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IN THE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DI$TRICT OF ALABAIYIA
SOI.ITHERN DIVISTON

RONATD PAIRICK SWINEY
Petitioner

vs.

CI{ARLIE JONES, WardErr: ,
ATTORNEY CENERAL FOR
T}IE STATE OF AT.AIIAIW{

RespndenB

cffrl, ACTION NQ. 96-P-2823-S
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h4pnp,N 4.r oPPo$nIgN
ro REsqor$pFNTs MolTpN F-oR

LUIt4\d/tRY JUDglFt{T

Comes rpw the Petitioner, pro-se, and moves the Honorable C.orrrt to grant this

Motion in Opposition to Respondeirts Motion for Summary Judgment, by denyrng this

Respndents' motion for good cau$e shown:

1. This Court should deny Respondents' rnotion for surnmaryjudgment bemue;

a) Procedural nrles are inapplicable in this particular casc;

b) kitioner is entitld to some form of redress on his claims sct out in the enclosd

brief in suppor{

P€titiorrcr can establish both oauss and plejudice;

Petitioner is innocent ofthe crimes chargsd

c)

d)
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2. Petitioner avers that ths facts $et out in the attached brief in support, and appendix

thereto containing affidavit$ and other fuumentq establish that this Petitioner is entitled

to a relief tquest by law.

Petitioner pralls tbis motion be gnnt(sd, so is prayd this , t0{"t . day of

. Apnl - .199&

Ronald Patrick Swiney

itclTloil.m alw' PrgcE



IN THE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRJCT OF ALARAIvIA
SOUTHERN DIVISION

RONALD PATRICK $WINEY
Petitioner

vs.

CHAFJ,IE JONES, Warden: .
ATTORNEY GENERALFOR
THE STATE OF AT AFAMA

Respondents

crul, AcnoN No. 96+-2S23-S

A[TE,Rr-r4II]Fll{qIroN
I9R APPOII\ilTVIEI.IT .oq CgUNsEt

Comes now the Petitioner, pno-se, ard moraes the Honorable Court to grant this

Alternative Motion for Appointrnent of Counsel for rsa$ons set forth as folloun:

l. This Petitioner is not knowldgrable of law or lryl proceedings and must nely on others

who are roil-Bttorney$ to assist in prcsenting these proceedings.

2. This bcing a Critical Sate in these pladings, wher€a$ the assisance of effective counsel

for his defense wnuld be a significant benefit, whereas without a State's Avmue of

Redrss$ and without a Federal Aranue of Redress, this innwent Fetitioner will lsve no

further opporhrnity to obtain justice, and his entire life will be forever lost at the hards of

a lawless Shte Gove,rnment which would have successfully inearerated an innocent man

in a lawless nranRer and not have to answer to anyone for their wil deeds.

3. firis Petitioner avers that to deny assistance of counsel at this Summary Judgmant state,

and to grant the State'$ Summary Judgment without providing this Petitioner with

effcctive assistarpe of counsel would be a gtross iqiustice, equal only by electrrocution of

an innocent man for being unable to spell e word in Spanish,
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4. Before this Court decides to grant Surnmary Judgment to the $tate, tlre Court *rould nrcst

seriously consi&r the effCsts it will have on an imocent man, and the dire need of ttre

Petitioner for adequate representation at this most Criticfll State of these procdings.

Petitioner pmals this motion b grailted in this AltEnrarive of Grarrting Summory

Judgrnent to the State to give this Petitioner a frir oprtrmity to adquately snd

propeTly oppose the State's Summaqr Judgment Motion

So is prayed this _. .lq& . day of _._ , April _ , . 19gL

Ronald Pafrick Swimy

moTpNDOC afll* ruso



IN THE
I'NITED STATES DISTzuCT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF AI,ABAI\dA
SOIJTHERN DIYISION

RONALD PATRJCK SWINEY
Petitioner

vs.

CHARLIE JOII�ES, War&n: ,
ATTORNEY GENERAL FOR
TI{E STATE OF AI^ABA!v{A

Respondents

crul. AcTIoN NO. g6-Pt823-S

Iv[oTIoN FOR0RDER

DISEg.TINGSESPgM.FNTE

Tp STTPPI"EW.NTBECORp

Comes now the Petitionq, pr&s, and movos the Honorable Court to grant this

Motion to Orrder Respondenb to Supflemeff the Record before thc Court as follours:

t. Petitioner's Habeas Corpus has bwn pending for two (2) years, during wtrich time,

Departnrent of Conectiorre rcquircd exctssive legal materials to be sent horne or

dcstroyed Petitioner mailed records to his wife, and has no way to refer to certain pages

ofthis rword due to State's adverse actions, nor can Petitioner supply excerpb tlrcreof.

2. Petitioner's wife sent the records to the National Police Defense Fourdntion to be

digitized into their files for invstigption ad prepantioru.

3. Autlprities at Hoknan Correctional Facility, being aware of ttre assistane in Petitioner's

case by the Ndional Police Defense Foudation, Dr. Boris deKorszatq ard Petitionsr'$

wife, Sherry Swiney, bth have been rcrnoved from Petitioner's appoved klephorrc list

to stop comrnunioations without gvittg any just aauln (see atrrc,hed letter to Sonny

Callahan - Exhibit #l).
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4. Petitioner also noticed that the appendix supplied hy Petitionsr's last respon* did not

have the Court-stamped'nrmber system of a completed record. It appears that fte

Respndents have not supplied this Court with a full ard complete recond of all State

Court Proccedins ss requir€d by Fgqdy.ys.-\V*rrIryFiqE S0S F. 2n4 t410, l4l3 (I lth Cir

rss7).

- The Record $hould Contain*

Triat tnenscript - fial records, rnotion for new fiial, appeal briefs, rclevant briefs,

appeal Court decisions, nrit-of-certiorari, Habeas Corpus and decision of Alabama

Supreme Court Rule 32 petition, lmring ranscript, appeal brie& re-hwing;

decision, uryit-of-certiomri" rc-hearing ard decisiort of Alabama Suprcnre Csurt.

5. Petitiotpr bing without a rccord at this time denfes due process becruse he canmt point

to specific instances, nor supply excerpts. lf the Court has no State Court reaord - then it

cannot eveluate any ofPetitioter's claims, again violating due pnocess of law.

6. Petitioner is purposely being prevented fiom adquately arguing on all of his claims

rmder the Constitution of the Unitcd Shte's ard is entitled to relief.

Petitioner prayr this motion be grant€4 so is prayed this l0t$ . day of

- . . , . . A p r i l ,  ,  -  . l e f l 8 .

Ronald Patrie* Swiney

F4c lOltlOTlON.IXrc 1'trz/'/e


