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1.

QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

Does a prosecutor's threat to prosecute & -deféndantfif: he
withdraws from his guilty plea invalidate the knowingi:-
voluntary and intelligent clause under Rule 117

Does defendant's Counsel fall within the Strickland v.

Washington and Hill v. Lockhart standards when counsel receives

threat to prosecute defendant's family members from prosecutor
off the record at sentencing and does not inform the Court of
the threaf and advises defeﬁdant to stay in plea when granted
oral argument to withdraw plea at séntencing and advises family

members at Court to urge .defendant to-stay in plea or receive a

TTe g entenge e



LIST OF PARTIES = o »

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

/
[x] -:All partles do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.” A hst of
okl _part1es to the proceeding in the cougt Whose judgment is the subject of this

:petition is as follows: . z

. b4 -
. . . -

QErdefendantf Robert Sletvold
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT-OF THE UNITED STATES
i

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORAR!

: o : :
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 Appendlx
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at ; Or,

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

The opinion of the United States dls;rlct court appears at Appendlx
the petltlon andis .

to e

[‘1 reported at ' ER ~ ; or,
[ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported or,

x] is unpubhshed e

- [ ] For cases fr»‘om state courts::

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

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[ ] is unpublished.

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

[ ] reported at » OF,

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[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[¥] For cases from federal courts: i

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
- was November 12 2019
/

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

g

[X] A timely petition for rehearing was demed by the Umted States Court of
Appesls on the following date: November 12, 2019  and a copy of the
- order denying rehearing appears at Appendix &

[]An extensmn of time to file the petition for 4 writ of certiorari was granted ¢
- to and including : (date) on : (date)
1n Apphcauon No. __A -

The Jurlsdlctlon of this Court is mvoked under 28 U. S C §1254(1)

s

& .
[ 1 For cases from state courts:
%

The date on Wthh the highest state court decided my case was
A copy*of that decision appears at Appendix

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

appears at Appendlx

[ ] '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 Jurlsdlctl_on of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1257(3).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STA'I;UTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

2

5th Amendment:‘No person shall beﬁﬁeprived‘of lif%iliberty of'
without Due Process of Law.
6th Amendment: The Right to Counselé a right that extendé to the
. plea bargaining prg¢cess. During piea negotiations
defendairitstare entitled to the éf}ective

assistance of competent Counsel.
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: STATEMENT OF THE CASE

"On July 1, 2014, I was sentenced by the late Honorable ~Judge
Knoll Gardner.. ' g o §

At sentencing I challenged to withdraw from my guilty plea, to
which Judge Gardnercgranted me orallargumentband allowed me the
opportunity te'withdrawg‘ * X

Prosecution asked for a off the record heariné with my Counsel
who notified me that Prosecutor Jennifer Chunberry threatened to
indict my mother and'sister if 1 withdreW*ﬁy plea. Afraid, I went ,

backiinto the guilty plea as the record reflects, but onlyvhncuu?w

because of the iingering threat.

~“Before~enter1ng back Ainto. the-@1ea~£—stated«ferethefpeeerdf,'~

= _WMM e T L ST 2 0 m

that itwwas not by choice. The late Honorable Gardner stated that

j 7 !
'he couldn'!t reenter me back "into “the plea if it's not by choice. "
. ¢ oa
At that {moment I wanted to 1nfbrm the Court of the Prosecutor's

Tthreat, yet CeQnsel Robertt%leté&ld advised me not to or my
Ttemiiy WOula;be arreSted,f:oﬁI-entered7baek into ‘the plea under
g e _ :
heQ%yrduress; Without the threat and Counsel's seeming
Wiliingness to al;ew it’toitranspire,'I,would_not have reentered

vtheipiea.

Wis
:



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
P2:Petitionerhs:plea was made under, duress inbéénjunctidnﬁWith
ineffective assistance of Counsel éndltevledvéﬂh&mi&nﬁhiéiﬁalse
conviction would be a grave miscarraage of justice,wWwhere
defendant, if granted a vacate anq remand for evidentiaryy
hearing can present excuipatory e:}dence that law enforcement
falsified their Affidavit Of Proba%le Cause, which the
 Prosecutor admitted police officers pulled the wool over my eyes,

which is why the late Honorable Judge Gardner allowed me to.

wifhdraw the guilty plea, leading to the threat that forced me

. back into the invalid plea.
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CONCLUSION

K

The peﬁitic)n‘ for a writ of certiorari should Be granted.
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Reépectfully submitted, .
Lo % R

" Date: [-27-20 :
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