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GQROUNDS FORRELILIEF

A, .. THE ACTIONS OF THE U.S SUPREME QOVAT WAS ARBITRARY ]
CAPRICIOUS ; AN ABUSE Qg DISCRETIONAND POWER |
DISCRIMINATION | UNWARRANTED BY THE FAQTS | WITHOUT
OBSERVANCE OF PROCEDPVR E REQUIRED BY LAW | CONTRARY
TO CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT, POWER, ,PRIVILEGE QSRIMMUNITY |
OR OTHERWISE NOT IN ACCORDANCE WITH LAW

. | AM THS PETITIONERA-~PLAINTIEES, WAYNE ¢, VANCS SENIDR WHD

HAVE MADE THIS PETITION FORTHE RTCHTARING DF A TLLEGITIMATE
ORDER DENYING MY PETITION COR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI AND DTHER
RELIEE INTHIS HISTORIC HIGH PROFILE AINIL RIGHR TS QASE OF REAT
CLEMENTS, MIRITS AND MAENITODE \ THIS U. S SUPREME COURT 1S UNDRR
A LEGAL AND MORALOBLIGATION TO GRANT THIS PETITION EOR REHIARING,
VACATE THE ORDER DENYING CERTIORARI, GRANT MY PETITION FOR A
WRIT OF CEATIODRARL AND DTHER RELIEE , GRANT MY MOTION FORLEAVE
To Ppoceed 1IN CORMA PAUVPERIS;, APPOINT ME& AN ATTOANEY €O0R FULL
SAOPE REPRESENTATION,; PROVIDE FORME TO RECEINE CREE CERTICIED
QAOPIES OC TRANSQRIP TS AND OTHER DOCUMES NTION FILE UPON MY RERUEST
EORSULH DOCUMENT S, PROVIDE FORTHE SPELIAL CASE MANAGENMENT
OC THIS CASE ) PRONIDE COACONFECRENCE S AND OTHER P&DQ.Q&‘.MNG,S,
PROVIPESEOR V.S SUPREMS COURT MEDIATORS TO REVIEW THIS LASS AND
MEDPIATE ) TREAT THE APPEAL WITH SPECQIALAARE AND ATTENTION IN
A NVARIETY OF WAYS, PRONVIDE FOR US TOOBTAIN EVIDENAC INNSSTIGATE
AND ESTABLISHOUSTICE ; VACATE THE OUBEMENTS AND ORDER S OF THE
2 NP CIRCUIT AND OTHER AQURATS BELOW WHO ARS RESPONDENTS —
DEFENDANTS INTHISCASE, AND GRANT A FULL REVERSAL FROM THE
2.ND QIRQAULT DUES TO THE FACTS AND CIRCUMSTANCES 0@ THISCASE
THE INTERVENING CIRAUMSTANQAES OF A SUBRSTANTIALOR CONTROLLING
CEFECT AND OTHERSUBRSTANTIAL GROUNDS NOT PREVIOUSLY PresenTed
INTHIS CASE HAS BEECN SETOUT (N THIS PETITION FORATHE REUIEF
SOUGHT INTHIS APPLICATION. THE FiLiNg OF My LET TERAS, MOTIONS,
EXTRAORDINARY PETITION COR A WRLT OF CERTIOR AR AND OTHE R
RELICEE, APPENDICS S, SXHUIBITS AND OTHCR LSEGAL PAPSRS DISTRI-
BUTED TOTHIS U.S SUPREMS ADURT HAS RESULTED LN THE ARBITRARY,
CAPRICIOUS AND ILLEGAL PENIAL OF MY PETITION BY THE QOURT ON
QUNE 10; Z02H 00 UVRT LLCRK SCDOTT S.HARRIS HAD SENT ME A
ILLEGLTIMATE ORDER N THG CORMOE A LSTTCR DATED SUNK 9,
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20Z4 CLAIMING THAT THE CLOUVRY HAD DENIED MY PETITION FOR AWRIT
OF CERTIORARI WHEN THEAD URT DOECS NOT HAVE ANY AUTHORITY OR
RIGHT COR SUCLH ACTION DUETO THE CACTS AND LIRCUMSTANCES OF
THIS CASE.THE CLOURT HAD TLLEgALLY DENLED MY PE&x I TION WITHOLT
CLOMMENT; EXPCLANATION; ADSUDICATING PREVIMINARY PRINTS;
TARKINGOUDICIALNDOTICEOF THE CACTS AND CIRCUMNMS TANCES D¢ THIS
CASE ; DISPOSING SUMMARILY OF THE APPECALON THE MERITS; gINING
INSTRUCTIONS FORRESHEARING ; RULINGON MY MOTIDN FOR LESAVETD
PROCEED IN EORMA PAVUPERIS DR NOTIEYING ME DF {TS DECISION ON
THE MOTION, OR CLNTERING AND [SSUING THE APPROPRIATE ORDER
REQUIRED RY THIS QOUVURT RULE i) 2% U.S.C. A AND OTHER
APPLIC ABLE LAWS . THE COURT HAS A KNOWNDUTY 70O PRONIDE ME
AND OTHER LITIGANTS WITH A LCAITIMATE EXCUSEOR REASON
FOR THEDEN(ALOE QUR PETITION COR A WRLIT O¢ ACCRAT ISR AR AND
DTHER RELIEE BECAVSE THE COURT MUST QUSTLIEY { TS DISCRETID-
NARY ACTIONS tN ALLQAASES . THE COURT HAS BEEN USING UNLAW-
EUL PROQEDURES TO AVOID DUA CASES THAT PRSSENTS DIFFIQULT,
CONTRONVCRS{AL OR UNPOPULAR |ISSUVES-THE AOURT MAY BE
ENGAGING INTHAG ILLEGALEXCRAISES DR PRACTICAL ARTINITIES
TOOUDES OUR RESSPONSES OR MEASURE CITHER WHAT W& KNOW BR
WHAT WE ARS LIKS ORCAN DO WHILE TESTING AND OBSSRNING US
IN REAL LIFE SITUATIONS, THECOURT HAS BEEN NOTLEY(NE ME DE

| TS DEISIONS IN LETTELRS WITHOUT ENTERING AND ISSU NG
APPROP AIATE ORDERS AFTER QONSIDERING MY MOTION S PETITION
AND STHER LECG AL PAPCRS DISTRIRUVTED TOTHEC COURT ON DIEECRENT
ODCLEASIONS. CS€E THISCOUART RULE | AND 22223 VU-.S.C. A T
THE COURT HAS NOTENTERED AND ISSUEDAJIDICLAL DECISION IN THIS
SPECIALCASE THAYT DECINITINECY SETTLE IMPORTANT LEGALROULES DR
PRINCIPLES; PRONIDS CORTHEENTITLED RELICSFE SOUEHT AND A§RECABRLE
SOLOUTION YDOURPADBILEMS; HELP ORCHESTRATE CHANGE EORFUTURE
GENERATIONS; AND PROVIDE CORTHIS EXTRAORDINARY CLASLK 7O SEMNG
AS AN IMPOIRTANT QUDICIAL PRECEDENT ONTHE PARTIICU LAP\LELGJ;\L;
CACTUACL AND PROCSPDURALISSUCSOETHISCASE . THE COURT HAD
LILLESALLY DENIED MY PETIYION WHEN IT MEETS THE CONTENT,
CONSIDERATION AND DTHER REQUIREMENTS FOR RaNiew N
CEPRTIOAARL) SPECIALCASE MANAGEMNMENT, AND A SUMMARY
DISPOSITIONON THEMERITS COR THE RELICF SOUSHT AND
AGRTEEABRLE SOLUTION, THE LOVRT WAS SUPPOSCT TO HANE §RANTED
MY PETITION EO0R A WRILT OF CEATIDRARL AND OTHER RILISEFOR

z o€ I8



THESPELIAL,; IMPORTANT AND COMPELLING REASONS STATED IN THIS
CASE PURSOANT TOTHIS QCOURT RVLE LD ; 23 0. .S % - A AND OTHGA
APPLICABLE LAWS. THE COURLT QOULD RAVE ENTERCED ANDISSVCSD A
SUMMARY DISPOSITION ON THE MEALITE TO TRSAT THS APPLAL AND
PAONIDE FOR THE EGRTITLED RGUISE AND AGQRRCARILC SCLUTILON WHILE
AW ARS OF THE DISPOISITING FAQTS ANDQLIRCUMSTANIES OF THIS QAASE,
THES CLOUART DID NOIT @XCRAULSC LTS OQUDEMENT BAST D ON THS RULES OF
AW AND WHAT LS FAIRWHILE UNDEROUVA INKRERITID LIRAUMITANLES
THAT CALLS FORCRISIS INTQRVENT(ON AND SUPPORT SERVICES T o
TAKE ACTIDON AND DEAC WITH THIS MATTER IN A SENSIBELE MANNER |
BY DENYING MY PETITION,; THE ADUAT HAS REFUSLNTO PRONIDE FORK
THE WELEARCS O0F THE PETITI\ONGR-PLAINTIEF, N WAYNE . NANCS SKN|BA
AND MY EAMILY MEMBERS,FRIENDS, REATINGS AND DTHERPCOPLT WHO HANE
ASHARE OLINTCREST INDUR LIFE SITUATION) SYSTEM AND QASE ., THE
COUART HAS EAILED TO FULFILL PROFESSIONALCOMMITMENTS | TJAKE
ACASONABRBLE REMEDIAL NECASURES [ RESPEAT OUR HUMANRIGHTS J
PROVIDE EORDUR BASIC HUMAN NEGEDS ; ACT IN ACCORDANCE WITH DUR
WISHES ; SUPPORT, DEFCND AND PROMOTE OUR RIGHTEOUS AAUSE §
PROVIDE CORQOUR SOCIAL )ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL OBJNECTINES
PPONIDE FORUS TO FULEILLOUROBLIGATIONS; PURPOSES; QALLINGS
AND comMmITMENT S ) PRONIDE FOR ME TO B RELEASED TROM THI(S
UNLCAWEVL IMPRISONMENT FORTHE PUBLICLY KNOWN SUSTICIARLE
HOMICIDE OF MR-FREDERICK A.GELSEY SUNIDR ] AND PRONIDEEORUSTD
CHANGE DUR HELLISH CLIRCUMSTANCES DR QONDITIONS . THE COURT HAS
NOT MEET THE STANDARD OF RSASONABLL CARS THAT IS REQUIRED

TO MEET A SUDDEN AND URGENT NEEDP CORARISISINTEARNENTIO N
AND SUPPORT SERVICES ] TS HELP IDENTICY, ASSESS AND RESOLNSOUR
PROBLEMS THAT HAVEDHENC(OPED IN THE COURSE DE GQNENTS TS

P RENENT THE REASONABRBLY CCRTAINDEATH OF ORSUBSTANT LAL
BODILY HARM TOTHE PETATIONE R~ PURAINTIEE, ME  WAYNE P NANCS
SENIOR AND MY € AMILY MEMBERS; FRIEND S, RECATINGS AND OTHERPEdPLS ]
TO PRENENT OR DETER THES DEFENDANTS -~ RESPONDOSNTS FROM COMMITT-

NG CURTHER ACTS OE MISCONDUCT AND ENEAGINGINWEEAL DR

DECEPTING ACTINITICES TOAAUSE VS A WIDE RPINGE OF PROBLEM S 3y TO
PROVIDE EoRTHE DEFENDAMNTS - RESPONDENTS TO WV THDRAAW FALSE

WRITTEN OR QRAL OPINIDNS DR REPRESENTATION PRENIOUSLY
QWEN BY THEM AND REASONARLY B LGNGO BY THEM T O STILLBS

ReCied VPON AY ATHIRD PARTY OR ANY DTHESR PERSON YO LETSR OR
PRCNENT THE DECENDRNT~ RESPONDENTS CROM ENGASING I N CONDUCT
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INTHGE PRACTICC ORP LAWTHATYT THEY ORTHRIRAGENCIES KNDW £ DR
RSASONABLY SHOULD KNOW CONSTITUTES UNLAWEULDISCRIMINAT|ON
OR HARASIMENT J TO PREVENT OADETER THE DEFENDPNT — RESPANDENT
FROM SNGAGING IN ILLEGALC QONDUCT THAT ADVERSELY REFLECTS ON
THE(R HONGSTY) TRUSTWORTHINCSSS ORCUTNGSS AS QWNILUVEGICERS H
TO PRENENTORDPIRTER THE DEFENDAN TS —RESPONDENTS §ROM S NGA]INE
iN CONDUCT THAT (S PREJUDICTALTO THE ADMINISTRATIONDF QUSTICE *
TO PRENENT ORDETCR THE DSCENDANTS ~RESPONDCNTS EROM N dLAT-
ING THE RULES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDURT AND DUDIGIACL LONDUCT ; X0
PPevenyT OR PDETCR THE DECCENDANTS —RESPONDENTS CRADM CSNGAGING (N
CONDUCT INVOLVING PISHONCSTY)FRAUD  DECE(T 0 MISREPPLESTNTA —
Yion ; 70 PREVENT op DETER THE DSEENDANTS~ RESPONPENTS EROM
CONCEACLING OR COVERINGUR THAT WHICH TREY ARE RERUIRED BY LAW TO
PRSVEAL; TO PREVENT OR PETER THE DEEENDANTS~RESPONDENTS FROM
VDSING OR RGLYINA ON PEROVURED TESTIMONY OR FALSQE\“DQNQ.Q" <0
PREVENT DR OETSR THE PEFENDANTS~RESPONDENTS FROM PART IQIPATING IN
THE CRSATION OR PRESCRYATION OF EYIDENCE TRAT THEY KNOW OR (T IS
OBVIDUS THAT THE SNIDSNAS ISTALSE § 7O PROVIDE CORTHE DEFGNDARNTS -
RESPONDENTS TO EXPRESS VICWS DN MATTERS O¢ PUBLIC QONAE RN IN THE
CONTEXT OF TEACHING AND PROVIDING LS WITHR INFORMATIDON | SVE GRS TIANS,
CSTAMATES) STATISTICS; ASSISTANCE OR ROVOSATY ; YO PRWIDE £oRTHe
DEFENDANTS ~ RPRSPONPENTS 70 REVCAL ONEIDENTIAC INEORMATIDNTO
THECKTENT THAT THEY RSASOMNARLY KNOW IS NEAESSSARYTO PReVENT
RSASONABLY CTRTAIN DEATH OR SUBSTANTIAC RODILY HARM § To PROY(DE
FOR THES LOURT AND OTRHGR PARTIES To EXERLIse \NDEPeN oaNT
PROFESSIDNALC OUDEMENT AND RENDER AANDID RDN(QC BY (LQ.GQRK‘NQ
TOLAW AND ODTHGR CONSIDERATIONS SUCH AS MORAL |SAOND MIC
SOCIAL | PSYCHO(OEICAL AND POLITICAL FASTORS THAT ARE RELEVANT
AN OUR LIEESSUTOATION,; SYSTEM AND QASe IO HEeLP RESOLVE AND
SATISEY THEALLAIMS SETEORTH IN THIS QASS ) TO HOLD THE
SOVERNMENT AND DTHER DEFENDANTS ~RESPONDENTS ACAVUNTARLE
EORTHEIR WADNGELL ACTIONS J 70 CORRICT QL AR S RRORS DE LAW AND
EACT 70 PRLOYIDE FORME TORE RELSASED FRON THIS UNCAWE U L 1d p Rison
MENT 3 TO PAONIDE Fop THE WELEARE OE THE PEoPLE 3 TO FARLLLTATE
THS RBILITY o€ ALL PARTIES j T o PRODUCS AGRIIMINTS AND
RSAONCILIATIODN j AND TO PpOVIDES CORTHE S NFORALEMENT OF LAWS
AND REPRESSENTATION OF ALL PARTICS, THEQOURT HAS RETERAINSD
FROM PROTEATING ME AND MY CAMILY MEMBERS)TRISND S, RELATINES
AND OTRQR PEOPLE ¢ROM SOGIDPATHIT, MeNTALLY DISORDERED,
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TECHNDLOGQICAL,; TERRORISTIC,;OPPRESSING; SEXUAL PSYCLHDPATHIC AND
SEXVALLY DANGERDUS QYRS R SUPCR PREDATORS AND THEIR ALLIES AND AT FILIATE S,
ONTHI PLEADINGS AND PRELINMINARY CVIDENQCE j THE QDURT WAS REQUIRED BY LAWTD
IMMEDIATEDLY PROVIDE CORTHEXNTITLED RELICE DEMANDED INTHIS QASE TO HELP
AND PROTECT US AND PRONIDS FORTHE SOLUTION TOQUR PROBLEMS IN DUR LIFE
SITUATION,; SYSTEM AND CASE . THE ARBITRARY, CAPRICIDUS AND ILLEGAL DENIAL
OE MY PETITION FORAWRITOFCSRTIORARI AND OTHERRELISE HAS ADVCRSELY
AFFEcTED NMEAND MY EAMILY MEMBERS, FRISNDS )RELATIVGS AND OTHER PEOPLE N A
VARIET Y OF WAYS . THE COURT'S DECISION WAS MADE WITHOUYT CONSIDERATION OF QR
REGARD FORFACTS; CiRCOUMSTANCES; FIXED RULES AND PROCEPURSS, AND PEOPLE
THE OUDICIAL DEQISION WAS FOUNDED ON PRENUDIAE OR PREFCRENCE RATHERTHANON
REASON ORFACT.THE SUDICTAL DECISIiON WAS SUIDED BY UNPREDICTARLE OR
IMPLUSINE BEHAVIOR. I T IS LIKE THE aoUupT HAD SUDDEN LY AHANEED 1T'S MIND AND
DECIDED TO BEHAVE IN AUNEXPELTSD WAY UPON RECCIPT DF INFORMATION,; DOCUM -
ENTS AND OTHER EVIDENCE . THE SUDICILAL DECISION IS CONTRARY TO SVIDENQE AND
ESTABLISHED RULES OF LAW, THE AOULAT HAS ABUSED 1 TS DISCRETIONARY AUTHOR™
ITY AND DISCRETION BY FAILING TOEXSRLISC SOUND, REASUNABLE; AND LEGAL
DECISION MAKING, ., THE ABUSE OF DISCRETIONARY AUTHORITY BY THE QOURT HAS
IMPROPER MOTIVES THAT ARE KNOWN TO COURT OFFICIALS ANDOTHER STAFE, A
COURT OFFICLIAL QOMMITS A OFFENSE WHD, IN THE €XCRAISE OR'UNDER AOLDUR OF
EXEREISING THE DUTIES OF HIS OR HER OFFICE , DOES ANY LEGAL ALT,; OR ABYSES ANY
DISCRETIONARY POWER WITH WHICH HEORSHE IS INVESTED BY LAW BROM AN IMPRVIPER
MOTIVE ; THE €XISTENCE OF WHICH MOTIVE MAY BE INFCRRED SITHER FROM THE NATURE
OF THE AQT,;OR FAOM THE CIRAUMS TANCES OF THECASE I\F IT CONSISTS ININFLICTING
UPON ANY PERSON ANY BODILY HARM,; IMPRISONMENT OR OTHER iNSURY ; THE DFFENSE
1SILLEGA L AND UNACCEPTABLE . THE COURT HAS NOT MEET TS APPELLATE QOURY'S
STANDARD FOR REVIEW (NG DECISIONS THAT IS ASSERTED 7O BE GROSSLY UNSOUND,
UNREASONABLE ; ILLEGAL; OR UNSUPPODRTEDBY EVIDENCE INTHISQASE , THE
EXCRAISE OFVUDEMENT RBY INDINVIDUAL SUSTICE S OR BY THE COURT MUST BE BASED
ON WHAT IS FAIRUNDER THE QIRCUMSTANCES AND §UIDED BY THE RULES AND
PRINCIPLES DE LAW.THE RULE O L AW IS ONG DF A NUMBSR D€ ONGRLAPPING IDECAS
INCLUDI NG CONSTITUTIONALISM,; DUE PROCESS,; LEGALITY,) JUSTIQE  AND SONGREIGNTY,
THAT MAKES CLAIMS FORPROPER CHARALTER AND RDOLE OF LAW IN WaLL LRDPERSD
STATES AND SOCIGTIES. IT IS THE DOCTRING THAT SENTRAL CONSTITUTIONAL
PRINQIPLES ARG THE RESULT OF DJUDICI AL DECISIDNS DETLRMINING THE RIgHTS
AND OBLIGATIONS 0F€ PRAVATE INDIVIDUALS INQOURTS . THE ADURT HADB UNJIUSTLY
EXCRAUISEDITS AUTHOAITY DA POWGR SO THAT ME AND MY EAMILY MEMRE A S
FRIEND S, RELATIVES AND OTHER PEoPLE WOULD AODNTINUE TO B UNFALIRLY bR
CQRUELLY PREVENTED CROMENIOY INGTHE SAME RIGHTS AND OPPORTUNITICS
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THAT DTHER PEOPLE HAVE . WE ARE BEING DEPRIVED DF OUR LEGA L CAPALTY, RIGHTS
AND PAOTECTIONS BY THIS COURT WHO HAVE BEEN ABUSING A TS DISCRETION, AUTH~
OR\TY AND POWER . THR COURT IS KNOWINGLY DR UNKNOWINGLY SUPPORTING SYSTEMATIC
PISCRIMINATION IN A INGRAINED QULTURE THAT PERPETUATES DISCRIMINATORY
POLICISS AND ATTITULES TOWARD CERTAIN CLASSES OF PEOPLE WITHIN socieTy,
PRISON, OR A PARTICULARINDUSTRY, PROEESSION; COMPRNY ; DR GEOGRAPHIC
LOCATION BECAUSE THE COURT HAS REEFUSED TO GRANT CERT IORARL; RENCIW THLS
CASC AND PROVIDE FORTHE ENTITLED RELICE DEMANDE O INTHISQASE.THE QOURT
IS SENGRALLY SAID TOHAVE DISCRIMINATED AGAINST MC AND MY CAMILY MEMBERS,
CRIEND S, RECATIVES AND DTHER PCOP(LE INVIDIOUSLY BECAUSE THE COURYT HAS
REFUSED TO ACCIPT THIS CASE FOR REVIEW ANDJ/OR SNTEATHC APPROPRIATE ORDER
FORASUMMARY DISPOSITIONON THE MERITS DUETOOURAPPOINTED LOT, STATUS;
BELICES)INHQRENT QUALITIESOF MIND AND CHARACTGER ,DISPOSITION AND
OTHER ASPECTS DF OUR BACKGRDOUND. INVIDIOUS DISCRIMINATION IS ACOMP LEX
RULESTION TO WHICH INDINIDUAL DUSTICES AND OTHER STATTE SHOULD BE ATTENTIVE .
THE ANSWER CANNDT BE DETERMINGD CROM A MRS SXAMINATION 0F THE ¢oURT'S
CORRENT MEMBERSHIP ROLLS,; BUT RATHER ; DEPENDS UPON HOW THE QDUKY SeLeeTs
CASES AS WELL AS OTHGR RELESVANT FACTORS , EVENTHO REVICW [NTHIS QOURT
BY MEANS OF A WRIY OF CCRTIORAR] IS NOT A MATTEROF RIGHT; THEQOURT STILL
MUST MAKE DECISIONS THAT ARE LAWEFUL ANDETHICAL WHILE EXERTISING
DISCRETIONARY POWERS; §OOD VUDEMENT AND COMMON SENSE IN PRAQTICAL
MATTERS. THE QDURT IS UNDER A LEGAL AND MORAL OBLIGAT(ON TD USE ITS
POWEC RS TO ACCORD ME AND OTHERS AN DPPORTUNITY TD €EXERAISES DUR
RIGHTS; AND TAKE (T UPON I TSELE TO TAKSE AFEIRMATING ATION AS (S
NSCESSARY TOEFEECTUATE THEM INOUR LICESITUATION;SYSTEM AN D
CASE . INALLC FICSLOS OFHUMAN ACTION OR BELIEE, INDINIDUAL LIBERT &8
ARE TO BE CVALUATED OVER LOMMUNAL iINTERESTS BECAUSE ALLNANLUgg,
RIGHTS ) AND DUTIES INHERE IN INDIVIDUALS , ALLCOURTS IS REQUIAS D TO
PROTECT THE AIGRTS OF LATIGANTS AND PRESERAVE THE INDEPENDENCS
INTSERITY AND IMPARTIALITY 0CGTHE SUDICIARY . THE RULE DE NGCESSITY
OVERRIPE THE RULE OF DISCRETION INTHIS CASC BeCAVSE THE IND IVIDUA L
SUSTICES AND DTHER CDURT STAFF iS REQUIRED TO PRONIDE €OR THE &NTITLED
RECIGE DEMANDED INTHIS CASE FORTHT SFECIAL; IMPORTANT AND COMPSLLING
RSASONS STATEDIN THISCASES WHENTHE COURALT LEARNS THAT ITHAS ENGAGED (N
INVEIDIOUS DISCRIMINATION AND OTHER ILLEEALCDONDUCT,; THE COVRT NWST
TAKE IMMCEDIATE ACTION AND RIGHT 1TS WRONGS . THECOURT MUST CORARSCT
(TS MISTAKES ARISING FROM OVERSIEHT ;OMISSION S, OR THE WILEU L
MISCONDUCT OF ITS EMPLOYEES WHDO HAD PECIDEOTO SNFAGIIN ILLCHA L
OR DECTPTVE ACTINITIES TO BRING ABDUT THE ARBITRARY, CAPRICIDUS AND
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ILLe AL DENITALOT My PeviTION FOR AWRITOF CERTIORAR! AND OTHERRELIGE ., THE
COURT MUST RELIEVE USAND I TS REPRESENTATING S FROM THE Opbar ; 0R PRGN NG
FORTHE FELLOWING REASONS SUCH AS (1) MISTAKE, IN ADVERTENCS ; SURPRISE ,0R
EXQUSABLE NEGLELT ; (2) NewWLY DISCOVERED € VIDENCE THAT; WITH REASONABLE
DILIGENAE ;ADULD NOT HANE BECN DISCONG RED ANY TIME SOONGR § (2) FRAUD,
MISREPRESENTATION,; OR MISCONDUCT BY THE COURT DR AN OPPOSING PARTY ;

(47 THE DRDER IS VOID; ILLEGAL OR UNINFORCEABLE J €5) THE QOURT ORDER MUST
BC DISCHARGED, REVERSED ; YACATED DR APPLYING 1T IS NO LONGER SRVITARLE J Ok
(E) ANY OTHE R REASON THAT JQUSTIFIES RELIEE , INDWNIDUAL QUSTICES HAS NOT
INSTRUQTED QOURT STAFE,; COURT OFFICLIALS AND OTHERS SUBVECT TD THEIR DIRECTION
AND CONTROLTO AAT IN A MANNECR CONSISTENT WITH THE(ROBLIGATIONS OF
MANAGING THIS SPECIAL CASE IN A APPROPRIATE MANNCR . DUSTICES WITH
SOPCRNISORY AVUTHORITY FOR THE PERFORMANCE OF OTHER QUDEES AND STAFE MEMBERS
ASSIENED TOTHIS CASE HAS NOT TAKEN REASONABLE MEASURES TOENSURE THAT
THOSE JUDGES AND STAFE MEMBERS PROPER LY DISCHARGE THEIR QUDIGIAL
RESPONSIBILITICS INCLUDING THE PROMPT AND APPROPRIATE DISPOSITION OF MATTLRS
Berops THEM, {NDIVIDUAL JUSTICES HAVE BEEN DIRSCTING COURT STAFE T0 SNGAGE
IN CONDOUCT ON THE JUSTICES BEHALLS DR AS THE JUSTICES REPRESENTATIVE(S)
WHEN SUCH CONDUCT IS PREJUDICIALTO THE ADMINISTRATION ODE QUSTICE , 3USTIRES
WITH SUPCRVISORY AUTHORLT Y HAS NOT TAKEN STEPS NCSEDED TOSNSURE THAT
COUART PERSONNE L UNDER THEIR SUPERVISION ADMINISTER THE IR WORKLOAD ADRRE ~
CTLY INOUR LIFE SITUATION,;SYSTEM AND CASE . TAKING ALTION To ADDRESS KNOWN
MISCONDUCT IS THS ORLIGATION OF CACH JUSTICE , IGNORIN G DR DENYING KNOWN
MiSCONDUCT ANMONG ONE'S SUDICIAL AOLLEAGUES OR MEMBERS OF THE LegqAiL
PROFESSION UNDERMINES A QUSTICE'S RESPONSIBLLITY TO PROTEQT AND SERVE
THE PP LS. APPROPRIATE ACTION DEPENDS ON THE LIRCUMSTANCES ) BUT THE
OVERARCHING GOALS OF SUQH ACT(ON SHOULD BETO PREVENT HARM TO THOSE
AEFECTED BY THE MISCONDUCT ANO TO PREVENT RECURRINQAE | A JUSTICG, IN
DECIDING WHAT ACTION IS APPROPRIATE ; MAY TAKQ INTO ACCOUNT ANY RERQUEST
MADE BY A PERSONQCOMPCLAINING OR REPOIRTING MISCLONDURT. AJUSTICE bR
STAEEMEMBE R SHALLU NOT RETALLATE | DIRECTLY DR INDIACESTLY AGAINST Me OR
ANY OTHE R PERSONKNOWN OR SUSPECTED TO RLOW THSE WHISTLE ON THE MISCONDUCT
INVOLAED IN DUR CASES WHILS SECKING RELIEE,; JUSTIQC AND CONQILIATION,
INDIVIDUAL QUSTICES AND DTHER STAFE MEMBERS HAS PERMITTED FAMILY, SOCLAL,
POLITICAL; FINANQIAL ;OROTHER INTERESTS OR RELATIONS TD INFLUSNCE THRIR
LONDULT OR SUDPEMENT WHICH LEAD TOTHE ARBITRARY,) CAPRICIDUS AND ILLEGAL
PEMNIAL OF MY PETITION FORA WRIT OF CERTIORAR| AND DTHER RELIEE, INDIVIDUAL
VUSTICSS AND OTHER STATE MEMBERS HAS CONYEYED OR PERMI T TEDP OTHERS TO CONVRY
THE IMPRESSION THAT ORSGANIZATIONS,BUSINSSSES; AGENULIES; QUVERNMENT
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SEFICIALS; DEFENDANTS ~ RESPONDENTS ; OROTHERPEOPLE ISIN A POSITIONTO
INELUENCE THECOUAT TO MISHANDLE THIS CASE AND HeLP DENY M& AND MY EAMILY
MEMBERS, CRIGNDS, RELATINES ARD OTHER PEOPLE ASCESS TOTHE LEG AL SYsTeM
AND ADMINISTRATIONDE BUSTICS . INDINIDUAL QUSTICES HAVE REEN VIDLATING THIS
U.3 SUPREME LOURT CODE OF CONDURT; 2% U.S.C A ; THE DISTRICY O COLOMB A
CODE OF OUDICTAL CONDUCT RULES; ANDOTHER APPLICABLE LAWS . THE CDURT (S
DISOBEY(NG THE LAW AND NEGLECTINGITS DUTIES BY RECUSING TO PRADNIDE FOR VS
TO WORKTOGETHCR AND CLARRY QUT THE SPECIAL FUNCT(ONS To NARRDW THE iSSULS
AND DISCUSS MATTERS THAT WILL EXPEDITE THE DISPOSITION D€ THE ARFPC AL FOR
THE ENTRY OF A JUDEMENT AND|OR ORDER BY DEFAULT OR NEQE SSITY AGAINST
THE DEEENDANT - RESPONDENTS COATHE RELIEEC DEMANDED IN MY PETITION EdR
A WRLT OF CERTIDRARI AND DTHER RELIEF,; SUPPLEMENTAL COMPLAINT BRIEELS),
AND MOTION PAPERSFTOR A SUMMARY QUDEMENT AND TO ADDRESSE ALL ISSUES
INVOLVED IN THIS CASE . THE COURT HAVE NDT PROVIDED FORUS TO OBTA LN
SVIDENCE ) INVESTIGATE AND ESTABLISH QUSTICE . THEADURT HAVE NOT PROVIDED
EOR DISCOUERY AND DISCLOSUREDE INFORMATION,;MATCERIALS AND €VIDENCKE FRIM
(DENTIFIED SOVRCES,; WITNESSES AND DEFCNDANTS— RESPONDENTS WHITH
RELATES TOMY AQTIONS; AQTIVITIES CLAIMS, DEFENSES; REQULUESTS,;PROPOSALS,
ENTITLEMENTS; AND THE NGEDS OF THIS CASE . THE COURT HAS NOT PRONIDED FOR
USTOSEI2E ; RECEING ) INSPECT, QOPY, TEST, DR SAMPLE THE FELLOWING \TEMS
LN THE POSSESSION,; CUSTODY,ORLONTROL OF IDENTIFIED SOURCES WITNGSSES,
AND DEFENDANTS - RESPONDENTS SUCH AS TANGIBLE THINGS, DOCUMENTS AND
ELCCTRONICALLY STORED INCORMATION -~ INCLUDING WRITINGS,; DRAWINGS,
GRAPHS, LHARTS ; PHOTOGRAPHS ; SOUND RECORDINGS,; IMAGES ; AND OTHER
DATA COMPI LATIONS -~ STORED IN ANY MEDIUM FROM WHILH INFORMATION CAN
BE OBTAINGD CITHER DIRESCTLY DR, 1E NSCESSARY,; ACTCR TRANSLATIONRY A
PCRSON INTO A REASONABLY USABLE FORM . THECOULT ALSO HAVE NOT PROVIDED
FORMETO BE ASSIGNED A COURT APPOINTED ATTORNCY WHO (S NECDED TO PROQEED
WITH ALLRCASONARLE DILIGENCE AND GAIN CNTRY ONTD THE DESIGNATED LAND
AND OTHCR PROPERTY POSSCSSEDOR CONTRDOLLED BY SOURQE S, WITNGSSES,; AnD
DECECNDANTS - RESPONDENTS ; SO THAT WE MAY INSPECT ; MEASURESVRNSY,
PHOTOGRAPH ; TEST, ANDSAMPLE THE PROPERTY OR ANY DESIENATED 0BOERTS OR
DPERATION OF THE MANAGING ) SPONSORING AND DTHIR AGENQIESS WHD HANEG
RECN OONTROLUING THE PROJECTS ; ACT INITIES ) BUSINGSS DEALINGS ; AND OTHGR
ASPECTS OFTHC LIECOF THE PETITIONE R~ PLAINT\EC, M, WAYNE P.NANCS SgNIOR
AND MY EAMILY MEMBERS, ERIENDS jRELATINGS AND OTHRRPEOPLE AS HUMAN
SUBIECTS OR AIOSPECIMENS IN THGIR CROWDSOVRCING ) HUMAN RESSTAR T AND
CITIZEN.SCISNCE PROVGTTS . | HAVC DISCOVERED ¢H) MOope STATUTOAY LAWS
RELATING TO THE FEDSRAL CNIDENLE BUILDING ACTINITIES DETHE (0SNTICIED
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SOURCES, WITNESSES, AND DEFENDANTS— RESPONDENTS INTHIS QASE WITHIN THE
UNITED STATES CODE ANNODTATED SETTIONS 3i1;313; 34 AND 31,1 HAVE ALSD
DISCOVERED GENGRAL PROVISIDNS €OR THE AGEINQALES OF THE IDENTIELED SOURCKS,
WITNGSSES) AND DEFCNDANTS - RESPONDEN TS RELATING TO SYSTEMATIQ AGaNCY
REVIC W OC OPERATIONS AND AGENCY STRATESHIC PLANS AT 5U.S.C.A §30% AND 306
FEDERAL STATUE PROVISIONS RELATING TOTHETCUNCTION S OF THE DESPARTMENT OF
9USTIQ€ WAS ALSD DISCOVERSD AT 2R C.E.R§0.39 9 ,23 ¢ £ R§ D-L\Si 793¢ .F.R &
©-50, 2% Q.. RE0:51, ZRC.F.RED. RS, AND 23 ¢.F.RE O.%5 C4D To SUPPORT My
QLAINMS SEYCORTH WITRINMY PET(TION EOR A WRIT OF CSRTIDRARI AND DTHER
RELISE. i HAD EINALLY DISCOVGRED THE STATUES FOR SUPPORT SGRVICES ANDDTHER
PURPOSES INRELATION TOTHIS QASCE . &THICAL STANDARDS FOR AT TORNEYS FORTHE
ATTORNEYS OF THE GOVERNMENT WAS DISTOVERED AT 29 U.S-C-A §S30B AND THE
PISTRICT DF AOLOMBIA RULES OF PROFESSIDNAL LONDUCT RULE 3.1 EDRTHIS QOURT
TO ISSUE ANORDER DIRETTING THE DEPARTMENT OF SUSTIRE AND TS LEGAL
REPRSSENTATIVES TO FULFILL THEIR OBLIGATIONS, PURPDSES, QALLINGS AND
LOMMITMENTS BY SUPPORTING, DEFGNDING AND PROMDOTING DUR RIGHTLOUS CAUSE o
THE SPEC(AL RESPONSIBILITIES OF PROSECUTORS AND OT HER §OVERNMENT LAWYE RS WAS
DISCOVERED WITHIN THE MCKINNEY’ 'S CONSOLIDATED LAWS OF NEW YORK ANNDTATED
RULES OF PROFTESSSIONAL CONDUCT RULE 3.F% To PROVIDE THIS COURT WITH INFORMATION
RELATING To THE SPEQIAL RESPONSIRILITIES OF [DENTIELIED SOURRES, WITNESSSSS,AND
DECENDANTS — RESPONDENTS IN THIS QASE. AND OTHER CASES. THE DEPARTMENRT OF
HEALTH AND HUMAN SERV(CES STANDARDS OF CONBULT AND LIST OF SOME OFFE NSES
FOR WHICH DISAIPCINARY ACT (DN MAY BE TAKEN YWAS DISCONERSD AT 45 Q.F.R PART
73, APPENDIX A To PROVIDE THIS QOURT WITH THE CSPERAL STATUE WHICH DEMD -
STRATES THAT THE DSPARTMENT 0F HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVIASS AND AGENCICS
ODNDER THE DSPARTMENT POES NOT HAVE ANY AUTHORITY OR RIGHT TO SNGAGE LN
UNETHICAL OR ONCLAW EUL SCLENTICIC AND TECHNDLOGICAL AST (NITIES TO MAKS
ME AND MY FAMILY MEMBERS, FRICNDS, RECATIVES AND OTHER PCoPLE OUT TO BE
SPcClALYICTIMS AS HUMAN SURBVECTS OR RIOSPECIMENS [N THEIR QROWDSOYRLING,
HUOM AN RESTARCH AND LITIZEN SCIENCES PRODECTS ., THE 0oDE OF ETHICS FOR
QOVERNMENT SERVICS S WAS DISCOVERED AT YS Q. F. R PART 137 APPENDIX B Tok
THE SAME PURPHSE AS WeELL . ALSD,; | HAD USED THOMAS peuTeRr'S BLACK LAW
DICT(ONARY PRINTOUTS OF TERMSI AND DEFINITIONS TO HELP ME WRLITE THIS
PeviT(onR AND SOPPORT MY LLAIMS SSTEORTH IN THIS APPLICATION . THE
PRINTOUTS OF THE TERMS AND DEEINITIONS HAS BEEN PLACED (N THIS PeTivion’s
ATTACHED APPENDIX AT PASES 1Z6TO 324 To PROVIDE THIS ADURT WITH NG OoRM-
ATION AND ASSISTANAS AND TO SUPPORT MY QLALIMS SSTCORTH INTHIS
APPLICATION .1 UAD USED THE DEFINITIONS OF THE TERMS NAMIP IN MY
TABLE OF LONTENT eVIDPENCE SUMMARY #I13 vo HELP ME WRITETHIS PeriTioN,
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I HAD USeD THE DECINITIONS TO FIND OQUT THE MEANING O0F THE RSLESVANT LAW
TERMS AND AS SECONDARY SOULLTE WHICH DISCUES AND AOMMENT ON LAW THAT
APPLIES TO OUR BFACTUALSITUATION. THS ACTIONS OFTHE U.S SUPREMC LOURT WAS
RRBITRARY ; CAPRICIDUS ; AN ABUSE OF DISCRETION AND POWER | DISCRIMINATION,
UNWARRANTED BY THE CACTS § WITHOUYT ORSERVANCE OF PROQCEDURE REQUIRED BY
CAW § CONTRARY TO CONSTITUTIONAL RIEHT, POWER ) PRIVILEGE DR IMMUNITY |
OR OSTHERUWISENDT IN ACCORDANLE WiTH LAUW DUC To THE FACTS AND QIRQUM~
STANCES OF THIS QASS . THE ADVRT HAD MISUSED OR INMPROPERLY SXERUNSED (TS
AUTHORITY IN A WAY THAT IS TORTIOUS ,UNLAWEUL ;DR OUTSIDE TS PROPGR
SCOPE WHILE EXECOTING 1 TS ILLEGAL OR DECCEPTING PLANS FORTHE ARBITRARY,
CAAPRICIDUS AND [LLEGAL DENIALOT MY PETITION COR A WRLT 0OF CERTIORAR] AND
OTHER RPELICF | THE COVRT HAS REFUSED TO FULFILL ITS SOVERNMENTAL
CUNTYIDNS THAT IS MANDATED OR AUTHORIZED BY QONSTITUTION, STATUS OR
OTHER LAW AND THAT 1S Y0 BE CARRIED OUT FOR THE RENEFE IT OF THE ENSRAL
FUBLIC WHILE HANDLING THIS QASE ., THE QOURT MUST EXERIIST THE FUNQTIDNS
OF §OVERNMENT AND AVOID A PODR DISPOSITION AS AFUNCTIONING UNIT DE A
DESPOTIC GOVERNMENT, “INCONTRADISTINGLTION TO ALL DESPRTISNS AND
DISTATORSHIPS, THECONSTITUTIONOE THEUNITED STATESS €SSTARLISHES

LI TeD GOVERNMENT BY IMPOSING PosiTive RESTRAINS ON THE FEDER A
SOVERNMENT ANDTHE STATES. IN SOME MATTERS THE INDIVIDUAL IS PROTECTED
ASAINST THE CEDCRAL SOVERNMEMNT ) IN OTHERS A§AINST THE STATE , AND IN STILL
OT HERS AGAINST ROTH.THESE LIMITATIONS ARE NOT MERE PoLigicAL THEORISS OR
VAGUE DECLARATIONS OF RIGHTS ; THEY ARE AULES DE CAW SXPOUNDED AND APPLICH
RY THE Q.Q)UF!.TS ENCOPLED BY PROPEREXECUTIVE AVTHOMT(ES; AND RESPERTED AS A
legb THCQOURT STILL HANS AN OPPORTUNITY 1O R\QHT 1TS WRONGS IN THIS
QASE INSPITE OC THS EACT THAT THE COURT HAD DISCLRIMINATED AGRINST ME AND
OTHERS AND VIDLATEDOUR RIGHT TO AQCESS THS COURT AND PSTITION THE
S,OVERNMENT CORA REDRESS OF GRICVANQE S) RIGHT TO AN CSEFSCT IVE REMEDY RY
AQOMPETSNT AOURT OF QUSTICE OR SQOVERNMENTA L AGENCY FORTHE ACTS
VIOLATING OURFONDAMENTAL RIGHTS SRAANTED BY THE U S CONSTITUTION AND
OTHER LAWS OF DUR RESPECT(NE A OUNTRY, RIGHT 7O HAVE DUE PROASSS AND THS
CRUAL PROTEQATIONOE LAW J RIGHT TO BE CREE EROM CRUEL AND UNUSUAL PUNISKH-
MENT ; RIGHT TO ACT FORPROPER PURPOSES 5 RIGHT TO CARE ANDACT ORRESCUE] -
RIGHT TO PROTECT | RIGHT YO PARTICIPATS IN THE ESTAB LISHMENT OR ADM INIS T RAT DN
OF SOVERNMENT J RIGHT TO SNGAGS INSSONOMIC ACTINITIES J RIGHT 70 PPONID &
CORTHGC WELCARS OF THE PEORPLS | RIGHT TO SOMPENSATION 5 RIGHT TO PROPERTY }
RIGHT TO HOUSING ) SDUCATION, HSALTHAARS SMPLOYMENT, GNTERTAINMENT,
REC.REATION) CINANCIAL AND OTRER SUPPORT, AND ASSISTANSS § RIGHT T B SECURS AND
PROTECTED y ARISHTY 7O INVESTIGATE AND SSTABLISH QUSTICL § RIGHTOE Discovery AND Dis-

LLOSURE § RIGHT TO FAITHFUL SGRVICE 9 AND RIGHT TO {NCORM AND NOTIEY, €TC ., -
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PLEASE BE MINDFUL THAT THIS COURT p1d NOT ACKNOW LEDSE RETSLIPT OF MY LETTERS
ENTITLED LYBERNETICS, ‘THQ\;QlENQQ OE QLOMMUMNIC ATION AND o,om—p\% PN
MACHINES AND LINING THINGS FUL.L SC_OPQ, REPRESENTATION” S SPCQ(AL
CASE N\AN“\QGN\QTW FORTHE P&L.tGF A DA REQUEST FOR A \S’ubi(‘_t AL
.N_E_‘_Q_E_ WHICH WAS SUBMITTED TS Psz_mube THE QOURT WITH INEORMATION AND
ASSISTANCE FORTHE RELIEE SOUGHT INTHIS QASS, PLEASS RESVICW ALL PAPERS
FLLED INTHIS QASE TOSXAMING THE SVIDSNQAE OF MISTONDULT AND NSELEAT,

T SEE AT TAQHED APPENDIX PAGE L~ 395§ U.S CONSTI\TUTION ARTICLE © CLAUSE 2,
ART ILE 3 ; AND AMENDMENTS |, 515) ©,% }ID;I3 AND 14 ’ THE STATE OF NG
COLOMBIA CONSTITUOTION ARTIQLE | ; U.S SUPREME COURYT RULES {0 \2’\4 }l(ﬂl
221,33,3Y4,3F ANDYY ;2% U-S.C. A J AANON {,2 AND 2 OF THIS V.S SUPREME
LOULRT CODE OF CONDUCT § THE DISTRIQT OF COLOMBIA QODHE OF QUDIE IALINDURT
PREAMBLE ANDRULES (11,1.2,2.2,2-3,2.4,2.5,2.6,2.7,2.9,2.12Z AND
215 ; THE DISTRICT OF QOLOMBIA RULEE OF PROCESSIONAL QINDUAT RULS 9.1 3
THE CODE OF €THICS FOR GOVERNMENT SERAVICES | MIKINNEY'S ¢oNSOLIDATED
LAWS 0F NEW YORK RULE OF PROCESSIONALIONDUCT RULE 3.8 | FaDERAL RULES
OF CIN(C PROCEDYRE RULE £0; 28U S.C. A 1 THETEDCRAL RULE OF CVIDENAE
RULE 201,2%0.S- - A j 50.8.C.AE305,300,3il,312,;313,;314, 315,702,903,
I°Y, AND IO ) 28 U.s.C-AEITIS AND S30B ; 2% CL.F.RE0.393,0.15,0.40,
0.50,0.81,; O.RE AND 0-REC3D J HS QL. E. R PARY 73, APPENDIX A AND & ; THE
CRIMINAL SUSTICE ACT OF 1A64 5 AND PAGE | OF THIS U.S SUPREME CLOURT UIDE

FOR PROSPECTINE INDIGENT PETITIONERS FOR WRITS DF QCRT 10 RARL .

B. MY CASE EVALUATORS 1S UNEIT TO PERFORM THEIR LEGAL
DUTIES DVE TOA CONFLICTOF INTEREST AND LACK QF IMPARTIALITY

Z. NY CASE CVALUATORS iS UNFEIT TO PERCORM TREIR LSEGAL DUTICTS DUE TOA
QONFLICTOF INTESREST AND LACKDOE IMPARTALITY,  THEY HAD REFUSED TO AQRCEPT THIS
LASE AND PROVIDE THE COURT LIITH INSTRUCTIONS ON HOW TO PROCEED AND TREAT THE
APPE AL PROPERLY AFTER 1 HAD DISCLOSED A WHOLEQASE AND A LIFE SITUATION FOR
WHICH MY PETITION FOR A WRLT OF CCRTIORARI AND DTHER RELIEE MUST BE QRANTED
IN VTS ENTIRETY., THERE (S A SUBSTANTIAL DISAGREEMENT CONCELANING THELR
SVALUATIONS AND DECISIONS IN THIS MATTCR WHILE MISHANDLING THIS CASE AND
CONSPIRING WATH THE DSEENDBANTS - RESPONDENTS TO TNCRDACH DN THE INDIVIPUAL
LIBRERTIES OR RIGHTS OF THE PETITIONGR - PLAINTITE, S, WAYNEG P. VANQE S&NIDR AND
MY EAMILY MEMBRERS, CRIEND S, RELATIVES AND OTHIR PEOP (& WHO HAVE A SHARE OR
INTERE ST IN OUR LIFS SITUATION,SYSTEN AND CASE, THEY HAD ASSESSED THE QREAT
ELEMENTS, MERITS AND MAGNITUNE OF THLIS HISTORICHIGH PROFILE QINVIL RIGHTS
LASE AND REFUSSD 7O PROVIDE FORTHE PROJECTS; TRANSACT(ONS,SERVICES AND
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RESPONSES THAT IS NCEDED TO ACHIEVE A RESOLUTION TOoDUR PROBLGMS, CLAIMS
REQUESTS ; PROPOSALS AND COMPLEX AQTINITIES IN DUA LIFE SITUATION ; SYSTEM AND
QASE. THEY HAVE REFUSED TO PRONIDE FOR USTO RECEINE RELISEF AND A REMEDY THAT
CXQCEEPS WHAT IS TYPICAL OR QUSTOMARILY RANTED BUT is WARRANTED RY THE
UNIQLVE [ EXTREME AND HELULISH QLIRAUMSTANQES OF OUR U\EE SHITUATION AND QLASE .

I HAVE DISCOVERED THAT RASHONDA GARNER IS MY QASE ANALYSYT WHO IS UNELT TO
PERFORM HER LEGAL DUTIES DUE TO A PERSONAL INCOMPATIRILITY, QONCLICT O€
INTEREST AND LACK OF€ IMPARTIALITY, SHE HAS REFUSED TO MAKE §00D DECISIONS ON
ODUR BEHALE AND FORDUR BENEEIT, AND AT IN Cood FALTH AND WITH FAIRNESS
WHILE MISHANDLING THIS CASS WITH CO-WORKERS AND QONSPIRING WITH THE
DECENDANTS ~ RESSPONDENTS TO CNCADACH OMOUR INDIVIDUAL LIBERYICS OR RIGHTS .
THE COURAT DID NOT TAKE REMEDIAL MEASUASS ACTCR | HAD MADE COMPLAINTS
ABOUT THE ACTIONS OF MY QASE ANALYST RASHONDA GRARNE R AND THE DEFCNDANTS
WITHIN MY LETTSRS AND MDTIONS FILED INTHIS CASE. (€ THE COURT WOULD HAVE
TAKEN REMEDIAL MEASURES THEN ME AND MY FAMILY MEMBERS, ERICND S ) RS CATIVES
AND OTHER PCOPLE WOULD NOT HAVE BEEN SUBVEAT TO SUFFER FROM THEGVENTS,
DCAURRENCEES AND TRANSACTIONS THAT HAS REEN TAKING PLATE SVER SINCE THE
FILING OF MY (ETTERS;MOTIONS,; PETITION, APPENDICES ;SXHIBITS AND OTHER
LEGAL PAPERS ON DIFFGRESNT OQQASIONS . THE AOURT MUST ASSUME RESPONSIBILITY
FORTHIS QASE TO ACT WITH DILIGENCE AND PREVAILING STANDARDS AND TAKE
ALTION TO DEAL WITH THISSITUATION CREATED BY THE QDURLT AND OTHER PARTILES,
PLSAST REVIEW ALL PAPERS CLLEDIN YTHIS CASE 7O REVICEW THE GNIDENCE €
MISCONDUCT AND NEQLEET . [ see THIS APPENDIX PAGES 1-395 ;EXHIBITS 161179,
U.S CONSTATUTION ARTIQLS @ CLAUSE 2 ; ARTICLE 3 ; AND AMENDMENTS |, 5, T
AND 19 5 THE STATE OF NSW COLOMBIA WONSTITUTION ARTIALE | | U.S SUFPREME
COURT RULE ID; 2% U.S-S-A | U- SUPREMT QOURYT CODE OF CLONDUST 3 THK
DISTRIQT OF ALOLOMBIA CODE OF SUDISTAL IONDULT ] AND 5U.5.C. AT 702,703,
704 AND 106 1

C. CoOoNCLUS1I O n

B . FORTHS FORSESOING RTASONS,; THIS PETITION SHOULD BE QRANTED
FORTHE TATITLED RELIEE DEMANDED IN THISQCASE | HAVE DEMANDED THE
ENTITLEDRELICE SOUGHT INTHIS SETTIONOF THIS PETITION RELAUSE THE
ACTIONS OF THE U .S SUPREME COURT IN THIS CLASE ANDOTHE RQASSS WAS
ARBITRARY 5 CAPRICIOUS [ AN ABUSE OF DISQRITION AND POWER ) DISCRIMINA-
TION J UNWARRANTED BY THE FARTS j WITHDUT OBSE RVANCE OF PROCSDURS
RCQUIRED BY LAW ;5 CONTRARY TO AONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT,; POWER, PRIVILEgE
R IMMUNITY J DR OTHERWISE NOT (N ACCORDANAE WITH LAW-THE COURT HAS
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CAVUSED M& AND MY FAMILY MEMBERS, CRIGNDS, RELATIVES AND OTHER PCOPLE TO
BE ADVERSELY AFFERTED DA ASGSRIEVED BRY THE LEGAL \WRONES OF \TS
EMPLOYERS Sol WOouLD LIKE EORTHS COURT TO PROVIDE EORUS TO RIGHTY ITS
WRONRGS BY GRANTING RELIKE AND WORKING WITH DS 70 FOLFILL DURDBLIGA~
TionNs, PURPOSES, CALLINGS AND ADMMITMENTS . THE QOUAT,; COURT STAEE AND
OTHERS ARS NOT iMMUNE ORECTXEMPT FROM THg DUTICS, LIABILITICS AND SCRVIRE
OF PROQSSS INVOLNED (NOUR LA\EE SITUATION , SYSTEM AND QASE . THERE IS A
QENCRAAL DUTY TOEXERAISE REASONABRLE CARS AND MECT THE STANDARD dEQCARS
TO 26 EXERTETECD (NOUR LIEE SITUATION; SYSTEM AND CASE , CSTABLIS HING
CHUTY Z 1S THE FIRST PRE REQUISITE IN AN INDINIDUAL TORT CASE TO EXSRAISE
REASONABLE QARE ; TO AVOLID SUBRIKCTING ODTHERS 70 AN UNRSASONARLE RISKYE
HARM ; TO CQOMPLY WITH THS LSSAL STARDARD DE RSASONARLE AONDURT ) TO ACT
AND HELP OUT \N A HAZARDOUS DR LIFE SITUATION THAT PLACSD OTHERS (N
PERIL AND WHERE THIRK IS SPEQIAL RELATIONSHIPS ; TO AVOID THS HINDERANCE
OF A PART Y’S PEREORMANCE AND AOOPERATE T pecHLVE THE DISPUTE ; AND
TO DESAL WITH OTHCRS FAIRLY AND RESAP THE AENSEITS AVALLARLE [N DUR LIEE
S\TUATION,; SYSTEM ANDAASE . L SEC THE ADMINISTRATINE PROCEDPURE ATT

WHERCSFOPS ; | RESPCLTEULLY ASKTHAT THIS COURT PLCASE GRANT THIS
PETITION FOR REHEARING ) VACLATE THE ORDCR DENYING CERTIDRARI ,G,RANT MY
PETIT(ON FOR A WRLITOFLTRTIDRAR! ANDOTHER RELIEF I GRANT MY MOTION EOR
LEAVE TO PROQESD IN EORMA PAUPERIS ) APPOINT ME AN ATTORNEGY FoR eULL
SCLOPE REPRESENTATIDN | PROVIDE FoORME TO REISIVE FREC CERTIFICD QLOPIES OF
TRANSCRICTS AND DTHER DOCUMENTS ON FILLE UPON MY RERUEST FOR SUTH
DOGUMENTS FROM THE QOURT CLLERK J PROVIDE COR THE SPEQUIAL CASE NMANAGE~
MENT OF THIS CASE ; APPOINT ME A NEWQAASE ANALY ST AND MANAGER |
PROVIDE FOR THE PROPER CYALVATION OF THIS LASE y PROVIDE COR ULIN FERENCES
AND DTHER PROCEEDINGS AND RLLDUW ME AND DTHERS TO PARTITCIPATE INTHE
PROCCEDINGS WITH THE ASSISTANQE DE A QOURT APPOINTED ATTORNEY |
PAOVIDE EOR V.S SUPREME ARYRY MEDIATORS AND OTHER STAEE TO RENIEW TH\S CRSE,
MEDIATE AND PROVIDE FORTHE RELICSE SOUGHT AND AERECABRLE SOLUTIOMN TO OUA
PROBLEMS | TREAT THE APPSAL WITH SPECIAL CARE AND ATTENTION IN A

)
VARIETY O0F WAYS | PRONIDE FORUS TOOBTAIN CSVIDENQE , INVESTIGATS AND

?
SSTARLISH QUSTICE ; VACQATE THE JUDEMENTS,; ORDERS AND DECISIONS OF THE
CLOURTS RELOW WHO ARE DEFENDANTS -~ RISPONDENTS IN THISCASE | QRANT A
FULL RQVERSAL FROM THE ZNDQIRQUNVT J AND PROVIDE FORUS TO QARRY OUT THE
SPEQCIALFUNCTIONS TO NARRDSW THE ISSUES AND DISQUSS MATTERS THAT Wikl
EXPEDITE THEDISPOSITION OF THE APPEAL FORTHT ENTRY OF A SUDEME NT AND[oR

ORDER BY DEFAULT OR NEACSSSITY AGAINSY THE DESEENDANTS — RESSPONDENTS O
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THE RELIEE DEMANDED IN THIS PETITION AND MY PETI\TION FOR A WRIT OF
CERTIORARL AND OTHER RELIEF, SUPPLEMENTAL LOMPLAINT; BRIGEC(SD, AND
MOTION PAPERS FOR A SUMMARY QUDGEMENT AND TO ADDRESS ALL ISSUES
INVOLVED INTHIS CASE .

WHRRETORE ; | RESPECTCULLY ASKTHAT THIS CQOURYT PLEASE aNTER AND
{SSUE A SUMMARY DISPOSITION ON THE MERITS TO TREAT THE APPEAL WITH
SPEC(ALC CARE AND ATTENTION IN AVARICSTY 0 WAYS AND PROVIDE €0RTHE
ENTITLED RELICE DEMANDED IN THIS QASE AND AGREEABRLE SOLUTION T OUR
PROBLEMS IN DUR L\‘FQS&TUA‘TWN, SYSTEM AND QASE

WHERECORS || RESPEATEULLY ASK THAT THIS QOVRY PLCASE PROVIDS COR
US TS PRESERNE ALL FUTORE ATTIONS, ACTIVLTICS, C LAINS; keguesys,
ENTITLEMETNTS , PROPOSACS AND OTHER THINES THAT WILC HELP Us ADVANCE
THE RESOLUTION OF LAITIGATION AMND SOLUTION TOOUR PRIBLEMS WHILE
CARRYINGOUT THE SPECIALTUNCTIONS 7O NARRDUW THE ISSUCE AMND DISQUSS
MATTERS THAT WILL XPEDITE THE DISPOSITION OFE DUR QIWNICCASES . ALL
FOTORE ACTIONS, ARTINITIES,; QLAIMS, RERUESTS j ENTITLEMI NTS ) PROPOSALS,
AND OTHER THINGS ARE BEING RESTRVED BY THE PETLTIONSR- PLRAINT IEE, M,
WAYNE P.NANCE STNIDRAND MY FAMILY MEMBERS, FRIEND S RELATINES AND
OTHER PCOPLE WHO HAVE ASHARK OR INTEREST INOUR LIFESITUATION,)SYSTS M
AND CASE~ ALL CUTURS ACTIONS, AQTINITIES) CLAIMS ; REQUESTS | ENTITLCMENTS,
PROPOSALS AND OTHERTHINGS MUST RS PRSSERVED ARD PROTELTED AS A RESULT
OF THE WRONGEUL ATTIONS OF THE DSFENDANTS —RESPONDENTS AS DESCRIBSD IN
THIS CASE ., We WILCBE ALLOWED TO BRING ACTIONS iN LCONNEITTIOM TO THIS
CASE AS A MATTER OF COURSE )SPECIAL PROTESS; SUCQESSIDN, QLONTINUATION,
PROGRESSION ANP REINFORAEMENT . THERE IS SURSTANTIAL GROUNDS FOR SUCH
ACTIONS BASED OFF THE FACTTS AND QIRCUMSTANLES OF THIS CASE -~ WE WoULd
LiKE EOR THIS QDURY TO HELP US REEULATE THE sPeLlAL PROCESS THROLAH
AUDEMENT S, ORDERS DR DELRCES AND ENATTMENT DE LAWS. W& WitlL
INDIVIDUALLY QONTROL THE PRDSSAUTION DR PEFENSE OF SCPARRATE ACTIONS,
THE EXTENT AND NATUAL OF ANY LITIGATION QONCERNING THE QONTROVERSY
ALECADY BEEUN BY OR AGAINST ME AND MY CAMILY MEMBERS ) FRIENDS
RECATINGS AND OTHER PeopLe , THEDCSSIRABILITY OR UNDESSIRABILITY oF
QONQENTRATING THS LITIGATION DEQLAIM S (N DUR FORUM, AND THE
SPECIALC MANAGEMENT OF SSPARATE ATTIONS WHILL INVESTI§ATING
LONDUCTING AN AQRDUNTING ) DETECRMIMNING THE AMDUNT 0F DAMAEES,
ESTABLISTHING THE TRUTH OF ALLSGATIONS BY QNIDENCS; AND PRONIDIN G £OR
THE ADMINISTRATION OF QUSTICE o
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. E.RQ‘FQRG, | RESPEUTCULLY ASK THAT THIS QOURT PLEASK PROVIDE EOR
CAND MY EAMILY MEMBERS, CRIENDS ) RSCATIVES ANDOTHER PSOP LS TO BE CREED

FROM OPPRESSSIVE RESTRICAT IONS IMPOSED BY AUTHORIT IS S ONOUR WAYOE LiF€
BCSHAVIOR, AND POLITICAL VIEWS . '

con . WHERKFORS , | RESPEAUTFULLY ASIK THAT THIS COURT PLSASE PSREODRM ITS
QTIONS WITHIN 1TS SPSCAL COMPETTSNCE AND LAWFU L AUTHORITY Yo mAKSE

FACTUAL RSCDRD; TO APPLY I TS TXPERTISE ), AND CORRETT 1 TS OWN CRRLAS SO THAT
WE WILL BS ABLE TO PROVIDE FORTHE WELFARE OF THR PCOPLS THROUGHOUT THE
WORLD AND HELP MEET OURCAONOMIC ; SOAVAL |HUMAN) FINANCIAL ) HOUSING
TRANSPORTATION ;SDUCATIONAL ) TMPLOYMENT ) HEALTH , PERSONAC Q)AP\QQ h
ENTERTAINMENT ; RECREATION ) SNNIRONMENTAL AND PUBLIC SAFSTY Ne&jbs,

,. WHERSFORS ; | RESPEQTFLULLY ASK THAT THIS COURT PLECASE RENIEW THE
FEDCRALPOLICY FORTHE PROTCTTION OF HUMAN SURDCLTS AND MY QAR IBIT A2

SO THAT WE WILLBE ABRLE 7O TAKEATTION AND DEAL WITH THIS MATTERIN A
SENS A CLE MANNSR.

H. FOATHC FORIEOING REASONS ) THIS AOURT SHOULD GRANT THIS PETITION

| DECLARE UNDESRPENAL ‘
TY©o i : 3
EXCLUTEDON THE 25 TH DAY OF SUNE 2024 n | 1 CSOING 1S TRUS AND coRRRST.

W P. | ——
f
WAYNE PHILLIP VANCE SEN IDR

ATTICA CORRETTIONAL EAQILLTY
P.OBOX {49

039 EXQCHANGE STREET
ATTIQA jNEW YORK 140 ||

/l-\
SWORN TO L FORE ME ON TH'E_?’__ﬁ_. DAY OF¢

T Michael A Barham
4 = 5 o 24 Notary Public, State of New York
Reg. No. 01BA6392051
/Z—\__’:f' g "I e T Qualified in Erie County
~ommission Expires 06/03/2027

NOTARY PUuB LI 5 0F 16



CERTIFICATEQE THE PETITIONER

by WAYNG P.NANCE SENIOR ) CaRTICY TRAT MY PRECCDING
ATTACHED PET\TION IS RESTRICTED TO THE GROUNDS SPRTLCLED
INTHLS U.S SUPREME COURT RULES YUY AND IS PRSSENTED (N
SOOD TAITH AND NOT CoR DECAYVY.
DAYTED T dUNG ZS; 2024

RCSPECTCULLY SUBM\ITTED 3

W o P )
WAYNE P. VANTE SENIOR

AT TICA CORREITIONALEALILTY
P.O BOX (H9

39 SXARRANGR STREET
ATTICA | NEW YIRK |40 t|
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Additional material

from this filing is
available in the

Clerk’s Office.



