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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

CO Whether a Certificate ot Appaalibi lity f'COA"} should have> 

been issued because Z Was denied a conddutncrvd rhjhtfo 
efcfive assistance ot counsel When -fndl counsel Withheld 
-from vne ttinf there was only 1 a(leaed viehm out ot hundreds 
in discovery that claimed I did not provide <dI the sevuoss
that Z billed Medicare todenied and lied tr? about discovery 
Which tz> date Z have not received)

(. ) Whether Counsel provided inetfe<dire dsoistance ctcounsel 
te prDvntssd Vne probation or community senrice/ it Z

P . ^p^try and it Z Wentfo) tndl Z would ao to* uril. which was 
a ^45 Z pled auilty 4nd wentto leail tor -Q months and 
Sentence 4o a resttuticm ot ^J-5 million, vvinfch T had to 
pay aob tp-r 5em<rcs pe^tormed j not just one ? *fbr 
Medtcar-e Semces Z piohded tor Over 3 yeavs> (_ 100%, psiyhaeU-}-

feat tor iiends Zand 2.^ X should be^rzxnied a Cteiditcrde> 
of- appenli bility as Z i/voald have chosen tocjoto tndI as T wae 
denied a constitutions I rioht C Stb Amend ment a nd 
Ahnendnnent) to ettectin^ counsel.

14) Since Oecember Z023 1 still have not vecewod my discovery 
and cannot access W as Wfe Icy the United -States, bistndr Couvt- 
dx the Cental OdMct of California Case > whbh is
a Violat&n of my consttutiowrl riahfs Fitth /b^nendmoTt.



LIST OF PARTIES

Kl All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of 
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this 
petition is as follows:
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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

|Xj For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix __ to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at; or, 
XI has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
| fl is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to 
the petition and is
[ ] 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[ ] is unpublished.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 court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is
[ ] reported at; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

IXI For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was ^^2025

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals 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(date) on---------------------- (date)
in Application No. A 

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(date) on(date) in  
Application No. A 

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Fed. K. App. P. 2.2.

fed R. App. P. 4-
fedeted Sen4enc<n^ Guidelines § 601.4-

U.S. C€>nsh. S
U-S- ConsF Amend. 6>
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

^going "fobncil Q\j goremrneVT|^ calculations otAbieill

^H^^epwaenferbions. and threads induced me b pfewd 
ot kein^jivcn any of ^y discoioy and X would nob

dented my conshtuhcmal nght to ebfechve assistance of counsel wt 
thal counsel I led to me 4hal £ had no -fervoieibte discoey ivh^n dtieie h^s 
Only one Med loans, chent out ©4" thousands that claimed £ did

May I never seen any cfe my discovery before being advised Uy my affomcy 
rfoat X had 4t> WU© a ptea . and advisma we X would ha ve a s^u”a2Sl 
?t Pf communi-ty Service- 4 I pleed^ui.Hy «nd jalltime tl ivsitWVi1w

oix-Hn Amendment guaiadees Oirninuf defendants the fegvn fe 
e^Gc^ifo' CCHAnsel at all C-h tidal s>fe?gcs oi a prp^ecu-hah. <Sthd^land y. 

lushingfo>ny 44^ CIS G^g-, (dSC=> —61^4)J United <Stgrfos v. u/ade j 
(X > 2.2G? (Td Succeed on a claim of- fneftedtve

ts neo ( a defendernf- musfo^show ".. thab counsel<s hspvcsenfetbron 
el aw 4n objedine sfetndand of- neasonableness. " Stn c-k-la nd, 

Supva, 4g,g> US ah G»88.
a moWi under 2g U.S.C. s zxcic, ,*(1^,^ 4hetb my counsel 

*®Y Coercuna my aail+y pice? by repealedlw misteprescvTbii'vi

d-«hnafor 4M?1 a4femee •na.xuralc p^i^or, «,nd l«ek

I P 3 med iscove(y -Hna-I- was -fovorable fome I n^uld never had 
iaren a ploa and would hare- aone fo-fvial. The OistnhtCourfesetrlesd 
«ll a my discover So r c^id foFSaess iV a^er E W)L,e

rurable discovery (only £ chen-F Complmneel oa-Fop -HiousciwEs Medicaie.
C^+W c+H,e likely oafcam^oVmy

P J ice did Herb nesubb which fo an mcdVnScfe holdma. As s>uch 
asteng ttnab a CerbifecaAe oP Apptsali bil'dy ensue.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

was

tven

hen the ,77” ’ and
k»i r cusccnn&y would he liable -for ^<54^ r a
MecUccthe patient cfoiim nob n ~“
have chosen to 40 ttanrualn -h I -r—L~i2^ (n .’C1fts^Wi©h> I woald 

Q -tvusti. r am a-skiha J, „
Court rcmard i/nv _u i- d 4h4s> Honotedde

^^tindma that my coA .

C0g^C4crn? Affc-mey Xih<jO24<an«s promise 4VM T would net veccivo ja’iltime 

Z plead guilty. The distn'et court -found that Tincpz^ns ^an'ceu/as 

Mene inaccurate s®Menc4ncj prcdicton." Al-Hnouah "a mere ira ecu rale

P^'^on " (heuffeienk "+he m<4^^deh®«hoK ot 
outo^... co^MGd Wl^ ^.ce on

of-T^oincj -fo>-foial tS -sufficient tot nd deficient Qsrforrrcu'Ke . 
v. Sunn , 800 F. 2d ^1, H86Xc<hm &radv v. 11^

F make a knowinj and voluntary pj^. Jaeg .

This includes not ^ivung me tivo^Uc drscoven/ <toutot 
sands ot Medicare chims unfovonstbl<r) and tollinq me -Hncere/ 
HC> TaVTjrZxhlt- ,4i.‘irr'U!,-rk / a>% .^J . *, l * t *

rnmnrv.iA'i r J > nc>r ProbcmDn or-1,^4^ 'Ji 5ennce'1 anc* Vladte payback Medlr<»te. ICC% o(- «|l Meters' 
Cl-enfe aem-Ms —

ton-wm*- V^'^e.f'^“T^a'O”S nol 3',l,Ki -elev^l--nfenrohw

If X wnX- l l . , . . . v>^ about the poss'iUlo outcome
;xpT"^m& p^-.uy 

y TiUted deficient psrfbrrmnce. my plea was the n Xi i_ 1 
not a knotvinq „rlnfc„ '



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Date:_ 2D2-4-________________


