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LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ ] 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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SET ASIDE ANYTIME IN M) PROCEEDINGeCPEOpLE v. VASILYAN 
(1003) IIA CA^W). SINGH RAISED THESE CRITICAL ISSUES IN 
EVERY PROCEEDING.THE COURTS STILL REFUSED to ADDRESS

UNITED STAT£!Q395)513 USgtg THIS COURT 

g-rajSETSSSr THE COURTS ESTABLISHED * JUDICIAL FUNCTION^gntohW-pROHIElfs PWlSMffljgOffmB _
pTuNG FALSE noci 1MENTS tcifn THECjWRJS- OTHER.AUTHORITIES
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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

to

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] 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[ ] is unpublished.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

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[ ] is unpublished.

to

; or,

[X[ For cases from state courts:

.-The opinion Of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
nTTn'-g^^____petition and is fvrTflCJHMENTl.

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

is unpublished.

; or,

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[ ] is unpublished.

X—



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.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the’United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: ____________
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

, and a copy of the

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

(date) on (date)

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

D<] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 
A copy nf that docifriiiinippr‘rtrn at Appendix -------

STATE SUPREME COURT CASE NO. SZSZ3SS. WE PIP MOT RECEIVE If
[ ] 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).
AS WE pip NOT RECEIVE IT, WE CANfc NOT ATTACH IT, WT, IT 
IS AVAILABLE ONLINE.

- PA&E $. -



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY RIGHTS ARE GROSSLY 
X10LgTgp~6E^uSE THf'gOURT-S REFUSED IS ADDRESS HLSPEFENSES. 
H& ADDRESSED THESE T)PFSMSES IN EVERY PROCEE0IN6.STILL,THE 
^^RgglipTOftDDRESS THEM. QROSS INJUSTICE OCCURES 
bWEN^CCUSln isnot i-ifapt).

WftS “NVICTEJ? for,offering PORFlUNGi FALSE PROOF 
-THAT TliE5lvlL “URT UNDER PC11S. ATTACHMENT 1

BE SET ASIDE ANYTIME [N ANY PROCEEDING ("PEOPLE y,

^^&£S. 6ftS-ET> °N FflLSE fiND FABRICATED TEST!K10NY of”
o5'n^flNgH<^’'atK~V|>CE ^ AC-TOF PROCESS SERVER] AKD '

SERVER SIGNED THE PROOFS OF SERVICE. THUS? SINGH IS 
^=0^J>ERSm FOR ALLEGED CHARGES, PURSUANT TO EVIDENCE 
tonSff A “PROOF OF SERVICE" IS A "PRESUMPTION OF
S» &FFj A PRESompriOM CAN NOT 8E AH INSTRUMENT FOR 
PCIIS.THUS, ALLEGED CHAR.GES ARE HOT CRIMES. THE STATE AND£^!=4yEB£Mt^^

THE COURTS SHOULD PROTECT ACCESS TO COURTS, THUS AnL^r.
Charges, should not 8e a crime for this Reasons mr)^
OTHER. REASONS?

STILL, THE COURT OF APPEAL R&FOSEJ) TO ADDRESS CRITICAL 
ISSUES OF THIS CASE AND*SINGH,S MOTION FOR HEW EVIDENCES?
CSEE ATTACHMENT 2] PAGES £$ TO |§). THIS ITSELF IS A GROUND 

FOR REVERSAL. SO,PLEASE REVERSE APPELLATE OPINION AND
DISMISS CHARGES._________ _______ ;.„<Trn~Mn r-.«, ---------i—ASliHOINN HERE, SIN SH WAS CONVICTED FOR FALSE,
IFA6RICATED AND NON-CRIMEA CHARGES BASED OH FALSE 

AND FABRICATED TESTIMONY. THE STATE COURTS ARE SO 

FAMOUS FOR DELHI AND INJUSTICE THAT, IN 202A, EX-ADMINISTRAPW 
JUSTICE BECOME FIRST JUSTICE IN HISTORY TOfiE PUNISHED FOR 

ITWS. A REVIEW IS ALSO NECESSARy TO 6 Nff PUBLIC TERRORS/ D.A.

SHOWS

—pi\SE.QL-



n STATEMENT OF THE CASE

S ARE FAMOUS FOR EXTRA - ORP' N A RY DEUW

pggsggsssa.

E-SSTSE-SSSS
ATTACHMENT p :(1) A LLEdjEj) CHARGES ARE FALSE. FAbStph n

nm:mm TKT«r“
® C^IL C0URTC REPEATEDLy RULED THAT ALLE6EP CHARspg 

^CRIMINAL COURT REFUSED TOAOMIt

—^tiiV Ail ni li^rfr3: _^R£SS CRtT'CflL1^IFfi 0F ™lg

WFS DENIED SELF REreptcJ-rAT.nl.T® JD THE^.SlH&HI
o^y

gBs£g®s»a«!SSSlSSa^
-?f\aaw-



;''srgr^coyR]^R&£U^PTOi®B^^
’ r.R\rnL lS?,UgR IHCLVJP\H<S| ALLEGED

FACTS.
-f“—— ■

CALIFORNIA pnpfi MQT ftl | Q^ S^LF REPRESENTATION. AS ft RESULT, 
ACCUSED ARE CONVICT F.D FOR NOH-CRIP1BS EfISEP ON FALSE mp 

E&lRJCflTHP TESTIMONIES; AND THE STATE COURTS REFUSE TP 

ADPRESSCRUClftL ISSUES ( SEE PA6ES @1 TO (M). ATTftCtiMEMT 2- 

\S THE FINAL OPm\ON IN THIS CASE (SEE PAGES © TO <f§j), THE 
STATE SUPREME COURT DENIED REVIEW WITHOUT ANY OPINION ON

*X“w
WAS ChARSED WITH OFFERING FOR FILING FALSE PROOF OF SERVICE 
WITH THE COURT UNDER CALI FORMA PENAL WDt^C.") H5. HE WAS 
Convicted for false.fabricAtep and non-crime charge based oh 

FALSE AND FABRICATED TESTirnON/ OF MR. HOBBS, THIS IS SHOWN 

IN SINGH’S SECOND MOTION FOR NEW & EVIDENCE CPAGES g|)TP@) 

THIS MOTION IDAS (GRANTED, BUT. THE STATE COURTS DID NOT EVEN ' 
CONSIDER THIS MOTION FOR FINAL OPINION ■ THIS. ITSELF. IS A fi ROUND 
FOR REVERSAL.

tw^^f°PLErY' Pft^R(^|)86cX^CT7gifwMARFACED 350 

SKS^TE 'lAPRisoNMENtJ 0? FOR NUISANCE CREATED

OF OTHERS, THIS CAUSEDpUBUCTl^6Rgi nr-i NH~QlBSjrHE_AC^ 
DESTRUCTIONS OF PROPERTIES ALSO. ^ i§i_KILLINGs AND

*** REFERRED pace NUMBERS ARE CRRCLEp,
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As shown u6R£,6i\M| courts
K£pemmy ruled that sum® 

cwm& m hot crimps, sti Uo
PETITIONER, WAS PEHlfP TD 

ppf)\/£ rWS. THIS CflSE HAS
PU8MC ISSUES



AS SHOWN HEREjSINCtH WAS CONVICTED
FOR FALSE, FABRICATED AND NGN'CRIMt 

CHARGES BASED ON FALSE AND FABRICATED 

TESTIMONY. BUT,THE STATE COURTS REFUSED 

TO ADDRESS THESElSuiT*teippR6^^ «
THIS RESOrip IN rNJUsTlCE THE STATE COIJRk
ARE SO FAMOUS FORdELAV AND INJUSTICE THAT, 
IH OOOAj EX-ABMIHISTRATIVE JUSTICE HDH" VANCE * 

, RATE BECAME FIRST jtJSTKE IN THE HISTORY TO 
%pjy!!‘l PUWSHEO FORthvs. ft REVIEW IS ALSO 
NEEDED TO ENp PUBLIC TEESPR CREATED &F“ EX-DICTRICT flTTORNEy. so,pugj$> h^'W T—



/^v REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
U(Lh<e ALLiEc^fSTI°M here is "should courts address singes Defenses

FgBRtCftTgpWnON-CR'ME Kfl.qpn AM
AMP FABRlCATESTTESTIWOsiy"' '

-sSSkspss
WD HOH^rjihe1^ftRAf eT "NWC7iS> F£>f^ FALSE, FfteKWEp

SS.SaSSfS?

S1^7J^Sl^5^“|5Sj‘XP'U“' FfilSe PR»FS of
b»t ,g”P ^ SEcm,

•iSP^sSStlss®

@> SlN^H

IMS A lot, sn.

-PASE2E-



Review will puri ^ terror
5

^jgr ,.

sigS!5i!ig£fei£ia^&.^^gij5\Tep. p.fl. Tokk aulbT^L !!-■...-. -!J.'._ . ^ 

^pg^g-pgg~g^^^fe^^s^^T_THgy Spg^T B^L-UONK TO

ARE

CONCLUSION
~fP^3JZ™mJs_rmou$ por g-reatihs terror: ftJpmjRre Me

The petition for a writ of certiorari'should be grantetr.' '■ '

Respectfully submitted,

Ki\aw£u&m £m£h

^3i/a^

HO ONE SHOUUD EEM^NOONnHC-TEP FOR FALSE, 

FhEENCATED fW© MOM-CRIME CHARdES BASEJ) OH 

"FALSE (AM© FABRICATED TESTlIvlOMy.

Date:
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