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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

. U)\«\e"'\/\ex '\"\'\ﬂ en*'\re, QQQ'\ c\ow'\\'s og: erO‘ooJo\e couse oxe baseé
on Qom‘)\g\'\\{ Motecial ’Vex&w\[ 4

. Whether the &O\sexr\me.nxr '\\\e\oxo\\\\i searched | seizure ond
forfeiture Propex‘\'\es NOT mentioned or desevibe in the

search worcant ?

\D\'\a\'\'\ef (XQQ\O\V\X’ Eei'ec,lr%ve RYOJ\ MOQS '\n\'en‘\'ional\\[ QV\A
did Know'\n&\\{ Qomm* Mo:\'ex'\q\ Pe.r\'\u.r'y on Gromé —va)l

?roc_e,éure ¢

. \_Uhejr\r\ex uQQimﬂktS neonsistont *cs\'imony S\L\é\e Districk
Court o c\em, su(apress'\on \'\eox'\\r\g?

Whether Hhe o&ﬁicmk—s committed o cxime +o veceive and

ovder veliable confidential ‘\V\QDVMOJ\'\' to Cov\\—ivme'grovic\'ma
e v\eso-\r'\a\o\e 't-\-ems? |

. w[(\elf\'\ef ‘H'\Q Su&\(i\&\ Qroc,ess 0\\0\;0‘6 '\'\r\e %o\]e,rr\megxsr Yo
violote the ((Bue, Qroc,e-ss Q,\mxse‘ of Caiv 4rial in OrAer_
+0 oo a C,onv\c:\"\OV\?

. whe\'\«ex the l{ﬂ‘ Ame,n&mensf o\lows (ao\'\ce oi?@;ws to QX'(‘GnA
their 56&((‘)«1} seigure cmé_ ovfeiture nto Propeér\ es NOT
mev{x"‘o V\Qa oY A?-S _(L\r,\\oem Wy -\~\/\e seoxch \Do\v“rom\—?
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g. Whether e Wiskrict Courk ollsws unfair trial, Qrawgor;\

\Jio\o\\"\OV\, denied Cr08S- C,ov&—ron\*&\-ion v‘\o\a\—(onJ (?rose,c,ur\'of{o\\

misconduck, alouse of power and material Qeriwry ?

9. Whether beth Court's Qccep\—eé e inconsistance testimonies
of oMiants as COmQ\e’t-c reliable ond deusted ?

10. UJkeJrL\e" Pe;\— Lionevr ?T(’Ne. w\‘\c'\'\ O\V\ Aow\'\ﬂ ‘\'\f\q\’ \—\/\e h\S\—r\c_\'
Coux‘sc Omé “f\\ré Qw‘cu\x- Couu‘\— o@ A?\)m\s c\eusmn \T> [%a! c.on“m#

and contradichion with the outcome of the entive process?

| fl. \Dl«e&r\'\&\f‘ b'\S*ric—\ Su&ge vquse \-o QOV'CE,Q:\' ~\~\ne, C»OY\Q‘;Q"‘ omA
Consrro‘élc.-\'inn vio\alre the Maa\s*ro\lve Ack ond A,.lr;c[e I11 "51,
s2,cL.1 of the Constitution ?

12. U)lf\elrl«ex S\s)nmc,\— Sué e violale Haleos Rule g(b) ond
bu,e ?rocess Q\aus Q irh\e F&Hx Q.V\& Vouur‘\'ee\f\ Amené VY\enJr-? |

13- Whether Hie entice Tubicial s\{S"'em allow's the Skolen
1Yems +o be Qons'\Aereé 0 Com?\e“\( LEGAL?

4. Whether the Judicial system allow's offiants Yo commik
Ma¥eriol ?er&ur\( onmd NOT be Qrosew‘ve&?
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LIST OF PARTIES

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

P4 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 subject of this
petition is as follows:

1. Lebanon Qow'\lr\{ Forleiture Ne: 2015- -01443, AWQ&\ No:1612-¢D-2018

2. Umjreé Stokes Tndickment No: 1:15-CR-00181, Apgﬂea No: 18-29 6%
G bunty Officlals Low suit No: 4:47-cv-0052y-3ET

4. 28 usc ¥ 2285 Ny:1:20-CN- 00290 -3IE3, ond No: 20-212Y4

5. \wém& AQQea\ for (QSen'\'e,V\Q,\Y\ﬁ No: 20-32¢1

RELATED CASES
-
lhere s NoT awoare of any Case or Proceeémﬂl

OW*CM(D\OGreA o¢ ?evxémg belore the Middle Districk

CON’ lf oy Omxl 0-\-\,\e,r Cour&— ov Qgemcy ) 5403—& or Fe&e.\ra[
re\o\\'et}s Lo -\'\r\\s case.
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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

Dd For cases from federal courts:

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

B reported at Dishrict Court Not1:45-CR-00184-004 : or,

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

to

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

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

[ ] For cases from 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 publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

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

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

()



JURISDICTION

P4 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Sept. 12,2019 ond Know is wai Hing Sor the appeal of resentencing
. -H«a:c ‘\'OO\'Q p\mce ow Oct- 2\,2020 and a?\)eg\ wokice on Nov. Yy, zozo

< No 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 28 U. 8. C. §1254(1), 2% U-S.C.
$ 1254 (o), 28 U-S-C. 31651 () and 23 U.S-C. 5 2101 (e).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
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 28 U. S. C. §1257(a).
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 CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

United States Constitudion Akicle 131 S1
Unted States Constitution Arkicle TTT $2c01
Uniked Stales Conshitution Amwémenlv ‘{T"
United States Q,ons¥(¥u¥ion Amend ment 5ﬂ‘
Unided Sktales Constifution Amem\men{' 6“
Uy\llrﬁé Stodes Constirution Amendment 8“
Umited States Constitution Amenbment 4™
.\Oe,va\i\vom‘\a Conshikubion Amey\émev\X* Hﬂ‘

?e,w/\ Sy lvania. Constitution Ll

Ve_vmﬁ\{\vanio\ Constitution
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

OYI MO.\, 12,2015, 'H’le o@ficerﬁ Oq Lelsornon Coun*\’ \)ruﬁT&sK
Force {Z-C.D-TF-" reser\’l’ecJ (9) nine po-ges &Ppiclovv‘tjrs Lo Hoverable
maaistrare Sohn Q-Tyluuo.\\( in order Yo obtain a seorch warrant
40513 Arrold Sfrcejrjjqra\c:)e_ in Lebanon C’oun‘l’/, permsy/vam'o\, 234
Lekman 5"’“6"’, h0u56' n Lebanon é)oun’t[)/, Fennsy/t/an{a)ané 2003
Clr\CVYol6+ Su\)urkan H’, n \o\aq,k Co\or,‘ﬂ\e a?gian“’s Clearly
Speciﬂ, w +he améauijrs that H\e\/ used Pre-vecorded U.3.
C.urrenCY own \0\1 ”L.C.D-T.'F‘; *H\oct' H\ey Wwo.s 6‘\’6 +o relioble
Congi &e\f\*'\a\ 'mgormow\\“ ”RCI-ln to obtain o control buy. See
Appendix o . OH Auﬁus—t 36,2015/ 5,oec¢'a‘ a55564-ance Prosec:ﬁor N
prom Lebomon Coumﬂ u)llrl’\ one o? 'Hae Qmiom\' /lﬁc(—ac/{'\'ve Ryan Monﬁ '
?fesaw\'e.é n Qronjr oX} the Gmné SUYY Yo oetoun oan '\Y\A\Q}rme/n‘\‘,
n LO‘/\'\Q\/\ '\'\/\e AQQQY\CP_ Cow\se\ ?uesl{\oneé "\'\ne roceAure "
which each contvol buy was ohtained and the offiant clearly
under oath claim +o used Vre-vecorded U.S. Owrremc\/ n every
5ing\€ CO_n{"ro\eé \ouy,'i')ee Aepenéix and ) OQ H\e Q’Y‘O\Y\A —Swy
Transeripts. In Fe bruavy 1, 20{14,0\ Suppression V\e&rina-\ook
Q\ow,e n m\(\‘\c\:} both of¥anks Deleckive Ryan Mon3 and Seoﬂenjr
%ve:ut \'\oe\('ms incansis-"ance S*a{-emenis Chon eqomé Clo‘(mir\j
Hhot (2\( of the (5) condyol \ou\is Wwos mode with Nesojriq‘o[e
Tlems 'N.I“ ond those n330¥iableillrems_ was Provided \oy the
"RCI'.’l“) also duimlns Yot the NT was Qomplejrl\l a.esqﬂ ond
E\’ko{'osmfhleg] This JreswL{mony was used loy tHhe District Court
to denied the sukofressioﬂ \r\eow'm5~ On A?r‘&\ 3,201 10 A(:r‘\\ i,
20\, the Lial Yook place, m whith beth offiants Qin Change
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*Hr\e 1nconsis+une\es "N ;\'\’16 54@4emevx-\-s om& Q\Q‘\M\V\S ‘Hr\a"’ ALL (5>
con tyol buys was mode with «Neso\-{a\o\e Tiems /Custom Mode Car
Cgvers“ , See AffenAix b durin3 Leial the defense counsel
(sresen‘\'eé e defense w\x’{:\ess 3\‘4,,-. bou.& MoYer, Owner of REM. Audo-
W\O‘{'ivei Tne., in which the RCI‘i‘ was on empio vee before [ske]
Wos [Firea Nor [S\'em\ingl the ‘NI/car covers and othev car
QY“LS. See Ap()&m&lx to , My \Bous M’O\(Q‘r ‘¥€5¥imon\[ -—me \‘Bu\r\/
Sow\é Qe}v‘\\"\mﬂ&‘r %u(\\‘\'\l, in Ausus\' 21,2018, Pe-ét"!'l'oner was sentence
4o [ife Senl'eﬂcej on S&p‘l’ember 4 2018, notice of ap/)ea/ was submitted.
ﬁ‘\'i‘\'.\(‘mev ‘(‘eckue&{'eé Qrow\ ‘L\fte éirec\— Q()(Jea\ Qowrxse\ Mr. @uin M Sorenso
-\-o ()resewkc'é 'Hr\e Q\rgumeﬂsts Q\OOU}V [ALC] -“ae COn‘{Tof buys weré mada
with the ESJro\erﬂ Cor Covers \oY the “Rez-1, ”te{Mo&evia\ ?Q(Suﬂ/]
on the O\QQiéaviE, the [qurevi&\ ?eruvﬂ on lr\f\e van —Sum‘
’Proceéwe, ~L\y\e T)\rec-\- A‘)PCO\\ (\,ouvxse\ \’eguseé '\'o Prescn '\‘ed
the vequested Oxsumeﬂ\'s) On September 12, 2018, the Third
Circwrt Court of /\9 eals veverse, vacote and vemanded $or
Veseﬂ’('e\f\fl\r\\oy also the Third Circuit Court of APPeals QQQ:rm
Hhe AQV\ie‘A of the Suppression \nearm\o& (l(odm‘m& that the “N.I/
cox Qovers‘ wos comp\e-l'l\{ [Leﬂq]] and [ﬁm‘oﬁmpkiecﬂ. See Awenéix
to . How both Gourd's call [stolen] items OOm(b(eHy[l:egaﬂg
On Octobey 21,2020, I was ve Sen\’ence, Auring He Yesen'\ene‘ms
process Qe)r'\\-io ner ?resen\—eé Yhe conflict ond Contradiction in
\OO'\'\A Courjcls c\sec'\sions) \oulr -\r\'\e \D‘\S‘\'\’\‘Q‘\' Q\xé&& veguseé ‘o
onswer the Constifutional quesin‘ons Yok Pelr'ntiov\er Qresev&eé
Yo He Districk A“ASQ' Dee A"ené'\x and ) Which the District
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;\ué\cxe occepted os Exhibit 2. On November d,2020, o notice o
()Q‘)QQ\ WoS Subw\'\‘r\-eé) ond ugu\n Pe,l—'\\-ioner recwea+ Seom the
same O\QPeo.\ counsel Me Quin M. Sorenso Yo ()re.se_n"r the conflied
ond contradickion on both court's decision and fo Prese»ﬂ-

the questions PreSeh'\eé on the resen*encms hearina and
QAN the Q??EQ\ Counse} Mr. Quin M. Sovenso refuse.

First, ™y Fourth Amendment was violoted by the olfiants

seoar(:\a(ns, seixure and CorSeiture of eroeem\ies itNoﬂ described

or men \'iov\eé on seoxcln Uuox\fcxnxr, Secon&, m\{ Y-/\Q-Hq Amewémen-&-
wos vielated on the Due ?(OCESS)((\"(SV\{' Yo o Fair *\-riq\‘: Thivd,
Yy Sixth Amex\émev\'\' was violor"ed by c\e'nyinS me the UcVoss-
conQron%LSr\'on and Crawtord vio\o:\'ion, alse the inne“)ic'}ive
h\r&c{' IA??QOL( cOunse\, Fo:m‘“*l, my e'lg\qlf Amenémey\{- WoS violm‘ed

undev /C\’UC\ Punis\f\men+: O\nA Fisr“Hn, my Fourkeen AmanAmen\-
wos violated on WDue Process Clavse and Eﬂua\ Protection .
T suomitted o lebbor Yo %e'ﬂ—niré Civewit Court o5 A‘)Pea‘s
'mvoKing) Federal Rules of Cyriminal Rocedure, Rule 52(bY
(‘?(o\m Er‘ror, QXQ\QMMS 3r\(\e (‘.onm\'cir omé Cor\'\'rm&\d—(on on
Yie decision on QQ\)QQ\ No: 18- 2967, ond no ackion had been
YaKen . ’W\e '\V\&ve,‘ras-\( of Justice is reﬂu&\ red Yo @Ib] Qwi’ur&
m‘\SULV\AQX'S\'QV\&\V\S m o\&) Q\Qeé the Law correct) N




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

ﬂ\e \Xux(sc(f@:\'\'on into this Honorable Courk s 'mvo\<in3 Yhe
Court's Or‘\fsi nol burisc\lic\-ion under Acticle IIT ofF the ConstiFubion
of United States, Rule 10(a)(e) of the Suvreme Courk of the
Waiked Stotes , Rule 11 of the SuPre,me, Court of United Stades,
Rule 17(3) of the Su‘)reme Court of United Drotes, and Rule
20(1) of the 5u?reme Court of Uniked Slates . This case (S
o(; suu‘,\(\ ‘\W\?e\”os)r(\le ?u\o\'\e iM\JOr\-anQ,e oS % \'lus\-'\ QY Aevmjriam
Lrom normal o.‘bpe,\\o&e ()rocedure, and requ\reﬁmme&q-\-e,]
inkervention of the Tushices to vevented misin%—@rprejralrion
0Q Law, miso\?()\'\(‘_ofrwn eg Low )Con(t‘ ie.\' ond Qonﬁa,g‘\e:\»ior\ OQ
whet has been a\reaAY stololished oy the Sustice system,
ond will e n B\A] of the court's Q??e\\&*ek')\meé\c)rion, |
+he ex ceptional Circumstonces n this case worrond Hhe
exercise of the Courk's A\$Cre‘\'ionary powers, ond that
&ée%ua"ce ‘Ce\\ CQ (‘,w\v\o&v \oe @\olr&’\neé W O”V\\l- osc\r\er Qorm

oY S;rov\r\ Ow\\{ b\—\xQ\r Coux\—.

For this unlque reason this Wik of Certiovari should
be Gronked.
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CONCLUCTON

litioner proy e Hal this Honorable Courlt and the respec#pul
Sustices Look into the search warrank af&davits, the Grand Jury
"'VO\Y\SCriP'\S ’ Suﬂaression \’\eou"\ng Yrons (‘,'(’\r)J(s ond Court OQ O“PFQ’O\\
decision ond Colobovated with the defendant Exl'n'bi"'a) that
Pe{-(-ﬁovxt’:‘f Ft‘oveA u)i'H'\ Omy doub*‘* whmtsoever ‘Haov{ 7%6 e,n-l-ire
ofidaviks of Pro\oa\o\e Couse i [\o_g.gg_c}__\ on Comple{—ly E/lo.-‘-ev(q\
?ex\sw{]) ond +here is[mﬂ even one (ssue Fo su/o/ﬂorf any of
the {arobab(e Couse, also f)e‘(-i-f'(OV\e‘r highlights +he specific
()Q S omc\ \'\V\es OQ e_\)e,rY sinﬂle 'l’FO\nSCXiP*s Ou'\A &Q\Pea\ &ec{sion
Yho Po‘m}veé Yo the conflict and contradiction in the decisions.
Once +he Honovalole Juskices colaborate without veasonable
doult numeres United Stakes Constitudional violokions , Could
g\(‘Ow\kr Qe)v\lc‘\onex \re,\'\eg and [évé?.a Mad ﬂu‘.] Yhe entire proper-
Fies, currenties ond velicles be E’QS‘W“] To (’erih'one\r in
the same Condictions ”\’\(\th the Pro\)echies ond vehicles was
bwelSore i+ wos ‘\\\QSQ\\\{ sear ched, se\mure and Qewpeﬂure,
OU/\A oY ‘(‘e;\(\xrn \'\ﬂe Qwre\r\-\— mOv\e'\—arY YY\&YKQ‘\' value OF Said
Pro@er—Hes. |
This Honovalole Court could avonked oy other velied
Lor the entire incarcelakion, lose moreige, destryction of

Qe}‘\}rionev Qam\\\/, \)o(\v/\ ond Su?Qer(mS....
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For the Qovego\wg veasons and Yhose \,-\\Shl\'l—lr\e in the
Frial *Yomscxiglvs , Fhe 'Qu\&gmer\lr of convickion and Sentence
should be veverse, vacate end Yis cagse should be

dismiss.

G
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
YL

ate: /{//GL/V 5,, 2021




