
✓

/k



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

WESTERN DIVISION

RICHARD McINTEE, Case No. CV 21-02721-ODW (DFM)

Petitioner, ORDER SUMMARILY DISMISSING 
PETITION

v.

GLEN E. PRATT,

Respondent.

I. BACKGROUND
On March 24, 2021, Petitioner constructively filed pro se a Petition for 

Writ of Habeas Corpus by a Person in State Custody, challenging his 

conviction for kidnapping and child custody deprivation. See Dkt. 1 

(“Petition”) at 2, 8. Th6 Court ordered Petitioner to show cause why the 

Petition should not be dismissed as untimely. See Dkt. 4. Petitioner did not 
respond, and the Petition should therefore be summarily dismissed.

H. ANALYSIS
A. The Petition Is Untimely

Under the Antiterrorism and Effective Death Penalty Act of 1996 

(“AEDPA”), a one-year limitation period applies to a federal petition for writ 
of habeas corpus filed by a person in state custody. See 28 U.S.C. § 2244(d)(1). 
The one-year period begins on the latest of four dates:



(A) the date on which the judgment became final by the 

conclusion of direct review or the expiration of the time for 

seeking such review;
(B) the date on which the impediment to filing an 

application created by State action in violation of the 

Constitution or laws of the United States is removed, if the 

applicant was prevented from filing by such State action;
(C) the date on which the constitutional right asserted was 

initially recognized by the Supreme Court, if the right has 

been newly recognized by the Supreme Court and made 

retroactively applicable to cases on collateral review; or
(D) the date on which the factual predicate of the claim or 

claims presented could have been discovered through the 

exercise of due diligence.
Id § 2244(d)(l)(A)-(D). The Court has “the authority to raise [AEDPA’s] 
statute of limitations sua sponte and to dismiss the petition on those grounds” 

once it has given petitioner “adequate notice and an opportunity to respond.” 

Herbst v. Cook. 260 F.3d 1039, 1042-43 (9th Cir. 2001).
Petitioner was convicted in 2017 and sentenced the same year. See 

Petition at 2. He appealed, and the California Supreme Court denied his 

petition for review on June 13, 2018. See id at 3; see also 

https://appellatecases.courtinfo.ca.gov/search.cfm?dist=0 (search for Case 

No. S247808). Thus, his conviction became final 90 days later, on September 

11, 2018. See Bowen v. Roe. 188 F.3d 1157, 1158-59 (9th Cir. 1999). Petitioner 

had one year from this date, or until September 11, 2019, to file a timely 

habeas corpus petition in this Court. See Patterson v. Stewart. 251 F.3d 1243, 
1247 (9th Cir. 2001).
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Petitioner makes no showing and the record does not support a finding 

that he is entitled to a later trigger date. He does not argue that he was 

impeded from filing his federal petition by unconstitutional state action. See 28 

U.S.C. § 2244(d)(1)(B). He does not assert any claim based on a federal 
constitutional right that was newly recognized by the United States Supreme 

Court and made retroactively applicable to cases on collateral review. See id.
§ 2244(d)(1)(C). And Petitioner does not argue that he was unaware of the 

factual predicates of his claims. See id, § 2244(d)(1)(D). Petitioner’s one-year 

limitation period accordingly expired in September 2019.
B. Statutory Tolling

Under AEDPA, “[t]he time during which a properly filed application for 

State post-conviction or other collateral review with respect to the pertinent 
judgment or claim is pending shall not be counted toward any period of - 

limitation under this subsection.” 28 U.S.C. § 2244(d)(2). The entire period of 

time for a full round of collateral review, from the filing of a first state habeas 

petition to the time the last state habeas petition is denied, may be deemed 

“pending” and tolled, so long as the state petitioner proceeds from a lower 

state court to a higher one. See Carev v, Saffold. 536 U.S. 214, 222-23 (2002). 
This includes so-called “gap tolling” for the periods of time between such state 

habeas petitions, as long as that period is “reasonable.” Id,
In his Petition, Petitioner states that he filed his first state habeas petition 

on July 15, 2019; the Superior Court denied it on August 6, 2019; he filed his 

next state habeas petition on January 21, 2020, which was denied on April 24, 
2020, by the California Court of Appeal; and he filed his final state habeas 

petition on July 29, 2020, which was denied by the California Supreme Court 
on November 10, 2020. See Petition at 3-5.
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Based on his own allegations, Petitioner did not file a habeas petition in 

state court until July 2019. At that point, approximately ten months of his one- 

year AEDPA limitation period had run. Even assuming he received statutory 

tolling for all of his state habeas petitions, the California Supreme Court 
denied his final petition in November 2020. He would therefore only receive 

tolling until January 2021, yet he did not file the instant federal petition until 
two months later in March 2021.

Equitable Tolling
Federal habeas petitions are subject to'equitable tolling of the one-year 

limitation period in appropriate cases. See Holland v. Florida. 560 U.S. 631, 
645 (2010). To be entitled to equitable tolling, the petitioner must show both 

“‘(1) that he has been pursuing his rights diligently, and (2) that some 

^extraordinary circumstance stood in his way’ and prevented his-timely filing.” 

Id at 649 (quoting Pace v. DiGuglielmo. 544 U.S. 408, 418 (2005)). As he 

failed to respond to the Court’s order to show cause, Petitioner has made no 

showing that he is entitled to equitable tolling and provides no basis for a 

finding that he was pursuing his rights diligently. Thus, Petitioner is not 
entitled to any equitable tolling.

C.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

WESTERN DIVISION

RICHARD McINTEE No. CV 21-02721-ODW (DFM)

Petitioner, JUDGMENT

v.

GLEN E. PRATT

Respondent.

Pursuant to the Order Summarily Dismissing Petition,
IT IS ADJUDGED that that this action is dismissed with prejudice.

Date: June 29, 2021
OTIS D. WRIGHT II 
United States District Judge



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

WESTERN DIVISION

RICHARD McINTEE, No. CV 21-02721-ODW (DFM)

Petitioner, ORDER DENYING CERTIFICATE 
OF APPEALABILITY

v.

GLEN E. PRATT,

Respondent.

Rule 11 of the Rules Governing Section 2254 Cases in the United States 

District Courts provides:

(a) Certificate of Appealability. The district court must 
issue or deny a certificate of appealability when it enters a final 
order adverse to the applicant. Before entering the final order, the 

court may direct the parties to submit arguments on whether a 

certificate should issue. If the court issues a certificate, the court- 

must state the specific issue or issues that satisfy the showing 

required by 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2). If the court denies a 

certificate, the parties may not appeal the denial but may seek a 

certificate from the court of appeals under Federal Rule of 

Appellate Procedure 22. A motion to reconsider a denial does not 
extend the time to appeal.



(b) Time to Appeal. Federal Rule of Appellate Procedure 

4(a) governs the time to appeal an order entered under these rules.
A timely notice of appeal must be filed even if the district court 
issues a certificate of appealability.
Under 28 U.S.C. § 2253(c)(2), a Certificate of Appealability may issue 

“only if the applicant has made a substantial showing of the denial of a 

constitutional right.” The Supreme Court has held that this standard means a
showing that “reasonable jurists could debate whether (or, for that matter, 
agree that) the petition should have been resolved in a different manner or that
the issues presented were ‘“adequate to deserve encouragement to proceed 

further. Slack v. McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473, 483-84 (2000) (citation omitted). 
Here, Petitioner has not made the requisite showing that the Petition is

timely.

Accordingly, a Certificate of Appealability is denied.

Date: June 29, 2021
OTIS D. WRIGHT II 
United States District Judge
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FILEDUNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

DEC 16 2022FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT
MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK 

U.S. COURT OF APPEALS
RICHARD MCINTEE, No. 21-55912

Petitioner-Appellant, D.C. No. 2:21 -cv-02721 -ODW-DFM 
Central District of California,
Los Angeles •v.

GLEN E., PRATT, Warden, ORDER

Respondent-Appellee.

Before: SILVERMAN and BADE, Circuit Judges.

The request folia certificate of appealability (Docket Entry No. 2) 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).

In his request for a certificate of appealability filed in this court, appellant

contends that he did not receive, notice of the district court’s April 19, 2021, order

to show cause and that he is entitled to equitable tolling. We cannot consider

argument presented for the first time on appeal, see Padgett v. Wright, 587 F.3d

983, 985 n.2 (9th Cir. 2009), but this order is without prejudice to appellant raising



these arguments to the district court in the first instance in a Federal Rule of.Civil

Procedure 60(b) motion

Any pending motions are denied as moot.

DENIED
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FILEDUNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

JAN 25 2023FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT
;

MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK 
U S. COURT OF APPEALS

RICHARD McINTEE, No. 21-55912

Petitioner-Appellant, D.C. No. 2:21 -cv-02721 -ODW-DFM 
Central District of California, '
Los Angelesv.

GLEN E., PRATT, Warden, ORDER

Respondent-Appellee.

Before: S.R. THOMAS and McKEOWN, Circuit Judges.

Appellant’s motion for reconsideration en banc (Docket Entry No. 6) is 

denied on behalf of the court. See 9th Cir. R. 27-10; 9th Cir. Gen. Ord. 6.11. 

No further filings will be entertained in this closed case.
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of myself, my body, and my estate, and possess unconditional,

_ ....filed]al, Sovereign titl^.thererfo'., andJt\alTC .abjure, renounce,, 

forsake, and disavow utterly and absolutely now rend forever all 

presumptions of power, authority \ or right by any governmental 

agency* i-'hs Principals, over the rig lots, life, I i berty, freed 

property of this- AfPi
om or

t 'from whatever source presumed or derived.lan

12.. ) hat Mo Commcrc-ia-l PaperWovfc cm Sommereiai Aff i davits' have 

been furnished or Supplied to me-.

13. I he I tes. pendent 6=1) named above. is/are hereby accused--of the 

following crimes against, and violations of the rights cf the people- 

of this California Republic. -Such rights or obligations are- secured,

ion to prevent-Such abuses 

leads btj their oaths to 

CITS, Officers, Section MO, Oaths),

preserved ordefined by the Censtifwti 

by hath employer and. op government o 

d> tt-pport said Canst it uj 1-ion
ft;

f 67



23. Compiain/m4 Aff uxn4 as serfs 4hn4 prior 4o4he feSpondenf 

O+is D. Wriyhf 11, oSjudieia} officer, his 6'ua,Spon+e^ism[6f^i 

of rny habeas pefifion ag> unfimehj, X did nc+ receive any 6ofC) 

Order4o.£koivCax<sefrorn him.wkiek \& Cud&n\cdo~PA

Ccc&e*Ho. CV2/I-0;T72.1-ODW- OFM.
ue process.

OH. fjou^jO+i's D. Wri^kf) I, as>judicia| of f icer, Conani44ed Fraud 

^ ffoudulenf misrepresenfafion> vioinfed h is oofin of off i 

ay\d 4hen^+s of ^mplain^irf Aff ian4, when he sfafed infke 

record 4h«4 hehadnofioed Affianf on issued an order 4o show" 

C£ui£>e,> which hesf’afed or his vVnB/were omfrue
and 4c4al) ij false.

tee

3£>* L^olo, Q+is D. Wr i^hf N, osyudicla) official, comotifhed Fraud 

and denied Affianf his riy K4 fodue-process of low, whenceu_ 

issued am order denyiny £er4if scofe of Appeal ahi lify 

OtJoo u4 felO&ICLOX 1.
j on or

2£. Lj oa, Of is D. Wriyh4 il, a par4y 4o4his ac4iion> in 4k is eose/cause, 

i44ed FptALlD; ms ouflined and subofmn- f Inched by 4he-fhefs, • 
herein, 4his Aff idavl+.. ,

27. OomplainanfsAff idavi4 asserfs 4o fake nofioefhaf as a-S worm 

judicial off ioer/yoafook on onfh 4o uphold -Hie Consfifufion, 

have in fo&f/vioiafed L|our cmfh of office.



28. Complainanf Af fianH osser+sHhaH, inHnis AHfidavW", Crimes

^e- defined, 4H© Affianf is +He vic+im, -Hois Af f idavif verifi 

Hied am ages, and -Ho© infenf is ©sfoblished aHHhe-'&nd of Hhe.

Hftr+y (.3O) day ^ro©& period, if fhcrespondenHfails Ho rebuH 

( respond Ho) Ho.© wrongs he has been re parHy Ho as ncHed Herein.

eS

2.H NOTICE is hereby given,anddemands made,on O+is O. WrigHHI I 

ajudicial of ficer+Haf:

Tbe •HespondenH is I iab I ©for damages Ho+aling in -HneamounH of 

$5, OO©, OOO ( Five. Mil lion LLS. Do I iars) r

Cb) THe-RespondenH now Has ad ialoi I rig, due Ho his proceeded fo acH 

or assisH in said charges, said elai ms oracfions, againsH finis AffianH 

RisHard A mad i— iSal xawv, an d wifhoaHverifiable, poinf -by~ poinH — 

rebudHai of ©acW and every poinH forfh in Hhis Aff idavif -shal I

be rmmediafely charged wifh ©riminal eonspiraeg, criminal -fraud, 

and denial of righfs, Commercial iienS shal 1 be. placed againsfgour 

real and personal pro per Hies (defined Crimes : Cal if or n ia Penal Code 

Secfions 182. erimmal conspiracy and S32. fraud, Lin ifed 5+afeS Criminal 

Code | ifle 18 Seed ion H misprision o-f-fejonij, 1 conspiracy agoinsHfhe

righHs of ciHxenS, d.H'2. deprivaHion ofrighfs undercolor of law, 4001-fraud 

end falscsf afemenHs, and ofiiersi^cH crimes /OS are related fo claims, 

plus sack ConsHiHuHional violaHons ncH listed inHHe Criminal Codes).

30. TbaHfailure fo respond as Herein required HoHHis Affianf, vvifhin. 

+h©Herein a prescribed +im© of fbir+y (3o)days wi ll be deemed by dbis 

Aff ianH fo i nvobe f be doof rine of acqu-i essence and ad miss ion, Ho 

in commerce, damages, penalHieS andco-sHs.recoveTj



31. Thai- +i->»S CommerciaI AFf idavib; Kiobiceand Warning ob ^mmer/Lial 

is 4iae £>ne And C>nlg SuD-h klobie <e and Warning. 

bbirby C3o)da,yS; Du rtobarixed A-fPidavib is no+ received by AFftanb., 

AS poi nb---pov—poin4 rebubfal, ib sbal l be considered AWl 1IbuJ 

disregard bbr bbis Kjo4lceAnd Vvbjrning} And suebi.sbAfc I engender 

bhelmmediAbe'4'il ing op CrimmAj db»np|rrinbs d AFbtd avibs o-p 

Zilnbornaafion ) And /brnw^c-ial Liens (lAFPidavibs o p Ob> 1 IgAbion^ 

A^rbnsbgoiOjbbs-42eSponden-b

jL-f wi-Hun

3X.~V\rux\’ •fhe''fx)U4aclad"ion o-F Commeroictl Law, being based on oer4ain 

eberncd 1lj Jusb; valid And moral precep+s. has remained unchanged 

For ab leas4-Six: CG?) millennia..Said ^omwerdA-i L^W Forms bke

underpi wrings of' WesFern (C-ivij i;oabiom ihroF al) hlnbions , Law, 

And Commfin^£. in 4heworld, is Mon-Judic-ialAnd is prior And

Superior Fo, bhe basis oF. And CAvmoi beSeb Aside or overruled bg, 

4 be laws And sbabubes oF Any 0ov,ernmen4sJ I egi si nbu-Tes, gaasi 

-Opvernwierrp agencies, or courbs.Xb is 44iere4We An inherenb 

/>bl i^Kion Al I Aa4Kories, Officials, £^overnmenbs; Legislatures, 

G\overnm<an-tal or CiAasi -gjovernmenbal Agencies, CoL^bSj IITudgAS^ 

AdForneyS, And od I ASpecbs and Agenbs o Fa[| Law/ Enbor ccmen4 

Agencies +o uphold said Commereia4 Law, vvibkoub vvh icHsAid 

en4i4 ies Are

on

violabing 4kc Jus4 basis obbkeir Alleged aubhoribg 

And Serving bo d is inbeg robe-bbe Sooiebg 4heg al leged Ig e>/ isb 

bo pro4ecb.



Pfskord h,YY\aA ’\-Sa\otjOAY\ t kbc L-Undcr^vyrved Akkionk 

.depose-<xnd cer+ ify kb ok I hove wrikk&n kkcHroreyoiny wi+k 

inke-nk ctr\A i^nderskandiny o^r pivrpo&e,, ctnA Relieve kkcskmkemevnks^ 

A/l le-yakiorLS. de-monds o,nd Oonkenks herein ko be-kru^, fiorre^ 

ond complekc, CoMiYierdia] |j responsible^., rs4£onah\e^, and juskj 

4"o ktae/ be.sk ok my -kv\o w/ i edye^ ond beJ i<ek.

33. "T*bok J_,

No-Hoe/To Principals Is Nokice/H A^enks. 

Nokiee^ To Ay«enks Is Mok ice. To Principals.
Exodu-S : ')5/1<e>.
l-ujrkkcr Akkimnk .Srukk Nok.
Onke^d s ~~7 j* J XX
k? ishojrA A mod i - £&dOjccm} A-PFionk-------------

In.mad kkus ')X^ doy ok Uloi^yVVikrte-ss ,Xoxz.my

•ftisknrd Awad i - 5a.iAam; SuJ du.ris

o~k £irU ikbm i£L

C-OL^rtfiy ok kav/er.Side/
)

>

"): ss



No-Kc-e +o WifnesBes I wo 02} aduJ+S sign tts

vvH"rixg.ss<si43. Ea,ch wI4*n<ess mtxs-H re«<d 4-he. "Pc>i iowiYi'5
C-1 a llS C- re 3 Kj-n rncj •

E<aob o-T tt-S A&o\ ctres u-rider p<2vaal"Kj op perju,rtj u-inde-r 

4h<». Iav>/£ o-P -fKe S'f ccVtt, c>£ C*a\ t -Tornict 4-ha-l- 4-h^ -PoUovvjn3
is 4-ru.e and eorrect.

D^fe,: TcA-(y / 2-0 2--2— )vlv ici. loz z.
y~ “

Darf- e, :

-S irjn a+i^r€L-£Si<^ nA+u.re



EXPLANATION fill EFT TO BE A'lTACI I El.)TO EVERY COMMERCIAL INSTRUMENT OK SII.IMG 
BEARING THE U.S. S.E.C.TRACER FLAG CONTAINING THE I’lIRASE"A SECIJRITY — is USC"

This EX I’l .A NATION SHEET is In hi; attached to nil Conuiu:ri:i;il AI'iiOavil:;, including Affidavits of 
Obtio^ilioii (Commercial Liens), w'liich art u 
Imsidr of special performance (e.g., lor public officials' breach of oath of olfico, a violation ol the 
Constitution for the United States of America and respective stale Constitutions.)

The notice as follows below is included for the purposes of FULL DISCLOSURE (UCC), and as a 
warmnc, noted by the liar; for commercial grace at the top of the instrument.

on-judicial consensual processes which ar ise out ol a

->:• ->r .<• •.* » t k-

COMM ERCIAL AFFIDAVIT

AFFIDAVIT OF NOTICE, DECLARATION, AND DEMAND

FAIR. NOTICE AMD WARMING OF COMMERCIAL GRACE

THIS IS A U.S. S.E.C. TRACER FLAG, NOT A POINT OF LAW 
A SECURITY (15 USC)

COMMERCIAL AFFIDAVIT
TI-IIS IS A U.S. S.E.C. TRACER FLAG
NOT A POINT OF LAW'
see attached instruction
* One definition of "A SECURITY" is "any evidence of debt."

7.■ -h- >:• •:<• -» -* t- :*

APPENDIX A

The Lien Claimant does MOT rely on Title 15 as a basis for the "Commercial Lien." ALL, Commercial 
processes, by using or relying on notes or paper in Commerce (e.g. Federal Reserve Notes), must 
bear some sort of Federal tracking code, a County Recorder's number or a serial number, which 
process must be accessible for inspection at the nearest relevant County Recorder’s Office or be 
widely advertised. When a Lien matures in three (3) months, ninety (90) days, by default of the Lien 
Debtor through the Lien Debtors failure to rebut the AFFIDAVIT OF OBLIGATION point-tor-point 
categorically, it becomes an accounts receivable in the ordinary sense of a collectable debt upon 
which assignments, collateralization, and other commercial transactions can be based, hence 
becomes a Security .subject to observation, tracking, and regulation by the United States Securities 
and Exchange Commission (hereinafter U.S. S.E.C.).

'Lite notation "A Security - 15 USC" is a Hag in Commerce telling the U.S. S.E.C. that a .speculation 
account is being established to enforce a lieu. The U.S. S.E.C. can then monitor the process. As long 
as tlie process is truthful, open, and above-board (Full disclosure), the U.S. S.E.C. has no jurisdiction 
over it, for even the U.S. S.E.C. lias no jurisdiction over the truth of testimony, depositions, affidavits, 
and affidavits of obligation (Commercial Liens), and an unrebntted affidavit stands as the truth in 
Commerce.

L.egal Authority: Universal moral/existential truths/principles, expressed in,Judaic (Mosaic) 
Orthodox Hebrew/,Jewish Commercial Code, corollary to Exodus (chiefly Exodus 20:15, 16). I his is 
the best known Commercial process in America.

When an Affidavit is so flagged in Commerce, it becomes a Federal Document because it could 
become translated into a Security (for example by being attached in support of a Commercial Lien), 
and not accepting and/or filing a Commercial Affidavit becomes a Federal offense.



S©p4-erhber J2.1, '\DQlXLi

Rishard Amodi-SalafUYi 

COGRA* 8C3351 

c/oP.O. Box 3535 /XO'h&L 

Norco* CaJ rfornix C^XBBCl]

i

4

• ^

OHs 0. Wrngh-HI
-2.55 Eas+ "Tempi ©S+ree-b

Lob Angeles, Cal ifomict tfoQ'lX

:

i

Re: Case. No. BAHMHG57

Ce-r-K-Pie/J Mail Po-P&renct^lOuaviher*.
i. % !

Af-fidovrf o-f No+ice. o-P De-fautH-

Risbard Am ttd i - S al oavn} A-PPianb )
)

PuJoli© OF-f ieerj 

OV\&D. Wrtgh+ II j Respbvi£len+ )

) ;

No-bic© To Ayervi* -Ls l\)o+ice> "To Principal 

No-bice ~Tb Principal Xs KloPioelo Agen+

L)ou, Are Hereby No+iced -l-bab yoio are in defbixl-b of an 

oppor+uniby +© respond ‘bo-bbe Commercial Affidavit S©rrb 

bo you, on

by+be. LI.5- Posl'al ServiceFirsbClass Mail.

( • ^

v/aH/22.



A De-foal 4 Jbd£jemen4 fa beiny SoUQh-Y ayninsV you, h aviny waived 

4be ru}h4 4o answer by acquiescence > 4nci4 admission And Pail are

4o con4ee4; r«^ec4iny tjouardt-tie process opp.©r*Kcni+y ,-AS in. 1 Lue

§ 4 37£c) j d e-fau.l4.s.wi4h Cal i form a Code o p Civi l Prooedare

nin Abccencc O-P Su&h Response, Af*Pi nab, R tabard Amod i - Balaam3 

hereby imserfa and records 4bis N o4ice o-P 0ePuu,l4 upon and 

agmns4 above named Pespondan4 pu-PSaun-f 4 be. Cal ifbrnia 

Cons4i4u4fon Article I 6ec4ion ±, 3,14,^BOx), Ar ticle 11 

See Irion .!> California Civic Code. Sec4ion Cal iforn ia C ivi l
Procedure Sec4ion H37£c), Cal ifor nia Penal Code § 4.

Whereas; Such acKon nowsball be4aken in accordance 4o 4he 

procedures Se4 for4h in+ke Commercial Affidavif dePaufled.

f

□I, Risbard A modi-Salaamj a j iving brea4hiny man > have personal 

Knowledge of 4lieabove-fVj.e4G, <4*
Hpac+Sj depose and deal are 4Ha4 +We- above faofa are-4ru.e, cbrrec-4 

and compie4e4o-fVve besfof n(iy knovvledyeand belief,

peh>r4 f° 4e<a4j-lFy 4-o 4b■e abovevi com.

« ..

Da+ed: 9 j2.1 j 2.0.
;.

-• - I / ('kf -

Rishard Amadi-Salaam j Sui Tunis !.

;

(



I
i

Proof of Service Inj Mail (CCT § 1013(a) & 2015.5; 28 IJSC 1746)

*>
t •

I declare tlial:
tioi-vttcilful ii I anuH^d-cn-t-o

3

•Riv^-rsMfLie County ofa , California. lam
j * k*j

over the age of eighteen years. My5

P.D. f^nyL6

JSloiCC/gj Co.i f-fzyrn la 

Q-p J0e-fi> u 14-

LQiaaol_________

I served the attached A-P-A A a u If <o A )sU4-(

7

On8 irv<?.

9 i

10

011 l'le £Ht6 D Wri^MllJL >n said ease, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed

in a sealed envelope with postage thereon fully paid in the United Slates mail at Ca\\£orma 

ftfvViqio i1 x'pA’A-ui fi 

addressed as follows

12

13

___ 0!\ yg-vic £?-f-"4-lo fe- /V>| IX'4-

LL£_^D_Lsir-i rjp &dujt4-; £ew}"ry> 1 A 1

01 r

15

Q-Kfi £L\\tr\CjWf 1 lj TIL/A^. 

^--^oip ^biTrts~\j “Tc^m-pl p_, t-'Tpftz.f*?\-

16

17

Aortn ]£>, tyQOiUL18
v-

I declare under penally of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is

^j^tjxjL.____ ,

19

true and correct, and that this declaration was executed on (dale)

hXo^cjy.

20

at nxif'.21 . California.

Type or print name:•) ">

Signature:23

2-1

25



IMdoIoI Service In] Mail (COT § 1013(a)■& 2015.S: 28 (JSC 17 16)

2

f declare that:. 3

doiv)Vd|e/15a 1 amtH‘e«4«fi4-e+ the County of ■Ri .: 3 California. [ am
the age of eighteen years.- Myjgst35S^?cfo. 5 over -ress-is:

P. o. vs p,^5~-6

Ninn^fij C^/zM^chrnu> f'Q2AAD~] 

On 11312.3

1

f sei ved the attached /** in *4- j _______

CU#V\rrter&i aJ A~PFiAav»4~j A-P-Pi rUv t4- o-P Kin,ss~P f,)-f.

8

9

10

on die dU rV} /^)n\ ^:-PCJT11 iC--pjn said case, by placing a true copy thereof enclosed 

in a sealed envelope with postage thereon fully paid in the United States mail at

ct _■!<?&) r^a-^nenn £&jrchejr

12

13

-----r4\ ; Ah i r'yix.g3”H aft_________

-fofo.£>, Conrl <s>4~ Appr-.Q .Us,_______
J-r> r Th g?„ M / n-14i dM mu rf_______

-P.O.Bny- MAttCf_________________

kLvre-P f I fom t ^ QLfi IP- rzg/zq>

addressed as follows14

15

16

17

18

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is 

true and correct, and that this declaration was executed on (date)

/vMr-y^-i

\/->/y Iasi

19

11312320

at21 , California.

Type or print name:22

Signature:23 p2sgOS

24

25


