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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

f [fj/ For cases from federal courts: -

The opinion of the United States eourt of appeals appears at Appendix MoRE to
the petition and is \

[/ reported at NoNE -- ___or,

[ %7 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[4] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix ¢~ to
the petition and is ' ‘

[ ' reported at _ MOV E S ; or,

[ ¥'has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ #"is unpublished.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

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

[ 345 unpublished. |

The opinion of the couni of #PPEal”®

appears at Appendix ¥ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OT,
[ ] has'been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
L b]/is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

L ;Yf‘or cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was VoD E

[ 3No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ YA timely petition fbr rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: MONE , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix WOWE

[’I/An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including __~M¢ 2 (date) on e vE (date)
in Application No. N A MRE | .

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

[ ﬂ/F‘or cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was j-3>-39
" A copy of that decision appears at Appendix L

. 1
[ A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
MeNE , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix NONE ' o

of certiorari was granted
D

[ ‘]/ An extension of time to file the petition for a writ
to and including MOV E : (date) on Mo
Application No. N ANORE | '

!

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

2
<

(date) in
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STATERENT OF CASE
/ goﬁnnce lee Bnown 111, ask the lnited Statea Supnreme Count ”
not to. hold my Petition Fon A Wait 0f fentcoaanL ta tﬁe
Aténddpd of &n ettonney.

Becauae {'m at a dcdaavantage {for not having the moneg to retain
an : lawyen and I am without the Llegal atilla of an attanney
to . AALll{ullg argue Conatitutional Lawlal, Stafuteafal, and
Caunt Wule/a/

Fuatﬁeamoue Ln ﬂccﬁcgan oun Policy Dinective {onéch anafe/a/
fnon aaaaatcna eacﬁ other with legal work.
Note: Tﬁu&, tﬁe uae of auch asaiatance bas been declamed to be
(onatctutLonallg protected. 39? .5. 483

ﬁote' Tﬁe /ucaon legal Waiten Programlal) only asaiat anatefaj
uctbout a ﬂcgﬁ 5cﬁool diploma, unlesa you are tonmcnallg Ll

on in detentLon.

#owevek the uneqaal treatment of pantiea who are ALmalanlg

ALtuated Fedenal law pnoﬁLﬁcta Diacnimination.

On 3-23 24, [ fcle with the MuAAagan County (anuLt fount a
Petition for ﬂeclauatong Ruling/Judgment with my @eccafen of
Action) ﬂffadavct, and Exhihitla) to ahow whene Muaéegon
fount; Cincuit Count neven gave me a Probable Cavae. fon!euenée
and ta ahow tﬁaé [ on my Attonrney neven ﬂaLve the «aaéaé!e Cause

Con{egence.

fn 3~ 98-24 tﬁe (Lacuct Count {Lle on thein Count ﬂoc‘et qounnalf
end tbenecn my. Qegcdéeu of Action that [ had ’Lle a ’efcicon fon;
ﬂeclanatouu Qulcna/ﬁud;ment. 3

0hf4-fr24, The Muaﬁeaon Countg Cincuit Count, ﬁudge Annette




Roae i;edleg, dénéed my Petition an Declanatonry Qulcng/ﬂud}ment

with out neviewihg my Contnoveray ox fenita ir my etcicon lon

Declaaataa; ?ulcn;/QMdgment.

ﬂud;e Smndle/, ignoned my Righta to a Probable Cauae fan{euence
- and wuangfullg Rechanactenize my Petition fonr Declanatouy

Qalcng/Qudgmgnt to @ Succeasive Matcon fon ?elce{ Fnam qud;mentlii
unden ner 6. 502/6//2/ ' | o

Vowevea the Amendment of MCR 6.502 addnessea the LAAua of a
0efendant motcon forn Relief From Judgment that ia Atyle aa
aometﬁcng otbea tﬁan a Motion Forn Relief From ﬂud;ment, the
cauut ia aequcued to Notify the defendant an oppontunztg to
watﬁdnaw on amend the Motion [See: Orden israue mancﬁ ?& 202/}

ﬂn 4 I5 24, I appeal to the Michigan Court of Appeala augucng :
tﬁat dudge Tmedleg, dcdn'f Notify me and give me an’ Upportunctg‘f
to. wctﬁdaaw on amend my pleading hefaone ahe ¥ Qecﬁancteacge
my et;tcou Fon Declaratany Ruling/Judgment to a SucceAALve
motcon Fonr ?elcef From Judgment.

I ccted the Amendment of Michigan [ouut Rulea 6. 502/f///) fon':
?ecﬁauacfenLgcny Motiona atyled aa aomething othen tﬁan a
ﬁofLon Fonr ﬂelLef From Judgment. :

ur

On 7~ /7 =24, I neceive an Orden from Mickigar Cauat o( 4ppea1
Atatcn9 in Capctal Lettenn DENIED, because we anre not penauaded
éﬁat tﬁe quaatcan pneaented ahould he neviewed by tﬁca ‘count, (f

] #a@eveh to céqvénce them [ nuat penanade them and f;pag@ented

nedao@able ahéumenta, aupponted with evidence.

On - 22 24 7 aeceived an Orden fnom Michkigan S'upae'.me. (aunt
and in cathal letters aaying denied, hecause we ane not
penAuaded that tﬁe queation presented ahould be ncvceweJ by
thia count.




#o&eyén the dgguhenta I pnesented was that the Supnémg;Ca&At
Amending mtcﬁigaﬁ Count Rulea 6.502, conceaning ﬂuqqed;he Right

to a Probable Cause Confenrence.

! ﬁaw@paént @ﬁt to the lnited Statea Supneme Couat<ﬂu4fﬁce4
tﬁ&t @? déap&feAJwaa peraunasively clean by my A[{éd&vit@,
?egLAt?n of ﬂ¢té?n and Exhibita ahowing that I nevedr had a
?néﬁaéle Cau@é Confenence and [ on my Attorney nevenr Waive my .

?tgﬁt%ia a ﬁﬂoédﬁle Cause Confenence.

Agéénff waa ﬁéu@yaaivelg clean showing that Judge Sﬁeéiay,
waéng&yllg Wégﬁdhactenége my Petition Fonr ﬂecl&&ata;y Wuling/g
guggmént to éﬁfufceaaéve Notion For Relief From Qudgment. :
(See: MCR 6.502(6)(1) S

X

Nofe:igudge 5@2415, i;ﬁaued the Michigan Supneme Cd;utiﬂulingﬁ

" that if ahe waa going to Recharacterize my ?et&tionFJOQTﬁeclana-;
tonry %uléng/gudghent she waa neguine by Count @ulea'td:ﬂoéifg;me?f
_ an& gﬁie‘me an Oﬁpoﬁtuﬁétg to Withdrnaw onr Amend my'?etition. Foo
AQQLnthe OAJgnjiaaue Baach 24, 2021. E 7;

Agéén.?-poénéy out that me and 37,000 Michigan tnmatesa have
been ﬁjAleadﬁ&y oun Countfa) Juaticelal, gudgefal,:anAecutanfalgi
and ﬂtfoanegfi/ and oun Right(a) to a Prohable Cause Cbﬁfauence '
have A?en aééﬁefly cover up by NEficiallal. .; ” .f
See: Dernick 'Lee Candello-Smith -againat- cathy M. Gannett, et
al. Care No. 22-009954-C7 o

5 C SN
No#g::fke MLéAigén Juaticea, Judges, Prosecutonra, and -
ﬁtibnd&gA will not eddreas inmatea Motiona, ﬂf{idavit4f and
ﬂééiafgn of ﬂéfébnd aa Cvidence ahowing we neven had a wuobaégé

Cauaeffon{enéhce.




’.

7 don't 6e/Leve [ need to be a Rocktet Scientiat to peaauade

the ”nLted Sta*ea Supneme Court Juaticels) that I nevern kad a,
Probable Caxae Confenence and Judge Smedley, waongf ullg Pecﬁauac—'

tencé'*mg etctcan fon Declanatony Wuang/gudgment to a 5uccea-

alve motcon fon ?elcef From Judgment. .

Funtﬁeamaag +o back up my Statements the law dtate/ilﬂk

The Code of Cnamcnal procedune (Excerpt) Act 175 o{ 1927

ncl SectLan 766. 4 Probable Lauae Conference and /neILanang

Examanatcan, Dateas; Scope; Waivenr; Acceptance of qlea‘*

: ﬂgaeement Scﬁedulcng and Commencement of /aelcmcnaug

pY

Examcnattwn,‘:ea-cmory of Victim; Definition; fode!endant

fxamcnaﬁéon 5g ﬁagcannaée.

*
l{‘

Seé. %,

(1) fxcepf aa pnovcded irn aéction L of Chapten Xir4 of tﬁv
Probate Code.of 1939, 1939 PA 288, NCL 7124, 4, The. lna9¢atnate |
be{anefwﬁom any person (a anaacgned cn a charge of ﬁavcng ecom- ¢
mctfed§ felcng Shall set o Date for a Prchable Cause Conference
to. be ﬁeld not lesa than 7 fays on flone than /4 ﬁaga a’teu tﬁe =
Date. af the Annacgnment, and a Date for a Preliminary Exam&natcan

of tﬁe Probable Cause Confenence and Preliminarny ExamcnatLan
Sﬂﬂll be aet at ?ﬁa time cf ﬂaaacvnment.

mccﬁcgan Caunt ?ule MCR 6.108. The Probable Cause fanfeaence.
(4) ?Lyf* to-a Probable Cause Canfenence. The State and the N

ﬂz{endant ane entitle to a Probatle Cause Confenence unless

WacveJ ﬁg Aatﬁ pantcea.

It f/e fzaﬁaélg Cauao Confenence ia Waived, the Panties will ke
canducicny a /ncl;mcnaau Examination, Waiving the £xa@§nat£an, on

entennkg a Olea.

/ﬁe amendmani o7 m(" 6.502 addneas the iasrue of a Coumtd @ecﬁanac-
teucgatcon of a Da{endant 4 Motion Fon Relief Faom ﬂudament iﬁat
ia Styled aa aametﬁcng othen than a Motion For Relief Faom ‘
gudgmen{.




The Count ia}@cqéined to Natify the Defendant of ité intent toi ‘
Wecﬁai@cteuézé'tﬁe Notion and allow the Defendant an Uppantunitg;
to Withdnaw on Amend the Motion. o '

Again 'l poénié out that the Cincuit Count Registen b/ #cé&on ean
be used aa £y£dehce to ahow that I neven tad a ”uo&aﬁlngauae

Confenence:

See: ??aple v lehman, 2023 Pick. App. lexia 1205 a ﬂe[éhdant can
satiafy hia éﬁhdgn in one of two waya: : o

3
*

(17, ?meaent“”ﬂﬂ;ma Facie pnoof...Suck asa a docket entny

ahowiny absaence of counael oxr tnanacript evidencing the aame .

onf/Q[}paeaegi evidence that he requested auch reconda..

:ﬂef?ndant dn94e that the Regiater of actton'ane,& “Prima
Faétefévidenég, because document didn't ahow it. See People
v Zénﬁg 217 ﬁ@cﬁg App. 340(1996) People v Campenté&d,?ﬁﬁﬁ
Nich (9 S : o
[n;thé_Caae éz People v. Hull, 2022 Mick. App. Lexia 643
f20231i the flegtater of Actions waa enten by the coqaifaa
eviden%e on ﬁéAfimong neganding the %04 of defendant Brandy

violationa.

;ﬁegiatea of Aétéon ia fited with the counrt necond wa leyal
doéuménf. See-alao Boone v. Davida, 2022 U5 Liat. fexia 166140
(2022} C )

S
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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REASON FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

ﬂgéén}l muat paint out ts the lnited Statea Supnémeﬂfadnt that
the Probable Cause Confenence affected 37,000 Michigan Inmate{

ard tﬂﬁén Femiliea, end Communitiea.

Fuﬁiﬁé;moue I muat point out that No Michigar Count, guAtécea;
Judges, Prosecutoras, on Attonneya &a going to place a Rope anoud
iﬁainiﬁecéa, because they all ane guilty of Secnetly hiding and :

cayéniﬁg-up ﬁée Probable Cavase Confererce aince 1927-2015,

Foulr Lt No fickigar Cane Lawa cited aince 1927-2015 déﬁ/ing

with Michigan fﬁmaiea not having a Probable Cause Conference.

Sece: MCL 766.4 | a :
S j o : |

I waai%negudita~alon9 with 37,000 irmates by ouva Su?técea,

Judgen, Prosecutona, and Attorney with Canapéaacéea; Fﬁdu&

Upon The Counta as well as a fliacanniage of Juatice, where oun

Pnobabile Cawse Confenenca had heen Secnetly coven-up and

add&iivnaiig“f have a Brady Claima.

Agéin%ﬁa of today there une enormoua nzmhen of Michigan

inmates vhe ﬂavqffLZa Motions and Petition fon Declanctory
?aléng/ﬂudgmént and the Countfa) will not anawen oa ev£n place.
them 5ﬁ on their Docket Jounnal orn Pegisten of Actionas |
Agéinﬁf aend man;laimilan altuated inmatea waa denied oun lnited
StﬁteE.Conatitutian and State Conatitution to oun Due frocesa
Righta: '

7 pﬁnafe which wea féirad expzeAAIy‘énfnaduced into Amenican
juniaprudence in the Jifth Amendment to the Conatitution which
providea that "non [1hall any pearonl he depnived of [ife,

Libenty, on propenty, without Nue Procean of the law.

Thia énoviaidu ta applicable only to the action of tﬁéAFedaua{

1




Govendbent. 7 Pet. 243 (1833). The phrose waa made &pplica6[é
te tﬁe atatesr with the adsption of the Founteenth Amendment,
Secican [, whick atatea that "Nor shall any State depacva any .

penaoq of lé{e, libenty, on propenty, without Due Proceas of law#f

The piﬁaae doea net have a fixed meaning but expanda wctﬁ 4uu¢4-}

pauacntcal attctude of fundamental fairneaas.

304 d. 5. J/y. TFe legal asubatance cf t&e phrnase ia d&vcdad
_nia tfe anea. o{ aubstantive due proceas, and puacedunal due -

quceaa.

/ﬁe ;an4tctut¢an Safeguand of SUBSTAKTIVE DIE PROCESS aequcne
that dll legcalatLoa be in fuutbenance of a legctcmate

goveanmental ob;ectcve.

Sane tA» late /7304, the Supneme Count haa geneaallé lcmtted
Fudieiel review on the baaia of "avbatantive due pnoce44 to .
ne’euane ﬂﬁat‘ea the law ia- nationally nelated to a ‘ :
lzgtigraia ,¢¢l
0nly w%ene [éﬂcalation reatnicta what the Count, cﬁanacteaczeaA
fundamenﬁal nighta” will the Count allow stricten:
AcxuégnJ. Suck aights include finat amendment, votcng, and
aexual: privecy mighta (410 1.5, 113/, STRICT 5(?U7fﬂq ana[ve4
uet#nanLr/ whethen the law ia necessany to funther a

compeLLcny govennmental intenzat.

The oiigénal:cantent of the plrare war a PROCEDIRAL DUE
PROCESS protection, i.e., in guaranteeing procedural fainneas
where the govennment would deprive one of hia propenty on

i&baht}.

Thia nequine that notice and the rlght to depnivation. 237
{.5. j09. The enumenation of those procedune nequined by due ;'

[aaceaa muat be af{ondza a person ia influenced by tle extent




o'uhééﬁ he Adg'ée "condemned” to suffen grnievoua laai;.. and -
dependa upon : ‘whethen the [peraon’al intereat in avaLJLng that
loas autweagﬁa fhe governmental interneat in asummany
adjud;patcon.'
ﬂccoud;n;ly ve'e conaideration of what pnocedunea due proceaas
may nequcae unden any g¢lven aet of circumatances mual began
_thA a. detenmination of the precise nature of the govenrnment .
{unctaan anolvea aa well as of the private Lnteaedt that bas
6een a{fected 6y goveanmental action. 397 U. 5. 254, 2f9-263.
In'aecént yeans, the bulk of problema in defenm£n£n9 the Acopﬁ
o{ paoceduaa’ due proccas haa involved the cbanactencéafcon of

paopcaty.

Tﬁe due puoceAA ciauae of the Founteenth fAmendment ﬁaa been
used aa the vehtele fonr the application 'of moat of tﬁe

Auéaéautcve dand pkoceduual nigita in the Rill of chﬁtf to

Atate actcon.

Due Precean bf law doea rot heve a fixed meaning. As the
cakatéiutian"itaél{ it aajusta with changing juaéaphudentéa(
value.‘SaLd Juatice Franbfurten: "The neguinement of due M _
proceaa La nut a fain-weathern on timid araunance. )t muat be
aeapected in. peacodd of claim and in times of tuouﬁle,ltt
puotecta aliena aa well aa citigzena. '

Bu? due proceas, unlite aome legal nulea, ia not technical
cohcehtéon with a fixed content unnelated to time, place and
céncum@tanceﬁ} | | | '

_ * ST .
kauedﬁing a@ﬁét doe4 in ita ultimate analyaia neapect
znfoac;dbéy ]awifon that feeling of juat tneatment which haa
been evalved through centuniea of Anglo-Amenican |
conatctutcanal histony and civilization, due proceas cannot be

cmpnc@pned within the treackeroua limita of anyg




{aumula. nepueaentcno a profound ettitude of fainnesn between
man and man, and mone panticulanly between the LndLuLdua/ and
goveanmen* due proceaa La compounded of hiatony, nreason, the
paat couaae of decialona, and atout confidence in the Atnengt‘
af tﬁe demacnatcc faith which we proceass.

“

Due process ia not a yanad atich....lt ia a delicate process of

a#fuffmvnf ireacapably involving the exencise of judgment by
those wﬁom the Conatitution catauated with the unfoldcng of
the paoc044.~ 34 7.5, r23, 1£2-163.

Based on cavéa-up of No Prnobable Cause Confenence, No Count
Thanacniptl s/, and No Cournt Reconda, it was impossibie to
diacover prccedunes to e Tnobeble cause Confencnce.

fiy - ﬂue /aoceAA KLgﬁta wes denied hecause [ couldn”t 4ppeal fﬁa

ar {Lle my ”atLan Fen Relie!{ From Judgment cencenning 'Incvea

ﬁad a. nabab/a Cauae Confeaence._

4 faiitd outtiﬁat juatice callas fon a Evédanficag'#eai@ng to
eatabliah a Lount Recond fon a Probable Cauae (an{eﬁenég
qc@aniLng to a Mondate Right to a Probable Causre Lonfenence. -
See: AR 6,708 ‘ ' :




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,




