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QUESTION PRESENTED
I. Wheﬂm W&ha 1\\'\\/\0'\6 SUVrc.m& COU(']L C\er\ﬁ

Can unreasonably delay the. 15svance o ot Fied
Couct orders which deaied discretionary review
and teconsickeation of that denial ot review,
50 a5 Yo eFleckvely orecate as aprocedural
road block which rrecludes Fetitioner Hrom Secking
Furthee review and exhausting is nemedies on

direct argeal becavse of Tetibioners inability Yo
obtain and arread the lovier Covrts decision Yo his

Pdition For A Weid of Certiorari before The
United Stakes Suereme Court.
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INDEXTO APPENDICES CONTINUED

APPENDIXCZ Novetber 2, 706 notice lether
From+he Cleck of the Tlinors Gurreme Couet that
Petitionec’s motion for reconsideration of the order

dem/'mg PLA Was dened.

APPENDIXD Decenver 15, 2017, notice \etter
 Fromthe Cleck oF the TWinois Sosreme Court
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made to obtain Covies ot the rco\u'\sﬁe orders.
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ad\;iémg Yot they are unable o ag919%, because
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requirements ot The Freedom of Tofoemation Act,
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OPINION BELOW

The Tllinors Surreme Court denied Peki Honers Motion

For Leave To File A Petition For An Origma\ Wert of
Mandamos on Novertber 21, 2017, in the matter ,
ot Fredeich Go'(ngﬁ N Careyn T Groshell M D.OIM00?

Lacluded inthis Brikon Fe AWeH of Certiotari 15 o

Copy O¥ Jrhe, notice [CHU From V\eswnAemL,Jrhe. Clerk ot He
Dlinois Surteme Courd owrears ot Appendix A.
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STATEMENT OF THE BASISFOR JVRISDICTION

The dale on which the TWinois Suereme Covrt

the, Highest State Court denied Tetitioners MaYion
For Lemra To File A ?eﬁjnon For An Orig\na\ Wr}lra?

Moandaws was November 21, 201 A Copy of the
letter wiich gwes notice ot the denial arrears
ot Arrendix A.

On Febroary 27, 2018 Vej'nticner’s Arplication For
An Y‘_X)r&nﬁitm 0? Time 1o F\\a A et tion ForA

Wt oF Certionari was presented Yo and reviewed

b?’ S\)ﬁh e Ywagan , Who exlrcncﬂec\ H}e Yime Yo
an '\nc\ud‘mg Areil 20, 2018 A cory of the
Y\olr‘l(lﬁ OQ extension apvears alr Arvendix B.

Thcjurbdlc}rion mt jrhiﬁ ComL 19 ~m\!o\‘\ea
onder 28 US.C.§1251 (00}' U.5.5.C+ Rule 12
and U.5.S.CY Role M.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS TNYOLNED

No rerson shall Ve ... demrived of (1%, Liberty, or property, Withoot
due peocess of law. .. U S, CONST., AMEND.

~ [NTor Shall any Stake desrive any verson of life, liberty, or
Property , Withoot due process of law; nor deay to any persen)
viithin s jorisdiction the equal pooteckion of Hhe laws. .

U. 5. CONST . AMEND. XV

No person shall be desrived of Life, Liberty or proverty withovt

0\06 Proces9 o¥ \aw nor be. dmeé \'hﬁ qua\ Vrblrecjrim/\ of the Iawﬁ
TLL.CONST. art. 1, §2

Proceedings in the Sorreme Coortin original actions in cases

felating Yo... mandamus ... and a5 may be viecessary o the “

Lomplede dedermination ot any case on feview , shall be. instioted
by Bling & motion / svprrted by enplanatory svgqestions,

For leave do Ble o complant 5&\‘{:()3 aPpropriate reliet.
TL.S. ¢k Bule 38)

All records, dochets and bisshs requi red by lawto be kept by
Such Clerhs shall be deemed pobtie records, and shall ab all Fimes
be orento insrection withastee of reward ) and all persons shall
have Free aceess Tor 1nsr clion and examination Yo sueh recerds,
docket and ok 9, and aldo Yo all papers on File ' +he di$Serent
Cerks offices and shall have Yhe 94t +o take wemoranda.
and obstracts Yherelo. 705 TLLS 1057 16L0)

Every eerson shall Find a cectain remedyinthe laws Yor all injories
and wongs wWhich Yie teceives fo his persont, Privacy , prorery on
rerokation. He Ghall obtain jostice by law, Freely, Comeletely,
ond veometly. TLL CONST. art 1,§12

The Clerhoshall attend Yhe sessions of their respective Courts,

7resecve all mfs and varers thereot, make . \(ee? and Presenve
Lomplete fecords of all the Proceedings and determinations Fhereof
T05 ILLS 105/1%
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N,

CINTHE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITEDSTATES
FREDRICK COINGS- PETITIONE R
VS
CAROLYN T GROSBOLL- BESPONDENT

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARL T O
THE TLLINOLS SUPREME COURT

— PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI—

NOWV ‘Comes Pej(‘\'hmer ) F(‘ec\ﬁ(‘.k Cpo{ngfy,

o prisoner in the Lllinois DeVa(‘eren}f OS; Corrcclvimﬁ,
Proccal‘.ng oro-Se ot +his Fime » Pursvant o

240.5.0.51257(a); V.5 5.Ct Rule 13 and 1,

| havin3 Previovsly Fendered & Mofion For Leave. T froceed

T Forma Pavreria, and been aiven an extension of Fime. in

which Yo File this febikion.“Tasoreect of slates as Follows:



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Janvary 24,2009, Ava and Nova Heary

wefe ?0\){\5 ﬁhojr lro (i&alr\”\ [\4 Jr\’l(i’\r \%m& alr
51 W, 5™ Steeek in Chicqgo,l\\‘.no'sﬁ_ (RDPV S355d-bt,
ROP VUL UUUUH0,45) After the viekims were Tound

0 Yheir Nome aroond 5745 7.m by the viekims
mother and her bovFriend, Pekitivner, who had an |

ot and on relaionship with Neva the. adolbviekim
and had cepreseated her in her Vil Custody and
U\\\é S0PPert battle agqm_ﬂL Eddy Cuvrv, an
N%A baé}ﬁcj( ba\\?\aver, ‘\mmediah\y becama Hﬂe
Chiet susrect (ROPY,555540,43, 8%-39, ROPX,
VVVV ZI-27 . ROPY, 5555157 - 1571 ROPXIV,
J777141-149) Novas theee-Year-old Son, Noah
was Yound in Hieie home asleer, bok he. was
Unhaemed. (ROPY,5559 [41-142)

The Umc.aao Police Deractament (CPD) made alempts
bo locate, Fredrick Comgé in +the Chicago area |
(CLRIV, 809, CLRV. 1013, ROPX VYVY 166, 1958-199)

They also begansurveillance of M. Goings cell phone
and aceording o rolice. rerorts Yendered in discovery by
the VroﬁcC\J‘rf o, used Hat cell phone intormation Yo track
M. Goingﬁ Yo M ichigan Gty Tadiana. (ROPX, VWVY199)

2.



Whea +he C\(\i(‘,ago Police learned that M. Comqf)/
Phone Nad Veen Yraced +o Tndiana , they Contacted

Tadiaaa Police and informed them that they (CPD)
had located Mr Colngﬁ “Within cell Phone reach” -
ot N\;ah}gaen iy, rc%\)eﬁﬁng that Tndiana

\aw cnchemenJr a65i55r n %nc\’mfg, M. &o’mgﬁ amA
hio velicle, (R6P VIl UUVU (b, ROPX,VVVV 199-200)

From this inihial Contact onwacd . Tndiwna and
O(\’\(Lﬂ(jo police femained W Constant Commu nication
aﬂd \Nofkcd *038(\\6( as a%am ,with the goa\o?
ar(‘és)r'mg M. Co’nngfj For the TAaois murders.
(CLRI, 308)

Lﬂ&'\ana \aw U\?ome_menlr o$$ic’»a\5 \OCaijC\
M. @o‘mgé vehicle in o hotel Pac\‘\'mg \o’r,immeémlre\y
infoemed TPD s and were instructed Yo heer M. Goings
and i vehicle under survellance. (ROPVIIL DULULL-1I,
ROPX, VYVVI49-200) Lndisea and C\\}Cajo law entorcement
OH'\Cefﬁ H’WCQHU, 5on4&Jn'me jr\’\aJY mor‘(\'\ng SUrro\mdec\
the hote) and blothed Mr. Goings vebicle i order +o

prevent him From leaving . & cesteiction Hhat amoevnted

ko o seizore vader the Fourth Ameadment of the
United States Conshbubion. (CLR IV, 809)



Then , on %emornmg o} Janvary 25,2009, CPD
had police Seom Tadiana acrest Me. Goi 195 ot a
Yew minvtes afec \.00am. Uénlng Yhe absord

Pre-text that M. Goings Was +respassing becavse he

had not vacated his hotel poom by Il am. onthe dot
(ROPXY,ZZ7Z7 2499-300)

NO o\e Hom jf.}\@ ComSForJr Inn C(mlracjred the Po\ice
or any \aw enforcemeat o reowesjr that Mr. Goings
be removed Yrom his hotel stay (ROPXN.2777 22‘1 -200)
In ‘r\a (:Jt, ‘rhe holre\ mMariager teotified ajr Yol Jrhajr \ll(

Wa5 Customacy Yo allow G\)U@éjr Uﬂ¥!\ ooyl jro ahcckoujr
late 1§ they Like, and inthis case Me. Goings had
(‘(iot\)eﬁ)rec] Yo cheekh oot late. (ROPX, VWY 157D

\ Comgs bonded out oﬁ@b\ for the talse
trespass Charge and retuened Yo Chicago. CROPX,
VVVVI15; RoP XVI, ARAAA 36-39)

Abeut a month \ater on Febmaw /0, 2009,
M @oinge Wa5 aga’m arcested by police . thistime CPD
Charged "Me. Goings with dooble- moeder (CLBT, 24

Prior to Carihol Ponishment bemg abolishedin Tinais,

Yhe State prosecutor had elected Yo seeh thedeath maalty
against Mr. Goings (CLAT, 70)



There are no evewitnesses vo the morders.

The Case aganst petitioner is st an evewitness case
and Frot Ratt Was conceded Yo by the State prosecutor
(ROPXY, Z12773%3-334,%3()

| N (\')oingﬁ did not Contess to Committing
dovble - murder and he certainly gave no INCtuleatory
Stotements which wneriminate him. (ROPXY.ZZ77 280-282)

Thece was no i nojer pr at evidence Yendered 1

discovery or preseated of trial that Connects
Petitioner with dsuble-murder. (ROPX1, XXXX 16-20)

Na morder wearon Was ferorted as be; Y diacovered
10 +he Case pre-teial and no mueder wearsn was _Prc5en3re3

at rial. CROPXI, YYYY129-120)

None o¥ Jrhﬁ I’\Cigwmrs Oyf H\c Vi Clr'lmf; Jr\nmeere,
Called a5 witnesees by the State ot +rial gave any
Yestimony Hhat they saw the e titioner on the.day
ot the murders (1-24-09). (RoPVILUUWIZS, 160~ 167

And oF all The witnesses whoteatitied ot +eial, no one
Posifively 1deatifed wWhos suv was n the suevesllance
¥(>cjrqge; oF Hhe \Ji(}hmﬁ Pa(‘\é}ng ot 'm(l[u&ing a CPD
detechive who watehed Hhesurveilance video abdeial
olong wiith he, jurors. (ROPVIL UUUU T ROPX, Vww22T)



The prosecutions surve\\ance exvert Yeshitied that

Yeomdhe cell-phone records he had analyzed in +he case

Hhat were associated with the Law 0%ice of Fredrich Goings,
he had o cellsite inFormation to determine wheee Me Ceings
Lell thone was located between areroxiamately 12:52 a.m.

and b am., and oather Yimes on Janvary 24,2009, (ROP XV,
7777 A37-2%8) The survellance expert alootestified
Fhat For the dimes hedid have cell-aite location dota,
he, Covld not 7rovide an address For the location ot

Pe Likionecs ehone or ovine Yhat The vhone was inside

Novas home, outerde Novas home of 1 the visitors
Parhing lot ovtside Novas home, but only that during
Certain Yimes, Petibioners phone P‘mgcd obt cell towers

with areas o} toverage i which the victims home was
included n.(AOP XY, 2227 333) |

The State s gw\éh&r cesidue exvert testitied that
he would never 9ive an oeinion oot qunshot residue Yhat
had been Collecked and analyzed inthe case was derosited
on the. trems onthe day oF the murders. (ROPXL WWWW10L)
He Fucther +estified thet Forensic Science i5 limited by
being unable o defermine. the exatt and precise moment
Yoot qunanet residue was deposited onan item. (RoPXl,
WWWW 106-107) The States exvect Furbher festified
during teial That 3uﬁ6h0"r cesidue Can be Foond on L verson
or persons Clothing who had ot been 1nthe Presence of a
diﬁahacged wearon and Hhit qunshet residve Coold remain
on inanimate ob‘je&s indefinitely. (ROP X1, WWWW 108,115)

b.



At the quesjr of te Chicago Tolice the Tlknois-

S 5ra3rc \7 b\'\(ﬁ ba“iﬁjﬁ ¢, exvert MQ({(’J o Comparisen b&JrWCm
a\ive round Confired bullet Qasmg? and an expended
Shell Casing Fhat the police testiFied o recovering in
Heir mve_ﬁhgahm(RoFX‘n YYY WG, 1Y -165)

T\’\e, ba“ifwjric CxVeer qave a 60\@@&3% OPINnioN H\aJr
e, two rieces o¥ ﬁ\:idence had Zionlar macks. H'mew,
%‘ne, ballistic expert Jre&*i%cd Yhat the manrks esold
Very Well be Foum Yhe manuFactoring v focess and
Hhat there, Coold De at least 1000 boxes oF ammun; Fon
with onficed bollet cas g5 with the ame macks
CROPXIL, YYYY 135,183 99%)

The expert Forkher testified that Hhe soorce of
H]e jr(m\mwkﬁ Jrhmlf)he ‘\ Aemti{lied on H)e Uﬂ% r“cd anA
exvended (Fired ) Casi ng are unanown . (ROP X 1),

YYYY 129-130)

One. of Yhe, vickimg e case feskimeny Leom
an Apeil 2007 unrelated orderof - protection hear g
which had nothing 4o do with the 2009 murders was
QHOWCA +o be. ntroduced at Hhe, 201 Yrial (BOPXIX, AD)
The Dr‘c\er~o¥—V[‘0Jt€.C1Li(sﬂ Nearin Y Was P/threA in% evidence
despite molkirle reteactions and contradiching thel the.
Jorees ek only never heard bt also never Considered.
CROPXIX, ALD)



Moce. imnottantly , Yhe vickim Nova Veney
hee 2007 retractions and alfidavit made clear tht
She 4.4 ot need an ordec-of-proteckion and that she
did not Feel Hreatened by Me. Goings and Hat there
Was never any Pysical abuge intlicked uponber by
Fredrich Gomg. (ROPXIN. AL

There Was V\ojrh'mo%‘ over whelming obout the

e\{\&mce, Preaenij nt e Ca5¢ lr\r\a)r 50?%?% o
Aooble - morder conviekion. ( CLAV, 1035, 1116)

Moreover , Fredrich Goings did not receive
o Seie Feial, and he was algo demed is r‘s‘gh‘)r Yo

be. Wieard on molirle pre-teial motions mC\odin@ o

merorioos mokion to quash arrest and uperess
evidence. (CLA TN, 308-50%)

The Yridl S\)dgﬁ Mavra. Slatvery - Boyle sentenced
rehtioner Jro Aatural \i_wce even atter Yeial Lovnsel had
reesented oo motion with at least 10 reasons why
tes boner Gnoold have. never been Convicked  Nowever
Yhe. atborneys who repregented vekitioner atteial
and zosteial had rest on Hhe mation For newibeial
wWithoot giving any argumenlr duri ng the hearing on

Nect Y, 205 (LLAN, 1035, b M0, 12TT)



Tnmid Al 2015 Rhikioner was remanded back
to the Coo\‘\ Coor\Jr‘/ Devact meat owt Corrections for
o hearing on his Pro-5e motion eahitled. “Mr Qomgﬁ
Pro Be Nloton +o Vacate Juey Necdick or in the
Altecnative For o New Trial ™ purguant Yo feorle v Kranke -
Fekitioners etfort 4o havc e Weanhel hearing 7rior +o ’
5e,n‘ren(‘,'\n9 wag denred. (CLAY, 1133, 1229, 122@

0n May 28, 2013 the, Ciecort Court Yrial J\)dge
denied PeFitioners Krankel motion and remanded him
bach o the Tinois Devarkment o} (serections ;
Pejrkjrioner a??fa\cA anA the OFFice OJ; )rhe 1\ineio
Sira% AP?e\\aJ(c Da\tenc\ef WG9 O\F?om)rﬁc\ Yo F@Pfﬁéenlf
him on dicect arreal. CCLAVY 1299, 1303+ 1504)

No 16504 Pertaining Yo how P X ikioners heanke
heacing Was conducted Were addressed i the
dicect aprea) and Pehibionees artellate lowvers
d1d nok roise ineSTecke assigrance ot frial Coomsel

n thee e et Peorle V.Co}nga,ZO\’i TL Aer(15013\805 UL

On October 30, 2015 Yhe Areellate Coort

a%twma& 'H\QJU‘Y VeCAlC,}r anA entered an Llinois

Sureme, Lovrt fole 23 opinion. feorle v, Goingﬁ, 70\H1L-
Aer (151)131863- UL



~ On December 3, 2015 o Petition For Leave I
To /\F?Cai Wa9 3;'\\&\ 1 H\«’i 1\\& n615 6\)[7\(‘&)'16 Courjf ;
however i+ was withdrawn on December 15, 2015

becavse the Arrellate Couet had gran-lrcA Pe tikinners

P(0-Se, mo‘rim 1[M ‘ﬁmf&‘h) m(’/ oo PCJrH"\D(\ thf
rc\nmcmg.

The Petibiones prose vetibion Tor rehea riNg was
Filed on December 11,2015, which was deaied on
Vecember 11, 2015, Fheee atder Peditioners ateney
refiled substaatially the same Potidion For Lene
To Avted on bebroacy V8, 2010 and was denied
by The 1linois Svmeme Court on May 25,20lb.
(Arvendix (1)

The Llinois Sutreme Covet iss0ed its mandate to
the Aprellate Coort on June 29, 2016, Hhe

0n July 5, 2016 the Lllinois Apeellate Court |
19504 }Jrs mandate +o the Circot Loott of CookCooner.

Pekitioner also Fled and sobmiHed b be Rled
mMoltiple other prose mokions Yo the Arrellate. Coort
Hhat Q\\a\\engeé Yhe Anellate Courtd observakion

ot mulkirle Pucks which were inaccarate 45 written

in+he Role 23 opiftion; primarily +he Arrellate Coort
ectofeawsly Concluded Hhat it \ackedjuﬁs&icjrion Yo hear

the motins



On November 8, 2016, Petikioner Fiely Fled his peo 5 N
Mokion For leave 10 Fle o motion for teconsidertion of +he seder
denvi ng his Yekikion For Leave To Arveal (PLA), which was denied
on November 24, 2016 (Apgeadix L2)

- On Februaey 28,7007, the Clecks of the United States
Surreme Lovek tecewed Petidioners a7 plication To extend
the. Hme in which o hle avebition for a writ oF Certiorari

n the matker of pgomgf) v. State oF THinois!

Podikionee received back wo ledters Seont the OFFice
of he United States Supreme Coort Clerk s both st wihieh
advised thet the lower Court orders muat be appended ohis
Pleadings and therehore his docoments Were ceroened o
fon- Camrliance ; the letkers Were dated March T, 2017,
and Macch 15, 2017, (‘ijtc)\"\\/C‘)’.

Therealter, on September 1§, 2017 Petikioner Tiled inthe
TWinois Supreme Coort a motion Tor leave 1o File oo vehtion
Fur an orignal weid of mandamos T4 was denied on
November 71, 2017, T Yre mandamus redikioner had
Soughjr Yo have o Covrt oeder Corpelling the Resrondent -
C('A(‘O\YY\ Ta‘;lf GFOS\?O\\ ’ ‘H}Q (\.\Cr\f\ 0¥ Jr\/le 1\\'&00\'5 Suvrme&orjf
Yo 1550 4o Yebibiner otFicial Coott srders which evidence
ok his PLA, and his motion Yoc \eave to ile Wis
Metion foe reconsidetinn of the Cout order that denied
\’\iS VL/‘\ Wa9 ‘Fa(‘}f dm]d bv Jr\ze, Shjf& ngh Couf"\'.

t
The matter feditioner 5009\’!Jr Yo have reviewed
was Yeotle V. C,o'mjﬁ, 2015 T1 Arr (15D1318L8-U



On Febrvacy |, 2018 Peditioner mailed Yo Yhe g
United Stotes Surreme Covet Clerks his pro-se application
Yor on extension of Hime wWithin which Yo Hle oo veiion
Yor Werk of Certivnart i onder Yo 5eeks review of the
mater of @o‘mgﬁ \L Brosbal , MLD, 014005 j Yhe aW\}mw\im
wa5 presented tothe Honorable Justice hagan, wWho

on Yebruacy 27,2018 extended the Fime Yo and
‘mC\u&'\nj Areil 20,2019,

COMPELLING BEASONS FOR CRANTING REVIEW

Becausc V&Srilrioﬂef haﬁ bem Unm\ﬂ\e Jr(s 0\9*01'((\
(ories oF OFicial Court ocders From the Clerk o Hhe
T ineis SU?rme Coo{‘lr Ve Yas Veen delayed in hiﬁ

WAL, Jro fle his Petibion For Wert oF Certiomet before
Phe United States Supreme Court:

Thus, in eWech y Pe)r'r\rimtr \(\aﬁ bcen Proce(\\)m\\Y
toad blached Frou exhavsting io remedies ondicect oppeal,
where the ollowing arqoments by arrellate Coonsel in
ummary Were (‘e}eclrcA - (@) Crime. 5eene Phs’rogmvhic
exidence. and evidence 05 o the vickims Sorinig fumily
Member, along with the Stakes Lommentary teferrin
to 5uch ev gence W5 inrelevant and intHom mqjmry
and oferated Yo deprive Fredrich (Bo‘mgﬁ o o
Yair teial J -(W WL\’»W, C\eceaseA jn‘i&lﬂ'mom’ '?rom O

Peior Lnfelated \nemnj Frorm 2007 Was wprogerty
admitted in the 70\5 wunder -er‘a[/»



Q) cell phone surveilante evideace and other cell phone Z_
records were adritled in violakion of Fredrich &omgé

Constitutiona rights; and (d) Pet tioners +ridl It dge
Was biased. -

ﬂ’liﬁ Case 15 in’lf’omtan{' %r o ﬂumber o¥ feasons.
First oFall s the dve process vwelications Yhat aFSest

not only Feditionee but many other members ot the
Public who may Yind themselves i similac ¢ircomstances

Second oF all, the Nations High oot will g'wed‘mcclrim

}LO lower Courts onthe importance of Providing Fimely
issvance of lower courts opmibné,decisiqﬂﬁ cmd
orders, 50 as to not Wlock a petitioners ability

to 5eels Tuether review

Thied ofall, \$his Court accerts review, Fetitimer
Would then be able fo reach the underlying merits of
his direct arreal in a s0bsequent and serecate pekion
Yor Weit of Certiorari , which have 155ues of natimmal
imboitaqce. '

Lastly, i+ would be Fondamentally sabaie for $his

-~ Honorable Suereme. Covet Fo allow o State High Court
Yo delay and imrede an incarcerated \\iigants abildy
+o advance and revail onthe merits ot "o case becavse
o} an achitracy decision o not Fuenish the requistte
orders That vursvant Yo V.5 5upreme Coort Rule M most
be arfended +o his Petibion For Weit of Certiorari.

2.



NO person shall be . . .deprived of life , Hiberty  or Y,

peoPecty, without due Process of law . 10,5 CONST, AMEND V
[NTor shallany State dercive any Person ot i Fe liberty
or proerty , withootdue process ok laws nor deny +o
any Peeson Within 115 Jorisdiction the eotua\ peotection

ot the laws .. . U.S CONST, AMEND. XN

T Hee case at bae, The, Besrondent, CacolynT. Grosbol
H’le, C\ﬁf\‘\ Dx Jrhe, D\r nois ﬁuvreme, Cou(‘\L i?)’ 3;0'\\'\“6 3‘.0

7eovide Tetibioner with cories of OHicia) Court ofders
necessary o agrend Yo his Fetition For Weik o Certiorari
hO\S \Iio\ajreA w\ha due, PoCes9 and cckoa‘ Projreckr'm(\ Clauses

of the United States Constitution , srecitically Ameadments-
Vand XIV, reseectvely. U.5 CONST AMENDS.N, XIV

Fur-Jr WJ mof'e., F\eﬁ?oﬂéeﬂjr v‘m\enlccl 'Hﬂ&du& vrotess
and equal peotection Clavses ot Yhe Tlinois Constitotin,
whith 10 Pecdinent ract rrovides that [nlo Pecssn shall
be derrved of \ife , Libeety of peorecty Withootdue process
ot law, nor Ve, deaied equal reotechion of the laws.

TLL CONST ark T,57

Prior o retitioner &e%'mg relief porsuant to this
Wit OSF Cectiorasi he had made moltirle rfque% o
the Clech of the Tinois Surreme Coued Yo rerform her
ministecial dubies ot rroviding Petitioner With Cories of
ot icial Coort Ordens. AVl 46 o avail.



I* \5 '1m?or)ran+ -Rr H’\'\é \‘\0(\ 0\"0\7\6 6\)?%{)’\6 Couf‘l‘
Yo Waow that Petitioner vever receved Cories of

othicial Court orders From +he Clerth of the Tllinsis Sureme Court,

when his fetition Foe Leave To Areedl (PLAY . mstion For
ceconsideration of the ocder deaying PLA, and his

motion Toe leave Yo File o pedition for an oria'nnal We kot Mandamus,
were all denied. Nore. lmporjranl(\y the, Cleek oF the Tivois -
Sopreme CouFJr SFQ\\C& er Pi‘O\ﬁc‘e, any other means tor

PekiFioner +o oltuin cories of the aforementioned requisite

otders , desrite his peeoistent pleas for Cories.

Which 15 why Petibioner hao asserted inthe |
Slakement of Facts a detoiled Q\(\rono\ogica\ Sommaly

* Hhat erodded the lmg o this Pekition For Weit of Certiorari.

P\f\c\ prise Yo Yhis, PFOMVJrcA petitioner o File his motion
Fae leave Yo File oo eetibion For an Ofig'ma\ Weit of Man damos
n the TWinois Sureene Coort porsuant Yo Tllineis Soereme -

C,Ourjr P\U\t Sgl

T\ hnois Hoereme Coort Role. 381 1a rerkineat ract provides:

P{‘o(:e.edingﬁ inthe sorrene Coott in
Of‘iﬂ'mu\ actions incases {‘Clan'nsh.”
Mandamos. .. andas may be necesary

Yo the conrlede determinativn of any case

on review, shall be inshtoted by F’.\mg
o. mokien , Furrorted by explenatory

5 ugges%‘onﬁ , Yor leave. Yo Tile o complaint
Seehing appropriste relief TL. 5.0k Role 58]

5.



Bareons Law Dickionary c\e?'mm ministecial act as
“ H’\osa C{C\'E; Per ?ormec\ by @ s0bnrdinate OWiC'\d\ o the
feerm ‘ministerial . . . 19 generic rather than specitic , and
ministecial atts may be dvided § nJro ero (‘.\a5665 - (1) Yhose
that are ministerial solely and involve o judgeent or

diseretion; and (2 those That are quasi judicial or -
distretionary.. " Basrons Law Dictivary, Steven §. bikis (4"ed. 1490)

A purely ministedial actis one wWhich a. verson PerSorms
on o gen Set of Tacks n o preseribed manver, andin
obedience Tothe mandate of legal authorty ; witheot
Pegar[l Yo or the exercise, ot s own ’Jud ement UPor
the eroerieky of the act being done. Td. ot 31T

Thus . Hhe public secvant or ot $icral 1nthis Case,

e Clerly of $he Thinois Surteme. Court, upon Petitionerd
e hbon For Leave To File. A Tetition For An Orig)'ma\ Weit-
ot Mandamus and the Jﬁ\mg and hearing theceon Shovld
have, been Commlled Yo peernt her ministerial duties ot
her office and disrense withoot Fuether delay Cories of the
otders Yehibioner needs fo arrend Yo his Wert of Certiorari -
P dhon: 50 That he can seet Fuether review of his
merrborions diteck apteal inthe matter of Feop\ev.(lomge,
2015 IL App (199 131868~ W, withaut whith he has

been blothed S;T‘DM addféﬁf}'\ng Wis \aims inthe

Unided States Surreme Coort, “Fhe. Righest Cour v our
trosted and belowed Nakion.

2
Rtition and Motion 1n s 1notance are njrcrc\nqngeab\e

|-



A ministesial task 50ch as Vro\ﬁé;ng PeXitioner

- with Cories oF Court ofders ineses Mo burden of Prejudice
on Besrondent Ta Fack Potihinner Contends that Reseondent
by virtue of her otfice , she shootd be more Hhan w}\l}ng
Yo comely 50 that felibioner Can Seclh Toether veview of
hio dicect aereal 10 the matter of feople v. @o'mgﬁ,

2015 1L Are (151 191868 LL.

As suth , the Clerks of the Tinoio Soreeme Coort
who has not 0\\0\/4&(\ Petihinner o obtan Cories of
Yhe reouisite orders in qoe&%imn by any other means
5hoold be Comelled Yo provide Yhem immediately and

without Furter delay

T Focther suprort of Tetitioner's contention fediioner
vaints to section 1K) ot the Clech of Courts Act

which in fectinent ract provide s

All records  dothets and boohs requiced bylawto

be Yert by such clerhs shall be deemed pubie recads,
and éhau ot al Yimes be ofen Yo v novection wirthoot Yee

or ceward, and all versons shall have Seee aecess for
notection and examination Yosuch records, docked

and Yotks , and alsoto all Pagers on File 1nthe differeat
Clerks ofFices and ohall have Yhe right To take
Memotanda and abstracts Yoereho. 05 TS 105/16(6)

(\Nest 2000)

T the coce at bar, fedibioner had zealowsly attempted Yo

OH&\A Copies rfr lr\'\e requis'r*& Cooﬂ orders by PofChase, :}\rﬁedom
ot infoemation Pec\\)es‘v and by natoral oreration of law porsvant
the, Clesks of Court ministerial duties. See Avpeadix Dand E.
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Nloceore , what Peditionee has r‘ecweﬁ)m! moltiele times
%om P\eﬁvon Am\', Pajrﬁr'\med Jrhe 1\\'mo'\55wreme, Couﬁ me ond

Olkmately \nvoked thio Honorable Sopreme Covrts avthori by
Yo obtain, ot snly Shoold have been provided o im withoot
queey but shoold be an essential act ot the OHiee of the

Cleck of the TWinois Gurreme Couet Wheaever thae Justices

O1t \‘ he. 1\\! 015 Surreme Couf‘* make any de,lrerm'un’lajfion on oo

M\Mn or motion betore ' whether or not c:\'\@crc’rionary
fevie 15 qranted

Petitioner Corttends that it beFuddles +he 9o e5hion
ot What action was taken by the Covet when Hhe
C\er% mC ,Jrhe I“inoif; Hupreme Coufjr 2nds n(ﬁ'i ce by letter
that the Court eateced aa order but vet refuses Yo -

(elease to the \ijrigaﬂlr o Lopy of the order in Otuea‘rion.
Besides, what qood 15 a leter Srom the Clerk of Coort
whith Years no ot ficial 5eal or Gramp o ﬁignajmce o$

Justites of Justice : wWhat a550rance woold a Peviewing

Coork , the ikiggab of e public have Hat e Clerks
fotice, by lefter 14 otticial and notissved in ecror?

~ Furhecmore, the Covrtorders in question are
JUA\(‘,\‘Q\ recsrda and shoold e containedin o Coort Re,

and abﬁmjr an order by Yhe TWinsis 50?\“&«16@0\)& 5@«\303
e Case or the Files Contents Shoold be available tor

Narection CopYing and aceess 1o the roblic, and
Cectainly Yo +he pacties in the ease.



T} 15 incontestable Hhat Jrhejudicka\ records that
Pekitivner seels o obrtain Cories ot do nok Hrigger any
PeVaCY rights ot anvone. Add:Hondly, notably not only
dld Hﬂ& RCﬁPW\Aen* p HIC C\enk D‘; Hlﬁ I“'moiﬁ SUP(‘EM\‘i Coud‘
?al\ Jro F&W\A Jro le b )rim’lﬁﬁlﬁ mmLim ¥or \ea\/e Jﬂ) J;iieou
Pedhiontie Weik of Mandamos bk o atbsney Hled any
0P Peacance. I H\& Cage on Hne %65 Vondemts \76\’10&1&.

The, case 0{’ ﬁmr Can be best (‘ahmq\izeci W
fecognizing Hhat the Law already makes o dishinehion
behuieen Poblic access Yo materials Sohmdted . Hled

of mfrtfeé W OPen (lou{\Jr \Al)r\'\ H\e mer\\‘\mt Court,and
Materials Thatare Conhidential, Fled ondersed or
otheewige Nave not been submiHed n 67en court or

mfxde, avalable Yaervoblic msrechn on Copy; ng.

Jee, Lovley Tress v. Administedive 0%ce of the,

Coucks, 270101 Arp 24548, qovting Dnited States v (bl
s R 224, 228 (77 i 1959)

Tn Hhis wstince s exen theugh Pehoner 5 Corneatly
Conined nthe Tlhinsis Vepartment of Correchivns ehas
o reason To Presome Hhethis mebon for leave +o File
o. e bihion For an orginl Weit of Mandamvs was reviewed

by o Jushice, of JoShes C)SF Jr&»aI\\]nsiﬁS\)Preme Coumtm
o Confidential o closed manner.

Also, Pehitiver hao beenderrved ot his right foa
remedy and Justice invislehan oF Fhe Tllinoio Congtitubion

Whak haprened To Pelbikimners eight to ”ob%in%)os\w'ce by law,
Yoeely s Compleely anderorpHy” T See THL (ONSTort T, §12
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~ THis vncontroverted that FediFioner has been delaye d
10 his abildy Yo see b Tuether ceview and reliel oF his
dicect arreal inthe United States Svereme Covet Tetihioner
Contends that there 19 abastutely 1o culrable fnegligence
onthe part oF Petitioner - the delay 15 Yotally atrbutable
to Respondent.

TIn keering with The spicrt of the Clech o} Court A(‘_Jr,
jrherc can be. o elimination ot the d\;c ProCes Violation
Hhat has occored when %15 obviova Yhat the Cleck ot
the Thhinois Sorreme Court has provided no other means
of altecnatives 1n which Fehitioner can obtain Cores
| Oyr Jrhc Pﬁolub'ﬁrc CooﬁL Dfd(iﬁﬁ necesaalry Yor him to
566\‘\ ¥u€¥hcr feview OX; hiS difﬁ(ljf apreal, S@& QEnemny,
T05 TLES 105713 (West 2006)

~ Moreover, Respondent already conceded inher lebter
+o Petitioner c\g‘rﬁd December 15, 2017, thatthe notices
in “letkec form " that were mailed +o fetifioner on May25, 201,
November 74, 2016 and November 21, 2007, are ot Ficial orders
o} the Thinois Surreme Court. Which, Peditioner Contend
ate ot orders at al\, and the Cleck ot this Honorable

United States Supreme Covet has determined are not
Compliant Yo arrending o Petitioners Fetition For A
Wreit o} Cer‘}ﬂom(‘i, See Arrendix AL (L, (2 and D, remc\'i\/e‘j

Furtheemore , Reapsdent will be. wnableto prove the
Failure Yo reovide Pedibioner Cories was Constitotional )

and that Petibioner was not Yreated dibfecently than
other Vi . anJrE;- A leas eo\uq\. peobection violation.

20.



Thus, Hhece. 15 no reasonable, non acbiteaey relationship
between Besrondents refusal YoXornioh Peditioner Cories

of actual ofFicial ofders and the obvious delay i+has
Cavged Petitioner

CONCLUSION

The Pedition Foe A Weit oF Certiorari Shoold be
granted. Therealtter, Resrondent, Carolyn T. Groshll
Shoold be ordeced Yo Yornish officiol Cories oF +he

the Pec‘uisﬁt Coutt orders withook delay , otherwise
Fhia Honorable Surteme (ot Shoold arder Potitioners

immediate. celease. From the Tllinois Devartment ot
Cmretjr"mm. ‘A\)rema)r'\\!ﬁ\\/, Jr\n'li) H()ﬂora\y\e Couf‘lt shoold
gma’r \eave For Petitioner o Tile hie Petibion For A
Wit ot Certioract to Chalenge the dicect arreal
decision 1 The matter oF feorle v, &o’»n@s Z200A 1L -
Aee (151 121868-W, without aPVending the requiate
Court oeders of allow NimteFile his Fetihion C(Hac\ﬂing
and arrending ngﬁ “notice letters v liew o Yhe

-

“otticial orders , retibiner has been painstakingly
teving o obtain.

Addionally , 05 rediFioner has already sobmitleda

Motin For Leave To froceed Ta Forma Faurecia when he
Yendered is application For an extension of Hme inwhich
+5 Tile ‘Hf\b VCHHM’\ For A\l\lﬁ‘k 0¥ (_\HJﬂOM(‘i - ?esri)rimef ,’lereby

Peq\)ef;)r Tt Hhis Nonorable Sofreme, Coutt aproat Coosel.

- ReSVCQMM\% Jf;‘%é

- Fredﬁcmgﬁ, M3(.022
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