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c nvict d by a jury in August 2024 on four c un _ related t 
0 1. 

erv d as a j·uror and was selected as the foreper o 

failed to respond to Question #30, which asked: 

th 

t"'"...,. ��elings or opinions about former President Donald Trump or 
ort him whether positive or negative, that would make it difficult for 
... -- ir and impartial juror in this case?'' 

I - _:-,.,. nswered truthfully, he would have revealed that he had previously 
r th nd was involved in anti-Trump 

"'�,__In _ a v1denced y ocumente commurucations and public records . 
....... i i n d prived tb_ defense of the opportunity to challenge the juror for cause or 

p - mpt ry strike and allowed a materially biased individual to become the jury 

P - n. 
p rticipati n of a biased juror, particularly one with professional experience 

• -.-. the political identity central to the case, constitutes juror misconduct and a
· t"on of the ixth Amendment.

7. ._,,,, ndant received a presidential pardon in 2025, but the conviction remain on

I 

.. _._A_ r c rd nd continues to produce collateral consequences.

Defendant respectfully requests that the Court grant relief from the 
v . _ the conviction, or in the alternative, order a new trial. 
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