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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED



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 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at £032 US- Affi-1.6)( 15 d$b7<k

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[/| is unpublished.

to

J or,

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

to

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

is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was -LS.J.P6j £03.^_____

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

eifeg tiptLe tlnlteS States Court'of
^_______ , and a copy of the

A timely petition for re 
Appeals on the following date: 11 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No.__ A

(date) on (date)

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

[ ] 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_______

[ ] 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____
Application No.__ A

(date) on (date) in

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



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The Siaiernefyf- of The, Case /s The Game, as 

•ihe Censors for (hfanTin^ The. PeTifion



fe/isopG for Granting THE Petition PgH oftf

IMhphr Cnmress tackd Congressional Authority Under 

Thp. Commerce Clause lb £mcf 1806CiSRlotiOXc) TolheJxkrrt 

Thatlfie fMue: Mouts for Criminal LiabilityTo Attach Uhere

Coercion /bod TheTnknPTfn-hkbJ^oE Engage Tn 

ComnerrM Se^/L ? (US v. Morrison\ saqvs.sqz(3Poo))

Z Question The, ConsHbhbnal iiy of l8l)SClsqi(a) 

andZpkfpiiaiiibnTolfieTd^^
, . i

: In-the, y ear AQOO Congress passed the Traffrekinq
Hjcfimh Projection Act'. Thai same: year faooo) -jfe jj£. Gup. Ci. 

ifAUeH it's-opinion in U.S, yMorrison\&9 U.S.S'98'faodo). In 

Morrrs on, much tugs said ctbocE the Congressional Endings
that Congress made uJ hen pass mo the Violence Against iJomen 

Adolf /99H U.S.C. 139%) )j attempts mere made -b justify :
, VA UA under the authority of the Commence Clavse,Hom>- 

e\fer it uJCis Zone! b be toemk the pouJer oT Gonpress 

beCac tie its Sobject matter mas no f fcnome/cc. -
27s _/ n* j ‘ ~ 7'

.2he: ,(j\S. Sop. Ci holding in Morrison prior 'b enacting 

The TV PA as th-c 7TV PA includes the same description 

ofinknh that the 1/A UA set out io clo- Use a -federal 
stubCriminalize Condoc-t readik denounced as

m fere/



fyMofM
The Statue.

Sex Trafficking by Fofc&} Frond} or Coercion
._.La)MimmJ{nmmipz^.___________ __

;1...... recruit^ entices, harbors, fmnsporisr provides,
obfaink or main-fanes by an/ means a person j knoipiOQ . 

■Hiaf %roej frond, o r coercion u)ill be. user] in cause -me 

person b engage in cnimmerckl Sex arts’!(in felemrtpari)

...i

_ jfhe uuay 4his Sf&fue is ujflihnnpem ihelf in iuJo
dilfcrk>f inkrpfcMons, jjenoo tine. problem. Goes this

reouifes tinaiall me element mosi Temporally-Align* 

ClAmniry: U)hen ibis is happening - ihatis al&o happminq) or 

in^joofdnof Mortise&i.aS.JMUS.Wasfasafm*) 

j" -that -the culpable roefyhx!siaieo accompanies and
CoiYicide ujith ihe boronofol arts.0, ____ :

__ ITn T)£ \/: F.3M7 (MCrr:m]Mbl onother
_OjfoUQC S, SfoO U. S. 3l 58 (3QIQ) p. Pane! Justice Sojo/d Sonia mayor
__Lja.fi on^fodnok *7 held',

JTLUSC)591 mold consh-hie a continuing offense.. Ihe Siaioc ‘s 

plain language appears fa-require knowledge of "forcefraud, 

DC Coercion at -floe time of -he Knofamq fccfaiiement, enticemeni, 
harboring or ifansporiatidk Qe enuhonitie pomnmeni ihai _ 
on re y)and; if maf be uud I Germed hv ensuring ihai -ibe.



. ________  &.*3ofA 9
__ ___jufys insffoc-bbns make. r\m(that these elements
afe 4^no/9ora)<v/-d)grfed/) ______ ...

,__ _ One inhrpreiahbo o-f I $ (JSC ism fa) calls -for'the ■
hejnpc /a/' aiming of the elements - odhicb uJben you do so 

Commerce, is implicated as the Commercial£ex Acts is__
the Scared fesolh . -

1 Another inberpretation of-1%USC1591 fa): ujhich is houd
e i

nmomentd in Marcos, sopra case, -that the elements of 

IXUsdisdia) does not require a Temporal-Alignment of 

Che Yemenis, lost Ofoot of Che commission of Che. elements
JsjtfMnf ro-e/s
Secolino iKUSCfflUd casesjcj-Hioat temporally-at,qaing the 

Thai Che dements Cm required Co a!igofn order ho -Pnod
tCloM: '

tlm /<

In mV pfosecOtion (01 v. lhntM*l:i3-cr-00)SUJoSK0}:
' " " " 'aperson

ether.
'JM

/ dun'na Che time me uoefe i
afaofhents'and differences occofed inhere Zoned three against 

■me pfpstitok. The force had the necassapp effect of Coercing 

the ikosHtote into sohiectiveh hehevina that force Mould

in cum mere!a ! net acts.



Pa.HofW
___ _ pfosecub'on- scenario /ifc ihz lanQuaQe. of IS DSC 15%^)
Bo{{hproblem is The .statue /s a (Wed of)e and federal___
9ktok must ihe {e-fhered b one of {he Papers/daoses if) The
D.S:.Cc nsTifohon. _____ ______________
_____ Pfcxecubm a defendant -for using to fee agaiosi (k
_pfos.il xJfejuJbo Happens h also engages In CommerdoT Sex 

Acts; Sei/ers Abe nexus hehoeen -me Commroz Clause, and 

{he 1 ikoi of be SjnTve (Articolaiiiy -fhis id CDMpkcrted) auJay 

\km each Other. D.S, kbormfs las in my case)-f-hen aTkmpf-b 

j( isf ):~|v -federal mohemeni by Of going wat {he forced used 

against The prostibfe coerced her jo enQQQe in (pmme/daj

____ Theirs o, defence be-hoeen, being abusive {romrds a.
prostitute oJho engages in Fommercial hex Acte nr;_____

1 '* ' ' ' ‘ ~ *' a pmfiivTe Fo cause {hai
efcial Sex Ads ’plOSTl, iQQejl

_____ftofjosi hlCe The Violence /\gafns{ Uometi /{of ihe TiPA
u Force and Coercion ” Means fife being applied in, viola-h'on of 

ConsFJohon dnshnebon bekueen ichai is {roly nationaliheJJA
the SGuWe a s " \l faience /\qojp si \Jomen" and -the Commercial 
Set! cF tha-t iht Pros!tick engages in; ihjus-f hf product 

CtfJi e. Frade Fhai Fhe Prostihjfe engages in. . ,•



. . 'PqH-cfM
" ' ; Confess lacks the AtMofit/To Criminalize Violence > 
Aapinst Ltome/) ( or Chilly tor 4batnoaHer) and to the extent 

mat IS DSC 15*11 fa) allouQS for the P/VsecotioQ toy the.fedefat 

fifty '7| -for violence against oooiooen it shooid (l % CSC iSUCtf) he 

Struct donnas {)n&nstrktiona\. - ______ .

(3 J lil hetbef The 91stf >'cf feor-f 4 ad Toe /n! i nthhrcu it:
failure To Address Petitioned Claimin'Hif,1 AS use MS5

iml tendered 

fee The
Kio-hon )Thal Appellate Counsels On Oirect- 

Ineffective- Assist of (boose! Ej killing Io 

f7)i‘&fr>.cf Jbd^es Constructive Amendment Or me ocpe/seairx) 

T nlchverd} fajmnvina 11 (Jhoei/ef kncmnglf0Wom Codnti
(hcltnoHe. \lerhs) Tn It's Jury I nstructions Tn The Jttfv*

■ Vibbtte/J Petitioners Sth (rihjond It-fh. Const Amend. Rights ■?

___ ______ error is so simply- Plain in the Jorvln-
Strocfpns fiat fe hard forme to accept that- neither of 

die CftuOo apfoinkd-appellate Coonsel'son direct-appeal 

fa (Tf/j to raise if It is further shocking that the District 

(notf fai led if eh sd) to address
a f A ^ I t s p i fWceedmas of in its

isfaCgumoLdoiiig__
'_____  ___ _____ imomdom Opinion *

(dated mt. M,^QI9j mhen J clear!/ raised i f as Ground 

#7hi tty-Seven in) in mi OQSSmot Then 1 raised th as 

a truest b expand -Hie CO A and/or as a "UncerH-fied

.((

Tssuk ” before me



Pg.#lopfW
f\l fmfi t.if. refund fo address such fmrihncus daiW

I gmmM-texiehrtsi 

>l Whoever -Knowing I/' t
of actionable Verbs - fa forts: M\C£s; Harbor etc,
'foil oihs-Wiafihe 11 Dkoatr knowing ly ’’applies jo -fe fee folk__.
£ftfic£S; Harbofcje+t'--" ______ - ______ •' ■

' T psii fbaf the elements {including) -the Mens fea__
in 1% JSC ifflictiio most ‘Temporally-Align)J in PfoseooHoris . 
as M\e hfahe intended. In fne jpupefcoding Tndid-mart 

filed fcne 37;30I3 Court One (fheonly IftUSC 1591 CO charge) 6hH) 

/ ■ 11 Maurice. I-tenf A irl knowing Ij recruif. entice, harbor e-k..."

[HouJeVef; in fnt JuiyTnste on Oaf of -fclna/ /and
Samtiquoie of ihejory inetr. b y tee GOVT during Clcsincj Arguments) 

dated Aogfi-hj 3QI3; tee Reporters Transcripts ]/d 4 pgtM 

\olikO] on pages & 70S' 700 ■JbeOisfCi sfated;
I K T./\ /^-V ✓"yd ,0 rf-> /A n LjO f\SlSt l/\^L Xn ly\yO L^i ~\ r\rt

mn01
& te'tmt

-fhe oajfl-f e■/

Qevo□QUCUJ « .

» » ♦ i; « / /

Clearly ihe Mens 'fea-of 11 Knowing (ly) 

fhe Jbr/lns-m and ibe Jury unr never fewirecHo pass 

Upon or Cmd fhe temporal- alignment of fhe Mental'shk

O/V



Pg$7c>f

inccompos) ie
Ceaork enHcest harbors dc 

\ hiring ibo Cmn's Cl 
Timscfifi #m #7lb) ihe C>0\/'T'£kCkd;

I (l £&senHa(ly; -fere CxfeAbfte elements jhat most he. 

pfnirn htvdsnd a reasonable doobf -for ym) fa be able b find 

-Hoe defendant'll/. The, fef fang tiiai Hie de-kndanf ream\

■Qh

/• ititt

cotlcai.jha rinr^fc

___The -fahe by fbc 9i$f rid Judge. and -the. US, AHorne/
-to inobuct/alert the Jury'that, mj acts had to be done 

KnounimW- Prejudiced roc - beewoe the QOMT Closing 

Aty ferns fey Of 7?)e Case}u)0L&nt, hazed upon my

< • i t r

mm

beliefs gf their ft) Viciino and uohvshe continue henme
in CniwMermf SexAc-k. ______ ■

T believe ke district Judges and (JS.Atbrne/s removal 

_o£_ii)e fes in he Ju/ylnstiC uoas by design, because 

-Hoe GpT lacked any evidence -Hoof establish mv
MeiQ-mT Sfafe ai Hhe Hnoe X un-knouoingly Harbored ana 

Tfamwrkd thtif victim. the GOV'T in-cahoots uoiththe 

disi\jixiQe seifTo-/- -fo charge be-fcre Hoe Jury -the inoviry 

of the oe-fenclani's sdbieehiVe -intent, io one of an



g.*ff of M
____ _ .oJojjsdi'j/eJosofiL___
__ In -Hie Gov'Tt, 'O,

aasfffflo): Mnferl S-ll-JO/^ 3.cMlS-cr-ComL]o:doc.l7S ) 

bmf sole, position imf, 4ha+1 udai\ied god pfocedoral

))

py appellg-fe fej h raise such arcjomnis on QtecH- 

AppeLl
Go t*I ’OejMttnjj i. *

.Oq.d.fcSd_&
fslali'iOQ b fa $fst Ci "Adding logo none %p Hrr, Mens fen”
(Gee (iroond/Claim 1 fai&ea in mj d&SSrmk) hi H boih 

CdocG's1 jbno/fec/ ibc Constructive/Imrzl. dfaonoen-h (in &iwnd 

^nibssmoi.)11 removing lanqcac/c as
This afnumenG oodS couched in my cQsimoi. before 

Hr QOVTj Qfst CijOnd tiinih Cir based upon Ineffective 

Assf&fc of Appellate Counsel nr G)iferd-Aooeal. if Meritorious
Hi is Should be. soffidenib net t___,___ ______ ___
f)ehblH (jefenf^. Since Hnefaov *T has neVrf ackmiderloe 

Jbe_ lh Ihoever knouoimlvAgas erroneously removed Horn

a

knsjml

HbzlchcedoM

rk-fense h tins legal error 1 posli hal Hie Qo\JThas 

Loamd (imafqurmni or defense suchas - -the liafwtess- 

fle&j crP Hr GonsHve-hVe amendment hv removing be 

“Knohjinqly0Sakqaufd Mens fan from fm Jo^Tnifrudioit
/ 'If / vi h~ <£/• //•_!/* fi\ . /) * /?*• i / wi I



 (31 (Jhetfier Ihib Cwfi Should [)&>. Xfe Snpefvisoff
Aofatfiy PnfroaoCTo fa(bfmicK;vs.U.&J.SOO US.oi57n.fi And 

Roan y iIs.,-N3 S.Ci337Q To Invalidate Jhc Ninth Cite 

Minifion Of"Knowing "Tn (1A v.Todd, M7f3d339(2010] 

Anri Tfc Application Applied for The First Time On Appeal ?

____ _ (Please feyiao-ihe <9) si Judges 11 Memo fandom decision 1_
dokd m^oi%(k£r*i:i3<r-^^'LJ'oJ docM;fief. 3. "Ihe. of 

Jliadus Optmndion Appeal) __________

■ On Qireci'Appeal Appellate-Counsel® advanced an 

osejornid that Their u)as insofficierri- e v/df#)#. /AtfJ tod 

fofC£j tmoA) or coercion uoouid be u&ed To cause, a person to
engage in 'commercial m, arts. _____ _

a Appellate-Counsels argued in her opening brief ;
11 The hot -tint S & describes brail ms. M

.T>... „pr)f£iau cuouee does not convert-'-the, 

evideme inte a fad pattern in ulhich, -fraud and coercion art 

u&edpi)fee, herintepefTormina commeraa)fiexdds
agaiosthefaiUJ.___________ ,

iTi

.!

____ 1 UJeni io Trial because 1 kneud The (aOV'Tcould
not pfove ThaT (I) “Anzuf ThaT (I) gjoulcl use force,; Fraud 

nr Coercion To cause Can/J person jo engage in Commzttial



. ... ■ iQjf/OofW
15eX Ads. During aJI tine uJtioes&es j&tirnooy ati

fried tine ajj+nesses all Testified4haf}ltei-therjL^ed tibpce..
c aaim-t tiiem fbrreason's tihalunajs uo-relci-tedtoCL 

tnmhnercial GeXAcf or, tincd-ftey SQbjeeiizeiy convinced 

Himself -thd'Hhey had io moat in cm/m/da! sa acts 

becahse of Hie force 1 oem uaainst tiiem. But, none 

of H\e jesHf/ino ooitinesses ezersaid Ziviclberr? -that-
io cause them -bemadtinfofceMasjA

(bmmerml fexAcfe Even be Govf at
Afnnlfpenfc fii -fie Trial (See Soy iof Trial\ 'tepTranscr&Ml} line 

ill3i lb) tinoti tineir victim "Had i(hie choice fo make»and 

Jb(kL" She- mode. jhedeasfon b sky uJith 7foe one she had tip 

feat'Hie most ?

'Svium
/,

ir case alas comncino
• "• f • ■ I • “ — » — — —* . w - ■ — I ■■ “ ■ ■» 1 "1 • “ 1 t Ii ■■•■ I ■ ■ ■• It 11 —

tine. Jbo io find Ml HonHm)guiHy based on bit Sohled-m 

jot /g&~ of tilde vicii/V. And brea)-these subjective beliefs 

ariritir. removal of" UhoeuerknouQinolv 'fromtihc iTorylnstr 

The toV T argued an "Objective-woofr ujhich caused-the 

Jbrytio convict me In error. , ■ •

f)

AfTfialHnefiisfricifcdge instmdedHieTur/asj
_____ !LA/9_aCt/lS-dQDe_toai)ib4J/_/£_tfe_d_ej&0(J<aG^_
fa ankre of tile act and does riotneftinrough ignorance, 

rr?|Sfkffe; ofaccident! (See £CF hio. I55a.t% dis-lCi .



_______ PaMotM
___ f\|of once; throughout the -four day trial either in be
Q QVTi. opening Statement or in be 3) jot. Judges JuryXnsfr., 
or foe CM'Th Closing Arguments Hid the CiQVTsavor in- 

dleak. that their"Theory “of the case (jJas based on_ WMoots
ft Rnoi.Dle^e of his nr anyone dse!s Mod 06 Operandi * In
Act Ac (lords “Establish Modus Operand/does not appear

]hefe in Une -four day Trial Transcripts._____________
tloilever on Direct-Appeal (cltb.Cir*(3-l05S3) -jbe cjACir. 

Ant; 11 A IStl conviction ‘ may he premised on -the
defendant knowledge or reckless disregard of fbe tact that
1 means of force, treats of to foe, fmod or coercion uJill be used
b cause a. \/ickro b engage in a commercial sex act ’ This
dawwf of Ac offense was establish hi evidence that Hunt
<nm 11 in be sense of being aware of an establish modus
openmdi Aat mold in Ac Adore cause Ac victim h engage
in prostitution by hree fraud, or coercion.7' Ho A bp, kdhmtbS7

U.S.vTodd, bbF-3d3at33t(tth.CTMt))
_________ Tn several Grounds/Claims throughout mr £8^

dsdSSmof. Z attempted b sound the alarm jhot me jJinth Or.
affirmed mv conviction on direct Appeal based upon a "Theoryv
that JJas nafer submitted jo Hie Jury at my Trial (See SUSSmt
Caroods#*/, %, IQ,a,ITi2.itaf)d!b} riand37)_____________

____ In response to tie Grounds I raised in rn/ J3S5
mot attacking the 9fh.Cir. affirming my conviction on a.0 Theory “
that cuasn't apart of toy trial- The (PistJodae (also the same
Trial lodge ) in hiS ifoVonher 7+h; 30/9 11 Plano random Opinion f

an/a

held



Pg^lolof e$

11 The dinib Circuit -found Hiaf- Petihbners use of
force, fraud, or cotccion caused -the victim jo emaoe in com/ver-
cial sex arts Mia, ihe modus operand/ theorys; a/en -though cl
modus operand'i -theory never uuas aHedoed eiplici-ti/ in -Hie
indic+Mcnf nor provided h ihe jury in instructions or aroowenisl

___ ( Nlo+e: For dan-fy purposes ihe 2>ist Judges characteriza­
tion of fr m.Cirk. holding is mistakn. The mb Cir. neVerheld 

fnndr.Z used brce,fraud;orcoercion fa cause file victim-to en­
gage. in commercial ft ex ads - Pa-thef-The %. Cir. held J uoas 

mare of an eo-kib/ish modus operandi iha-f uJoddcaose a -the
vichm b engage: in pfos+ibtion in ihe fbfvre ) ~

___ \atel if me modus operandi neveruJas alledgea
exo\ cify in fie fnrl fdmeni nor provided b ihe jury in -the
insdpeifons - Where diddhe NinthCicgefiffrom ?ihiiJ

affirmed based
On A\ Modus Operand i Theory THd.+ -foe Jury or dm Parties
never h p/irrt; t '
___ I Tikis never given a direct- Appeal based Solely cn-ibe,
fs&ue £ifnenfy iha-f iiM> before dm Jury and dhtfaMS
raised before fhe hlinib fir. (Please read die GOV'TClosing 

Argnments - Attached ) _____  t
'While 4he Kl irrth Cir. founded nod affirmed (Df clou chon

11 Modus Operandi Theory ’) by doiiy S0j shines tighten 

line ■fhei jhai I never received an oppnf-kjnHy fo beheaffT 

efena myself before Hie Jbfy at Trial , on -this 

iMrdas Operand/ Theory.9

coes m

no c-

anc



________________________________ Pn.tlSofM
____ Fnf jke following iZ) hfez reason's fnis (bor-h shotild
(brani• -Ho; 5 Pehb'on 3__________________________
_____ I. The ixiiDfhGr: Wolafcd fe Courts Pole held In
MeCbrYiick by affirming petitioner^ conviction booed on a.
-theory ftetf ajasnf submitted b the ,7tev ^ Trial.

 o(. Petitioner uoas never g Wen an oppor-kinity-h be heard
and albaled -h prated- his sObsknHi/e fights against die

(1 £sf: iblish Mcdos Operandi Theory

3. The, definition of "khoui/'no y>thai The QisiCt instructed
>ry OJds inadequate and conflicted wfdi die i/ioth Ck
bon of "knouoihf as Judicially-Crafted in US v. Todd.

IndJ kzd 33d tio/o) j and the Todd's definition of "l(f)OuoinQ °mf
(uas used to affirm the comidfon) Conflicts, cuith the U.S.
Sup. Ct's definition of "knomingliy) “ as held in Borden v.
as.jlsgy ai -dax)). The Tmclk definition of ,tnou)hoQ>>

Conflicts uoifh -the Model Pern!Codes definition °fJ
knoudlm^QS if norites-in lanouaQe fSuchs "Modus Operand!)J
11ksnlntished *) fhdf doesrd Appear if) the ihe. Mode!Pena!
Corkknf !98S %m(a)fb)(in! Ruan v. (J.S.M S.Ci,A3io(acml

theJi:
defin

also
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(H.) UhfPonr The. QlfffichCoofh And The. hlifrtb PiCcoif
\A'olfl.4i;d feMonens Const ikrbbnal £ ia his By Invoking A
[l Harm iss frror * (Defense. Thai (Jas No-t Relied Upon $y The

ieirmnf; Nor affording The Defendant An Oppnf-bni-h/
-Heard On The Question If The Constructive Amenaromf 

irk Indicbverht was Harmless £rror f0£
____  In my Opennlng Brief and fepiv Brief before, ihe

P Jor.hr. Panel in fa. CHhfr*m7337 YahcMdfa+tfz
Pistnct Ch Violated the Party-Pre&enfation £ole (See USvSinencm
-SmiM Nos.c-K /575 (aasowy invoking Slk Spook a. Harmless^
nesfi defense -thc& the fiOV T had nof relied upon impair filed 

" Oppckttion Motion * To ME Worts teSSmbt. (See GOVT Opposi­
tion Vlofiofl filed 5-1 l-aqg; doc.l 75, Case*l;i3<Pcoiw-ljo-SKO)

Neither Parties b ibis case em raised :or: address
the (l •lawlessness of The ConsifuohVe Amendment of The
Xndickmnf Indie District Ct. The district Judge, lost
included if in his C(Memorandum decision "for 

deny.
•irstJime

ng my SkdSS mot And The. P Jr ripe. Pane/ before the 

uir.c.onHnues Hie abuse on C&llajerdAppealt hy
Yj on The m. Ofs. basis fbraPfirmino fhedfa/ichoh.

Um

Pofsoocnib US, V. Muroma-PodriQUe^.#75PsdSUcf^thXir.
The Q&VThas uJaiyed die Parmlessnsss Qefensc;J'and -this
should so hold,

3015)
Court-



Pn$l5ot4?
Tn Hie F)i&t.CYs “ MpmoranHum” Anted i\k>y. 7 aofy Sec, £j

a NWeftheless, ftO/5Qch error (JdS harmless because 

-Hie jor]| also express!/ found #)g (joMefnmfrt proved beyond a
reasonable doobf Hie s-falug's predicate oWermteVe.
I.e. jM Petitioner KnouJinolY,of in reckless disregard oUhc Pact
-Hmf> oeans aP feree, -Harems off>rce orcccrcion; or an/
coml:[nation of such means awld be ased Ho eaose 6.6- fo
engatje in a commercial sex act*

____ 11 /V- cannot' he said -the. error had a “sobsiwiiial and iD-
joriois efftd "on Ant.jury's verdict, heraosc there fs an indepen­
dent predicate jofz firiaino for Petitioners 1591 te) conviction 

ippefied bi omoOhel/vfnoevidenced*

i • <> ♦ fPH’ Met'* **

t ttt / l /1H t14///

SO

____Tlie main flag) ijoifh the district Cts. "Harmless9analysis js
Ztft cne-sided. The Zisfnct Judge did not nilou) anvadversaria/
chnllenopAo-Hiecjuestioin ofthe den feeot"ItarnnPdlness11 played
in rtefcnstmc-five Amendment of mTndictment.

iiThe dist Of's. i&o\ateA his analysis of the *Posmolmss*
of %e ConsfrocfiVe Amendment jo the language op the Jory
Ins-E This HepnVes Petitioner of a Proofsgrounded in Sue
frocks' ^

--'fled 159160(0). Id hen
Xsf JDdfle mas addressing

of virions instructional errorssnotZhefe id hi's response.
doesheconsider, expressive!/' fhe prejudice of each
instructional errors in-conjunction ezith each oHoer.

and decidii 7775-Hoe



________________,__________________ Pa#U>of&9
fa ther, he solely addressed each instructional-error

and mjnafmn to be "-harmless}) standing alone, This is the
• C‘ t rr I1 * it 11 i ^ _ /»/ « “

rjonih to brief/uodoffn -their>posi-hbos.___________
for an example] (in rb& zassmct.;____________
I, X raised a 'meritorious claim of Constrocfre Amend, of tie

oppo

Indict men f b/ the inclusion of “Reasonable ppporkrnHy to ObserveJ)
_____ 9. I raised an "On-Addressed>}claim -fhat theIndictmenteras
Consfr. t\mended by the retm/a!of fncmini "from ihe JofrInstruction.

3,x raised in Ground 13 A, that the minsiructions for
fini-tion of the.m coercion* imp fope

ph for hfsenbus harro,J in 1541 f> c 0(e) (f)_______________
_____41 raised try & round lioh that the joy instructions should

iave included tir ledd definition of 11 Knowing *___________
____5.1 raised if) Qroond \lh that the joy instructions
sbaJid note re-fleeted that that- the elements /means of 19/(00)
m()fii ^-temporally'AHen'' (01v Marcos, S32F.id97 (MCir. zco%)

'5/i
I a. “Pnbstantial and Injuriousnpari in the Jiiiys Verdict
aching "Pol if on -ihe Force I Coercion dement 1 further

plnyri
rinri
posit thafaiVen an opportunity I can mountetpersaosive
arpohieot dt the interplay of prejudicial-effect between eacb

of tine alcove instruct/onaierrors and/or ihe omitted instruction.

or and Sua Soontd determine foe effect of that error as
-/ * ft 7* 7 " 7 j " 7~~ */ * / 77 /7 ~fT.

anti



__________________________________Pn#l7of 39
____ attention, that -the court mar not hve considered in
it s af alvsis in the -first instance. ________________
______6 fief I/, hut not on!/ this argument etist;________
 (Then the Vistd. determined that a. Construct ft Amtj
Indictment occured by the inclusion of "Reasonable. Ornrholh

To ObleNe *in the Hens fea, but finding that their ms no Consfr.
! ofthe Indictment as to the three,/Coercion dement and

ofthe

Amena.
their toas rnfficient evidence b uphold the Jury terdict as to
this element. Dhr didn't the list Judge Sua Sponte consider
Oi cm md #37(2 2STmoi) that is - the effect that "Removing

\ mrjbors.
trams. IL

1 Coercion dement L)hy didn't the Dm Ct JodoeSuaSponte
cms iter Ground# !7 and fait it upon himself to determine tf

tmo/al of “Knowingly “ -from the actionable - \/erbs tailed
to hca 5 the Jiw that all the dements wash'Temporally-Mien
on -■be force/coercion element

force t

the

The list Ct lodges determination that the donstr Amend
:: Indictment ms "darmieos "las shortsighted, And
_ _ * - — # . i i /'•it i ] T* t' 777 7! 77of. th

the

retitionef (eauests me opportunity to sneuJ u/nv ana
the inclusion of all relevant claim raised fn the mSI
that the Constr Amend, of the Indictment was not “Harm-
}) If this (bort doesn't findfirst that the Harm less ness

mitt
mot.
less.
defense has of teen (laired first



_____________________________________ Pff*l8o93 9
____ (5.) Whether The Governwenis Theory Of* An OffecT ~
On TuTtfskb Commerce Was Legally - Guffi deni To Conkr 

Federal! Jurisdiction On This Gase ?

This OSQumeni is legally- Complicated forme he/pkii
The. relEon /On/ is because we (3) three purported - jheonks -
nexuses Hie GjQvT relied upon a-f Trial In iheir dost no afgu-
men-k. are legally-flooded. One of fhe "aTkcTim inkrsnje

Appeal bj fne. biinib Cir. (Id3S fecl.ftpp'x (pSb-QOE)).
jlnen Ms happened if Idi a. period of time, in the.

nperdpe dotes of The indidmeni ujithoof "Federal Criminal
Sfaiti toy Tun'd \cfion

(Note: Uh&fl the above occoCed CouftH Qsq I two) became.

flireLT

Ufh ie- cct/,
/affectim h

Trial -the OodT feliecl upon -these -three (bmmeroe {heorfesp
L The Cyncinm Theory ___________________

3. Tint Inhrshk Traveler Theory
3. The (bank uoiih Branches oof-of skit Theory

The Condom Theory coos the only -theory -fhd- -/fie (JinihGr.
a b affirm -Hie conviction coder. See, Hie daks of'berefuse

Sopefkdinp indidmeni runs from October 9-J7Moy/as to
Cooniwl ,jHere's inhere ihe argomenj-pets compjicakd jo explain)

ftebre The Trial started -the 601/T issued Their Trial brief
dbed ijwjwiZ;doc.S3,caee*i;i3<r-OOIS9-LTo-SKO} p$1ofW.



_________________________________ Ml of A 9
_____In the GoVTs Trial Brief ''Sfa^enoenfs io-n
W states ((Prior To leaving Fre&oo -for Balfefcfeid, The defendant made
an appointment for the victim ah-the £OC Clinic ______

_____(Jhile, before the Mai started 1 didn't understand the sigm
f iounce of The above Gfatemenh 1 KneaJ if mas-false ms I never
made no appointment -for tine a Hedged victim.____________

Torino the Victims testimony-the UC

n • • e t f ,

'e
--he victim te pfovide testimony tea-________
The vicfi’ro refuse To do so and testified she ms Hoe one mho made

is poini of the Trial 1 still didn't-knou) tee relevance

: oh Hoe 8QC.

-the
app'f ah Hne EOC) fTouJeVef,-the foOV'Telicited testimony

-From (f|?Mne victim That on OctMfioil she received Condoms
-fom titie fOC and itihen she engaged in commercial Sei acts she
nluLiak used Condoms.

o£ib

"0 ktete teati she gave The (?) victims Condoms.__________
____ Then -tine CaOM'Tpotion a person -from -the faxlMm.
(FT)A) ••q -bile abail Condoms are notmade in California..
_______ Poring The QiOVTs Opsin
a Theory that since Condoms are nof]
victiim inns using condoms during commercial set acts, the
n tfef.\tefj inteestate commerce, element- has been established.

' Once The mattef uuas decided on Oifecti Appeal and -the
did noT affirm) tee conviction on tee Condomlhmrv - Then

^.kshbn on Co/ aterohReview becomes - IaIheO (mhat date)
Cdonf 1 become a federal Offense. As -the Condom Theory (QOS

suppose, -te shorn an inference tba-t beteJeen Oct. f !3, no/I +heif
(jJocb cutes committed bv MR. Hurt that tied

'ome 'e
e in Calitemia and -their

Ninth C
tee.: Q

l

did



fgfyOofH9
him b Che affedinq inkrshk commerce, elemenT; Thcxf

bemMtffor,H u)as The one u)ho made The appj, Cbr The wcfim
To neffhe Condoms-(pndoms rtaTaffecfi/rjers-kde commerce.

J Coh/be ksTimon/ didnffollooodie kOi'Ts Fraud.
___ tioaJjlei's add fuel b This Hire - fT : 7 :
The, dates of Hie opera-hde indictment funs mm Oci 9-17, ao//. I
ha\Je csnhlished Thai -Hie QOVT never proved fhis offense aUmir
affemnkrs-kde commence bebieen Oct 9-/3,30f! and the i/M

■ confirms -ibis when They don f affirm Hoc condchon on -the

iCi

Cfrcui
n Theoryjbecav&c fhis mas Hie only Hneory submitted To

fey ibetf mould sbou) The dafes of The indic-hmnf bejmeen
tie, 3ioil havion a Federal Connection.

Condo
■Hoc(
Odd

Oft
bekja: n Oct 9th - !3; noil has no federal connection and is nob
Suprx:rfedunder fk- Commerce Clause [d.S v-Morrison\sagas,s?8)

____ koude\fer this frond of a pfooxittion - the (jQfTpresented
a lledat i iasmOHiVe - conduct tbafoewred be-hneen Oci 9-liti,3,oil
Thai Mdbnf committed upon irk) victim, boHhc QoiTnevere/~
piainsj nor can They. houJ assaoHUe-conduct Tbafhas no economic
xonnekhon gives them SteTotef/-jurisdiction under jroscsn/teu)

Remember mipost’Ho n is Hie elements most Temporalti AI bn.
Tjr. f/iO\TT The CM ciand The tfirtib fir, has been proceeding on
The dvSomoHon jha iM daks within The indictment
Confers federal Jurisdiction for tiiatPeriod. I ben To differ T
believe Thai federal CriminalSkfoby Jurisdiction as ^ I8USC
159/00) does no t become operative in ifsprotective form unfit
one cf fhe acfionabte verbs are commuted and if is



fateiofw
____ \ Simultaneously affecting interstate commerce.
____ The GOVT meed a propkno uofththis case - itoeoto
make a Stock firming and PanJering case into a -federalone called
H Set Mafficking" J

wing eiejy aspect of Hie Theories
taOMTs case a5 it relates b the interstate commerce- creates
One o

of the
■these dotetad arguments iryte other areas of lau)._____________
____ Tjie OOM'Tutilize assaultive conduct that oewredbebre
the defendant engaged in the conduct [actionable-verbs] that the 

Skatve prohibits that most (-temporally-align) affect interstate commerce.
nq Arguments)>e sos,

that the GDiTfelh * *■ r * / *'Ofisdic+ion
didn't ocwr until Oct H-if+h, ao/L this ms the dates the Goati

l ■ Their victim obtained *Condoms *
3. Their victim mas "Transportled)*and 'TarboriedT'To/at a

Hotel thatSeNed interstate travelers___________________ _
_____3. That the -Hotel their victim used- The Hotel used Tank oT
the Uei>t tor it's hanking purposes and hank of the ttest has branches
in numerous States outside of Cali fornia__________________

__________ To-far the Issue’s Are)___________________
/, The tiinih Cir did not affirm) the Conviction on the Condom

'Theory therefore the foil dotes of the indictment does not satisfy federal
Stotok, ydOfisdic-h'oo - oJhich means the GoVTs use of conductdonrx/
-Hois furiod on) none-t/proven statvbryjurisdiction to establish a
separate dement of knouuipQ Force; fraud, or(berabn mi//be

i )sec Vshodct not hate been allooued m forwarded te ike Jury



_____ Pytaaofsy
9\. Where rihtirs no proven fads rio csiabhah sfahb/v

iorisdJ fh - M, 301 lb pfote Tnc 1% USC ItflCaXO Coanil funs afbol
principles of lau) as held in 0,5. v, Morrison supra, fha-tthe

'[GOV'Tdoesn't ha\fe The adhoffiy ioCriminalize CiSSaOHiVe

Ocl q
oJJh
-feden
candid.

'0Q.7.
fleer/. :> /o explain based on ff)e theories o-fdf) affeejon inkf&hfe.
commerce They advanced ah Trial' hour condacj oewrinqduring cl
pend of dates, That occurs before sja-bhr/jufjsct is established,
Can ioe used, nofer+heless, jo establish an ehmenbo-p hhe offense,
iniTh-.da charge of Conspiracy or aiding andabeh-fing indodecf.

____1 believe Thai ftc cooHnoing affirmation of-the conviction
of CooOf tl violates my Ooe Process rjghis because jjs based upon
Condi t :f That alledoedly octufed aJj)efe) g]hen:hhe GcdT iaS failed jo
prove such Conduct u>as sMtaneoosiy affecting i/)-krskxk. Commerce.
____Xf Hir conviction is a!laced to stand then-Hie federalGoiT
11 rill have assowed fa mb PouJefs -from -the Sink of Cal/fowia. fa
nroseaJte domestic-assaotfs Then Hus uoiHhare obliteratedfie
disiix+ion beicoeen oJhod Ts local condoct is, hlaifonal Condacf,
crearing a fidiodunifury ft!ice PouJefs. Looking to -Me language
if) me U, $. CondHodof) X mustT-ealoosiy oppose my Pfasecof/of)

humbly hot confidently ask -this duff to vacate my
conviction in Count*L; feyectfady.___________________

_____ LJiThoot -the use of'-the condocf ocLorino bdvJeen Oct ?-/<?.
diOl^cnce excisedj Poe evidence to uphold Count#! is insufficient'
as (mother of loan. ~

(X,
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_____The last lop into The Tire________ ______________
_____In my <&S5mot Ground 31 raised a claim That either
The OTTCT or ihe GOV'T Constructively AmendedTheTndfcTrmnT or
Mulls/ Varied amy Aram The lanpoagc in The indictrventby TheQse
nf o+hy.rpersons acts} Thai mere noT listed in The indictment, To
Satisfy ihe In or dtfectinQ intersiztfc commerce ek/ver?T:_______

And That mV hnnellahe-hTtomev  Is) rendered'ineffective
of Counsel on direct-Appeal dor not raising The Issue

In The. fiisT CT. Judges NOV- 7.3019 ‘'Memorandum ’response.
Assis-mhce

Th Cir. refused To expand The COA To encompa.
raise iTbekre the U.SSopCt because d's simpIe-stmiahtdoruJard
error and shouos hoaa a miscarriage of Justice occorec/.______

AT Trial. on day T}The Trial lodge instructedThe Jon/;,
11 In order for The, defendant to he -found goiHr of the count Charge 1,

The Qownment mostprove each of The foUouJinp elements beyond a.
able doubt:________________________________
~Aod Third, The defendants actions mere in or affecttnci

inhtfdkxTe commerce. })fpg * 700) __________________

55 Sis Ch/m.IThe din

reasoi

upersech 'iC+flOOvane
mkfstale commerce element is Similar.
_______ Houja/er miouanoot we uwv /s piesenranon or weir
Theory Ihntthe defendant^ach ufcre affecting interstate commerce
Their e vidence re vealed Tha-T non-idtekd indicted persons Gon-
ducT effected interstate commerce (dote: AH Though The evidence
poind To oTherpeople condocT affectedinterstate commerce 1 s-titf

)

±nhrstock Commerce is required')



PattntopJlt
As I've said be-bfe^the (iO\l'T relied upon h) three

jn their Closing Arguments;T leones

____ 1. The Condom Theory-This theory ioad nothing to do ooith
me uJ >)aHoe\fef. The victim art her condoms -from her doctor at
the tOC Clinic. Theiruoas no testimonythroughoutHoe Pcla/TnaJ
thateven kopo) the victim cuas using condoms,

_____X The Interstate Traveler Theory- This is pure noo&znsc
The, G0\lT pot -ihe Manager of a &akt&tield Horn on the Sim!
and hitestity that interstate travelers sfev at his hotel on
oaoassms, Ho dales mere testified to as to u)hen interstate
-fravfel :.rs stayed at the fiakrsffeld Lodge Ibid. But itdoesrfi
matter because -this theory has nothing todo UJith m arts.

g ihe Bank tvith Branches out of state-theory- This 7s~
note nonsen&e. The Manager of the Bok-rsiveld lodge -testified
in 30,'3 (Aug) that -there hotel uses Sank of-Hie jjest -far /Vs
hankteTpurposes - this testimony did not tie fa Hie dates of the

■ 1 yg indictment. Then the CuOiTTpots on a Bank of-the, hfesf
Manager u)ho testifies that money deposfHo the bank is

fxiaile hie b customer in each State theirs a. dankofrhe West,
this theory has nothing -fa do upi-tb mv acts.

for the reasons stated gjboit this Court stioold^'grant ttiCsT
Petition and vacate my conviction on Count! (IkUsci&ilMi))

operate
'Bank



__ ____________________ ________Pqft35of39
(b) Whether This Court Shoold Use Ii's Supervisory

At>rinf:»ri+y To Address The Vistrici Coofi And f\!iotb Clrcuii-
Re£u&l1b Apply Hois CoofTs Opinion In U.Sy, Aguilar, SIS

(B0^5) To Petitioners Claims ThatAppellak-uxjn&B,
(On fiifec-t-Appeal) Was Ineffective for failing To Raise
An AmlarArjorneni?

IJ.S.fi

This cldinn invoti/e te foihoitin issues -Pna-taJaB
if) C()y 33SSmoh [Qfound 91^36*3(0)jfaiSeti

l.aGrood^7i; Thai PheQOV T Theory Xr) Closing AfiUfrmfe
~Dorfc>*3-5 Thai Qefendarts false Shkm&nts Made hAs 4o

Pcihn-) fal k//A9£SS£S Violated 18 (JSC 1503.

1* 9ifcmd*38n That otfenb
tfendanf Could he Held Liable Under if) DSC 1803 h\fef)T Tit

Item
lb fail As A lAliifiess.______^______

 3.afifoofrl*^9 Thnf Th° AOVT Ttorj
That- Isfendaoi (hold Be Held Liable Under IS (JSC t
i-f He'IdasI font inn* Thrit l-fis farm inicoHons To A Hedged
id ifne■ ics Were Mafeotif lb TH8 fiQV1 / fe Ttov Of 77fe Case■

An

tea kaafle/rts
hltO

H. “fifnnod 136)} Tfiof The district Coofi M Trial foiled In
:cf Tfe iTtJfy That The, tiemenh Of l%USC 1503 and l5l%(bX0
'Temporally-Align11.

Instet
Must



A11 of fe fa founds stated uotre raised as Ineffective
Affiance of A/ydIafeCcvr&d. ALL of These (5founds were.
TqnorkH bv The Vist.Cf. To Its Response To My aasSmot
AocT'Iop. Ninth Cir fefed To Issue or Erpana The COA To
Encompass Such b rounds As IT The Precedent Authority
In Li S v. Aguilar, Sl5 us.593 (ms)il Meant hlofhfng*

The High CcufA in lIS. v. hqoilaf saofa shied
l( r / / j _ j: J • / - L-l n rr\n£!/

federal circuitofer ujhef/oer Cisosa !SC3 punishes false
shak/nenfs made {opotential grand Jon ujif nessesl>________
____The USSopreme Coor-f ultimately held -that fake afafawefifs
rmdeh potentialuJifnesscS does note yiokfe Sec. i603.

Obviously, tire. Jon aterm trial didn't aetetehis "Order as The
Trial t HxJoc eate b

3e Jury Trial Thy f, Vd H, po-^ K-T. 13b) __________
11 And no inhy aJould Roxanne Sanchez be a-ffixid b fell

ain. MTtionte
have a feporte

yon dbn-L happened after tire police lefte? Ml, m
fold jnn inMnsz jails calls. tewembeftinai 111J

yi intiiaTpoo uJere with SQ. ? There alas something extra
da on7. loo miohT lUaftiteqeTa laiu/er. loo mirph awe

SA
qdim on 7 ho miohTidanTb ocTa lamf 

y )p on a -federal indiefmenti. Jl>Al 1 lies To hen Tm heard
Tee acjeni. There is no repoPti. The Micfim never alledned

any MeMbn. So uohy main Mte tionteteli hertiia-f7 To scare
her infa noi Testify inp.>}

yim



PaX&ofofl9____ The Alinth Cir. held in U.S.v. Aguilar, 9/ F-3dN75(iWte) Tn banc
______ To construe The mJje as The (doV'T has in This
case L tould mean Thai anyone who makes a -false Sfakment -fo 

anyprison u)ho miohi he oris expected b he a u)ttn&& before,
id tfofv or any oiber Uddiciai proceeding about-a subject

* investigation could be Quiljy of The crime of obstructing
jusliced 11,....... The Jacj-Thar the FBIinyts-haahbo coo/d\

a
undd

a Cnknd Jon is ihsofficierrt b consfitvk a violation of Sec. (So3,..!•/ — .em.„ —J- „n riL- t^jj^ny Q{Venfo/i <i/i

an imesHaadive agent C hlafalie-fell/ of Comm Sanchez ! aJhohas
not \\een sobpeenaerl or oteelanse directed b appear before
■Hoe :j rand jury is for more speculative, (Je Think if cannoi be

Ltohave-ihe lateral cm probable effect* of intefferino ~
bedim oAmpistmfion of Justice*

safd
LOift)

Go thafl’m dear lam noha. iawjer curl rand he
expected jop fesen-h equal Service. This claim is based open 
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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