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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

PSR | dleges Hal Uis Teial consel did ot provide Tor Wis Eggitable
entillement; 4o eechve assistance | purguant b Gonslibvhond standadds, as inferpreted by
precedent establiched by THS UNTED STAES SUPEEME CuRr,

By ‘rial comsels breach of conbrackuad dbligations L.. and on Yhe record admission of such
@ need 1 %o call o Gusoble witness [ ONA Expert], on FEMTOERS belulf

As complet malles of DA were butside the soope of dnial counsele Knowledge. |
Said DNA Expart Sor PEMONGRS delenge wonld have imPeached e Frosec\)}fqv{s DA Expert—
~ond fs the prosechions \-)\eorg & e case.

As DNA evidence , as p{bse‘/\‘e& by dhe Proasecuhion gewed, ag the most lenable news , bo have
allegedly esladtshed  PErtnioneRs Tovddement with dhe criminal fvansadien , and contviversy in
(b\)CS‘\t‘CM. |

Did e Ninth Cirovit (.ond Dislidh Coule) er in Aefering o Skde Gort -‘;(nclmgg
L. ok dd ot readh e meils of Pettioers Shote and Fedewl Conslitvhoval daims 1... and

adopt  dhe Some, in 1T condlusions and opinion ,?. A

Did e Slale Courts e, and abe “TER disorebion .. (. Knowledge of that which s
st ncough the law..) by not raching the merifs of wEttnoners conshivhonal claim,

Upon PenIfioeR moking a prima fucte showtag [ all 5 Slibe Femmos, Gond agteechle b
e vsage and panciples o law ], An instead of issing percemphary writ on  PETIOUERS

- TACTIONS sammorify  denging the same. 7 '



LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the ¢
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose
petition is as follows:

ase on the cover page. A list of
judgment is the subject of this
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORAR]

L

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the Judgment below.

/] For

[ 1 For

OPINIONS BELOW

cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] reported at ; or,

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[V] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _ B tg
the petition.and is
[ ] reported at ; or,

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[ is unpublished.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

cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _E.__ to the petition and is

[ reported at ; Or,

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

The opinion of the SUREDOR (couty or LS AnaREes)

appears at Appendix _E to the petition and is

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

court




JURISDICTION

[/] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case .
was Iuly 17,2617 COA denied

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

[f] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: September, 08B0 and g copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _A__,

[ ] 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); £ 165135 :354(1)}
CiVILCOCE s 52.1(b) , CODE OF CNIL PROCEDURE § 41010, ( SUMMARY OF CALIFORMIA 1AW [WITKNs];
(748 witkins construTionAL Law [aqdd To4sid ] j [11 wikiNs Equery C«3,653,07] [543, 041 ];

(L WHKINS TRUSTS [-¢I(L),

[l] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Seplephec G4 2015
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _F

[w/] A 'timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
dlleged as (ﬁ{vber 925 . 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. §1257(a), € 1651,
52241(c)(3) j; VL CODE s 5Q.1(b);  COBE OF CIL PROCEDURE * 410.10
L7143 WITKINS CONSTIVRONAL LAW [444], C4s1],[4831] 5 [11 WIKINS Equiry [-47 B43, s3],
B71,0-51]1; [11 witans TRUSTs ECl(b), :



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

CONSTTUTION OF THeE UNITEED STAIES
AMENDINENT VI
In oMl cmindl prosecubions the accused ghall é,vnog e vight- Yo a speedy and public ral,

i>3 an imparkial gury of the Slude ond dishick wherei§ Be crime shall have been commifled,
which the dishrick ghall have been- previcdy ascertuined by law, c,’hd {o be tnlormed of He
nalore ond cotge OF Yhe accusakion: to be cnlronted with the withesses against hm.;
4o ave compyleory process Sor cbidlaing witnesses in his Sover, and Yo bave the assrstunce

o comsd Sor hig delense.

colsttUnon oF THE WIIED sTATES
AMBOMERT X1V ; Sechion 1.

A person= born or naturalized T {he Unted Slales, and sdpject Yo the yudsdickion
Iheredl  are citizens of dhe Uniled Sldes and the Slale  wherein Yhey reside.

No Slae ghdl male or enfoce any law which shall abridge  the privi \eﬁes_ or immuilies
of ctimens of te United Shaes § nor shall any Shate deprive any person of GG
Vibedy or propedy, withool dve process of Taw ; mor de to any person wiliin e

- gorisdickon Jo eqpol pm\eo‘mn of the laws.

CONSTIUTION OF THE INITED STATES
ATICLE y‘l ; Seckion Q.

This Conshivhon, and the laws of dhe Uniled Slales | which shall be made tn pursuance
heedf 5 and all dreakies made, or which shall be wade, under the authorily of the
Uniled Stales, shall be the sopreme law of dhe land ° and the sodges i every slate
chall be bound fherely | any dwing ia '“\e. Conghlotion or laws o any sldle o he

conkrag  nekwih shanding



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTGRY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
cont. ..

COSSTTOtON OF THE STATE OF GALIFORNA
ARticE Wl 5 Sechon 1

The Shate of CaliCornia is an ingeperable part of dhe United Steles of Amerea, and the
Uniled States Conglilohon s dhe supreme low of the land,

coNstitutiod OF THE STATE OF CALIFORMIA

AZNCLE |-; Sechen 15
The defendant in @ crimial case has ihe vight o o speedy public Wtal; do mpel
allendance of wilnesses in defendants behdf o have assislance of consel Gor
defendants defense, o be personally present with corsel and do be confronled
wilh the witnesses against Yhe de fendant.
The Legtslalue may provide for the deposibim of o wilness in e presense of e
defendonl and  the defendants comnsel,
Persons may not tuve be pot in yeorpardy fe dhe same offense | be ompelied tn o criminad
covse lo be a wilness agatst themselves, o be deprived of Life, Libedy or properly
withok dve pocess of law,

CONSHTUTON oF e StAfs OF cAUFORNA
ARHCLE | ; Sechon 24

Rights %Mts;rah\eeo? by Ynis Conshlolion ave nol dependant on those guavonleed by the
United Stotes Conshibvkign. - In criminal cases the rights ¢f a delendant o eqyal prolechon
& e laws, Yo doe prcess oF Jaw, Yo the assichonce of comsel, do be peremally presend
with consel | Yo « speedy and pblic Yoin % compel the oMtendance of withesses, o
confront the wilnesses against him or her, bo be Gee Cvom wnvcosenddle searches and
seizvres, Yo privacy do ol be compelled b be o wilness against himsel® or herself,
b not be plaged twice in d-eo?am% $oc e same oflense, and fo ook sutler

cond, ..

4.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS |NVOLVED’

- the topsition 66 orvef o vwsua] ponishmert, shall be consled by dhe

Courts of this Shale 0 a manger consisled aith $he Conshlohon of e Uniled Shales.

 Thes Conshdubion shall sk be onchrved by e Carks Yo offrd gresber vighte o criminal defonclnds
han {hose afxded by the Conghilohion of dhe Uniled Slaes, nor shall ik be cmelved do ofGord
grealec vights ko winors in Gwevxi\e poceedings an orimingl - cames hon thise obforded by
e Conshiohon of fhe United Shdes |
This dedaabon of vighls way ml be canshued Yo impatr or deny ctes celained by bhe: people

Csummary oF cauroriia Law TwmdnsT)
L1 wriks 26Uy 811 Cin part)

Equity vegarde that as deone which ovght 4o be done ... The docvine of e%\-i tdble oomvergion vests
vpon Yhis wayim,
[11 wikiNs Eautty [317] Cin paet)

The stbged malter of “Equdy osedaps vans oreas of dhe low o oondrucle, ort , propecy and obher
Sields
[41 WikiNS EQuity [-237 Cia part)

“the procedural drsinchons between ackums ot law “and in Egqay have largely abrogated.

(1 wrtiowis Eguity C+43 Cin' part)
E%uiirg looks al svbstance vather than Grm,

[14 witkins EQUttY 3737 (Cin part)

“No ane can lake udvahkse of his own Withg.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

conk..

[12 wHKINS EQUIY D511 (in part),
He who comes into Equily wmist come with ‘Clean Mands .
Av Coort will neither aid in Yhe Commission ofF a Gavd by enlorcing a aontrack, nor reliewe one
o Jwo parkies do a Gowd Grom W consequences, where kot are in pari deliclo.
Apy wnconsclentive conduck tn he hansackon may give vise to the defense.

[11 wimane E6uIy [4a] (in part).
Specific perforwonce wil] “be dented where Mhe cmbod is ot st and reasanakofe.
I other words, equity shold not tend ils aid o the ‘enfircement of o hord Lamaaln.

[7&3 wions cosstunodel taw 70631 (in pact) (3
“Every persin who, under Hhe cdor of any statule, ardinance | vegulatin | custom or vsage &,
any Slabe or Teccilory or the Diglrck of Columia , svbjedss, or causes o be supyecied , any
Gikizon of Jne Urited Stk or olver pessans within He gurisdichion Yieredh 1o fhe depivaion
oF any vighds , pivileges or imwunikies seared by the Conshivhm and laws, shall be lrahfe
fo fhe pocty tnyured tn an adkon ok low, suit i equily | of other proper proceeding for redess.

[1&s WITKINS COMSTITUTIONAL. LAW G707 (in part). (3
Under 2% UsS.c. s 1343, Federal Courds have onginal gurisdickion wer actions fo (4)
vediess the deprvakion | ynder odlor of slale low, elc.. | o€ any right. el | secured
by Hhe Conshivhion ... or by ony ack of Congress providing For eqa ﬁ*’j‘ﬂs ot (D)
reower Samages elc... under any ack of Congress prws&ing Yor the proleckan & civil vighls
(28 US.C. 5 1343(3)(4.



- CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORy PRWVISIONS INVOLVED
cont..

[7& % wimkins construnovaL Law (57087 (3) |
Constitutional Rights. The slafulory language (deprivakion of righls, privileges, or immuniles
secwred by the Conshiuken or iasti sez sy §706) owers deprivahons of fne Fourlesntn Amendmend

h‘a“s -



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On the date of Apnl OT, 2014, Pefrtioner herein named "mouea in P se
on His onginal PEMTion FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORMUS | 1n THE SUFERIOR OF CAUFORMIR, FOR
THE COUNTYy OF 10S ANGELES [soumuwEST DISTRICE - ToRRANCE COtFHOUSE].
Said " PETION”, Sound agfeeab\e o e Veage and princigles of law, vecbvifina wrt 4o isse theeon
in the peremplory, made a prima Gacie shew\\ns . ol FEmoNER was deprived of s '
Eqiiteble entiftement , Yo eFeckive assistance of ownsel | at Wiadl, purevand {o Conshitvlional
standords, set forth by precedent, ectablished by this COURT 1o STRICKIAND 43

Said PETMHON was dented on Mag,-m,iiOiu (see and reference APPENDIX
Said denia, was withwt basts of any reasmed legal qv%m‘g cited. [ summarily denied 1
Vet presuming o be upon procedund growds, as stated i dichon  upon Minste Grder -
However, Ihe dlleged * pracedural growds’, reasming the bugis of sard deniaR | were nof
within the ‘spt of adegpate. and independent , consislently appiied Slole procedural gremnds,
Yhat PETMIONER | was expected {0 Know abodt and oom\ciﬁ with

Subseqpently: on July 0%, 201 PETHIAER mwed in Pose on PEToN FOR WRIT oF -
CRROR CORAM NORIS . as o result of THE SUPEROR colets , errness denol] of  PETTOERS,
HABEAS CORMUS | ‘as & vesolt of an evvor of Cack ~hauing said deniad | hot citing any legal authordy
as Ws hasis.

1, PETTIORR wes reBentenced , in the cause of Acmunk Case YADTTSM,[B2364N], as a resulk, veversal and remand, wpon direck

uppeal » Hence he Yime uhen which Legal (Equitable) dolling begins | 1s meacured from the paan\lpenod and Hme of msenianc«ng and
ok From the origingl dote of cumiichon (See and reference 2B BS.C. ¥ 2244 (A)(A)(A); 224 el seq

. See ond reterence MASSARD v UNITED STAES, 53% 0iS. 500 ('2063)( The Sopreme Curd hos g)zciamllg held that $he prelerred
procedure ; is b by inefleckise assislance d owngel claims on habeas corpus | vather thon dired veview,  See dlso FEBREW: TELG, 15 -

Cal. {0 204 (1997) ( same),
See and reference e JAMES (1952) 35 Cal. 2J. B0 (.. The SAMES Covrt afBaming dhal dhere 1s ™0 dime limit for Gling

Bhate pelitions, for Writ of Hobeus Corpus.
2. STRICLAND v. WASTAINGTON , Hbb Ui, 66%; 693 5 104 S.CF 2062 (1984)

3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

However | the CORTGF APREALS OF THE STATE OF CAUFDRUIA SECOND APPELIATE BISTRICT

BIISION SEEN |, hauing received the PETHON OF CORAM {i0BIS | did ol Gle the same.

Conseqpently 1 o1 Jne 25, 2015, TEMHONER mowd in Prose on PETION FOR. WRIT
- OF MANDAMUS, in dhe CALFDRNIA SUPREME COURE, Yo mive said QoW o campel Yhe lower cover oF -
APPEALS | Yo Ble and Tesve o wling on the wertls in the CoRAM B proceedings .
Moreower, THE CALIFoRNIA SUPREME couat was alerted do PEitionERS Federa! (and Sidle)
Conshlvhond! daim , via the MADAMUS PEfHION,

Said ACTION b MANDAMUS was derled sunmarily on Seplember 69,2015 ( See and reference —
AroanioiX

Svbsequently, on September 24, 2015 moed In Prose on Peftid FIR REHEARNG: on

MANDAMUS . With the same being a“eﬁediguwﬁ presumed denied on Noember 01, 2018, per q
“Cover-Lelter comespondence ; Srom THE CALFORMIA SUPREME COURT CLERKS CFFICE, purparting
Yhe qyast denia® ; yet nob bearing signatue (authenkcakan) of a Sudge vor Jushce.

{ See and reference APRRNDIX

On November 30, 2015 PERHOER movng in Prose mowed on Petrion FoR WRIT
oF HABEAS corpus BY A PERSON IN STATE cusTaby | pursvant 23 USC § 2054, in THE WITED
STATES DISTRICt coUZh CENTAL DISTRCT oF caurordia, L Accounl /Case OV 15-9599]

Said PERTION being fond agreeable Yo dhe usage and principles of law - reqyiving wii do tsgue
Jheeon in the peremplory, mode a poma fuce shwing thal PEMOMER was deprived of
Mis Equitable entflemend , Yo effecive assislance of il cownsel, by Constitohenal standads
sel Gortn by precaden) eslablished by THis COWRT W STRICAAND 3



STATEMENT GF THE CASE

On Nwember 29, 2016 e HON. FERSAID M. OLGUIN UNIED STAtES DISIRICT OUDGE,
Accepled the Findings, Condosions and Recommendahons of a Uniled Slales Magiatrale Tudge,

Yaat d not have cogntzance; n the proceedings in q)oeshm. Having Pefriioner speciically

withhold ing HIS consent do proceed before a UMITED Stres MAGisTRATE SU0GE ; by reyecing  lhe
ofRr € contrack, for eledion of o Magishole Sudge. (See and rddrence APPENDIX DIR)

And in the some  THE HOM. FERUANDD M. CiGUIN sommarily dented dhe HABERS PETITION, and denied

Tosoane of o CERNEIONE oF APPEALABIUTY ( See and referene APFENDIX B13:3)

On Decarber 2T, 2016, FERtOUER maving Prosé moved on a WOTKE AND SUIT 1 EGUIY
AND COMPAINT, TO AMNL AND SET T0 NAVGHT, TE DISTRCT CouRts ORDER ([ PURPORTING A SUWDGHVEENT)

SIMULATING A DENISL OF PETHIONERS | PENION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS coRAUS [ on Accoun [ Case
v i5-9589 1.

Qs a result of, 45 DistRCt COURt accephing the Gndings, condbstons and vecommendabns of a
Magistrate Judge , whom hod no contracko® (nor Eqgitoble) inleresh in the praceedings in qyestion.

And in e same, not reaching the merils of PEMMNERS (ederl Gonslitvhamal clams.
Nor Aem(){ng) the same on P{D(LedWCLQ gmm&s-

I.
On Sanvary ; 17, 01T, PETIIONER  mving in Prose , moved on APPLCAIION FOR

CERTFICATE oF ADPEALARILTY [ on Accont/Case 1056912 DC, No: Q:iS ~cv-09589] | in The uNmD-
STATES COU2T OF APCEALS FOR NN CIRCUT.

The same was denled on JUlg) 7, 2017 (See and reference APPENDIX o ) ) .

Cikng Teasens

Yoot PEONONER [ APPELANT] hog wol made a “scbglanhal s"ming of e deniad of q Conshivianed vight-

eihing ++ MILER-EL v. COCKIELL, §3T U.5. 322, 327(2005); 2% VSC. § 2263 (.

10-



STATEMENT OF tHE CASE

On Avgist 23, 2017 PENTIOER mw:@ in Pose mued in OMNIBUS AcCTion FOR
MOTIpN FOR RECONSIDERATION AND PENTION FoR PAVEL REHEARNG ANO LEHERRING: BN BANC - “eMERGEIDY
MOTION UNGER cipcurt RUE 27-3, W THE WIMED STAIES oWl OF APREALS FOR THE NINTH ciouit
1. .on Accont/Case 0-5t912 DC. No. 2!165-cv-09589] ... (e.. moving {or reheaémg an the
iese, of why CERNFICATE oF APpéALABBuW shold issie, vealliyming thot, PETIOER tus tmade
sdbstardiad chowing of a denid of a Gonghltiond vight .. . \uo\franiing CO.A. Yo ise.
The same was denied on Seplember 03,2017 ( See and reference APFERDV A)

As conseqence and ot of ol ead ActionS and poceedings, aloremenkimel

PENHONER mwves in Prose  in s Ec'@mh\olf ackion in CERIORAR

N



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

PETINER. herein named | makes Hhis PERTON with Prayer and Respect.
And moves Yhis HONORABIE TRIBUNAL. o grant CERTIORAR in this cavse and wialter.
W etercise oF IS arscre\-iomg Jurisdichon.

Ta dhat the execize of a Courts disorehion (..in part) . fs based on what is G
under the Grumstance | and guided by the tules and principles o law.

And yrisdickion ; 75 a Ceurls power fo deade a cases an issie a decree.

Havmg Cerkorari ; deﬁw;ng Crom eslablished wmethods vo? the Kings Bench, in
maintaining sopemacy (. dhos uniformily i the Rule of Law), by the Royal Courts. |
Againet acks in ercess oF guvisthckion , by lower Trtupal G1, Cedtiorari, in said respects
Agairet o NN e
being similiar o writ of e is ees_sem\na'\B . an Aclin Ecbuﬂg remeo‘g in l:cn\x{.‘:b

The Principal maxim in Eqyity -~ 1s .- TO HAUE THAT DONE WHICH QUGHT TO BE DXE .- -
Bnd rest on the Priacigle Yok - Gin purd) .. No e con tale advantage of frhenr oW wrong. . )
( See and relrene; SummARy oF cAUFDRUA 1AW ; Fwmans] [11 winns squry B4 [s1 6] (3]
2 Q § |
(728 wriais COBTIITONAL LAW [-444], 4311 B4s3] ]

To remeds adks, in ecess of gueisdichon, amanting 1o abuse of aotharly | by toferfor
TRENAS [ slate Couts and Federal Diclrich/Civoult Conds 1, with eaid “Courd=1" deniad
of PEMNERS , in Do s ‘AcTns’ of collalenl velief | nok being vpon cited legal avlhorty
(See and wefonce APFENDK A, E,F, & 'Y L And with the Stute Appellate Cord
recerving PETITOMERS  Ackion ab Coram Mogis geb not filing the same. . .

1



REASONS FoR GRANTING THE PETITION

Nor were such denials, reasmed vpon Stede and or Federul procedwal gmmds. cmas}en\lg
oppired , Gr PEOMER o howe Known aboot, and ths comfly with.

And having ull f PEMTINERS Actinfs], making a prima (acie shawty of PEMIOERS deprvation
lo His Equiable enkittement Yo Gonshlvtionally effedive assickince of covnsel at 4vial,

[... with the sume issve being presented lo the Appellule Skufe Court , per Action ab
Coram NoBis, and bo the Stale Supreme Courl, per fAckin al Mapamus. .. ]

Wih all said “vertols |, Gund qaftea\o\e o the Vgage and principle of law, feqinng wrt do Tssve
Yeeon, i the poremplon) «. .

( oo OF QUL PROCEDUZE §5 1068, HI0.10 ; 28 US.C. § 1651)
. e Said State and FeperaL Court (Sﬂmﬂkwﬂ) deniels | deprved Refrmoep

ol His E‘q\u;‘\q\o‘e entflement , o subslandive andd pmcedum.@ qufd‘; of Dve Roxese of Law

( [11 wrmaNs Equity F4],6:42,653,071 1) [1&8 witiks cosTiutionAL LAw pudu Bus(1Gus3l] )

Moeover, bolh State and FepeeaL [ Dichrich and Cirauit ] Courls, in gaid

pmceec‘lmgs. where wob in Keeping With the princigle of Stare Decisis’
Namelg 1 the decisions o said OXRTS, were nol only in conllich with ecedent eslablighed

by Tdicalory o conoyrrend  gurisdichon ... Bub in cnCliid willy esloblished SuvPeEME Couzr
precedient- . 4

T STOOKNG v WASHINGTON, 446 U.S. C6%: 693104 S0t 2052(1984) ; FEAE- LEDESMA, (M6T)43 ¢, 216

MASSARD v, UNIED STATES, 53% U3, 650 (200%) (. The Supreme Court has speciCiaully held 4o the preferred proedure, 1 Fo

bring ineflective assiglance of awnsel claims en habeas arpus, rather dhn dhredt rewiew)... PEOFLE v. TEUD, IS Caf. Hth :zlt,q(qu‘l)(gq e’
nve James (1952) 3% Gl 2d 302 (. The JaMES Rt oflinnaing thad dhere 7s 1o Hime himd G Cifing Siote Pelbens ‘
for Writ of Hobeas Corpss...) .. .

L..On O NOBIS, PEDRLE «.KIM (2009)4S C Hia 1073, 109( § FEDRLE «. SHIPVAN (1965)62 C.23. 276,230 j CCR g5 4010, 10625 -
2B USC.§1051 ] . [TUn MADAWS; C.CP. § 1085 | DRUMMEY v, STAE BRO, oF FUERAL DIRS ([921)13 Gul. 24 75,97 P2y S4é
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETIHION

In simili materia ... TUE WHED S'rrmzs COURT OF APFEALS | has s (ar deparled
Srom the accepled and vswal cwrse of yudicad proceedings, vpon " iTS” ingoiry and examinalion
in he Cerdificle  OF Appealabildy prceedings — und in the same’ dengng COA.
Thes nok eercising 1S appellale gurisdickion, by laking vp the conlroversyy and makler

in %ues‘riw, 7 i

Having PEMmover sakisging e Yoveshdd requicement .. . fo have COA. 1ssve,in s
waber. (. salishyng the sobstarkiol showiny standard | that reasonable jurisls could
conclode Yhat the Disteicr COUQf[ n uddben o l\he Slode Corts ] ewed in dismissing
PEfttioNERS  HABEAS PETTTION. |

{ See and relerence MILLER-EL v. COCKRELL , 53T UiS. 322, 32T (2003) { Id o HN156] ol
53T US. 32T Ciking SIACK o 529 us. 4g4, Quoking BAEFOOT ot 393 and n4 71LEd 24,

90, 103 5.Gt 3392 ) °

Review of the record —in this maller, will cnchide dhal dhe DiStRICT cOURT and
e Slate Couts, did nol give S\l considerbion | Yo bhe substanbial evidence , PEfmONGR pt
Goth W sopprrt 6f s Pana Sucie cuse, in bobh e Slale and Federal HABEAS procea&a‘nssv
Therefore | bringing Jorisls of reason o agree , Hab. PEfMtioER's HAREAS Pelibioniz]
shold have been resolued  ditCerently - . ‘
Tnsobur. .. Warranking the UNINED STRIES CWRT OF APFEAS , ¥ Issve CO.A. o bhe motler and

' contvoversy iy, queshion

5. SIACKv. MCDANIEL, 529 U.S. HT3; U1, 14k LEd. 24 SU 120 SCF. 1595 (2000)]
BAErooT «. ESTRLE 463 US. 380, 77 LEJ2d 1090, 103 &.¢{. 3356 ((4%3)
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETVIION

Motewer, W& ower o .PPPFA.S, in not issing COA ; and in the same, delerring
lo the Federnl Digkick and Ciccuit Cowk and Lower Siale Courls departure  from accepled
and Usial course o dicial proceeding | conslilvles the APPEALS Rt as  sanchioning of such.
a deporture , by e lower Slate Cowds ... lnasmch as the APPEALS coor own  departue
Gom the accepted and vsval cwrse of jdicial proceedings  in denying PEtTTIOMERS

apghication for coA.

( See and reference  SUPREME couor RUE 10 Per (1 () ; [ 11 witkins squiry Bl s Fel F1T]

Haviag ‘all’ Lower Guds [Stake and Federal 1 paseing on the dbligakion  fo eercise
godhcial gurisdichon . .. 4o Whab end .. which ought do be reached |in Mhis waller, by dhe
tegolar admanistration of the princigles o€ Law and Equiy.

( See and reference [ 11 winkins Equy (41021631641 1)

The etercise of this HOWORABLE TRIBUNAL'S Supertisory and swereign power, in 1his

maller and contragersy in cbues\xeh is heeded ... ac the Juv'\&(cq-( device , Yo vemedy the same

That all "Pacties involved in this maller may ... HAE THAT DONE WHICH WGHt To. BE OOE.. -

and in the same ... ave TETTONER, be afforded HiS E%uiqub(e entllement fo Due Process of Law.

Gwed wot .on\g Yo petrioner, bob to all citizenry , within ke Jurisdickion of these UNNED SHES.
Ag Yhe right of Dye Frocess o law, is an absolule and afQmative covenant | and sukjed-
Lie. Cestii Quel of ihe Porpehal, Prolective and Reciprocal Trush, .. Yhet 15 the

CORSTIVHON OF THE UNTED STATES .

IS,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE Pefition

The writen inshument embodying Condamentsl  and organic Law |
The  adihortkive %roun&s, Yo be odbserved bﬂ alizenty and entitres of Gouemmet&, as mera.Q
elwical o\c\fga}ﬁmg‘ |



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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