﬂ qrsamcj‘n‘f's My Coursel <harlie Cmmeras® 3453
For Blerd ST didnot bring up the fict that Hhey aid the outside camens -video
didpot werk-,And my cleths cire not fhe Same alfite as piciares o Ricer feok. and Video
dont match up, Mr,Robersen #° V% the Strte oF WA and. attorney for £yhurd Steiner

alse never mertioned Nhy the Videe catside quclown,V)\Cr\ they all Work snthe Same
System and Nhy Vital catside Video from Psto&lceandStere l\/#ﬁ‘f_tho'(' available there
they said the assalt sk place onthe closingof the 0 ia\. The reason they say the catsde
t working i Sphin, It Ir\/cr;‘ I;logg,;/.eql thetrathof What happened that horrible
berSor played a trumped up fabricated Video of What

Was not even considered

;
]

video AN
daytome, Prosecator Mafthew D, Re
hoppened insidethe Stote, MY staikment o fadditiona | ¢ ‘
by the Stateof WA Appeals DiUIE in Jacoma WA Mot of the frial veport arenot Verbatin
and ls;fied AS wasdetaled inmy S.AG., I asked for video e¢persto analize

the fctace and that neveraccured . L5 plainto seethat counsel wbs infEu &acient

Taﬁ | t
and the posecuter” has demcnstrafed has MScorduct, Mn Seiner S (nrocRnt-oe
“ha ch and The friel hasa Sham cleq,rvL/ fevazled even by Hreir oW fexeftds alss

Wges
that of court oFAppecl S WA, DIV, I, Tt Mas hever brught- up einer Mhs or rowmny
i flerent people had Hheit handSon te fape praviding amplecppactun ty Sorthe farpenna,

T have Pu‘(':"\ severa(motions alse fs clallam . Sypercor<ed/t since the trial to Sake
prdings . They have

“allmy property, beoking sheets,<lothig,Video, pictutes and all o< .
. / - ; [ [ [ . . -

net (eSponcded fo 11y MotwhnS4s Save d(’f b S e ribical evidence. to TS SQSR/1Y Cotndel

“nesses Apri -Bladpullen

3463 Nevelevendid a hqckgrmd check ohthe e '
ed on the Stand apdel oath and conspcred Wt Brent kews{z/:\f {ia-(

ced on 4(05 With no medica (hel /3_///1@{ SorQM§C :
the Shre. 1/iefe Tivacted B¢ 2 hows frfiently dndl én
{ apother houraway. They Scd +hecareras
T spcton hirmall net true.. fublic c/e%/t:l@r ‘
- 52 alss cooberated Hogether o £¢
Chaflie Commerueetdl%oS and prasecuter /1 Reberon o ek preduce alse Verbakim
Fhe e (5o Video as Well as coaching The 1w (tre . ek
false Viceo &2 LTin %rﬁ»e&lrg (sMMiefe, WSRAe and a&ler el Hhe Fruth o+ e’gd
. ! ] . - -
g;?ﬁfﬁfﬁ;f i 4 dortt rabier “"dﬁém‘ he Hsldne enanote - no e cares

lisento e as:ument

chay lie Cemme e
dnd Nicole Nheelel bothlc
o—@éce(‘t@fﬁdwﬁ Wihile T sat hance
fop it o6 thay hod Carera$ oatside =
Seiele pafr\—ér -/'Rmeor'f +o clgtlan Loanty jac

s ASide didnt werkand they Sid Thats Whelke
erontE 569



 REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION -
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Edward T. Stever B ' .
|L-16-2023, %’
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