IN THE
SUPRENE COURT OF THE UNITED STATES |~ Sirere i U5
APR 22 2024
OFFICE OF THE CLERK *
ke _Reginold Bucrell — PETITIONER

(Your Name)

“ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERT)ORAQ[

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERT mRARI"

-

Reginald Bucrell

(Your Name)

40l Highway 20 wes+
(Address)

D&tur, Aiabama 35601
(City, State, Zip Code)‘

(Phone Number)



QUESTIONS PRESENTED

~Whether. the W.S.Court of appeals for the Eleventh Circuit

Enterecl @ dEcision, of propostd t6 Enter @ decision in

~Conflict with 0ther WS, Courds of appeals and +his W.S.
. Supreme Court on the Samt important matter of granting

Equitable Teliet against fraudulent Judgments,

WHhether the W.S. Couct of appeals for the Elevinth Circui?d
has so far departed From The gccept and Usus) Courst of

~Judicial proceeding,~ to Fevitw it's lowter Court decision

denying @8 Fraucl onthte CourT Rult LDO(b) motion for abuste

of disereton,- have Sanctiontd the lewer CourY Yo &nter

~the decision in Confliect wWith other U.S.Courls of appeals

and this U.5, Supremt Cour} on the Some impoﬁanfmaﬁu

of granting €quitablt Telie} against fraudulent Judgments

.35 Yo ¢oll for an exercist of this Cour¥'s Suptrvisoly Power,

Wh&’\bﬁr the U5, Court of ppeals for the Eleviath Cipeusd

has presum Prvely decided an important Guestion of fedi(al
1ow that has net been, byt should be, S&ttied byf"rh%s Cour¥ 1}
that 28 ws,e, $ 2253 (c) (1) requisite to equitable
Fehef ag9ainst uncunns%ed f—rauo\ulm’r Tuc\gm&m\'s on

P\u\i-, t0 (b)Y (2) metion sf i

q’: -‘:’1,..:::-; R'-l‘iﬁf"‘ﬁ:;' b
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STATEMENT OF RELATED PROCEEDINGS

THIS Cast ariseSFromand is related to the Ongeing
fel‘lawsng Precetding s now in Alabama Coury o ¥ Gy
Fropeals:

ClL-20624-0199

Ex parre Reginald Burvsil Petition FoR WRITOF ManpAMUY S
(ln re: Stars of Aobamd v. Reginald Burrail) ( Msbi g
CirewiT Court CO-18-£37)

There are No adaiYion2] profeedings in 2ny Cou Ry
ot 20 dirscy Meiatsd b this casé within whe
Meanimy o f vhis Cowt¥s Ruig 1Y () Cii),



LIST of All PROCEEDINGS, STATE AND FEDERAL

Fed. R Civ.f. Rule bO(b) motien§ WU.S. DISTRICT COURT SOUTHERN DISTRICT
OF Alabama Southern: Divisienj,Cast Ne. 1:21-CU- 25-TFM-B8; Reginald

Burrell v, SHaron Langham,(Warden)y Order: 3/1L/ 2023

REMANDS U.S CousTioF Appgals. For: The Eleventh: Ciccuit; ea'ss Alo.

23-1134-0j Reginald Busréll: v Worden 1.0rder: 11/14]2023

Cerificate of Appealobility; W.S. District Court Southérn Distric}
of Alobamd Southern Divisienj Case No. 1:21-CV-25-TFM-8; Reginald

Burrell V. SHaron Langham (Woarden); order: 11/15/2023

Cesrtificate of Appealability; U.S.Cour of Appeals forthe Eleventh
Circuit; Case Ao, 23-1134-D 3 Reginald Burcell v, Warden;

Ordef: [ No entry datt]



Vi
LIST OF All PROCEEDINGS, STATE AND FEDERAL

Apptal; Circuit Court of Appeals Montgomtry Coundy Alabams,
C\ -2020- 000436, 00, ‘htginald Burrell V. Albbama DEpariment .
of CorrectionS, Order: Sept. Y, 2020

Appealy, Court of Crimina) Appe2als of Alabama, CR-19-]1Y4

Reginald Burrell V. Alabama Deparimeat of Corfections,
Ordef: Oc¥.2, 2020

WRIT OF MandamuSy Alobama Suprimg Coutrd; CaseAo, 1260049 ;

Reginald Burrell v. Alabama Depariment of CorrecHons;
Ordef: Nov, 20, 2620 |

Habeas Corpus Peditiony LS. DistricY Cour? Ssuthern District of
Alabama, Civil Action No. 1:21-Cv-00025- TFM-B, Reginald Burrell

V. SHaren Langham (werden) 3 Tudgmeats 7/29/2022

Habtas; Cerdificate of Appalobility; W.S. Cour} of Apptals for
the Eltventh Circuit; casé No. 22-12199A 5 Reginald Burre]]

V. SHaren Langham (Warden); Tudgment: 3/20/2023
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Pihﬁon Fer Weit of Qif}'ibr&(‘:'
_ 1 ThiS 058 . ;s_ﬁframgdﬁareund:thzkewm’r\, fult _promuoigs +g0\ B
e under Fedetal Ruies of Civil Procdirt, RUIE 60(b) (3). & LTF N

Accordingto-The United- Sia: t:iSkSu.p remt CounX loy. Auther AN

HAZEL=ATLAS GILASS CO. V. HARTFORD -~EMPIRE CO. ,_.&SML'J;DW_..W___..-.m

i 2.45’AQ_,»_;?>,2 2.US.23%, W2 sﬁ:ﬁ_cnﬁ\.i.y“i&»_ta,bi):rs.h.&d An English practice

long before the foundsdien of w.o.x.u:l_ﬁ.&p.uh‘n.ic;_,ﬁ..a_n_-.d_.«:fr.um_ﬂth&,M__-_w,...__ﬁ

i betginning there has xisted slongside The Term fule a fule
lof £quity to the Effecr that tnde Certain Circumsiancs S,
pong of Which i after = discevered fraud, Felied il be

f %ﬁ.z.;nﬂ:id.~3_9l'irlSf‘l'm;?ud,g._m.&.mis_.té.g_QDc.\.iif;_.&.o:ﬁmth.& term of

| +heit s,n‘fry,;,And_:th % “\"h'iS £ quiry Tule. ,_j-hE;Ccu.(:}«swh;w&ww___ﬂ

| denglopd_and fashiontd to fulfill o univefsally Tecognized

lare dsemed _Sufficientl y__g £0SS_to damznd a4 Eparuld . feom

Insed for € ORLECH ng_injusticsS wWhich, tn Cirtain instence S,

Plﬂid_waé herence to the Tiem cule

o

Every! glement o,f_jb&ﬁ:‘\cfwdwq\j&'lcsm ANThis 0asE_Sho e\

e _ﬂﬁdmﬁm&j.bi SKEFCISE of Hhe histeric, _powir of &quﬁ-\/,:\'b_,S’c:\'

| aside_fraudulently begottin Judgments. obizined from

: Officers _deliberately planned and carefully £4 tcuted s Ch&mas“;““;‘“ -
o defraud not only the. District Coutd bu: the CiccoirCourk
_ of Agpcals, |
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' Citations of tht Ocdurs entered by the Courts

| The Citation_of the U.S. District Cm.t_lj‘_ord.tt_qn Fed.R. G.v.f 60(5) R

. _N]! mohon. 1595, 'Fullows. §.)_E_E_A,pp£nds x 15 - - .
_ Ruli._(.b.)ﬁtz) ~Newly discovered e duic& _t!ia*r, with_ rt Asenable N...,__,w_;_
e diligenct, Could not have_bten diseovered in -hmi Yomove fora. .

_!Intso #ial under Rule 59b);

Rule(b) (4), a0y o:th,i,r._._-.t_‘f,as,gn that justifies renef.

~ZJ Tha c.hhem_oF +he U.S. D.s’mc& Court ofdir On whether 3 _Cerdifreats

y ' of_Appealability

(“CoAY) sheuld issut as te +h&damal of tht Rult 60(b)(3)

mg'he.n 1S 38 Followss SEE APPEALDIX )7

128 ws.c. §__2253CC) Cz) A C&rh_ﬁ,c“a'l-& of appu.!ab I.ty___m_:-Ly issue

; LanLu:_p:,ragraph_Ln only if tht applicant has madt 3 _Substentisl
Th§~_m,,eho_n,_-u:;.a._s_.__-_-_._._.__,_

1Showing -of_u:lrhz.dm_.n_aj_..o_£m_a__,_an_hs_bjgj:t,c_mj_,.nua_h,{:,.

not madE in A redsenable pericd ef hme, wasn o reasenable.diligence.,

The._ c;’r:h‘an of 3 Unofficial,of Propese ordel of +he U.S. Court of

Appi3ls on denial of ciﬁ\{'.w{-& ot app&alab,hh/ of +ht Rult 60 Lb) (3)_m o
motion is as Fellaws: S EE,.APPENDmJS |

1128 u.s.0.§2253 (€). LZ)..A Certs ‘F.c.a 1z ot appazjahb}_\l may_issué _undef

|paragraph (1. gnly_L{L-}hz applicant_has_madt a"Subs‘tiL\iiQ_LS.howin_q_

of _tht denial 6‘F _Constitutional right,




THE BASIS FORA TJUuRISDICTION IN THIS 4.
CounT; PETITION FILED UNDER RUIE 1L,

—

This €Ist is of such imperative public importanct 35 to Justity
deviatien frem nermal dppellatt practice becauste there exist
an ackivg; present, deliberattly plannetd and Executed Scheme
o Subvert Said normal appeliats pracHceS, after discovered
fraud hod alfeady subverted the administration of Justict
initiotly, Where it had continued witheut break through tht
Federal appeals court Eleventh Circuit,
The cast hds now bten Subjicitd to abnormal propostd OrdersS,
(rtpta-}ed\y) all of which deliberately lacktd date of entry, and,
31l 3re idendically the Sami, and noent of which,Felate's to the
Cast beifore the Eltventh Circui} Apptals Cour¥, The 1acK of tntry
da4es on tht purported orders Conflicts with normal pptiote
practees = thot the time to filt a P&*.‘Hon runs from the date
of ntry of the Judgment or Order Sought to bt revicwed.,
(Su.prunt Coury Rult 13,3 Time for Pa-hhonmg) (28 u.s.C.§ 2101(0))
For €ach nedice Qiven to tht Eltneath Ciccuit of the deficient
order, the samt idendical deficient order was Femailed, In ddditien,
+he deficient mdQs‘_c\oas not relote Yo the Rule 60(b) aclion
that's before it's courd. SEE Appindix 18, IF it's to bt construtd
45 3 decision on tht issues, compels the Questions Presentech
in ¥his cast.
The normal Jppellate pracict has been Subverted, besideg ¥he

deficient orders shown in Appuidix 18, tht Court 9 UNTESESNSIVE

Yo rzhuﬁng-and. Féconsidiration. 2.9 u.s.c.§ 125y
23 u,s.c.§ 2101 (e)
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BASIS FoRr TumisPiCTioN
CCen"tinu'&‘Q
Macch 9, 2023 the Petitioner filtd Motion for R elied from

Judgmeat Pursuant Rult £0(L), Fed. R.CGiv.P in the LS. Distrecy
Cour?} Southemn Distric} O'F Alzbama Scuthien Divisien, Stek ing -
Felief from the W.S.DistricY Courd July 29,2022 Tudgment,

March Ib; 2023 the WS, Districy Cour? issutd 6rder denying the
motion. | |

Nouember 14, 2023 the U.S. Cour? of Appeals for the Elivsath

Cireait issutd 2 limittd Temand for +he US Distrnd Counry

to Store whether 3 Ceryifreats of pptalabibity will 7ssutd

On the Rule 60 (b) motion.

Nevemberl 15, 2623 the W.S. Distric} Court dented 2 eerdificate

of appealability,

Noyember 27,2023 the Petitiontr filed 3 request fora Cerdificate

of 2ppsalobility in the U5 Couct of Appsals for the Eltutnth

Cicouit, I

E The F:cn‘--h, received 3 propostd order, Lacking 3 date of entry,
on February 12,2024, SEE Appindix 1§)
Februacy 15, 2024 the Petitiontr gave nodict of ﬂt deficient
ordsf, and, motiontd for g r&hiarmg Citing A Conflicy u)HH

The W.S, Supreme Cour} and otheir feaersl ppeald Coury,



\ B ASIS FoR JURISDICTION
(Co n’r}nu‘iS)

7. L the facility Tectived he Same propostd ordel, Locking 3 dote of

entry, Mareh I, 2024, SEE Appendix @

3.  March 1, 2024 the Petitiontr filed motion for entry of J0 udgment;
Notict pursovant Rult 3b(b), Fed. R. App. P 1n the W.s. Couty of
Appeals for the E&leuenth Cipcui} Fequesting entry of Judgment

and noeHct on his request for 9 cerdifreate of appeiability,

9. M3arch 1, 2024 +he Petitiontr f1sd 3 motion for reconsiderayion
CiHng A conflit} with the WS, Supreme Cous? and othel Fereira)

APPEIS ConrIS,

1o, [: The facility reeeived the same propossd ofder, Loeking @ date

of entry, March1s, 2024, SEE Appsndix I1£]

ThiS Coury hos Turisdickion wndel 28 U.s.¢,5 1269 (),
andfor 28 U.5,C.§ 2101(C) of (€),



Novificarion Requirement

The Petitisnes hos not Served nedict te the pas3ies
u_n:ti_l.ﬂ.,»_o’ﬁilf, ThiS Case passS +he in di2l Scféening fo
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The Consﬁhﬁbn:l, S'i'a"‘u,'hry, Bnd}bf Ru‘iS lﬁ\lbl\lid n "H.ﬁs Ca5¢

rederal, Rulss of Civil Procsdufs

| Title VIl Tudgment

Rule_L0.. Rihe-F _from. a-:l'udgm_m:t orOrdsr

(,“b_)meunds Jor Aelief From a Final Judgment, Order, of Procteding

1On_motion. and Justterms, the coury m:\,_rf.l.us_ ) p:riy_om ¥s

ilegal representative from a fina) JUdgm&r\'\' OfdEr, or procudmg B

__é.fot:j-ht following reasens: (1) mistoxe, mad\:arﬂnce Sufprisg,

Of EXCuSablt NEglEct;. (Z)J\i.\.uly discoveced EvidencE +b;,'t,mm.+h

reasonablg dili genct, Could not have been discouered in timé

~to move fora new trisl undsr Rult 59 (b); (3) fraud (wha+hs.r

PC&.\[:O_U.Sly Call&d_ln'l'DnS:C_bf'_ﬁ,ZLtClﬂS,\Cl,__ aSF&.pF&SEﬂI\'&hm of

misConducY by an OppPosing Party ;. (4) the Judgmm:\-_»s Moid;(5)

the. Judgman'\’ has been Sa-hs:&.icl \‘&\iabzd_,mor dischargtd;tis

E—— PR W LR T H A s £ judgment that has bien TEVEFSEd of \Jacatedy

t

LOr_applying.at Prospecively 15 no longu‘ ECIurl-aHE. 3 or (L) any

PR Y - ST

Othev reason that justifiss velief,

| CC) Tymmg a_n.d._kE,E»E&c,lvgfmih«t_M,oj:n‘_on_.ﬂ.._(J_):__Izm.mg;._A‘.-mn.iio.n._.ﬁ'_w--

under_Aule £0Cb) must bt made withina. feasonable tim&—and

for reasens_ (1), (2), and (3) no mort than 3 yiaf after the

entry of tht judgment or o,cd_;r__orjrhe date of the. PCDCG.EAII.I%.W




- 1 Federal Rules of Appellare Procsduce
NI Gensral Peovisions -
RBule 3t. Eaotey of Tudqments Notice
i | |
N (o) N otic€, On the date ww_h;&).e:\,_j,u*dmgm*s_.ni_ 1S _gntered,
_ YThe ClecK must Seeve on __'8...\,l.upg_r)d_&.s»_-VQ._NC:‘a.p3]___,c2_f;i“b_£m‘j_b_p.'ini_e‘n,:__kw,__w
B of.th 2._5«u‘.dC.jm.Eﬂtﬁ_ih‘f_ﬂomb{ﬁ.n';.o.m~u2;].§ wntten = and 8 Nokice
of th s._Hcla;ir,g,_m.h__;&a,.ih.&,judg_mént_.@a,sw&n_t&c_&d.\,_..w —
e TITLE 28 _I.LLDA_CJ.&P«,\/MAN_D.,-iUDJCIA;L_ERQCE.DLLKF
. I Part Vi LE;u:;:i:imle’xmﬂco.&.&dmcé &
‘g 2253, Apptal |
— CQ)(D)_A ~_,_C_sc'}f!‘fj,co;‘r;&__.o;ﬁﬁaﬁp&al abiliky. may issué_undes
e | pas,-.‘,a_gnt.aphm..(;_\).,.ol._r.\j,.y‘..A..i.f_.i’.hs...ap,p i.{‘Cwfl-:mb,g.S-.,ﬂmfad_&,a...-;S_ubsf‘tan‘tta.\fm,_..__w.
Shewing of $he denial of 5 Conshitubiona) fight
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m«&.ﬂ Ua-nga.ry H 2021 the Petitioner filedk 3 HAbeaS Corpus Paﬁ-.on m

!

i

e ~4 Current Confinement {g —unlwfully eXtended by Ust of inaccu

i
]

i HE Fan Thot Stntenct Concurreat with the 11 \/aarsmrammmng S

\nCOmpla‘l’E and misizading informadion.. Supporting 'Fae.t's On__

Lthe United States Districk C.ou.ﬂ.- uoh:c.h*h!. oy} ‘rauw £chas_the

”ops_ra'hu& Pleading.an tht east Tanuary 19,2021, SEE Appeadix b,

, R L,

| Page A.,Footnote 2, ,~thrajhi_ PEtitioner gfound-ior__ra. et wass

fate,

Au3u5+ 9, 2008_Tx udge Ben H. Brooks Sentenct ms foa lSJ[&Q.j’LS&n‘l‘&nci.

i

1 ON_my._.PLiof Seateénct, That day. my_mlS_Alaarwsanﬁagi,.,b Ecame

e MY CUCLENT_Controlling Sentenct. Central. i’sicurds C._or&-nu& Yo

The. Petition provided. Oj:b‘_E,L'Fac.’tS ,E,.,sj:bhshmgs Biore cour

i
{
e e s

!

i

ATemedies WELE inddequats, ineffeckivg, O un axmlab\ £,5%

held _in_ its Tecords that my curreny Stntenck FEmin 30 yearsS,

s oS

:-}

ing -

B _-Lj"hi. Circuit Court of Montgomery, Criminal Couct of Apprals ,*_:mdm._,_

S i‘hj,_Supf‘m& Court of Aldbama _hove Usurpatecd Alp. Codt 4-9-tys

!

that oro]mb\tad Siatt couers From. raqu\nng._pt&p:\;mantonww_,m_,w-

R Appaals from an agtacy of +h the s¥ate Tefusal to Q_ot:rad_mzacur_;*\-&.w —
_________ | 3l,n»_£o,l?rna}jgn,,_~$ ot Courys! Knuu.)mg I 3m ag}nu_gl\y“.mé.% tat,
demancled up front cost, Knowing I canact Come up with +h:r\- I

R ,..M.,,;:I—.y_pi.A,_of...rnp,n,_sg/,.,_.ﬂ____-i,w-_-,. '

Fabr:uam/_ﬁ__ZOZLj'ht U5, Disteick Cour isSusd_a_Show Caust ordedr
HRY th__ameo,p;/mo_f__thi_ME_&:}i:}jgn_;LH.a.b €25 Corpus Petition on the Respondint

i




| | o | M,

Waedtn and Atrecnsy Gréngral of tht Statt of Alabama .;S_E.ENA.pp;;nd*ix-.,w-.m
6. Page_ 1.4 2, 90d 3., iaforming the Respondsnt. oﬂh.s/htr obligation

to_Coms forward _With the TEcord.

i

. 1

§ May 26, 202) _The._ Rtsponétnt.Wardm elwrromaan\,ji.lux_*a_h\:as.:am-.si_M_W_M.__w
R {1+ha+ dinclude an_Affidavit from 3 _Employet of the_ Depackment ot .

Corf&c}mn‘ _The Respendtnd_ Warden reditel on tht Affiaat, SEE Appendif

f _'2 o-Page 1., and Stoted YAT Times” Bucrsll _PMoD _account shawing
1 '

_Su b.s:l'gg:l:-g_L.S..u..mbﬁﬂ..ﬂgn.o&}; _aNj l:»b_l.i.*..m.S,.E_E'._App_m,b.,ixwl,.-E,ag‘t_z..., No.Yo

Tb_t Aff.a,n:rwrahrrtd:rht U,8. Disteic CourY to 3 fs.sgg_d Stn +mcm5 o

o i et e e i

Aransccipt AFHT S124ng it had betn CLrYFEN by the Mobile
| LounYy Cifeui¥ Could Ql&.ﬂS . DEE Appendix 8. ,MEQS’. 2. Tht Affiant® .S*._ .........

Petitrynef's

A'\»hc.hmsr\‘ti& 64335 Sentin i ng tran sers pt to the

\5 year Concurrent Stntence. )T had been altersd from it's origina]

M__wths_ (30).2nd (15) £n nds. Septembel 2

j ‘.\nd enteits added 10 i+ +hat Communicatsch both. Stntences,

[OOSR

,2029. The Affizat teinfocess

he - ‘cocau‘y 5'\'3‘hn3 in Yhe Affidavit that 3 eleck, Tammy D:\z\;‘_m-_--._.

admstc)__ﬂ\t Sintincs S, UA'LL& c_orﬁi.sﬁ:.AS ShOQnN9~D_.S_§-,D;th\ ng

Yeanseripts. The Affi 2nt provided 3 hand cOmpuhHQmj'ha‘l' Showte

I

i

;' the. Samg._Stptrember 2

1202935 the furgrd Statincing tranvenipt

| SEE Appendix 8., Page 2,

Jung. 6,202\ Fhe Petitionet filsd o Teply. 1'0 The. raspcnd&n-is,ﬁ.s.pmsé

m'(:ormms Yhe Dl&‘\'nc.’l' Qouti_fhtw?\iSpunbtn'i’S.,a:l‘ti.mpj' to ConCE.aLO

j‘M S




e _.__,;? Lonel up. tht Computation of his. Conirolling 15 y et Stntence

12.

e

+ | from. i¥s. NCETE s ﬁ_And the Peditioner prov:di.c)s the Coury fh‘é.m S

+Colnr\p»d':~\~.or\ of. hss -Controlling. _L > VAL Sen¥einc e s %numy

e

, H

!

r torreami = . P

. '08 o1 2033

08 0Of7.2018_Sentintt Dats.
s T‘U‘m '

3_311 Cr&é:‘\'

I :ﬁ_,And. ~Fur+hu~td informed the Di s-h*.c’r__c.our% +h:>+._t.md&r Ala.Lode §.

e mm___,\,g H ~4=4109)(2), Corlsy v, Stote, 488 So. 2dw_5<\3:_l_\garc.h2,_,2~o.o'7 -Stotels
ll

[P ....._«.-p_. .,

10 30 2032 Reliass Da-l-i.

~tht Comminciment of o Stattncs is the star¥ing peint for

i e

..s__..’m« PO,

N .__mm_i Qompuhng an _Qppellant's. ramalmn%SLnimc& IF_the san+mc£*

ar.zJ‘umS Loncurrently With anether

Setntene

&, a__nan-F dhe £Xpiradian

Z,;WWWM_LAA 31t of the second Sentence is biyvond the _Expiration da+e of

[ —e

S I&AﬂﬁJﬂ,__szZLihi P£+|+non£r_1ne+.on£d th

. 5 +h$._,£. rst Senten ci. then ;\'h_ﬁ_SECQndej.n‘\'anci, an_£85encE causas

tht DistricY Cou_ci:l:o _Steilce

,:tb& Re sepondents Afficdavit and Attachment 3 &, Sznﬂnc,ng,‘.ttgnsc.&pt

du&uj:o ~Y3mpreing With £vidence, forgery, and willfu) deeeit ) by

l

m:ng it to Apptar tha t:l:l:_t& ,C,\I‘Cus"t Cour.
e wclec.l.s ceryif

of Mobile, the Judgt of

ied +h:+ - the ra\iasi. date to Peditionsr's 1S year Sentencs

ns S&pi.a_mbs.r 2)2023 +o CoveC up thi Controlling Sentenct, But

i
i

|

;;D'Fﬁ LS _Within the DistricY Cour}. peemitttd the fraud fo proceed.,

 SEE Aprpendix 9..
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m;mw-wm April 15, Zozz_,m’rm_ nonthS_af4L0 the Districy Cour¥ had been
. . Ou'i' on noYick _O'F_;H'\E. _Respondents. ‘a-Htme'.\f Yo.defraud the CoueY

_____ . b\,_fy,l.ngma forged. S£n+Ln_§AQg FransceipY, officsrs' within the.

| Fhat relicd on Yhe Affidevit, in which, the Affidavit relisd on
‘ -H\L forgtd. s&n-};ng.mg transeript. SEE Apptadix 0. ,-Page 18. ,joo‘l'no‘l'é 0,

R AD.si-mc,?rt Couex prestnted. a feport (Fepory and TECommendation)

» S'h'hng +Fhe Court notes that an. af-F.dQ\n'l'_Subm.th by the

i _,h..#_gouafnm&n*l' From_Alcornglis Teery, Corcectional _RecordS Direcrar

SRR TS - The ADOC , indicate s that +he ADOC FeEviewsed in da-l-ad Burren's___

H

,,_,_,;-f.,_._w__c\:,ms-,mc_m.sc_:Jm lotion.of _his Stntenct and \Jar.#,ad by hand.

- ;:e,a_l,cs._«.l:\i;.o.n,_«,,b;i,,h_&_,h_aS LEceived all of th L eredit 4o Wwhich he

_:?'is ~Eotititd in é‘_&-‘\'&rm:nnn~3 th__end..of Stntinct dats. The Fepoty

ﬂnm p,ﬁicar-ouslwaoncludtd,j‘hz‘l‘ the Peitiontr’s Hnbzas  had asseived

I maccgm_:t}. end of senttnce daté and good FmE credits __.n«wb.chw‘,,

-fhs,*Dapa;lrn_m-\' of Corrections umh.us‘r’ully refussd to C’,og:&.c.’r, o bE._.__M,

S MMWCOnS\bj‘S.a:\‘_,w|'H_\:thﬁ_imployt& Affidavit and_forged §_wfbnc;n3

| Aransee pr.__SEE Appendix.8, fage 2y AlsoAppsadix 10., Pages. 1,19 and 2l
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il

i The TEpOrY, af4£r Ay ing misrepresented the Petitionsr's Habsas

Petition ground elaim and Supporing facts, y-Continutd,: and

. S’rmpped_auoa\;Mthz_ﬂHaﬂh_aa& Petition claims -3ssee}ing indigtncy and

,+hs. Pehtioner's mab.l Iy to_pay state coury £l ling TE fee S,mand_thzj:,___wm
o iiState Courks! uSurpa‘\'Ld A2, Code § H1-9-b4S that prohibited MS‘\':'\'E. N

C‘.ouiﬁ:Si_:.Etomﬁr&quun 9-Prepaymunt on 3ppsd l,-and_precatiously




Iy,

Conc.lud&d ,;that the Hobgas_ ?a-hhon asszri—ed,wb\/ Lequicing

\_,A,__.‘._m..m,..y_;_.,“rj:hL_Eatmonzc_:l-g pay a filing Fre on appeal State Courks. Vnola'}&c) _________

ki righ¥s uader A12.Qode 3 H1=3-6M4S, cte.. SEE AM’W)'* 10., Pages. .
—— :,nd llcn

L —

ThLﬁpw’ch&t:@t‘g&n,g A fAlst prevense, +hat, the Habtas

. Ps.:tdmn- and/or Petitiontl L3S Complaining about ng_ng__:squ.rgd e

L4

S +o P2y filing fre5 on. appaa),ﬁssj,éppmasx_m Pa9E L.y the Lepock
e AL h.ghhshﬂd [.M EMPRASIZED] a8 falsg 'Fmanc.x:\ | Statement T 3558r3ng

N 'H'\&. P&-hhonu‘ had $732.13 available in his immate aeC,ou.n"r

and then, Tabrieated +hot S¥ase Couct mads YThe finding 35
,__;_._W.“__w lia faet, SEE Appendix 10, Page 12, Afootnste 8..
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e i J"u\\/ 2‘1, 2022, tht Districk Cour} issurd a_ mtmorandum_opmmnmﬂ__w_ —

,,Iht _Petitionsr hadwob‘, tettd to the repery

,,_m.__.__._;_,.,_Mﬁ;_‘:,.,ﬁ._&.po_rmt_Md_wﬁa_&Qmm\Lnd.z}mt\:smfl\sE.l.)]m.aisuﬁzlnq Yhat after he was

- | aud ofder, that, overrul £d_the P thitiontl's objrcon to the repefd

w___..__”__;__,_hi SEE_Apprndix I,

e L EAINOCISONED 102011, thot,_in 2018 _ht escaped _ﬁr:gmwcqétgd_\/_.;*g._,__;w_

i L SEE Appendix_ 0., - Page 2.3 the false Claim that the Circuwit Court of
W-_‘_._“._w....ﬂ.._.,..,..,_-%I,LMon‘\'gomuy made 3. 'Fac'-ru:l 'andmg ht wasnot indigent bastd on

o his inmate 3ccount balones. Showing ht had. $132.19 in his. acccu,rﬂ-

“Whtl\! his AcCount SHowed $0:00 ar insufficient *Funds tha?¥
i

"_4 he. WAs Sentenct To Seeve 3 1S year s;n,ttng_gmaém.n‘s¢rahrs

__.W.__m«_____i,,;Lra JEcYed, subSequintly hs' 5. being he1d in Confintment on 2 peiaf

[ Seatenct that lawfully Ceassels that “END oF SENTENCE" s not

i

his_3crudl C‘—IQ Nof 1S 1‘\‘ an_accurate d&SU‘\p‘\‘LOL of "nS Q\Dtm:,.,_.ﬁund_ﬁ.__*
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| , A5,
l

pufiuz,n‘l‘ Ala_.eoda§ Y1=9-645_hge was not. raqucracu-o Py
Sclu zncﬁ_.buahi,n ht 3ppealed_his ackion m_i«h_au(’.nrcw")- CoutY of ‘

e o e e b e i

'f'g fisdicrion and the 193¢k of f&c)aral..etzmmwa""J the Cepoc:

i
!

i L‘.Mun‘rs om. _b_c“y-#rom_‘rn& _Dt.parlmintpf' QorL&C:B,DBS dscision.

L But the Disteict Cowt |qnor£*:l:h& *qudumghrapgﬁ- [rap_gfﬂ-ww_m

| Qnd-_“,&QQMM‘E.ﬂd‘ahqn ) and _statec, ¥ Howensr, this dots not
offset the well-rsasontd analysis of the repery Jau}mq e

Renss

.s ADOPTED_as_tht opinisn of this Courd SEE Appendix IA. ,w;

andg_ihg:lr,ﬂ-a:_l'_‘s ora_e.r;nd that this dcxon_is. QLSM\SSED Withoyt

I ‘D TE J UQICLE, ke, 3 I

| :mwﬂ.za, 2022 _the Districk Couc Y. &f\*&réd It udgmmtm__wm T

S ;, a(‘,cmoca 2ne st _whith the Mem orandum Opinion and OfALr Entersd

;o.n he same date, $hot the Habeas Petition is Dismissed u)i*hbu‘\%

. _.h,m__,__,ﬁ..p.l:ﬁ;);udL(‘,j._.w.§.,E~_E_.‘Akppfgg_éan-_l_:Z_&.wm._ﬁ__.

i

| Ma tch 20, 207.3 The Elsventh Citcui CourY of Appsald Deated the

y L X S

'Ps,hhunu- a_Cerificatt of 2ppgalability on the dismissa) of hid

- Haﬁbj—,ﬁzs.,_corpus ?2+1'\ioﬂ inwhich, Toitd on tht Disteick CouﬁJ.S
: -Fraudultn'\- adopﬂd opinion. SEE AppendiX 13., Pages 4, and 2., whert.

SO J

I 'I".SWOLd«;Evr&p&a‘l’S the m‘serr&ss,n‘\-:hon.S Ofignaing feom thi

m; fial Cepoly, 'Hna-\- 02 i_adﬁgpigd“asM_haludgmant of 4 *Hn&. Dcs\"t:s;jtwm__

Couﬂ—

H Ricap March, '7, 2023 :t-he Petitionsr -F.\td a_Rule_ bD(b). motion, Fed.R.in.fy

i seekmq velief from the District Courk's Tuly 29,2022 Tidg m;n:l:, less
+ha_a 8 _months Trom the. Aa-}s_mo_f .:t,_s,._s,n-*ry, and before. the

;‘ Eltuenth Cireuwid 2ppeals en’ruzd e udgmmi'Amvmgj _c_u% ficatb of

dppealability on Habras | P8 tition cismissal, _
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[R5 _intmats caee: unwshhmmﬁ £iled \;imf;s_is:a‘i‘—t:»e;our?gg;?q@v‘\fwﬁ

_Il'&\"e.géulméi) (0). motidn) ned app&d&ﬁ.‘mrf.ﬁuﬁ.&d ‘F‘ﬁﬁ+5~?§~9h£c$&§df(‘ﬂf*hi. S
| Ha beas CogpusS. Pk om, 3k Maen o po..._;,at.ad,kzl:go,.@butm_atvlLm.:k._t,;dwic._,,,_m_wm,.,_

|"L

' oy chCmonts g/ wgs&.v;: 13bltlomhhistaccesunt; *bat: SALY: )nadmw_,_,

Bhewtd 1 S‘}:ﬁ"s_q Coat ad imazanailable raccduat wshdtmsni-s ot

Li5%3 Frmtats.ofs dEpes: its! £rbpos vtt\“;mp@:_si HAperadixn s § rshiswotd)
‘l‘hi. C,\rCu&ECn u.rﬂ'&o‘F ;,Mot_‘)ﬂ’&b mEcy L u)a(&/ Qn7V< A nﬂr&&#&dyp sH1 5 12

l

Precedingrmonths. dignsits, Showing sxg-tacour%éad, nellmake

metb@;zs_z\:af- J@.ﬁi@z’zﬁrmtﬁrh(aﬁa_i&ﬂ‘ 1312vilable orDhis Recsund; ancked

1 harhrkhes D15 ¥ R Coutt hado adogted as-F&bﬁwj;cL $932:4 %401

| AiabamerDepach intak_of¢Cacr

._£nndmhi_}mt§.d‘_._ py.tAndoardusd th$t A J_Eushq 2022:the Petitiont [
,,ﬁojoi:a ingd_Aa “transaciion 0 TEAS r}, Ffrom 3 Cectrifitd aecountante D-FM__M__
thion ofaity £ 8722020, »_hm..ampg__xhaﬁ-

TR

ng«b,mﬂ:\:h& G t‘c,mi“CQuT:\'ng,‘,&q wicddihim - Yo_jprepay $246.00,_h sS_,,W.M._h ——
available_aceouaty balenet 395335 peatsy $105.35_whin Mlgbema

iCouctof Criminal Appsals_ordered him to.pay $200% And $83.00.

whin_Alabams Supremt_Coury ordered_him Yo pay $ 150-00.. .

t B
i . : !

i The_motion fucther Domﬂd ~out how A# ant had dcknowledged
that_August 7, 2018 the Pahﬁuns,r,,_w:as statinced 40 9 1S year |
Conecurrent sentinct, and thot, the Affiznt did no:tgoni-ésﬁ-

. ;ll MEALS TEmaintcd on his priof Sentenct. That thert anty r&mamtdhw_.m

,,,,,,,,,,,, 1A issut of 12w _with the Affiant, but nu‘\' S QENIUNE iSSUS,

BuT the Process was subvectid by _Misreprestniin &unconﬂstg_dwmw

fActs of the Habsas Pstition in 'l’h&__ﬂ_tzu.(‘}’ﬁwgd_ﬁﬂ'&d Opinion, ..
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Staring, In his [ Bucrell] instant Pahﬁﬁgn,_..Bg,tﬁ_\Légs £t that

lCentral Records unlawfully Tefussd to Correct inaccurate

informaion in F'S TEcords ineduding good Hime eredit and his_

S _M._4__E,,n.d,,c>i_§~mi§ng£.__d_g.j:é.i: Then the Court made findings to it's
- L owN_Misrepressatohion TESLItng in the disbssal of his

e ._Habsas Pstbion. : I

i
|
H
i

i
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'

March 16,2023 the District CourT issutd 3 ,n‘_l.\A,.&mQ.E,a.!.ld.umﬁ.ﬂim'_oam_m_.w

. ___.M__m_,?,;?.;ndwgndg_xwo_n,;th..s,._".ﬁg.lj.._égcb.)._mQ};:_on,,s.frﬁa_}m%_,-«:th g Couct finds

e ,,_;\:h:'i' OMEE Eight monthS have pasSed Sines +he Coury envered
e ;,f-Ltisf_.Is.eh:.-_.Zfi,,HZQ,..‘__.\_n._M,;mo.‘cm_éu‘ran_a.i_g.-;onWaa:.t_c_LQZ..«,_d‘ gmunt, As 3

LT L L. 4

’rasul in_this packeulat CISE on thsse facts, the Rule 60 (k)

1y

_motion WS not Mmade within 3 Feasenable peciod of +ime.

Ltohich alent is sufficitnt camst fof dinial, Stading the Rul

1 bo(bLmstien 1S denrsel, SEE Apprndix 15., fPage 2.

N .._,M__,.ﬂ_gﬂ.Algu._tm_b_uJi.,;g?_._‘b_.':th;._a.mmm.Qinmalgomi_gf_Aepga;\‘s_m&gmm,oés_a, on. .
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..:.EW.COAW_.SL\_e_s.n.di._.j_s;;,u.a“gé_ip_:l;hg.“_é_ggj;;,\‘mc.:imtsmuﬁta;\.té__ﬁu.!.&kfs.owt.b_)w;_“ww..w_w_,M,_

fl mojtf_on.,w:.l:ha':l: the Distrae® Cowerd Shautd Stats %QMQLgSs*prgt&uza.tm —

Fed:R. App. . 22(b) sheuld *the Distrock Comcroletirmnd thata

_CoA_should not issul. SEE Appradix 11,

i
i
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e in ~the duly 29,2022 mémOerum Opinion.and _Ordsr (Doc.S2)_ancl

e a9 240 in_the. Marchlé, ZoZBMmemp_f;gdum Opinien ancl Ordar( Doc. 4L, ) A

—— Lancl_that [t was_aot mads ind reassnable psriod of Hme, .;,w/

U ,: ity fsasenablE. Shligrnct 1hiS supposid ‘newly ofseovsisdd svidence”

S Cou. /d Iy t_jzz VE bétn. ﬂ[&.Vngé/ ly_cliscovsrscl. SEE Apprndix | [b. Pge 1-2.

w , M oMtmbel 2’7,*_2923“%&. Ps.hirg snxl Requested for a. Gu?rf‘ca*l-&
' Q‘E,App.tz\ab; W :\;\/_;Frcm ‘an‘c. u.5.C

Vit o o:F JAppia1d for the Elaventn.

_,._u;,“_._, "W(’_\rcu& . He arquid that the Districy Cout¥ fulings uo&f&. net

' on his_cloin ms, . that the DisteecT C Cnu.r} nEVED d-&fh&q) +hat i¥'S

S « Tu.l\,: 29,2022 mimor2090um Opinion and._ ora&,t was not fraud in.

e uShou)S that +he Dis-}rrd’LLo,\,grl,,u‘Sid Frauc. That the Petitiontl’s

I ;; it's ocder :LndMn:LLmﬂorznd.umy_Opmnon--F.l&d.Mzrc.h 16,2023, This

e Mo+;o_,g_ﬁ>r e f from T udgm,uvl- f,atd_m;rmn,,_z_ou outlined
_“__,W_m__.*.ﬂ_bomw" Hhe Distoe¥ Cout¥ Adopted a fabeicatsd $122.19 Sustel
_ ¥ b\, the Districh Coul T 4o deteomine it lacked Juecesordvon,

| Tha‘!‘ officers within it's cwn Coul > made the falsified

B ‘FlnanCt 21 shizmm'l-_wmcluamg witlfutly msrs.nrzsm%mq his

.._-_M_____w,,v...._._h_.‘m_g fouad _Claim and Suppo (ring fAcks to h‘s WrabsaS Priidion,

B : | That +ht Distric( Cour’n.g bussd i¥'s disecrIion £x QA ding
A_,._,,M-W.,_‘_MiSubS tciend (2),€3),2nd (4) of _his. Ru\?. LO(b). moFton
_____u._ﬂ.,__k_;_:..g beeaust thes tult dilewsd +he Ps Hitiontf the timeing of
S i no.more than a year te £l his mebon for Cetef But

_ L the Distric Cowr¥ Iimittd_his to Eisht monthS ,




e | Februaey 12,2024 3 _purpsctsd ordtr_actived at the Baci ity
| | from Unitrd StateS Circuit Tidgt , Robrek T lucK. The purpscisd
.A____,-‘...,_m.ﬂ..;_i' ordef’ 1acKed 3. dott in which it issutd. SEE Appendi xu_lﬁ., EY
__-,_,b;_..,m_,fl HLohichy PtefreEatid Hith £ Rulerb O EbY. naoXi 61 _dikeit is AL -
e AN O F SR BB EAS L ONPUSS Ciking SlacK V. MCDa0itlE290LS.
| "l"L"a) 434 _(2000)4- HharbQoVErm Sasuahen | ARSI CE Cotrdoset
] d&m;,, ACSTAYE. prisoners Habeas Petition, and that,ciavelyed
SR k,-LAJﬂch;.m,ngﬁ fbo Aneonvigion, Stndinct, @nd: Tudsms.n-rcﬁ Stat: Coust.
S ‘lBu:}ﬁ'h.Sf&h:hm‘bLS‘mc,ﬁS&_,f_in\/wnnx\l olvEls 23-4d &CLSI ormdt by
e [ PEAS B STA c%:rs_am+h& eXEevten ofhis SEnteneE o gegd the
BT T 2N WA (bY mszhssm_ SIS &.,:LqudJof&e_e.rsﬂoqubi.j)géztt\,c.i N
| CourY. ptrpetrated on the feders) Court LESVHNginthe
B "é\Sm\SSQ_]_Qi,-,.hLS., An_Substenct) 28 usesS § 2241 Hobsas Ccrpub

i Pi.‘h“’fb\q —

y
V

Febmar\/ 15, 2024 +he Petiticnil [Esponded. A5 3_motisn for fEheacing,
B (5\\1\1\0\ nehet that b the purpscted order laeked @ dare fnushieh it -

i B0 YECR A, Ond. procttdid 3rguing that the 60der wadin conflict

R | mj:\rh_g,mu:__si&c.-_as_m,s,__cf_:ﬁadt.cal-éﬂpjga.lmc_owwct&., and thi United StotesS

Supremt CourY on the Same impsctant motitr of whethera

e c:»,:}\ﬁ.ca'l'&. of 2pp: tal2bility (CoA") Should issug on the déni2lef
3 Rule L. Lb\ motion_for Ceef that qu&s?rmn the VELY 1tgitimacy

Lot +he Judgment foc fraud on the fedecal CourY, And that fidsra)
2ppea) Cour¥S ddopied The 1o EXerption (‘u\t“.fromj'ht_uts._, —

Supremt LourY} in_Lalderton , which indicated thatonlytwo

S excaphons Qpp\\;wj.‘o_:thi. Bult Lo (b) m:;i-mn Ont 1510 Correcx @

|
i

TSI SIS " - - J——




Stotement of +he GasE 2.0

m&r&_melam_ca\ arrorm_j-bs.,l’udsm_mj- 1d.21 551, \18__3 eray

1150)._Tht other is that +hert was " fraud. upen the Coued,

Calling intn queston the_ Very leqitimacy _of the Tudgmmt —

SEE \d, 2+ 557, ns s, ct, 2% 1501-02, SR

And argued that apaly ing the ¥ exceph, on. fule” to Peritionar’s

Rtquest fora Cecdificatt of Appialzbnh_m L ENEAHhE Elsvinth,

; C\rcuﬁ' " Couc? Conc\ud&d that a (*CoA") from Ihe deniatof

Pa+.+.om.f s Rult LO(b) mohon;.bwtd 55Ut becaust: Petitentc

ma d.&_M;m__sﬁu_bbfr.ani;.ajmﬁhg,\_xs._».g_gmcafm:th,a.ALm.;_l_ugiha%_c_o.ns Yituhonal

t
i
o ey

]
i

rfght:.;nd.a Substantial showing that the procedural ruding

Hwhieh CesSu) ted in the dismissa Lo:ﬁ hisS Hokas Pedition was
Luwrong, . Citing G onzaltz. N, Seety for the Dep't of Co rr.,,B 66

F.2d 12531 Apml 26,2004, - ~

March 1,262 the Peditiontr feetived anothir blank, purpected

Order. SEE Appindix 18, - B}

Mareh 1, 20624 tht feiitioner_filsd 2 moHon for entry of Tudgmeat

and Alo¥ict pursuant Rult 36.(b) Fed. R, App. £, arg\ung,_m..ﬁ_ﬁ_w_‘

the purpori—&d _OrderS WErE da-F.cmh___c.kxngA do¥E in_which

it _issutd, and deprive's. Yhe U, 5. Supremt Couct Clen of

it et s s o

f;\:hx-.__a_b,,l_,_l_-ivm,ip_ﬁd Eecminé whether an apptal or Wiriy of

Ce r+..‘ora_m was apph &c.\ﬁ_f_oc_m\_thm ﬁmns_-h, AayS afier &whw/w

Jof_such Tudy mmi—._p_&.ng 23 _UsSeS 3 2101 (O,

SEE‘. APDMd\X 138.. e
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e March 18, 2024 the facility Tecetutd the

S+a¥&mm+ of the Case
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Same _pusportid ordel

laeKing o datt of entry, SEE Appsndii 1S.. ;
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A rgument 22,

. , Why WRIT SHewld BE Granted

l

s Tk;s ease _preseatsS 3_Situation wohers HEesEmmt offieers

B S 2]

1 wofkmg For a u.s.District Cour %M_angastd~4.n 3 dz‘hbzratsly___ S

ettt s et i st o]

L pl:nn&d and _£xecured Schemée to. da#raud 3 federat Cout>, .
4* that) Continued without. breaKk up to the Federal Appeals S

_ "Qouc} MIhect the fraud committed. was c\aaﬂy obvieus ¥o

e e ;Hai. PRI a‘FFt.cts.cl_fhu'&by ,-but the Pro St litigent objecions
S T:l-hs.ra‘\-o LOAS_PoweClEsS At ef-hdmg A FEmedy duting Yhe
S __proc_s_t.émg An. ﬁ&,,of{l.cs_rs;p,tg,san+s _who_was me’-huah.dw__, ——

.*o 3id_prison officials Subvect the ad m_._..n.:Asj-r_a*mnﬁ,oﬁIuaa:m.& PE—

e +ha_1: resulted. :‘n:l’hi. Dish‘; ¥ CourY anc _Eltvsnth ‘Q,\rm:'l- -
S I QDL&(‘&LO‘F Apet2lS never.entict2ined the fraud Co mmr__H-:&d*____ﬁww
, *cm ‘1’hhf'_£ouf31.5~dumng The Habeas Corpud. proc.s,admg ] ol

S i} ‘on_a. pPLal,y which Comptiled Ahe Petitiontt Yo S&E,S.E.qgli'zbli.mw,__
I A_M_J'Lhrﬁu_onm_ Kult_m&()(_b) ,mu}tun%l:ad tral Rult s of G_nuLPmc&dur&.ww*

; l

ot “Ih_a_ Samée. muof--&c.us,__jha 1 _Commitred_Fraud on the
Qo urx during the Habea S*C,acpu& Practecy n.gA,-*S Yeacl _waai 1 X —
" j..nd Comm ittt c\_frer_ui_on Yhe Priittants Rult b OLwam h‘u s WO

SRS 1 S EENInG EQUIFDIE 2L &.ﬂ Wby__ray i n_g)mo n the pj:t».m ausSly. .
c_o mmitted Fraud. SEE Appendix 1S..
i ceur’r £inding as 3 ,,fac.tj:hh.ﬂ?_&.h-hun&_rﬁha 43132, tiﬂavattaus..w.___

1
i
i .

T‘hu& never wad A State

lnsﬂ.ad the C\rcu.ﬁ- Cou.ﬁ- of Mnnfgoms-,ry d.rzd—ad the P&%-.'}ion&r
-\-o Submi} 3 A#F.dami- of Hardsh.p with a Copy 5{' his 12 month

PMOD which only Showtd .sh-l—&. CourF diposits he had rtcamid
m the past, SEFE Appmd:x A..3 SEE Also Appendix 2., Showding
(-\-hi. Q.our’t- never stated Pt_-hhontr had % ")32 19 Juailablt,

i S
)
]
i




___W_u._“.,_.w_i undtc&jooc\ +ha:l;;{3u)s.rz Llw chc.i-a Fed 1Y Sﬁ.ué\.&y to ascertain

IR S\nct officers of the Qeu.r} _realizsd ﬂxs.ﬁzspmeantwardm,

24.

; and apply. sttt l2w in_ 3 Cast in. wh'ch,.,Suc_h lRw 1S LControlling,

i ( 1944). | |

- Huelclleston. V.,,Dw\ﬁ-—r 322 U5, 232, ¢ by S.C+, 1015, 88 L.Ed. 1296

{ 3 a_nd,jrhs._AE._;a.t_b_a_d,,mJ.sgap.p..l.‘ed_j-.h.&A_,A__s:}aj-_.&._-J;a.m_,_.mb gcause. A
| S¥atutt in which the Affiant Felied, had bein. Previvusly

,_,,,,\_M_m_,_wmf rejeered in the e25¢ of Corliy v, State, 498 Se.2d 5932 Mareh
SR z,a__ L0677, and that the Petitiontl 103s in fack Strving a. MSyear -

,____-__;__ﬂ.___,__.i Affiat forged sentencing franseeint, and the Afficavit.

[Sentinct a5, 21leqe0d in_hiS Habias Supperding fackdy Offresrs

[

il o'FL:I'l'L&__ﬁuwf"i' blocked the Petitisnce's. effocy 4o Strcke the

B M,[Bo-rh of whichwas ustd fo induct fraud on the Couct, _

______ _ 4 SEE_Appendix 10., Page (8., Page 21, whus_ officers useel
— } T the Affidavit Yo chzng"c*_ﬂ\}_ Perittontc's Habias Petitien

. I Qruu.né Cleim and Suepsiding facks into 3 claim ctlaRing

- -h: an_endof sentsnct datt and goed Ime. craaﬁ—s ,__'mas a. ~

” Aaw,bzrzﬁly~ptao_ag.,¢ and gxEcuded Scheme for tht Distrre} )

I Cou_r’r o Concludt 3 lack of 2 £rorcal Claim. SEE Appeodix. lo.,,m_w_*

i Pas&,ll.,mf’agt_ 22-23..

i

| ThiS Supremt Cour} heldin +he east of Hazel-Atas Glass Co.v,

m;w_,~.“_..*i\:\ia.rjf_,bnc,d_.E_mpjILE.*Co....L,3.Z.2._MLA-_SJ,2-_3_.8...3H8._L,-,LEQ& 1250, LY. S.c+ 947

C194Y), that, ” From the btginning theet has ExidSted dlengside

I ¥he ferm rult 3 culd of equily Yo the effeed that undee ezm.nm -
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v___m _Circumstznets, ont of whichis. b atscwarad fraud, ranf

— uml bt. %rmﬂdmagzms-\- Judgment r&garcll&SS_mO‘F fh&-l-uw: of

B ‘w*:Hn,_E,\r &n+r\/ T L322 us 24q) e
] I,has ;s,__,ushe_rt the Dss+m3— c.mr} h:swmhrzd cl_tCansnS__,n | _

e __m-_”c_on'ic} With Thid CoucHs helding, and, the Elevinth Circui¥

R apps,zrj:g bt SancHontd Sucha ConflicH, ’
S ﬁ_ML,_The. Distric® Coucd, tOhtn issuing i'S ocdel March 16,2023
i it memeczndum, Opimoaw.&o&s not _hold thot tht offieers

S _M_ohma Couc> feaud. 'Ft_u,.,s_hcr-l- of that whi c,h”prnmp:b_&qm toble
_,.m_.ﬁ_m_._._'_, ,_.mtn‘\'&f\u,n.'hbn Buti ns-\—tad ;- Hhe Distere®> Cawrd Statrd it coutd
.WL noj‘m{:tnc\ +hat with_rtassnablé dilig encs this i nfsrma¥ren.couled -

~n_na:l;hwg.ml;, tEN prav.g@«lmy*ehse.wuad 2and. -Hn-}- +Hhe Cowry findS.

S ﬁ;H\a + ouer £i 3h+ moenthS havt passsd Sinet the Couct. sn‘i-é.r:.cl,_w_,_m

H
it
i

,“__.LL SES. m,&marmchmmoprn.on And Judsymint, Ane draird the Rulsbold) ..

— ____.__._m,moi—ton Stating it was. no:t,.macl& wrthin d r¢asonabl peeise
e oF 'hmthAEE‘ A»npmérjwls., Pag: 2.. — S
'  This Cour} Statrd in Hazel-ATLAS [_’3;_7.445 246 Even -F the |
B ! hightst degree of Ailistnct was not i)(&fC\SE,_fr‘&_u_d_gmggjl_w,_m‘__

bt eonggnm,ior that rizasen 3 lc,ns_. 1£i5 3 wreng agamst the

i
{
i

!1 institutionS S t..tupw_.ta,‘p‘t_omt%_c_}.ﬁa.ﬁns!_ms;aff.3umd,A:th&. public,

I inshitutions in which fraud eannot Complacently be tolecated

| Consistrntly with tht goed ordir of Scciety. Surtly it cannet

o be. tha -L.p_;:f_,s._uzn.,aﬁ.mf,_o{l_ﬂ.’ch&_i.jn:hzcg;;iy_.o{_irh.&_.‘juc}ma  precessd

~
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must dlways wait.upon the diligenct of litig ants, !Buttl

L )

Tht.‘_Djé:httL}ﬁ&wr"l' assessment of _due. d:l-gwct. and ‘hn:un.g,__ —

|5 not decucatt though, The Citored, of facts. ch +the casse.

Shou: S A

diligent Petittont objecting. '\‘Dhibi.ﬂj‘tpur'l" *nd__

l

but wﬁi&;&r&a did, objecHng inthe

r& commendation, bul Lwh:
and tht P&h%—cun&r

x ssutsS on appeal, bwl:was disrigarcled 42

-F.ltd +he Rule BOLb) metien _baclkk in *he Didsteeey Csmg-ii:‘l' befers
+h£, Els.\n-.ni-h Crcenid Comr of Appt21S denteed h-m a

| C.Lr’i-rF:c.z‘l-&. of. Appzzlab:h‘}yh on_Habirs C.nrpu.s And dispite

-I-he. Pedihionts fai s$ing the {ssut, in Subsiante, s£...fc&ud,._th.s_w__._.-m___.ﬂ;m

' d E\ wtni'h,_.(i_;,t:m;j:.(’,o..\,\_rlmof__ﬁpp.&;lsmra),;.,Ld,p,nﬂ_jh.&._fc&ud,.:\-_o

him 3 eec¥

| deny.

reate of Appselabilidy, citing 28 U.SC.$2153(0Q@),

‘; The fraud. pu'm:a*fa-ttd by tht. cff,\”ggcsmhajt not btlm dispu vedo

g L Even $he Eleventh Corewid Counrd of App}_-:_ls say that Yhis

Sb\.prbmt. Couc® A&c.xSseJ,\,_m Laldicon. \L-,,Ihbmps,qn,_HBSQTHB‘LM_M _—

§ I40_LED2D 728, 523 US 538,

tecasteof

"is instrucaive | ,ms in_th

| G\onzala_z“y._SacLy_j:’af_mt Dt-.g‘j;qﬁcom . 386 Fo 3cl. 1253 Apcil 26, 200 Yy

whm Yhe Elvwenth Cirew;iY quoiad ! tht Suprume Coury. Savma, S
Th;s 2 ls@g,,x_sa_nb:t;a“&!&&&_*bf fraud upsn %&' Couch C2lirn 9

| inte gussHon thet yecy. \ts itimacy of tht Jldgment’ A ed—m.s.__ —

hat, 2

B2 1" ATLAS . Thun the Elwnth Gireid Concuded, th

Rule 60(b) motren Seeks ng_:}n,.rtopmjhtwfudsmm‘t; n_,a,‘,s, 2254

!

of_§.2255 _Case. MSh._s.s.a,lcl.._b_t_ﬁd,._m_x_,&dﬁ_‘b‘y...i—ht..D.\ Ssterck Cowcd, unl L‘);SM_M_,




it is filed to correcy a_ elenkal.mistoke oris filed pursuzat

27,

‘ -l-oh Ru.li. 60(.b)L3) to Temedy.

a_frou

| pcpesratrd on $ht frdtral Court, SBE Appoi .

i
by

. 3gents of thr gevernment

_A_ﬂww_wi_j’him\bu)j-r_-[hswtt? Coucy. ‘!'D._kéf-pkf?' f’rom the. ‘Frﬁud_&_&_t.ﬁpkcn
R rul&. on_Rult 0Cb) metisns, and has, s

I

.Bu‘lzn T now . 2pp; 2205 that the Eleven +h_Cireuit_has. S_a-.n..;}t‘cni.d

- B evf enteced an_ una#(’,ma)
Azc‘s ion_that Conflic}S. with thid CowrY _decisien. r&aWu.g;

Fr_&gd,.ﬁpare‘gitztzd on.tht 0802) Cowrd, SEE Apprndix 18., where
128 W5.0.§ 2253(C) (20 16 cited 35 3 rEquUisitE e aqu.h,b\t roues,

Lorpus CiYing Slack w..
llgougrns whtn_ 3 Dis L\'LLQ}_CQ.L_&L’.LQLD}_]_ .Skt prisentf Hobas

| Bu;\' hids uncffreeml orcl&.L( lacking a datt in which it {ssusd)

Conﬂ.c+ S the Bult LOCE). moXon Iike ¥ 1S a weit of BabeaS

%

MceDanitl, 529 U.S. 493, 484 (2000) .,._:kh_z:.\:_.____w..

Petition, and that, invelved an 3ttscK 4 or cha\\mging.am;___,_u_,___“_

Conviction of stntinct of Judyment frem State Court, This

misStraatment Conflied'S 1oith the  Fraud” EAcepYion indicated

by._the WU.S, Supamt. Louck in_Hazel-Atlas [ 322 US 29415 And

an_Calcdteon, 35 adopird by oinhrr federal apprals courys?

mc,\uclxng the Elaueath Ciceuid Coury o f Apprald tn tht cas S

Gonzaltz v, Sicy foc the. Dtp__u{émeorr.,,s;&.\aamq;kc the Rult LO

| DOAST challenge Statt Court Tudgment = Convicton - Seatsnc

. C\ﬂ (3) motion. in Addition, the Peiditioner's _Habeas Petitien

1

ol

Even the - ‘Ef‘nudwi'h‘atjl&&uﬁtd in_the_dismissal of Pz:Yitionen

=, Habead Corpud = The Habeads Corpud Petition Challengtd

W pnscn officizls deeision in the EXECUTTON c'F stnttact

pmpu“ly Cognizablt undel 2.8 USCS §22Y)
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- ,j;..boj:tgm, W:l'hi.m,..s,upp,qﬁmgwfn;iswof,ﬁig.-f;.ﬁ.tinnaf:s_ﬂ,abms

PetitHon Establishtd that, by law, he had bten Stevin 9.a

e A5 yEar Stattnct Sinct the datt tht Judgt ordered (Y Concuprent
d_to_begin, Without officers within tht District Cousy

i3an

3 pr_.g_sumng a Cepof¥ that Eliminated The Peiction’s Supperding

‘*Ea,gg:ts._,;wth,e.“bi.s_ﬁtgrwc_u‘%ﬁ would haut betn bend to apery
i Applicable 12w that was av2ilablé and Contrelling, and tht
Peditonel wouwld havk Teetivid all ¥he TEief he wWas endivied,

| The same for the Peition’s un contested facts thot he wad
aciually indigent; Was net able fo Pay SAE Coucd Filing £515,

Withsut offierrs withio the Distrsck Couty Prestaiing a

| Fepeck, inohich $he Cour® £1litd, £liminading the uacentested
facts, and F,&pincingit.;QLthFA_bgiQﬁd;&fﬁﬁ court findingS,

J #he Disttict Couct would haut exercistd JlrisdicHon becauss

the Respendent haed not Contestid to his iric)f;,uu:y.

2
e et s

' _ The. Pi‘0&9;1@6«_*O_CA.E[};_AQQMLQD_‘LLZ,mcxoi.s_.!lﬂi.lif&[,_',"Q_Zto .Lﬂg.l;fn(.g.,(.b,):_mﬁ_._,.M_

mohon ,».b*u:hjj:;dg}.S;c:mjizm‘._jb,s,;.c_as.;.‘Mb,gc_i-g_th.t_.ﬂmltﬂmmtb5

3con, and 1025 epratedly majled o the facility, dont afiel

the Pe titones r:.ta,g.tsj—_adma.fwcgzg.‘ﬁ‘ﬁcwg,:ﬂ&g,_gfw._a«pp_ggjg_.bi\;}y;,,m.pmnumﬁ,ng;_.___.,_

tnt_uneontisted issuss of fraud on the Courd, afier mokion

for reheacing,

propostcl ocdser App&—_ad.iiﬁlﬂ.;u@gb_._mg_ﬂ.t.d.;t_b“ﬂ:s_t_*_f_amg,\i)i\jw_miih.&_uiw_wm

A Aed

.an.cL__.;ij.:i,r__mg;ib:mwﬁgcﬁ!}.ﬁc;gnsjdﬂ;aﬁgn.lh.;j.am_é.,._w ______

any indication of what it Cefecenced Y0, 0sar 2 dote in which i

issued.
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b
H
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1

— Hbu)b\lu} the prbpqu—dﬁordu' Stared, i i¥'s_ in rt-xfurwci_ Fo the
R ._....,J.r Ru\t.*go(,b) meHon, Fed. R.CVLP., that, Tequest for Cerditicatt of

S appi_alab.h’rymoi«jht Aule LO(b): msﬁm,w:\-ha'h o mesiya

" " Ci—_farptcb*t“o:ﬁ%app&z\ab lity, 3 _movent mustShow that

raabcnabla duc.s‘rs”wcs,q}d._ﬁnd d&baj‘;_bji_ﬂ.bc:\:hw(.l).jh,t_m}.gﬁswww-
- ______._;oF an. undmy;ng Claim, and (2) tht procedusal jssusshe

o j SEEKS to f2isE. CiHng 28 U.5.C.§ 2253 () (2); SloekK N,
ek Mc.DamLL,_ 529 w.5. 493,484 (2e60). Anch Hhot Reginald Burrell

.,m-,,,M,,W;i,,h_a_smﬁ;_.,l},d,»___’r_,okmg‘lsz:rh.z‘,,r_t_g.gw.s;M_fcf.ms,bsmm Yoo

;’Thss requisite Shewing ConflickS with Entn the Elsventn
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