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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

[tf^For cases from federal courts:

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

the petition and is
. 23-40im[

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[ ] is unpublished;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[ ] is unpublished.

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the_
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[}/(For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was 2g^202-3>___

w{No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
, and a copy of theAppeals on the following date: _______ _____

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including_______
in Application No. __ A

(date)(date) on

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 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix_______

[ ] 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____
Application No. __ A

(date) in(date) on

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

2.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Qtfid.ridmea-t' ~ Freedom of QeJiqiOn 

* Pitas of Cxu\Ity und Nof Qu-i^y (p^s*- iQe*rcLii)

RffK (\mec\dxneni ~ Dae- ProeesS of LomJ
' Defveftve True &d( of 1ndieimenf (page- ^>awi7)

5^-f-h fimencbntnT ~ Jmpurft&J Jury
* Preferred. Dafc- of /rtrol (p&Qe T) ^
""SicaJans iU T5unf m Siodes &*or (paqe, ?-*>)

* Dented D£<{W>se-om Exp&rf (po^ei) ^
fy^ioiiness ‘Testimonies (p&g* T<*4&)' h)r4f)o{cLfKj Tax>(z)

Fouriewlh ' £>“&•
• pfi'« in Oifdmeni - UC-ul^ory £viAe.ne.e- (page & 04^4

MHCLE 26, /3, (Lo^o-T Criirtin*-! Prca-^ui-^ 

F Cruil-ty <uvoi W°+ fiMi/fy’ ('p^ ,o)
•Pfea.3 o
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

F/rsf trxcU&Acd -for Ahe. oFFe/ise oP JNO&CbNCYPtAi41 oner
WITH f\ CHILD by CDS/mcr PeAl:Aion&r pM- HoA GujfAy Ao ihz. 
dpfensc (Cause; C.R302J72.)t P^AiAbn^r uias r^indlcAcd. Aor an 

fiffensz, of COMTWllOttS $£/UAL mUS£ OP A Ci+lU^ P<W
Code. £l,D2-(b); di|ag/r^ 4e> (ia/e occurred, oh or oubauA 
7dnUAs-y i, 2j007 AhrcLL^b S<LpAa7\kes' Jo, 2009* PeAihon*-r pletC 

1^6^ CtutfAy, A juri] was stjt-cAed. ca Apn / 7, lob, Ahe AnaJ mes 

on Arprii 8j 2Dtf tis/ng onkf S£*/tn(i) w iAntss^s -fr&n Ahe^otnird) 

ih&A Aurncd turn /n. Pe.-fi'f/bae.r *oa$ AbxtnoL guA-fy,. On April ^ . 
20/4 MriiOfttr ujar senAtsiced. Ao AhfrAy - (Yae> (3S) years 

uoiAhoucA parWe in 4t (e/as De-parAtri&nA of Criminal'h$fic£~ 

Zns-ftAuAion&l bifisitn.

tuas

4



QUESTION ONE
WHTbl DOES PEHRLCODE 21.02 ADULTERATE THE JUSTICE
obstructing due process, a wr towl aa/d a/oihpartwl ju a?

Pt.no.1 Eodc.Zi.Ol adulterated the Justice, system urhmtt 

dented. Petitioner his rights established intile First, Fifth,Six+h 

and. Fourteenth Amendments in the* Constitution aF ike.
Untied. States through1’

4 Preferred bate, of Tna/
* Stacking the. Jury in the States Favot*
4 Deniad Defense. an Expert Witness
4 OcfcctiyeJrut. fill/ Indictment,
' WiiholdjnQ Two (2) Eycuiiiness Testimonies
* flics In Om+menH " Exculpatory Evidence
4 Pitas of Guilty Glad. Not Guilty

■tf .

Our tcdz.ro.) criminal Justice, system, once, guided £>y 4he. 
highest principles of fairness and. justice, mill be nothing 

more than cl null, backlogged byan endless supply of 

Criminal cases brought in the interest opob-ftu»\m^ a stiff 

penally upon conviction, brought by the. Guidelines, that 

'will, in tictndi, adulterate Inc justice system they ajere 

So heralded to save./ n
OPINION BY: James K.Nowlin 

Uni Ted States District dacLge,
Untied Slates v, hatchet, 7&iT F< Supp. 
Signed and entered this Zot'doy cf Ju^e 1991

The. penalty attcudnedio Penal CodcZLO2 is $hff(R,.R.S, HJ, cf)t 

2S to 44 years mfhout parte, or It Pc. wiih&uf parole.. It isfor tic. 

ifnesi cgregis Sty offenses axyunst a. child, m essence,equivalent 
to murder, requiring a jury to convict if they bejieye. only tbjo(E)

(tofH)



(nshorices o(LCU.rre.dL 3o or more, dayj apart, Defense. mast be 

a.1te to ovtrcomc predestined. hyperbole’, the hysteria* produced 
from "the, mere, mention of the offense. (R..R. S/ 5*2, 5W3j ^2,Zl).

Th< Consul fusion of the. United. Shafts opens with seventeen 
(n) words that differenfiates a* nation with scrupulous pnntiplts 

of fairness from a. nation ruled by narcissis tic dictatorship or by 

an adulfe.ra.fed Justice sgstcM.
V/*l tkt* People of the United States in order to forma, 

perfect union, establish®Just ice,
/He. f-lely Bible reveals the nature. anoL character of GrocL.

AH fjjods) ways® are justice. (Deuteronomy 32'.t (/dJfJV^)) 

THe, Const it u.fiord's Jusffee musf be synchronous with a. 
Sovereign's Since cur Statesmen intended to form a. more, 
perfect union hy and through established Justice.

Though the Constitution declares ho "establish Justice, Assistant 
District Attorney, Stephen C, (cxylor, states in I/oir Direthe 

legislature continues to tweak these. laws regarding offenses 
against children (R.R.5, Z4, Zt,zs\ Iwtaktng leuo m an cffbrt to 

simply stiffen penalties is not fairness, just equitable, mportij 

unbiased, dispassionate, or objective. There fore, ike use of Pena] 

Code 21.02. to convict cl person demands superior transparent 
evidence* with explicit detail; supported by confirming testimony 

from interviewing specialist, forensic experts and statements 

consistent to tm/csttooted, facts, all of which were absent nn 

Petitioner's case*. Ihe. heart of PenaJ Cede. Zi.,02 has been iweaked 

into a death penaJty and C* Catch-*oil penoj code* capable of 

adulterating its own established Justice, if used in a. ease, 
defining one incidents supported by direct evidence,simply 

agreeing pver and. over to the State's questioning.

wvore

Merr/4ivi~ Webster's Colleg late Dictionary ‘ flleuenth Gditior/,
(Dcsfnhfish ~ to inahiule (ns lctui)p£rma.ntn4-hj hij e.na£tment or eu$rc.e.nyent.
®wo.ys ~ donyther t%hc.f reyalcr cr habrtua.1 monner or mood. otbeng, behemg, hixpprjwg.
(D NtCJl/- Ae.ni King Juyie-S Version t Copyright© i*tS2. by Themus Nelson



After the jury was se.cL.4ejd, Taylor's opening remarks, portals 
4he. single, evtx\t o-f wUf /je, u/i// orekesfm4e u/ith onhj him and 

IriiS direct evident^/ flie. Wc.4»ni o-P 4ke. alleged. offense, &, &v 

(ki?. b, 3, 12.), CL 15 year e>ld female, leading her through his story, 
lay lor becomes the CPS special tst, Advocacy Forensic Recorder, 
and the* Expert Witness the State never uses.

Taylor : I believe- that the evidence u>ill show that 6.8, mil 
testify that from the years Lbbi through September 

2boqf that Grace, lilayne Uarf Mould tome into the room 

that she shared u/ith Olivia. Ijarp ~ ' Olivia u&5 appro#}- 

matelij rune months older than 6,6, - ~ and after 

Saying good- night to her brother, Roger, and good, 
flight to hi daughter, 01i vice, he would say good, 
night to &8.# ancL he would, sit on the side of her 

bed. and. say good night to her and put his hand, 
inside her clothes, inside her panties, and hewoaldrit 
Soy rve>4hrng, no moans or anything* tnd after a period 

of time, he would remove his hand, anoi go hi’s may to 

iohatti/er he had. that evening.

Taylor! It uoas common
almost every night.

2~I5)
tor her to have it happen to htr

(R.t<e, r, asag)
The mother, St e phony (aarrett, in her Hearsay Statement 

(CR, to), ttcrn t; 3™^pounougraph, stated. Petitioner moving his 

Hanoi for 5-io lb minutes .

for iht purposes of Federal Pules of Evidence LQ(* (b)(2) (ft), (fcnzfotly 

Sp^ktog, information is deemed' extraneous "if <t derives from a.
'external' to the Jury External matters include publicity 

and infhrrnation related. Specifically to the ease, the jurors are. 
meant to decide, while 'Internal* matters tn.clu.oLe the general 
b<adiu of experiences that jurors arc. andbzrsieod to briny usiflt f(mn 

to tnC- jury noon*(tyj&rger V. Shaaers, *>74 U,$.4b ~ Head Note. 12)

(Sjli )

scarce



external effect

Preferred Daft of Trice!

AsSik+asrf Disir/c-t- AWorn&y, S-te.phe.rt 0, Ta*y tor, pre.f*r«sr 

t/dly set if he. doJ-e. of trial tujo &) flints during Petitioners 
ARRAfCiNMEMT oil (~ebr ULOJ-Lj /4j 201*4 (R^Z/f/ IS j 7, 3cmdf), Luofe) 

times during "&OMD R£DULCTJOti,tlEteZNGr0 7 March 2D, im 
(k.R. 3, 4; 2j; lby 5) and tu)o (t) times during' PPE-TklAL 
MOTION on April l, 201 f (C£. 4, 5, /Qj 8, $&ndC) without objection 

•prom appointed Cn/il family <xnoi Real Estate. befsnsc Rttemay, 
Lemaka, A. Trahan,

On Monday, April 7,2014, as Petitioner Mas being ironsporkd 
-from the Liberty County Jail to the Liberty County C&urttioux 

ht, could See on three. (3) -Sfde^ of the Courthouse banners 

larger iham life, that soad, CU-lL 0 A 6US£ W£EK~ April 7-U,2oi4 

cwid Child Abuse Slogans ported, at each parking space.. 
Petitioners daughter, Sarah LJocIery/ (sharptchnsi@yahoo, coo) 

found, online, ol pasture, of a printed inuifatiori to aeand/e-
of Petitro/ierr trfaj. 

the. Sixth Amendment is
fight ViCji/ on $pri/8, 2D/t, the,

Atkirtnal is adulterated.
Violated from the dau^ at'•trial publicity that influenced. 
dll potentially good, jurors equal l oj (R.P. 3, 52, S-/3J 92, 2(\

oiau
and.

INTERNAL EFFECT 

Stocking the. Jury in Slates Favor

During Vc\r Dire., Juror Rraxton, an educated. Penned e. ulho 

u)a_5 closely rclaied. to Prosecutor Ragis Fontenot, fhe 
prosecutor On Petitioners first t/uJUctrnenf ^-ft.302.72^respond-^ 

to TtolKola's questions;
T'rahCLA; Does anybody happen f° knoio any of those,

prosecutors f(listed, above, on same page) tc$ na',amf

(Hcfn)



braxton- £0.315 Fontenot

Trahan: Wou? do you. ktfou) Mr. Fontenot ?

Bfayton'- Me.s my -- he's the. fcuthtr of my little tbusin.

Is there &tnLf'fhing aJoout 

distantly related. to Mr. Fontenot that's goin^ 

jo cuxjjlSe. you. to he unfair "to anybody tn 

this dost. ?

Trail on * ^5 rna-am,

drcucton > No.

Ra_g/s Fonienot taa.$ m fad MattliCL ftnxyton's beloved. 
Un.de. tyugts, her mothers brother. Collusion is suspec/ed 

hetioeen (ra.h(Xv\ n/ncL Srajcton when I ration uses dive, 
phrase. sldistant IU rejected Trahan OJ\dL Qrcextor\_bofl)
111/ext in the. small Coj>1 Texas town of Libertyt fexas, 

Tr&has) died on October 3f, 2.0/&. 
broxton became a. jaror avuLso did.'

* Christopher Flhott - FokMfl-lt - ffohlems with Priest ”
(m. s, /a - 2 $v /ito, /-2z). i ,

’Dobra. (ActHen " dove.rnme.n~t employee. - took. Sexual Sensitivity
ttshna-i/lA.S,/9-Zs),

* ‘Robert Hb/l&n - has ' personal feel ings iff. S] HB, /2'/9J*
* Mary Lomos ** Correctional Officer (^.k. /Bo, /7~zz),
4// jurors are fisted. at (&%(Clerks llccoretj 2-<e).

The Court ajould not cLccept if strikes previacsly requested 

by Trahan (R.R. $f 69, *2.-2$*; lO, I-IE).
'The Sixth itmenoLment 3u.araj\tees> the. criminally accused 

ex. fair trial by a. panel of impartial indifferent jurats. Voir 

Dire. serves the. purpose of assuring a. criminal defendant 

that his right will be protected. hUthoat oA adequate (lo/r 

dire the trial Judgeis responsibility to remove prospective

(5<T /f )



juror's who u>*li not be able- mpa.rtCa.fljy -fa-fellow the coar+5 

ins’h'uc.fmr\5 and evidence em^ot be fut-fflled. Similarlyf 
of acLaquate voir dire, impairs the dcfcnda/its right to&trcise 
pretmptory challenge.5W (iinitai States v. JchnsOn,^^ T Supp. Zet 
8ZZ, fieoaL Note, i X The Court ujoald-i^f-acccipt It-strifts 

requested, by -Tra-hcm (R-t fc, S- if-i-Z-ZS> 70, /

Denied Defense an Expert Witness

Defense Attarney Lamcka Ircehan, in her fcurtgc. Mot/on 

for ol. Mitigafrcng expert {Clerks Record, M>) item 7 S-fotes, &uc- 
diligence has been used, to procure, the oJrte.nda.nce. o P Qrya.n 
vL Sweeney." In 'Aryan JT* 6uje.cn.eys Affida.i/idt(CAUS£ AlUMQEfc 

C£3072<M, EXHIBITS, AX-tl) dated June n, 2on, Ac Wafas on 

pa^e. 2, Wem I, I do net re.ea.ll, nor'do l have, documentation 

regarding, Attorney l~a.tnc.ka- Trahan requesting an urn day it/ 

letter frorn mt to Support her request tor my appoint merit
as an expert in Mr, Ifarp's case., (APPENDIX ft)

The Court hail denied Trahan f motion and she, h&d about her 
contorting an expert (&R. % 7, t), Maybe- there ujcls a. hidden 

agenda. when (radian wanted Pet itioner- to s ta.net, uoith her os 
she. argued, for cl. (Hiiipatinq expert- tor tht. Punishment
Phase (^tf3, 9-/7)*

Defective, True Bill of Indictment

Penal Code Zl<(71 became- Iojo and. effective, on September t,Zosi. 
Only tuso(2.) stxuod contact's of cl child under If years, 30 or more days 

apart, are required, to com/iet. The /ndiet/nen f stated the. range 
6-p time was from January I, tOb~i through September 30,2oo%

The si&ru told, to the.jury by jtssistant ibistnci Attorneyi 
Stephen, C> Taylor,(Cf. b, J3, 2-^3) describes one. edent that 

happened- aver and over ''almost entry night (RRlojtS, 2Sc^ut2t) 

over ^ spa*) of iOD5 days. 7?u$ h characteristic of a.



Sc&uclI psy chopath (ZZ D.C. Code Ann. $ &S03-H (196l), Millard v 

Harris, tok F Zd 964), OPlfrilDN Chief Judyc BAT-ELOhl- 

"77ie. feyual Psycha path Act uJas enacted in /948 ns ct- 
humane, and practical approach to Hie. problem af 

persons unable, to control their sexual emotions.
A SetuoJ Psycho path in /9C7 mould face. a maximum 

punishment tor uohick uxxs tm prison merit -for- <9o daas
I i ^ p* » ./ * /
or as 300. me., or bom.

The. detract eristic mould also appear habitual*
*itxh(t evidence is highly persuasive, as proof at conduct 
on cl particular occasion' blah it evidence, is considered 

to be highly probative Cnot, therefore., superior to 
character evidence, because, the uniformity af ones 

response to habit is far greater than the consistency 

usith which Ones conduct conforms to character or 
disposition.' (Longhorn firestone hre 4 flub her C&.?
749 f ZdL (511; fiead Mote S)

In cl rash to oud.u.ltej'octe the Justice system, the. Ground Jury, 
Cjourf, District Attorney and Assistant District attorney 

knotting I if prcceectecL on the. * preferentially Set datc/ rhtn 

by adaIterated, legal means, changed the date, on the. 

Judgement of Conviction by Jury (Clerks Record,63) from 

01-01-2007 to 01-01-2008 (clerks Record, 71-13), approved, ana 

back dated "form, to April 9, 2.0if,sighed hu Lajneba. A* lro,han 

(Clerks Record, 10), that referred to the Nunc Pro Tunc 
Jiidgement of Conviction by Jury signed end filed an Afey 

7, 2Di41 frahavi eCtktr kneev &ndL didn’t object she. 
came, in on Malj 7, Zoit And. signed backdatedi paper ojorfa. 
uj/veA she tta,£ not Petitioner's cittor-n&iy,

VJHhoiAin^ tido(z) Eyc,ajitncss Ic^sfimonics

Olivia. flarp/ Petitioners daughter, mas in the, room during

(7 *f m)



eoicK alleged sexual assault (#.;#. (e, 30, Z'irZS} 3), l~z3). As on eye- 

uiitne.55, her testimony during trial Mould, have carried 

weight than m tht form of on 4$fideu/(t da.bz.cl May Zk>, ZD)7, 3 

and enecO month after trial. OliAa alas nob under the

ifiore

years
Rule. as the. others 'On trial dLacy and it iS assuwiecL “that her 

Affida/itj prepared by Petit loners retained. attorney, Stei/en 
UebermaA, was bain bed. Lumberman could, bax/e, asked several 

more- pages of ions, hub did. nob. Petitioner was also an 

«y<eu/itness and should, have. been pub on the stand. Nov 
appeal5" -Pall on deaf ears in fight of his conviction* 

Even D. J. /Me/tettJ (f, 8, &, Ml, ZI-25T; /Vfy i~2z\ vhv 

asktdz defense, witness, Rebecca.,PIory, to he for Sfcphaoy 

(Ag'6, ftg, tl-z5;Mh /-/£)&/// /asf/ty that Stephon<y as Iced 
her bo sec if Rebeeccu would. claim Petitioner made sequel 

advances at her.
Rtbccc Ou Flory meb Petitioner5 at Cal Vary

baptist Cshujrch>(Rid* ibb/ During bheyears 2007
through 200*1 Sbtphony and Petitioner 3reMJ Childrens 

Cshotr from eight (8) bo eboaf tOb children under 14 years* 
This happened within /2, months. Shsphonymd Pctitmev
Worked btoftCtdi with more, children in a. club at the. church 
Called. t\MU\.NA. (Approved. Vtorhne.f\ fire Nob Asheaitd). Th 

is no evidence that Uherfy County Investigators performed 

an investigation. Stephony and. Petitioner presented -buso(t-) 

Musicals, Acorns bo Oajcs oaoL Angel Alert, assisted in 

ftngt.1 Alert*

Inis

ere

EXCULPATORY EUlOENCt

flies in Oi abmcnf

Jus-Lee ts audulberated, without cun Expert Witness that 

could, explain the two Cz) slip-ot-the^-tongues from previously 

coaciked. statements of the complaintant, 6.6V and her

tSofti)



mother, 'S’tephony, 4n eyperf coal 4. have helped. jurors understad 

utfasA vd&js be hr not the facaucL of , the hysteria^,

TrcLkari ? So yoa-alJ Stayed \n tu/in beds first cmdtheji 

the tuoin bdchs toe.»-e. fakren ^rom you, and y'all 

stayed. in the full ?

fitRi ^5, ma. cloo, J^€LC.au6e we. ujere, m ~ sleeping 

full size. mattress after the incidenton cl 

heud occurred.
fa*. 6,

.., dno( often times called muj mono to shou 

up of -Me h©u^ /f I aas 90rnq to b e some- 
inhere else- tvr any length of rime.

Sfephdny ‘

0mom flay tor ■ Did y&u. tell your

Sfeahonyl I ^f’d<V+ tell fotr <si>ou-/ the incident.

Taylor clouted it happened. * almost every night
zt) and. & Bi claimed. "countless1 ($.<$. 6, 37, /?-zo; 58, f- 

//)„ Irrelevant, immatcncx.1 ondL unduly repetitious evidence 
adulterates the justice system, especially using Penal Code 

,21,02 in cl case wj/ier'e VAe, sub conscience surtaxes in both
child. (Mid. tnoffien cun&nci the hystericl, the day that C&rl#.-
ro-cts the. hght of druth. 77v*l truth is, it uses all a het

Yionci -rne nysTericl, or ^n.x. cnuy /««-/ ■ 
o t -frath. 7Tv*l / j, it uacs all a hkt 

■Suieeriy, the adrifi expert, cauld. have addressed &./6is 

decision to use her atu/? style ef hyperbole onth thephrase^, 
,'U.s <0- little girl l oxls suppose to bus. 26,25^; 27,/),
(fl&.b, 28, /4>- zo) and answered Trahan's question about the 

phrase (ft.Rd, 5% /“9j,

J



Pleas of Guilty and hlot Guilty
ARTICLE 2b. 15, PLEA OF GUILTY "Code- of CnWmo-l 8we<4«c 

60 Prior to ouULep ting (l, plea. cf guilty or a. pka nolo
contendere, the Court shall admonish the deftnidbalofi

MOTE? Mb hearing QjndL no admonish men t 'fora, pleao ofguilty 

oc.ourre.ci. Mo record exists.

h taxLS'e No. CR. 30729 (Clerks 53,6^) /i a SEX
OFFENDER REGISTRttTlOtJ ADMONISHMENTS form, 
EL states that Petitioner has. pied. guilty M oucc£>rdajiae. to 

ARTICLE 2C.Tb Code op Crimiha(^Pv’oaecLur&. Jherc loos,, 
no pical 6-P guilty wnd no heaving. fhe pica wasj)ot guilty 
as shown (C/erk& peeorot, page £3,6*/) the. Judgement 

<&E C&nvittibn By Jury dated. and, Fifcoi Apnl Cfyio/J* ft 

statef /n Pica, Offense *f Not Guilty, li also states
In*Plea, to Offense.; ft of Gruiliy^/ri the, itu/nc Pro (unc, 

'Judgement- of Conviction by Jury"dated and filed 

f/feuj 1, 2.0 id,
Petit toner

on

could find no cases on duating pleas.
On 4pri I B, 2.01*4 Pe4i*haner!s Fi’rs4 Amendment njH4 °f exercising 

fradu his right of religion, his religion; and. was violated by an 
ddulreratedi justice sysfem of East Texas, Liberty County. Even 

hU paster, Gene kendricki of MIMs Baptist Church, in G>nc&^ 

Texas (R..R.4>,(62JL-23) violated his own duty as a, shepherd, by 

b&ajjrig. tc laws that conflict with the Covenant betase.en 

believers exercising Bib UcclI faith and teaching his members 
to do so by his oujr\ actions. Pastor Kendrick axis not oJlatved, Ly 

[aw, to investigate and he chose, not to. tene, kendnek. died 

6ry IhurscLatj/ April 13,2011, the dag before, Good Friday. Pe 

dhtd. on the clay Judas betm.yeoi Jesus/ known as the Day 

of faefrayoul.
Petri t toner had taken oj ro ng 0- Cor in thicuaS t> • 7) m 5/of e. fits

06 o f it)



right to practioc, 6fbhca) principles per 41)$, (Constitution and 

under the, protection ot nis religion to seek the,'truths Pcishr 

kendnek ukls ujrong not to investigate, oven it the (au)sotour 

land, forbade him to do so. Mot o/cryihino is as it seems, ask 

Job. Of all people-/ Kendrick, should have, knou)n that.

conclusion
Utighmg the, adulterated evidence, presented against 

Petitioner on April 8, 2014, as revealed in this Petition 

-k>r Writ &f Certiorarif dated January l, 20Z4t the 
\x)ord,n testimony ot Petitioner on /\pn 18f zoit, 

t Cmilty‘weighs more and. must stand:
f mo­
no

PI? AVER
A neuS trial is not requested, or pre.te.rrcd. Christians 

Ore not to settle, disputes before an believers (t Corinthians 

6 7), Petitioner mast maintain his First Amendment right 

even to his demise. Petitioner prays the Court t& ilton^ 

ccac^uitf or time served, without erf coder resist tra.tr on.

The petition tor a writ dp Certiorari should be. granted,
P&s>pe&tfJj ly kh b m i tt ecL,

/Oraol WI Harp, o'&ZR&OO 
Petitioner, pro se
Robertson Unit 

iZOll FM 352.2- 

Abilene., (ex as, 79bOl 

(3Z?) SH2) - VOSS 

Januaryl, ZOZj

(iloi n)



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

0_ child.
mitn/ieu) ciiher 

ai Sape l-tahbor or Brdgeh<u/en l\dx/acojey m i-iber^Couniy-, 
So, PeaaJ Code Zl, 01 cools chosen ccs o, ea-ieh-^ilL /he wort 

Serious (L sejc (Lnmt appears He more, heliejuaJblt fhegdid 

/ry He kysiertce bp Hie, women)-, cspeeioufly u)hen Hiepubltafy 

d-P Hie, dLaJe chosen SondS Humam eftioitoos mio orbii (ike 

ii did m 'SoJe/n, lAnss. in /4^2,

Suppcr-hHcj zUtduence uoclS noi preseoPed ibr sudJ\ cl horrible 

crime, c^cunsi Ol. child.. Thent usert no medical or psydob^icd 

report or e/peris in ihese, Pitlds Ho shooJ pkys«ia.(t &*ik/or 

psy eholbQitcul dcwnage, no ChUcL ProieeHot Services (CPS) 

speeiQ,{i$'i or ftdhrbcjOucLLf Ceftizr ejCptrfa 'jeshPiecl in__ 

Co\lcd>orauiion ujufh ike alleged irrei/rvis itsH/nony, Li was mi 

b'tutssojrcj tube n uPernod Code. 2/,02., You, only neeoLi° make 

IZ, people, believe, Hoo 0-) ihiac/2 h&ppesiecL 30or more douy* 

&pb,rit

Pekiiontr pa-5 sbotun in ike record Hiai ike dstarf, fissisl&o i 

Dtsinei Piiorney, Defense fli-fern ey^ ihe rooiherand. Hie <kl/eyed, 
viettiy) heel or as CjadYiy oP de&epYro/) i>y Co miss }oo aacl/at- 

&tf)/ssi6}q /h jootz, Yorm,

I He S4ol4£. could mo4 pcosje indieczncy toi+h 

conpaei because Here locls cl Hiirci forensic.

5,



* *•

see following Awsuug?ro guestjow obie. (m*s /ifemii)

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted

^f>
Jo.h^rt.r'y lj 2.DZDate:

(o<


