Supreme Court of the United States ‘ y
Office of the Clerk | , |
Washlngton, DC 20543—0001

Scott S. Haxjrie
Clerk of the Court

| June 27, 2022 (202) 479-3011

Mr. Lawrence L. Crawford
Prisoner ID #300839

Lee CI

990 Wisacky Hwy
Bishopville, SC 29010

Re: Lawrence L. Crawford, aka Johah Gabriel, aka Jahjah T. Tishbite

v. Kenneth Nelson, Warden, et al.
No. 21-8239

Dear Mr. Crawford:

The petition for a writ of certiorari in the above entitled case was filed on J une
2, 2022 and placed on the docket June 27, 2022 as No. 21-8239. -

A form is enclosed for notifying opposing counsel that the case was docketed.

Sincerely,

Enclosures



CASE NO. 27-8066

—— i L B T S p— -~

IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

W . S~ T £ .~~~ -~ .

ARTHUR McQUILLA; CHURISTOPHER DARNELL WILSON; ORLANDO PARKER
PETITIONER(S)

Vs.

THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA; THE S.C. DEPT. OF
CORRECTIONS; THE UNITED STATES. ET. AL.,
RESPONDENTS---APPELLEES

A . . —_— p— . -~ - . . . -~y o~

ON PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO
THE SOUTH CAROLINA SUPREME COURT
THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLIWNA

SUPPLEMENT BRIEF
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

CHRISTOPHER D. WILSON ' ORLANDO PRRKER

#316742 EDISTO A-24 #346628 F2B. RM. 2234
LIEBER C.I. P,O. BOX 205 LEE C.I. 990 WISACKY HWY.
RIDGEVILLE, S.C. 29472 » BISHOPVILLE, S.C. 29010

ARTHUR McQUILLA

#152425 F2B. RM. 1261

LEE C.I. 990 WISACKY HWY,
BISHOPVILLE, S.C. 29010



ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS PRESENTED

(1) DUE TO THE RECENT ADDITIONAL ACTS OF SPOLIATION,
DESTRUCTION OF FILED PLEADINGS AND OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE THAT
OCCURRED AFTER THIS PETITION WAS FILED, SHOULD THE NAMES.OF
LAWRENCE L. CRAWFORD AND RON SANTA McCRAY BE SUPPLEMENTED AS
PARTY, AND SHOULD CRAWFORD BE GIVEN OPPORTUNITY TO FILE PETITION
SEEKING WRIT OF CERTIORARI RELATED TO CASE 21-1330 OUT OF THE
THIRD CIRCUIT WHERE THE PETITIONERS IN THIS CASE WERE. DETRI-
MENTALLY RELIANT UPON THAT PETITION BEFORE THIS COURT TO AID
IN THE SEEKING OF 28 U.S.C. § 1407 TRANSFER AS IS ARGUED IN
THE INITIAL PETITION?

(2) SHOULD THE PETITIONER(S) IN THIS CASE BE GIVEN RIGHTS
OF DEFAULT A¥D OR RES JUDICATA AND OR COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL AS
IT PERTAINS TO THE FACTURL ALLEGATIONS THAT ARE ARGUED AND SUR-
ROUND THIS CASE DUE TO THE RESPONDENT WAIVING HIS RIGHT TO APPEXAR
BEFORE THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT AS AN. ACT OF MACHINATION
TO CONCEAL HIS DEFAULT WITHIN THE LOWER COURT BELOW, WHICH IN-
CLUDE FORFEITURE ON ALL RIGHTS, TITLES, PRiVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES
OF THE SOLE CORPORATION RELATED THERETO, DUE TO THE FRAUD UPON
THE COURT AND FAILURE TO RESPOND EMERGING FROM THE LOWER S.C.
DISTRICT COURT IN CASE 1:22egv-1204-TLW-SVH; 9:21-cv-02526-TLW-
MHC AND-8:22-CV—1205—RMG—JDA INVOLVING THE S.C. ATTORNEY GENERAL
THE RESPONDENT IN THIS CASE?

IT



LIST OF PARTIES

THE LIST OF PARTIES ARE THE SAME &S IS ASSERTED WITHIN
THE INITIAL PETITION SEEKING WRIT OF CERTIORARI UNDER CASE 21-
8066. THERE IS NO NEED TO BE REDUNDANT.

RELATED CASES

THIS CASE IS RELATED TO THE APPEAL OF BOTH CASES 20-7073
AND 21-6275 OUT OF THE FOURTH CIRCUIT COURT pFAﬁPPEALS ALSO
ESTABLISHED AS 21-8239 ON THE DOCKET; THE-APPEAL OF CASE 21-
1330 OUT OF THE 3rd. CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS THAT-WAS RECENTLY
SPOLIATED, DESTROYED BY CERTAIN EMPLOYEES OF THIS .COURT SENT
CERTIFIED UNDER # 7021 0950 0001 0837 0751 DELIVERED MAY 31,
2022; THE AFFIRMATIVE ACTION CASE OUT OF THE 1st. CIRCUIT COURT
OF APPEALS DUE TO THE BOSTON DISTRICT COURT IN FRAUD AND OBSTRUC-
TION CIRCUMVENTING AND OR FAILING TO RULE ON THE TIMELY FILED
MOTION TO INTERVENE BY RIGHT AND THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT
DEFAULT; CASES 21A425, 21A732 AND 21A383 PRESENTLY PENDING BEFORE
THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT BUT WHERE-THE:COMPROMISED EM-~
PLOYEES HAVE NOW CAUSED IRREPARABLE DAMAGE TO CASE 21A383.

III
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OPINION(S) BELOW

‘. THE OPINION(S) BELOW. ARE ALREADY BEFORE THE UNITED STATES
SUPREME COURT. THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT ORDER UNDER CASE \
‘21M135 THAT WAS NOT AVAILABLE &T THE TIME - THIS PETITION WAS
FILED IS IN APPENDIX-—-f.

JURISDICTION

THE JURISDICTION FOR THIS SUPPLEMENT IS'THE'§AME,AS THE
JURISDICTION ARGUED WITHIN THE' INITIAL PETITION SEEKING WRIT
OF CERTIORARI. IT HASN'T CHANGED:. THERE IS NO NEED TO BE REDUN-
DANT. PLEASE SEE INITIAL PETITION FILED.
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STATEMENT OF CASE

THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE IS ESSENTIALLY THE SAME WITH
ONE OR TWO ADDITIONAL SETS OF JURISDICTIONRL  FACTS THAT NOW
. MUST BE BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION OF THE UNITED STATES SUPREME
COURT. THAT BEING THE CRAWFORD AND McCRAY MOTION TO. THE CLERK
TO FILE THEIR PETITION OUT OF TIME WAS DENIED AND IN FUNDAMENTAL
FATRNESS TO THE.PETITIONER(S), THIS FACT NOT AVAILABLE AT THE
TIME THIS PETITION WAS FILED MUST NOW BE BROUGHT TO THE SUPREME
COURT'S ATTENTION UNDER THIS CASE TO ESTABLISH CAUSE AND PRE-
JUDICE AS WELL AS OTHER JURISDICTIONAIL FACTS. AND SECONDLY THE
STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA ATTORNEY GENERAL HAS NOW DEFAULTED ON
THE FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS OF THIS CASE UNDER. CASES 1:22-cv-1204-
TLW-SVH; 9:27-cv-02526-TLW-MHC AND 8:22-cv-1205-RMG-JDA A DEFAULT
UPON TWE FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS IN THIS CASE THAT WAS NOT AVAILABLE
THE TIME THIS PETITION WAS TNITIALLY FILED AS DEMONSTRATED BY
THE DOCUMENTS ATTACHED WITHIN THE APPENDICES.

OTHER TWAN THESE ESSENTIAL, CRUCIAL ADDIT®IONAL FACTS
THAT DID NOT EXIST AT THE TIME THIS PETITION SEEKING WRIT OF
CERTIORARI WAS FILED. THE STATEMENT OF THE CASE REMAINS THE
SAME AS IS STATED IN THE INITIAL PETITION SEEKING WRIT OF
CERTTORARI. THERE IS NO NEED TO BE REDUNDANT IS THEY REMAIN
THE SAME.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE SUPPLEMENT BRIEF TO WRIT OF CERTIORARI

(1) DUE TO THE ADDITIONAL RECENT ACTS OF SPOLIATION,
DESTRUCTION OF FILED PLEADINGS AND OBSTRUCTION OF 'JUSTICE THAT
OCCURRED AFTER THIS PETITION SEEKING WRIT'OF‘CERTIORARI WAS
INITIALLY FILED, SHOULD THE NAMES OF LAWRENCE L. CRAWFORD AND
RON SANTA McCRAY BE SUPPLEMENTED AS PARTY, AND StIOULD CRAWFORD
BE GIVEN OPPORTUNITY TO FILE PETITION SEEKING WRIT OF CERTIORARI
RELATED TO CASE 21-1330 OUT OF THE THIRD CIRCUIT WHERE THE
PETITIONER(S) IN THIS CASE WERE DETRIMENTALLY.RELIANT UPON THAT
~ PETITION BEFORE THIS COURT TO AIb IN THE SEEKING OF 28 U.S.C.

§ 1407 TRANSFER AS IS ARGUED IN THE INITIAL PETITION?

INSOMUCH, THE PETITIONER(S) BRING THE UNITED STATES
SUPREME COURT JUSTICES ATTENTION TO APPENDICES "B AND C". AP-
PENDIX "B" IS THE ORDER THAT WAS ISSUED IN CASE 21M135 BEFORE
THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT. APPENDIX "C" IS A COPY OF THE
E.H. COOPER FUND AND CERTIFIED MAILING DOCUMENT RELATED TO THE
PLEADINGS THAT WERE ADDITIONALLY COMPROMISED, SPOLIATED,
DESTROYED BY UNDISCLOSED AND OR UNNAMED EMPLOYEES OF THWIS COURT
POTENTIALLY COMPROMISED BY THE CONNECTED FEDERAL DEFENDANTS
THAT ARE PARTY TO THESE CASES SUBJUDICE. ‘

FOR THE RECORD THESE ARE RECENT ACTS AND OR DOCUMENTS
THAT WERE NOT AVAILABLE AT THE TIME THE PETITION IN THIS CASE
WAS INITIALLY FILED THAT MUST NOW BE BROUGHT TO THE ATTENTION
OF THWE HONORABLE UNITED STATES SUPREME- COURT AND MADE A PART
OF THE COURT RECORD.>WITHIN THE APPENDICES ARE DOCUMENTS WHERE
WHERE TWE PETITIONER(S) MADE CLAIMS THAT THE UNITED STATES SU-
PREME COURT HAS BECOME COMPROMISED BY WELL CONNECTED FEDERAL
GOVERNMENT AGENTS WHO ARE ESSENTIALLY VIOLATING THE SEPARATION
OF POWERS CLAUSE BY THE EGREGIOUS ACTS OF FRAUD, CONSPIRACY
AND OBSTRUCTION OF JUSTICE THAT HAS OCCURRED REGARDING THESE
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CASES BEHIND RELIGIOUS AND RACIAL HATRED. THE PETITIONER(S)

MADE CLAIMS THAT THESE UNDISCLOSED, UNNAMED, FEDERALLY CONNECTED
OFFICIALS AND OR AGENTS COMPROMISED THE UNITED STATES SUPREME
COURT VIA ITS EMPLOYEES DUE TO THE EXTRAORDINARY NATURE OF THE
CLAIMS BEING ARGUED WITHIN THIS CASE, AND DESTROYED, SPOLIATED,
ESSENTIAL LEGAL DOCUMENTS AND ATTACHMENTS TO CRIMINALLY PUSH

THE PETITIONER(S) CRAWFORD AND McCRAY PAST THE TIME FOR FILING
FOR WRIT OF CERTIORIRI. THIS CLAIM WAS MADE SPECIFICALLY IN

A TIME PRIOR TO THE ROE v. WADE RULING LEAK ON ABORTION THAT
OCCURRED WITHIN THE U.S. SUPREME COURT, WHICH THE LEAKING OF

THE ROE v. WADE RULING AIDED IN SUPPORTING- OUR CLAIM THAT THE
UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT HAS INDEED BEEN COMPROMISED, IN
THIS CASE, WITH THE SPECIFIC INTENT TO PREVENT THE PETITIONER
CRAWFORD'S ENTRY BEFORE THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT TO CHAL-
LENGE HIS CRIMINAL CONVICTION IN ACTS OF FRAUD AND OBSTRUCTION

OF JUSTICE. SINCE THAT TIME ADDITIONAL NEW EVIDENCE'HAS'SURFACED
THAT FURTHER GIVE CREDENCE, VERITY, THAT THE PETITIONER(S) WERE
CORRECT IN THEIR ASSESSMENT THAT THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT
HAS INDEED BEEWN CQMPROMISED»BY THE FEDERAL DEFENDANTS DIRECTLY
CONNECTED TO THESE CASES; THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT AWD PAR;
TIES, HAVING TAKEN SPECIFIC STEPS, DESIGNED TO SPECIFICALLY
TARGET US, THE PETITIONER CRAWFORD, AND OUR FILINGS TO THWART

JUST AND FAIR JUDICIAL REVIEW.

THE PETITIONER, McQUILLA, AFTER BEiNG DENIED APPLICATION
TO INDIVIDUAL JUSTICES EY JUSTICE ROBERTS, SENT AGAIN THE REQUEST
FOR REHEARiNG OF THE APPLICATION TO INDIVIDUAL JUSTICES TO JUS-
TICE SOTOMAYOR. THIS PLEADING WAS SENT IN’ALONG WiTH MR,
CRAWFORD'S PETITION SEEKING WRIT OF CERTIORARI FOR CASE 21A383

PERTAINING TO CASE 21-1330 OUT OF THE 3rd. CIRCUIT COURT OF
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APPEALS. NOT ONLY DID THE CONSPIRING WELL CONNECTED FEDERAL
OFFICIALS AND OR AGENTS, COMPROMISING EMPLOYEES OF THE UNITED
STATES SUPREME COURT HAVE DESTROYED, SPOLIATED, THE CRAWFORD
AND McCRAY INITIAL PETITION SEEKING WRIT OF CERTIOARI AND ITS
ATTACHMENTS TO PUSH THEM PAST THE TIME FOR FILING IN MACHINATION.,
'BUT THEY HAVE NOW, AGAIN, DESTROYED, SPOLIATED, THE TIMELY SENT
PETITION SEEKING WRIT OF CERTIORARI RELATED. TO CASE 21-1330
WHICH WAS SENT IN TO BE FILED UNDER caSE_21A383. THEY ALSO
DESTROYED, SPOLIATED-THE MCQUILLA SUBSEQUENT PLEADING SEEKING
REMEARING OF THE APPLICATION TO INDIVIDUAL JUSTICES THAT WAS
INITIALLY.DEﬁIED BY JUSTICE ROBERTS SEEKING TO STAY THE SOUTH
CAROLINA SUPREME COURT MCQUILLA CASE BECAUSE THE PLEADINGS FOR.
BOTH CRAWFORD AND McQUILLA WERE SENT IN THE SAME‘ENVELOPE BY
CERTIFIED MAIL NO. 7021 0950'0601 0837 0751. ACCORDING TO THE
U.S. POSTAL SERVICE, THE LEGAL PLEADINGS WERE PICKED UP BY.THE
\EMPLOYEES OF THE .U.S. SUPREME COURT ON MAY 31, 2022 AT 10:00

AM ONLY TO BE COMPROMISED, DESTROYED, SPOLIATED, Now PUSHING
MR. CRAWFORD, THE LEADfﬁETITIONER IN THESE CASES, PAST THWE TIME
FOR FILING PETITION SEEKING WRIT OF CERTIORARI IN CASE 21A383
FOR CASE 21-1330 BEMIND RELIGIOUS AND RACIAL HATRED. A ONE TIME
OCCURRENCE THEY MAY BE ABLE TO CLAIM IT WAS A FLUKE COINCIDENCE,
BUT TWICE NOW, AT THIS CRITICAL STAGE,“SUBPORTEDVBY WHAT RECENTLY
 OCCURRED WITH THE ROE v. WADE_ﬁULING LEAK? ANY SUCH CLAIM BY
THE COURT OF A "FLUKE COINCIDENCE" WOULD BE SUSPECT TO SAY THE-
LEAST, WARRANTING SANCTIONS‘AFD THE PETITIONER(S) CRAWFORD ARND
MCCRAY BE PERMITTED TO BE ADDED, SUPPLEMENTED, AS PARTY IN CASE

21-8066. MR. MEEKS, THE APLICATION CLERK AND OR ATTORNEY IN
6"



THE SUPREME COURT, CONFIRMED THAT THE LEGAL PLEADINGS, AFTER
BEiNG_PICKED UP BY THE U.S. SUPREME COURT EMPLOYEES, MAS
MYSTERIOUSLY DISAPPEARED, AGAIN, AS OUR PREVIOUS FILING, THE

ONE -THAT PUSHED cRAWEbRDjAND MCCRAY PAST THE TIME FOR FILING
UNDER 21M135 WHICH IN FUNDAMENTAL FAIRNE§S THE NAMES OF CRAWFORD
AND MCCRAY MUST BE PERMITTED TO BE SUPPLEMENTED TO' CASE 21-8066,
ALSO CRAWFORD MUST BE PERMITTED TO FILE, PETITION UNDER CASE
21A383. RELATED TO CASE 21-1330 OUT OF THE THIRD CIRCUIT.NOW;

- FOR TME PURPOSE OF AIDING TO ESTABLISH THE. 28 U.S.C. § 1407
TRANSFER FOR WHIcH'AtL PETITIONERS INVOLVED ARE DETRIMENTALLY
'RELIANT UPON. THE PETITIONER(S) OBJECT AKD SEEK THIS BE REMEDIED
BY THE U.S. SUPRE&E COURT GRANTING THE RELIEF AND PETITION(S)
NOW SOUGHT. WE SEEK THE APéLIéATION To STAY THE McQUILLA S.C.
SUPREME COURT CASE BE GRANTED, THAT THE NAMES OF THE PETITIONERS
CRAWFORD' AND McCRAY BEﬂSﬁPPLEMENTEDiAS PARTY WITHIN CASE 21-
8066 AND THAT CRAWFORD BE GIVEN TIME, RESET, TO FILE PETITION

SEEKING WRIT OF CERTIORARI FOR CASE '21-1330 OUT OF THE THIRD

CIRCUIT.

Al

RULE 12(4) PROVIDE: PARTIEs-;NTERESTED JOINTLY, SEVERALLY,
OR OTHERWESE IN A JUDGMENT MAY PETITION SEPARATELY FOR WRIT
OF CERTIORARI; OR ANY TWO MAY JOIN IN A PETITION ALLOWING THE
PETITIONERS TO SUBMIT PETITIQN'TOGETHER. WHEN TWO OR MORE JUDG~.
MENTS ARE SOUGHT TO BE REVIEWED ON A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO: THE
SAME COURT AND INVOLVE IDENTICAL'OR CLOSELY RELATED QUESTIONS,
A SINGLE-PETITION COVERING ALL JUDéMENTsléGFsICES. THE PETI-

TIONER(S) MAVE ESTABLISﬂED'CAUS@ AND PREJUDICE FOR THE GRANTING .
4, _ .



OF THIS REQUEST.

(2) SHOULD THE PETITIONER(S) IN THIS CASE BE GIVEN RIGHTS
OF DEFAULT AND OR RES JUDICATA AND OR COLLATER&L ESTOPPEL AS
IT PERTAINS TO THE FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS THAT ARE ARGUED AND THAT
SURROUND THIS CASE DUE TO~THE RESPONDENT WAIVING HIS RIGHT TO
APPEAR BEFORE THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT AS AN ACT OF MACHI-
NATION TO CONCEAL MIS DEFAULT WITHIN THE LOWER BELOW, WHWICH
INCLUDE_FORFEITURE‘ON ALL ‘RIGHTS, TITLES, PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNI-
TIES OF THE SOLE CORPORATION RELATED THERETO, DUE TO THE FRAUD
UPON THE COURT AND FAILURE TO PROPERLY RESPOND EMERGING. FROM
THE LOWER S.C. DISTRICT COURT IN CASE(S) 1:22—CV—1204—TLW—SVH;
9:21-cv-02526-TLW-MHC AND 8:22-cv-1205-RMG-JDA INVOLVING THE

S.C. ATTORNEY GENERAL THE RESPONDENT IN THIS CASE?

THE PETITIONER(S) GIVE THE HONORABLE UNITED STATES SUPREME
COURT JUDICIAL NOTICE, THAT THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, THE
RESPONDENT, THOUGH HE ENGAGED IN FRAUD AND CONSPIRACY WITH JUDGE
©IODGES OF THE S.C. DISTRICT_COURT, AND TRIED Tb NEGATE THESE
FACTS VIOLATING 18 U.S.C.>§ 1001, HAS NOW LEGALLY DEFAULTED
ON THE FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS OF THIS CASE AND THE PETITIONER(S)
SEEK TO EXERCISE ALL RIGHTS, TITLES, PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES
RELATED THMERETO, AS WELL AS RIGHTS OF RES JUDICATA AND OR COL-
LATERAL ESTOPPEL AWND SEEK TO HAVE THE ISSUE OF THE DEFAULT ON
THE FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS OF THIS CASE ADDRESSED BEFORE THE UNITED
STATES SUPREME COURT. IT IS THE PETITIONER(S) CLAIM THAT THE
RESPONDENT WAIVED APPEARANCE BEFORE THE SUPREME COURT BECAUSE
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ME KNEW THAT HE ALREADY DEFAULTED ON THE FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

AS THEY PERTAIN TO TH¥S CASE SUBJUDICE BEFORE THE S.C. DISTRICT
COURT AND HAD HE APPEARED BEFORE THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT
AND SUBMITTED BRIEF. IT‘WOULD HAVE OPENED UP THE DOOR FOR THESE
DOCUMENTS LISTED IN APPENDICES "C THROUGH D" TO ENTER THE COURT
RECORD AS A RESPONSE BEFORE THE.HONORABLE UNITED STATES SUPREME
COURT SO IN MACHINATION AND TO CONCEAL MATERIAL FACTS IN VIOLA-
TION OF 18 U.S.C. § 1001 HE WAIVED THE RIGHT TO APPEAR. THE
PETITIONER(S) OBJECT AND NOW BRING THIS MATTER BEFORE THE SUPREME

COURT FOR THE PURPOSE OF HAVING IT ADDRESSED.

THE PETITIONER(S) RIGHT TO COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL IS NOT
PRECLUDED WHERE THE RESPONDENT, EVEN BEFORE THWE SUPREME COURT,
BE IT CIVIL OR CRIMINAL, IN THE FEDERAL COURT'S PROPER JURISDIC-
TION, WAS GIVEN A FULL OPPORTUNITY TO LITIGATE THE FEDERAL CLAIM,
NOT ONCE, BUT THREE TIMES IF YOU COUNT THE WAIVER .BEFORE THIS
COURT, WHERE HE EVEN VIOLATED THE PETITIONER(S) DUE PROCESS
RIGHTS WITHIN THE LOWER S.C. DISTRICT COURT EXTREMELY PREJUDICING
THE PETITIONER(S) IN THEIR EFFORTS TO ASSERT THE PROPER DEFENSE
OF RES JUDICATA AND OR COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL, WHERE THE RESPONDENT
MAD HIS CHANCE TO PROTECT ANY RIGHT OR DEFENSE HE MAY HAVE CLAIM,
BUT FELL ON HIS FACE TWICE IN THE DISTRICT COURT AND ATTEMPTED
FRAUD TO CONCEAL IT AND THEN WAIVED HIS OPPORTUNITY TO APPEAR
BEFORE THWE SUPREME COURT OF THIS NATION. COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL
AND. OR RES JUDICATA IN THIS CASE IS NOT PRECLUDED ON THEORY

9
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THAT ONE SEEKING TO ESTABLISH A RIGHT OR DEFENSE.(THE RESPONDENT)
r IS ENTITLED TO‘ONE UNENCUMBERED OPPORTUNITY TO LiTIGATE suchH
DEFENSES REGARDLESS OF THE LEGAL POSTURE IN WHICH THE FEDERAL
CLAIMS ARISES WHERE IN THIS CASE THE>RESPONDENT FELL FLAT ON

IS FACE TWICE BEFORE THE S.C. DISTRICT COURT AND WAIVED ANY
‘CHALLENGE BEFORE THE U.S., SUPREME COURT TO CONCEAL THESE MATERIAL

FACTS, ALLEN~X.-McCURRY, 449 U.S. 90, 101 s.Ct. 411, 66 L.Ed.2d.

308(U.S.1980); B~&~B-HARDWARE,~INCe~w~HARGIS~INDUSTRIES,~INCw,

ISSUE PRECLUSION IS NOT LIMITED TO THOSE SITUATIONS IN
WHICH THE SAME ISSUE IS BEFORE TWO COURTS. ONCE TiE RESPONDENT
WAS GIVEN FULL AND FAIR OPPORTUKRITY TO LITIGATE ANY DEFENSE,
ANﬁ TOOK THAT OPPORTUNITY TO DO SO TWICE, AND FELL FLAT OKN HIS
FACE, AND THEN WAIVED HIS RIGHT TO APPEAR BEFORE THE UNITED'
»STATES SUPREME COURT. HE WAS NOT PEﬁMITTED‘TO N FRAUb AND CON-
SPIRACY, TO COME BACK BEFORE THE S.C. DISTRICT COURT A THIRD
TIME AND ASK FOR A CONTINUANCE TO RELITIGATE ISSUES. HE FAILED .
TO DO SO IN THE PRIOR GIVEN FULL AND FAIR‘OPPORTUNITIES, INCLU-
DING HE_WAIVING THE RIGHT.TO CHALLENGE BEFORE THE UNITED STATES
SUPREME COURT. THE'PEfITIONER(S) ARE ENTITLED TO THE DEFAULT
UPON THE FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS WITH ALL RIGHTS, TITLES, PRIVILEGES

AND IMMUNITIES RELATED THERETO, GARRITY.Ve~MARYLAND-STATE~ED.

OER-~RLUMBING, 447 Md. 359, 135 A.3d. 452(Md.2016).

THE RESPONDENT . BEFORE THE S.C. DISTRICT COURT CLAIMED
HE HAD UNTIL JUNE 24, 2022 GIVING INDICATION TO A JUDGMENT BY
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THE DISTRICT COURT DEMONSTRATING POTENTIALLY ILLEGAL EX PARTE
COMMUNICATIONS BETWEEN JUDGE HODGES AND THE RESPONDENT BY THIS
FRAUD UPON THE COURT, DECEPTION AND UNCORSTITUTIONAL BEHAVIOR
WARRANTING SANCTIONS AND FORFEITURE DEMANDED AND THE_PRECLUSIVE
EFFECT IN FUNDAMENTAL FAIRNESS TO THE PETITIONER(S) MUST BE
GIVEN FULL FAITH AND CREDIT-IN FAVOR OF THE PETiTIONER(S) &ND
ALL FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS MUST BE DEEMED TRUE AND CORRECT WHERE
THE RESPONDENT HAS WAIVED HIS OPPORTUNITY TO.APPEAR'BEFORE THE
HONORABLE U.S. SUPREME COURT TO STATE THE CONTRARY, EQLA-~CQAL

COMPANY p ~LLCe, F.Supp., 2018 WL 1833215 (S.D.Va.2018); BLONDER

TONGUE-LABQRATORIES,-INC-;H-_UNIHERSITY-QE_ILLINOIS—EQUNDATIQN,

402 U.S. 313, 91 S.Ct. 1434, 28 L.Ed.2d. 788(U.S.1971); DIDOR

¥.-VIGER, 197 Fed. Appx' 749 (10th.Cir.2006).

CONCLUSION

"HAERES. EST EADEM PERSONA CUM ANTECESSORE---THE HEIR
IS THE SAME PERSON AS HIS ANCESTOR, DEFAULTED ON BY THE UNITED

STATES AND THE STATE OF SOUTH CAROLINA, WATION,~COX-~Xe-SHALALA.,

112 F3d. 1517. THE CONCLUSION FOR THIS SUPPLEMENT BRIEF IS ES-
SENTIALLY THE SAME AS'THE‘INITIAL BRIEF. DUE TO THIS NEW EVIDENCE
OF SPOLIATION AND DESTRUCTION OF OUR PLEADINGS'BY UNNAMED'EM—
PLOYEES OF THIS COURT AND THE RECENT DENIAL UNDER CASE 21M135

AND THE DEFAULT ON THE FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS OF THIS CASE THAT

DID NOT EXIST AT THE TIME_THIS‘PETITION WAS INTIALLY FILED.
R ' '



THE PETITIONER(S) IN FUNDAMENTAL FAIRNESS MUST BE PERMITTED

TO SUPPLEMENT TO BRING THESE KEW MATERIAL FACTS BEFORE THE COURT.
FREEDOM OF THOUGHT, WHICH INCLUDE FREEDOM OF RELIGIOUS BELIEFS,
IS BASIC IN A SOCIETY OF FREEMEN,...IT EMBRACES THE RIGHT TO
MATRTAIN THEORTES OF LIFE AND DEATH AND OF THE HEREAFTER WHICH
ARE RANKED. MERESIES TO MEMBERS OF ORTHODOX FAITHS. MEN MAY BE-
LIEVE WHAT THEY CANNOT PROVE. THEY MAY NOT BE PUT TO PROOF OF
TMETR RELIGIOUS DOCTRINES OR BELIEFS. RELIGIOUS EXPERIENCE WHICH
ARE AS REAL AS LIFE TO SOME MAY BE INCOMPREHENSIBLE TO OTHERS, ...
THE FATHERS OF OUR CONSTITUTION WERE NOT UNAWARE OF THE VARIED
AKD EXTREME VIEWS OF RELIGIOUS SECTS, OF THE VIOLEWCE OF DIS-
AGREEMENT AMONG THEM, AND THE LACK OF ANY. ONE RELIGIOUS CREED

ON WHICH ALL MEN MAY AGREE. SAME SEX MARRTAGE MUST BE REVISITED
WHICH IS SOUGHT BY THE FIDUCIARY HEIR AND MEMBER OF THE SOLE
CORPORATION. IT IS OUR INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY GIVEN TO YOUR NA-
TIONS AS A "GRANT" WITH RESTRICTIONS WHICH THIS NATION AND OTHERS
VIOLATED GIVING US STANDING AND CAUSE TO CHALLENGE BEFORE THE
U.S. SUPREME COURT. THE FOREFATHERS OF THE CONSTITUTION FASHIONED
A CHARACTER OF GOVERNMENT WHICH ENVISAGED THE WIDEST POSSIBLE
TOLERANCE TO CONFLICTING VIEWS. MAN'S RELATIONSHIP To HIS GOD
WAS MADE NO, CONCERN OF THE STATE. WE IS GRANTED THE RIGHT TO
WORSHIP AS HE PLEASE AND IS NOT REQUIRED TO ANSWERvTO ANY MAN
FOR THE VERITY OF MIS RELIGIOUS VIEWS, ESPECIALLY IN LIGHT OF
THE FACT THAT HE IS THE FIDUCIARY MEIR OF A FOREIGN STATE AND
GENUINE PROPHET AND LAWGIVER OF THE ONE TRUE GOD. ALSO SEE RULE
44 OF S.C. RULES OF CIV. PRO., FOREIGN LAW, DEFAULTED ON BY
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_ ALL PARTIES INVOLVED: THE. COURTS HAVE EXPLAINED THAT THERE IS

NO WRONG WITHOUT REMEDY WHICH THE CONSPIRING PARTIES TOOK FROM
TWE BY THE FRAUD AND EVEN DESTROYING FILINGS TO THWART JUST
AND FAIR JUDICIAL REVIEW. THE HISTORY OF THE REMEDY CLAUSE INDI-

CATE THAT, ITS PURPOSE IS TO -PROTECT ABSOLUTE COMMON LAW RIGHTS

"

RESPECTING PERSONS 'PROPERTY, -AND REPUTATION, AND THOSE RIGHTS |

EXISTEO“WHEN THE CONSTITUTIONAWAS ESTABLISHED. THE COURT HAS

'STATED THAT THE GUARANTEE OF REMEDY BY THE DUE«COURSE OF JUSTICE

FOR INJURY TO PERSON, PROPERTY OR REPUTATION, "IS ONE OF THE

'MOST SACRED AND ESSENTIAL OF ALL THE CONSTITUTIONAL GUARBNTEES"

'AND THAT "WITHOUT IT A FREE GOVERNMENT CANNOT BE PRESERVED"

‘AND SUCH A CONSTITUTIONAL GUARANTEE DOES NOT DISAPPEAR JUST

BECAUSE A PERSON IS INCARCERATED, SMQTHERS-V-_GRESHAM—TRANSEER

INC., 332 Or. 83, 23 P.3d. 333 (2011), GEARIN-H--MARIQN_COUNTY,

110 or. 390, 396, 233 b, 929; ELAET-V-_NEWBERRX-ET-_AL-, 104

or. 148, 153, 205 P.'296(1922). TﬂE;S&ME PRINCIPLES OF LAW AP-
PLIES WERE IN S.C. AND AROUND THE‘NATION. UNDER»THE 1st. AMEND-
MENT THE STATE OF souwa CAROLINA BY WHAT THEY DID HERE CANNOT
BURDEN THE FREE. EXERCISE OF RELIGIOUS BELIEFs; ESPECIALLY IF |
THEY BE&R NEXUS TO: PROPERTY RIGHTS AND RIGHTS UNDER 28 U.S.C.

'S 1602‘1612 ET. SEQ., WHERE THE PETITIONER CRAWFORD s FOREIGN
SOVEREIGN BY HIS ORIGINAL STATUS AS sucH PURSUANT TO" THE 3 HOLY

-

BOOKS AND SUNNAH,,WHICHiARE "CONTRACTS") "COVENANTS" " PROTECTED

UNDER ARTICLE 1 § 10 OF THE U.S. CONSTITUTION, OR THEY MAY NOT

PROHIBIT THE EXPRESSION OF AN IDEA BECAUSE SOCIETY FINDS THE

IDEA OFFENSIVE AS MENTIONED, OR DISAGREEABLE. THE FREE EXERCISE

C ' -, . " ’ . o . . .
CLAUSE ALONG WITH THE OTHER CONSTITUTIONAL AND DUE PROCESS PRO—

i

TECTIONS ARGUED IN THIS CASE WOULD BAR THE STATE OF SOUTH-CARO-
A3



LINA FROM ENGAGING IN THE UNCONSTITUTIONAL ACTION ARGUED WHICH
ATTACHES TO THE CONVICTION(S) THEMSELVES ALSO DUE TO THE CLAIMS

OF NON PARTY RES JUDICATA AND OR COLLATERAL ESTOPPEL, MASTERRIECE

CAKESaoa;Lmn--u-acozoéAﬁg-czvxn-Rchms-comlx, 138 S.Ct. 1719,
207 L.Ed.2d. 35(U.S.2018). ALSO-SEE BOOKS ENTITLED, "BEFORE
THE MAYFLOWER, A HISTORY OF BLACK AMERICA", BY LEONE BENNETT;
"SUNAH IBN-E-MAJAH" VOL. 5 ISBN NO. 81-7151-204-1 PAGES 397-
395; "WORLD'S GREATEST MEN OF COLOR" VOL. 1 BY J.A. RODGERS
ISBN NO. 978-0-684-81581—7;:“THE'KEBAR NAGAST" OR "GLORY OF
THE KINGS" A CHRONICLE OF THE RULERS OF ETHIOPIA; THE BOOK OF

ZECHARIAH 6:12-13 (KUTHORIZED:KING JAMES BIBLE); McEAUL-¥.-RAMSEY

61 U.S. (20 HOW) 523, 525, 15 L.Ed. 1010, 1011 (U.S.1858); WEW

HORE~EAMILY SERVICES INCe ¥w—~ROOLE, 966 F3d. 145(2nd.Cir.2020);

TELESCORE~MEDIA-GROUR~¥~-LUCERG, 936 F3d. 740 (8th.Cir.2019);

CHELSEX-NELSON—RHOTQCRAREY—LLC-;x--LOUISVILLE‘JEEEERSON-COUNTY

METRO-GOVERNMENT, --F.Supp.3d.--, 2020 WL 4745771 (W.D.Ky.2020);

BRADDX—V-AUNITED;STATES; 2076 WL 1031301 (E.D.Va.2016);.

ZIVQTQESKK-EX-REL-ZIVQTOESKY-H.—KEREYf 135 S,Ct. 2076, 192 L.Ed.

2d. 83, 83 U.SeL.We 4397 (U.S.2015). THEREFORE, THIS SUPPLEMENT

BRIEF TO PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI SHOULD BE GRANTED.

CHRISTOPHER DARNELL WILSOW
#316742 EDISTO A-24
LIEBER C.I. P.O. BOX 205

RIDGEVILLE, S.C. 29472

» Chnislydhon. 2tre



ORLANDO PARKER
#346628 F2B. RM. 2234

s LEE CeI. 990 WISACKY HWY.

BISHOPVILLE, S.C. 29010

W —

ARTHUR McQUILLA
#152425 F2B. RM. 1267
LEE C.I. 990 WISACKY HWY.

BISHOPVILLE, S.C. 29010

Al MG

JULY 11, 2022
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- CASE NO. 2171-8239

~ IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

LAWRENCEVﬁ. CRAWFORD AKA
JONAH GABRIEL JAHJAH T. TISHBITE
PETITIONER(S)

VS,

KENNETH NELSON, WARDEN, ET. AL.,
RESPONDENT(S)

. . T T~ -~ A . [~ [~ - -

ON PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO
THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT

AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE

I, LAWRENCE L. CRAWFORD AKA JONAH GABRIEL JAHJAH T.
TISHBITE, DO WEREBY CERTIFY,. THAT I HAVE MAILED AND OR SERVED
A COPY ON THIS DATE OF JULY 13, 2022, as required by supreme
COURT RULE 29, I HAVE SERVED A COPY OF THE‘SUPREME COURT LETTER
DATED JUNE 27, 2022 WITH THE NOTICE OF DOCKETING AND WAIVER
FORM ON‘EACH'PARTY TO THE ABOVE PROCEEDINGS OR THAT PARTY'S
COUNSEL, AND ON EVERY OTHER PERSON REQﬂIRED TO BE SERVED, BY |
DEPOSITING AN ENVELOPE CONTAINING THE ABOVE DOCUMENTS IN THE

1-0f-3



INSTITUTION MAILBOX PROPERLY ADDRESSED TO THEM, BY U.S. MAIL
POSTAGE PREPAID, THE NAME AND ADDRESSES ARE AS FOLLOWS:

(1) THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT 1 FIRST STREET
N.E., WASHINGTON, D.C. 20543. ‘

(2) THE 4TH. CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS 1100 EAST MAIN
STREET SUITE 507 RICHMOND, VIRGINIA 23219.

~ (3) THE 3rd. CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS 21400 U.S.
COURTHOUSE 601 MARKET STREET PHILADELPHIA, P.A. 19706,

(4) THE FIRST CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS J.J.M. U.S.
COURTHOUSE 1 COURTHOUSE WAY BOSTON, MA. 02210.

(5) THE FEDERAL ATTORNEYS FOR THWE STATE OF NEW JERSEY
AT U.S. ATTORNEYS OFFICE 970 BROAD STREET 7th. FL. NEWARK, N.J.
07102.

(6) THE NEW JERSEY DISTRICT COURT CAMDEN DIVISTONW
M.H.C. BUILDING U.,S. COURTHOUSE 4TH. & COOPER STREET ROOM 1050
CAMDEN, N.J. 08701.

. (7) TﬁE SeCe U.S. DISTRICT COURT P.O. BOX 835

(8) THE S.C. DEPT. OF CORRECTIONS GENERAL COUNSEL.
ATTORNEY IMANI DIANE BYAS S.C.D.C. HEADQUARTERS 4444 BROAD RIVER
ROAD, COLUMBIA, S.C. 29221.

(9) THE S.C. COURT OF APPEALS P.O. BOX 11629 COLUMBIA,
S.C. 29211.

(10) THE RICHLAND COUNTY COURT OF COMMOW PLEAS AND
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JUDGE NEWMAN RICHLAND COURTHOUSE 1701 MAIN STREET COLUMBIA,
S.C. 29201.

, (11) THE S.C. SUPREME COURT P.O. BOX 11330 COLUMBIA,
S.C. 29211. ’ ‘

(12) ATTORNEY D. SETTANA AT THE-McKAY LAW FIRM 1303
BLANDING STREET COLUMBIA, S.C. 29201,

(13) THE LAW FORM OF DuBOSE—ROBINSON‘935JBROAD STREET
CAMDEN, S.C. 29020,

(14) THE S.C. ATTORNEY GENERAL P.O. BOX 11549
COLUMBIA, S.C. 29211.

I DECLARE UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY THAT THE FOREGOING
IS TRUE AND CORRECT.

EXECUTED ON JULY 13, 2022.

RESPECTFULLY,
JONAH THE TISWBITE









