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PETLTION FOR REHFARING

(Su,oT ct R.44)

ﬁmf//anf Dr&Sanc 1Fs P&%n‘/on for a rehearmgt of the

fo/lomma C"nflﬂeol COUSE and,_in SuooorT of ﬁ

rESDBCJ'r‘u lu Shows:

Groun (iLE_L_R&hEQJ_UZM

Fﬁarf/) Hmmdmen% [onsvllfuhonal R:a)ﬂL

| Iy‘. 1S [lear, ﬂpparmf and dm‘mm‘/u o7 huo 5epam+£

__Qccurrence, (12-rmay=2015 ® F:15 AM ana" [3-FEB- 20/4

@ 4.5 am, _U-S- Mac:/zals__ﬁogduc%ed.auﬂegm

warrentlese arrest — i the De%/f/oner.s home. . which

violated the Fetdiners Fourth Amendment rmA{;

_to be secure in_therr person, house, papers and éfffcfs;

“Chiel el /’/mswa/ em‘ru of the home.

U.S. ~ereme [ourf Unitecl f—lm‘es V. Unmited Stodes Disi. Couﬂl

407 LS. 297 213, 92 5. Ct. 2125, 2134, 321 .Ed. 2d 252 (1972).




Certificate of Good Farth

I /[/‘ﬂﬁ/< D. Manffaue s, ceﬁ‘//'u f/)mL /’/)/5

ne¥/7L/0n For A’éhmmna iS Drejemleo( in_aood

Farth and not For de/au and that s

restricted to the around_c pecified in

Quorﬂmﬁ Court f(’a/e 4. 4 Of the rules 070

this courd.

/:/’ﬂﬂ/< D Mam’faué Sr.

,____Z_;/ecfacf_uﬁdz;,aeaab‘g_af_p erury f/)a% the

Fonﬂ going- 14 fruﬂ and._Zorrect-.

fEXf’cu/’f/ on: /ﬂ*{gf/ﬂ 2019

ﬁﬁﬂ/'{ DM ‘K)J'é’ﬁ’ € $r- ‘
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CERTIVICATE

. Frank D. /Wm:faup s Cerfncu that DP‘)ZIJ'IOI")

/5 Jmsml on._the Lirmted @r‘oumdc avarlable for

rehearm% mc an Order O(Enuma QA Wml‘ /m‘ervemna
cLrcumstances mC Q _Cuz/)_sfanha/ Qrounds not

previously /Dresenfed.

T2y

_ Frank D. Monfegue .

T /ﬂf/are under nena/fu mf perjury that the
77T
‘w_ﬁLﬁgmﬂa s thue and corremL -

Execw‘ec( on: /ﬂ'l?an/-Zo/,q

Franlk D - Mo?séﬁggp\ |
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PLPETITION FOR REHEARING
(S“PT ct R. 44)

,_él,a/z@l[aatyiﬁﬁﬁﬁis_ﬁs _Mmfou_cehamng_of_ibﬁ_,__w
._aéﬂ_ua:_@nﬁﬂe,d_mmﬁ und,_in_support _of it, respectfully

Shows:

Grounds for Rehearin

J)__ﬁ_ﬁﬁb_ea_mng of the decision in the matler (s n
;iheﬂ_miatcéti_oi_vjusﬂc_e_b_eg_a_u.s&_da_lwqﬁg‘ 2015
@ 3:15 am. (Eaal_:_bjzae_d_f:ca_a&__()-_ﬂgnse%ue Se., was
. @rrested _without _o_warrant by U-S. Deputy Marshal,
_ Joack Thomas_and 6 unknown officers “Who forced
entry thru s 3cd floor Kichen window ., They
__detained _his_brother (Grantley Bacchus) by handiutfing
hum wirth his hands behind his bacls. 1.5, Deputy 2
Marshal. Jock Thomas had NO warrant to f’mté'r
D/amﬂﬁ‘ home or property ano[ AO WarranJr to arres+
| | l J
pla) W Ef Ser arw s attacked  FoTA <earch
yeald NO document (prrest warraot or acfidvet) on file
to effect a_valid arredd, . 7a violation of Ip/a/m‘z{‘f’
Frank b- Menseque sc. 4™ Amendment constitutional mg)}n‘s.

2) Hmre%o, On_[3, February, 2014, on or about 4:15 AM
\S/oega/ Lrimmnal InveSJnglMor for TRS. fndera Hernandez
and. 6 unknown officers executed a %mumahszq/,




ﬂmo?“/onallu warrentless arrest @ the home of
the /)/amhff' Frank - Monseque sc. intront of the

m_pimﬂfwagbiwdj amnc/ babies, aaec/

5 and 2% . ﬁaen/ (ZRS) Andra Hernandez /)M( NO
warrent Lo edfer ﬂ/mmlz#' home__or /)m/oerju and
NO wiarrant to arrest /)/amvlnp P e vew attached
euidence (FOTRA) £ /ﬁm/om of Intormotion At coarch
which \yeld No_documents (Brrest warrant oc 4¥fidavit)
on fle’ to effect a valid arres! . 7o wolation of
plarotitfFrank D. Monseque se. 47" Amendment

conctitutional @jé}y

- 0On /£, March, 2019 this Coarf ﬁ/&DlﬁQL]LAé /1.2/_71/0/7 e
Lor a writ of cerforart | ‘

2. Politner was not amm‘eo/ an oo/oorfumy‘u bu the

court to dm‘mau/s}» this  case from y‘hp Pn\/m/v V.

NEW YORK, 445 U. < 572, 590, [p0 S. ct. (37, 631 . Ed.2d

63’9[/‘]5’0), SEE L/mz‘m/ffafff V- /40/)2 59 F. Supp. 2d

593 6ol (S.D. M.Y. 2008) (! /%Jf/ca/ Em‘ru of the home

1S the chiel ewl aaamr% which _the wordma of

the Fourth Hmendmen# 1s directed’ ) or {o .waaes%

L«//wu they Should be determined bu the came rule.

3. Ths Case contains several crucial factual and
,Dmffdura/ d/:f inction from the case of

2



Paw‘on Vo Mew York , and United States V. Kone that
warrant 14 delerpunation /m a different or at least

altered rule.

Q. fAhsent of Arrest warrant
b. Absent of  warrant fo enter nmnerfu
c.Absent of Exigency Circustances

4. A rféearma f/aAHu and Eaaare/u focused on the

distinctions. between this cace and the Bagfpa
_WNew York casce, and whether these distinctions mmf

4 dibferent rule of law 15 a matter of fundamental

fairness _fo De#zhoner and Wau/d_n_ﬁ_u_rm/ul}_‘
.__buﬁﬁdﬁﬂa_he_gourf |

LONCLUSION

For the reasons mﬁ‘ stated, Frank D. Monceque sr.
urgec. that this De%n‘/m for a re/)eamrm be aran+ed
and that, on Luirther consideration the ae/nij on for
certiorart be granted or the zudamenf of the lower

courl be reversed or as aooroorlm‘e

77 7
Dated : (0-April- 20/ e )4 i e ko
ﬁe;ogm‘/),{ /u 5ukmr"f€01 Frank D. Manseque Sce




