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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

) Where there s ng recoro or any purt
o6 court procee fn\u(, the grmr\D\,'.ury roceg ff)gs
this mewns there WaS newer o Yron \{ury )
proceedings, Correct
) How Con there léguﬂ be an ipdictm ent whese
there wuserecor ) grmnSJury prateegiﬂg?
3} How con The winesses Testimony “he axed
where there is 0o record v show they mp@eur@)
heYire +he 3ro\n)\jvsry or Were whminisrered
the shrhutory outh
L7)How awn e court prove thad the indichment
was refuned in“open court” withest o recory?
Y How can sujest mitter Jwrisdicon ke convey
+ the Hrin) cowrt without the grand jury
howing probrble txuse 40 ceturn on Jnﬁidm erf
(aﬁow con & Courd wi‘H\ no rewr) GS)\' The grana
%i,\ry procev}frlgu; conduct as o court ante—
Tolor oF haw’
‘l>ﬁvw an o i court Iegaﬂ), /amsqua‘e onyone
without Sukjecy m&%er\)'msaic‘hbn?,
85 How con Petitioner’s Void" <onviction und senfence(s)
leaally sand worthout oy record oF fhe groma
Jury procesdings’ |
Y How _con Petttiner be able + ggh—)— his case 49
e Ydlest without o complete Copy 0¥ +he
gf“r,mg Jury pmweafngs !



LIST OF PARTIES

[V All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 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:
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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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

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[ 1 is unpublished.

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[ ] is unpublished.

4

The opinion of the MIAPCZMB : court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; 0T,

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[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

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

[ 1 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 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).

[« For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Q(’AJ_;L__,,”L
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

[ 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. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Georgia Constifution Rifl o¥ Rights Art.| Sext:| faras, |
Art. ) Sect ) Pora. Il
Art.l Seck] Poro, X
Art. Vi Sect. IX Poru. |
Artv) sect | foea, 1V



. STATEMENT OF THE CASE
A crimionl proseuntion in the stute o8 Georgio

reguires Hhe prosecution 1o strictly adhere 4o the
pmc‘aéum f“@qﬁuf r*emm‘}s o%} 5{'0*?, fow or 5“5‘@"‘%’1’3:
The Pilure o the prosecuhion or the court
O\ah@r& o the QS‘A)\H{%\(\(ZQ e ,g/\l'i“@m@n‘fts @R%
Ceoryin Stwtufe (©0.< B.A) constifutes o violudion

S e Oefendarts righvt o Due Process, /Am/

Yense o\‘ﬁ‘@rnvy Hw?r foils 4o d:je& +0 due
process violotions in o <riming prosecution, due
o fgnoronce | haste , or preparohon Is ineMecfve,
T Clemmens v Mississippl 494 US- 735 (199), +he
Court estohlished “Stote Low was violafed so
oS 1o deny Peditioner o Stufe Qt“@ﬁf'@é ik @:‘75/
inferest in vielahon of the Constfution "

In the insfont cose, the .clerk oF court
$oiled 4o reory the SUMMory or Hhe minufes
oY the grand jury prm&:@e&ir\gs in Pefitioner's
Srimingl prosesution i yiolabon o 0.C.G A
|53~ 6- (0.1 «H»mugh 5-6~ 63, Also, the friw) court
Sue + o ook oY records is not o court oF
record purstant 4o @.t,\;./s. I5-7-4{, Art. Vi
Seet | Poaror, IV Ga. Const, anv Jeson v. Pacnes,
A7 ©w.502,209 S.E.29 7 (1776).

.(/l



conti.
STATEMENT oF THE CASE

There js no record of +he ju@g&
convening r*@,cessingx feconvening y or
disrissing the grond jury. There /s no
recwE Hhot witnesses Gppear o9 beYore
the grcma JUry or were m@mim’s’nzf@a the
Sh‘r\xh?ry outh. There i$ no record thef
e grond jJury wes administered he
Stututory oath or thed o Poreman
was electeo.

Withoul & summary oY the minutes oF
the grond jury proceedings +o Show +hod
witnesses oppeared and were_ aoministered
e stufutory oath the 35‘?‘“3. Jury 30 not
hove suhject matter jurkeithon or prohohle
Lause 4p return & rue hill o inai?/ ent
Without probahle couse 4o redum o Hue
hill the gmna Jury could noF have
QOY\\/?/)/Qa subject” madter jurisdivhion
upon the trial tourt. And where the rin)
court 0i0 not hove subject mafter juris -
dichon in +he ingdunt cose | i+ conld not
hove Jegally prosecuted Petitioner. Arvd
withvu o Fecord here is nd evidgnce. +7
show thet the indivkment wes reburned in

Iy Lourt. See Samason v, Sfute 124 Ga,

176 (1906); ond Socner v Stute 42 Gn.203(1%7)),
5,




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

O.C.G.A. 50-/3-70 clearly stutes Hat ol
- Courdr pmceeéfngs intluding the gmma JWY

the deliberutions only Qxc%u't)@a , are public
retors and pay he reguested ol any fine
wiless o Rl A order From Hhe sourt
Fernporarily sews the recor). The Ueorgio,
Genera) Assembly Q\v,ur\y intended +hot
o record oF o)l <ivil and crmina) prosecutipns
be recorde 5o that Stor Chamber™ like
groso—wﬁons may not he Pm\“;h'ce} in this

fote. ThereFore, the deFendont hos o
\onstitutionally protectey right 4o the rewrds
09 +he gmnaj\,\r}/ pmteeafngs 10 ensure
ol the Due Process Procedures in
0.C.B.N, 15-6-60.1 through 15-(6-63 were
thoroughly Solowed.

More Impo{“hxn:f"y\‘ﬁ\Q ang\fﬂ\a(}f\“' INn o

erimina) prosesution has o consttutiona)
cight o veriSy the validity o% the court's
license +o prochice low, subject matter
Jorisvichion, For_ony cowrd Fhed operutes
in the State oF Georgim without o
record o e proceedings, it is net o
court or competerd hilunal oF recory,

G.



ComYi.

REASONS FoR SRANTING THE PETITION
And is octing under “Color of kaw” as o
Cogue-, unlicensed court tmhw_ \x\\)/
imprisoning <itjzens o the Ste’ o |
Georaia i violakion oF both +he Stufe
a0 i}fv,awm) Constituhion.

O.C.G.A. I7-9-4 avthor zes Qvgenamﬁ'ﬁ 1o
sifuck o”Void" convichion andfor senfence

ob any Hme once (+ beeomes known 1o
e parhes involved. The Georgix Supreme
Court hos stuted Hhot o 17-9-Y achon is
properly brought under o Wt oY
Hobeas VCorpus rggwéless oY Hme
Jimiutons. For +he Gw. Sup. CF. stoted in
<dwonct v. Solden 97 Gu. 479,95 3.E. 82¥
(796) ond Stude v, Brown 293 Gu. 493 2013)
CHNL That Hime };’m»”ﬂﬂf@ns 00 not apply 70
Noip fuagm@n‘)st |

The indictment in the instont cuse wis
S?mmév\\mﬂy Filed in o roqwe gourt
Dsu%'ng wnter Color oF R a0 vpe g
without & license, subject maffer juris-
Qit‘H(?f\ DM() O\ WEWFS« For +hose rensons

Fetitioner's Wit showd be _qromfea.

7



CONCLUSION

. The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
L Dashan prose

Date: @(‘;l'nb(?r‘ :i%\' 203

3,



