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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] reported at ; Or,

[ as been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[v] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the , ‘ court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.

| v




JURISDICTION

[‘]/ For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the Umted States Court of Appeals decided my case
was F;éruﬂy 6

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A .

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

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

- The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension.of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1257(a).

)



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On 3~ ~ A0V Yeial Councel Mcw‘*cbcwe}r Y. @)romn_ ?&,\e& Qa

V“U\_‘i.on' Yo ootthdraw. |

I never Knowed Q"3\“‘( she wsithdraced herself From oy Case
At the Yime o need.. -
| T never Knowed uo&\\{ ohe did ok b\oge.d" fo the Miseondodt of
the District Atfomey, and. thy she didn't object fo the District
t’&g&‘cor;\t\( ?m;‘ wi\—zx\no\&hcs %E 'Qvi'déncﬁ : LSee APP endix €17 )

ee Appendix_DJ morked as Pelbitioner’s Exhibit *A , Wwhich Shows
SY Pic)mre. b‘\? ™My Car anﬂ- LD'Q% \ze\m) Srollen | [See Appenc\ix Ej i
Shows Petitioner's Exhibid *g Fhat Shows the parts thot ag
J\nke\ng From my Co% G evidence . [See Appendix F1, It is

%\mminc) the Clothe Hhat was Cut Hrowg the, dr‘\\/ﬁx“a et of WI\/ Qs

evidence .

The Court C,an Q,\e_qr\Y See
Exhibit ® B. These Parts S
luv\( Yo Views .,

\ Jr;\rhe_ Dlatrich A‘H’Orhf_,\/ Knowe,cl § \‘IE. hﬁd
C: 'e &ry , he Knowed e yury ugou\é of Seen the Vickim: wag
mm:’r-\‘nncs a Clase A Felony when he was Shot and the out Come
of this case toould of been &i??ere,vﬂ'.
No'ne of heoe Parjrs\\’t‘tmﬁ WA in
Marked as exhibits ts bse entere)

the pqr\‘a are. Marked ag Pd‘lHone,r'S
suld of loern in The., Court voom Sar the

introduce. these Ahibite

the Court room 'H\ey 0309 Q\eery
in Court 'Qor reMLeW.,

0



M N—Fomay Mqrcbcxra' Y. Brown C‘.\ear\e,y Knouoed the Q,\I\'C\EXICQ—
wou\g of Showed the Motive of the S\\Qg—\»”m%

She did not cblect o the Dichrict P\’\'*QW\QY vis Conduct
of not iﬂ\'mc\uc;ef\ncj Me exhibile indo the Court room for e ey
s View .

V\\( M)mme.\/ and Digtrick F\’r’fov'ne,\/ both Knowed 1+ would
have Showed Mative for the Shooting and the only intent was
T intented Yo bbe (n Court that dm/ ot the Opelika, Q;’\\“\( Cowet
ok 1220 Yhat ofter noon Yo pay a %()QA’W\CB Yicket,

T my Adtorney had did « proper invesh abon like T Yold her '+Q)
ale would of seen that %\Rx\(‘\-\'\ing T Yold hexr wos Yvue .

T nevey nkended Yo huek any one Yhak dm}/. T£ T had Yaken
the Stand and testify and Yol the Yruth about what recx\?/
\\qp\om the out Come woould bg \nesn dlgg‘&mn‘\“.

T4 oo im\)or)tan)r Tt the Vickim ‘go.wﬁ\)/ Knew Yhe truth
Q\oou\' whak \mppw -

“But L tnetead | Fe Dishrich Nr)mrney N3 Lalge Shatements
to the SLW\/ ‘Bus\- Yo cbe,* o Cpavichion . -

The Digtacr [\‘\*ome,)/ Ynowed i he hod g duce those
°\\'€YY16 *0 ’rhe Court QY\C\ '&LW\/, \\e V\nome,c\ 'H’\o%e, (’cﬁm%
would of Showed the mohive for the %\noc’ring.

Could this be why my appeal was wogted becanse Yhe
[\‘Horv\b\( Geneval didnt want the truth fo Come oud,

The Disterct AHorne\/ _bb\\'h\(\e.\d all ¥he evidence Hhat
Was faoveroable Yo my defenice. .

T am 0 ,P-Y“CScm, ond hove keen in here g&w |2
\ears ON @ one Sided Case,

()



MY D\HOPY\Q\/ Ms. MY, Brown Knowed the Disteict
Attorney wos in Pad Faith  when he told Brian Wilson
neot +o Ao a DNA )Yefojrims. [She did not D\DSQQ’\‘ Yo that)

Me, Provsn Knowecl he wos 0 Violation of \nis C&u{y og
0 officer of the QDW'\”} and 3he Knowed he wog tn Violokion

of e Ednic Code and She did vot do 0\(\.\()r\(\‘\vxc5 Yo argue.
o the Court\Dodge that Yhe Dighrick AJVJfome,y Woc\ 1S Useing
bad forth and bed Conduck Yo Mislead the ;\ur\( in Orc\er ,
fo aet a Conviction.

When Ma, Brown usithdeawed §rowm my Case, 2he Showed
.Ehm&nnm&n&. She, abandon me in Yhe Fone o? neec\.

On 3»-al- 900(0, the Courk GPPoin\‘eA mn_ﬁpﬁnkmu_

To repersent me on Qppeal .

On or doour the 10™ or ™ month of [0, 1\‘\'\'01*%\/
Sreven Sopeakman £iled a Anders Ve Cakfonnia No Ment beef
and withdrawed himeel§ ¢ mY Cose. . |

He also %howﬁc} Abnaodowent . Tt is C,\ecxr\y Merites and gf‘oun&%
Lo a P\QQQQ\.
He also otated on his woton to wihdeaw, Hhere 6o
o C\Y’guq\o\e | S5UeY Yo loe va“c}ueqb\e. on QP{)quh
That 065 in bad fudh winen he aaid there wos Vo Q\"Sueqb\e lssues
s be Qv*gueé; .
He never nYended Yo repersent me,) Nore. Wos e in c-ﬁoool

Lok to \/\%\Q- There wos Merits gnd Grounds for o appeal.

(6 ‘



On or Gbout 0= L= 9&035’ the Eleventh Cireunit .

Cor the Linited Statee Court of APPeq\g QEve Q Court Order
P\Q.S?an\en%_\ ‘\p\ze\\e%s\ Parkies \ Attorney General for the
State OF A\Q\OQW)Q\, Steve V\Qr‘:‘)\nq\\lm dQ\(f: Yo cnower to
a Court order.

The ’\PPQMQQ% Ll Yo Y‘Q%@ond to ot Court Order.
The APPQ“Q@% il to show propar Qﬂuse For MOQ\“;QS and
d?sm\s%ing the A?P%\\Q“\"‘:) C\ng\. This s propRe Cavse.
for default.

Repin on that Same Court g;véer e Court spve e l\pp&\\eeg
ancther W C\&\(S ‘o Y‘Q.%?oﬂ& o Qny rerewsed Mohion Yuns Hrom
the dcﬁe Yhe C)ppo%‘mc\) PC\(‘\"Y‘% Nohce 15 dockieted.

_ The Appe\\-e,es Tl 4o Sile an Notice. o Ye Clexk %\becf\-gf\l;n%
whidh Meotion Was Medked \oY be diswiesal of this Qqeeol.

The Agpellees disv‘e,%waeci a Court Dr&ex’ That's not qround

for defadt. Tt {5 defauld \DY law.

Asgta on or albout &-26-20a4, Agpellant elmg.‘ feAitioner,
‘aot a order Srom the Eleventh Ciremit Court of Appeq% denieing
tmy Motion Sor deSault Wdgment, T+ Stated 1 Peditioner\ Appellants
ekl on *gor Aego«upr &u&gme!\\“ ;‘5 dsu\\ QA. '

1+ %c\id? this Court does Mot resolve QPgeq\s \DY default. |

. Th?. QOUX“\" Can P\Q’m\y See j‘k\s Cose. ’\% degcxu\ﬂ"ed Qﬂcl
Lrivolous because. the A@?E\\Q&\ l\HDmeY General Con ot <how
reoson Q‘ﬂ& m\m‘v Wohons he Lzed Yo Moote m\c\ c\‘\smiss “\Y Cx?@eql.

This Coce Sould b reverse and vememéec\) angd rule

n Saver O the AQPG,\\cm—\\ Pelivioner,

7\



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

T4 o the Clujry of Courte ‘\Q \ne. mc\m\\?& for the Cone-
+itutiona) Nt o the Q(Hzeh)(}nc\ QX%QU\":;‘\" any %*eq\*h}/
troochmente thereon,

’ rmants
Edqud A. 60\/(:\ O\ﬂ& GQC)Y‘%Q H. BOYCl) Claima ’
o5 Thatlrty - e Caces OF Plate |
G[c\&,c_:,’ P\%Qs. t.ﬂ EY‘(‘,{
\VASH -
L\n‘r\ﬁ& Staves..

[No. STEN

Ar’%uec& Dec. i ‘ 835, ’Dec.c'decl Fe\g 1, 1R



The dual aiw of cur Crivainal :S\AS*'ICQ. st*ems (o Thet
O hall ot SsCape  Or innocence $Fer,”
Berger Vo United Siales,, 815 Us 18 %2, N4 L B4 13,
55 S or @1 (1933),

How is i Yhat the Dickact '\Hbme,\/ Can Make g %‘SA&.}L

Tnocence And  thoke o innocente. persan %u’\\*r)/,?
The District P\Hbrney Yrowed the Vickim woe in the

pProtess of <‘:>*ce,q\'mq5 (’:xmé.k\'a Cav,

He mislead the ;&‘—““{ and Aid Not Show wotive Sor
H\@. Cohoo\‘l ?’\(S.

In e\;er\( Cooe Yhere \l\cxe. Yo be Mmofve o

Gmc\k\ had o vig\ﬂ\' Yo pro*e,ﬁ?v Wi pm‘)ex'\\/.

The Digivict AHorncy Violaked Hhe Dual aim of the Crimingl
jueﬂr?c,e. System.

[see) United Shates, Petitioner,
\VS.
“Robert Lee Nobles
A0 Vg a3 45 LEd Ad I 9% <UT 3160

£ No. - dY

]\r%uec\ P\{)‘r‘"\\ a3, 1915,
'])e,tzided Sune 9\'5, 1915,



Uhtl&f e Doe PPOQE.%% Q\Qu%e cs‘} )(\ne, Your beenth
Amendment Ceveninal Pm%ecu\-\gﬂ% must Cowport Lath
Pre.vd\\?nc) notions 09 %:LW\AQW\Q.“SCC\\ ‘?Q’srﬂe%%.

We have \mncb valer Pex’*e,c\ s C:s\cm&uvc& of L ress
45 requive Mt Cel i nal Aegen AGJY\‘% be afSar c&ecl Q ?(\Qﬁ‘(\‘\ﬂchu\
esent o Complete defense,

opportuaity +o pY
the r'\%\n\‘, Yae Court hag c\e,ve\ope,é Rt

To Sas;e_%ucwcl
midht \oosely \be Called the areq of Conatutionally quars
ankeed access Yo evi dence. .’

Un \-eé Stakes V<¥ P B0 > Volenzuela - Bernal ,"‘rS&
US 892 36T, 12 L Ed Ad 1193, 103 S G 3440 (1983

Taken ‘oogther, Wis group of Constitutional privilegs
deliver execulpatory evidence inde the hands of Ywe
accused, H\e,re\c\( Prb\—ecfmcs e innocent Fram
erroneous Convickion and en f:mrh\cs Yhe 'm*eeso‘\*}, of

our Celminal g\.{%\*\ ce %YS*%MS.

As His Courk Con oee i My Due Process Clause of the
Fourkeenth Amendwnest Laas, and is onll \oe;m% Viclated.

The Court apye he ‘\‘\JYQN\QJY Gex\em\ 4 c\,ay +o %\Q
ko the Elenenth Gucatt Couet Aleark howt Y whal Wetons

“\U\‘ VDA% W\DQ)YQA , “\Q Vitlay \)AQXY\‘ BYQ \‘\(\Qm QG el ag I,
(See Append ix E) DWaiver ]

As His tourt Can See the Nomey General 1o fot
intened to Gill o response. Laless one Tec\u\mcl by the Couct,

{10)



-~

The Unted States ¢ the representative Mot of an
Qrdinqwx( pacty Yo a Qon\-vovuts\, Jout of @ SQVQ\“@RSW\Y
whase cbligetion to qaven 'i-mPom{:\Q\\\/ 13 Qg Compelling
O o o\o\icbex\‘(oﬂ Yo govern ok all] and whose ’m\exe%)ri
therefore n o Ceiminal prosecution 1s net Mt tF shall
win a Cose but that {uetice ol be done .

As such he isina pecdliar and Vexy definate
Sense the Sewvant of the oo, Yhe hanfold aim of wiida
i5 that the guitt shall not escope of inmocence Suifer,

\\e, Ma vo%,e,c,ujre m‘&\n earnestness an\ \/[SDT~ °\nc§ee.-c§/
e Should do 2o - Bot, while he may ateike hard \0\5\05/
he is not ot \’\\oexln/ Yo obrike Foul ones. TV (s as vwuda
Re d.u&?/ Yo rebeain from imProeer meﬁc\ﬂoc&% Q)Qlt,u\(ﬁe.c\.

“fo Produc',e, Q wronc:)gu\\ Q,ov\\lic»)v\o(\ as '\'\* S ’m usSe Q)Jex‘?/

\Ic:;—}-mc\%e_ Means to ‘D"’\ﬂg about @ ‘S&ﬁ& one ,

H c\‘rrg,( Ebex‘se-,\rl Pe;\‘;JY‘iDnQX‘
V3,
Unrted  Stoles oF A ca.
L7e L Ed 134 Q15 us 13-89.)

L Ne. 54, ]
Requed and Submitted March 11935 Decided April 15 1935

,\

’i(’o |



/-\% *\\'\S QB\.\‘(\‘ Can %P_Q_) Ar\rve. N&ernﬁ,y Q(Qx\wq\ \HQ%
Q O‘D‘\'CSQ\\‘{OY\ Yo See Yo \uatice be done, i+is Wi Q\W}y
Yo reg-rcx\n %‘BM 'tmeropex‘ Vh&’\\nm\s Caleulate )VQ PrQAu@Q
Q uoroﬂesg\»\ Convickion 0% 1% 1o Yo use every \ec§\-"mcx”ee_
means b bring about ‘Bu%\%ce.“

The Aﬁwvm\( General 15 in defouly and s Cose
%houm ‘E;e_ overturn C&vwés vu\e& N 'W\Q '@&VQV‘ Q‘g CXY‘GC& .
Yois Cose Should e diswissed and qiven Grady hve

%ervecl .

Ag woe Q,\&m\y Staked in En%\e V. Tscoc 456 LS 1o,
N LEd &d 132 toa S 1938 C\Q\%a\, “Qu\l\it‘\‘_y‘. Canmot
Cenatitute Cauge § 1+ Means Simp\\; Hhat o Walwm Laes
Uhoo.c,ep)vc\\o\e. Yo that \)qr)cic,\_\\m‘ Court at *\ncﬁ pcw)ﬁcu\ar
Fiwe.” Td ok 120 033 T L Ed 123 loa & O 1558,
The«‘e,?ore. : PQJ\'"(‘\“\DVIQX 1S L\ﬂa\g\ﬁ 300 Q%‘\ﬁ\a\is Qﬁ\“&)\%&.

Lor Wis default.

Elc{lt\ﬁca Pelitione's Claim may SH be veviewed
n e cotlareral Protﬁ:{dincs i§ he can establish thot the

Conetitutional error in his p\e_q Q,o(loe\u\/ "hag pmbqb\y re-
sulted 1n the Convickion of one oho g Autually nnocent.’

Murray V. Qﬁwier' ?m?m,, W\ Mk, S L Ed ad 3‘\"”»-“%
S Ok ALY To estoblish actual innotence , petitioner
must demonstrate that “fn \idit of all ¥he evidence ”
Vit s more l(Kely Pran not that No reagenable wror would

hove Convicked Wom .

(3)



Schlup V. Delo, 6513 us 438, 337-3a8,130 L Ed 3d 08,
15 S Gt i (\Q\°\5\<G\uo)ﬁm§ Fv\e.n&\y‘ 1o Tanowence Tyrel-
e\jc\n-\-z Collateral Attadk on Criminal Su(\%mm*'is) 33 U, Ui,
L. Rev. 43, 1o (1A10)), |

The Dighrick Court ol o c\&ar‘&%% Pa\%‘&i ONRX S
avtuol innocence Pesrhqu, because Saled Yo raige W
1O Q\\\\I/ 0 Ris § 8835 mohon.

However the Government dees not Contend Fhat
petitioner woived his cloim by Sl Yo raise it below.
AC.,CJDPA"M%\\] , e \De,\{ ene b C_.\Pp»ﬁc@v'\cx)(e ’\"b ‘(‘Q,‘MOX\A 5»'\&‘\\%

Lose Yo permit petitiones to atiempt to make a Showing
OF atdual nnotence .

L1h1 U361l 1) 19 i Poﬁmﬁ Yo note n thig ‘Feebm—&
that ™ aestual innoeence’” Mmean factual Wnnotence, Mok mere
< pPa- R4l = \ecaq\ Tnautfidien W

Petitioner G’X‘C\dk( \has ween rying Yo Prove Yot e s adudl
innocence . The Petitloner has démon%’cm%ed Gor 1% yewrs that he
LO0S OV\\Y J\TYEV\% Yo %)m\) )(he__\“g"\"\m %‘POW\ C:x\""\\\’mcs Ris Cav,
The Districh V\’r’rome,\/ °m‘ Pad Faith mislead dhe :Sur\[ writhout
Showing Motive For the \5?%6 '\"’\nc) ond withheld all dhe
€

 evidence that Savexrafe Yo y defense.,

[%EE] Kenneth Eucbene Q)su%\e,y i, Petitoner
| Vo,
Uﬂ‘&ﬁd %'}’QJVG.CA
533 Us GM, 4o L Ed 2d 8a8 118 & U 1oy
CNO.Q-35167] |
Arqued March 2, 1ggg\Decided May 18,1898
t .
(3).



Rctual tanocsnce, if vae,é' held Yo be cptesoay lthmu%\q
 wohich State pr‘\s@w pm‘t\*‘mmn% Lor Ledeval habeas Corpus
Fdie@ m:%\n’r PQ%SI VQ%O«'A\QS)‘B o? Lhekher EMPQAQ,A bY Prcce&\,\m\
\nar or %pircﬁr\o\r\ & AR V.9 G5, ? 22 MY () (s Limitetions per"mc\

Petitioner C;m&\‘ wort this Righer Cout Yo Know Yhak
Yaw.Qttual tnnacence, and T Should of nere been Q»\!\wgea
with Jodentional Murder, God Knows L newer indended Yo
hort ony one that Acxy of March 21 3033 ,\ig My M*omey had
dd o proper \nvesigution ahe would of ceen that I had Yo be
in court that cim/ ok 1230 that ofter noon ‘o pay o %peeélng Fokek
hat T apt on oy albout ’Scmum*\/ o5 282X,

All she had Yo do was c:§3f QA Copy £ te ity of Opelika
Police. Court docked For Araffic Couct a¥ 1136 March 31, 2023
She Liould Sesn wohere T wos Supose Fo be ot e e of

He 5\‘%5\“«\3. Yhe Could of had Hhat ag evidence Yo “how Yo
‘he Court and weye That wsould of prove that T usent baek Yo
To wy Forther's bome +o aRst Yhe. Foker Mot 3 'Qevc}&r wohen
T\ for Couct.

I\%q\n e Districh [\Horﬂexf Knowed s was tor o ia-
Yentional ’Murc\er‘) he Anowed s L5, and 1S o Crme of
be_g{- of p_gss‘-og and, The. on\\( (\"ﬂ\l\csl VIS ’\W\('\ngh c\o WAS
‘5‘\'0‘3 the Hheft £ W\\/ Cor.

The Districh Atforney Koowed e Vichm was Comm ng

QA. Q\QSS A FQ\@(\Y ‘“\Q‘\’ Couse, '\'\f\Q 5\\00*\& 1\3 i h& M 55\%2&6 ‘\Thﬁ
:Bu“/ and didnt Show Motive for the %‘ﬂmﬂng.
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The M\-omey Geneval ond the Sudee Yaowed
the Dictheict l\Hwne,\/ bt th held Yhe evidente Yot
Sapcable +o Grady-
Petitioner me&\‘ \as ?roveﬂ e after Yiwe he 1o Qduo\\y
innecence withe Yhe lower Courks in Ndoowa, ¥hey just ook
over the Pedi¥oner's Motions Complants | and offi dovits and
denie exex{\j&\\n becanse. e Pehifioner is not educated Yo
the law and do ewerything and all the ?\\‘m% Peo -Se .
The Peditione in Good Faith hope and the s h\g\\ex
Court rule in the Fovor of Yhe P@%R’cieh@r“&m&\ ond
Make o \r‘u\efmcs on Default .,Qn& %‘we. G i}‘uégmenjv oF
time Served.

,Gf‘e,c) Me Quiggin, Woaorden, Petifioner V. PerKins
5% U.S. 383, 336 (2013)



Ozie Powell ,\rJIHZ-e, RQ\D‘\{\Son‘ l\hc\y \Nﬁ%\ﬂ'
Olen Meﬁ\'%omeﬂ/ , Pe;H’r(onar)
Ve,

State OF Alabame, ( No. QR D)

HC\\/ wood  Patter 3o, Pe,‘vij\".onex'
Vs,
Atate OF ANabama. (No. 99)

Char \e}/ Weems and Uarence Norrig, Petitioner,
‘ VSs.
Shate OF Aldbama, (No. (00)
[7n L Ed 1533 (a87 us 45-11.)

[Nos. A% 99 and 1o0.]
'\rguecl October to, 1922 . Decided Novewber 17,1922,

| Ap?e,d,é 109 -questions reviewoble in Federal Supreme -
\fiolation ©f Shate \aw .

[ See Powell v. Aldonwn R.19 1 [387 US ]
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Fowell V. Alabama * (387 US L1

Tt Shatest To be heard would be in Mmany Cases,
of litHe avail i¢ i+ did not Qompre‘ﬂem& the ‘("\c:)\n‘\\“ o be
heard \Dy Counsel, -

Even the fﬂ\*e\\"l%e.njr Cm& e&ucn)recl \cx\,mcm \tms-, Small
and Sometimes no SKill in Yhe =cience of law.
1€ Qhawc)ed with Arime he s incapable, aen e,v‘c;\\y’
of de‘rexm'm'mg Sor uwseld Whether Yhe indi crment is %ood
ocbad .

He is unfamilior with ¥he vules of evidence . Left poitnout
the aid of Counsel e wWoy be put on daal withouk @ proper Qhomge,
and Convicted Lpon inCompetent evidence | or evidence irrelevant
Yo the issue oc otherwise inadmissible .

He lacks both the skl and Vmoua\e,dge O;cle,qucr\e\\/ Yo pre-
] que. h&%_dig_ns_e) even \'\rwoug\n he \ncwc. Q Pex?ac,* one, .,

He requires the 3u:c\incs hand of Counsel at every Step
in the ‘)rocee_c\incfa Qobcx\n%)r W . B

Without i+ though he be not apilty, he foces e dQng@r
of Conviction oecause e does Not Know how to eshdolish hie
Innocence .

I€ that be true of men of intelliqence, how Wuch
More wore true 15 ik of the ignovant and iterote |
or those of (NS Tntellect,

1§ in any Case, Civil or Criminal, o state or federal
Court woere Q(‘\)“\"Y“Q\Y‘HY *Z*P%. {1 > )to refuse Yo \‘lecu* Q
by Qoun%e\,emp\o\,eﬂ \0\( and Appearing for \ﬂ\m, es re(x%onc&iy -

(? 1)



mc\y no'\- be dousm)fec\ H\Q\' Q.:uc,\n Q \”Q.?u%c\\ mou\é \o-e_ Q
denial of a hearing, and, thereSoce, OF due process in
the Condkirutional Gense,

A this Court Coan oee, the. Petibioner me&\\ 1S
Q_Pea-Se | ‘:i;’%p;kg: and 1o Unfomibiar With Yhe rules
of evidence .

The District M’hmey Wrowed 1@0\53’%313_‘-_@3;\'_ to +he
\cwa_' Hhake m‘m( e Dicheick V\Pfemev widhheld all the evidence
N Ythe fovor of the Pehitioner, he wiclead the jpury and
held out the evidence because he Knowed wy A’r’m’ﬂ\e\{ was
not gping fo objeck to Wo misconduck,

The P\ﬁomey Gereral Knowed T wos illiterate and
Uneducated Yo the \qw, and .was a Pro- Se \;}:’,%Fﬁz{ and
\‘lq.é_«.no asRkills on pu’v\%vxg up a 0,5°°A defence . Thak Lso\r\\( he.
_mg)'}f_de Qppecxl ond diomissed i+,

The Mtrorney General 1s olill is \"egugein% Yo answer Yo
Yo the Court Ocder,[See #\Wanclix Gl

The P\Home,y General is n Violokion of oy 1™ Amendment

and My 57 Amendment of g\gﬂ:p;m_ﬁ%m‘ \-
T, the Petitionar Moo the vight by law ag well as the Cour
Yo Knsw tohat was Mooked that he dismiss My Gppeal.
He i in Defadlt ond ¥ Case hould beﬁﬂdﬁﬁgw
ond Vocated because the M’kbme){ General has Sl ,h ’

answer Yo o Coury QY’dQI .

(P3)



Conclugion

1n My Q\QC_‘;\‘QQ-) Conclusion, T C\%Kincj ¥nie Court
o reconcider thiq Case ond ™Make o ‘(‘u\incs in Yhe Sovor

of the Pekitioner For 5ummqr¥ ;S‘ud%men—\ on e Srounc\s
of Defoult.

T\(\’\‘3 Couct Con Q»\QQV‘\\/ see that My mehion wag |
%\—gn\_»g'd On or Qout 10-033 . [See. ’\P‘)end?\( Ad~ ps.ao‘c?.aj)
The Court Can Clearly See thot the APPQ\\eg\PQr-\-;eS
had Hdcx@ \o\/ Yne Courk order Yo Show the Couct tohed was

it that he Mocked to diswniss my appedl,

‘The_ P\’f\“oﬂ’\e}/ Genem\ Kﬂom ot the Court \\Qc‘, Q v;%\{ﬂ-
Yo Bnow Ghat tas it Hhor wee Wooted |

The Court had o proper Cause Yo Send thot Court order
s oot e parties <l Yo\ Yo Qme\\l with W Couet Ocder,

The Eleventh Circuit Courk of Nopeals | in %oo& Faith
Pled a Courk order Q\%\ﬁing e Parties to file to Yhe Court
Clexrk worthin X clmls Yo Show what was mosked Hhot dismiss
the Pelitioner's Q?E)QQ\ . |

The Eleventh Circutt Court of k?QQQ\S Could ot Find
Qrything 10 the Court recards Yok Was Mogred .
The Respondent never gent Me Yhe Pebikioner\ l\PPe“QM”

Q Copy of o MoYiea. 5h0wing b.\\ny C\ppe.q\ LIS ‘Ag_g,‘\_ed_,

The APP ellant didat Know Qﬂ\(\'hing abouk Rie Case.

r
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be"‘“‘b yooked Ukl T aok Yhe Court Order From e ||
Circutt Court of Q\)peq\s .
f\ﬂ)d\cm)r\ Pelitoner me&\ never Rnowed w\n\( [ G\)Qeq\
was denied.
ACDQ““ the Courk apve Yhe Opposing ()err\/ Gnother W aQ\[s
§ seching To renuwd o Makon, 0fter the Mday renewal periad
Exprrea Wil be required Yo refile the mekion.

The Atrorney General Foil Yo Follow the insteuction
o the Court because \re dent have Qnylc\n\nc) ’m‘%\f\ow, nove
Can he Shew the Court wshak was ik Mot he mooted, He
Cant Show vnat i soas Yhat Ldas weoked because, there i nothing
Wy dranseriph that Can be wooked berause ‘e\/e\ry%‘mg \o i

e Sovor of the ltioner Gmx\x\ .

19 Mo Court had ajven Yo, PeXioner C:Lm&\( \4 dm(s
Yo file a mnﬁm_o?__mggnsﬁ_ to the Couct Clerks and
i he didnt do 20 in the Yime frame that was re,c\uire,c\
bya Court order, the Court would dimiss my Mekan on
grounés of Deloult and ch\wr& to Comply with a Court order.

Law 19 loaw and defould s a vule | and the Nr’s'omey
General Should be held (‘e%PQn“a"\ able. for e ackion becouse
No-one (S Q\oo\/e_ W\t\c\uo.

This Cose i Q\e_arl}/ Defatted and this 1ssue Should
e reviewed.: |
J/
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The Pe¥\\\60€af, LQPVL‘ Serome Grcxdn\ S 0%\’1\‘(\% Yhe
United Stakes Supreme Court to hold Yhe Appe\\ee, Attor
Geneval n Contempt for Failure Yo (D\QQY a Ocder Qompe\\fns
Answer to o Federal Court Order. |

The Aforney General has refused and ol 1 re?ucaef.’ng
to Comply woith a Federal Court order dated 10-11- 0% that
pu‘rs him in Defaulk,

The Aﬁome.y General office of Mheir Cour%\/ Should
weu\\y report el Findinge , with cecommendolion thet
H\Q_ Pe\"’\’ﬁov\er- \oe %r‘cm‘reﬂ or r&@u%e&, Onc\ he]ﬂd‘/_’ G%S’\Sn
J\:un\ly and n detarl Yheir reason Sor the recommendation.
Pecause He Dppoéﬁng parw_.iia_,hb)r do whoekr was
\*ec\\x’\recl \)\/ Law .
' 1 ash g Court iq %ood go‘i’th Yo %\“cmlr ¥e Pe%‘&‘mntr
Gqu&‘ Summary 3;,55%@@& on %munc\s of Default.
This Cose Should be aquited and Vacated,
The Petitioner ?h%@ﬁﬁh 1S asking this Court Yo grant Rim
Writ of. Certlorart::

Resprctlully Submitied

Z.z(rr\/ ,‘ yéﬁa‘é/y T

Dates
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