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LIST OF PARTIES
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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

D{For cases from federal courts:

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

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _. C-  to
the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

N/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,
[ 1 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[ ] is unpublished.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

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[ ] is unpublished.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




JURISDICTION

M For cases from federal courts:

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

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

[\/{A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: : 4 , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] 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. 8. C. § 1254(1).

N{ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was MA‘LL&,ZQLZ
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

[ ] 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. 8. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

4™ Unarep Seares Corrnrimne. Avesores
5% Unreg Smres Constzroronn, Avsomerr
(™ Unareo Smmes Consrrurionss. Peone
23 USLA. 2244

2% UALA 2254

Fuorpa Sranre 424,04



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

PE_TlTIONER IS A FLD'RIDA PRISCNER -SERVING A TOTAL LIFE SENTENCE AS A PRISON RELEASEE
REDFFENOER AFTER A JURY FOUND HIM GULTY OF TWo COUNTS OF SEXUAL BATTERY: ALD.ONE COUNT
of BATeRY on Tewwary 15, 20077 Twe uRy rownd cowt L, sexuL BATTERY. as cxnietd
IN THE INFORMATION - USED ACTUML FORCE LIKELY To CAUSE SERIOUS PERSOAL TNJURY D DID NoT WE
oR THREATEN TO USE A DEADLY WEARON  T0 WIT - &LI6SORS . TR COUNT 2., SEXUAL BATTERY AS
CHARGED IN THE INFORMATION - USED ACTUAL PHYSICAL FORCE LIKELY YO CAKE SERIOUS PERIONAL
INJURY AND DID NOT LKE OR THREATEN T USE A DEADLY WEAPON, T0 WIT © SLISS0RS , Perzronen
WAS FOWD NOT GULTY OF COUNT 3, ARMED BIRGLARY \iTH ASSAULT OR BATTERY . VoR conr 't
BUILTY OF BATTERY | A0 PETITIONER WAS FOUND NOT GUITY OF COUNT D ERAID THEFT ATH ,

Tor oRy RESELTED M STATE'S THEBRY oF PRosezuron wiom eeerron 19 .0 ()
FiaGvar,  mecause. THE EVIDENCE DID NOT SUPPORT THAT PEFIUONER UED (1) & veory WERPON
(2)no erear monny i, (3) sereone persona, sy, () peenonr pesapay o) 5)
PERMANENT DISFICUREMENT .

Perrine F1im A DIECT APPEA GRLBIENG THE TOGHENT oF CONITION AU SINTENGES TS
THE BTATE WGHEST APPELLATE coo wauns suvesnieriol | wviny e Drstaer Cour o Aeven,
Farst Daermeer or FLDR..DA OOKIT CASE. NUMBER LDO'] 1753, Penrmonen rassep six zssies
OF ARGIMENT A YoUOWS L, WHETHER HE TRIAL OURT ERRED TN CRANTING & STATES TRIRD VD
FIFH PUT-DNS IN LIMINE | THEREBY PRECLUDING APPELLANT FROM INTRODULING BWIDENCE OF THE VICTIWS
PRICR SEXUAL WISTIRY TN DEFENSE | NOTWITHSTADDY THE TioRma vt sweeip sore s 2.,
WHETHER THE STATE OPEAED THE DOOR TO EVIDENCE OF THE VECTIM'S PRIOR SEXUAL HI.STI)RY
\WHETHER THE TRIAL COURT ERRED TN TMROSING AN HABLTUAL VIDLENT FELONY OFFENDER SENTENCE
1., WHETHER e THPORTION OF A PRISON RELEASEE. REOFFENDER SENTEMCE VIOATED Appront v
New Jersty, 530 1.5, 460 ('2000) 5. WHETHR THE TMPOSCTION OF A PRISON RELERSEE
RECFFENDER SwPeNet vioaTed STate V. Esrevez, 193 So. 24 l(ﬁn LClQ‘D b. \»\uf.mm

TME IMADSTTION OF A TRISON RELPASEE REDFFENDER SENTENCE VIOLATED v, Whshnes

541 1.5, 35 (2004).

1. See herooyy .




“The, APPEAL REQULTED IN AFFIRMANCE WITH INSTRUCTIONS ORDERING THE MABLTUAL VIOLENT
FeLoy orrenoer (HVTFO) DESIGNATION VACATED AND REWANDED THE. CASE o THE TRIAL COURT FOR
RESETEMCING, | HE TRIAL COURT ATTEMPTED TO FOLLOW THE TNSTRUCTIONS OF THE APPELLATE COURT
oy 1as00% A Oroer Comeeerns Sewrence soae e WWFO . Thas arrevpren resnrencig
WA 1D EXPARTE, OUTSILE THE PRESENCE OF PETITINER WEMOUT A DE NOW RESBTENCING WEARDS
A0 PEITINR WAS A PRO G PRISONER WITHOUT COUNSEL, BY FAXLURE. OF THE. STATE PRXESS,
DURTAG THE ATTEMPTED RESENTENCING . A¢ reriecnep 8 TE ORoeds CERTIEITE oF SERVICE,
\HIOH REVERL THAT TT WAS eoPes 18600 To e S7are Arromusy Orrce AD THE pmmmn,
. EXCLUDING DELIVERY To ANY DEFENSE COWSEL

Tue armeren Ororm Coreeerne Senmous conmBED vormEr (ONETITUTIONAL DEFIAIENAES
OF FAILING > PROVIDE PETIITONER “HE OPPORTUNITY OF SELECTING WIS CHOCE OF AN APPEAL TN
THE MATIER | NAHY WHETHER THE Perimo warep o proteED R0 4E, RIVATE RETAINED
COUNSEL | OR PUBLIE DEFENDER , TPECTAWY wWHERE PETITIONER HAD AIREADY BEEN DEEMED 0
G DOUAT, TukmiiR TE (JRUER FALED To APRMISE PETITINER OF WIS RIZHT 0 APPEAL
e Oroer Corresrags Senroue ©

The Permiouss uNLEARED IN LAY AND WIMGUT WNOWLEOGE OF \OADY TE RIHT 10 THE
SELOD APPEAL Perrrions MOkD o T DILIGETLY PIRSUE WIS RIGHTS BY FALDIG POST CANIETIN
PLEADINGS IN THE STATE “TRIAL COURT AND STATE APPELLATE COURT HAVING TJURLADIATION .

Perrroner wer ov o Fue A 29 UL, 2254 peviviod For \WRIT OF WABEAS CORRUS . |
w e Uncre Sraes Digraer Covkr ron we. Moooie Disreer o Fuonana® e ¥
B:lll-w-aBOzamumc THAT - |
(1) COWNSEL WAS TNEFFECTIVE. 1 FAXLING TD MOVE. FoR DESMESSAL OF HIE (HARGES
BASED ON A SPEEDY - TRIAL VIDLATION |
(2) eounsel. whs TNESFERTIVE T wsmvzsma HOM o RETELT A PLEA OFFER;
(3) CouNSEL WAS TNEFFECTIVE 10 MISADVESING HIM RECARDING Wis RAGHT »
TESTIPY ON HI3 OWN SEWALF ; AND
(‘-0 THE CORT ERRED Db 5m'ma.nc HIM To LIFE IMPRIACAMENT ,
The D:.smu Courr DIsMrzsEp TE PETITION Ag UNTIMELY , ANING THE RATIONALE “WHAT THE
 Perzronedom wor Fig A oméer ApAL From His Novenaer lq 2008 wvesom supcHenT

7., See Noroox Ere Arusieo ey,
3. S’EE-AWW Fa
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5o H1s convierions eecane Fovi ror  AEDPA purroses on Dessser, 15 ’2,003‘ AND THE
PETITION wAs O0) DAYS VATE .

Toen v Arrn ’2.0'.\.(3 Pervrrowem rnep A Ruwe 59 te) moron moumg T D:sma
(JURT 0 CONSIDER EGUITABLE TOLDIL OF THE UNDFORMED ABDED TWDIENT A e A0 oay eerTioRaRy
U3, Suprene Courr e veraed | Towaros THE 30 oavs momiess. On Juwe 1o, 2086 we
Distreer Cosr 3ssum A DBUAL OF THE 59 (&) vomion,

e Perariones, pswm A wope 0 me L™ Crreurr Cowr oF Aepeins 1o appe e
Disracy Carrs orsnisal oF THE WABEAS PETITION AND THE OENIAL of T DY (€) MbT.EDNa__BY
WAY OF FILING A NoTIZE oF APFEAL 20 AN ApeLzearton R (CO) woune we Coukr 1o oo
courrasie Touane uoir e 90 oav ULS. Supreme COURT ERTIORAR TIME OR EAUITABLE
TOLLING UNDER THE AIRCUMSTANCES OF A SIMIAR SITUATED AuTHoRmy Eam v Famean
556 F. 3d 717 (8“*(1:& 2009 ) OF AN UNINFORMED STATE CREATED DELAY OF NOTIFICATION
THAT HI§ JUDGHENT OF CONVICTION HAD BECOME. FANAL, AMOUNTING O AN EXTRAGROINARY LIRCUM-
STANCES BEYOND PETITIONER'S SONTROL, A5 DEBATABIE. AMONG TURISTS OF WEASON

Ow Juy 2‘3 2017 we lleJmLT Courr oF APEALS euED R DENTAL OF THE APRLL-
extion ¥or {COR) rensontug AT THE perczoy wae ity wioes § 2244 (YO,
WHERE, DETITIONER DID NOY FLLE A DIRECT APPEAL FROM 115 NOVEMEER 14 2009 sweuoep 3u0e-
MENT AUD THE convierons e P on Deconser 31, 2008 aw 30 DAY ATE, Pé o
oBwvNG THE B (€) morzon e ™ Camenar Cuuar CAVE. msou P R LITICANT CANNOT USE
A 59 (2) MoToN 0 RELITIGATE OLD MATTERS, RAISE ARGUMENT | OR. PRESENT EVIDENCE AT COULD
RAVE. BEEN RATSED PRIOR T0 THE ENTRY OF SUDGMENT .

“The. DeniAL wRTHER MaeoNsTRUED Peroonen’s conaimon Asserren o Wis 59 (€) woron
ae (2 me Dusweer Covkr vaum 1o consmmer A G0 - Dav perzon DURNE Wiich VE UL WAVE
SoUGHT cermzopRt o . UNorep Srames Summee (ourr Fouoniane e Farst Diser (owr

oF Porens’ aremmnce o e poun of pes e Ruie 3 950 woroy, Howeer | Me, Prowce

TTUTTTTTTTT T TV MAVET RALSED THESE ARCUMENTS | BE.FOR.E SUDCMENT WAS ENTERED ACAINST™ HIN, 60 HE (OULD NOT RAE T T

'1'(HEM m A Rue 59 3@ v, Bes. 107 Cancorr (ourr oF Aepeacs oroe o Juwr 262017,

The 1Rue Bstenee o PETITioNERS ASEXTED SNTBITIIN WAS PERTINENT T0 THE FIRST DIRLT

Y, See feroorx &



A1l

CouRr oF ApPEaLs AFFIRMANCEOF THE TUDCMENT OF COMVILTION RENDERED , DURING THE EIRST.
/D MY OIRECT APPEAL TAKEN T THI6 CASE , WITH DXRECTIONS To stRixe e HVFO smurence
THPOEED 5 wiicH spoud WAE ALLOTIED The Percrzonk e G0 - oaY peRion aw wiei
HE nao 7o pEraTIon Twas e U9 Suprene CouRrr For ¢ERTIORART

ON @L« 1_1,1, 20LT | e Beravioner FILED A MOTION Yo RECONSIDER , VACATE,
OR MODIFY AN ORDER | MOVING THE U™ et Courr oF heverls o ReconsIceR e pacrs
T 10 T cALotATIoN oF TE AEDPA oL e Tane. PERID) I WHIZH THE
STATE TriAL (oURT CREATED DMPEDIMENT  OF FAXLING 0 CONAY WITH DUE PROCESS OF NOTIFYNG

PETSTINR OF WIS RIGHT AND OMDRTUNITY Y0 TAVE A GECOND DIRELT APPEAL, AESERIING T3S

v U8, Surmene Cors omorcy oF Seengz v Quasray, 555 V.8, ar Ll >

On Sroreneek 14, Q0KT | e L™ Coneurr Cowr oF Aepens_sseur ay opouon vey-
G THE MOTION TOR RECONSIDERATION | GG TE RAVIONALE oF PermmneR oPreraus No NB
FUIDBACE OR, ARCUMENTS OF MERIT 0 WARRANT RELIEF ,

Thits PECITION 15 TEREL FIED 3% 6000 I | OF GAINDG THis The \J, 5, Sumeme Caws

 ATTENTIONOF E “TREATHENT THIS CCUNVRY X5 PRODUGDNG A COMMON BLIND ENE TOGTHE ysE

OF PROCEDURAL DEFRUT TECHNICALITY, OVER CORTITUTONAL VIOLATION ,

Petruones, RecEVED A LEITER FROM THE Qe Despers Oreree vroriang v mar e
NEW SUDGHENT AMD SBATENCE BEING ENTERED WOULD PLACE TME RESPONSIBILITY OF FILING A NEW

NOTICE OF RPPEAL. FALL URN E TRIAL Arronue b

5 8 Arnox H,
{. Sex Awox 1.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

VHE PETeTionR coutoms AT TTHE REASONS FOR GRANTIL THI5 PETLTION ARE RS
FOLLOWS '

The Smre o Fiskwa Has Overy Vioureo Permronerts

- ConroruTIoNAL Russ o Fanane v Provioe Frvaoy
NomFeAmon Duk Proas Ao Access To Tre Court,
Duroe The Fasr Drer Apeen. Proceznin WtumRrsuum
W Procevral Dermurep Lmssazon THKDUGH Swr Ao
Feom Courns Procrss In Eew .

\WHERE TS COMTRY PROVIDES THE CONSTITUTIONAL PROTECTION ASAINST NO STATE WAKING
or oD ¢ ANY LA WHICH SHAL ABRIDSE. THE PRIVILEGES OR IMMUNITLES OF CITIZENS OF
e UN2TED STATES : NOR SHALL ANY STATE DEFRTVE ANY PERSON OF LIFE LIBERTY , OR FOPBR,
WITHOUT DUE Pnoczss or LAW ; NOR DENY T MY PERSON WATHIN 115 JUAISDILYION THE EQUAL Pi!DTELUaN

oF THE s L4V Qtl\

Thits very Construmonnt AEADMENT HAS BECOME EOMMONLY VIOLATED BY STATE JUOLCIAL
S05TENS O A MULTITUDE OF LEVELS OF TUOLCIARY TRIHERY AND DECELT . A\ THE AVERACE PREONER
DEFENDANT 10 THIS COUNTRY, FROLEEDS PRO SE AND ONIY AT BEST A LAYWAN OF THE LAW ) WHICH MAKES
THE EBUAL PROTECTION OF THE LAWS | THAT 15 EXPLOITED, WIDDEN WINDERED AND PREVENTED BY THE STATES
PROFEsaohlAL BAR MEMBERS TAZTICS WRILH WAS BECOME THE NORMAL. UNFEATHERED PROCESS IN THIS
COUNTRY . (Tmz PROCEDURAL DEFAULTING OF A PRO SE CLATM TD CAST A NET OF PROTECTION OVER PROFES-
SIONAL BAR MEMBERS TRASHING OF AN INDIVIDUALS CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS )

WM WHO PARTIZIPATE 1M THI3 JUDICIAL pmaasj JUOGE., PROSECUTION, & DEFENSE. ATIORNEY , ALL. RAVE
o CRTADN PROFEASIONAL KNOWLEDZE ANO 6KILL. 10 REPRESENT THERE POSLTION 1N THIS JUDICIARY PAOCES
THROUGH YEARS OF SCHOOLING AND PRACTICE . N6 08osD o e Prriymnen b THE AvERAGE PRIDNER
HAVING O KIOMLEDZE. AN LIATED AZCESS 0 THE LAw MMD RAES OF AW THXS ALREADY PLACES A |




HEAVY BURDEN OF \LTISATING R "WPE OF FOST CONNLETION AERDINGS FRO SE

Tie. Pexcrinen o PROCEEDING THROUGH THE. DIRECK APPEAL PROLESS | WXTW THE. AKSJSTAICE OF
poveire. comert Ragnarp M. Sumia , wrowoes By wE Srae oo e horzon
ConsTITITION | UNEDER THE. WTBLAGE OF p(PPELMTF COUMSEL THE. DARELT APPEAL mq Ouoaaz
15, 2()037 esurED N OPIIN Prn (XM eonssunn VERBNTIN RS FOLLOWS °

4 Accoraniy we herrn ApeuAnrs eaNITONS WO SBTDICES Vit
THT Pomm OF THE. TUMHENT SouTicIn win 16 i R NF.O. w0 Re-
WD WLCH THSTRUCTIINS THAT THE “TRIAL COURT ENTER, AN FAENDED SOHRT

Prnwe . Grae91 S0 TAUBHG 57X 9008),

Ar e vonir , eovet Peerrinre Counsers wrennce . Denrmonen ws oF e veses-
CIoN THERE. \JAS NOTHDIG MORE. T0 BE DOWE 1M THE APPEAL BRSED UPON THE AFFIRMAMCE OF THE
JUDGRENT Ao sereess wanen e Srre Apeuare Coma's ommuon moReas miseunen
LAGUACE . T wis 5 WHERE OTATES ARE COMMONLY PLAYANG THE TRICKERY MiD DECELT Nl THE
LEGALLY LESS FORTUNATE «

Wiete e Dorae Comets obzcarions 1o e DEVEiooNin's popil., WNTAND
oL e Tonstasson oF e Srare Aeraane Courms peesaton . See Gams v, Sm; 799
%24 4 (m*zm) This 1ert ™ Perorowes o FeuD FOR WINGELF DURING THE LESAL
CRRUNG OF T TUDIETAL ATS DISTRICTED To 2. perrorveD, By 1 St Trow Covwr, P e
it Troar Corr wnmeout PRoVIDIG PETITIONER A CouNSEL y WHERE, WE WAD BEEN AND STALL.
\WAS PROCEEDING INDICENT TMROUGHOUT AL THE PROCEEDINGS \JIM THE PASISTANCE OF THE
PUBLIC DEFENDERS OFFICE, SUBMETTED AN ANGUFFLATENT ORDER CORRELTING SETENCE Thes
ORDER FALLED 70 Z\FORM ?mmm OF THE RIGHT <0 TAKE A SECOND DIRECT APPEAL
n sroscreaep A vanoaTed &y T R Crin. P 3,670 i perraeny part as
FplLows

WHBN A UDSE RENDERS A FINAL TUDGMENT OF CONVICTION ,WaTHOLDS
ADTUBIAATION OF GUILT AFTER N VERDLCT OF GUILTY IMPOSES A SENTENCE




CRINTS PROBATION  OR REVOKES PROBTION | TVE TUDCE SHALL FORTHWITH BUFoR
“THE DEFENDANT CONCERRING THE RIGHTS OF APPEAL “MEREFROM  INAUIY THE

TIME AOWED BY W FOR TAKING AN APPEAL . WITAIN L5 DAws APeR THE
SICNED WRITTEN JUDCHENT AND SENTENCING 15 FUED WITH THE (LERM OF CDUP\T]
THE CLERK OF “WE COURT SHALL SERVE 0N COOMSEL FOR THE DEFENOANT AND EOUNSEL

FOR THE STATE R AOPY OF THE TUDCMENT OF AONVICTION AND 5EMTE'~IC)£ ENTER-
)]
€D NOTING THEREON TRE DATE OF SERVICE BY A CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

FMaK-CMH.P, 3.[970 s

As e VAW 10 Fiowaon voins war @

o THE EDURT OF APPEALS MUST WPRY THE RIRES OF STATUTORY
CONSTRUCTEON TD TRE RULSS OF COURT PROMULGATED BY THE YLDPGDF\ SUPM CDUN' .. .\.\ EA‘JQLLEJL_

u_d&mmf__ﬁfsmam,%% 824 5V, Sex we Yarowen v, Srog, A1 $24

1753 (K. 2005), Thus, Persroners FAILRE  FILE M APPEAL O BE ATRIBUTED o THE Suame's
CONDUCY AND AT NO FAULT oF FETITIONER

Furmier wiese e Srare Tranl CamTes ORDER ATEMPYING T CORRECT SENTENCE  WikS PERFORMED

WIMOUT A DEFENSE ACANSEL OF RECORD | THIS NESATED ANY OPFORTUNCTY CONSTLTUTIONALLY PROVIDED OF

PeTLTIONER HAVG COMGEL FILE AN APPERL k6 anpwrd &Y Tia. R. Aeee P.9,840 1 perimenT
PART AS FOLLOUS

() Wemorman of Derense Convser aerex Jusemarr mo Sammca ORAFTER
APPEAL j£34 STATE.

(1) THe ATTORNEY OF RECCRD FORA EFENDANT N A CRUUINAL PROCEEDING
SHALL NOT BE RELIEVED OF ANY FROFESSIONAL DUTIES , OR BE PERMITTED
To WITHDRAW AS DEFENSE COUNSEL OF RECORD , EAZERT WITH APPROVAL
OF THE. LOWERTRIBUNAL ON GOOD CAUSE GHOWN ON WRITTEN MOTLON
UNTIL EXTHER, TE TIME HAS EXPIRED FOR FALING AN AUTHORLZED NOTICE
OF AERL AND \D SUCH NOTIZE WAS BEEN FLLED BY THE DEFENDANT R SATE.,.|

R A PO .

Thenerore. e PETUTIONR W eeN SNOURDG A CONSTTTUTIONAL JHPEDIAENT, OF HIS RAGHT TO BE-

0



Rt

TUFORNED OF FINALITY , THE RALHT TO SPEAK UPON ASY ABPEAL , THE. RICHT T0 WA CONSEL KT THAT CRUTLEAL

14
STACE. TN THE PROCEEDINGS O EMSURE. “TWE FILING OF M APPEAL THE RIGR TO ACLESS “TRE APPELLATE TIMELY,
AND “ME RIGHT OF DUE PROCESS OF LAW . '

Now even RRTHER THE VRIAL (OURT™s ORDER. ATTEMPIING To eORRECY SBITEMCE 15 AS) ERRONEOUS, WHERE.
£ FALS 0 CONTADY A%y THSINIA OF BEDIC FILED.OR DELIVERED, BY THE CLERK PRIGR 0 BEDNG DELIVERGD) To
e Perciioir sTopPIG ALY GNCE AT PERFETINC AN APRAL THIS MAOE THE OROER MO APPEAIBLE
AND UN, RENDERED | As{{ APPEAL MAY BE. TAKEN BY THE DEEENDANT ONLY WZTHDU THE. TIME PROVIDED BY THE
FLDRIM Ruits o Awwwa?mmmmmwsmm OR CRDER AMEALED FOM 5 EATERED
WD A%, 08 Fuorem Sras Consmumm A 0 1 CERTLFY THE DATE OF SERVLCE,
COURTS ARE UNABLE TO DETERMINE WHETHER THF. NOTICE oF APPEAL ..wAs TIMELY FAED | THUS DELAYING

RENDITION OF T ORDER FOR “HE RIRMOSE OF TIRELY FILBL AN AFPEAL .. » Dt v O,
‘%‘ﬂ S.24 1199, 1200 (R LDCA 2007) .

Tre Perimoier woveD o AFTER THE. WISAACED ATTEMPTED CORRELTED SENTBNCING T DILIGENTY
PURSUE. wHAT HE 1AD EEN ouRecr) By AvpeLLATe Counsis, | BY FILIWC FOR. A MOTION FOR, FOSTCANICTION
rur 3350 A s BEEN CONTIUALY SEEKNG TUSTICE AL THE WAY THROUGH , YO, 1HIS BRON
5 0 e & 2754 perton osassto ay e U3 Maone Disireer o \"Lom Counr s et
DRTIMEL BY LESS THAL 40 WEEKS , WHERE. AT (DURy EXPLATNED X1 40D NOT TLTHE "0~ -
sorawe e 7k persiionae e U9, Sumene Covk m?ﬁmﬂm DED MDY FAE THE

UNINFORYED SECOND APPEAL |

Triss LN BRODGHT 4800 TE DerroniR’s et wk A Twie 53 () wotion  NTeR
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0T T COURT's ONERLDDKING TOLLING UNDER THE. ERRONEOLYS CIRCUMSTANCES CONTADNED BY THE
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o "CORRECT MWANIFEST ERRORS OF LAW OR FACT UPON WHICH THE JUDSHENT 15 oD

MeDowerr v Caumenon, 197 F.34 1253 1255 ad (4% 1994). e Coors wmnt on o oeary
He D) wrion onTARY O THE Percrmoninis SRSTANTIAL eoMeTimurioNAL RIGHTS pEAc VIOLATED

BersriohBe voveD ok 10 ks a ApPehL e COA 10 me. U5, L™ Careusr Covrr o Porenis,
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AT TE DA o) MoTIoN ConTeas SH0LD HAVE BEEN RAISED PRIOR 70 THE DSSTRIET coyRr’s RULING , Thas
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A LLoF T FORECOUG CoDRT RESULTS ARE. THE COMHENLY USED TAATICS THAT ARE BEING EMPLOYED 1) THIS
COUNTRY RGAINST THE. LESS FORTUNATE FOPR, IDIGENT PRISKER (U.S.(‘.zmm)"m THE. LAW PROFESSIONAL
OFFICERS OF THE. COLRT'S WHO ARG PALD To UPHALD THE LA, MO T0 Lo TUSTICE IN A WER. OF PROCEDURA.

DEFAULYS . FAPrccay CLEAR EXRR A§ FOUND T THES ISTANT CASE UNCORRELTED THIS FAR UP TE

UDICAAL LADDER ,
SODICIAL LADDER CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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