








Footnotes

1 Jones files this Motion under objection because the Court denied his original request on May 23, 2014, to file it under

seal and proceed ex parte [ doc. 123]. The Court denied the request because Jones did not demonstrate a case-specific

need for confidentiality as required by statute. See 18 U.S.C. § 3599(g). It was, and apparently remains, Jones's position

that his argument to support the funding request is itself confidential and privileged. Motion at 5–6.

2 See Memorandum Opinion and Order on Remand Dismissing Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus at 21 [doc. 101].

3 This latter request to investigate the delay in the appointment of counsel refers to a claim raised by Strickland in Jones's

original petition. See Petition at 3[doc. 19]. It abruptly appears on the last page of the 28–page motion and contains no

argument. As such, there is nothing for this Court to decide vis-a-vis this claim.

4 However, in a letter written by Jones to Strickland in 2004, and provided to the Court by current counsel, Jones states

that, during a recent visit, “you asked about my medical records (gun shots, and when I was admitted to the nuthouse)

and my school records when I was in special ed classes.” Exhibit F to Jones's Post–Holland Brief [doc. 86–6].
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