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NOW COMES, PETiTIoNER DOUGLAS JACKSCN, iIN PRO SE, REQUESTING
A REHEARING FROM UNIKNOWN JUIME'S OCToRER i85, 2024 ordere [ (1)
DUISMISSING HIS PETITION FoOi2 A WRIT OF depTicieni2l UNDER uUliTel
STATES WPREME <CouRT RULE Bq,g; (2) DIRECTING 1TSS CueERk NOT
T ACCERT AN FuRTHER PETITONS IN NONZRIMINAL MATTERS  FikOM
FROM  JACKSN UNLESS "THE DOCKETING FEE 1S PAID (3) AND THE
PETITION 1S SUSMITTED IN dOMPLIANCGE UNDER RULE 33.1. BEcAUS &

CF  INTERVENING CiRCUMSTANCES OF A [WUBRTTANTIAL OR CONTROLLING

EFFECT OR "TC OTHER SUBSTANTIAL GROUMDS NOT PRIEVICUI PRESENTED

RECEIVED
NOV 20 2024
-
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TATE MENT CF “THEE cLASE

——— —_——

ON MAM S, 2015, PETITIONER DOUGLAS JACKSON, FILED A PRC 3,
PETTION POR WRAIT OF HABEAS CORPUS PURSUANT —T0 28 UST § 2284
\ﬂ\\;:a‘n"nor\i WAS HELD 1IN AREMANCE AND AGMINISTRATIUE SLOSED THE
CASE 80 JACKSON CCULD RETURN "TO TihE STATE  COoRTS  ~TO BT
ADDITIONAL  FEDSERAL CLAIMS WIHICH HAD NCT HET 3EEN DRESSNTED
IO TTHE STATE <oulRTS.  JACKSON . PARISH, N, 21iS ~av-11u22 (E.b. Mﬂui_'_

E=CF Nos. |,S0),

O JUNE IS, 2018, THE DISTRICT COURT DECIDED 70 LiFT ~TiE
ST AND SET DEADUNE FOR RESPONDENT ~TC ANSWER JACKIA'S
AMENDED WARBEAS PETTION o (&CF Nos 3, 34). O JuniE 17, 2019, RESPONDENT
FILED 1TS ANSWER, (EdiF Ne. ). ON SepTamzER 2¢, 2009, T DISTRICT
COURT DECIDED 7TC STAY JACKHEON'S VAREAS coiepus PROCEEDING , ( ECF No. 84),
O JUIM 21, 2023, JACKASN'S PETION FOR A WRIT G MANDAMUS WAS
Fleed IN THE UNVTED STATES CCURT OF APPENLS FOR  "THE S TH

CIRCUGVT. “THE RESPONDENT DID NCT FiLE A RESIUNSE |

ON MAM {6, 2024, "THE CouRrT OF  APPSEALS  DENED TTHE  PeETTio
FoR MANDAMUS . ON AUGUST i, 2024, “THhE SUAREME COURT O ~THE
UNITED STATEES FILED JALKSCON'S PETITION ROR A \WRIT O C'EIZ‘(iarema(,_

WHACH \WAd DENIED OGN OCTCRER (S, 2024,
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TS PETTION FoOR THE ReEweAidg OF THAT DeEmiAL FOLLOW S,

ARGU MENT

L. PETTIONER JACKION'S PETITHON Foiz A \WiXT OF

CERTIORARI {8 NOT FRINOLLLUS OR MALICIOUS,

IS cuss 1o N

ON MARGY 18, 2022 “THE UNITED SIATES DisTRICT CovRT
EASTERN DIisTRICT OF MICHIGAN SOV THERN DiisioN ( DeEtoT)
DENnans PETITICNER  JACKSON'S MARAY T, 2022, MUTION —TO LiFT
ETA , "TUHE DISTRAICT cooRT DETERMNED “THAT JACKSUN WAD NoT
APPEALED "THE DENIAL OF WIS POCT- CONNICTION MUTION RO R IREUER
FRCM UDGMENT ~TO “THE  MUCHIGAN CouRT OF APPEALS O MIGHIgAaN
UPREME covT. (s 3hei2z U.S. DIST ¢T. CROER , ATTACHED A3

ST L)

Ot Jud 21, 2023 JACKACN DETITIONED "THE  UNITED  $TATES

CEURT GF APPEALS FoiRk "TTHE SivT CiROIT FeRk  MANDAMD §

RELIEF 710 JomMmpal. TTHE DisTIRICT CouRkT ~TC ENFORLE \HS DUE

DROCESS RIGHTS RBY CRDERING "THE DigTRICT LOeuRT "To WUET 113

SEPEMBER 20, 2019, ST ORDER,



PETTIONER JACKSON DOES WANE A FIFTH AND CTOURTEENTTH

AMEND MENT AIGHT  TC DUE PROGESS . SEE WS CONST. AMEND . L AND

AMEND. KXW, 1 .

DELNY IN ADJIUDICATING A STATE PRISONEDE DIRECT CRIMINA. APDEAL

MAY DO MCRE TN SIMPLY  SXCUSE ExnuUs o , VT ALSO ™MAY GINE

RISE “TO AN INDEPSNHAENT DUE PROCESS uaiM | MARRIS . SUAMPICN
IS F3D \55&,, IS5T (VWO TH QR j444), JACKSON'S HABREAS PETITION WA
BE PREDIKATED o A DUE PROGEESS VMIOLATION ARISING RROUM  Tites

STATE'S DElAY N ADJUDIEATING THE DiEcT CIRIMINAL  APPEAL , tD,

FOWOWING “THIE DIiSTRICT Sove TS MARCH (8, 2022 ORDEIR  DENMING
JACKEON'S MOTION T WFT STAM i WAUNE  COONTY R@0UT Zouil
ADJUDICATIED WE MOTION ON REMAND AND HE APPSALED TiHE DENIAL
OF TTHE MOTION TTC THE MICHIGAN APPEILATE <ouRTs. (G eloz|23
WAUNE CNTYU, CiR. €T, CRINION AND CRDER, 12{13]23 MicH. <7 APP CrDER

Hios| 2y Mich. sud. ¢T, ORDER, ATTALHED AS EXHIBITZ2 ),

28 VSC ] 2264 (¢), REQUIRES ONWM T STATE PRISCRBER'S

GINE. STATE CCURTS A FAIR OPOCRTUNITH "TC ACT ON  "THEIR <LAIMS,

CASTILLE v. RECPLES, YBY US 34e, 351 ((1484); PICARD V. LONNUR - Yoy US
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270, 2T5-2T6 (197T1). "THE JLAIMS "TUAT JACKSON HAS FARLY GIMEN

THE MIGNeAN STATE COuRTS A FAIR OPoRTuniTTY TO ACT ON.
I'd

INCLUDING HIS DUE PROCESS AAIM, ARE ATTACHED AS EXHIBIT 3.,

A HABEAS PETITIONERZS  WHO MAKES FREQUENT BUT UNAYAILING

REQUESTS "TO HWINE. (1S APPEAL PRCCEISED N THE STATE LOuRT 1S
NOT REQUIRED "TC TAKE FURTUHER FUTILE STEP S IN STATE couT
iN CRDER T BE HEBARD IN FEDHERAL dDuiZ’T’, EMEN (= TTHE ST7TATE

COURT, AL IN JACKION'S CASE, SUBSEQUENTLY DEQDES "TO REMANG TTHE

APPEAL TC THE STATE TTRAL COURT, ~TuNER V. BAGLEM, U0l F3D T8,

T2 LT CIR 2005) 7 LUCAS V. MICHIEAN, Y20 F2D 259, 262 (T CiR. j4T70).

Gy SEPTEMRER 22, 2022 TTHE  DISTRICT LOLRT DENIED JACKION'S
MOTICN T WUIET THE PRO TIR2ACTHED STAY, HE APPRALED "TiE DAL

iN THE ZOuRT OF APEALS  WHOM  DETERLBAINED “THAT T LACKED

JURIBDICTION RECAUSE VT DiELideEd “THAT A DISTRICT couT's DECHSION
TO GRANT R i A STAY OF 1TSS CWN PiROCEEDINGS 1S NOT  URDINARILY
A FINAL DECISION. SEE  JAQKSUN V. MOEFMAN, Ne. 23~ 2065 (U § ¢T AFR
FEB 12024 ). MENGE, THE coRT OF APPEALS DEQDER THAT JAKSN

CANNCT APPSAL  "THE DIST2ACT COulR 'S RAEFULAL  7TC LiieT (T8 STAYH

EVEN “THOUGH PRICR TO VTS FEBRUMY | 2024, ORDER, "TTHE WAMNE



CHRCLIT COURT HWAD ALREADM DeENIEDR: HIS MOTToW FoR RELIET FIR0M

JUDCMEENT AND HE HAD APPSALED SucH DENIAL

wt

HOWENER ON MAY 16, 2028 "THE €ouT OF APDIEALS SMDE JACKSON
HAS AN ADELUATE ALTERNATIUE “TC MAMDYIMUS  RELIGEIS IN THE Tz os
AN APPEAL FROM  THE  DISTRICT CouRT'S DENIAL &F 1S MOTION —Te Lip—

4]

THE STAM. HOWEVER U3 dRCUIT CooiT JUDGE  JouN K. Buail kNEW Ol

SHOOLD WANE IKNCWKN “THAT  THAT RULING WAS ERIZGAGSOLS AUD CONBUICTE

WHTH HIS JUDGMENT IN JACKDON V. CEEMN, SUPRA  \NSEIZisii JUDGE BOSH

DEGIDED "THAT JVESIN D NCT ABIPEAL FRUM “THE DISTACT o' ekt
G2 A MOETION TC LIET STAY BECAUHE SUZH A DAL 15 NOT A ik

DiEcision, TTHIEE SiXTH IRCGIT HAS MED “TUAT A PANEL OF JUDGES AN ~
NCT ONEizTuRN A DEGSION OF ANCTHE2 PANEL . Unidel STATES V. o ANUER

2¢1 P3D 842, 4L (LTH QIR 2€06).

A DD "[N.'I’\Jﬂ?_l_."-{’, TTHE. coud™ G APPEALS T MAM G, 2024 oRDaR
ERRONECUSILA DEADED  "THAT JACKACN HAS NOT SHOWN “THAT WE 1% CLEARLY
AND  INDISPUTABLY eNTTLED “T¢ TS MANDAMUS WT, BT BEFCRE ks
COURT OF APPEALS S MAY 1k, 2024 ORDER  JACKSCN HAD Ali- READY
GIEN THE STATE CouRTS A RAIR OPPORTUNITH TTO APPLY  CONTROLLING

LEGAL PRINCIPLES "TC "THE FACTS BEARING ON HIS FEDERAL  LoN $TTuTienat

= (o



CLAIMG AND TTHAT'S AL 26 USC B 2254 (¢) REGUIRES | CEER S
O SULLINAN V. BUERCKELL |, S26 US 838 gus (\qaq)( GRraNTED , AS
BOERCKEL CONTENDS 540 WE HAS NO RIGHT TG RENEW N "THE
FLLINGIS [uPRkREans d(j-»il’T" RUT HE DOES WANE A RIGHT .o+ T RAVSE

HIS CLAMG BEFGRE THAT COT, 1wt 15 Al § 2254 (e) RAELUIRES . )

28 USc g 2254 (). (s 2joi[24 AND  Slie| 24 U3 CT.APP ORDERS,

ATTACHED AS EX0uBiT.H ).

"‘"’N&:!?—_n'—_m:u?:ﬁl AS ESTARLISHED ARYNE , A ksond's PRO 32 PeETTIon
FOR WRITT OF CERTIORAIRL CONTAING A L=dAl POINT AND AN
ARGLUARLE BASIS IN LAW AND I FACT, LMD‘&ED'. RECAUSE JACKSCN HAS
RAISED HIS CIMMS iIN TiHE MICHIGAN APPEILATEE LOURTS AR TER2  ~THIEM
WHERE, DENIED 1IN WAMNE CQRCUT ¢CuRT 1T 1S APDRCPHIRINTE  Foi
THE FeEDERAL COURTS TO "TAKE A Fi2EsSi LOUK AT THE 15508 oF
WHETHER "THE INORDINATE Q Y@EAR DEIAY 1N JACKSON'S STATE POST -

CONNICTION PROCEEDING 1S A CIRCLMSTANKE  RENDEZING IS SIATE

BREMEDIES INEFFECTIE "TC PIROTEeT JACKSEN'S RIGHTS  WHIERE  THE

u

L.,‘
STATE 18 RESPON SIBLE FPOR  THE DaELAM 1IN CINING  PReMPT
CON SIDERATION ~TC  JACKSON'S £LAIMS A7 NHCLATICN OF il FEdai.

CON STIUTIONMA- RIGHTS. (( SEE TTIME UINE  COMPUTATION, AT TACHED

] —



AS EXHRIT 2 )

FOIZ ALL &F THE ARNE RENUN S THE SoURTT SwcLLD DEADE
TVHAT  JACKSON'S CERTORARI PETITION 1S NOT FIReUCLEUS OR

MAL IOV S,

ARGU M= T

T, PETTONER  JACKSON HAS NOT REFESATEDLMY ABUSED
Y4
TTHE SQUPREME JOURT GF 7THE UNITED S TATE <

PiRC eSS,

DiIScu s S Vo N

AN UNKNCGNN  SUPREMIE CovRT OF TTHIE UNITED STATES  JUDGE
HAS SI220NECUSM AND UN REASONIARLY  RDECUDEDR "THAT JACKSON
HAS REPPEATEDIM ARUIED "TTHE CoRkT Pelckess, Bul FAILED —To
IDENTIIY Ok E=ZXPLAIN HOW , O IDENTIFY "THIEE NUMBE2 O
SEPRATE PETITIONS, APPEALS | AND APPUICATICNS  THAT  JACIKSen
HAS FiLED THIS "TE2M CR ANM OTHER —TERM Foie TTHIEE JUDGE'S
UsSEE of THE DPHRASE “ \'ZEPEA‘TEDLH: MORENER, JACKEON DOss NOT

RiZ cALL RESEINING A WARNING FROM "THE  covrr —TWAT HE MAY Qs

SANCTICNED N QUCH A HARSH MANNER

- &-



TTHUS UNDER TTHE  JARWMS7ANGE S VT 18 NOT UMIQE/\:SU-\MB\;Ei

HIERE PO THE CouiT TG DIEADE "THAT VT WAS INAPPRCPRIATE

PoR  THE  JUDGE TC EWNTER AN ORDER DHIRECTING THE JLERk OF T
QUDREME LoURT NCT "T0 AccpP7 ANY PURTHER PETITIONS  FI20 M

IACK SR TN NONCRIMINAL  MATTERS  UNLESS HE DAY DOGKETING P s,

INGINVOKING  SUPREME 20027 RUuE 39 £ 770 DiENM PRC SE DETITIONER
JAamES L. M/’\ia"nu's', REGUES T FLI2 LEMAE T PROCEED IN Fo2MA  DAUPERLS
And PETTION o st Gl Ct}'_\“.’?lt.‘h‘-(“al, SUPREME couRT ReascomEy At
MARTIN HAD PILed 4S5 PETITICNS WITH THE UNITED STATTES SUDREME ool T
OVER A iC~MEAR PEZICD AND 1S IN “THE LAST 2 G2 “THOSE  qENRY
ALCNE WITH RESMecTt T¢ & CASIES | AND WAD HAD ALL OF THOGE PETITIONS
D EMED WHCUT REcoRDED l‘m's.f_',&r\rri WAS DENED LEAE TTC PROoCcEEn iN
FORMA PAUDERIS PURSUANT "TO SUPREME JdoveT RuuE R[F. 6 W e
WARNING “THAT FUTORE SiMiLAR FPILINGS \WWOUWD MERIT ABRD ITickam. MEASORE S |

ZATKO V. CALIFORNIA , S02 Us b (1441)

S TTHING THE MEAR FOLLowWingG "THAT DEMH/\L'_ MARTIN FlHaED Q4 FuTiER
PETTIONS FoR CEETiciMm2, AND "Tig  SuPREMIE LuRT DeEiEd S OF "THoSE
PETTICNS CUTRIGHT AND DENIIED MARTIM LIEAVE “TC PROCEED 1IN SEoRMMA
PAVPEIZIS WITH RESPECT 1o Tie C}‘THL-'.-_E'S’, BRINGING “THE “TOTAL  NUMDER

OF PETTIeNS MARXTIN WAS FiEd N TiE PAST MEaR To Ad. MARTIN w.

-



DUSTRICT OF COLUMBIA Rt OF APPEALS. S0 US | C1492), ALL OF

MARTIN'S FILINGS WERE DEMONSTRABLY FRAVCLOLS., 1D,

IN INVCKING BuiE QL& T Dy INDWIDUM'S RQegussT Foie Lemue

TTO PIRLGEED 1IN FPoRiMA PALDERIS ON PerTiTIcR o EXTTRASRD NARS, WNidiT

SUPREME COURT Pz IZEAMNS DIscussEns N MARTIN, SUPRA, DIRECTIED CLSRK
O SUPIREME JOuRT NCT o ACERNT AMY FURTHER PETTIONS Fo2  CERTICRAR(

OR EXTRACIZDINAIRMY WRFTS IN NONCRIMINAL MATTERS  ZRCM  INDIMIDUAL. UNLE=ESS

IN DIGIDUAL  SUBMITTED DOGCETING FiEE  REGUIZED BN SUDIZENE  <OudT  RUUE

R[5 AND TUAMITTES PETTiutd i COMPLIANCE Wiy RULE 33 L

VA= S

(4) INDIHBRAL  WAD FiLeD, IN SUPREMIE covRT, A4 PRENIOVS PETETION S

FOR BITHIER CEIRTIORARL O SIKTidA 2D NARY WRITS | INCLUDING  PETTION
WITH RESiseT TTC wmui/

EARLUEEE DUZING ZUIRENT TEIM, COURT  HAD

INVOKIEDS RUGE 3.8 TC DEnd INDIWDUAL LEAUE “T¢ D20 CEEDS 1IN Foizpmn

PAvDERiS, Ane (2) ALl PREVIOUS PETTION S HAB BSEN DEEMER
FRIVoLCLS BY COURT AND HAD BEEN DENIED WWrTHOUT  REConDED DIS3an—T .

iN RE KIEN NEDY 142 Lab 2B 573 % $ T 33 (999,

N INVOKING SUPREME COURT RULE 37.& “TC DENY INDduaLis

REAQUEST 1Ptk LismiE TO PRCCGEED N TorMA PAUDERIS ON PETIFTICN FOR

CESTICRAR, O’k FOR  EATIRACIZDINMIY  WIITS TN NONGIMIM. PMATTER S 2RO NM

-1C -



INDINIDUAL UNLESS  INDIWDUALL  SUSMITTED DOCKETING FEE  REG UG 34

BUuLE 34 AND SUSMITTED PETTON IN COMPUANCE WHTH RuLE 33 1,

Fo A5 DiscoasaDd N MaTind SUORA, SUMZEME CLUT DIRECTED

CLERK OFF QOEME COURT NOT TTC ACCEPT ANM PURTHER DETITION & FOR
CERTIONAR!, WrHERE (1) TWILE EMRUER N CUABEIT TERM, CuvnT WS

INVOkED RUuE 3 TC Dany INDIWUDUAL IN FORMA PAUDERLS STATUE S AND

() AcceRting To T, (a) INSTANT PETTION WAS (NDIMIOUAL'S ~THIRTEENT
ERIVOLOUS  ITIUNG  WITH  couT, AND () INDINIDUAL 4D FOUR  ADDITIONAL

FRACLEYS  FIkiNGS PEMDING BEFCRE JauiX T, @_!}}gﬂqﬁ V. FLORIDA DeEPT OF

coppErToNS, 143 L ED 2D 233, Y 8T ek (IG99)

BEcAUSE  JACKIANS PETTION FOR WIRT OF csEimoRdizy i NOT
RISE  TTO THE LENEL OF ARUSE AS Tk ARNE IDENTICHED SUPREME

LHURT c‘/LSE:)'/ LisA NESBITT AND THE UNIDENTICIED JUudGE BrRebd

Y IMPCSING  “THIEE  SANCTIONS (0 THE  OcTodsEs S, 224 OrDele

ATTACHED.
NHTHOUT  IDENTIEING "THE PARTICUAR TTHPE OF REWEF JACK A0

REwes e IN THE PAS‘(’/ THE JUDGE FU2THER ERED 134 D2l TinN G

LisA NESRITT NOT IO ACCEDT FuRTikde PETToMS (N NONGAMINAL - MATTERS

- 1_‘[__



FROM WM UNLEESS "THE  RUOGETING FEE 1S PAID .,

HOWENER, IN N RE DEMOS

A PERSCHN FROM WHCM  THE  diEkRw
OF TTHE SPOREME dooRT HAD REEN DIRECTED B4 THE  SUPREME  CouRT
NCT "TC ASCEPT ANM

FuRnhEi PETITIONS iIN FOIRMA PAU P3RS PO

ELTRAORDINARY WIRITS — — WHERE. "THE PERIoN HWAD ABUSED ~THE DAL
SHETEM BN MAKING 32 1IN FoRMA PACDERI

FILINGADS (W s Qudiaid@nes

COURT DURING A PEIRIOD OF LIESS "THAN 3 YEAR] AMNG  (3Y Fl-iNg i

THE  SUPREME COURT, "THRIRE PETITIONS, INCLUDING TWO fFoe X

OR DN WIRNTS P SEEKING RELIER FROM A SINGUE ORDER G A LOWSE2

COVT -~ —

WAS HED B4 THE SUMEME <ouRT 7o REMMN SEisE Te Five IN
FoRMA  PaudERls REQUESTS FOR REUEF  OTHER TN AN EXCTRACIEDINAIRNY
WRIT 7 THE PE2sON QUALIFIED TR PORMA MAUPDERAS TILNG UNDER  UOREME

COVRT RULE T AND DID NOT QML ABUSE  “THAT PRIMILEGE , IN_ R
DEMOS, SO0 US e (1941) . $EE AL 1N RE ANDERSBON, 128 LED 2D

J

3D i 8T el (\qqqx; IN_RE GAMDOS, (3L LED 2D 3eq (\94i),
' 7

BECAUSE “THE RELUGIRD Do

Iy

SONOT  SHOW "THAT  JACKSUN  AGUGED
THE.  SUPDREME SeuiT's EXTRASRDINARY WI2IT P uaaEs, TTHE JUDGETS
CROER DIiRECTING THE JLaidkd NOT 10 ACCEPT [UCH PETTIONS I NON -

CRIMINAML MATTERS FROM  JACKSON 1S UNIREASONABUE  AUD ARSI TRARY|

-~ V2 -



MORECNER . e JUDGE'S CROER DCES NeT  SAY THAT  JALKION 1S AN
4

ABUSEIR OF TS SUMREME. COURT'S CE2TI0RAMZL  PRCGESS . AND [OR  *Tie.

ABUSE UAD REiEl 1IN NCNCRIMINAL CASES.

LASTIM, W RESPECT "TO  JACKSON'S PURTURE  BETITICR  COMPLYING

VHTH  RuUaE R34, JACKION 18 NCT A LAWHHER OR PARALEGAL ,  JAGEICN

IS AN S1GHTIH GRADE  EDVCA-ION ., JACKSON 15 TN pRISCN AT i3MAKA

CORGECTIoAML.  FPACIUTY ( AMIT)  WIHEREIN PIIBCNER S ARE. NOT  ALLAWNEDR T

ATTEND LA LIBRARY PO REAICNS CNIKNCWN TTC  JAcksord . JACKSN DOES

NGT HAME ACUESS "TC MATASIAL 710 PREPIBRE A ROk EeT.

IACKoN DOES NOT MANE ACCESy 1o WOT METAL . PHE T COMPOSITICN,

OR  EMpUTal "THPESETTING { WiAT Bidge THOSE Aze ) N SHORT, pus

IO JACKECAY'S  ONCONSTITUTIONAL  COSTODY RESUCTING FROM  "THIE  Midhieak

COURT OF APPEALS 2010 JUDGMENT, JACKEN 1S UNABUE TTO COmpsy

i “ s L Tl Bl f—
WTH - RUE 33, 1, SINCE 2018, JACKSON UHAS BEEN ATTIEMrTInG  TTO

GET A STATE OR FeDe=izAL JOUeT 710 ReENMIEW "THE NOMFRIVGLGO S

MERITORIZUYS PERERAL GROUNDS POR RetidEE \WHICH HE 1HAS  PRESENTTED
& §uLH cc;ua-rs' ONLY  TTO IZEEINE. BIZONES  STAGE oo T RULnG 3

LONEERN NG PROCEDUE

- iR -



Re LieE

FoR ALL OF TTHE FOREGOING  REASONS | AND DUE “TC \NTERVEN ING
CIRCCMSTANCES OF A SUBSTAINTIAL OR CONTRCLUNG EFmECT Gi2 o
OTHER  SVB 5TANTIAL GRIVADS NMOT  PREVIGUSLY  PRESENTED, “THiE
COURT SHOULD VACATIE "THE <cooR 'S OCToBaR % 2004 oRDER Ind 174
ENTHZETY AND ZEMAND THE MATGEE A TTe THE Mg et s 1 Fose
DETECMINATICN  VWHIETMIER. £SVUSTION 15 STl REQUIRED AFPTisR

JACESCN HAS NG ABDEALED “THIE  WAMNES COUNTSY CIRCUIT  OisiTis

Oisnidl GF POGT-ONNICN6M IRELER "TO BOTH T MIGHONE'S AP 7=

COUTTS.
RESPECTFULNY  SUBMITTED,
DATED: NOVEMBER 4,204 [S) DovGeIs JACk $& N

IN P2C A&
MOOCC#E T4 TISTT
RARAGA <CORRA=CTIONAL  FACILUTY

13924 WADAGA RCAD
I3 ARAGA , M 1aq0 &

e



Additional material
from this filing is
available in the

Clerk’s Office.



