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VMHG.'THiER A 'TRACT ^jOU&T'S SUA S>POM'“Tt=: SfTAM OpX,

Habeas ^roftpos pe^aioM PekioiM^ R\=soi_lttiom op

p>0<rr OONi\l\C"Tl OKI RRDOetED INC=* IW S'TA'T G £OU\2."T IS

app\=/\lAfeLcE artve^ Fwe Ne.Ai2S.

VI
p£'T1-7|ONi»={$ AMS\Mi=lS.S/ H£S.

R£SPOMCa=NiX HAS MOT AKi6VMVeG.tE.D-

Lps/t of PaRPies

A\_v_ pWl^TieS APPEAR \M ' TH£ ^APTiOM OP TVtiE

OKI 'THE OOVJVER FA^e.

Re L A"TEb OA S£S

lD£)vKtL/K J A<lK$pM v. MATHAN HOPFMAM, v‘ *=>’ OOA Mo. -

D0VALA6 JACVlSOM v/. LcS PARISH, Mo. 2: lS~o/~ 11^22 Ce.O. MiOJ.}.
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S^TA-TeWiS-KTr OF JUP-lSDlCTiOM

F^t£'T1_nOKJV=l$ J AC-tCSGM St=v=.\CS f2t=.\m=\M OP TV-h~ OKJ\"7 t£.o

S'lA'res acvorr op appeal?/ fop. th*e. saxth circuit FG.&&UAJ2W 

\, 2o2M/ Amo MA12CH 2S, 2024, O&Ova&S AMD .jUDSNMasJT. HA s

O0U&T WAS <jU£l$DiCT|OU PURSUANT 'TO PuLtS \0 , AMD UWn£D

^TA-reS COM STI TUTOM *

C OW S-7I-7UHOWAL Amo STATT Ol2M PROMISIOMS INUOLMeQ

a omopess shall. mace: mo law «, absid^inc, “THE ftian OP*» *» «* «* «*

THE PEOPLE. TO ptE'Ti'TlOM THE <£,0\IHRlM IMEMT FOl2 PF.DQ.E.SS% ^ 4

op <^eiev/iMC£s. u. S. OOKJST. AMEMO, x.

wo Pv-q&om shall A Be. Pc=pH2.ivje:D op life, Lia«=e'TH/ oe. propeqtl^0 4*

VMnviOUT bus fM2QO=SS OF LAW „ COM S'!. AMEMO, \J.A A ••

WOR SHALL AMM STA-71E PtEPRlUE AKJM PERSQM OP LIFE, LlQERTH, OR

PROPBriH , wntiOUT Due PROCESS OP law , U^s. COMST. /\Mfc=MD. %\\J.
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Am APPUCA'TJOnJ P0£ A \M121T OP HABEAS CORPUS SHALL- WOT beA a A

(SjRAMTECv UWLS-SS ~TI-H£lie IS i£l-7HQ2 AM AlSSHMCvE. OP AVJ/HL.Al^LtE

STATE. COlRRtse-riuE; PROCESS OR "^HE EX1 STEMCE OP Ol!2jCUN\Sr? AMOt=: S

Re.MD=J5CM<^ SUCH PROCESS \MEFFfexCTtMt£ To pPO'TtSLT 'THE RIGHTS OP

the pRisoNiaa^ 26 use 22.SMCb).

4, t t»
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MEMl OF T4\£ £A<,e

Follow iwC, A joteM "miAL Perrn»oweR CX)L>4LAS JAeiotjOM

\AJAS FOfMO £UILTT4 OKI OCTOI3Q? Z6>, 2005
' i

C ipoat oouerr of Fiue fglomie s.

\ kj \WAMME <£OU,M'74

TH£ JURM b£M-Tt3Zi=D 14$ 1/02.0 SOT

UKJQ’t=|$ 04 - OO ln~7Q -Ol- FO, rTHk£ Pt£OPi_l£ OF "TUtE 'STT/TTLE Op 

MI6H16AM \Jt32SUS CbOUAUlS OOI2.NJISLL JACeSGM„

(Dm APBlL 2l, 20 H/ FOLLOW IM4 jACfcSONl'ti APPEAL OF 12.1 GHT 

»KJ £AS£ 04- 00^110 ~Oi~ Fd THe MICHI4AM dOU&TOF APPEALS

i~ KJTl=^eP> JuD^MtEKTT AFFH2MIKJ4 MlS OOKJViC"TlOKJ/ (3uT 13.VE MAM De/D 

FOl$ l>£ScEKneM ClNJ<$, AMO FOQ <CO(2.0fc50-TlOM OF THE JUCAlMtEMI OP 

StEK!4fcEM (LtE. AMO fel=4lS4k£D OP A<niOKl5 iN &\s\= oq-oosno-oi-Pc 

PSOPUE v. JA<UdSOM/ KJo. 20H MlClJ. APP. Lfc£*lS “T33 £ mild. o~r. App. 2011 ),

FOLLOW IKi4 fe£S«=MTlEMClM4y JAdUlSOj'S SeEMTENJCE. VJAS /APFU2M\£D

OM APPEAL. PkEOPLt \j. JAOLSOKJ, KJo. 20i3 VJL 444 t>4 S4 (_fvULW. C4\ APP.

S\£P-T. 3, 2013 ).

Ok] MAM S, 20 IS, AP-4t=R MULTIPLE J0UR.KJH4S UP, AMD bOWKJ,
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~tMe. state apP£lla-t£ JAcicson■ filed A pem-TioM

PO($ voerr OP HABEAS CORPUS Unoe£ 20 USi S 225H vjhich \nAS 

Weld Ini ABeMANCE to Pebnut HIM to Petur.n to the state.

DOUBTS 'TO EXHAUST ADDITIONAL CLAIMS VM HI OH HAD MOT MET BEEU

PRESENTED TO THE STATE ^OUliTS.

PETITIONER JACKSON PILED HIS Fl&ST MOTION FOR RELIEF FROM

ORDER DATED JAWUAB4 21, 20 lb JUDQE.Judgment ONJ JUIM IL, ZOIS,

VOWOA ft. EVANS, RETURNED THE MOTION/ BECAUSE IT EX DEEDED THE 

JUDGE. EVANS t£M CCU ISAS ED JACKSON TO /RESUBMIT TtfEPACE LIMIT.

motion aft©? Redactin4» his issues and arguments to a MODE

MANACEABuE LENGTH. PEOPLE V. JACKSON, No. oq -OO Z~no ~0\ ( WftMU£

CntM. ClR. CT. JAN* 21, 20iD).

WHEN JACKSON RESUBMITTED the motion Foe Relief 

JUDCM&klT ON MAM 2H, 201/^ JuCAE EVANS DENIED IT ON NOMEM ft EQ 21,

FROM

20Ko, IN AN ORDER THAT CHARACTe.R.I'Z.ED THE MOTION AS SUCCESSIVE

Under MICH.CT.P. Co.S02CO>. People v. JACKSON, SoPRA £ VMAMNE.

CW'IM, CIR. CT. N0M.21, 201L ).

~ 3.~



THERE FOPE^ OM % 20H^/ JACfeCSOM ^IMELH FlU££>

A MOT/OM POR te-E^OWSlDEEt/lT/OM..

( VMA^ME £AJ-7H.

PEOPLE M. JAOkCSOM, SUPRA,

ciR. C~t, C>EC. q, 20i^ ), VJHt=w jup<y£ VOMOA EUAUS 

Perused to adjudicate ms December q, 20K0 mioticm for

ftGcOMSIQfcaSATlOKi JACkCSOM PlLEb AnJ APPLICATION! POR LEAME TO

A PPeAL JUD^E t=VAMS/ KJOMEM&ER 21,2OKo ORDER ; VOWICR VMflS

DISMISSED OM MARCH 2H ,20(8 BECAUSE JAC1CSOM FA \ LED -to File -me

AF>PUEA-TlOM UJITHIM the TMe PERIOD REQUIRED MICH. CT. R.

T . 20S C_0)L 33 - P>EOPU£ \i. JAClCSOKi, Mo. 3^2-OTSCmioR. JAM. 2H, 2.0*8 J..

We^T^ JACVCSOM PI LEO AM APPLICATCM FOR LErtME To APPEAL.

JuCCE EM AMS 7 NOMtS^lBER 2', 20iU ORDi=i$ \M THE .NUCtfiCAM SUPREME

PEOPLE \j. JAcJc$oM, Mo- IS163S (^mcy. Movi. z\, 20ib). THATCOURT.

court \m am ordes, that it \mould omlm address aw issue

OP WHETHER. THicE COURT OP APPEALS \32RED> \M DlSMlSSiMS, JACiCCOM’S

APPlicatigm for \_eawe to appeal om ju^soic-ricwm. qroomchs.

Because vn=. fail-ed to pile it \mithim the tune. peeiod

PEQUW2EO BM Mkm.OT. R. T„ 20SC^)C3)., REOOMSiOERATiOM \MA S

PEOPL.E \J. JACICSCM, Mo- \ST83S C MicU -DEMieO PM JOME 22,2018.

JOM . i, A WO 2 2, 2018 ) .

-3-



N\EAMVKJH/UE, OM JUME \S, 2OI&, THE UMlTED STATES DlST2.tcT 

OOUPT, SUA SPOMTE^ (2EOPEMED PET ITJOM PO£ \Ul2n OP HABEAS OOR.CUS,

AMD SET DEADUME FOP PESPOMD£NT TP AMSVA1V32 pETVTlOM AMD PILE

Rule S, Materials. JAce&OM V. PARISH, Mo. 2;iS-tv- HL>22 £v=. D.

NliOH. JuM-JS, 20163- JAOIOSOm'S Aiaemoed Petitic-M VJAS Pili=D OrM

SePte^ES s;20i8. ecp Me. 3H.

OkJ EXLTOBERl 2, 2£>\e>, '"THE NUCH16AU SUPREME <LOuPT VA LASTED 'THE

MAI2GI-J 2% 2018 OBDS2 Ol- "THE OOOLT OP APPEALS AMD P.EJAAMOED "THE

EASE "TO -THE EOURT OP APPEALS. PEOPLE \J. JAOLSOKi, Mo. \5T83S

OCT. 2, 20183,

OkJ MARCH 12, 2.0 THE COuQT OP APPEALS EMTEESD AM OBDEQ
\

iDiSMlSSIMG, JACICSOM'S APPLICAT/OM FOR LEAVIE "TO APPEAL JUDGE

E.VJAMS' MCMEMe>V=g 2.1, 20K© ORPEQ Ow TIE S^OUWOS "THAT HE HAD

RAILED TO Li£MOH STI2ATE "THE EKJTlTLE MENT TO AM APPLtCAT/OM

Ol- AMM OP THE EXOEPTIOM S TO THE <SEM£l^L RuL£ THAT A

MOVAMT MAM MOT APPEAL THE DEM/AL OP A SUCCESSIVE MOTiOM

FOR I2ELIEP PROM JUDGMEMT. PEOPLE V. JACICSOM, Mo, 3M2.6T S C.MUCU,

CT. APP. MAI2. 12, 20 iq).

- M-



Ou JOme n, 20tRy G£sp«mc>ekj't f»leo ns Puee: M/^-Teci^LS

Amo feesPONJSE *-10 jACklSOM'S WA&EAS pem-TiaM. JAOLSGM Kl.

pWRISM, SuP2A/C.&.LF KJOS- CcO,<©l- ). AFTERWARDS, OKJ <S»E.PT*=lMl&i3R lOy

7.<01^ 'H’ViE MILW16AM SUPREME dOURT fteMflMOEO ~TVH£ cL/VSE OP

People: v. jaoilsom^ No. 04-00 ^ti-to-om-c, "To 'TM'fc- VJftMME Oiacui-T

OOURT FOR RE£OM fe.OEP/rriQM OF Usmt£-"mi35 J/RLULSOM'S MAM 2.4, 20Ue

MOTIOM FOR Pt=utEF FeOtA JUb^MEMT \S A &OOOE.SSt^El MQTIOM, AS

JUDOE VOWbA R. EVJANS STATED lM HSR NJOVJk£Mfit32 2J, 20 Ho ORDER

c>emmin]4, ^euep from jucxjMemt uwbsi milyl or R. l<,;>o:2.C<0,

people v. JAllscm, Kio. I ss S 3>(e £Miow, Sept. io, iorV

Olsj QO~Xoe£|£ tM, 2-02.0, WAMKiS CIRCUIT OOURT, DETERMiM Etb 

JUD4t~ VOWbA R. EyAMS' NKAitEMSER. l\t 2.0 ito ORL><=P —TVIA-TTHAT

CHARACTERISED JACiC SOM'S MAM 24,20<Lj MOTIOM FOR Relief FROM

jUD6M£kn AS S U6C£S5\M£ VJAS ER.ROMIE0OS, AKJD 'THAT IT VMOUUb

AbbBESS JALALSOM'S DECEM\3icR. q; 20SL NO^TIOM poe RELOMSiDERATlOM,

APPOINT PO$TLOwyiC'T|Of4 dOUM Si=L TO Rv= P tie. StEMT", CWE V4HA

AMO WtS NEVMLH APPOiM TED iOyMS&L AM OPPORT4WITM -re

PEOPLE VSUPPLE:MENi^ CORRECT, OR RESUBMIT JACKSOM'S FH-IMCS0

-S-



JACKSpW, Wo- oq - OO^niO-OI C W/WNk=: FNTH. CiR. dT. DCT. m; 2020).

K!£Ml£i2'-THfc£ U£SS, OM JUNE. 2,, 2023, \WAMM£ OlftCUiT dOURTT <£M^a2.lSD. 

OuD^MGwrr DfeKimKiC, JAilsdm’s SuppleN\t=:M'Tt=Q motiom Poe t2EUt£P PtiOA

OoDqMtavjrr uncs-ts nucu.ct. R. Co.so2<U3, awd Miaj.cr R. G.so0Cc>). 

PHOPOE V. JACKSON!, SUPRA WAMNE O-M-TM, DIP. OT, jUM. i*>, 20233.

Dm auoust 22,2023, wi-h u~ comps m so vm marquette bpamc^

PK-isow jacksow psopei^lm pEaos^rrEio psvsom opf\ ovals to pqovnoe.

HiN\ WITH a Ci32rnPlEb> *2 MONTH \NiMAT£ ACCOUNT ACTILlTM

S'TA'TE.MSkST AWQ UJA4 OELUEiP.

Dm auoost 3o> 2o23/ the. pu6mi<;am oouin op Appeals. pilsc^

JACKSOm'S PLO PER APPLICATION! Poe LEAMtE "TO APPEAL- \WAMM’c£

C.U2dUtT COUNT'S. JUNE. 2, 2023 JUD^bAiasrT-. PEOPLE V. OAOtSOM, Wo.

sua s<o2 C mk-h- c~*- app. Ao^* 30/ 20233.

Dm October %\, 20 23, the douet of appeals toEMiEns

JACKSONS MOTiOW "TO WAILS. P'cES foECAOSE HE WAS UMABU£ 'TO
y .

FORCE Pei SOM OFFICIALS to P&0\JiDE WSHA with A CEJ2T\FIEC> \2 MOMTq

INMATE ACCOUNT ACT ivjiTH STATEMENT „ PEOPLE V. JACLSOM, SUpl2A£ NUCVl.

~ (o ~

l



<CT. APP. OCT 31,202 3!).

JAC^SOM’S NOTICE OP APP4=AC THEOw tOECEMBEfi l2/202 3/

UUr7EC> <,-T/rTt£:S (DISTRICT COUNT'S k)CN EMBER 2, 2023, 012

HIS OWE 22, 2023, MOTION -TO LIFT STAM „ JACIOSOM v/. HOFFMAN), 

Klo. 23~20loS C U*S • CT. APP. fcTH CIS. DEC-i2, 202 3).

Okj DecEMSeG. i3>2023/ -the mkwic/im coupt of appeals htugejel 

JUCbCE. PAMEL (^PANTED JACKSON'S MOTION TO VAJAIUE FEES,. VACATED

VAJAHNE 2LII2CUIT COOG-r’S JUME 2, 2023 OGPER IN ITS EWTISeT^ AMO

REMANDED CASE 03- OO BllO-Ol-PC BACK TO THE 'TGlAL KO UQ.T.

JACLSCsN, Mo, 3(eTSL2 £ MiCII.CT. APP. iP>EC. 13, 20233*PEOPLE VJ.

OKJ FEBPUAGM 2.02.^ TuE UNJrTED STATES C.OUI2T Op APPEALS

(Dismissed jaclsdn's appeal, pop lace op jurisdiction . jacicson \j.

tREMEABlk)^HOFFMAN), klo. 23-20U>S £ U S. CT. APP. (clH ClH. APS. 202<A ). 

V/s)AS DENIED ON MAG.CH 2S, 2.G2M.

Ok) AP)SIL S, 2024/ THE MICHIGAN SUPREME K.OUQ.'X DENIED 

jAClCSONj’S APPLICATION FOR LEAVIE HO APPSAC \WAMME OlSCuiT COUNT'S

-7-



JUME. 2, 2.02.3 OK.1SS2 (BECAUSE IT VWAS MOT PERSUADED 'THAT THE

QUESTIONS THAT JACICSOM PRESEMTEQ SHOULD BE PEVIlENAi t£D

PEOPLE V#. jActcSCM, Mo. \WoSqH 0A1£W- APB. *5, 2024 >.BM IT.

T HIS PeTTlOM FOR. \AH2lT OF CE12.TJ0 fcA&.( PCO-LGVOS.

ARCuMew^

A RESTRICT COURT'S &uA SPOMTE. S.TA4 OP HABEAS

C.ORPUS PETiTiONi PEMDiMC* R.E SOI- UTOM OF POST COM VJiCTloM

PROCEEDUvJ^ IW STATE COURT IS APPSftL ABLE APTEC

Pime Hears.

^'TA*JbARO FF l2e\iic3A<

p£Vi£W flK! A \MftlT OP CEaTIORARt IS EOnIERMED &'M

RUU£ IO OP THE SuPR'tME COURT OP THE <Jk)lTfc=D STATES.

CU$SIO kl

- s-



A PERSONS 1NJ OUSTOOM UN5Q2 A STATE. - <0OORT Ju04Mt3^1T VMVIO

SOELS A Determination th/i-t the fustoch violates "THe tjOn STlTUTlOKI

l_A\MS/ OR "TREATIES OP "THE UNITED STATES MAS ATT/VLk: "THE 

V— ES/JLlTM OF -THAT <SUSTOD4„ PREISER V. QODRILVEZ, SI l US 47S,4BH 

(147328 USO gj 2254, A PRISONER'S PRINCIPAL IWTEREST IS IN

O&TAINilNL SPEEOM FEDERAL RELIEF ON WlS OR HER OLAIMS. ROSE. V/.

LWbM, 4SS us SOq, STOOLS2),

iKi LAN 51S vj, Kj. AM SO 244 US 24e, 2S(o C14 34=3, the 

THE TE2MS OP A ST AM MUST \3ESupreme court held that

{MODERATE IKJ eHEMT AMD UN! OPPRESSIVE tki Eppea. id. A stam

IS IMMODERATE /AMD HenJOE UNLAWFUL UNLESS SO Pt2AfMfc3D IM ITS

iNJOEPTtOlvi THAT ns FORCE WILL BE SPENT VJITWM R-EASONABu£

LIMITS / SO FAR A~X LEAST AS THEM ARE SUSCEPTIBLE OP PREVISION

AMD DESCRIPTION]. ID- AT 2S7.

A C>lSTl2lCT COO^-T MUST ALT lRt=ASONl ABLM WHEN! (DECIOinL

\MHETHEE TO <T7AM A C/1SE IN! FAVOR OF A PROCEEDING) \M AMCTlfe^

tiUR!sDlPTlONS/ TALI ML INTO ACCOUNT Tll£ PARTIES'' EOM PET IN C,

\ NTERE.ST, rTHl£ <lONl SEQUdMCt£S OP A STAM TO Tl|£ PARTIES, Amq

-A-



O'THe.C t2£LE\y^M7 COM SI DEI2A THOM So set LAWDIS, 24q US at 254 -

08.

rue ©7H£R feB-tV^IM ( COMSiOEGATJOMS IMPLODE <:omith,

State cooets, Luce federal oouet age og>hsed lo emfoEce

Peoei^L. La\sJ. d'oMiTH 'thus Dictates that \whem a pgispmer

/ALl_\~AeS THAT HIS COMTMUcD eOMPlNJEMlEMT Foe a State coue.'T

COKjvlidTlOKS VJlOi-ATES FECyEGAL. LAW/ THE STATE COURTS SHOUi_D

HAvie The first oppoetumi'tm to Gelvi\e \aj this olahn\ amcs pgomioe

Akim MECeSSAGM EsueP, lUMkH, HS5 US At S \S- S1^ J- tSAeg V. &URRO&&.

33<i US 2oo, 2o4(l<iSo).

WDeECD, THE pGJKJCtPLe THAT PfcOEE/lL COUNTS SHOULD 

CD £FEG TO STATE COUE7S IM THE INJTS2i£ST OP COM«TM ASSUMES

THAT the STATE COURTS LMILL <SlVj£ PROMPT COtVj SiOcSR.ATlOi\J To

CLAIMS <^F MiolATiokj OP CdM'SmUTiOKlAL. RIGHTS. UJOPKMAK1 M. T/VTt=

qSl F2D tS44 ( fc'TH PIR. m2) ^OlTlKlG, VMEST VI. STATE OP

L_OUJSUHjA/ MIS P2ID i02(©, 10^4 C^TH Olfi. iqi^ ), THUS, VAJiieM State

Q£M£D<ES AVAILABuE TC a STATE PGi SOMER SEDME IMEFFEcTiviE

M
CdR \KiADeQUATE/ THE FOUf^ DAT lCM OF THE E’AHAOSTlOM P_b3GiL>lGEM EWT

-\o-

j



VnJGVSWM/VM,UMDSSCUT AsJD FEDERAL COUQT?S MAM -rAViE A^ION.

q si F2-5D /A-T I'S.MM.

RtEVMlNtf* OK3 2© USE § 22S4Cb)C.'0(S}/ THA£ VKiOiatCMANl EOU12.T 

ftU_i£D> THAT UsJOGiDinJATE DELAM 5M /ADJUDICATING STATE <££>UQ.T 21L/HMS

habeas PermoMos eam ss^e. to e*o.uss a pernTicNEe'sp/HSEID Tl-fE

FAiuuqls: TO exhaust, t^. THE COVQ.'T- DETERMINED THAT iNOk?DiW/T7E

DELA4 \Ki ADJUDICATING S'Tfl'Tt dOURT CLAIMS, ARE EU2CUIMSTAWC&S

i^enderinG -State ft£M£5ies in efpectime to PuZotelt this: Rights

<OF THE PRISONER,. ESPe^lAUM VMHvBBE the STATE IS 52.ES POM Si BUS

uv»
the/As TO VWH/VT is IMOGDIW/n"£ DELAM,5-612 The DELAM . 5 D .

SSTiiQrr FGUNiD THAT VJORICIMAnJ’S PETITION FOR PcST- CGNW-TiCM RELIEF

MAC> l_ANGU>SHED 5N THE STATE 21CUI2TS FOR MC52-E THAN THI2E& MEFR&

VNlTHCUT THE C!CUi2T Op 41CMMOM PLEAS MAVONG THE 52.eQka52.ED FINDINGS

OP FAT /Amo CONCLUSIONS OF LAVM* l D -

THERE FORE, IT INOULD SEEM TO I3E /NPP520 PRl ATE TO JuDGtE

APPELLATE DELAM 53H THE SAME TH£t2£ HEAR STANDARD THAT \K^2KMAM

^£5 TO fcSSOJSE EXHAUSTION. SQ£y £ 4^ DOGGETT V. UN vTED STAT t£S. 

<SOS US CcMT, D'SI - G>S2 HOLDING THAT “ AH /ACCUSED MOST /4LLE.CE

l l -



‘ rI-+/1—r "Tue WsJ-Teev/AC. BeTv/vj£et\i AccuSA"riOM AkjO 'T^iAL IMS CtiOSSSD 'T’HtE 

TU£t£S MOLQ CmUIOimC OteOIMABM PROM Pl2-i=.SuMP'Tivj£t_M pl£t= JuDi C/H- Dt£LAM 3-

Ok) kJO\JV=,Me>'»=R 2.1, 20I L, V4AMME. £OaM-TM "TU 112.0 CIRCUIT dCWaT 

siuDC,e mowla R. e\/ams' bexJitEC* peni-TioMea JAocsdm's post- comuic-tiom

f^ncrriOKi FOR et£LU3=r FiROM JUD^M£UT AS $UCCe SS IVI£ UWOS2

Micr. £rr. P. Co. 302 CC)C1). ft£OPU£ \j. JACLSPM, NJO. 0<=i-00*nn0''0\ C vjammg

C.M'TH, <2IP. C-7. frJ&J. 2.1, 20IL}.

P&ioe -ro mam l, 20H, Mich.ct. R. (o.so2Pi2ouiO\3^/ im 

R£L£VAWT PAI2-T : u A DtEFfcEWQAMT MAM MOT APP«=AL 'THE De.Mim_ OR

Pt£.cput£ \|. V4AV-1-, 202s MlOl.Re JecrioM op a Success we Motion].

Lex'IS \445* 2, KJ. i. C2023) : j-tAMcM U. JACklSOM, 20U* U.S. PiST. LEKIS

"7 W. 2. ( MlCH. \M-b. JAM. 22, 20 Ko ^ ^ MICH. CT. R. k- SC2 £43C 13 .

<Dw MCMGMBee 2ly 20IL Ruce P.S08C<S.) Wft<, A PIG-NOM esrTA&LlSHGD

nr b^b,*

Proo-dural Poe. purposes op jac.t:spin's ac"tiom. see, t.cv Ro&egs v*

Uovaes ms F3D ^90, 99HC tarry. cir. RR8'). ^i-ieRePoce^ gw Mo\n=M6ee.

21, zo He jaclscm’s claims* wege t=vcnAus"n=D. see, e.c, rust v. zsjt, n 

F 3D ISS, ILO (16=TH OB.



MO£‘c£.0\jt"Q/ JACkl SOM'S ATTEMPTS TO APPEAL JUDGE. UCMDA 

2(y 20i(o DEM lAL OP ms POSTCOMUICTIOU MOT I CM FOREDAMS' MCMEM6ER

RELIEF THEPI2CM JUDC, MEMT \MERt£ TYfeMS<=L\JES IMPGOPERLH Cn.d\

Apph.i.A'ie State courts lacked juris cmctiom op Such am appeal. - id.

SEE ALSO, APTUZ W, Sa]M£TT; S3* OS M, S C 2O0C>3£ am APPUCATIOM

lit
IS PRO PER L^ FILEO VMHEM ITS DEL\ME12M Awb ACC-EPTAMCE AG-l- IM 

CDMFUAMCE VwrTH THE: APPLICABLE LAVgS AmD PULES CSO\iS2M|KjC, PU-IWGSO.

VI (1
AMM APPLICATION! FOR POST *-COMVICT IOKJ REL)EP: (viurr BE PteODEDLM PU-E1D.

2ft OSC % 22M4(,d)C23.

T HE22ERORE, JACICSONJ ilMcLH FILED* A IDEC\£M 13t£j2 q^ 20l(a> 

MOTiPm FO£ J2ECOM S»Dv32ATIOKS OF JUDGE EVANi £7 KI0UEK1BEG 2i, 20 Up

People v. Jacicscm, kj0 03- oo3t to ~oi (_\^ahm£ cwth, o». ct,

JUDGE \JOMDA EVA MS REFUSED AD> Ju D I CAT £

CRDEJ?.

THECD EC. R, 20l<O.

JACK SOM SOUGHT RehePMOTiOnJ FOP BECOMSiDERATlOM^. THESE FOSE

\MHGM, OKI JULM 3**,FPOtA THEM EHIEP JUDGE ROBERT J. COLOMBO, JR

20 \&f ADVISED* HIM THAT HIS DECEMBER 3, 20iU MOT)CM FOR

Re com s> c*erat i cm is moot Awd that THERE >S MO MEED* TO ROLE

<PM IT. £ SEE T(3l(lB COLOMBO USTTee, ATTACHED AS EjC Hil3»T ^ .

~ -



gjjf THE EXHAUSTiOM IMQUlftH POOUSES EMTuReLH OK) TH-vS

AVAtLABlUTM OP STATE PfeOOE PORES AT the TIME \WHEM —rnt£ FEDERAL

Oouist js Asled to ewTeEiaiw A ha6.se.as Pehtioki, see woo fee. \j.

ZCol US Blp (VH2S3. ?M \40LD)M£» 'THAT Ttf£ FEDERAL CSiSTRICT

douftT •Should hams- kj testa>uerN, the <plain\ that oourt o£>m icuslm

foumo that the stats court's Bepusal to hear the olaim ok

fSfeOPECSJfeAL OfeOUMDS DSD MOT WEAK) THAT THE OLAIM HAD MCTT BEEN)

SEE ALSO <d OHS MAM V). THOKS P>SOlsl. SOI US TX2, 732 C W 1 ^EXi-iAUSTED,

THEREFORE, OK) SEfTENIBEfe S, 2Oi0/ VMHtK JAOklSOKl'S AMlgMTvtg-r\

PeTTi CM FOfe VWfelT OP HABEAS CORPUS \NAS PlLl=r> [Kl THE U>S. DISTRICT

^TOURT THE EXHAUSTION) bOCTtSiME POSED MO BAfe TO FEDERAL fe.E\HSM „

See emole v/. isaao, msl us ig~t, \is, m.2&Oc*&'2^- JAcsosgm'S Motion)

FOfe feEPOM S i GERATIOK1 LA WOOLS H£D l M THE. \aJ AH ME OtfeCo.T ^OUfeT

pOfe MORE THAM thi^ee HEARS VMITHCUT that oouct malum0 the

REOUlRiSD FIMOiMGS OP FACT AMD dOM C\_U S iOM S OP LAVU 0

MOBeCKER/ THE STATE HAS FAH_ED TO ASSERT 

tSXl-i AUCTION! D'EpeJSc VAH-HSM IT IWtTALLH AMS\ME2.EE> THE

THE MOM -

HA B’clAS

- H-



j^e/TT-TiGM / AS REOUifcED &M Ruu£ S OP THE RULE S EOViet2MlM<S ^ 22SH

EASES |si THE. UW\TED> STTA-res DISTINCT OOU12.T S, 4 mm BE.P&M v/. Qg-Egg;

M6I US 12cl/ IBM

u«
A HABEAS PE-TiTIOUER. \NHO MfllPES pl2E<S}UEMT BUT UMAVAtUNG,

-V * «REQUESTS fO NAME. HIS APPEAV- P120PESSED IK1 '"THE STATE £OOi2T IS MOT

i?t£Q Uli2.EE> 'TO TAVltE FURTHER FUTtUE. STEPS 1M STATE <POUl2T 1KH DBIi'cR

TO 6iE HEARD IM FEDERAL POURT, fcEvlEM IP THE State, oou rt

S>U8SE£UEWTLM DECIDES HIS 012. HS$ APPEAL * TufeKigg M. BAGlEM . MO I PSD 

Tl6, T2B (>TH LIR. ZCOS^&UOTIMG, SIM MOMS V. I2E.M MOLDS 0qg> F2D

- tab C 2md PiG. W«to)( OrnuS lvpaS m. MiPHIPAM, H 20 P2D Z&q, 2&>2<>tw PiR. 

isto^. •■-:•■-

OkJ MAI2PH 18, 2022; SEPTEMBER 22, 20X2 ; AwO MOVI EMBER 2/ 

*20 23, ^HE U*S, blSTCiCT COUI2T OEM I ED JAOPSOM’S NlOTIOM TO Llf'T

JAPIPSOM V. PARISH, Kip, 2 : iS -pv/- UB22£ ;MtLU. i£-D. £PP MOS.

i 12./ \ 3>i, issO. Om mom ember n, 2023, the state appoimtecp

ATTCEWSH WAfeALAMBOS DlMITRiOS MlWA S C P<cR>MlT ), AS, JAPIPSOm’S

ITS STAM.

POST - PJOMVJIPTIOM LAMhMER . MEMEI2THELES^ MR, MI NAS WAS PAILED

- IS-



/■

TO CONTACT, MEET,, AMO FtUE AuM PU~AOiN&S OR MOTlOkJS ONO

JACKSOM'S B'EHALP,

“THEREFORE JAdidSON &RCUCHT MR. MsHAS' FAn_Ul2ES -TO -TWe 
/

MlCHlCAKJ APPEIUTE ASSIGNED <!OUMSE\. SMSTEtM. 

^MAACS), VMHOM -AuEBrreo Attcrme.4 MlttAS To jACdSOvi'S dOMCERMS, Amo

Also forwarded mr, ms was a coph op \-ts becE mBser 5,2023, letter

A DORe&SE?D —TO JAdLSOM.

Attentiom of

VJREnJ JAdklSOKi DlD KJOT REAR FROM MR. IMS HAS V4E ADvis>e.c>

VWAMME CIRCUIT 4UP6E PAT 12.1 C.»A PRESARfD, ©M DECEMBER 2d, 2.0 2 3, 

pECARDiNG, ATTORME4 I HAS7 REFUSAL TO COMTAdT AmC> / OR MEET \MrtW

OU JAKluARH 2d, 2024, JAdidSOM INFORMED JuDCE &RADLEH L .JACldSOkl.

00 BS THAT MR. MU4AS V+AS MEM ESS SPOSdEM OP dONTACTED JAdSdSOM. 

(SiSE H(JT|23 OROi~£ RECARDiNG, APPOIMT^EMT OP APPELLATE; dOUNSEL

Awr> TRANSdRiPT ; \2 (osj 23 MAAdS LETTER ^ 12|zl(23 L£T£K

ADDS2E SSED TO. OLDOE FR-ESAPO “ \(2d( 24 LETT£12 ADDRESSED TO

v}ud4e does, attached as vs>£HH3iT Z*).

AFT ©2 aPPPO*\M ATEL4 KUME HEARS bt$T£ dOORT HAS MOT 

Seem ft to Place amm limits om the state courts, thus, the

- |0>-



bl STRICT CQV&'-T'' S STAH Seftvies> 'to prolong ths b«~ oisioKi —

MAI4WG, process FOI2 MtEARS WITHOUT AD*£QUATei_4 PROTECT IMG,

OR AO VAN!<11 KJG> JAO.IOS©^I% fK}TE£t=ST fW PlEOkEWJ 1 MG, A PROMPT

SEe^. e.oy Mnxeg vj. HisPU-P/ Ifoi F2D Ms, m<s Oth oip. \46s3.bVECiSlOKi.

OKI -THIS FACT'S OP “THIS CASE TVtH UkHTEO STAGES COURT

OF APPEALS WAS JuaiSOlOTJOM OVIQ2 JAO^SOKJ’S b\=CtSM6k=R 12, 202.3

NJOTldfcE OF APPEAL. / NJCHWTH STAWDINlG, \TS Re LA AMCE OM SVJAMSC?4 

V. Pg^AMTlS ■ 00(* F3D 82% 03W (.l*TH ClR. 2.0lO ) .

sl£HK)SOy *0. TgaCAS. B~7fe F2tb TOW QO(a ^ cyrri Olft. A0q} * CHRiSTH V, 

PORjsJ .. us F3D 20\, 2ou c 3P <0»R \<W0 * Amo O/H^MiCHA&u v. WHiTts 1(^3 

P3£> lOMH; JCMS^STH CU?. PAO), A4Rei£D> "TO WEAR APPEALS CUALU=MCW<*

■&TAMS OF UMtEs4HrtU<rTbSO WAI&eflS pETTlOW S UMDeR THE COLLAreR/W. ORC>i=S>

b OCT 121 M£ . THIS COURT HAS Re PEAT 4=D CM Re P tasi? t=r\ TO THe OO LLATER AL

OfcOER DOCTRlMe AS A NARROVM ^'ACepTlOtsi TO Tt-H£. PtMAL JUCi^MEMT

puce, €>££, t=A Richarosqm — Nteg.ReL.i- imp. \J. kLOLLER. MT2 us 42 q^7

MsoCi^as^.

TO 4uARC> ADJUST THe TEMP TATIOM TO e/PAMO THE bOCTRAME.'S

-\1-

I,



-THIS ^a;£T WS IM-S-tteoC-TED THAT THfcEL OUfcESTtO M OF VMH\£THtae 

OSl MOT Am ORO*3$ is IfAMVEOl ATfcEJ-M APP^^Aeue SHOUl-O \3,I(= C>V=pC«=C>

Foe thh e*o~nee. ca-t^go&h to wwoi t«£ oaoae \m QuertiaM

511 05 0(03,E>\4t-rAl- fcQUlP, CORP. \>. btsSVCTOF CAfeV£LT WC

eioSCWM^.

MOS'cS H, dOM£ MEM'L . HOSP. V. MtE^CUO-M <^3MSTI2.U6T|QKJ\M

£€>&(>. M(tfO US 1/ as^i^ss^ -THIS £0UELT 1-lE.LO THAT A OiSTRlCT COUS2.T

ORDee ^RAUTIMG* A StAM UJAS t=VtPeC-n=D TO B'c. "THE FlM/VL. W»Oi2(S

om THe. suaseor Awc> twos satis fwsd. "the ooMciu;styie.wess pcom^

op oohhm. sas johmsomf s~?6 £20^0^; £i±JM£2^v liS fso at 20^:

£Al2MtOH/H£i_, |03 F3C> AT IOSS,

<I)M SaPTtEM£>'t£32 20,201^ "THE CASTRICT COUQfT STAM1ED TI+tE.

Habeas ooppus pRooae&tNG, awc> ac>miw i stra tivuelh closed tihe class .

J AOKSPM V>. PARISH. Mo. 2:iS-CAf- l)b22 ( Mici-J, SO. SEPT 20, 201A )„

ftE.COM S,Cs«E[2ATlONl \/JAS CrtEUieSS d)M MOMEMBSR. S, 20 IP, E.CF Mo. 08.

OkJ MARCH \&j 2022, JACICSCM'S MOTlOKi TO LIFT STA4 WAS Ov=MtiED . '£CP "" ’

Mo. 122 . (2VSCOM StDSRATlOM WAS OeMIED ONJ ^tSPTV—MBvER 22, 20 22 t£/P
/

-\S -



Ho. i^i AS WAS JACk^SCKi'S O^LM "7,2022, MCrrioM TO LlPT STAH./

U\s JUkllE 11, 20 2.5,, MO-MOM -TO LIFT STAM WAS bVEMlfcSO K)OM\=M6*3£.

2, 202 3. fc=dF Moi. 15S,ISU. 'THUS, -TUkE DiSTe-ld-r OOU12T ftfc=£Oe.C> RiSMtEAUS

"THAT ns SepTtsMBvEK 20,2019 StaM WAS Pfc£C-TcE.D -to 6t£ -rms.

PlKJAL \MOl2£S OM THv£ SUBJECT,

TMl£ (MpOe-TAMCtE./ DlS'TlMdTWkESS P>(20M^ OF OOHtENi OOMTt=IM PUTTIES

O&ssees that Aee impoo-tamt im a vjui^spaooew-TiAL st=Mst=0 3 'cS-tH

<L HglSTM, liS F30> AT 205 ( OiTIMG, pfeAXIS PPQPt=te-rifc£.S V/. ^QLOM lAU 5AM .

SAMl£ SlA , Cjm F2D MFly5Mi£30> 016. "Ti-HS IWSTAMT OOU12T WAS

u
iMSTteO<LTt£> *THAT "THE \ M PDi^TAlMOS OF "THE PtCHT ASS=12-TeCS WAS

A\_W/TMS 6t£t=M, A S^M IFICANT PACT OF "TMfc. OOV_\_ATi~l2 AU OteCtfEJE l50CTTC.iMI= *' 

V_Au&Q UMtBS S-g. L. v. OHASSg?, MMO OS MAS, SOM CVA&A^.

"Tile. QUfc=S-TlOM WmETTHER A C3lS"Tl2iCT OOU&T MAM OOM-rikiU’c. TO

HGLCS AW UMv=.)CHAOSTVEC> HABEAS Pc-'TITIOM | M A6'cMAK1C£ ^UERie

*TMe S"TAM I S Uv\M 0&E52.ATE AklD -TOO tWCVtEP i NJ|—Tfc=! IW SCOPE! PfcEUDiMC,

ffeSOV-U-UOM IM STA'fe ^OUftT OF \nJ EY.CU SASLtE IMO£C>iNA-ffcE. DEJLAME.CD

COMP'&TfcENFf ADJuOlCAT(OW OF pOST- OOM^IC-T/OKi MOTION! S , AkjIS AtTo£M£_S •

ASSiSTAMCE. PEMAIMS UMSETTLEP.

-IS-



NATURE OP HABEAS CASES £ 'a PGO^PT<2»IVUEKA THE lN\ PORTAMT

AMD EFPICA Clous PtEMfcEBM POR \NHAT\£MEIR SOOE.'TM CyeEEfA-TO B'E

\ kl "TOU VER ABLE Re.ST R A l NT S .”3 THIS APF>fc=Av_ PRESENTS AM \SSoe TUAT

IS Important fcEWOLX,H IN A JurisprudentAl SeKiSe to Require AN

NED l ATE INTERLOCUTORM APPEAL.

THE DISTINCTNESS (ReGOIREMVEWT D*£ RlMES FROM "THE POUCH

THEE. MCsii=M&££AGAINST PIECEMEAL APPEALS. Gm£/ M(oO US AT 12. N.

2, 202.3 DISTRICT 0CUI2T ORDER APPEALED FROM DO NOT tN\JOLvje.S

v«
COkJ S i DERATIONS that ARE BJNlESHQi IN THE FACTUAL Amo LEGAL

issues comprising the Petitioner’s cause op action. coqpers

Amp lh8RAND V, LlUESAH, MSI US MG3,. MGS "T-vliE CROER

A ppealed prom Amo the precise legal issue it presemts ikull

NOT ‘THRUST “THE UNITED STATES COURT OP APPEALS INTO THE

Meets of the underlhimg HABEAS PETITION.

"THE. COURT OP APPEALS WAS ASLEb OMLM TO DETERMINE. THE

PROPRieTM OF A CMSTfcicT COURT ORISER WHICH lC\~EPS AM UWfcEXU/NSTQO

HAISsas Petition in A6e mange WHERE the ST/rre courts age

Responsible for am in delam , see worvcman, ^iST P2.t>

'20 -



AT t3MM * ' $££ ALSO SA12JCEX2 V. WlMCQ , MOT US S»M, SSl ( lAT*^ '‘thiS.

ULTIMATE QESPOKJ StBlLlLlTM poR. £uCH ElPCUM STAMCtES * must rest

BEF\3WOAMT.U }

A *i

VMITM THE <iOMQ2MN\SviT PATHE-R. 'THAW \MHH TH£

-SucH A be.-r&e mi mat ions ts suppic.nEWTLM anj <i\l.l arm to the

UMOta^LMlWC, Action • THAT Tt-H~ COURT OP APPEALS MEEC> MOT &ECCME

ewMt=svieb> iw the merits op the dispute.. wewce the o^oas

APPEALS^ S=GON\ SATiSPt t=.s THE CViSTiMCT MESS PROWS OP “tH£ CO>-L ATER AL

o rder bocTGi we „

iF\WALLM, to BE APPEALABLE UKlOa^ THE dOLLAieeAL ORDER 

taOCTR-l He t AW GROv=IR MUST S'E SUCH THAT REVJUEvAJ POST POMED WIL.L.

ultimat-lm Be Revjievm demied* AW ORfcefe ts £PPi=CT|\iB.M UWRe v itEWABLE

m
IP the ORDER IWVOLMES Am ASSEcrop RlCHT the LE4.AL Amo PRACTICAL

\J ALUS OF VJHICU NKJOULb &E b'ESTROMECS IP IT \MSi£ MOT VllMOJCATfc=D>

BEFORE T^AL. LAURQ LIMES, L*qo OS AT MRS.

J AC. 1C SOM ARGUES THAT Bi PEJ2MlT7|/vj£ HIM to R.ETURM TO 

STATE COURT AMP EKHAUST PARTICULAR ISSUES, Tile. RESTRICT COURT'St
L

MO\JEM8ER 2, 2023 ORDER EPPectwve'.H bESTROMS AWS APPELLATE

- 21 -

L



pETITlOMkEkS \MU-l_ TVRM TOftEV»EVW OF US APRPOPP4 AT£ MESS.

STATE ^OURT AMD EXHAUST Tt-h£l(2 <lt_AUAS, TWfc32.EB4 PfSESEMTtMG,

,We (0\3Tl2.lCT <£OU£T WHH AM fc£*>CHAUSTEC) HABEAS PET«TI6M /Vac* 0*3-4 Ot32JNiG,

"Tiie APPisopr-Iate.mess op the. £o\str-i<lt <jovarr's Sttah akjo a6\=mam6£

PuUWG, UWREUUEVWABuE. HARWICH j^EU. 143 F30> At IC4S c OuctiMC, cMBAgSj,

THERE.FCRE, THIS <£OURT SHOUUP ORAkiT dlEi^T 10 t^ACA .\ IS P3D AT 204.

MqKieomer, -rue MATuee of 'the d>»strict oou&t's <>^ptv=ni^p

20,2019 opoe^, ns C3EP=Me>ER |(0/2oia/ order euvioiMiMG, ja^ksom

FBQOA FiUKi^ FUP-THEK? MOTIONS OR pl_EftOiMGS \AJI7HCUT L-EAUE FRON\ Tt+E

- ^OUiRT^eCP UO$. 84,9s), AWD ITS MUtAEROJS 0£032$ DEM41MG, V41S

REQUEST PCiZ TVh=. cjOOQ.'T TO l_\PT THE STAM £FF\=.6T\\i £04 OPERATES 

AS AKJ 1W JUNCTION], VM14ICH SlMULTAM tEOUSUM OPEKAieS TO ST AM

S-

JAOKSOKJ'S WtM£ 4 EAR PELAMV3D STAT£ POST 60M\J ICTION P-EMbEDM,,

See 4: arson] v. ain. & ramps, imp-, mso us T9,04 O9&0C wousin^

INTER L040T0ET ORDER \S iMIMEMATE V_H APPEAY_A0>U£ WH£MTHAT AM

u
APP£L\_Ak1T CAM SWO\N THAT THt£ ORDER MIGHT UA4E A SERIOUS, PERV-}A PS

1 RRt£PAl2A B\JE COM SEQUEvlCE t AMO THAT THE ORDER GAM &E. \=PFECTUArUJH

APPEA\_" 3 / BAV-T\MO£2.E CONTRACTORS,d’H A\-\_ENCED OMV_M QH IMMEDIATE

HUC. M. gODlNGER, 348 US H4, 18\(J9SS3.

2 -



V-IEGE, 4ACULSOKJ MAM S.OFFS2 l ISRePAiSlA BME UM-J'OilM QM ‘ fHE dOUT»MUE£>

HE XMAS OOMUlCTED \M 7,00^/
S~TAM OF AM \M DEFINITE PERIOD OF "TIMS .

FOR A\_\_V=<SE£> OPFeMSes I M 7.008. H\S FEDERAL HABEAS <SOPPUS \MAS

HIS INllT\Al_ State MCT7IOM FOE. 12.EUEF F»20M OuC^MENTT'-U-EtS \N ROIS.

q m=Al2S LATER Amo POST ~ OOMXJtCTlOMXMAS F1UE.O 'THAT SAMS MEAft .

PROCEEDINGS R.EMA1M IM THE STATE COU12.T.

pRE-JvftlACE MAM RESULT FEOM IMPAIRMENT OF A DEFfc3NDAN"T‘S DEFENSES 

IkJ THE EVJENT OF A RETR»/VL AS A RESULT OF THE lM«M£F\MITt£ STAM
y

©sowse 'ti+e iMAetu-TM of A defendant aqsquatelm to prepare ms <ase

SIRENS THE FAIRNESS OF THE ENTIRE. SMSTEM. IF XAJlTN ESSES DIE

DISAPPEAR OueiMfe, A DELAM, THE PREJUDICE IS O&XH0US. there is also

DEFENSE XNITNESSES ARE . UNA8LE TO tiECAU- ACCUI2ATEJ-MPREJUDICE. IF

BADGER , MOT OS AT S31.Biems OF THE DISTANT PAST.

IMPAIRMENT OF OKIE'S GROUNDS FOR DEFENSE 

^ETfelAL IS THE MOST DIFFICULT FORM OF

IN THE EVJENT OP A

PREJUDICE TO pRoME BECAUSEA % 4

'TIME’S ‘EEOS1PM OP EX<LUL.PAT0R4 EXMOtSMCE AMD TESTIMOMM CAN RARejlH 

Be SHOVJN. J_D - AM EXCESSIVE s,tam fhsesomptivjelm compromises the 

\3EUAB\UTH of a TRIAL. IM XKiAMS THAT NEITHER pARTM CAN PRCME oR,

-i3-



i= OiZ THAT MATTQ5, IDOMTiFH. hoCCS-T v. UNITED STATES. SOS

US AT U>S<o, AMD TH£. UK£UHOOD> OP IKKJU2M 1 N<iPt£ASfcE.S \MITH TH£

L.\=kiOTH OP TtttE ST/V4 „ \ D». "THe MOllVE piOTOACTtED ' rHEL S.TAH, THE

Moise FH^v=.viuo» cye: mam Be PteesuiMeD fisom the st/jm. SE£, E..C, LAMOiS/

•2.44 US AT ZS(o - S7.

KiCTTVMlTHSTAMDlW^ -THtET U*S. ^OUIBT OF APPEALS' Ft£B&UAi2M l, 202 4
O ,)

6PO=|? THAT VT LAOkTEJD <JUl2lSDiCT(OM OMQ2 JAOfc-SOM'S NJOTiLfcE. Op APPEAL. 

JACIOSOM SU6MITS THAT FED. P.Qtvj, p. q(fc^ 

l3>Q\M LtES V. RUSSej-L, S5\ US 20S, 2|2(_ 200t3£ OWLM TH05EL PULES 6POUMDED 

tKJ STATUTES ABE UUPlSOkLTlOMAL. 3-

iS MOT JU^SDICT/om/H- . SEtE

d.cx/terr op Appends Aoquu^es

vlUl2l SDlCTIOM OP APPEAL OinjUM UPOM PlLIM^ OP TlMELM MOTILE OP APPtSU-, 

ANJD THiS fet=£jUH2Ef1ENrr IS MAW0ATO24 AMO JOlilSOiLT/ONAL . GOQC.H

THE STATUTO&4

V. SWLE.LLM

OU- C.O.. 4M3 F2D 34=(^C«OTH OlR. A4TM), COMPLIANCE VsUTM

2&USCS, 2lOTfd-^ IS A MAMOA-rOi24 JU12J S> OPTION A\_CaEADLIKJE. IM

ppk=P-tEQuiSiTE THAT THIS OOUlT MAH MOT \WAN\E. SVIA£WOeH VJ. UOLDWAH.

2024 U*S. APP. LE*IS UIMI^CjTH OIP. 2024)£cmMG, HAMEfe VI. MElLBBO^UCQD

S63 us n, 14 (.201T); \i. teussaE, supga .)).lious. sesvis. op o.Hi

-^2M -



26 us of i“2.q2. GOCl\ PPgvude appellate vjuejstMCTiow ouer.
1 1 " " <w* m̂mm—m

C>(2C>\3^S -THAT t-lAME THE PPAdTlC/VL EPR5CT OF 6(2AWTlMt, IWJOWCTlOMS AMP

V4/Kie SE12IOJS Pe$HAPS II2REP/W346LE, <:OM$eG>ut=MO£. <£Al2SOM V. AMEIH OIM 

fcPflMOs. IMC . MSO US AT ©M, A “STAM, UMUE.SS APPRO PR-t ATE l_M

dOKlDHlONJIcb, <10UUQ pQ^/ll'T A S.TA'T(£ -To TALE AM UMOU£ AMOUWT

OF TIME "TO PU15SU£. STATE <^OuPT POST - COMM t FT 1OM pl20CEi££iN4<S „

~TME CASTI21CT ^OURT IWITIALLM STTAMEID HABEAS OM MAM 12, 2015.

J/\Q£SQM V. PARISH, Mo. 2’. IS -CM- \Uo22^eXF Mo. 5. ) ,

DiSTR^T <£j0L>l2T SEFlOfcHS "TO L\FT TUTS STAM OKJ JUME

3 MEAI2S V4AO> PASSE©

\AJMt3vl THE

|Sy 2016. «£CF IMO.31. Ou Sv£PT^6k3? 20, 201A, AFTtaa THE STAtt

ja<l£Sows HABEAS perrmoM the ©i strict ojRt aca/kiAWSVWE2\=©

SikJCE THEU THE STAM MASSTA^E© THE HA8t3\S PROO=EDtW<; . ELF Wo. 6>M .

/nKi -Tikuiv^f^ RDe WEAGlM FN£ ADDITIOKJALLS MVEAC-S -

2 8^6 5 2254^3 Ki=£)UtR£S ONLM “THAT STATE Pi2lSOWEJ2.S

Giue. “State doubts A fair oppor-tumitm to alt om their ^laii^s.

b££ OAST IU-E V. PEOPLES, MSS US 3HU, 3SI ) PlOAi^O V. ^OMMOj2,

MOM US 210, 2TS-2TC-CISTI3. THE OLAUMS THAT JAlKSOM DESH2ES TO
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—TO WAMtE fevESJlkBKWEO THtE Ft=D*=S2A\_ <£0011-1S t4AMV£ GfeScM FAARA-M

<>-TA-rtEPfefi.SeMTfcEO 'TO MRHlSAM'S *"T\KiO - Tt\EJ2££> APPHSU-A'Tta Pi2oa=.S>S> .

/rmte-rs YJKe. fqc*erAI_ oouiits, ARv=: ot2>u£»£D> *ro vemforoe. fved»32AV-

RQg.CtlVaE.l-, S2<o US 8S6/ 8HHC TUvSlvsPDRfcf,U/VW. OISUUUWAKJ v.

£OMFTM IS kJOT V.MAV2l2f^KrTeD.

Hsj'-re.B.MfcEKJiMC* JuKie 2, 002-3 oRbeR—rwe. VAJAMMfcE ClROUlT COURT'S

Amo TH£ MICW14AM COVQTi OF APPi=m_s' C>eol£Kne>\=:R 13,20 2 3> 0£0£J$

Shouuo kjot change. Ttte <£.ii2£uMS"7AMOfcES Si=.oaus£ ; j_) TWe. b\strict

COUQrr'S STAH VMAS &AS£0> OM TUfcE FACT "THAT Tt+t= MlCHl^Akl SOPP.V3^u=\

£&J&1 RgMAwC*=D> CA$S£ O^-CiOSTlO-Ol BAaC T6 VMAMNie. OUlCUtT <30U>aT

I OKJ 5£PTt=N\8Q5 to, 20i<H TO ACsOQtESS JACfcSOM'S Cy<~0=LN\6ttl s, 2oKo MCTTIOM

&• FOR RtECow s i c*=rati om .

TH£ MlClHCANi SoPiSi£Hv£ ODuRT'S (bvEOSIOM Ol2Crt31't3b VJAMMS.

COURT TO PETS2MIME VMHtEnWtaR JACV1 SOM'S AMQJOQi KnCTTlOM FOR<URCu\T

JuCAMtEMT fckESOSKMTED OM HAM 2M, 20 iU <^OM STM'TUTeD ARgUfcEP FROM

SUCCtESSlMg. MCTTiOM FOR RVEUfcEP PROM vjUbCMEMT UMOQ2 MlCU. C.T. R,

NJO\ll£ME£J2 21j 20 Hoto. 902CO AS bVE.T32MlKiED» EH dUb^E VOMbA ft. VEMAMS'

JUDO* MVEWT.

~^Co~



IP wamne otGcurr ccw:r Determines^ that it vmas mctt a 

successive, motion, it vjas (Directed '~ro Dmotion, umd6K

\ p THE doufi'T DETERMINEDTHE. STANDARD FOUND IN MlO|. CT. R. &. 508.

THAT THE MOTION vs SPCC*=SSiUE IT COULD DENM REUEF PURSUANT TO

THe COURT WAS ORDERED TO ISSUE AN OPINIONMl6H,0T. Q. (^.sozCdV
PEOPLE v. JACICSOM, KJo-i O^icll. SEPT. iO?»e.TTlNKS, PoeTH ITS ANALYSIS.

20iq).

CIRCUIT COURT CONCLUDED 'THAT THEON OCTOScEJc- IN, 20X0 VjAMUE

MAH 2M,2O!0> MOTION \KJAS, IN FACT, JACICSPN’S FIRST MOTION FOR RELIEF

FGOM JUDGMENT „ -THE CXJO'&'X THEN APPOINTED dO^MScU/ ANO AtUOWtD

MET IN ITS ouue 2y 201S ORDER \NAMNE CIRCUIT^UPPLEMENftAL BRIEFING.

COURT DEEMED JACCSOkl'S SUPp-LEMtauTAL MOTION AS HIS THIRD MOTION

FOR RELIEF FROM JUDGMENT UUOE& MlCH.CT R. (e.S02C^) A*3 TER REPOSING,

TO ACCNOVMUEXt. THE PROCEDURAL. Hi STORM OP CASE - 002TT70-OV,

INCLUDING, THE MOHICAN SUPREME COURT'S SEPTEMBER IQ, ZOlA OftOE$ ANQ

HENCE. THETHE \WflMKlE CIRCUIT COURt'SOVNN OCTOBER \H, 2020 ORDER„

Record establishes that vmahme circuit court intentionallm reposed 

TO REVJIEVN JACJCSON'S CLAIMS, NOT "^UAT HE DiD NOT FAiRLM PREStauT HIS

FEDERAL OLA IMS "TO THAT COURT.

- 27-



' 2^) THE M\6HtGAK! <ZOUQT OP APPEALS VM/^S ALSO FAII2LM PlSESENTTEO*

<Z_\QCV\~T OOUS2T b>SSOfi£M££>
vjith jalksdw's federal Claims aptee ^flMK1£

THE SUPREME COUNT'S <TON\fAA^lb TO b£ODE THE MOTIOKi UMbER THE

ikisreAb OP Pm mo, oki those<ST7/lMGAl2C> SET POi^-TH IM M» 6 U. CT. R. b.SO# C tP>.

E>CAO=K6ATE£> 'THEMERITORIOUS FEDERAL CLAIMS, ST ',K)TfcENJTtOK)AU_4

AMO UMJuST\PlEC> bELAM RES^LTIW^PREJUDICE STEMt-AIIMC, P&OM THE t£^GE5S\\i\=-

PI30H JUb^E \JOKJDA EUAMS' MCNEMSaS 2.1, 20su> ORDER , Awo THE £OMQ\MECS

iMMODEWre IMbEPlMHE S'TAM ORO'eLS-effect op the: district court's

THE. MlCMIGAM COURT OP APPEALS \ NJTERMEM \ Kj S b'ECEMbElC (3,

202S 0£C*=R MQ2*ELM v \2ESTAl2TS‘' THE JULM |L, 2015" POST- COMMICTIOM

SEE. 2Ai$VJt=) A V. A^T'J'Zj 2SH P3CS 2nM/ 302C.2.MIS ClB, 20013PfcOCEEDUMG,.

(a habeas PETiTioKiee

AKU=KlG>K\t3UT \MVLL RELATE. 6ACVC TO THE PATE OF WlS GfelOMAL PETlTlGM U- 

CLA1NV "ARGSE OUT OP THE COMDUCT, TQAMSACTlCM f Oi2 OCCURRED C£

*,S EkiTlTUEO TO AMEMD HiS PETlTlOKi Amo Am# »» 1A J* %

THE ADDED>

SET FORTH" OPKlKAUm.))/ SEE ALSO M\QU. CT. fi, 2.Ue>(.k3.

IklbEEb, VMHlLE PRAEPARlivJC, 'THIS C>0OJMEWT^ JALSOSQM \MAS APSJiSEtb

THAT POST- OOMVJlCTlOtsJ ATTORMEH HARALAtA 60S D^TRIOS Hi MAS HAS

OKJLM JUST REOEMTLH . AS OP MAM U/202M, Piu=C> HIS APP£Ai^wO£ IM 

THE STATE ' Tl2lAi_ COURT AkjO COMTACTED JACCSOKI POR THE. PUiST

-28 -



OkJ MAM 13, 20 2-M^ GMLM AFTER t&ElMd CONTACTED &M JU1D<S»E.

Fires/Arcx ( Sc=e; nr|3i (23 cramtim^ attormeh Robert towaac’s

MO-TIOkJ TO \KH1HW2A\M AS JA^SCM’S POST- COMVJICTlGKi /APPEU_ATE 

AMD APPOINT Nlt=XM COUNSEL^* Ujn|23 MAACS OftCMSR. Wo. 2A4TS ASSi<*NMfca4T 

COWFiRNIfVTIOM /ADDRESSED TO MR. i^MRALAlMGOS D. Ml HA S^' S||G]2M LETTER 

PGONV Tlte OFFICE OF JUDCE Fl2£Mi2C>; S/I3)2M LET7ER FROM MR. Ml HA$J 

Amo S/tl/24 WCTTICE OF APPEARAWCE f ATTACHED AS EXHi S?7 _3_3.

COUmSEL

Ht^JCiE, *THE RECORD* SHOvmS *TRAT ATTORMIEH fAM-tAS \WAl7eo A 

HALF OF A HEAR HO CONTACT JAcICSCM AMD FlU£ HIS /^PPERRAMCEL, 

MET Ml HAS HAS MOT MET OR SPOLEM 'TO JAClC$OW WOR. PREPARED Awo

FlL£0 AkM MOTIONS OR 0LEAQIWSS OM JACICSON’S BEHALF- 'THUS, JAOCSOM

MUST StHkl SUBSTITUTE COUNSEL BECAUSE! HE HAS MO CONFlD«=NiCE

|KJ ATTCRMSH Mi HAS. Ml31k32THELESSy 'THE IDELAM IS ATTRl HOT A 8ub£ To

'"THE STATE of MlCHiCAM. COE U. THURMAN ROT P2.D *S2 8y S3|£ A"™ ClR. mo). 

dF. BARKER, MOT US AT S3}.

iM.PORTAMT HERE IS Tie $1*71/ CIRCUIT'S CONFLICT UJlTH

JOliMSCM V. 'TE/AS, SUDftift (STH Clli>; dHRlSTH V. HOiiM, SUPRA C SO. ClR ); AMD 

!dARMlClM£L V/. \MV4lT£/ SUPRA( 0TH CiR ^ THIS COURT SMOULO RESOLvJE

r- 29 -



■Twe. C\QOjiT'S DlS/\0tev=_t=Mfc3^rT UJTH THOSVE <£0URrTS. TMts: St*-rH

ORCunr'S lbv=C!S>OM IM JAOfcrSCKi'S CAS£ 1$ ERROMvSDUS AkjD UMRVERSOMAtdi_t£L

As clearlm DtEMOMSir^ta^ a&m\= Setose: th\e R.t=A$oM for tike Distr'ct

Court's st/w ^ompuctts wnH lauoi s v. kI-AM. co.; supra, Ano

WOlSic^MANl V/. Tfsrvs., SUPRA. Sc£. UkJlTfcED S"7/yTt£.S V. LAMit-T? 201 PSD 842,
'• \

oviotturm A Dneosiom op another pAMta_. j .84^^"™ C{Q- ^°°°K “ C/lNMO T

£OK)C UUSIOM

VJ lh£T^k£FO>2tE/ -THiS iOUa-T SHOULD GD/^kTC ^He pte.-Tl'DONl FOR 

A \NM2l-r OF C£teTlOl2AQ.i OR ORDiER ST/lTiS. POST-FONWICTlONi pfcOCtafDiMGS

IM 'THIS MATTER TO 6k£ OOMCLUDt£D NMlTifiKi qo DAMS OP THIS

COURT'S DtSMlAL OF CS2rriORAR| .

f?l~ SPfiCTT PULLH SOBMlTTtECq

cd/vtied: Niam/shievat JeI ZXJUSOIS tZXfiJELL T/JtJCSPfiJ 
|M Pi20 S-iE

7 20 24

MDOCs* n48“IS"r
^AiSAfiA 0OI2i2Srr/GMrtL FAOIUT4

13,424 VWAQASA ROAD

SAGA#}, Ml M4408
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