
22 All 00 *T_II_ 1*1 •mi A

C-ftu’OLA Vvvc. uv>v^

______ O'^ZA.r'?-

FILED
"JUNTT2U21

\q & &

•OFFtCEtIF' THE'CIERK 
SUPREME COURT. U.S.

P.ouG^yi«s> \ v v* &y ^ vm'w ~ X* J^Al=fc_

hytei* vTxo'si ^<>g- cx Wtv-uti o^-______ .------

C-QT^  .

\ ^evy^M, ■ ^ va

Vi

p> y W v?te£::m^r4 X*

C,tslS»g>Js\ <

(t* — c> S ~ »Lq

____________ V^gVj’iM ^ Va^j-Ca—9JgH(lS^----------

eil &w>-> £p-^ __!L-ai^d34S4t_S5E^©^xa=«!»xn—

g~<^i ■p^K.U^ W\g>-fSS

-o.V CLftwve Va^va y

C c><i_0-£\ ^VP— 0.SV—V.'feVp ,fe9-«ifc3Ll

\\:

Hr^ ^\~V CJyarSti^gJ__

»«-^P=q\X\ a*->J 0—_CiX»sA sT V V- --------------------

<s^vQv ow, csQ-S *5^- ^£V-S> _C^Sk.x£^_,Sjfc&- 

e,-w Q ify-^ v=i V/^vX<ft\V^ Wvnciv-»t Vi '^K 

G-X^-ClSa \v'Q—v=v-^ ^ -' ___________________

\_5

W\»^ia-oA v s ftWiW\_lOn

V^ vWxTw\^> gwtesv&-s>CA

UW^TU- <T*rC. VAV^AS-^—^jaSjSS—SL^S=S_S^—

S^TcvCrg: Vrv vw=^l C^v^c.- \w -----

<XSc ^A<b c. \o^V ^^l- :................ ..... .......................................... —------

\ \sn^ £■

l*V€.

V^va^v vV^ ^Tv-tvc^ygnyi , Vo 6^Us> N£U\~^J&S—SVx.-SiteiSS-^-------------------

c~<m,/<2ir ux

-kigvgoar>^ ^gy^sviU
Vt-VSVA ^^v»t^V.£l

\pl-\XidCfttVvr^v C-^iA^V *4 ^ \ yj ) <>.vj--------------

- TrJRSQSiV^Dsqs
JUN 2 1 2023

<s VS Vvn \ O. • ‘Sa

(f&V, \V>^-\ y \ ^ h __^5&2C£^5iXi^.

_________________ ____________________________\ ^ ^

X^s.

Vv>v

SSSSfUT^!«tlerki i c



. L-a \ 

<L ASt.^TP-¥»Vr^ ^iSS^sSA^A-Sfe_ ^ t5'P-£1h Va —

%S\Jfe OO-vwnwi H<£.<E~Q

W y>svasiG>^»^ ^TyvCr^c.— *5. €.

Oe.stv'fi-^ Q V- c^s^r P^TS. ^ ?L

.^rv^xb^\^r€.

^^x^Lg'POS\Vrg-

T~* ^jaS,„\\_ >W<> .

r^i V-i Y^v^vAf^issi •,Sijfc4-Ss^^v^<r ^>^X

«^u-g- g^yaOr^ cv<p w ^vgaaojcNiLtSWl
tsVJ ^V=^-\..-\H-JjA

k
Wa Fg- -gV^XA^ 

<T\ Vw-fe \>

V>>
•~) ~^j ’ S>AJ^SS^fc^.

SjCuBiasjOaSAk.c tow;

__S—to$jjJE£^~;------- -------- — ■ ------------—~ " _

WW- rSaSS^n&£^SL

\w^r,^Y<v -r\

t ji wito ercug£fcfcS& * V;*£3fe£^.

\ »C^L^

c^&Sj

n^,, >Qi.<lSg&e—Sktss.

L-t^Ck <*l- Vr^y^4 V^JiI£4_J^S^AS--±^—X&—k-S^S—S^_^-\ ^

rkJ^scxfc—aJf=-

\-ttoVra.

K1c. -aSvx (Tv a.  ̂avLa. va

tov^LXiUW

a s sc jo&s*-* Ca vg-v*-3 ^~j-------

JCL^gg^&iS^ ^ .-S±rt_ilib£:

C Wrvv^ \ Sa ^ ^cffr^—Vfrfs v\

V- Utvo-t—Ova Y

C ^ w>q C t ^ ^ ^ * '&£&*&&*[£.

<v\vr-
^\>vlC^\^V—■•ya^S.^1^.

r
•V'gyjlgVs ww- \svu>gv<-.-a3b0—^)gWl-\vaCAs S

a\^\\<N\ •x=TY>--\—1\<
t

awI Q 12- <N\1 *VY<S.

V? £TU o ts V^i <gV&>A ^Q°y T*___ ------------------------------

l^iX<Y~

Va.Nc\p\ GT^jfe^j-S^.

" \ ^-gtueg^ae^—££js. 

EW-t

tWy - \=? VJ^tVI—■ypr->—1

V\vwg. 'C'* 'vCW'lXA-S^.

X ©



Wv^s Ca Vi YNQ^.w^kujs: . va

\v>j ~!Viajn&l^^-C—\CV»A

t i VJ (U^cv-^’tsi-P^QC^. \^^gfegC^±3&SSsSjL 0 •ya- "^gvgjA-^---------

_ <5l_ V ■ ^NTP-tlk^

w ^ <la-s • \ ^ oj-4-a^ Ouk <=,^\%5i—^ijjfe^-^^j3i^^3J3aSl==J2^^4-o j l ^

\ ..s^.ciA, ka>j -----------

Lt^^-SjB^-VA-C^ SC <=- 

1 ^AV\s ^» • \5rg~W^VVjL.G^---- i

y^/V^SV* CASS CV-vw \~vGwT

^<5 Wv£a_^TfrVfe I A • ^ • \A

*-v
caQs. <s‘>V

v>lAy^r^_safagsrs - Wiis^aaa

^UA^A^nrO^ Hljg^^BSL^3fa^JEg5LJag^a»aa^-A£-^*A5a>A£k

CAVV^\'^

j
;

^T~» Wnv •

U^Uy. Vwfc CsP^JS.

^ ^ ■\=~SlVvMfr\>r--

^T*. ^ ^Sl^SJtS3^aL-feJp=-^-

K-st^> 

___ r^-^o- ’we__ EcS^vjsl—vpoSic^s^^L

___ \X.^?>sS^S_SjfcSkfe

_____

_______WI YXMrtSo CxV> >Q t

sA^rv^g- fe3^jS3gd==^

vi C .Jg^A^Sfe^asogaa.----3^fe*>Ss^£$^£»

AjJj
/

"c3 *

^q - li- ^ yw<L-------------------------

VnQ> 'p<^' ?—^ Ir^V^ W^ °\ °\% ^I .L—'O-*

g> <s>



FILEDUNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

MAY 12 2023FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT
MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK 

U.S. COURT OF APPEALS

No. 22-35408JOSEPH LOCHUCH EWALAN,

D.C. No. 2:20-cv-01497-JLR 
Western District of Washington, 
Seattle

Petitioner-Appellant,

v.

ORDERDONALD HOLBROOK, WSP 
Superintendent,

Respondent-Appellee.

CANBY and SUNG, Circuit Judges.Before:

Appellant’s motion to transmit to this court a CD containing audio from

appellant’s direct appeal oral argument (Docket Entry No. 10) is granted.

Appellant’s motion for consideration of the oral argument presented in support of

his direct appeal (Docket Entry No. 9) is granted.

The request for a certificate of appealability (Docket Entry Nos. 5 and 7) is

denied because appellant has not shown that “jurists of reason would find it

debatable whether the petition states a valid claim of the denial of a constitutional

right and that jurists of reason would find it debatable whether the district court

was correct in its procedural ruling.” Slack v. McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473, 484

(2000); see also 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2); Gonzalez v. Thaler, 565 U.S. 134, 140-41

(2012); Miller-El v. Cockrell, 537 U.S. 322, 327 (2003).



All remaining motions are denied as moot.
■j

DENIED.
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