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[ff'M parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
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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:
tJ^S_ toThe opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 

the petition and is
reported at lO o ; or,

[ £fjias been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
\y\ is unpublished.

i^LtoThe opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

[ reported at
[ iKhas been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ Zf'is unpublished.

too 5- ; or,

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

[ ] reported at
■ [ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ty'Is unpublished.

; or,

C,ou<\r oF courtThe opinion of the 
appears at Appendix J5l
[ ] reported at--------—
[ ] has'been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ^is unpublished.

to the petition and is
5 or,

1.
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JURISDICTION

from federal courts:

which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
[ /jrf?or cases

The date on 
was K> 0 fO 6

[ ytio petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[sYA timely petition for rehearing 
Appeals on the following date, 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

denied by the United States Court of 
/Oo to 6 __________and a copy of the

was

fj

writ of certiorari was granted 
aJ e >vg 

in Application No. ALA----- =—

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

(date)

The jurisdiction

[ 'f'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 ^-------

t date:

appears at Appendix

)

KJ C

writ of certiorari was granted 
(date) inr ^An extension of time to file the petition for a

rvJ o >o e ' (date) on . aJ i) *v> 2.
to and including 
Application No. _ALAAAA_fi_.

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

1

5-
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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STATFMJ7 OF CASt

/ Johnnie. Lee Blown III, a*,4 *4e ^/ntiec' J^aieA Sup name Count 
not to hold 'my Petition Fon A Wnit Of Centionani to thg

Atanda'nd of an attonney*
v

ohey.to netain

an ■■ lawyen and l am without the. legal aILIU of an attorney 
to Akiklfully angue ConAtitutional Law(a), StatuteAfa), and 

Count -Pulef a) *

Because I'm at a diAadvantage fon not having th e m

Policy, ft inactive fonhidA inmate/a)Funthemone Ln PI ichigan 

fnom aAA

oun
i.Ating each othen with legal wonh.

’V• •
haA been declaned to be.Vi

Note: Thu a, the uAe of nuch aAAintance 
ConAtitutionally pnotected, 393 0*S* b83

Note: The PnUonLegal Wniten Pnognamfa) only aAAiAt inmate(a) 

without a High School diploma, unleAA you 

on in detention*

ienminalJLy illane

y '
4

h

ane Aimilanly

Aituated* Fedgnal law pnohibitA ft iAcnimination.

Howeven the unequal tneatment of pantieA who a
\ i

:
Qn j-23-2b, I file with the PluAhegon County Cincuit Count a 

Petition fon fteclanatony Puling/{Judgment with my PegUten of 

Action, Affidavit, and Cxhibitfa) to nhow wbene Plunhegon 

County Cincuit Count neven gave me a PnobabU Caune Confenence 

and to nhow that I on my Attonney neven 

Confenence»

On 3-28-2b, the Cincuit Count file on tkein Count ftocbet fjounnal 

and tienein my P.egUten of Action that I had file a Petition fun 

fteclanatony Puling/[Judgment*

Qn b-t-2b, The PluAhegon County Cincuit Count, /Judge Annette

Waive the Pnobable CauAe

:

•;
S

y



')!
Roxe Smedleg, denied my Petition ft« Declaxatoxg Ruling/5udgmtnt 
with out xe.vie.wLng. mg. Contxovexxg ox Mexitx Ln mg fe.tLt.Lon fox 

dec.Laxg.toxg Ruling/(judgment .
«S . • v

. f:
$udge \Smedleg, Lgnoxed mg Right*, to a Rxohahle Cauxe Cpnfexence 

and wxpngfullg Rechaxactenige mg Petition fox Declaxatoxg 
RuLingiSudgment to a Succexxive Motion fox Relief Fxom judgment 

undex MCR 6.502(6)12).

• "x

!

•>
Howevex the Amendment of MCR 6,502 addxexxex the Lxpu&.of a ,.*■ 
Defendant Motion fox Relief Fxom judgment that La *tgle ax 

something otkex than a Motion Fox Relief Fxom (judgment, the 

couxt %x xequixed to Notify the defendant an oppoxtunitg to 
withdraw ox amend the Motion fSee: Oxdex ixxue Maxch 2k, 202t)

i _ ‘

On k-/:5-2k, I appeal to the Michigan Couxt of Appeal* axguLng 
that fudge Smadleg, didn't Notify me and give me an Oppoxtunitg 

to withdxaw ox amend mg pleading hefoxe xhe Rechaxcteaige 

mg Refit ion Fox Declaxatoxg Ruling/judgment to a Succexxive 

Motion. Fox Relief Fxom judgment.

'V

P'.

I citid the Amendment of Michigan Couxt Rulex 6.502(6 )H) fox :: 
Rechan-actexifing Motion* xtgled ax xomething othex than a

Motion Fox Relief Fxom (judgment. i-

A 6 '

On 7-IJ-2k, / deceive an Oxdex fxom Michigan Couxt of Appeal .••• 
atating Ln Capital Lettexx DFJIC.D, hecauxe
that the question pxexented xhould he xeviewed hg ihix count,

? ■'

Howevex to convince them I muxt pexxuade them and l pxexented 

xeaxoriahle axgumentx, xuppoxted with evidence.

On / f -22-2k / xeceived an Oxdex fxom Michigan S up xerxe Couxt 
and in capital lettexx xaging denied, hecauxe we axe not 
pexxuaded that the quextion pxexented xhould he xeviewed hg 

thix couxt.

not pexxuadedwe. axe

■:

(o
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Homeuen He I pneeented »« <*«* <<e J«/>*««f ■>“<

rf..„rftnp flicAipan C*«*< <-5". ‘—““W Vf*** «*"
to a Probable. Cause Conference..

i

•••.•

i
tAe Unitec! Stater Supreme Court Susteces 

persuasively clear by my Affidavit*, 
and Inhibits showing that l neve*. had a

d I or my Attorney never Waive my

/ nou/ ipoint out. to

that iiy disputes 

PeyUt'eii of Action 
Probable CauAe Conference an

Probable CauAe Conference.

waA

>
Piyht to a

pennaalioel, clean Homing Hat Fudge Smedleg, 
afalla Kecbanactenige mg Petition Fan Declinator *uUng/ 

Fudgment t. a Succeeuiue Hotion Fon tellef Fnom Fudgment.

(See: >0 6.502(G)(t)

Again I was
S

wtion

-i

*
i

Supreme Court-.-PuLt.ny
Petition for Declara- k

Hotel lodge im.it,, ignoned He /liHigan 

Hit if He *U to Pecbanaatenige mg
tonP %ulinglFudgment He wan nequine bg Count S«/e>. o o P... 
acid me an Oppontunitg to ItiHdnau, on Amend mg etitco .

Order issue fllarcb 2h, 202!.

• •

Ayain -A.ee :

inmaier have:S and 57,000 tiichiyan
<}uAtice(a), Sudyefr), Prosecutors)

Ayain i pointa Out that me 
been mislead by our Court(a) 
and Attorneyf a) and our Piyhtfa) to a 
have been secretly cover up by Official(A). 

See: Herrick.'Lee Cardello-Smith -ayacnAt- 

al. Case No. -22-00995^^7

Probable CauAe Conference I.

5

cathy ft. Carnett, et

\\
f;

Hotel Jbe PILcblgan FuUicea, Fudge*, Pno*ecuton*. and
mill not addne** inmaten /lotion*, Affidavit*, and

had a ProbableAttorney a 
PeyUier of Actions as 

Cause Conference.

Evidence showing, we never

I

<

•</ i
•r

x
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7 don'rf. he.Lie.ve. / need to he a Rocket ScientiAt to pexAuade 

the United StateA Sup 

Rxohahle CauAe Confexence and ffudye Smedley, wxonyfully R&chaxac- 

texige'my Petition fox Beclaxatoxy. Ruliny/hfudyment to a Su.cc.ejx
v

Aive Motion fox Relief Fxom pudyment.

Couxt fluAticef a) that / nevex had a ;ixeme

4

Fuxiheimoxe. to back up my StutementA the Law .itatef a)
The Code of Cximinal pxoceduxe (Cxcexpt) Act 175 of 1927 

MCI Section 7.66.k Pxohahle Cauxe Confexence and PxeLiminaxy

• ■

r

; :

>' Cxq.minh.tion} BateA} Scope} Waivex} Acceptance of Plea
%

Ayxeem'ent} Sch edit liny and Commencement of PxeLiminaxy 

Cxamiriaiion} JeAtimony of Victim} Befinition} Codefendant
Cxqmination by Mayintxate,

:*
f

iSec. H:.

(f) Cxjtept ad pnavided in Auction h Qf Chaptex XIIA of the 

Pxoba&e Code, of (9391 1939 PA 288, MCI 7/2A. k, The Mayixtxate
’ *r ■ • ■ * •.

befoxejwhom any pexAon iA axxaiyned on a chaxye of haviny com-
•tf ^; . ’

mittedS a felcqy Shall Aet a Bate fox a Pxohahle CauAe Confexence

/-

to be held not leAA. than 7 Bay.A ox Moxe than lb BayA aftex the 

Bate qf the Axxaiynment, and a Bate fox a PxeLiminaxy examination
-I-

of th&\9xohahle Cauxe Confexence and PxeLiminaxy examination
SHALL (Ae ’at zAe. time, of A /uiaL$nmz.nt*

V i
;

Michiyqn Couxt Pule: MCR 6.108. The Pxohahle CauAe Confexence 

(A) Riyht to-'a Pxohahle CauAe Confexence. the State and the 

Befendqnt axe entitle to a Pxohahle CauAe Confexence unleAA 

Waived' by both paxtieA.
<s

If the■ Pxohahle Cauxe Confexence iA Waived, the PaxtieA will he 

conducting a Pxeliminaxy examination, Waiving, the examination, ox 

entexikg a Plea.

I he amendment of,MCR 6.S02 addxeAA the iAAUe of a CouxtA Rechanac-
■r ...

texijjdtion of a Befendant /4 Motion Fox Relief Fnom Su<kyment that 

iA Styled 

Sudymeni•

\
r.

Aomethiny othex than a Motion Fox Reli&f Fxom vaA

'i

:



•*
Th. Col.t U *• tU *«'«*'“* of iU ***** %

the. fiction and allow the defendant an Opportunity 

to Wiihdraw on. Amend the fiotion.
Recharacterize

the. CUeuLt Couet Delete* of Action ion
had a Probable Cauee

Again I pointA out that 
be uned aA Evidence to nhow that 7 never

Conference:

2023 filch. App. lexlA 1205 <* Defendant 

of two waya:

cani

See: l^eople v Lehman,
AatlApy hlA burden in

•V '• :

((). P,re rent "Prima Facie proof 

Ah owing. abAence of counAei
(2) preAent evidence that he rey

one
k

Such aA a docket entry• • •
or tnanAcnipt evidencing the 

uerted Auch recordr.

Aame

or
•5."

!•
''Primathat the PegUter of action are a

nhow it* See People
defendant argue 

Facie evidence, hecaure document didn't 

217 filch. App. 3^0/1976) People
/

Carpentica, AD6
v 2 inn

v.
>

filch /!?
• L>

\
2022 filch. App. LexiA 64-3In the CaAe of People v-. Full,

(2023)1, the PegUter of Actione
<*• *>* •( M^‘**

violatiionA.

1

enter by the court a awaA

filed with the court record &a legal
. davida, 2022 US LlAt. LexiA tOAthO

;
Pegieter of Action Ia 

document. See uIao Boone v 

(2022)

>

!i

a'

:?

■=)



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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•i.; ;
REASON -FOR WANTING TNI W%tT

to the United Staten Supneme Count that
Inmate.a

Again 1 muni point out 
tU rZpMU 'Ca.*'. CcnUnenc* aff.ct.J 37,000 IHuUfan

artel thein Familien, and Communitien.

Count, ^unticen,Funtfienmone I want point out that No Nlchlgan
on Attonneyn La going to place a tope anoutd 

guilty of Secnetly hiding and
(Judge*, tnoAccutoRA, 
thein neck*, becauAe they all

the tn.obo.ble CauAe Confcnerce Aince l<?2?-20/5.
a it e

a

ccvetiL'ng-up

Cane Law a cited Aince 1927-20!5 dealing 

tnob able CauAe Confenence.
Again ’■Li No Nichigun. 
with Michigan Inmate* not having a

See: fit CL 766 *N '

\>negndice along with 37,000 inmate* by ov.n Ratine*, 
tnoAec.ux.oAA, and Attonneg with ConApinaciei, Fnaud 

The Counta a* well an a Nincanniage of funtice, when*

I IVUA

(Judge*.,
Upon
t nob able CattAe C onfenence bad been Secnetly. coven-up 

additionally I have a Buady Claim*.

oun
■ 1anr

1
numben of NlcbeganAgain a* of today ihene one enonmou*

who have file Notion* and Petition fan Declanatony
on even place

inmatea
tuling/<fudgment and the Countfa) will not anAwen 
them in on thein Docket (Jounnal on fegUten of A

denied oun United 

Due tnoceAA
Almllan Aituated InmateA waAAgain }l and many 

State*. Con AtitutLon and State ConAtitution to oun

tLght*!

A phuane which wc.A flRAt expne**ly introduced into Amenican 
junL&pnudenc.e in the fifth Amendment to the ConAtitution which 

pnovideA that "non [Ahall any. pen*on] be depnived of Icfe, 

libenty, on pnopenty, without. Due 7noce** of the L

ThU pnovUion U applicable only to

aw.

the action of the Fedenal

\

ll
\



J

made, applicable.Government, ? Pet, 2k3 (iHjj), The phrase 

to the states with the adoption of the Fourteenth Amendment, 
Sectio'n l, which states that "Uor shall any. State deprive any. 
person of life, liberty, on. property, without due Process, of Law,

was

ft

The phrase does not have a fixed meaning, hut expands with yuris 

prudential attitude of fundamental fairness.

302 U,$. 3L9» The Legal substance of the phrase is divided 

into the area of substantive due process, and procedural due

process,

I he Constitution Safeguard of SUBSTADTLl/S DUS, PPOCSSS require 

that dll legislation be in furtherance of a legitimate 

governmental objective.

Since the late l'13Us, the Supreme Court has generally limited 

judicial review on the basis of "substantive due process" to 

determine whether the law is rationally, related to a

legitimate goal,
\

Y'

Only where legislation restricts what the Court characterises 

as " fundamental rights" will the Court allow stricter 

scrutiny. Such rights include first amendment, voting, and 

sexual- privacy rtghts (U/0 U,S, II3I* STPlCf SCPWilfiU involves 

determining whether the law is necessary to further a 

compelling governmental interest.

PmcmiML DUS

in guaranteeing procedural fairness 

one of his property o r

The original content of the phrase was a 

PPOCSSS protection, i,e 

where the government would deprive 

liberty.

• t

This require that notice and the right to deprivation, 237 

U.S. 3P9 • The enumeration of those procedure required by due 

process must be afforded a person is influenced by the extent

•:

i2-
■ !•'



to whLc.h he may. be "condemned" to Auffer grievouA Ioaa 

depend’'a upon .whether the [pexAon 1 a! intereAt cn avoLding that 

Loaa outweigha the governmental intereAt Ln Aummany 

adjudication*

an,d,« • •

:•■»!

■a

Accordingly ... conAideration of what procedureA due proceAA 

require under o.ny given Aet of circumAtanceA muAt beginmay
with al determination of the precire nature of the government 

function involved. aA well aA of the private intereAt that haA 

been affected by governmental action. 397 U*S. 25^, 262-263*

.!
In: recent yearA, the bulk of problemA in determcncng the Acopp 

of procedural due proccAA haA involved, the characterisation oi 

property.

The due prockAA clauAe of the Fourteenth Amendment haA; been 

ured aA the vehicle for the application ^of moAt of the 
AubAtahtive dnd procedural rightA in the Bill op-bighta to 

Ataie action.

/

Due 'ProceAA o-f law doe.A not have a fixed meaning. A a the 

conAtitution itAelf it adjuAtA with changingjuriAprudential 

value. Said $uAtice Frankfurter: "The requirement of due 

proceAfl iA not a fair-weather or timid aAAurance. It mart he < 
reApected in periodA of claim and in timeA of troubleit

protectA alienA aA well aA citigenA.
. <■»•»

But due proceAA, unlike Aome legal ruleA, iA not technical 

concept ion with a fixed\ content un
i , ,

circuiqitanceA.

related to time, place and

*

SxpreAAtng aA it doeA in Ha ultimate analyAiA reApect 

enforced by law for that feeling of juAt treatment which haA 

been evolved through centurieA of Anglo-American
conAtitutional hiAtory and civiligation, due proceAA cannot be 

imprisoned within the ireacherour limit a of any

V

*S
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ll
i

t
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fon.muLq.m ne.pne.neh.iLng, a pnofound attitude of fainneAA between.
man, and mone panticulanlg between the individual and 

govennment, due pnoceAA La compounded of hUitong, neaAon, the. 
pant counne of decinlonA, and Atoui confidence in the Atnengtf 

of the.' democnatic faith which we pnocenn.

andman

*:

It La a delicate pnoceAA ofDue pnoceAA La not a gand Atich 

adjustment ineAcapablg involving the exenciee of judgment hg 

thoAe 'whom the ConAtituiion entnueted with the unfolding of

m • » •

7
the pnoceAA*" 3^/ /J.S. ! 23 > 162-/63*

Baned ‘on coven-up of Do Pnobable CauAe Confenence, Do Count 
7no.nAcn.Lptfa)and Do Count Becondn, it waA impoAAible to 

d.iAcoven pncceduneA to a r< nobable cause Confenence.

•:*

/ •

fig Due' fnoceAA Bightn waA denied hecauAe l couldn 't Appeal the 

on file, mg fiction Fen 'Belief Fnom .Judgment concenning ( rmvenr 

had a .Pnobable CauAe Confenence*
..

/ pointA oat that juAtice coLIa fon a F.videntiang leaning to 

eAtabliAh a Count Becond fon a Bnobable CauAe Confenencp 

acconding to a Mandate Bight to a Bnabable CauAe Confenence. * 
See:

•I

/O 6./Of
j

P

i.

■
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<
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

i

Respectfully submitted,

Date:

X - Z5
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