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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF OHIO

STEVEN CROTTS A430-972
STATE OF OHIO EX REL.
MANSFIELD CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION CASE NO. /Q'/!J
P.O. BOX 788
MANSFIELD, OHIO 44901-0788

Petitioner,

vs.

KEITH SMITH, WARDEN
MANSFIELD CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION
1150 NORTH MAIN STREET
MANSFIELD, OHIO 44903

Respondent.

Third Addition to Previously Filed Application for Writ of Habeas Corpus

Now comes the Petitioner, pursuant to Rule VIII Section 7 of the Rules and Practices of the

Supreme Court of Ohio and hereby presents an addition to the previously filed Application for Writ of

Habeas Corpus. The attached portion of the transcripts from the Court Reporter did not arrive on time

to be filed with the Application for Habeas Corpus Petitioner. The enclosed transcripts from April 10,

2002 is objective proof of counsel's ineffectiveness and thereby a Sixth Amendment violation in

support of the Application for Writ of Habeas Corpus . This document will be referred to in any further

4 tc.;wck
proceedings as Soeand Addition to the Writ.

EVEN CROTTS A430-972
Mansfield Correctional Institution
P.O. Box 788, 1150 North Main Street
Mansfield, OH 44901-0788

PETITIONER, PRO SE



CE R T IFI CAT E OF SER VICE

The undersigned Petitioner hereby certifies that he has sent a copy of the foregoing Motion
to Extend Time to RICHARD CORDRAY, Attorney General, by regular U.S. Mail on this
^4^e day of 2010.

Sfie'ven Crotts, Pro Se
Petitioner



State of ).?hio )
) SS: AFFIDAVIT OF STEVE C1tOTTS

COUNTY OF RICHLANH )

I, STEVE CROTTS, Havingfirst been duly sworn and cautioned
of the penalties for perjury, hereby deposes and says that the
followingstatements are true and accurate to the best of my
knowledge, belief and recollection.

If called upon by the court to testify, I was and I am prepared
to testify tothe truth that the attached transcripts were
received late from the Cuyahoga County JI^fficial Court Reporter.
The transcripts reveal thefact that Clarence Cole was over
the age of1A, Paul Mancino Jr. the Appellee Counsel for the
Petitioner allowe the Ohio Supreme Court to be deceived into
thinking and ruling that he was a "small boy" because Mancino
was negligent in getting and investigating the record/transcript.

It is an objective fact there was only one transcript the
summer of 2004, and the Ohio Supreme Court Clerk had possession
thereof.See Exhibit H-1, H-29. The Ohio Supreme Court's docket
shows that Mancino gave his14notice of appearance" the same
day he filed the merit brief. In Hard v. U.S. 84 S.Ct. 424
it is an obj ective fact that the Supreme Court has held that
counsel is ineffective if h.e fails to "bave the transcripts".

Ighen comparing the information regarding Clarence Cole, see
Supplemental Appendix exhibits I-2,E-15,H-39. (The photos
produced were aspeci.alizedcoxiputer integrated photo whereby
the person being photographed could place any words on the
photo without using eapletives. )

The Appellate Court in exhibit C-3 recogni_zedthat the
Adult Clarence Cole requested the photos and the innuendos
regarding such evidence only created prejudice. The attached
record is factual proof that counsel was ineffective and that
theCsio Supreme Court andthe trial court based their
evidentiary ruling on lies.

Futher Affiiant Saith Naught

St,eve Crotts
430 972
P.O. Box 788
N^nsfield, flhio 44901

1 F7 f
Sworn and subscribed before me on this P-- day of JLAN) 2010.

\^.^^Q^ ? : R Y i'^ •f t : ! @^ :i,,

aAeAJInE
NOTARY FUBLIC,
STATE OF OHIOea:^ My Commiacion

M 31, Yi
srq?^,oF o^`q ^^
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Ye al ;o indicated the :esti_:3ionY :zf a

Paris Sr°t-?er -- indicating the defendant

attem ,ted to ilrail "i.11 ancl

Tc and also some S°5:lla1 aCtivity iJl.th th°.
.d'r1'.

defendant on 8 to Fl.or

3,;:d, again, we feel that evidence

shc;ul.d ilct t;:: aclar.:ttecl fsursuant t.o

2907 (s;) of Ohio c.c?v15eC'^. Code, 1111 give IT30.•.'2

Ac?--i l

Clarence

attempt.

: nc?

the house.

CIC3ivil J

have the. testimony that. a

rtb, the prosecution will

into evidence t.esti.itl[;nti t

t the defe was wa lk iny aa-ouncl

and the defendant sitting him

?"4ci the defendant clernOnstrat:i,n

the use of a cock r_ ing and scr forth.

S would point out at t}iat time that

Clarence Chriscosnt; was over.the age of 18. Hc.

was an adult. We feel that this testimony

should not headil?itteu pursuant to Section

2907tH; of tha. Ohio Reviseci Code.

so have the te:5timcny from an

reias Brewer, A-n-c3-r-e-u-s, Brewer, and

na.- Perry and Antamus Savisky, all

indicating, according to the f;rosecution, that
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