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_As amatter of universal principle., I ece Uustice as;ﬂ')e\s,;’arem Low of Na%-urel,whic;h =
AQH‘},\&T.M,.&Mrd.OC_IHE,P@OaHY, resul—h@ {.:ommy, ouwn T’H')O,iﬁhfi’& and actions . Heivever, as a convicted
murdecer, L have learned that e actual application. of eocial Justice is an illusive , abstractideal
that is often eensaﬁonaiizedby peliticiens for their own Prowcessionai ﬁain, jalldhe uwhile selective
Justice continves to be un-Faifly, skewed c\zﬁaim# the. economicaiiy disadvam'“ajed byﬁr& very same.
ﬁavzmmnf’roi,g\aenaﬁzs ,cespo_nsib}a__%r,jniz«tpre%@ and d,ispensita,-ﬂ)z lows oEsoc?zJ}/ osﬂya,yse@-m: ;
._/%\ﬂ.o,in,,, c»_s_,awmq}br,offf;r%ncipia7 the. Natural Low of Justice ,ce%ﬂr@swadwmn measure of self-
,acaountabﬂity on a peracndl level , in erder for each of us to fulfill cue individual respensibilibes 4o
curselves firat, and 4o bOCiQ‘fy in Jc,neml 5ecof>dr>/ As a motter of social law and order, selective.
Juatice is be:rﬁ_ orbs}rariiy,,do%edo,\;{',b)/ 'Hwe,imF@r.sona Jud:o!ai censtrucks that formulate the amoral
basis of the mass incarceration of ma{tjfmolfzad. minoritiee ip thia. ceuﬂk)yw, which MUST BE abolished
Fue arete FIF cur i‘r#er{;ersoml respensibilities fo bomnﬂy os a whole.

For example.,inthe. Commoniveatth of p>~v~f‘ ania uwhecein T pled 7»:“7 4= Third. thjwo 20 Murder
in Ja nmr)LcF 2002 , Justice is bu:zﬁ selesz‘%\(el/ meted out by the Poss - Conviction Relief /5c+< PCBA,F
bzgaj_o)ﬂ,mcgdlged_qﬂ-li Pa.C.5. B8 954l ot seg. This e .ofl‘G‘fb‘f‘iD[y,;bgud(.hOf@ has becomethe. proverbial

»p
stopwatch that records the exact number of day,a,ﬂmeeke ,.and months that a eriminal defendant hasto

properly prasent and preserve their QPPVII:tE claims 1o the court for review before the e bXPaFCﬁ"Gﬂ date of
their constrtutional i jhl’s In short; the PCRA rea;meés that all claims for ap})eﬂﬁk, review) must be
,F,resun{'ed within_one year from the date of e ‘.oa'vbncn\)jx_, or theee claims are then Hime - barred from
_b@‘zi}}h@ae:d.r@ﬁgrdiz&e of their canstititional merit. Which basica 3L7 means that we have one year ot
Jmmwhaiusuaiiy_m_kw lau: stvdents an averc c,a of four years, and then we muat translate this
,m_'am};imi,}mcwiedjz of the. law into an undatamndqblu- and bmp‘zﬁ)lly, successtul — J;ti}al thﬁorﬁa:ﬁ)@,
vrt, ailin 4he pame of constity *-l‘omﬁiy gear: anteed e%.l'y e e R e e e
,‘.,_UD*,&(?*?&)DQ%QJYT.W, bigs ipherent 1o the PCRA is notexclosive fo the .P@J}ﬂﬁ}/‘,lmn}aapp@ﬁﬁ%z,caug‘%

aysizm alene. rcg,.i-}'s one z:;)zzar,;ﬁma limrtation per iod Para“ae» the federal Anti - terroriem and ERechve

Dacﬁbf@naﬂzfé\ctcé& EDPA’ ,,M@iﬂ), codified af 28 U.S.C. 88 224| a:luse?l;f'}fhés%dam{sfabﬁ also

limits the amount of Hime that eriminal defendanta , both state ond Federal, have o challenge the v ::ﬂjdﬁ}/
\J

of their convichona. However unhmﬁw PCRA , the AEDPA ot least allows for statutes ¥ and [or ==

@Q‘gﬂ’aolf_/iol uﬁ of ke Hme - barnas%.d-;unﬁ 5 before it 4o pr exents ‘unhmel 2ly. e lnime G b g j o5

h@J(L‘L,Leﬁocdiw,_oEJ‘.ba‘L.aans_i-f;&on.al,mﬁd;mwu:&@l&ss? both the PCRA and the AEDPA exist to put




an end to the. cez%m?nal,map?eﬁa-fe process for fiscal reasens , ot the costof the freedom of those oFus
uho cannot affard to. pay the h\}ﬁh price of eelective Justice. This is the venal realHy of the broken
appellate system as i existe bday 5 which cannot be repaired, reformed , or reFiooed Jwithout Qrs’r,he:'@
ABOLISHED from the roct to the fruit. Then, and only then, can the statutes of social law and erder be
rewriften and re - inter preted to serve a heloy , functional purpose fora 5005217/ rocted in rehabilitation |
ond re - e(r}ry,,roﬂ\erfl‘hon dfsc;rﬁfm'ino*}ory punishment-and the bottom dollar:

,,,.,,,W,,,,,,Ukﬁmahziy, the fiacal need for the ﬁna‘iHy,oF eriminal appeals has far ouMeéahed the call for social
Justice that the &anera? poblic is currerly demand'i@ ; exen inthe present political climate that is rife with
raciem, classiem, and sexism. The lei?isla-ﬁve intert- of the atatutory construction of all appellate
boundaries, like the PCRA and the AEDPA | are b@i@ misconatrued and misin-i'eri;rei-ed fo kezp poor
pecple whoareaanorawl' of the Jaw and canpet afferd to purchose PrcPecrepras&'ﬂ‘aﬁcn , from asSerH@
our wh%s and rece/ivirzﬂ the ocnusLu—Honaliy 3uaronbzd e%ml protection of the law. This has been the

case in Pennsylvon}a since around 1418‘. As Pennsylvaniq Suprm Court Juatice Prer opiruzd in hia

iﬁe\iﬂh}-ﬁ)l dissent in Commonweahh v. Brown, 59k Pa.354 (Pa.'ZOO(D):

,‘\E\ier asince thia Court conatrued the +ime limits ?mw‘td ‘:f the
PCRA ,42Pa.C.5.88 54|, et seq. as:)'urigdid—iomi in Comm.
v. Peterkin, 554 Pa 557 ( Pa. 3%%67 it has felt compelled to

tolerate constitutional viclation upon constitutional violation,
soora'ﬁcirﬁ Fundamental riahtts ot the abar of -ﬁ'naiH-)/. The United
Stotes and P&nneylvania Censtitutions , howexer, do not

7
courtenance F;mii-}y ot the expense of constitutonal r@h-i's an

In Y opinion, Jushce Baer is 3how'523 us that there ia a dire need to abolish such FrJu.dicial
,Pfececlen*i', in order to ensure that the constitutional r\ijhﬁs bestowed upon us by the forefathers of this
great nation are no | onger le’@‘u—:x!aﬁ\(ely curtailed by the partisan politics of bday, due tothe erosion of
checks and balonces betueen Wjudiciary and li,ﬁis!afﬁ\ia branches of 3overnmzzn1' = inbeth o T
Peonsylvania and the federal system. A cursory review of the PCRA stotute and its 5uhsaa;en+
precedent will show thot since 1995 thot it wos enacted , the PCRA has subsumed all oiher post-
conviction remedies for appellate review in P@neyivonia 5 inducli.zcj the cons%ﬁ%{ona”yﬁuamn-i‘eed Weit
of Habeas Cerpus. And with the AEDPA m%.rror%rﬁ the PCRA s time conetraints on the federal level
the. context of all appellate claims has become mere important than the. content of such oPPeals, which

in easence nullifes -rh@,,very same values and Pr'moi[)le& 'sz,y claim +o reprea@nil' and Lsi:hoid'. Wherz is




the foirpess for unrepresented oppellants with constitutional violations that are presented in court oo
lote’ P Where ia the. so- called duatice for these oF us ,b@%i-j* openly discriminated (iﬁa}ns*F becavse of cur
economic etationin ife T
By now itis evident that this u@u&-ﬁ- discervice offects e P@nsomﬂy ,asL om curr@nﬂy

servn:a an i”@@al sentence as aresultof o rwﬁo%"crkzd plea riﬁreemafﬁ' that was brepched by the.
Commenweahh at the +ime I was orﬁinoﬂy eentenced. However, becavse I covld not afford +o paya.
professional advocate to pree@fﬂ' my appellate claims Fropefly, iD a-HmeJy manner, my constrtutional rz"ﬂh%s
bhave pow expired (l%ke sour milk ‘) ,-and my 5”@03 sentence must be served in tte mﬁre-i—)i,, ,ir‘mﬁardfes@ of
the. Commonwealth’s moral and ia»ﬁoliy - bindi@ contractual obl\iaz:rﬁons fo uphold ﬁvevaiidHy of my
nejahajred plea cgrglzmeni' as it was or_\iﬁinoliy' written,, caaregd‘i'o ;and accepted by the court. Therefore,
i hiﬁb@h% the aclective Justice I have been £U®%+M to,, in hepes fthat any dioic\sﬁue and discouvrse that
moy exolve from +hia archive can passi biyJumP - start the proceas oF'abolLeshEiS such an obviouﬁﬁy breken
system , eo that the voiceless and Fo@o#zn can be heard and remembered as quoal members of the
some sooiay we are Poya’rﬁ our dues to. Becavse after all, E+L~>Jue+ as the Archbishop William Temple
once said s Nemanisa Frisoner and nc-%'his\wﬁ clee !

That acid, T conclude by %anki@q you for ‘!'.r.‘akﬁ'i\,jq the fime. to read theae theuahte ; and h:;x:*%ﬂt

o
semehow we can come together to bridae the ever- widen}zﬁ divide between prisonens and our advocales,
U “

iy 6o|idar%'b/ .
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