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- ~ INTHE S

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

D4 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the Unlted States court of appeals appears at Appendlx _A__ to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ‘ _; or,

[- 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,

[X{ is unpublished.

'to

The opinion of the United States district court appéars at Appendix
the petition and is :

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

[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts: .

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

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[ ]is unpublished.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[ 1 is unpublished.




- o ‘ . JURISDICTION

X For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was JANVARYN 22, Q01§ :

pd 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

[ ] 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).

['] 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 ‘

[ 1 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 i (date) on (date) in
Application No. A

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



" GONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED - ™
U5, CONSTITUTIN * FOURTH AMENDMENT RIenT 16 A/PR(}BA\&LE cA’vcs€ DETERMENATION AS A (RECEQUISTIE,
FoR EXTENDED RESRATNT OF LIBERTN FOLOWENGARREST » TIF TH AMENDMENT RLGAT To AN TABIGMENT
BN A GRAND VRN WHERERN /N0 PERSON SHWALL BE RELD To ANSWER, FOR A (APTTAL OR CTHER\HSE
TNFANNS CRIDME, UNESS 6N A PRESONTINENT 0R TADIGTYNE NT OF A GRAND GUQ\(‘; STXTH AMENDENT
"ATGIT TO A SPEEDN TRIAL AND PUBLICTRIAL BN AN TIMAARTIALIURN ... BE 0NFRONTED WETH TE
\WITHESSES AGATNST HIW., /AND To WAVE ASSTSTANGE, OF GOUNSEL. FOR. 15 DOFENSE, 5 AND
FOURTEENTYY AMENDNENT WREREN *NOR. SHALL AN STATE, DEPRIVE ANN PERSON 0F [-TFE, LIBERT
OR PRUPERTY, WITHOTT DUE PROCESS OF LAW, NOR DENY To AN €ERSON WIHIN TTS JURLSITCITON
TRUAL PRG’\E:GiNJ oF THE LAWS NC, CONSTITUTEON: ARTT,SEC 18- COURT SHAL BE OPEN COURT . ..
 SUSTICE SHAL BE ADIITENTSTERED WITHOTT DENTAL ORDELAN 3 ART L, SECIA - "LAWCF THE LAND
EQUAL PRITECTION 0F THE, LAWL. - NO PERsoN sHALL BE, DENIED EQUAL PRITECTION 0F THE LANS' AR,
SEC 22 "MeDE, oF PRQSW:\:GN‘_,’:NO CERSON oHALL BE, FUT T8 ANSWER ANV CRENMTINAL CHARLE BOT
RN TANDLOMENT, (RECENTMENT, ¢ R TMPEACHIENT ; ARTT SEC 33 RIGHT OF ACQUSED. . T0 CONFRONT THE
ACCUSERS AND WETNESSES WETH GTHOR TESTIYION™,; ANDTO HAVE. COUNSEL FOR PEF ENSE, 5 ARV T,SEC36™
foTHER RICHT) OF THE PE0RLE THE ENUMERATION OF RIGHTS TN THIS ARTIUE SHAW NOT 8E
CONSTRVED 16 TPATE OR DENY CTRERS RETATNED BY THE PEOPLEi STATUTORM PROVESTONS
NG, GEN ST 1S-A5H A) THE COURT o\ ISTION OF TC PEFENDANT MUST DISISS THE CHARGES
STATED TN A CRININAL PLEADING TF TT DETERMING THAT 3)THEDEFENDANT HAS BeeN DENTIDA STEEDN
TRIAL AS REGIRED BYTHE (ONSTETUTION OFTHE U, ANDTHE COMSTEVTION OF N1 4)THE DEFGDANE
CONSTENTIAMAL RIGHTS HAVE BEEN FLARANTLY VIOLATED ANDTHERE T Sucr TRREPARARLE.
PRESUDILEL T THE DEFENDANTS FREPARATION OF WIS CASE THAT THERE, TS No REMEDN BUT TO
DISIVTSS PROSEWVTTON ) THE COIRT HAS NOSURISIECTION SVER THE GFFENCE CRARGED
N.C GEN STAT TA-32~ POWER OF THE.SUPREME COVRT AND COURT OF APPEALS TO TSSUE REMEDTAL
WEITS,. GENERAL FOWER-To SUPERUTSE. AND CONTRO THE, PROCEEDINES OF LOWER. COYRTS OR.
AGT TN THE ABSENCE OF RULE OR STRTUTE .

3.




.~ - - STATEMENT OF THE CASE - > - -
NOW COMES THE PETIONER | GRANDONT. LEE HEREBN COMAELS THLS MST HONGRABLIL COURTToTHVE.
AND GRANT LTS EXTRAGRDINARY WRTT OF tranDATKS AVHoRTZED B 2% \).&d} \(S\@). THE pmm(( _
1S TN A STATE OF OPPRESSTVNE i’ﬁeTm;AL mwcezmmm AT TR WAKE (DINTY DETONTION CENTER
OF RALELLH, NCEASE N0, \SCR2ITIUIY D, THE PETITIONER APEALED T THE US.(URT ¢ ARREALS
FoR THE FURTA CIROAT VIVE NO* [T- 344 T0 B HEARD ON SEUERAL MOTIONS FOR DISHLSSAL TN
TRE WAKE. COUNT 10TASUSSICEZAL STSTRICT TRIAL CART BY MEANSOF A WRET & INANDANS OROERLNG
TRE CHEEF JUSTICE 0\7 THE SOPREMNE. COURTOF N TO RILE ON THE WRTT OF IMANDANILS FILED NS
cwmﬂm IS VEAEMENTIN CA ALLEN&N(;K% FLAGRANT AND SNSTEVTC VIOLATIONS
OF CONSITTUTIONAL RIGHTS THE WAKE. CONT IOTHSUIIIAL DISTRICT WAS BEGME NOORIONS
Rk, THE PETITIONERS, WREXS OF INANDAIUS AND YGTIONS FoR ILSMESSAL STAMP FILEDINTRE LS,
Mmﬁ. Gk on DECENRER K 20171 laevents(d PETATL ANDONEGUIVEALLN AR SJE HOW THEY DO S0, THRE
CRTTICAL UNDERLYING PROBUEM TS THAT THEY TSSUE TLLEGALN CONSTETUTEDS, TNVATDRIBRER
STAMPED, ARAVDULANT TUE. BIU_6F INDICIENTS R ALL TRDLGENT DEFENDANIS, AND TN DXENG SO
SETLAY THEDR TUEGAL PROCES 0F SNSTEMECALLN, WAEITNG PROBABLE. CAURE HEARINGS (Ol AL
ENDICENT DEFGNDANTS THROGH THE AFPOIATED STRIE FROBIIC DEFENDER. WETHATT VERGAL Anple
WRTTEN CONSENT, THEREEN;DEPRIVING INDIVIDUALS OF [IFE, LBBERTY,AND FROFERTN ABSENT 0F Dok
PROCESS OF THE LAW WHILE FLAGRANTLY VIOLATING THE FOIRT, ) ETETH,SINTH; AND FOURTEENTHH
AMENDIMENT OF THE U3, (on:mTIoN AND AKV‘L,SQC 16,14,20+23 AND B 0F THE NC.CONSTETUTION, \ﬁﬁ

FETTVLONER 15 FIGHTING NOT ONLY ﬁ)Rr(LS REGNTS BOT ANNUIRERE TN AMERTSCA THESE. ww;. |
PRACTICES CONTINUE.. THE PETITIONER TS LETIMATELN ALEADTNG THES MAST HIck CougT Yo
TARERVENE AGINGT THESE TLHEGAL FRACTICES THAT UNDERIENE OJR (ONSTITUTION, THES
EXTRACRITNARN WREY WILLBETN ATD 6F THE (OJETS APPELATE GURISOICTION BECAUSETTS
QPR STRTED TN THELR.DECTSTON THAT THEY Do NGT HAUEIVRLSICTION To SRANT MANDANLS
RELTFE AGAINST STATE OFFTCIALS GURLEN V. SHFERTOR CoURY OF IECELENBUR G oy 4\ E24 SBLISK T (4 -
(IR IG65). HOWEVER  THE US SUPREME GalRT DOES, ADERUATE. RELTEF CANNGY B OB TATNED TN AN
GTHER DRI OR RAMANY CHiER COVN. THESE EXCEPTIONAL CCROMSTANGES NARRNQ’("‘\-\(
FXERCTSE OF THIS CUUETS DISCRETIONARY FOWERS, i




L e

T " 'REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

T, THE FETTTIONER CAN ASK A HIGHER COVRT TO TSSUE A WRTT, QUTSIDE OF THE VSUAL APPEAL PRICESS,
TO RECTIFY A CERTATN WRONG BN THE TRIAL. COURT, HALL V: QUATERMAN B2 £ 33 365,27~}

(57 (5 2000)- WINSTON . PEARSON, (3. 3, 574441 ~500( WE CIR 2012)

" TL AETITIONER ARGUES THAT THE \uaD WRET iEANS AN ORDER. WHEN THE MATTER TS URGENT
AND ARE CONSIOERED To BE, EXTRA-CRITINARY REMISTES, THE WRITS ARE REARD MORE
. QUECKLY THAN APPEALS, SO IF THE PETITIONER FEELS WRONGED BYTHE ACTIONS Of THE
TRIAL COURT HE AN NEED TO TALE A WRET TO OBTALN AN EARLY REVIEW BY A HIGHER (O,
2S TS WHEN FINAL SUDSEMERT HAS NAT YET BEEN ENTERE TN THE TRTA- COJRY, BUY THE.
Berny SEEKING THE, WRET NEEDS RELZEF ATONE. To PREVET TNIVSTICL,
ONNECESSARY EXPENCE. AND UNDOLN DELAYED RULING.

TIL . PETTTIONER ARESTHAT A WRTT OF MANDANOS IS To ABROAD, CORPORATION, INFERIOR
COURT , OFFICER OR PERSON COMMANDILNG THE, PERFIRMANCE. OF A SCECTETED OF FICTAL.
DUTY SMRSED BY LAW .QUOTENG SUTTON . FIG6AT, RO NC FAAR\R5,SE 244793019707

| INRET-HT 23¢6 NG 4HG,H5%, 665 SE 23 %;as(ﬁoo@

V. PETITIONER ARGES THAT IANDAMS RELTEF TS A DRASTIC REMEDN ANDSHOULDRE (€D

oNLY T\ EXTRAORDINARY CIRGMSTANCES, KERR ¥, VS, 4203, G T6); UNTrESS
STATES V, (TIUSSAOUE; 333 F.24 56(5 111 IFH CIR o) THIS TS AN EXTRODTNARN CIRCUMSTANCE.

"N PETETIONER ARGOES THAT THE SUPREIVE. GuY 65 THE. UNTHED STATES WAS CENERAL
SWPERVISORN AVTHORTTY OER THE CRDERS) TVDGEMENTS, AND DECRETS OF THE.
UNTTED STATES URT oF APPENS FOR THE FURTH CIRCIT; THLS IS AN EXTRA ORTINARN
WRET WHIKH TN A PROPER CASE  WHEN NECESSARN TO PRINMOTE. THE , EXPEDTTIOS
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE, THE SUPRENE. CIURT OF THE. UNTTED STATES OF
AMERICA WELL NOT HESTTATE To EXCERGLSE. . q.



ACCORDENG TO A RECENT NEWS AND ORSERVER ARTTIOE DATED THWURSDAN SUNE 25TH (2001
THE PRETRIAL JUSTICE, INSTTWTE STATED “LEGAL ANDEVIDENCE BASED PRETRTALIUSILE
BEEN RUED UNGINSTITUTIONAL-TN VARTOUS FEDERAL COJRTS. TX SEOMS THAT T NORTH
CARILINA OUR CONSTITUTION TS MoRE DEFENED BU LTS INSFUNCTION, ABUSE, AND FLAGRART
DISREGARD THAN BY TS PRINCEALES AND VALUES WE HOLD SELF BADENT, WE MUST NEVER ACKERT
SNSTEMEC EOLATIONS OF (SNSTUTUTTONA RIGHTS MIEEKLY ALLONING THE DATLY SUNDERTNG
AND THREATS. AGATMST TTS PRENCIFLES WHEGH PRITECT LEFE AND LIBERTH . WHEN Sk
. BEMAVIAR ENTNATES FRONTHE ToP OF 0ve SUDTCTAL SUSTEM TY TS SAMETHING EISE. TTTS
~ Daveehus o 0UR DEMICRACY . THE PRINGIPLES THAT UNDERLLE OUR ONSTTTUTTON, THE |
- VALIES OF Q)R eesm NATIONS FOUNDING ARE TOO VITAL 7o BE LMPROMISED.

CONCLUSION
- THE, PETITLONER INVES THIS (QURT T0 GRANT THIS EXTRAGRDIINARY WRTYGF MANDAMUS AND
5ucx\ STHER FURTHER ROTEE AS APPEARS T THIS MST HONERABLE COURT To BE JusT AND PROPER. .

The petltlon for a-writ-ef-eertiorari should be granted.
EXTRAORDTAARN WX of MadDAMUS,

Respectfully submitted,
/ 7 = V}

pate: SANUARY 31,201




