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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

v.
Case No. l:17-cr-00234-7 (TNM)

ORLANDO BELL

Defendant.

ORDER

In June, this Court denied Defendant Orlando Bell’s motion under 28 U.S.C. § 2255 to

vacate his conviction. See United States v. Bell, 2022 WL 2191688, at *7 (D.D.C. June 18,

2022). Bell argued that his trial counsel, Christopher Davis, was ineffective at various stages of 

his trial and that his appellate counsel, Mary Davis, was ineffective. She is married to Bell’s trial 

counsel, and Bell contended that she was thus ineffective because of the conflict between his

interest as her client and her loyalty to her husband. See Motion at 7, ECF No. 283.1

The Court rejected ail of Bell’s arguments. As to Mary Davis, the Court analyzed her 

conflict under C.nyler v. Sullivan, 446 U.S. 335, 348 (1980), under which a defendant succeeds if 

“an actual conflict of interest adversely affected his lawyer’s performance.” The Court agreed 

that Mary Davis had a conflict but held that any conflict did not adversely affect her performance 

because Bell had proffered no “legitimate argument that she failed to make on appeal because of 

that conflict.” Bell, 2022 WL 2191688, at *6 (cleaned up). He suggested only meritless 

arguments. Under applicable precedent, his failure to “articulate a strategy that a reasonable, 

nonconflicted defense counsel would have pursued[,]” foreclosed the argument that Mary Davis 

was ineffective. Id. (quoting United States v. Tucker, 12 F.4th 804, 819 (D.C. Cir. 2021)).

All page citations refer to the page numbers generated by the Court’s CM/ECF system.
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Bell appealed. See ECF No. 306. The D.C. Circuit then remanded for this Court to 

determine whether Bell deserves a certificate of appealability (COA). Bell’s motion for a COA 

is now ripe for decision. See ECF No. 311 (Mot.).

A habeas petitioner receives a COA “only if’ he “has made a substantial showing of the 

denial of a constitutional right.” 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2). To make the requisite “substantial 

showing,” Bell must “demonstrate that reasonable jurists would find the district court’s 

assessment of the constitutional claims debatable or wrong.” Slack v. McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473,

484 (2000).

Bell seeks a COA only as to the Court’s decision on Mary Davis’s alleged conflict. See 

Mot. at 2. In general, he says that the Court misapplied Cuyler. According to him, once the 

Court determined her conflict, it should have assumed that the conflict affected her 

representation. See id. at 3, 5. Instead, he says, the Court engaged in a “harmless error analysis” 

not pennitted under Cuyler. Id. at 3.

The Court disagrees. The Supreme Court has clarified that Cuyler “requires proof of 

effect upon representation.” Mickensv. Taylor, 535 U.S. 162, 173 (2002). For that proof, courts 

in this circuit must consider whether any conflict led to an “actual lapse in representation.”

United States v. McGill, 815 F.3d 846, 943 (D.C. Cir. 2016) (cleaned up). And as the D.C.

Circuit noted recently in United States v. Tucker, “[t]o satisfy this standard, [the defendant] must 

articulate a strategy that a reasonable, nonconflicted defense counsel would have pursued.” 12 

F.4th at 819. This Court thus faithfully applied binding precedent when it asked whether Bell 

had articulated some strategy that Mary Davis could have made on direct appeal. The 

Government’s opposition also clarifies that almost every other circuit uses the same standard.

2
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See Opp’a at 9-10, ECF No. 313 (collecting cases). So reasonable jurists would not debate how 

this Court formulated and applied C.uyler1

Bell then argues that, even if the Court properly formulated Cuyler, “[c]onflict-free 

counsel would’ve raised other issues.” Mot. at 5. But this is not enough. Recall that Bell must 

articulate “legitimate” arguments that conflict-free appellate counsel could have raised. United 

States v. Bruce, 89 F.3d 886, 896 (D.C. Cir. 1996). He never does so. First, he suggests the 

ineffective trial counsel arguments that this Court denied in its prior order. See Mot. at 4, 

n.10 (appellate counsel could have challenged Christopher Davis’s “forcing Mr. Bell [not] to 

testily, not adequately investigating the case, and counseling him about a plea[.]”). As the Court 

explained there, those arguments are meritless and would not have comprised “reasonable” 

arguments on appeal. Tucker, 12 F.4th at 819. And although Bell hints that nonconflicted 

appellate counsel could have pursued other arguments as to Christopher Davis’s ineffectiveness, 

Reply at 2, ECF No. 314, he does not say—either now or in his earlier briefing—what those 

arguments might be.

Because Bell suggests no legitimate, plausible, or colorable arguments that 

conflicted appellate counsel could have raised, he has not articulated “a strategy that a 

reasonable, nonconflicted defense counsel would have pursued.” Tucker, 12 F.4th at 819. Faced 

with the D.C. Circuit’s precedent on this point, reasonable jurists could not debate Bell’s failure 

to show that Mary Davis’s conflict “adversely affected [her] performance.” Cuyler, 446 U.S. at

same

see

non-

348.

2 The Government does not concede that Cuyler is the appropriate test, arguing that it applies 
only in “the context of multiple representations.” Opp’n at 6, n.l. Considering Bell’s failure to 
meet the Cuyler test, however, the Court need not decide if the Government is correct.

3
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\

For these reasons, it is hereby ORDERED that Bell’s [311] Motion for a Certificate of

Appealability is DENIED.

SO ORDERED. The Clerk of Court shall transmit this order to the D.C. Circuit.

2022.09.15 
09:15:56 -04'00'3

Dated: September 15, 2022 TREVOR N. McFADDEN, U.S.D.J.

4
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^Lnlteb Jitate (Enurt nf ^Appeals
For The District of Columbia Circuit

No. 22-3040 September Term, 2022
1:17-cr-00234-TNM-7

Filed On: April 25, 2023

United States of America

Appellee

v.

Orlando Bell

Appellant

Millett, Wilkins, and Katsas, Circuit JudgesBEFORE:

ORDER

Upon consideration of the motion to dismiss case for lack of certificate of 
appealability; the motion for leave to amend the motion to dismiss and the lodged 
amended motion to dismiss; the motion to appoint counsel; and the motion for certificate 
of appealability, the opposition thereto, and the reply, it is

ORDERED that the motion for leave to amend be granted. The Clerk is directed 
to file the lodged amended motion to dismiss case for lack of certificate of appealability.
It is

FURTHER ORDERED that the motion for appointment of counsel be denied. 
The interests of justice do not warrant appointment of counsel in this case. See 18 
LJ.S.C. 8 3006AfaV2VBl It is

FURTHER ORDERED that the amended motion to dismiss be granted, the 
motion for a certificate of appealability be denied, and that the appeal be dismissed. 
Because appellant has not “made a substantial showing of the denial of a constitutional 
right,” 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c1f2). no certificate of appealability is warranted. See Slack v. 
McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473. 484 (2000). Specifically, appellant has not demonstrated that 
“reasonable jurists would find the district court’s assessment of the constitutional claims” 
contained in his motion to vacate under 28 U.S.C. § 2255 “debatable or wrong.” See 
Slack. 529 U.S. at 484; Strickland v. Washington. 486 LJ.S. 668. 687 f 1984V Nor has 
appellant made a substantial showing of the denial of a constitutional right based on the 
performance of counsel appointed to assist him with his reply in support of his § 2255 
motion. See Garza v. Idaho, 139 S. Ct. 738. 749 (2019) (recognizing that “[tjhere is no



jptmtefr fflnurt af JVppsals
For The District of Columbia Circuit

No. 22-3040 September Term, 2022

right to counsel in postconviction proceedings”); see also Wainwright v. Toma, 455 U.S. 
586. 587-88 (1982) (per curiam) (explaining that where a prisoner had no constitutional 
right to counsel, he could not be deprived of the effective assistance of counsel under 
the Sixth Amendment). Finally, the court cannot consider the other arguments appellant 
raises for the first time in his motion for a certificate of appealability because he failed to 
raise those arguments in the district court. See Waters v. Lockett, 896 F.3d 559. 571 
(D.C. Cir. 2018), cert, denied, 139 Pi A

Pursuant to D.C. Circuit Rule 36, this disposition will not be published. Because 
no certificate of appealability has been allowed, no mandate will issue.

Per Curiam

Page 2
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ffiniteb ^States (Eourt of appeals
For The District of Columbia Circuit

No. 22-3040 September Term, 2023
1:17-cr-00234-TNM-7 

Filed On: November 15, 2023

United States of America

Appellee

v.

Orlando Bell

Appellant

BEFORE: Srinivasan, Chief Judge, and Henderson, Millett, Pillard, Wilkins, 
Katsas, Rao, Walker, Childs, Pan, and Garcia, Circuit Judges

ORDER

Upon consideration of the petition for rehearing en banc, and the absence of a 
request by any member of the court for a vote, it is

ORDERED that the petition be denied.

Per Curiam

FOR THE COURT:
Mark J. Langer, Clerk

BY: /s/
Daniel J. Reidy 
Deputy Clerk



22-3040

Orlando Bell 
#83130-007 
U.S. Penitentiary 
Thomson 
PO Box 1001 
Thomson, IL 61285
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OCT i h 202211} THE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

)ORLANDO BELL, )
) Crim Case No. l:17-cr-234 
) United States District Judge 
) Honorable McFadden^^^

Defendant.

) FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUITV. )
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA . )

Respondent. ‘3§S§
IhXEcd

— § 2253(c)____

Comes Now Orlando Bell, the undersign Pro Se Defendant, ask the 

court to reconsider denial of his 28 U.S.C §2253(o). Defendant ask 

this court to appoint him new counsel to assist in 28 U.S.C S 2253
(c) motion hfc mailed to this court on August 24, 2022. Defendant 
also notified the court of not agreeing to any.motion his counsel

in a letter that he mailed to the court datedsent to the court 
July 18,2022 before asking for replacement of counsel in his August
24, 2022 motion.

Defendant, proceed to notifying the court on September 1, 2022 m 

the motion informing this court that he is not agreeing to the motion 
his counsel submitted on August 26,2022 without his consent after the 

U.S Attorney for the District of Columbia submitted, it's opposition to
2022. Defendant never recieved. the motiondenfendant's COA on August 5, 

submitted by his cotinsel for his COA until after September 3. 2022 and

D.A's opposition from his attorney after August 24 , 202.2.

On September 20, 2022 Defendant mailed his COA brief to the court 
because the court nevtei; responded; to; any bf his'motionb that he subm.; s * 
mitted starting with the july 18, 2022 motion informing the court that 

his counsel is not consenting with him on motions she intend on sub­
mitting on his behalf,.that she did submitted without her client's

On September 26, 2022 Defendant recieved legal mail from his 

counsel at Leavenwofth U.S.P with September 21,2022 stamped on the 

envslopfwith defendant's COA denial by this court. Exhibit A dated -- 
July 8. 2022 informing'court that counsel is not consenting with her 

client before submitting motions on his behalf.

consent.
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' Exhibit B defendant ask the court to appoint him new counsel to 
assist in 28 U..S.C. § 2253 (c) that was notorised ,and mailed to this 

court:on August 24, 2022. Exhibit C Defendant notify court of not 
recievina or agreeing to motion filed on August 5, 2022 by his counsel 

his behalf which she actually filed on july 18,2022. Exhibit 

notorised and mailed to this court on September 1,
for COA on

2022. Exhibit DC was
Defendant's brief pursuant to title 28 U.S.C § 2253(c) COA supplemental

notorised on September 20, 2022 and wasmotion to amend 2253(c) COA was 

mailed to this court on that same day.

“Exhibit E is the tracking number for Exhibit B, Exhibit F is the tracking 

number for Exhibit Cf Exhibit G is .the tracking number for Exhibit D which
all shows that these motions was succesfully delivered to this court by

Based on these facts this defendantcertified mail by U.S postal service.
Ask the court to grant his motion of reconsideration for his COA.
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Pro-Se Defendant 
PReg.UNo 831-30-007 
P.O.Box 1000 
Leavenworth,KS 66048

CERTIFICATE _Of_jSERVICE__BY_MAIL
I hereby state that under penalty of perjury that the facts contained 

herein are true and correct based on this defendant's knowledge pur­
suant to 28 U.S.C 28 § 1746, that the foregoing motion torreconsider 
denial of 28 U.S.C § 2253(c). A copy has been served to the Clerk's 

Office of the U.S District Court for the District Of Columbia in Washing­
ton D.C 20001 and to the adverse parties by U.S postal mail first class 

mail by prison official for mailing on thisday 

suant to 28 U.S.C §1746.
of September, 2022, pur-

ETHAN I,. CARROLL ASSISTANT U.S ATTORNEY 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
555 4th street N.W 
Washington D.C 20001

NOTARY PUBLIC - STATE Of KANSAS 
LLOYD HARVEY)

MY APPT. EXPIRES .

?
y
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, /
V

IN THE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

)ORLANDO BKII,, )
)

Defendant, ) Crim Case No. l:17-cr-234 
)United States District Judge 
) Honorable Trevor Ncl'McFadden
)
)v.
)

fa4fa3 ^5lQUNITED STATES OF AMERICA ) 00017001 27HO)
Respondent.

)
)

DEFENDANT ;ASK THE COURT TO APPOINT HIM NEW 
COUNSEL TO ASSIST IN 28 U.S.C. § 2253 (0)’

Comes Now Orlando Bell, the undersigh Pro Se Defendnat, ask the court 
to assign him a new counsel to’-represent him in his 28 U.S.Q.vS 2253(c) . 
The counsel that is currently assign to defendant is not updating him on
any recent court proceedings, not answering his phone calls, misleading him 
on court's deadline to file his brief and files motion without his consent, 

counsel currentlyaassigned to him to represent 
or file any further motions on his behalf she is ineffective..
Deieadant does not want the--

In exhibit a defendant outlined cousenls's formalities, how she was lac­
king in professionalism :and was brought to this court's attention, 
hibit b it shows thfe same performance that was'also brought to this court's 
attention.’ Exhibit c was not brought to this court's attention but it shows 

patern of deception by counsel- in the way she is misleading the defendant 
in her representation of him. Any motion counsel submitted after July 18,
2022 if any was not disclosed in writing or was agreed upon by the defendant.

Defendant'diligently seeks this court's approval to assigne him a new 
counsel to represent him in his COA brief. Defendant hopes arid praysl-thatV- ’ 
this'couth will have dn understanding'for! the- is'suds that ?he' shraisirig about 
his cuurent!counsel non-professionalisim; in his representation and grant his 

request for a new--counsel.

In ex-

tf

' •
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v

Respectfully Submitted

{is /> g / J______
Mr. Orlando Bell'"'
Pro se Defendant 

'Reg. No. 831-30-007 
P.O.Box 1000 
Leavenworth, KS 66048

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL

I hereby state under penalty of perjury that the facts contained herein 

are true and correct based on this defendant's knowledge pursuant to 28 
USS.C. § 1746, that the foregoing,motion for appointment of new counsel 
to represent defendant in a Certificate of Appealability Brief. A copy-has 

been served to the Clerk's Office of the U.S District Court for District 

of Columbia in Washington,rD>Cl 2001 and to the adverse parties by U.S Postal 
mail first class mail by prison official for mailing oh this 

August, 2022, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746.
ETHAN L. CARROL ASSISTANCE U.S ATTORNEY 
UNITED. STATES ATTORNEY"S OFFICE 
FOR DISTRICT OF. COLUMBIA'
555.4th street,Ni.;W 

Washington, -DCC 20001

day of

» o : '•

0
Mr. Orlando Bell 

'<:Pro se-Defendant

ttWWMUC.tttTItflweAS
, nuttai&HMnds 
lav1 ah*t. arm 71’ilv**'
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/ . /Exhibit a • -v
\IN THE

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA

ORLANDO BELL,
Crim Case No. l:17-cr-234 
United states District Judge 
Honorable Trevor N. McFadden

Movant,

v.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Respondent.
)

MOVANT'S COUNSEL APPOINTED BY THE COURT 
TO ASSIST IN HIS 2255 IS LACKING FORMAL COMMUNICATION

Movant's counsel never formally introduce herself that she
is representing him in his 2255. On january 13, 2022 Mr. Bell ask
counsel to send him a letter about all the motions and updates

Mr.of his 2255, counsel's response was why do you need a letter. 

Bell only had a skype interview with counsel that took place on
Counsel only cora-December 2, 2021 and a follow up phone call, 

municate through Mr Bell's counselor at North Lake Correctional 
Institution, never through any legal mail to formally establish
communication that she is representing Mr. Bell only through Mr. 
Bell Counselor's email at the institution he is currently in-

!carcerated.
Movant's is asking the court to encourage counsel to address 

all legal procceddings and motions that counsel prepared and 
submitted in writting for formality. At this moment in time Mr. 
Bell is told by counsel that she submitted at least two con­
tinuance and one F.O.I.A to get information from the U.S Park 

Police to assit in movant's 2255, movant's have not received any 
of these proceedings in writing. Mr. Bell hope to have a good re­
lationship with counsel moving forward in his 2255 proceedings.

!

Orlando Bell. 
January 14, 2022

i
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Exhibit c

RESPONSE TO INMATE REQUEST TO STAFF MEMBER
(COP-OUT)

Inmate's Name: BELL, Orlando 
Reg. No.:

Unit:
Cell:

83130-007
BL LCP 
B03-263U

This is in response to your Inmate Request to Staff received on 
dated August 22, 2022, wherein you request the conversation 
voice recordings with your attorney.

The Trust Fund Inmate Telephone System is for inmates to 
supplement written correspondence to maintain family and 
community ties. Additionally, Program Statement 1351.05, Release 
of Information, precludes the release of requested recordings to 
any person requesting access to records about himself/herself.

If you wish to request any information, it can be requested 
through the Freedom of Information Act Section.

FOIA/PA Section
Office of General Counsel, Room 924 
Federal Bureau of Prisons 
320 First Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20534

u
DateD. Hudson, Warden
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TRULINCS 83130007 - BELL, ORLANDO - Unit: LYN-B-C

FROM: 83130007 
TO: WARDEN
SUBJECT: “‘Request to Staff*** BELL, ORLANDO, Reg# 83130007, LVN-B-C 
DATE: 08/09/2022 08:32:59 PM

To: Warden of LeavenWorth 
Inmate Work Assignment: n/a

I'm requesting a recording of my conversation between me and my attorney on 7/14/22 if you are not able to give me the actual 
voice recording of the conversation the transcript will do. If you are not able to provide any of my request give me the recourse 
that will provide the information that I'm seeking. This.is for a court filing of a Certificate of Appealability that my attorney stated 
that was due on the 24th of this past month. I also need the recorded conversation for today which is the only conversation that 
i had on the institution phone with my attorney stating that the date was different for the C.O.A filing that she submitted without 
my consent. If you cant assist in giving me the recording of 7/14/22 and 8/9/22 give me a recourse to assist in acquiring.these 
material, thank you and have a nice day.
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oop i n 1

IN TOE:
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

)ORLANDO BELL,
)

Crim Case No. l:17-cr-234 
United States District Judge 
Honorable Trevor N. McFadden

Defendant, )
)
)
)
)
) 7021 2720 D001 h4b3 7527v.
)

.. - UNITED

Respondent.

— ♦-*'**-*

r~:
)

>)
)

-------DEFENDANT NOTIFY COURT OF NOT RECIEVTNGOOR AGREEING JEO.. MOTION
FILED ON. AUG 5f 2'b22 IKS COTOSEL FOR CERTIFICATE OF

_______  ■ - -,--v ________ APPEALABILITY ON HIS BEHALF ________________ .
....~Comes - Now Orlando/ BelX, the undersign Pro Se, to notify this court
that this defendant did not authorised the Certificate of Appealability

' submitted by"Tils counsel on August 5, 2022. COA counsel did not notify or
consented with defendant before submition of caption motion.DDefendant ask
the court to send him a copy of the
-2.02% without hiraetf^:dr"c5C-ffBent.

■ Defendant submitted! a iftotiorTasicing this court to replacehcurrently 
appointed counsel with a new counsel on August 25,2022 based on her un­
ethical performance reflected in this motion of notification and previouse 
motion- -ffrrlacking of ^prCfetiotalism.h'D^Eihcfeht also ask this 'court to sub­
poena the requested recording .dfibxiltuQiyhl&j-hfidSAuguSfegAytof 2022ccontaining 

counsel's deceptive conversation misleading her client on dates and deadline 

for filing his COA,in his motion for new counsel Exhibt C.

(action his counsel submitted on Aug 5,
f

Exhibit G-lis-a leeter to the warden of Leavenwoth USP asking for recorded 
conversation bdtwednndeffendadthandchmsseiunselwwhich will clarify defendant';
claim of counsel's erroneous performance in her duties of attorney. The 
Warden told defendant that onlyaa FOIA or a court/ subpoena can provide the
recorded conversation.ITtf-biashgthefcc&fctSse and^the defendant's interest to' 1
^ubpofenaethercecoMddtconversation as itssalsot&n the interest of counsel 
to better herself in her profesion going forward.

IS
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Respectfully Submitted

f) 1 //?
Mr. Orlando Bril

?Pro-se Defendant 
P.Reg. ivNo. 831-30 — 007 
P.O.Box 1000 

. Leavenworth KS -66048

..CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE BY MAIL

I hereby state under penalty of p.uftjury that the facts' contained 

herein are true.4nd'..eor,j^ti„bjis^d on this def endant 's knowledge pur- 
-suant—to—2.8—U-.-S-»jCi.—§-l-7-4.6-,_4;ha-t_the—foregoing-motion—of-notifying-_th-i-s 

court about riot. recieVing or • agreeing ’ to., mqtion filed on Aug 5, 
his counsel for COA on 
Clerk's Office of the U.S District Court for District of Columbia :in 

Washington D.C 20003C and to the adverse parties by U.S Postal mail first 

class mail by prison official for mailing on this d- day of Sept, 2022, 
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746.

20.22 by
defendant's behalf. A copy has been served to the

/

ETHAN L. CARROLL ASSISTANT U.S ATTORNEY
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY* s OFFICE
FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
555 4th Street N.W
Washington,,D.C 20001

.^.Mr-^Oriahdo; Be T1 
Pro se Defendant

i

r, •

J. m WTA8YPUBUC-mTE0fWj6«; 
E&4 ilOYDHAfiVEY
aSi^Mrjm expires dfj/ocA :

■i:
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IN THE
STATES DISTRICT COURT 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
mOCT M 2022 % 
■■ . M, A,ff o.c3l-SM.Ci„k0f^ri 

P^ndorc,.,.. ,,.
. 'i?

■ i

Crim Case No. l:17-cr-234 
United States District Judge 
Honorable Trevor N. McFadden

7021 2720 0001 fc.HL.3 7517Respondent.
)
J

DEFENDANT'S BRIEF PURSUANT TO TITLE 28 U.S.C.^§72253^6)
CERTIFICATE OF APPEALABILITY 

;SUPBEEMENTAL"M0TiaNTTO?\ AMENDS 8 253ltd cCERTIFICATE OF 
 APPEALABILITYf *==

Comes Now Orlando Bell, the undersign Bro~Se Defendant, and files his
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §22253^^)- - In support of this court granting 

defendant reliefrimfthese collateral proceedings, he states as follow based 
in lawtand fact.'

brief

Bgfdhdant respectfully ask this court tb grant him approval of his COA 

based on the facts that his trial and appellant counselswwas' iheffeieti-ve 
when they refused and denied him his compulsory 

nesses in his favor,violating his Six AmendmentfcCiting 
LED 2D 562, 422 US' 806 Farr.eta V California 

Providing that aheaccused shall be informed of the 
accusation,

process for obtaining wit- 

95rS0Ta2525, 45t r

"Since the Six Amendment rightst S

' xnature and cause of the,
shall be confrdnted with the witnesses against him, Shall haye^v'T 

compulsory process for obtainingwwitnesses in his favor, and shall hay# 
assistance of counsel for his defense, arebbasic to our adversary sy.stemle^&t'-S

"ii

criminal justice, they are part of the due process of law that is-guraht^^^l ' 
by the Fourteenth Amendment to defendants in the criminal courts of the.M^ £V;

states", *
A

Trial and apellant counsel violated theeddflemdadfeAfeSS±E4AmMdmdhfc®&S^^W 

AAe^cbuent wiietfi trial- counsel refuse .to/oal?!'-the'"ihb''• ■. 
'*kl||?Vie^in§ fofficer aswatwitnebs tdvadvbcate-'theid^fdnda&fciBSGl^imsSifes^M 
0|:t;c°fficerr and appellant counsel violated when s_he failed to:
P||f^,=--'0-'*~a*Jtl3 against the officer at defendant' s-a' request to both c^nSe'li^^Al -

jvs;*?

|gi

my- ■

■L*. i
./...

■ ■ V
8SS3& \k
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*
These violations by counsels make theta ineffective. Both counsels 
able to advocate defendant's cause because they 

moting their own interest at the defendant's exspense.

are uns' 
a married coujple pronare

This court already found trial and appellant counsel in conflict of in~
- terest- and t-he-w-i-t-nesses -defendant's--counsels ref.used'tb call' to'-fche stand 

in gustion as to who arrefefedd, and transported the defendant. tthha-wasondt 
mentioned in his 2255 only by description in this brief, interviewing 

Unknown officers. In. this brief defendant believe thattfchiscaQnttwwIllhhave
and

to reconsider why it denied his 2255 when it review accounts of th.e defen­
dant's recollection of events that1 counsels' willful-Ay omitted from, this dis-

1-.‘tricf aricT appellate court

According to Farreta thisrdefendant have rights to bonfront witnesses, 
"Federal Constitutional right to confront witnesses. 23 LED‘2d 853" ^ Trial 
counsel ignored defendant's right*to confront the only officer who 

set the record strait, the transporting officer who the defendant identified 

as the interviewing officer. Counsel diduhot even called Officer trie Dormatt- 
.to the stand to clarified what officer David Keness said according to

300 line 13-14 of the trial transcript *1 don't remember if it was officer 

Eagross&for me and Mcdormat transported him", trial counsel had a duty to 

call Macdormatt and interviewing officer to the stand to clarify-who really 
transported the defendant.

could have

page

Trial counsel violated^^^^uty'of Attorney's Duties when he,-(go£\his . .
^.Appellant's proceedings:. He WillfuLly. ^adamantly wlthout- 

- doubt' or condern for'-the derent's interest advocated for him and’als6-dij.su; .
spouse business interest to be the appellant counsel for his client.' citing 
Strickland v. Washington?, 466 U.S.668,

...

a

1045, Gt.2052, 80 L.ed 674(1984) "At­
torney must avoid conflict of interest", under Attorney's Duties.-

Trial counsel was in conflict of interest when he adamantly promoted his 

spouse in insisting that the defendant's only chance for aquifctal is gurah— 

teed if defendant uses his spouse on direct appeal in appellate court be­
cause the district judge is.bias. Defendant's trial counsel was .never -in--: . 
terested in his client's potential aquittal. Hisvonly interest was'inhiMi ard 
and his wife business interest at defendant's exspense.

1
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:n ■Vi

on March S, 2017 the defendant was pulled over by two. United States 
' park Police Officers. Of which- the officer with the beard who in­

terviewed Lorenzo Moore an informer working for the F.B.I asked tthe de­
fendant if he had any drugs or weapon in the car or on his person, de­
fendant response was "I don’t answer questions" and presented his drivers 
license to the interviewing officer along with his partner, who the de­
fendant will never see again asked the defendant to step out of the vehicle,

Defendant complied while the interviewing officer began to back the 

defendant's vehicle onto the curb of 695 hihgway while his partner the 

known officer hand-cuffed the defendant and put on a pair of gloves. Un­
known officer began searching the defendant's testicles after he pulled a 

p.t 25 Taurus Automatic from the defendant's right front pants pocket af­
ter the interviewing officer parked the defendant's vehicle.

He and the unknown officer placed defendant in the back-seat of an un­
marked Crown Victoria. Interviewing officer drove while the unknown offi- 

placed his elbow on the defendant neck, while using his other: hand to 

squeeze the defendant's'testicles with-gloves on. While one elbow was plac­
ed on the defendant's neck he also inserted'his fingers in the defendant's 

anus while squeezing on his testicles for the duration of the ride. That 
the interviewing officer drove after backing the Crown Victoria off of the 

695 ramp on to the Anacostia Park trail heading towards Anacostia sub­
station.

The defendant thought that, the two officers was going to kill him.
the interviewing officer was yelling from the front' of the Crown 

you a nigger who like to play with guns and you don't 

like to answer fucking questions" while pointing his gun at the de­
fendant's head after a quick stop on the trail,. Ffom the driver's seat of ' 
the car. while facing the defendant. When the defendant arrived at the 

station the interviewing officer strip-search defendant and prsented 

contraband.

un-

cer

• While
haying,"

After five minutes interviewing officer say "it's goto be more con- 

( traband on you”, then he re-strip and searched defendant presenting more
i:

.Contraband in the presence of other officers while they all mocked the
_ •■-—rpz •' ■- - • ■ . -

defendant degrading, traumatising and terrorising.him wad; an ifttentded i 
. gp,ai-.V{.f;i;ti accomplished by the interviewing officer,. While smiling at de- VI

) f,ehdahitl(throughout entire mockery.

. 2
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fo po­
tential video footage of the strip- search at Anacostia Park sub-station, 

Along with March^p', 2017 traffic stop. The defendant informed his trial 
counsel, that -he believed 1 that he observed a body-cam on one of the two 
resting officers even though he could not recall exactly which 

fendant did observe a camera in the cell that he was strip-search

_TU

ar- •
one. De

one hun­
dred percent.

Trial counsel-rebuttaled the defendant's accusation of the interviewing 

and unknown officers saying that, "one of the officers killed a terrorist 

on a. military base in Washington D.C. Who opened fire on the base
hero. So it would. not_look good' for our case if .

that* •
'officer '.is considered a
•we. attack the officer's’ credibility" .

From that point on counsel relentlesly tried to coerced his client in­
to . taking a plea deal and to work as a C.I for the government, "it is the
on-*-¥ option available" according to counsel's advice. Defendant expressed 

) his. innocense to trial counsel insisting 
to regretfully.

a trial that his' counsel agreedon
Defendant made it clear to his counsel that he was going 

when, counsel was adamant against him taking the stand 
. longed the two officers .who took .the

/.to. trial to cha-
stand who was mentioned in his 2255 

vas (tfte/. arresting and transporting officers who is not the interviwing .
:. fpr. unkiio.wn officer mentioned in this C.O.A brief.

his client with spychological 
.■.•f^^&'^hd,ixe decided to take the stand,"

mooing to have .you see a shreek if you if you insist on_taking the stand',' •'*’ 
two officers mentioned1 by name in his hebeas-eorpus as the 

transporting officers in his arrest on March 8, 20171
Jiis. douhSel Christopher Davis at trie! about an in- 

h-Pr bhe. F.b.I by the name of Lorenzo Moore, that, his in- 

t^e: beard is the actual transporting officer.; Mr Davis

evaluation from this 
those allegations arebbaseless

• •/

■sjt/. ;

- ..that" all of .these guys look alike so you must be , 
.other person"

i,e;vcalling that gffigef to.tbstilfy

JliS
Pf^ers /ih; tfiisf cese. lbok, alike"De- 

hyp yhresting officer thiii never
': ^^Phded his ,car efter they 'detaiHed him'on March; 8.. ,

re^p1se the neict, day ''he' picked ...up his ' ' ' "

m
Wm

. Counsel-.:;alsp.. .ihfcfriled ..his , client
inm• /a

2017^.:
and took notice that-hiscar

• •
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9nun Jazminine Automatic was missing from the trunk of his 

as his Leatherman pocket knife that was in arm-rest in the front 
the car. '

car as well i
of

Both items was absent in the defendant's property manifest. Counsel 
promised his client that he would raise the. issue about the missing -knife 
and gun in court but he did not. The defendant never told anyone about
him been a victim of sexual assaulted by the 
fiance only his counsels Mr 
appellant: counsel a letter during

unknown officer not even his 
and Mrs Davis. Defendant wrote Mrs. Davis his

the appeal in detail as well as verbally 
tb Mr. Davis during the trial explaining to them how he was a victim of • 
sexual assault,by the two officers.

J'

Defendant was adamant to his trial
court and meeting at him. and his 

two officers .

con-
sel. during numerous status hearing in this 
wife office about-, his terrifying encounter . with the

counsel informed the defendant after defendant told, him about the 
gUn he would raise his client concerns about potentially' been

framed ..for criminal activities not excluding homicide 

• ft all^sgdj^^went missing from the March. 2017'impoundment 
' inthry^fwing and .unknown officers 

counseitnever raise any of the issues.- 
know that even though he. v

for the gun that’ 
of his car by. the 

on the first or' second satus hearing. 
The defendat wants the court to

_ was sentenced in march of 2019, judgement for him -
2017 and Was enhanced on march 9'began oh match B,

taking. jno.tice that his Jazminine 9mm Automatic 
• ;Statg|J^dik^biice manifest.

was handed his car keys / wallet with
- change:, for the March traffic stop at the Anacostia sub-

" ^ahfr,S ni9htmare sta^ted. after he walked from'Anacostia
;^^^S|^:- SPVit^.-East to the. impound lot on -Benning Road and NewYork Ave ■ 

tFten .he placed the key into the' trunk of his car he was rex- 
^^^^;fihd- lu.s: daminine pistol in if s holster under the s^&^e 

nbf therei of .:wa.s- it listed on the manifest from the

.the ' -entire, car. His leatheman pocket-knife
it-wash'f listed in the manifest eigther. Defendant' bought

v ' after obtaining another conceal permit out of fear for his life
^^pypointiin fime it would have been exactly nine, months before the

-encounter any law-enforcement again when the F.B.I confiscatedtthe
ri^lgnn and newly issued conceal permit at his fiance's apartment in Alex- 

'
.••sv*"-*-!' • •

, 2017 upon him- 
was absent from, the UnitedI l

a traffic ticket for a

.m

was mis-

4;
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VcLrginia\/wt)ile arresting him on indictment for this case.
v6|

De-
(£e,nddrit' was relieved that it was the F.B.I that arrested him who treated 

him with dignity and respect ;whi!ee-.explaihingitohMm'.;whatlhhe; arresttwas
about on December 8, 20l7 and not the United States Park Police whc trau­
matised the defendantterrorising him by pointing, their gun at his head 
while sodomising him at the same time.

In the mean time the defendant could not go to sleep at night. He was 

having nightmares about the sexual assualt, been framed for every possible 

crimes including homocide by arresting officers who arrested and frame him 

with contraband.duringg their strip search. Defendant was constanly doser 

ing offvtohile driving for Uber/ Lyft and others, putting his and the ride— 

sharesccustomerisllivesi. atirisk while doseingooffbbeeauselhe:.- isa lacking } 
sleep due to nightmares^ that he endures from the missing gun.

On multiple occasion the defendant almost got into a accident while 

driving for the ride-shares,' driving his adopted family which includes 

his step—childrensand his fiance. The defendant would have had a little 
comfort if his counsels would have advocated his concerns about the miss^rc 
ing gun,f-andi sexualdassualti.throughout his triai-vandi appellate* proceedings. 
Both counselscf ailed toiadvdcatec.fche Victim '<s interest'who's..their ^clients;
Counsels went against the ligitimate interest of the victim putting!.the
public lives).and athemvictim life at risk by covering upttheamonsterous.act 
of the individualswwho terrorised, traumatised,.: violated!.their client's 
humanitarian and civil rights that the police-is suppose to protect.

- ' * v Trial andrappellate counsel did not honor their duties by completely
ignoring the alledge violations-of their client's civil and humanitarian, 
rights : by,ithe United States?.Park. Police practically torturing the de=r 
fendarxt. To this very day the defendant is not able to sleep for ope, 
night, through-out his almost four years of incarceration when a jury con­
victed. him on a 924c on October 30, 2018 due to trauma inflicted upon him;, .

. by the United States Park Police. Defendant find his-self doseing off^lfrv;^
£

other institution including the: oht he
....... ----- wu|iicts- 'between-, inmates stabbings of

another.!.due to lack of sleep from the terrifying experience he _endu-r^i^^^»g 

from the two United States Park Police' Officers ■

the population of D.C jail and

It• V,

i
;T

5

m-
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'■%

The missing gun is a most stress-full topic 
assault which is just as bad

more than even the sexual
or even worst than the gun been pointed 

the defendant's head by the interviewing officer 1 at
to guope with. He be­

lieve-: that; he could still be frames, by the unknown and interviewing off-/ 
leers for any future crimes or criminal activities if it 
happening right now.

' s not already
The sexual assualt will play a more critical role 

emotionaly as he is already going through emotional distress from the
out especially about thewhole ordeal hoping that the truth will come

missing gun.

The defendant only disclosed the sexual assault to his lawyers, cri­
minal and appellant counsel is the 
the assault.

only individuals who was informed about
■ But. the missing, gun was-, disclosed to-, his. fiance after all;

trial and-.appellate court poroceedings 
was infromed about the missing 

• gun by the interviewing officer.to the

was asserted. Defendat.-'s counsels
gun, sexual: assault: and the pointing 

defendant's head during
of a 

all court
proceedings, criminal and appellate.

No one know about the sodomising of the defendant 
did . not disclosed-, such informatoin 

that theparkpolice would have frame him

to his. knowledge „ rhe
except with his; counsels out of fear

with the missing gun. He did not 
even feel, safe in telling his attorneys, any:.thing about the;,gun-.-or! the: • , 
assault but he did trusting them with his life until he took notice of 

• bits .of;, information from a letter he. wrote to his. counsel. Mrs /Davis from 

^.P^ial of his habeas-corpus complaint from this court, 
counsels never disclose the

Even though
assault to the court during his trial and

appeal proceedings as was promised to him by them.

±S StliL1" fcrauraati:sed. about the missing gun and moles-, i .u 

unknown officer with a gun .pointed at; his head 
i Defendant claims that his trial

ft^ 'i^a to, ask-; .for . a, speedy. trial. * ■ I•* 11 .beat, this

:n^iatKl§nt-was. amended, without a grandr-jury" .
the; motion to vacate based on anunended indictment

D^ge fenied ypuybecause he's a Trump appointee".
V i^:tQ his client;" one of the D.A quitted^because the judge
' 20 Year Plea from Wa*ae Holdroy" a co-defendant of the de-

fendsnt^i because he feel? that Holdroy could have gbttehrraofertiraeathahs-What
the D.A was asking for". : '

counsel told

re-

6
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Ml ' ;Defendant ask his trial counsel, \ why don't you try to recuse the 

judge. for..beeh bias" Counsel's' response was-, "I will". Then he said," 

to be honest with you this judge will go against you in every possible ' 
and impossible way, so your best bet will be on appeal with my wife re- 

presenting you. She will get you aquittedcon this case one hundred percent 
and I never gurantee a hundred percent before".

i.

- Before the trial date was set trial consel represented the defendant at
his bond hearing. Counsel told the defendant," unlike the black judge who

V released you on P.R at your;.bond: hearing, the trial judge was appointed by
Prsident Donald Trump who don?t like black j and.; minority people of color".
The trial counsel expressed to his client," the new judge use to be a sher- 

rs; 'ti riff out in Virginia and you and your co-defendant's are litterally the
»v first case this judge is assign;, to". Counsel was adamant about using the 

newly, assigned judge as., aj scare-tactic to coerced his client . into avo.id-
based on political and racial alliance the judge hading going,to trial 

yd-th the sitting president at the time.

Defendant's counsel informed him that, "this is* a conservative'- re­
publican who will not give a black man of color a fair trial". The de­
fendant was going through emotional distress because trial counsel was 
adamant about ngt:rgoingfto.-triallwithha .white; republican judge who will . 
berradmihistratihgihisitrial:-:based: on a- person's ethnicity and polt-ical 
affiliation. Counsel told his client that, " you will get the most severe 
ruling handed down to you by this judge so we are not going to trial“with 

this new judge".

2/ jhipheliLanb counsel
ihg him the opportunity to review the appeal. She mailed a copy to him 

• after he confronted her about the unknown officer1 who assaulted the de­
fendant in this C.O.A brief in a letter-he mailed to her. Appelant 

. sel wrote defendant a:.letter-• before, his.: certiorari.; was- ruled on. signed, by 

;.;;’ her.busband, stateing in the fourth sentence,"you can ask for it again

submitted the defendant's direct appeal without giv-

;■.-1

coun-

when ycxu .file your 2255" .

VSo.th. appellant, and trial counsel tricked the. defendant taking money
Duties under Stfick-

::
v { , from, the government without: full-rfilling Atorney's 

-* land v. Washington, 466 U.S 668, 1045. Ct 2052, 80 L.ed2d 674(1984)
attorney must avoid conflict of interest.3 Under Stickland appellant andi

■ trial counsel’ violated when they failed to raise :and attack the cre-

7
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dibilities of the arresting and interviewing officers. Defendant's 

sels shielded the officers from potential prosecution at their client's 

expense by refusing to call interviewing officer to take the stand and 

raised his and the credibilities of those two officers who did take the

stand in

coun-

his direct appeal-.
interviewing officers by the defendant's appellant 

relation she had with the trial counsel. put-.: ..
interest according to

The omittion of the
counsel was due to spousal

violation of not advocating the defendat's
whi 1 e citing-' Strickland. The defendant's trial and ,ap- 

both -in conflict of interest. . (1) defendant's trial
defendant that they would raise

ting her in 
Attorney's Duties
pellant counsels, were bo 
and appellant■counsel's both promised

and knife from his car, (2) the video foot-his claim about the missing gun
of the March traffic stop and sub-station strip-search, .(3) calling xn-

('4) failing andsatr--age
' terviewihg officer to the stand at defendant's trial,

tempting.to change- preceding judge based on trial counsel's input to his cli-
been bias towards people of color.• ent aboht the judge

hand the defendant over to his 

in the appellate court. His wife only
Trial counsel's only interest was to

wife to generate bus sines s for her 

interest was to protect her 
the defent's exspense when they
missing gun and aggreseous acts: by the united States Part Police, alle-.

about- their- cli—

husband bussiness in the district court at 

both failed to raise the issues of the

gedly by the defendant. Defendant's counsels:-.did- not care
emotional distress that he suffered or the violation of.-.his..civil -

: offices who, are- suppose- to protect
. ent s

’ -ahdhhamahitarian. rightssbyr thoseitwo

his rights.
addressed the violation of their cliDefendant's counsels did not

fights pointed out to them by him from the interviewing and un-
fchos tw0 Q.f £i-.CBIT-S .v./ / ent:;; s

1 known officers which put them in the same catagory as 
V couhseis are officers of the law, when they rgcieved their bar . license

it inade. them gaurd rails of the law. The defendant will never full^re-. ,^ ^ 

- cover/fiom the trauma that he experienced from that March 2017 tra ,ic
' - ‘ matter the Outcome .of his hebeasrppi^s' ^

along with the two offigfSsy y 
oppertunity to error and-^ ^ ^

- •>'.

st'dp by'.the ./two officers no
cpmplaint his wish is for his:; two- counsels 

interviewing and unknown never, give them the 

inflict so much pain to anyone ever again.
. %

:8
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a This court should.not deny the defendant COA on the assumption that 

a jury would have found him guilty knowing all that is been disclose 

in this brief about the terrorist tac-tics the United States Park Po- • 
lice inflicted upon him for. a simple traffic stop. The participant of 
the stop isn't even certain from the point of view of this court. This 

court also pointed out that defendant's counsel are in conflict of in­
terest, which put them in violation of Criminal Law § 46.4(12) while 
citing Stricklandp "In representihgaa criminal defendant, counsel owes the 

the client ad.dhty.of loyalty, a duty to avoid conflict of interest, and a 

duty to advocate the defendant’s cause".

Counsels1 s omission of the interviewingeifidunhknownooffieersihhbwsitc 

.their, disloyalty feovtfardsLfeJjeirsclufentxVssihfcfe'Eesfer.&hehiid 2255edeniedtby 

thlsscourttwhich'should reconsider it's denial based on then fad: fcrthht’; 
fEijihlrand appellant cousel. omitted the two officers from all of their 

client's legal proceedings by granting him his COA. Counsel's also 
omitted the missing gun the defendant brought to this court's attention 

in Exhibit A-. thsEt* h£ submitted* oitCdf Jfr.austrat±'d^:)du^ ytbethe- lack of 
advocacy by the married couple acting as his counsels-advocating -their, 
firm's interest at his exspense while dismissing the .missing gun claim 
by defendant, who is their clientaagregeously misrepresented by the co­
uple.

Counsels1s representation fell below an objective standard under pre­
vailing professionalrnoirm|rin^GDunleifeffective'-reasohAbileness. Counsels 
failed to raise or advocate defendant's 924c, conflicting testimonies of 

of ficersLagross' .•.-.anddKfeness^in all court's proceedings, failed to call in­
interviewing officer to the stand to reveal and exposed identity of the 

sodomising officer sexual assualt of the defendant. Trial and appellate proc 

proceedings did required both counsel to take the alegation of their cli- 

-ent and to investigate claim vigorously,but they failed to do so.iln this 
brief this defendant urge this court to get the video footage from sub- • 
station of the Ancostia United Stated Park Police that was not advocated 
try trial or appellant counsel to shed some light as to defendant's claim
of what took place during the strip search by interviewing and pbfhntial 
unknown.officer.,

Counsels, violated defendant's six Amendment under Criminal Law § 46 (6) 
when they denied him is right to make his defense. Citing Farreta, , " the 

Six Amendment does not provide merely that a defense shall be made for •
9
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BSillfeY'
^Ppjp^p&t rather it grants to the accused personally the rights 
B^Sfense; it is the accused, not counsel, who mufet be informed 

and cause ©<£:■ the accusation, who must be confronted with 
^^^^fcR-against him, and who must be accorded compulsory process for 

WSS^ig witnesses in his favor" .

. ; defendant brought the missing gun
; i^.Cion when he filed for discovery' before his ceEtiorariwwasdruied^onnhyhthe^

" isapf’emSFGou-rt^shbmittedbbjd/appfell&nfc^slcounsel'and was' bfought .tbiiboth) -co­
unsel las£atf eniioh^ throughout!;well aswappellat'e. pfobeedings'.oBcb.tLh' . 
counsels refused to compelled the interviewing officer or metioned him for

their client's behalf. Defendant would

|JP
m
1 an
rt

SJ§M
and knife to this court's attendo

(
the record as a potential witness
have more than;likely been aquittdd of the 924c as 
in his indictment, but they denid him his rights to the witness infront'■of

on
he was the conspiracy

the jury > that convicted in part and aquitted in part.

from trial counsel threatening!!: t.6 have. a. - '■ 

shreek evaluate, him if he decided to take the stand and from the fwbuo-ffi- 
repponsible for the missing gun that the defendant told his trial 

counsel about to no avail.,Qh 12F1P20!:‘defendant fiiedoa discovery, motion to 

ask this court for the idnetities of the two interviewing officials who : 
interviewed Lorenzo Moore^tq^assist in his 2255 of which the one with the 
beard was pointed out to counhelsdaS] thejofficer that pointed the gun to 

their client's head, counsels ignored and failed to raise their client's 
allegation by calling the officer as a witness.at trial as well as the 

appellate and Supreme Court proceedings.

Defendant was under duress

cers

After the Supreme Court denied defendant's 2255 he submitted a motion 
dated 2-8-21 asking this court about the where-abouts of his missing gun 

and knife that was never advocated for discovery by counsels during trial, 
appeal and Supreme Court. The married couple had major conflicts of in-, 

terest while representing their client that prevented them from upholding 
his Six Amendment rights to the interviewing officer with the beard when 

they refused- their clients's request to attack.that officer's credibility
■V"*,as a witness in all of the defendant's legal proceedings. Exhibit SB : 

shows the motion dated 12-1-20 and Exhibit A shows the motion dated 2-8-21. ,

In Sum the married couple acting as this defendant's counsel through

. out the trial, / appellate and the United States Supreme Court's ruling

10
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against defendant's interest was'undoubtable due to the conflict of in­
terest trial and appellant counsel was in while representing this defendant 
throughout the various stages of his legal proceedings. The couple re­
presenting defendant is not conflict free putting their interest in the 

cross-air of their client's interest violating, his Six Amendment. Appellant 

counsel, never alerted the Court of Appeals aEoufcyan^ hMegitionsiher her. 
husband dismissed and omitted from the District Court because of loyalty 

to her husband, she was not able or willing to challenge her spouse in any 

and all error he was in which put her client at a disadvantage in his 

appellate proceedings even though she could have lost. This court should 

allow the defendant' a fair opportunitytfehninwas deprdvbd himnihnfchfei.Souiit : 
6fhAppeb;i5cb’y:iiiohSfi(Lidtedtin.£ferepfeadf trial and appellant counsel by granting 

his Certificate of Appealability.

or

11
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Respectfully Submitted

rla’n'do BellMr,
Pro-se Defendant
Reg, No 831-30-007 
P.O.Box 1000 
Leavenworth. KS 66048

P.O.Box levfeh'/rorth

CERTIFICATE OF APPEALABILITY

I hereby state:under penalty cf perjury that the facts contained 

hepiri are; true .and correct based on this defendant’s knowledge pur­
suant ltd 28 U.S .C § 1746. that the foregoing motion for 28 U.S.C §
2253 (cj... Certificate of Appealability Supplemental Motion to? aii\gnQ. 2 2 
53(c) Certificate Of Appealability. A copy has been served to the 

Clerk’s Office, of the U.S District Court for District of Columbia in 

Washington D.C 20001 and to the adverse parties by U.S postal mail 
first class mail by prison official for mailing on this ^0 day of Sept, 
2022, pursuant to 28 U.S.C § 1746.

r*

ETHAN L. CARROLL ASSISTANT U.S. ATTORNEY
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY’S office
FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
555 4th Street N.W
Washington,rDCC 20001

NOTARY PUBLIC • STATE OFTCAfSAS 
L10YD HARVEY,

MY APPT. EXPIRES. .
t f
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Exhbit G for COA FAQs >
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