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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
EASTERN DIVISION

CLIFTON JACKSON,

CASE NO.: 1:18CV476
Petitioner,

vs. : JUDGE: SOLOMON OLIVER

WARDEN BRIGHAM SLOAN, :
:  MAGISTRATE JUDGE: JONATHAN D.
Respondent. : GREENBERG

PETITIONER CLIFTON JACKSON'S OBJECTION
TO MAGISTRATE'S REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

Now comes the Petitioner, Clifton Jackson (hereinafter referred
to as Jackson), pro se, and hereby respectfully objects to the
Magistrate'!s Report and Recommendation for the reasons set forth in
the Memorandum in Support appended hereto and incorporated by reference
herein in the interest of law, justice, equity and good conscience.

Jackson moves this Henorable Court to grant the relief sought herein.

Respectfully submitted,
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Clifdpn Jackson, #A652-163
Pétitioner, pro se
Lake Erie Correctional Inst.
501 Thompson Road
P.0. Box 8000
Conneaut, Ohio 44030




MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT

Jackson respectfully objects to the Magistrate's Report and
Recommendation to Dismiss his instant Federal Habeas Corpus Petition
for the reasons it is time barred under §2244(d)(1) for all of the
following reasons.

Jackson acknowledges and respects the Magistrate's legal reasoning,
Principles and case laws within his Report and Recommendation.

Jackson also admits that due to his limited legal knowledge and
inadequate inmate legal assistance, Jackson has failed to adequately
present the necessary arguments to accomplish the relief sought herein.
Therefore, Jackson prays that this Honorable Court will liberally
construe his petition during the court's de novo review of Jackson's
petition.

Jackson does not dispute the Magistrate's time-line of Jackson's
court filings herein, but it is paramount to note, that Jackson never
intentionally and/or purposely delayed any of his court proceedings,
nor prejudice the state with any unfair disadvantage during Jackson's
fight to obtain justice in his case.

It is a well known principle of law that a defendant's ignorance

of the law is not an excuse for a defendant's shortcomings, however,

at the same time the fundamental principles of law is to ensure
that justice is served with a fair and impartial legal proceeding

that. the average American Citizen could have confidence in its

outcome.

In this present case, it is important to note, that this

Honorable Court instructed the Respondent that even if it presents
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a procedural bar argument, for the Respondent to still address the
merits of Jackson's Federal Habeas Corpus Petition, which the
Respondent purposely and intentionally failed to do. Justice can
only be served in this case if the merits of the issues presented
herein be addressed to prevent a miscarriage of justice.as required
by Jackson's Due Process and Comstitutional rights.

The fundamental principles of justice requires the search for the
truth in any criminal proceeding. The law also requires that the
accused be given a fair and impartial legal proceeding, whether trial
or plea negotiation, in which every American Citizen can have confidence
in the outcome, be it guilt or innocence. Although Jackson made errors
in his pursuit for justice in his court filings, the end result must
be whether Jackson's due process and Constitutional rights were
violated and the only way to resolve that question is for this
Honorable Court to address the issues presented herein and judge this
case on its merits.

Jackson alleges errors of Constitutional magnitude so egregious,
which had a substantial and injurious influence on the proceedings
that establishes a fundamental defect which inherently results in
a complete miscarriage of justice or an error so egregious that
it amounts to a violation of due process. For these reasons, the
jissues before this Court should be reviewed on their merits and not
allow the Respondent to hide behind an unintentional procedural bar.

In all cases in which a state prisoner has defaulted his federal
claims in state court pursuant to an adequate and independent state

procedural rule, federal habeas review of the claim is barred unless

aeyiz




the prisonmer can demonstrate cause of the default and actual prejudice

as a result of the alleged violation of federal law, or demonstrate

that failure to consider the claims will result in a fundamental

miscarriage of justice. Coleman v. Thompsom, 501 U.S. 722, 750, 111

S.Ct. 2546, 115 L.Ed. 640 (1991); Norton.v. Sloan,. 2017 U.S. App. °

LEXIS 17597, (6th Cir., Aug. 17, 2017); Ream v. Bunting, 2018 U.S.
Dist. LEXIS 32643, (Feb. 28, 2018); McGail v. Noble, 2018 U.S. Dist.

LEXIS 26416, (Feb. 20, 2018).

Jackson asserts that it would be truly a miscarriage of justice
to allow a procedural bar to prevent this court from addressing the
merits of Jackson's instant Federal Habeas Corpus Petition as Jackson
has previously stated, the errors contained within his Habeas Corpus
Petition are so egregious that they amount to a violation of Jackson's
Constitutional and Due Process rights.

Jackson's criminal case was predicated on the false and perjured
testimony of two State Troopers (Christopher Beyer and Michael Trader)
given at the suppression hearing, then thereafter at trial where the
evidence clearly dictates that the offered testimony of the two
aforementioned Troopers are lies (The first eleven (11) minutes of
State Trooper Beyer's Dash Cam video). Jackson acknowledges that it
is miraculous that the state courts have never addressed the conflict
between the testimony offered and the dash cam video which Jackson
asserts would resolve any disputed facts herein.

The Respondent in this case did not address any of the merits

regardless of the fact that it is a miscarriage of justice for Jackson
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