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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

D Whether evdence used to Secure a True Bill from o
(161(‘8(%}[8 SUMMANS /subpena (/Vo F?Lh%orjzma Au“\ornLu
Namé. por .anajﬂ,{rf) aﬁached hereﬁo mna’er the 7
Jnoﬁa%men’r detectiye ?

2) Whether Qppol nfed counsel \n a_Federal Crimingl
_COse, W/m SDecmhze 1a) F_amtlu Law meet Hue

reaulrmﬁnk of H\P_ LM Hmendmenf o have the

__ Adeguate rforesmfahon th) investigatve, expert ama{
A—MWM%MM&MM

3 hether moneg ond oroner}‘u ref&rred fo under
18 USC 64l are the same and_estahlished ownership
'*‘bu Hie gouernmem con be transfered +o wichms
under 18 usc 10288 for mandmLoru and_gnhance ment

of _sentencing Consﬁﬁ,&honal]u valid ?

4) Whether a_ warmantless™ prrest, wihout search or
arresh warrgnt to_enter o home’ withoud exigent

CerMMSfanceS IS & (:ormlrfuhonal u./olahon uno(er

the 47" Amendment ?




' QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

5,)- | wheH}er +he gbsent of o Pka %reemem‘ under
Rule 11 (c)(2)(R) |5 canshfuhonallu “iald +o up-hold
Jl Gm/h: Pleo.?

b) Whether the court. ﬁnds that the mowing DaﬂLu did

net recelve netice under Federal Rule 77040 of

_ the emtru of the Judgmerﬂ‘ or oprder soualrnL to be

amea!ea{ within 21 days after Erﬁ'ru; and +he Fai\ure |

: &ef’ense Counsel to mform the o(e«Fendarﬁ- of his

rlaH to aooeal and _his right to have counse |

J
Aapoomﬁed on aooml 1§ In wo!ahon of tHhe

Adeﬁfna’anf Lonsti erlmna\ rmmL under the

6™ Amendment ?

) h//:e%/;g/ a_plea dgrfﬂmfﬂ/ [contract that oo nmL waz‘

WAVES /o/ml/z‘m‘/ana/ Rrahts _and Continué 1o waiye

constititonal ﬁ/a/n’s under the 474 5T 6T

87 and 1474 A’mgna’mmf afler Hhe dade of a

51///7[3/ Plea_ and the Mo /9/,% /v’mfgmmz‘ mnﬁ:%f

u%mna//u volhid ?




LIST OF PARTIES

.- [X] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subjeet of this
petition is as follows:



TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW. ... eoeeeeeeveeree e eeeeeeeeeseeeeeeeeeseeseseseeeseeee oo eee s eoeeeoeeoeo o 1
JURISDICTION. e e 2
CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED .......ooooooeooooooo 3
STATEMENT OF THE CASE ...t ee e ee s eeee e e en e aens 4=
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT oo oo 3-1b

INDEX TO APPENDICES
APPENDIX A URPER OF THE APPERL COURT DENYING (OA REQUEST
A‘PPEND“IX B ORDER OF THE DiSTRILT (OURT DENYING 2255 /0T 10N
APPENDIXC‘/VEW VORK FILE DOC- No- 97  EXHIBIT 1
| APPENDIIX D BLYENS CIVIL CHSE /V@ C_”V4-ig"239 GRANT (IFP) )
APPENDIX E  MOTION FOR BOND 18 (ISC 3i45 (b) EAHIBIT 2
APPENDIX £ DEFAULT MOTION FOR ENFORCING BOND [8 Usc 3i45(b)

CEXHIBIT 3

APPENDIX 6 SUMMARY anp HISTORY of EVENTS, 2255 CLATMS
EFXHIBIT 4

APPEMDIXH  MOTION T0 PROLELD #S VETRAN

APPENDIX T MOTION [UR LEAVE To FROCEED TN FORMA FauPERIS
APPENDIN T US LOURT 0F APPERL  DENYING_REHEARING



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

CASES | | PAGE NUMBER

- LRYIDN V- NEW YORK 445 us.573,63L Ed 639 jpoScti3nl, 9.,15
HAYSE Y- FLORIDA 470 4s 811 84 L Ed 26 705,05 Sct 1643 ... 9
LLRHD;Y,__H___H_h___‘______ I II,IZ.,IB 15
GIGILIO. e __._.9,1]
MOUNGBLOOD . . 9.1\
BUCK_ V. D(MS W L. Ed 2d l (zolr) (Wo.15-3049 q
GORH_V- RAMIREZ 540 US 551,124 5. CJr i284. 157 L. 2d 24 1069 (2004)

UNITED STATES V. KOWE 591 F- Subp .2d 593,600 (5D w) __|5
SIACK v MEDANIEL 529 us 473. 484 (2000). 7
CMILLER-EV AT

HINES V. KERWER @ _ﬁ_&fﬁaﬁ_fﬁ 70 establish Trm gé{ Lrtrtor

STATUTES AND RULES

29 D{SC 2255_-_'__'_;'__'_____ L “‘,' -

I8 uS-C G4l -___,____-____/2 16

1§ WS.Coo 1349 b
(¢ u.S.C. 028 . . b
1§ u.S.¢. 3145(M).__ I I
F.R-CR.P Rule 11 (0) (2)(n)____;-___ _________________ 15

F-RCRP Rulewr .. ... ________ 910
FRCRP Ruwes®s)_ 1
SUPREME COURT RULES __Rule_10.@ Response fhge



IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[X] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _A o
the petition and is

[ ] reported at _ ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
P4 is unpublished.

- The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appenduc Bt
the petition and is

[ ] reported at __; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
P4 is unpublished.

{ 1 For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the ' court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

Dq For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case -
was Septemher 06, 20/8

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

4 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: M&,&M and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _ .

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A

~The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. § 1254(1).

{ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court dec1ded my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

FOURTIH amendmENT OF THE UIITED STATES CONSTITUTLION
FIFTH AMEVBMENT OF THE UMNTED STATES CONSTITUTION
STXTH  AMENDMENT OF THE UWiTED STRTES CONSTITUTTION

EIGHT AMENDMENT _OF THE UNITED STATES (ONSTITUTION
FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT OF THE UMITED STATES CONSTITUTION



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

L Ffeb 13, 2004 _dotendant was arrected @ fus home zbout
OH#:15 am. 7his arrect fook place absen! a marrant, fhe
detendant and o~ detendant Campbell was told Hhat
Weré indicted b -6-2014 for Cmm/mcu fo Lfomrut
wiré fraud {m.r,o/rmc/ of thetl of aovérnment money,
paaravated /ﬂff/)//%u Hhett and ma’/{%umd ahetting and
1t the sndictment was ;m/m/ - v

I Detfenda wac Aot made pware of - < upeiseed 1nq
ndictment dated 5-larch-2004 1 coaurs or el ware
pther than f/a/,/ma from the PST wbich ,ndicated
Lo- ﬁ/fffﬁﬂ/ﬁnf Kamaéf// u/as 0T named in 1‘/74

Io{peafea/mg Indictment .

2. 00 PS/ ffﬂﬁfi page 4 “ on June 12 -201% pna sz‘wc/a_o;
1u/6 Aafm.eﬁr dm,u Agfonf trial _count 3, 4,9, 17 (8, 20,

21,32 and 24 YF the funzrfféa’ma indictment were

dumumaf without /DfEJMd!Cé as fo /Maﬂfé’au_e. Mopé.
oF 1his information was rade available fo e detendint

until AFTER the frial date of June-16-2014 A

defendant shill was under the (1 pression And precsure

that all of these C/)d/‘éféj were 90104 o he émuahf

9,
as ainst him __1his DfES_CLm" was & defernuned and >

orchestrated effort un c/m//a/)ﬁaéd /;Ja defense
4.0



_df/c)fm?u Fisher, which lzad to the de@ndan% beria
COEfcgd wunhi! pefendant. enter an 1Mproper 5#//#\/
Plea without benefit of due process and proper
reprfgém‘m‘/m of cﬂ/m_re/

3. After the court aa:fﬂ%fa/ the 6@{:/ z‘u Ploa with no discuccron
of a Plea Ab rﬁﬂmﬁnf The L)roffer criemnal rnves z‘/cm tor
Hernandez ook the clan and was ouechoned Zm the

prosequtor then #;e u/ta’ae L m’ae then ayfﬁed defonie

/
ounsel Fisher 1f che had ﬂﬂu QM#/M; for Mr Mernaadez

she Ffﬂ//mf MO, :Tmz/mf then QC/é ec/ the é/é[éﬂ(/ﬂné

/%nmué iF he tbad diny auections for /1 Hernandez. .

deteritant replied (/ﬂ; Mpur honor. And 1 was then

th m/,/aA fus ﬁﬂ/f//&ﬂj Hhe deferdont g5 well ac #he court

/édmm/ Hat’ rumndl Zpvechaator Hernpndez wrofated

/%Méaués f/éiA‘ to Financsal Arvacy Aet of 1978 by

J
pot Am/ma H Summenc/ subpoena signed or authory o

éb/ dﬂb{ﬁﬂé /7 ﬂﬂf}lﬁl‘lfu (4‘/07'5 J.N/!ClzrmuvﬂL IWVEIT:M?//&N)

54 on of / /78 a ank

Tury %o ohtam A True /},ZZ

4 /%l m‘famfu s fée/” Mﬂf) m/ormeaf ﬂ?&f/mf Z nas

//a/}{* drd che was wrong., for ff//ma me. /’Aat the

ver can_olp uh theu without

=



1NVES 71‘/&?41!//10 2y Llgim o _her, aﬂder /?/t‘r/»é Zo Fnancial
ﬂfzmw A2 oF “1978 and ke s Fisher aow wll help me
do 2 withdral of 4 &mzlh{ plga I wgz‘ oatered into

and be /“Zﬂﬁ/f;/ 7o 42 /ananzf- oF f/)éu;uc{g?e 10 pnswer g’&!fS’//&/Js“

WITHD RAWL pEGUITY PLEA

5. From Tun€-/6-2004, After defense counsel failed Fo

C/ﬁ as promused T M/mfrf 7Y U4y withdraw! oF Guilty

plea (5 maoyres Berore seNTEwINE) pndl dictibute a copy

o 224 ﬂil‘amé&if Lisher pffice, frobation office o

the :/m/aé fféfffaru - Bofore T could make s+ .ém/z»

hpme //)P /gmba%/m office called ond mformed mé

1 ' Ures an /11 allin
me back the Ddﬁ/éé'rlf Lor. with deaw| oF 4 /J///u D/éd,

o) Tn Ju,/u 2014 2nd atlempt tfo  Furn-in (a,ou of

withdvaw! of frur [y Ploa @ the (lerks offce

hecede T wac turned back - 7ve Clerk wentds the back.

or £, £ when She réturned
n Z Hher a raw

Motion tor mu pefen councel e ficher fo withdmw

off My [&?feJ and _after the yudae rale on 4.

Can _come back and File %AedW/Ma’mu// of a éfwlh/

p(m

b) Later s _ 2014 I ¢



an m‘fomeu on line thot the faurZL bad denied
Mﬁl moimn Fo withdraw the 6&{//}‘&{ Llea . T was
!th/”,D/éXEd pecause  back 10 Tune 20/!/ councel
informed me that we weuld have to aa mbiont of
the Judge and detenc the withitlaw! of a &m/m

J
Ples. e mever baspened .

ﬁ//ﬁ? RECORDS

b Ae T ook back ac courl records will supporl Mo

 Nobice oF 10 Mﬂrﬁ o5 dicpicsed From fuﬂéf'_refdmé?

Inelictmert. 2 aézug Ae/are triaf to-Tune-zotn, Mo Mhohee

of 2 withdrow! 2 F ém/ﬂf Plea Aepied by court S gpt- 2014,

N0 Motict of s*emle/)c’ma Amﬂnff wWhile oa hond Wu%

a vahd artwe 0Aan€ ['nmz/ and Aome pddress Dec-2-2014
The lark of notie and response from the court

canmzﬂa/m@c/ with 17y counselor e Fisher farlure

to m:/z(fmm‘e ond rommunicate with me . Shawned

US. Marchals at mu Ao00r o/ _2-pec- 201y @ about

/1200 am _Fo grredd mé tor /m/mq fo appear for A

3-02c-201y at /0:po am Jmfmamq Aeﬂrma Hereto

without wihrrant to enter the hothe or do. arrect
detendant.




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITIOI‘}A )

PROLE DURRAI HlSTQBiﬁNDBHCKGRDuND

1his (fff/dmﬂ {Z:Qm ng damai of M Qnsﬁgue 5 Prose maﬁm

rfzbearma p6-Sept-2018, for his achual inacent of Hw_ charaec;

/fmua# for Wit of Certiorari £rom this. I—\anorab\e Couct
For the fa//O/A///m constritution Right’s , \iojation. The

Dictrict Court, Som%ém Nostrict of ﬁeamm Savannah _Divison

Aenied cad Motion, con certificate oF /?ooea/sz/x#j/
N Forma PaKpErLS atus andﬁmmm‘menf oF z:oanse/
June, 27, 20/7 Doc /43, . N -

Moﬂfequﬂ roves. Thig %/o/f&mh/e Court to GRAMT

‘ J
,/M/?[LQ%MP A fer“ffrica:fé af Anoea abz/nL\{ onN ﬂ}& f’o//awma
;-aromc/s -

[ Monseaue. _has or can make a  adficient!y
substantial {rfmwmj? of denial oF constitutional Tiahtec.
2 Monfcqolé Fourth Amendment R j}ﬂL to b < €cwé /N
thew person, “bouse. - PaPELS and effects aaam.rf uareaspnahle
Searrbhes and §€/zane< shall not Ae 1//0/627‘65/ and no
warrant shall ssue, hut Upon_probable_cause, supported
by _Oath_or arf/rmaﬁon and oarf/cu/ar/u c/e,ccr/bmf the
ploce to be searched, and the perssn or thing to be
serzed. Wag.,ﬂdjaffdﬂwn% /Jofm%/at of

3.



AL N T

Layron V- New Nprk 445 us 572, 63L £d £39 /00 5 ct (27
and Hayes V. Florda 470 us gil, 84 1 ed 2d 705,105 5 2
1643 . violetongs. compytted Aq the governm ent-

2 Procedural ru /mq /S5 éecf’onn( m/eéazfczb/é and 1s
mertors o lam under wa%m and Hayes /Wam’féwe
15 _entitled 4o a Cgrhf/cafe i A’ﬁpm//éz//f Y-

4 /%ﬂf/dé/éf Fitth ﬂﬂ%ﬁ///ﬂé’/?l[ /?ua% t o a /@//
trial was. l//ﬁ/az{z?a/ on_accodhl ;90/9/7/141/ of Yﬂzﬂdb/ﬂod
Bfaa/u and - -Grarlio  _wviela Frons  commtied AM “He
@Qﬁzrﬁm&zﬁ@éﬁfm éﬁ‘ his detense /mmscl ﬂ?s b ;}:er

- A, Pforeo(am/ fu//ﬂjl 15 debatable and bac
offnf/a//u meritprious laims Under Y&wja/v/QQQ/
é’/“a?d/u ihd K-m///m /77ﬁﬁ5'€6?b(€ 15 entitled Yt a
YA
cerdificate of ﬁm) éa /,b;/nLJg se€€_tinrted States Supreme Court
decision: 197 1. £d 24 |, 2017 {N0-15-8049) Burk V. paws

| b- 7 [legal uarcantless Amffé (2 7imes) @ thy /ﬂe/n[/one:rs
_home_, ) Ffé /3-20/4 £ 3 J0AM (2> mAy -12 - 20/5 & 4:15aM
bath 11 violation of Rule 41 Sparch and sezure (8)
_pavtime” means he hour betwetn 6:00 pm and. 1000 P
ﬂ(f&/dn’lq 7‘0 local time., (E.’) (2) (A) i\ ercute the warrant

darmg ﬁ/a 5,7&016,, and.. LF_l £Exc m‘ma and /Pg—/‘umma the
9.



AREUNENT

WArrant- must eater pn 11 the exadd date and fime

it was axcuted, All in Violaton of federal Rule 41

204 _Mon e fourth Amendment £ 3/47[.

'7 {n Hve }27H dF/)’)ﬂbl 20/5 pn arﬂ/mm‘ 2: 30 Am

.h(zlj Marshalt forced Phonr iy 1o the 2™ Flpor apartment,

J
from the Fre Eczape thid o closed Litchen Wmo/ﬁw

widh out a4 warrant to enter the Aq/ﬁ’mff o @ warrant. o
drrest the appollant, and Au doma <¢o wiolated <everal

of M mfea‘ue; CONSTITUTIONAL ) qﬁ; wunder the 47+

dm&%fmmf (searcH_ann seizdres) /’Aé 57 pmepdment (indict -

ent _oFf o Grand Jury L . 7”dmgﬂcén£/7i [ SPEEDY and Public-

_Teal, 10 be wformead @F the. nature and cause of tHhe

_Qclcus ﬂiﬁgﬁ_ﬁnd f /,@zﬁ AL/ Q{Qﬂce OF Cazgff’/ r A/!

‘Méﬁfﬁ) —and-the 1t gmendment (s State <hall. a/eonue |

any ;ognmn of Lite lberty or pr apfffw without due mozesg
oF he [aw nor dendd arm o2ron within 1t /ur/s;//c%/m

9, 7
the ema/ protection” of the law) SEE_£XHIRIT 1, Mew Nork

_ép/zrf ﬁ/acum/m‘f CQSE No. 15 M 433) Aaraing Aislacl

77
case NMo. 4:/% Cr IQ 0l. 7his m,méef contan paaec [-8 and

a 97 Page of an 0/4{ Cﬁama ofF a_ Dui. /aae Mo. 5 oF 1h1s

u’wf/(ef “Satec that £0ﬂ/€§’ of The mﬁ’/dmem‘ and the

arcect warrant are altached herets This 1¢ a false and
Fake. Sém[émfmf TF this usere 1o b2 /mé’, thig pc:fcéﬁi

Mﬂﬂ,éém&/ﬁ than & _oages /a/m aﬁd Fhorr wonld not
0.



LICELUTIEN T

be a_need to wawer the wiarmnt and /ﬂ/x?/?//'/ ok He

_@’/éﬁfgz warrant, sce_page Mot of Fhis ﬂaf/ez/
(watver oF Rule 55 5. Hearing). pate My,t)e//@n# wa s
[leaally arrested 10 bis bome wz/lw/ a_war/ant -

777/; Waler /\0/‘/74 ff@/&f /4/7 /d/ff'?r‘//bf AZ&Z/ma
Lioduction of the warrant, and any nn,ﬂ//mmarb/ or
a/e‘#znf/on /;mrma to which T 12224 ! be entitled 1n thic
Arctrict. rc%ma_r/ Hhat those /véﬂrmﬂ Le beld in the
pmffcu%ma M,GL/’IC':’L at af/mg fﬁ/éw that- Cac/rf

72 da/ﬁ, Hrre Azmmc; dng pol %a/< en ﬂ/ﬂa’/ [Ifeedz/ Frial l/za/m(/on)

7his a/a(c/mmi (wawer o Rule 5951 f/mﬂm) the ac’wmmmf -

Mﬁﬁé&féﬁ’ as Doc. 97 dated 05-13-20/5. Hs Form
contirm's f/g/_j/lfgézz drrect without a warrant affer e
C l/ / ) /ID_O detense: Yo /o/ Srad v
2/ : //0 10/atior F"” ' '

constitiitional r Iq/nLS

/.



" REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

FOUNDATIDN IN SUPPORT Of PETITIONFR'S REQUEST

D The_sssue or whether ps c/)amga/ in the_orhal 1ndictment
uncler 18 u-S-c 64l Theft of /muﬁnmén% m'onej 7hén
7t)zmael' ty ( Suyfr_fea&na Indictment) 15 a_ clear violation wunges
[8 U-S-C- b4l Pﬂé//c mo/?éu gmoer%u or_records (Any
f#mm/ Voucher, Monty or quﬂ oF mJue of the L/m#eaf
States_ar of any o(e]pm(men% or_agency there ot or any
properiy made” ar hema made under Contract for the
J
United Slades  or any depariment or _agency f‘/xer&af
__If moeney = Prooer;‘a f/yen ther will bhe no need fr
the Cﬁzzr‘ge“j/fﬁs 691 7o contan the worde records,
Voucher, -money, _or thing of value of the United States.
l_l_usf_ﬂm.o/u use the word Pmoerfw of the United -Clajes.
T the property the indiciment lerf{'emna to 4s a
viplation uno/er 18 5. c 64l ( /DmDen‘u made pr [)ema made
_under Condract for the (dmted S+a+es or_any. depar+men’r
or agency there of ) Then whether  the ndickment 1<
unclear amb;_@uous lack d:scrmhon S1z¢€, Value/ /ocaﬁm)
mal{e or Proof 0f éouérrrren+ ownfr.sbm of this Lague
0rooerfa and _violation of the 6T ﬁmé’ndmen‘f I BE

//VFa/?MED of THE WNATURE Aawnd CAUSE 0OF THE HCCHSF)[IDN

I’(_“fpl/fma in a defectwe  indictment?

2 Whether the District Court ahuse of discretion

bu SMDDF‘C?SSIHQ Bradg 3u1dence DOC 97. M{Qb Z/)é_ BI“led

decision requires the prosecution to disclosed

2.



_@xcufoad'om BI//O/BHCE to Hw o/é’ﬁgnse / a/efendmf or
whether deiense counsel was ineffective /)3 /Sema armed
with_a copy of this Brodu evidence Doe 97. and.
remamned _Silent +hrauahou+ sentencing, ulence s
COmD/ICHLL!? ’ ' 7

3) Whether  under the courts 0PIN/ON Fre-Pleg [ laims
‘4 éf/?fra/{cjx Q volmfam. unconditional 3“‘”{} nlea wmyé’s
all nomurnsd:dmnal “defects in the Droceealmas

Soec:ﬂc to my case:
R- The records ndicate. NO_such W/unf'aru

- uncenditional aunHu plea and £ there w.ere?J

whether this would m/u }nahh’re the ineffective
as¢istance of caunsei?

B. Whether +he c,ourT can denu or_uphold the

defendant clawm uader  voluntard. uncondnL;onal

B
GmHu Dlea waivers all nonwrisdictional a’é‘n’.(ﬂlb

when the Districd Court, in" open court _under

Rule 11 () &) () proceedmas fmled +o accamL denu.

or defer a deaswr; antil H\e court has rewewed Hm

Pres&nfence reoomL of 7%2 /%a 4ﬁff£/ﬂfﬂ?t 55‘1[::2/)/15&4‘.’6{

or‘oceo[m 'eS nd?‘ -po lowed {both Louw% and Defence Counfel)

lepr[ to _ensure o priften  Plea Hareem€n+/wm’mc+

molmahnﬁ and acknomledae Au both cides

13.



what r:c\z}Hs Ore. Be;na waved aad whaJr rmMs
are oreserved?

4’) In /295’/Jonge to H@Ma} Lourts 0Dm|0n pﬂaa#z
_(.ourT wordf HF:E/? RESPDNSE AND THREE MDTIONS FRom
MONSEGUE DEMBNDING RELEASE UNDER 18 USC 3145 (b), and

maansf'rme J‘udge ENTERED A REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION

(“R@R) JHHT HIS CLAIMS WERE ALL WAIVED RY HIS

Gty PLEH This opinion hiy the court was misled bu the

ormma\ rBSDond£n+ and Iackjcrembah%u for the fol lawma

reasons -

. “4fter_Response and Three mohons This 15 m:f/eadm_q

zsovernmenf never m?fpond hud on!u in the fodnole

of the 2255 ReR dlated march-25-2017 Doc. 13t

and ths faotnate came | year and | week |atey

(docketed date 3/7/f¢)of the 18 uSe 3145_motion

2. Under 18 usc 2145 states * This motion shall

he determined PROMPTL\/n Cowt have mle(i

prompily 18 20doys or less.

2. See Default motion fled 7-14-2016 Doc. 132

alse went un-answered bu the Digterdt court

SEF EXHIBIT 2 defaull W\ahan 18 usc 2145 (b).

Iy




L. Herets courd 0PINIAN , page 5 "he was not aptitled Fo

& copy of a Pleo, Rareement that did not exist, Tas

au/es r:s& 1o the m;edmn wWhether a Plea F}areemerﬁ

That did not exst 18 sufficierd to estahlish wmwna

of Conshitutional rights?. _Under pule 1Y@

a nrocedumllu corréct axecuhad Gw”‘u Plea_cuppled

wth a vahd “Plea Hareemerd‘ mMay 0l WAlYE. Cerlam

constitutional r«aHs uD o the dote of The Plea

Raregment, ‘_L”n this case the mmarﬁu of the

c_gnsh#vﬂnona( violad tong famﬁjﬁer the Gy

Plea_and. No_ Plea lgareemenf to_include tHhe

Fourth _Amendment wolahon [2:/ay 2015, No Arrest
Warmm1 or seqrch warmm‘ Supressron of Bradq Cyidence.

0[05 ?7 Ineffective as’{/ﬁ’dﬂc‘é of éaﬁm:ﬁ/ Caﬂ://d/oﬂ 07

concpiracy with_no_Co-censprrator, /?:a/n[ to e heacd 1n

/M/‘f !Méa’c{ Trial 12#)29&*/5 7‘0 daf«f_ y) Aearmq -

“/%ugcal meru of the home 1< the chiet- el mamﬁL

which H\e Wordma of the Fourth Amendment <

dlreded see also Gorh V. Ramxrez 54D U-S- 551 124

S-ct. 1224 157 ). £d. 2d 1068 (2004) the naH of a

Derfon to_retreat Vo bus home. and there he free

fmm unreasonahle aouemmenJr \ntrusion s%ana(

at the very core of the Fourth Amendment. cee

Pﬁujron V- A/EJW\/oak 445 U-S: 572,590, 1005. ¢t 1371,

(93L Ed.2d 639 (1980) and Uerfo{ Cates V. Kone

59LF. Supp. 24 593 (01 (5.D.4Y. 2008).
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5) Hesponse to rourt's nP:nlon page. 5 “ That the bmmn'
he S?mek allowed him +o Dleﬂbck aut\’ru to only 3 Counts m
0 10dickment that onamallu contained 4l Courte,

The 3 counts are:

P Counti: 19 usc 1349 Consmmcu /\/o Co- Cpnsmeror No
overt act

2 Count 14: 1§ usc L4\ Theft of Government Prooer’ru Np
DrOO‘F of Drooer+u or Government f)wnerehm

3) Count 33 18USCl 10224 ﬁaaraua+ed Idemm Theff = No.
vickims _and. /Vo lpce 4-0 anu Victipn.

Two f/auc befora friol dote 6-16-14, proer amm‘mq &5
motion +o dnsm:ss as +n Franle d- Mansmue Sr. Loom% LYY
4s, 95, 17s 18s, 205 315, 325, &34s, beﬁendan-l— enttred o
coerced. GmHu Plea_ w:+hm,c+ Knowing thece oper éharaas
were dicrusced. pfter the (uilly Moo wac entered bngna’anJr
was allowed +o croge- exammahon oF criminal 'Lnuc;hqm(ar
Andres Hernandez boc 15, page 3436, Durma %a
Zigmination J1L cha‘me. Cfé’m‘ to me and jH\L Cour‘f ‘H\Wl"

- Mr- Hernomde?_ w()/m‘ed MM r/alq% to fnamca( pri Va-cua

mohan +0 Wn‘hdmw aQ chmHu olm (s£€ motion in Yhe records o F

CUASO # Y:lY~Cr-ppOIg-WTM -G RS- .) Subpilled Tuly, 4us, ard sept
)J/A/ /\/0 réf Doﬂfé Wﬁ// Aé/ore Seﬂﬂncme. ée‘cau;? l%é /ﬁws




'CONCLUSION

The gue&%/o/? of uwhether the Court of Appeals shoyld
assue g cerbificate of aooeamb:ln‘u to review DeJanoners
Claim, warrants review. As staked in Slack v ME Dansel.
520 1S 473, 484 (2000), the court held that when a
district court rejects o Arisoner’ constrtutional Claim on
the merits, Q Dehhoner s enttled to o COA (F he
Shows “reaconable \urmL would find the district courts

asresmenf of the consh’mhanal Claim _debotable or
wron a ( Dofendant /i m/m/ Jnnotent of Hhe She rges ﬂj}ﬂnmfﬁ/ﬂ?)

Tn /\’Mler £l ﬂ\e cow# held that when o Claam 15 _
“debafab 8 a Dehhonér 1S not reawred ta ¢how er\‘ Some
Jurist would g}mn% the pehitiony” rother " a claim can be
debatable puen though euem \u.rud of reacon might agree,
after Hhe Coa hac heen aran+ed and the case has receved
Lull Cnnﬂderm‘lon that [Dehhoner] will not_prevail.”

WHEREFORE, fhe ne#rfoner 556 Jusa Rebired Frank D Mm;eaag Sr.
I’ES’DEC‘)LwEuNu orays s +hat Honorable court Grant's /V/onseaue,s |
oellhon ) Dresema}lon of pur Unted Stades 2N

' LONSTITUTIONAL rights.

BAUAROD K W]

/?.efu.ecHu) ly_submitfed, g 1
- (J o Je A 55 T
" Notary Public(} - gg g"% :

- My Commission Expires: 3 / L% / 202/ i ;Ef, g ?-
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