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| QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

CAN AN ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY PROCEED IN FALSIFYING AN ORDER OF
DENIAL ON PETITIONER'S MOTION FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPEALABILITY OR INDUCE

AN UNITED STATES ELEVENTH CIRCUIT COURT“EMPLOYEE TO DO THE SAME AFTER SAID
ELEVENTH CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS CIRCUIT JUDGE GRANTED JUDICIAL NOTICE ON
PETITIONER'S ALLEGATIONS IN A RELATED RETITION FOR WRIT OF PROHIBITION PRO-
CEEDINGS DECLARYING THAT BOTH THE GRAND JURY INDICTMENT AND ARRESTIWARRANT U253

WAS FRAUDULENT AND THE PROSECUTOR MANUFACTURED SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION
THEREBY HENCE WHEN. SAID PETITIONER PROCEEDED IN USING SAID JUDICIAL NOTICE
GRANTING AS STARE DECISIS OR RES JUDICATA ON HIS CERTIFICATE OF APPEALABILITY
APPELLATE COURT PROCEEDINGS PRIOR TO THE FILING OF THE FALSIFIED TWELVE (12) 7ac
PAGE ORDER OF DENIAL BEARING A FORGE OR FRAUDULENT SIGNATURE OF THE SAME
UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURT JUDGE THAT GRANTED PETITIONER JUDICIAL NOTICE,

TWO (2 )MONTHS PRIOR. WHEREAS SAID ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY IS OBSTR-
UCTING JUSTICE BY NOT ALLOWING THE APPEALS COURT TO HEAR PETITIONER S HERE-
TOFORE PENDING INJUNCTION FOR EMERGENCY AFFIRMATIVE 'ACTION OR IN THE ALTER=AY:.
NATE A PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS §224l:

Il
[e2}
Il



L!ST OF PARTIES

[ ] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[x] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of

all parties to the proceeding in the court whose j i j
. . . S d .
petition is as follows: o gment s the subgect Of‘ this

THE HONORABLE FRANK M. HULL, UNITED STATES CIRCUIT JUDGE
FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT-ATLANTA, GA (WHOM. THE FALSIF’ED
DENIAL ORDER PURSUANT TO THE SUBSEQUENT PENDING MOTION
FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPEALABILITY WAS FORGED IN HIS NAME
BY RESPONDENT NAMED HEREIN THIS MATTER) .
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TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

CASES 3 PAGE NUMBER

PLEASE SEE ALL CASES CITED THEREIN THE ALLUDED TO ATTACHED PLEADINGS
THAT WAS RETURNED BY THIS HONORABLE SUPRE COURT'S CLERK OFFICE.

STATUTES AND RULES

Same as above stated.

OTHER

Same as above stated.
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- IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

m%/w

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CER ORARI

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 _p_ to
the petition and is (Please see :attached pleadings)

[] reported at ____Unknown ; or,

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

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district 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.

[ 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 ’ ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1is unpubhshed

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.
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dd

JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

[ ] For cases from state courts:

A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was November 20, 2017, wyia a fraudulent CTORDER OF DENIAL.

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: N/A , 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 ___ N/A (date) on (date)
in Application No. A_~

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

N/A

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was

[ 1 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).

-13-



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

THE RESPONDENT NAMED HEREIN IS BLATANTLY VIOLATING PETITIONER"S FIRST;
ZFOURTH:FIFTH AND SIXTH AMENDMENT RIGHTS UNDER THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTION

OF AMERICA (U.S.C.A.). BY DENYING HIM VAST DUE PROCESS OF LAW AND EQUAL PRO-
TECTION OF THE LAW AS WELL.

—14-



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

HENCE, pursuant to a pending PETITION FOR WRIT OF PROHIBITION filed

therein the United States Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals in regards

to popeéetitioner's contemporaneously pending MOTION TO VACATE, SET ASIDE
OR CORRECT SENTENCE UNDER 82255,.petitioner proceeded in filing a MOTION
FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE therein said proceedings,thus proving that both the

federal grand jury indictment and arrest warrant was totally false and

was the prodﬁct of blatant and egregious prosecutor misconduct. Said
Notion was filed on August 31,2017.

Thus, on September 21, 2017, the HONORABLE FRANK M. HULL, UNITED STATES JIRC
CIRCUIT JUDGE PROCEEDED, INTER ALIA, IN GRANTING PETITIONER'S MOTION FOR
JUDICIAL NOTICE, but denied him the Petition For Writ of Prohibition.

Therefore, on October 9, 2017, petitioner proceeded in filing a MOTION

FOR_STARE DECISIS OR RES JUDICATA, with the Eleventh Circuit Court of
Appeals CERTIFICATE OF APPEALABILITY PROCEEDINGS so to get his appeal

‘thereof granted on his 82255 motion. But to no avail, because said Res-
pondent assigned Assistant United States Attorney, Linda Julin McNamara,
proceeded in filing a falsified forged ORDER OF DENIAL in the name of
The Honorable Judge Hull on November 20,2017. Or said Respondent atto-

rney induced ahcappeals court employee to file the same. Please see the

attached March 5, 2018 Supreme Court stamped Clerk's office péturned to

petitioner's pleadings.

The petitioner. proceeded on January 2, 2018 in filing a MOTION FOR EMER-
GENCY INJUNCTION FOR AFFIRMATIVE ACTION/PETITION FOR HABEAS CORPUS 82241.
Although the MOTION IS LABELED EMERGENCY thus said Respondent is cir-

cumventing and thwarting petitioner's efforts to effective access to the
courts by unlawfully interceptingapetitioner's said heretofore pending
pleading alluded to herein from being reviewed by The Honorable Circuit
Judge, Frank M. Hull.

~15-



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Hence, in the interest of justice and so to prevent a great miscarriage
thereof petitioner strongly states and contends that extraordinary cir-
umstances has arrived herein this matter.Gulfstream Aerospace Corp. V.,

Mayacamas Corp., 485 U.S. 271 (1988).

And petitioner has no other means to attain the relief he desires. Ken v.,
United States District Court of Cal., 426 U.S. 394 (1976).

Due to the unorthordox fraudulent methods or court practices employed her=i.
ein by the Respondent government attorney at large, pursuant to preparing
and filing & = falsified, ‘bogus APPEALS COURT ORDER OF DENIAL so to sub-
ject petitioner to continuous unlawful imprisonment after being legally
GRANTED JUDICIAL NOTICE pursuant to a falsified indictment and arrest
warrant prior to the false DENIAL ORDER BEING ENTERED BY RESPONDENT. in

this matter at hand which is quashing his duly filed MOTION FOR STARE DEC=z:Z
ISIS OR RESJJUDICATA AND COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL,; along with his presently
filed MOTION FOR EMERGENCY INJUNTIVE RELIEF OR AFFIRMATIVE ACTION OR

IN THE ALTERNATE A PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS that has been

pending therein the Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals since January 2.
2018, in which petitioner has vast reason to believe that Respondent
named herein is stopping or circumventing his pleadings from being seen
or reviewed by the HONORABLE JUDGE HULL accordingly.

This is pure USURP OF AUTHORITY!

.Fuv-l'l'\zwmo re, +he )Qes,ocncle,n‘/' &overnmg,m",éﬁorﬂf—/ USurp
ac—hons totally undermines 7‘74& mf.eﬂr'ﬁ/ and ’fz‘"‘”eﬂ of
‘H"e/ QTQ(COUY"}’S ﬂ)udm‘)a" S §+€M %oward/( b/a c kS an&/
Y\mVIOr:+>I onP’Q_ in 'f'lll-e, Olee,;o South- 72115/ ,.J.f-/-/[ Honorable
L.S- 5U{>r€me Cour+ continue o allow Said DVQ"”M“”’?

offi cial$ +o unconstitutionally file fal Se/ R/j“f 9/47‘2/”07 “”;:
INDICTMENTS and Federa) ARREST LARRANTS 4 %ﬂ"”’

-Falg,{.ed For ed CoURT ORDERS of DENALS w’é/eﬁ/off,cm/;

)Dro hibitin ana’ San c'f’;oﬂc/})ﬁ Said Cr/Mma/)/ min §/!/7 oond

'V,a Dbg‘)’l"UC‘)’an 0{ uS‘f’,Ce el uno/er‘ UIC- /f y ave.

| and 242 ‘gt le
\g’fo'—ﬁé%r"f ?ff C-’v&/ Qe 5/;}madle6r g’é an 3"‘5{’/1“‘,'("0/ syspern ond
on AQMOCM'C/ and _)ca,,-ﬂe ? :
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CONCLUSION

_ v Mandamws
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

March 13, 2018
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