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

[yf^For cases from federal courts:

A_toThe opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at______________________________________ ; or,
W\ 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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.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
p/i

For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
September 2.0'l'b

\/\ No petition for rehearing

was

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

UAn extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including A/O Vghobf f its™ 2023 
in Application No. __ A

(date) on (date)

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) on (date)in

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

My Coflsj-h/ere vifrb^.uMy S iylk

.tr r»:y
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there hji keen no rea^f by yj,e •,*' Pw!s^met,d applies even when
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M/to V. W,W«y, 574 U.s\,%%J$™£ ^to*K*> * 4/fiW «5w.
use 3 torr^a/ r»«fw !«/,'+* /W credibility clwlj mieLheJt^Lf'V" C^'ce h 

verdity, W>/Wfjie Cnniml iesftnoJdni hbZlu

T^r
TlnisJui)/ applwio vtcaipbrl $n<\ /wpe^U^f ev/<toce <u-‘ ... r

W“ 4 «»« r.?” fAul rfsf.eci,P dhe U'S, Sfhcircuii Of fiffwls, The tourt chriy 

CYYed by yio-f-&lfoyij')Hj $ rul/}?j jYf )()/)\f f$yqY '



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
ftjy Siy-fk Amendment tights were violated unit'/' right to Confront 3^d cross-tuwfl^c 

vv/i-fnesj against me, 3 s well js my rightto 3 fair Trial.
iMy Fi-f+h Amendment fights were violated Under Dut Process,

FoYmeir SitihTroofer Chris Hollies worth testifier/ against me at my a ft ot, on to Suppress 

Hearing and at my Trill, By the Pint my Oppression hearing Commenced, Hollin&s worth 

hd already been actively engaged jti 3 Corrupt Cover-Up ot his Criminal actions 
the Yi'wW Pi<>nald Greene died, this cover-up coyitkuej through ih-t date of my JUT trial,
Tht Government Mends the pesthm/ ot Min^sworth 3 State Trooftv It Knows Was Corrupt, 
dittoes y\ot deny jt!s principal witness corruption, tnstej it character ties his Corruption 

garden variety impeachment evidence < the Governments response is -fp urge the Court
to ignore the Corruption because it's existence cow hi tales mere impeachment evidence, 
But the -failure to provide the defense with the impeachment evidence deprived M€ of 

two (2) fundamental Constitution'll rights at {he “Suppression Hearing'1 jwd “Trial’,'

on

3s

There is Newly Discovered Fvldenct in my cast- ,,
The Suppression of evidence favorable h an accus'd vp^ request violates Due Process where 
evidence is ma-kriq] either-to guilt or to pun/ish went, irrespective ot the g>ood tilth °Y 

bjc| ■fe/i-fh o-f the proctcuftovi < Banks v, Dr^tKz,SHo u-s. (t(o2) (oV! CZoou), ,
Louisiana state Poticefroofer Christopher Hollingsworth testimony at my motion -b Suppress hearing 

Tune tftZoil, and again testifying at my Trial Seriously affected the fairness p 

\Y)\tgr\ty public deputation ofTudicial Proceed‘mgs, As Such, there is M extremely 

Hi9h feWle P»MiWy Ouhoni of my cue w~IJ h»t bee» Jiff'™* M

the evidence against me been £>mpprtssed,
Trooper Christopher ItoHingsworth was 3 rogue., Corrupted; crimi 

3nd involvement in tht Torture and Murder ot Mohrist fonalJ Greene 

Trooper Chris jtollitifsworth made false stokments and uncredibk testimony un er J 3 * y 

11Motion h Suppresj Hear>n3>' Thirty(3°)dap afkr Beat}n^Torturinj,and KlMem? 

Bomld&reent. Trooper Hollingsworth's involvement in Greene’s Death occured one Month before

ty ? mi°:The'srtLr Of LouWw “Sbbn M eUris”c*M iU ,eH»s c»m,"l nd
wen+-{W-Hier-f o describe them $s pjcist.

Trooper Christopher Hollingsworth was 3 Inhumane, racist Criminal who slpvlj mot have been allowed to 

9iv« lies and -folse -ksfimowy at my Molionto Suppress hearing or my Trial. Hollingsworth's Tals c testimony 

\td +o -Hie i«+rodut-H®n ot unlM-fuf evidence which would have otherwise Been Suppressed had His ft is conduct 
Crmm\ /Misdeed been exposed prior to him testifying in Court against me,
Te ys.eovf. diJ not hive 3 clw ax j>9mt mi/,f bkUly mJ Kn.wt»oJy *W 

Its discretion^ the-fads clearly and conc'sefy prove my innocence I

o VI

Inal officer who played a Key w>k 

/v)ayio^} 2oit,on



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

'The HoYioVjblt Supreme Cour-t ilusfices of the United States Could Rislhi }
3 ^yfronoj3 by Granfino) Cerfiorar’i in my case because fhe Wi+nes-s whotestified 

3"f my Suppression Wearing 3nd Subsetyuejjf Trlaj 'Trooper Christopher Hollingsworth" 03V£ 

False Tes+imony arid lied under O a Hi aaainsfwe* He was aefively be'rno) in Ves-Healed in 

fhe Torture and Murder 0-f BiacK MoHrisf Ronald frreevie Before He testified a^insj- me< 

The U-S- Prosecutor Knew these fdo-fs and Sfiil Withheld that in forma Hi on -from my 
Attorney and X < This is an ongoing Serious problem in The United States of Amer/ca and 

If is indeed of National Xmportance,
Racial Profiling by Officers who nouHnely far^ef Black Motorists such as myself Then 

Arrest and 9we False Testimony d^ainsf Them undeie Oath enabling them to Be Wrongfully 

Covwic+ed fo Serve Years and Decades locked up in a P^soyi Cell Separated from Their 

Family and Loved ones, ’
« trnth )„<) exM- of H.lliw-.HkV cxMmI Jt+»« U beey, Known, Hh Kp
was Seized following tee Traffic step in my case would have been Suppressed and Therefore noTeven
available as evidence againisi me af vny Trial on The meriTs, Furthermore jTrooper Hollingsworth Wom

have been exp°sed as a liar and criminal wifh No Credibility • According-fo CIO-Monroe, ht 
3c-jively sou$hf fo obsfrucf justice in The &reene case when He turned off his body camera, 
However^because of tee Cover-uP) Hollingsworth was permitted fo Continue his employment With the 
Louisiana Stete police and testify at my motion te Suppress bearing) in Tu/y of20lt and The ensuing 
jury Trial fo A/oVenter ZoLT, fiT both proceeding he was chatted in The veil of credlbilif/ 
afforded To law enforcement officers in general, and in pdi't'icuhr^to He Louisiana Sfafe Pol let. 

The U.S.Disbicf CourlS+Hc,;^. and The U-S, Appeall Courf 5+hcir. bofh viewed fhe Wrong vlclet>j had they 
both viewed The" Walter Caldwell" Video if would have shown in plain view That vny left turn signal 

working on The Officer Dasf Cam Video, Trooper pollings worth admitted oY> The record That the 
signul lisbf was working on The “ Walter Old Well Video11,

Walter- Caldwell asked Trooper Hollingsworth wk ate that? Trooper Hollingsworth sf/ted ■ • • OH I Mack 
VighT signal is Funcfiohin^,., Hollingsworth stated further^ “The right Winter is Slinking-

dZs^tZT Mifw hsi -Ml-ter Caldwell allrjt C'^M/wijI flfahi b A FjirTriJl.
w»« sw TTnZTTioZT!' TyWe Miek3 tUdim r,ckek

idifll hi-tflcs-kf. The nm wls w "ftoWte um"brjht
bn,*i^+tie liw jf He f;we „f ue ■. . <■ , tvAic^ksx 3wjnun Mick fro Se wjs n°f
r^er MWnfl, jnt&i nJ\Zl TVT'C £^'
is^Ke me ) cihflcu tI, i . e 0,11 unebick-h e>iw ne MtUtr charge buHblldii Wc,f

w*Jtjt lsve?teJr^re'-'N0 cm-h,mcjjc:The Iln'-U J Q-kiJ- a ^ te Wie dhd bote of vn)y turn Signal ligh-h Wete wovkino), 
fiftaII rtrttiYZ TTn C,VC^ i5 k C°*m Wijh ** de^l-s of the UniW £i)U

£/jffuTT\.VU aW rtein- cdft, ft )n , rL^ wZT(,T f
Jit i nc He f'ffl S^ArpeellCwt & ci^-rf-. JT mfpLse Zj

® y conVipfed a IThough He Facts in my Case Clearly prove my Innocence I
$

was

im! dgjmte tne under OjIL and m



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

dwamovi MacK Pro Se

3jMUjrj/3of> 202HDate:


