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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix L to
the petition and is

[ ]reportedat . L ; Or,

[ 1 has been designated for pubhcauon but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the Umted States district court appears at Appendix & to
the petition and is
. [ ] reported at See FApp &J\' lXC%) : or,

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[ ] is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts;

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

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the Ccul Fof re Snd o\/xsl" A 0106”:&"' € court
appears at Appendix _ O tothe petition and is

[ ] reported at ‘ ; O,
[ ] Has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[\’ is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date o,n'which the United States Court of Appeals decided my' case
was ___ :

[A) petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 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

l}vv;nff,cp/ States Suvf‘tme ‘C.ou,-r* P\u.\{,% 1\
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The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Nb/ A
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix '

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

appears at Appendix

[ 1 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 N o
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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Statement of the Case

bn July 21,2013 Appellant was charged with felony counts
pretaining to case #BA415427 three days post of the arrest
appeliant was released on a.district attorney reject on July
24,2013 pending further investigation (RT-i7-647 648) on
November 19, 2013 appellant was rearreste& and extradited

from New Mexico to Los Angeles, California, On December 4,2013
Appellant vas arraigned fer the first time inimagistraight

Court. On December 18,2013 Appellant attended a preliminary

examlnatlon hearing represented by state app01nted counsel

attorney Ester Dunn, ultimately the case was bound over for

dfstrict court by the magistright court. On January 2

2014 Appeliant.was'arraigned in the aistrict level (CT 40,44).
On March 6,2014 Appéllant then exercised his pfoper rights '
- and was grantea his right to represent hiﬁself in Pfopria ,
Persona (CT 52,56) (RT A1,A13). On March 18, 2014 Appellant

filed a- motlon to exclude a six: pack line up 1nvolved with

case #BA415427 and this motion was granted in Appellant's

favor (2RT,2-15 & CT 71) On the same day March 18,2014 Appel-

lant filed two 995 motions to dismiss the case due to the

six pack exclusion (2RT 15-21 & -CT 48,69). On March 19,2014
Appellhnt_filed a 1385 motion to dismiss the case and moved

the court to take judicial notice of ‘a constitutional wviolation
before voir dire tock place. (CT 77 & 2 RT 302 303) On March

| 20 2014 appellant filed a 1538.5 motlon to supress the bench
varrant pretaining to appellant's case (CT 81 & 2 RT 603-604)
The motion was denied and the evidence was left otherwise

unobjectionable, appellant was therefor subjected to gétnp:

forwerd with the jury trial and was found guilty on all counts



one carjacking, one attempted carjacking, and one attemﬁted
robbery (CT 118,120-124,125) on March 20,2014 ADA Sumgraph
cailed Ramon Orozoco, a prosecution witness and he testified

on the stand that if appellant did not have tatto&s on his
stomacﬂbr chest area then the appellant was not ﬁhe man who

had assulted him and tried to take his car keys (RT 699).
Appellanf then took off his shirt and Honorable Katherine

Mader stated for thé record fhat theiappellant had no tattoos
on the area in question. (RT 700). On April 16,2014 a court
trial was held concerning supplemental'infprmation whether
appellant suffered a strike prior conviction it was then concl-
uded and the trial court féund,that:the appellant had SUffered
the prior strike'(CT 159;160). On'April 16,2014 Appellant
filed numerous motiong a motion for arrest of judgement (CT
137) another arfest of judgement (CT 148), an addendum to

‘the arrest of judgement (CT 153), a motion to produce (CT

- 156) . On May 2,2014 a motion for a new trial was filed (CT
161), a motion for. a third arrest of juégement was filed (CT192)
-On May 2,2014 Appellant filed an addendum to the motion for

a new trial (CT 218)., On May 2,2014 Appellant filed a subpoena
to obtain information that was beiﬁg4ﬂdth held by fhe district
4attorney.and the subpoena was quashed (cT 216 & Exhibit "B")
On May 21,2014 a sentencing hearing was held (CT 220,227)

in the sentencing hearing the motion for the new trial was
denied appellant objected to the denial (RT 1506 & CT .161,218)
on the:grounds that it was never aloud to be herd in open
court, appellant was then sentanced to a total of 21 years

to this day appellant has not recived the proper presentance

confinement credits fo his knowledge of the dates from July"



21,2013 to July 24,2013 (CT 220,224, 2 CT SUPP 1-4.
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AEASONS FoR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted, A orney T Pro

Per

Date: Decemper 3 — 2019




