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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

If You will be clear at below mention by my petition of 39pages, what
would You do against such jurists, tremendous crimes as the National
maftterle

This section is the contents for “Reason for Granting Petition" together, that | don't
have any page from 40.

Thereis no any evidence for guilty in this world, but civil. The prosecutor,
McFretidge issued this case to threaten me and as the worst situation as he
could( 1charge of 3, against law which dropped without any one augment
and bail impossible), to pay by using national facility, jail for his profit, with
evidence, only 4documents among 80, which are clearly and 100%, innocent.
Jurists threatened me to pay at 15t time, then to sign at guilty, otherwise in jail
more than 16,12 or 9years and hid the law of credit for Koran jail period at that
time, even all jurists must not have any way to know this case, issued weirdly
clearly, still | am guilty by keeping such weird all lies.

As the National matter,at such jurists,that You and people must concern, is
jurists'lies, too clear weird and irritated, at basic common sense, and clear
paradoxical all verbalevidence against their ev idence, 4documents, as full
contents of Decision. Such situation shows jurists hav e not any feeling at their
crime at cases, as hardened for the historic. Even at main issues for
‘commission and middle person”, occurred at jury court as comedy then
Decision changed the content of commission at jury, “by one witness plaintiff’
said” at international deal for $1.92milion. Not only such awfullies “at their
several ‘the court live deception shows’, there are professional plots at laws,
and main issues of the court. If You see actually, by appendixes, such Decision
of full such lies, and all lies at jury which was kept on, straightly for a few hours
for a few__gcys, You will feel that they are exact lair ghost, criminal devil,
destroyerlife and murderer for their priv ate profit, as their main job and the
places of courts are the places for jurists’ crimes achiev ed.

Jurists corrupted by using their title, are more horrible to human, than any than
people’ severeheavy crimes. Allabove metion, that | have prov ed at
39papers with broken English and less knowledge of law, but enough that You
cansee as the jurist. How can | keep lies for 39papers and contents which |
wrote by my hand,10times at about 100appendixes, so writihg was not trim but
were with my best honest, based on best facts which no human can deny.
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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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

[ 1 reported at ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

to

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ___ ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 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 ; Oor,
[V] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the court
appears at Appendix _A___ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at The Qppeal court ; O,

[V] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] 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 _Mar ch 14t door]
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix -1 .

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

QA ClerK 4old me Hat T am not
available for yeTTﬁon rehearing .

[ ] 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

appears at Appendix

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLOVED

*| have one certain mind (my view] at this case, which | can't control to not
describe even You put in Your inside, again as 3couts. My mind at this case,

" asone human, must be very truth, correct and pc:inful,migh’f be for the

righteous at the judicial branch, of this Nation. Honestly this mind to be
~opened to the public and this case corrected, will be ever and try
continuously fo have chance, till | will die. As a human, | can’t help to stop.

. Therefor, my focus at the petition is not for only my innocence, which | and

my family need mostly for total our left life from the life destroyed totally,

‘from 10years ago by the jurists’ crime at this case in Korea and here, even
though. |, as the defendant, am compositing this petition with broken

English. Honestly | don't know the laws of Constitufional and Statutory, as

much for this petition, absolutely, but | can prove that there was no proof

- for guilty but all lies produced, till comedy lies; inFact; weird, dizzy fiction fads novet
- that | will prove, and all documem‘s at the hme of the deals of the case,

are to me, innocent. -

Therefore | can AprOve_e this petfition, all contents of guilty at this case
projected from the issuing ,for private secret profits.

The one of main matters at this case, is that all contents produced, are all -
clear lies till all weird ones, for 4years in jail and $1.92million payment,
moreover, | can proved all contents, lies by basic human common sense
because the lies produced for guilty, are weird, not for only me, but as the
subject for the people in this nation. Like this, all jurists at this case,in Korea
and here, over 10years, for $1.92million cash case, destroyed ., one human,
not only my physical life alse  make my mine broken, at jurists totally, as
the fact of their homble crime. If ’rh jurists followed as they are.normanl
Jurists o Jeast - they had to Ie}"§6 civil, then the plaintiff had the proper
rate of this money olreody and | could continue happy life as much as|
tried and | did not see such jurists dirfLes t facts,
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How much they are criminal at this case, as much as heinous crime.
Because their such as dizzy fiction weird deal’ novel cortents fur ﬁ““h}u:Bs
case,were not all. There were,fremedeous crime of plots at entire ssUes for
guilty that | found from the transcripts that | will prove. That's the reason why
 Iwant to shout 19 some ones or National organizationsfo correct such too
criminal jurists by fheif titles. These were e jurists’ plots, the ‘prosecutor’
shouting for the pleading guilty to jurors to ignore the legal contents of the
charge with judge supporting with false legal contents, and changing the
charge's title, illegally and such worse than impropriate statements on the
judiciary formal and public diumend for the guilty. | think these must be clear
against the laws of Constitutional and Statutory and makes me painful as
much as | am such guilty. Therefore, | began to have another perfect
evidence at this petition, which are their criminal records of transcripts,
prosecutor evidence at this case. and,Decision self of The Appeal Court.

When [ began to learn more the laws and to see jurists, | began to burn with
my own rightness from my life for 70years. It's not only reason that | lost
everything | owned, be loved by my heart including 2 houses in here and
Koreq, but | began to know which | should no’rSEnow about jurist crime but
they are as much as murder and destroyer byurists’ title oﬂpd by using laws
skillfully. And they look to lose to reflect such them selves®%Keep crimes at
the cases. Each of lies,for the guilty from the jurisi$6o tremendous, still
make me to be shaken. Rather | wished that | am guilty, then, | protected
my everything to not be lost, and did not know how are the jurists criminal
as the fact with full and clear evidence.

| know this case cannot make me lose anymore except the Green Card.
Therefore | can forget this petition, because to protest against guilty .
infended and projected by jurist, is the most hardest and disa.ppornted because o
criminal jurist not be associated, with private attorney and upper courts,
they can not commit crimes at case, to leave their crimes at the transcripts
and Decision self.

They were not careful at their crime to any, none. They did not afraid of

upper courts and any of The National Representative Persons or
orgonizoﬁonsq(LQerefore, the criminal jurists can continue to destroy and kill
the innocentMpeople without any bothering for their secret private profi’r,pmf6$wm¢
Therefor my another focus at this petition except for my innocent, is the

Z



repor’nng about ’rhejunf’rg Lin )(4& corruptad ard crime  swho are

against the law, the people of the nation, to You to find, clearly as adefendant
and as a human. So, my petition will be a kind of reporhng style ‘about jurists,
which is longer, and straight expression at the cites of tremendous crimes

that | can not help, as the-human, but | hope You will understand, at my
honest petition from my heart base on the all facts with proper and

objective evidence which no human can deny.

For these two dedls, including second deal of the case, there was no
proper proof that | was guilty from the issuing. There was no evidence that |
was doing anything wrong, as the seller.

There should be documents at 2international deals, over Smillion dollars, all
documentation show that everything was for me, seller. However, they are
now presenting, all verbal evidence, things | have never said and heard at
thg time of 2deals. Moreover the verbal evidence for guilty are incorrect till
weird, to say and to hear at any deal in this human association, therefor
2deals at Decision are weird and impossilble at any actual deal. Any verbal
‘evidence which is the Decision contents, @lss. furfiad »ertarily

can not be evidence at the interna Jsonol two deals over Smillion dollars,as .

cusnc umans mmon sense foSOM’ %WP e pm;m‘n%( ex), ‘9“‘r w‘?wm
EJQ’; W {m anuta Z, _____ d . the imin forigue’ F
erefore all 'verbal evudﬂence Decision: of guilty o.v’e pdrddoxudcl’w even euaeue

the prosecutor 4documents evidence and all of about 80 documen’rs o V’M ‘“"”‘“

Moreover, the prosecutor 4docs, at the deals show | was fine. Therefor, thet® Womex 1
and

jurists produced the contents of verbal evidence are weird, outrageous, as such,

fiction comedy novel, which is quite confusing at the actual deal, as wﬁe&f
impossible human deal, based on clear false testimony produced,which S,
are out of the jurists bt sinners by usmq Jurist +itle . Comef»]

a 1
The matteris that judges occepfed verbal evidence, clear false, instead of mm‘;ﬁc
documents which are, : : including documents with Comusn

laintiff’ signatures.which are ln f on’r of jurists as the exhtbﬁs ssense
P ° G eomposite by chol Jo ,0nly one Wi rwess, plaivii £ at main

The Public Defender, Mr. S. Daniels said that | am innocent at The gi‘:frf«

Preliminary Court after hearing from the prosecutor, McFretidge ,verbal
evidence and wa/otmftff' ol explanations dbau:t —Fowrdocumen’r —Haeref%re
Decisjon miqht to+ry once

’dgac':honged my invoice, to foctory invoice by the skill of Ionguage for ther
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deception, to make me, middle person from the seller, for guilty. Mr. S.
Daniels did not have any evidence for me and even though | did not know
what my case, just guessed. Because | did not know even police and
prosecutor report which they had to give. Later | asked to give eagerly,
they did not give till judge ordered after my claim. |

3 attorneys whom | met in jail, all said this case must be civil case, not the
criminal case, simply and easily by just sale contracts of 4docuements
evidence at 2deals, of the prosecutor.

Then | was shocked to hear statement of the prosecutor, McFretidge at
The Preliminary court and read Discovery report’ contents ,are exact same
as the comedy deal’ story in Korea case and same main story at Korea
case

*I was guilty for 4.5 years in Korea jail, which was longer period than
similar cases. | found the Korean jurists' real purpose for this case is to
threaten me to pay for the imprison punishment. As the same reason for
the case in Cadlifornia with prosecutor’'s 4docs. evidence for innocent
and weird contents for guilty. as same purpose as Korean

/ym?t':o be

Including judges, all jurists with my private attorney at The Superior court,
manipulated and threatened me to sign guilty, saying that | will be out of
jailimmediately. | found that | will be out of jail immediately, by one law

for credit of punishment at foreign country at same case, even- E'F |

will be guilty and have maximum period in jail, this offer to sign as guilty

was not for me, at all but fo help the prosecutor who issued this case with
innocence 4docs. illegally with his knowledge, for his private secret profit,

to be closed wWith clear crimina) @il evidence o &4 documents 4

weird verbal evifence |

Komex attorney in Korea, Woogeun Lee was the president of the Seoul

District Court {as the prosecutor, McFretdge in here) by the end of 2006,
where my case was in March 2007. Korea court denied all documents R
including 4docs of the prosecutor evidence. The police locked me up 4(’[‘5""'
before a warrarit. A warrant issued in here be'he innocent 4documents ot
at 2deals,which are impossible to file criminal case, from civil case. One

Dist. Attorney did same criminal job of the former president of one Dist.
‘Court,but bolder and less carful at crimes at the case. | am still guilty by

)



The Supreme court, in California, 3courts by all weird lies produced and

4 dosumerts which are for | nnocent, qave o sentence for Lyears
i jail aed #1,92 millisn~t pay |
The attorney, Giho Song on Commission of Human Rights advised me
that the jurists in Korea were so corrupted as well the government . And
he advised that | have to wait until a new honest president to stand and
retrial for my innocence for the case .

| came to U.S.A. to sue the plaintiff, Komex and to find to sue Korean
jurists with the most important {(about)30documents and wanted

to get the money back from two brothers, at righteous nation, of the
U.S.A. l was glad that | will get the right judgment by American jurists
whom people have to respect, because | believed America’ righteous.

The jail in Orange county said lies, several times, and | found these
about 30 documents as my life saver at this case, was not at the jail any
more. Eventually | had the answer letter from the Sheriff Dept. in Orange
county at my grievance, by my hardest efforts at the one of the most
human difficult situation in jail, against physical pain, insulting and
ignoring, but theses were better than horrible fear in jail by their .
prohibition ' way. Rather this answer letter from Sherriff with g ppandsnt G-
clearlies, proves that these documents were gone [stolen] by snitch,e 2
deputy to the district attorney. Inmates told such information already
and a few articles of local newspapers mentioned about snitch as the
big issue that | have a few copies of the newspapers. And the sergeant
came to my room with dog to inspect rooms around me, as the first and
depydlisturbed my documents that | arranged from about ZOOpC§.}>rou?h+‘(\70W JCore
agin (copies Jon widdleofjury gaysulswbl»[ Jatl uses dog for inmat4s
addicted by drug, 4"“@“3 A& T cosbnot—+testity W%Du‘(‘%c%vw eorf,-'a,s_
. L, B0 . . L planed,
The Public Defender, Shui told lie that | lost in San Franciscd to Goethals, T could
judge at jury court when was after that Shui told he read the letter of They;;faﬁf
Sheriff Department. The lies was not to Goethals but to me to hide
prosecutor' stealing as their normal issue. Also Goethals blamed and
stopped me to try to say correctly.rather.

| began to write to The National Representatives after hearing of the
prosecutor because | could remember every word of the prosecutor,

some lles as Korea o LRy BT 225 LR, BRAEL st
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Nﬁ" ’ o

to know the jail will transfer to the prosecutor. | wrote in jail at unique
papers weth [ineswith pencil that | have them still and | gav /ihe public
defender]: bec a‘ﬁﬁén ow they did not care their crime at any “of The
National Representatives

When | filed the petition to The Supreme court, | mailed, the petition
contents a few organizations and | have received an answer from FBI
saying they could not understand my petition and concern to receive
clearly. That's reason why | am writing this petition, in short sentences,
possible making You to understand, as weII as getting corrections from an
Amencan

This case is very simple and a clear case to be seen guilty or not at

criminal case. Because there are objective record of the deals, which
were exhibited, 3% documents from me, among 80,at deals at that time

of the deals, and there were 2times of manipulating to not submit by, Judqe
Goethals P §2-83  And 3courts did not accept none among3§ lncludlng
4docs. of the prosecutor' evidence. The case took 3 years for 3 judgments.
The Appeal took about one year farguilty. Now there are over thousand
papers including over 700 transcripts for this case for gll lies produced that

I will prove. After reading the Decision, | thought thattGurt took about one
year to produce and adjust all verbal evidence from one witness, Choi,

plaintiff by prosecu’ror with the ! dge’' help, for guilty grolec’red T o't

N “the
wovl h@gaﬁr\' -ﬂ:qh $l£a‘M lezce ”Mtﬂeu; L“pr/ bg uﬁtﬁ .pormnaceh'f‘

mo Juns’rs including my Icwyer T. Dunn?eor The Appeal Court, gave Ory prved o,
told me about the judgment Note, of The Jury Court, as Decision white wi+h
even | asked judge Goethals at final court, after about one —the best “’“"“ wo
month after being pronounced guilty. Recently, for This Pe’nhc}f‘“ %é’w ut [Gnishy
to get, the Note, again. The Superior Court said the Note was sealed. Is leep i},
there a way Mr. Dunn could write two briefs without The Note2 And |, acic hy
wonder why and how Goethals did not give the Note. | will provide weird ltes
about The Superior Court against Constitutional and Statutory Laws by Lor fueiv
transcripts and exhibits, &k | ury Cou (g section profi+
doestrty m &
If all statements as above are real, You can see me, any defendant to be
shocked and totally exhausted, at this case by jurists’ heinous crime | can
not correct express, except heinous crime but opened as the jurists fact.
They are as like devil as their crime to me destroyed and they can kill the

6



people without any reflection using by jurists ‘title and position,
continuesouly, that everq Rorsm , Hdhe persor, pamen , must 4~

My provision about The Supreme Court of California against
Constitutional and Statutory law at the judgment

This court denied by just one sentence of “The petition for review
is denied” and the clerk said | was not able to file rehearing, even though.

13/12/2018 Received copy of: | notice of errata from appellant addressed to Supreme Court

The content of rectangie is from The Appeal court. The Supreme Court
received ‘my notice of errata’ on Mar. 12th, then how could-the clerk stamp

abthe Decision on March 14/Mar.?

As | mentioned, one of the most professional searching organization, FBI
answered that FBI could not understand my reporting. Therefore | fried
several American to read, and said they don't know what | was telling
about some of the petition. | was panic. And | was wonder how The
Supreme court denied. May be the Supreme court understood better than
people and FBI at the petition of criminal case by a few sentence and
attachments. And The Supreme Court must be different at my broken
sentences at petition from FBI, 3d party.

Also, | asked to permit me to submit more evidence. Before permission or
refusal, the petition denied, Also just one of the exhibits or even though

"~ one word of “my signature of my name at the title of the seller, or the
signoturé%goinﬁff at the title of the buyer, is enough to the judges to
concern of Decision, to be searched ,at least. TWo Signatures were
pur chagiuq Ko cuments Lrom Pla)wH{LF, as prosecutnr eviflenc
The contents-selves of Decision consist of all verbal evidence at criminal
case and these are from only one wi’rness,ﬁialﬁﬁ’(, +znd 2in erqpﬁonal deals

- S e i nol. 3 ox,

over $5million, show as the significant suspicious suf)jec’r, Gs Basic common
human sense. Even though The Supreme Court, had to accept the

1



Decision bq all verbal evidence elear nen SERSE at humens hasie Cmwo i 3
stead of 37docuements which were involved Choi, another manager
appendix,’r e owner of plaintiff company, a few persons at manufactory
and me at the time of the dedails. If The Supreme Court took a look, exhibits
once, or just 4documents of the prosecutor evidence, as their basic duty,
they will found that this ease issued, tremendous crime, all clear lies for
guilty, and the prosecutor is very horrible criminal to issue this case.

When | read the transcripts at jury superior court, there is no way to trust The
Appeal court. Decision made me same as the transcripts. My heat now
begins to beat, honestly, to concern of The Highest Court of the Nation, |
become to be sad again , because, nevertheless | hoped The Appeal
court would be righteous, and then please The Supreme court of California
will be okay. | can't believe The Supreme court of the United State, but |

- can noj,yigari’rg‘this petition over 90days straightly, almost 10hour§ at each day

for my Iif‘e s%ved.
ﬂagt?.lnl.an From +he Safreme Court A"el’:l (-2



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

1. MEMC manufactory, sent an invoice for $1.85million to me, Feb. 5t
2007 and | sent my purchasing order of $1.85million, for total 10 tons of
silicon material for solar chip, appendix 3=1

2. By Internet, | could try to sell, when | felt aimost sure, to buy from a
manufactory. ) ‘

At 1stdeal, in 2006, | had the purchasing order from{utd, solar signed by

Wt hisolar, then Suk sent Choi, the manger of Komex (plaintiff)to me and

offered $20,000 more,at 15t deal with Komex $3.545million. cm.ﬁl_&"i
(Suk,the owner of mex)

At that time, Silicon Materials were less than necessary, as world situation,

therefore payment was only cash(advanced). Ap'pendix: 3-3

Therefore,l could adjust due date of payment at my selling, one or two days
earlier than my due date to a manufactory. Because the wiring in the world
wide took about 1-2days and U.S.A. domestic, less than one hour.

As above, basically, | did not have any reason to be a middle person at
2deals alse, could not be a middle person by the conditions of sale contract
( as the buyer)with MEMC(as the seller). | had many offers at my sales by
Internet at 21d deal of the case. a.ppendin 8-y

3. Suk, the owner of Komex called me, in Irivne, Califronia and | and Suk
confirmed the deal of quantity 10tons and amount $1.94million.

4. On Feb.16, 2007, Komex sent Purchasing Qrder coniract composited
by Choi, in California after concliding all conditions. Choi sent to Suk,
owner of Komex in Koreq, to sign and Suk sent The company Baada,
me, to sign at Komex purchasing order and return to Komex.

5.1sent the purchasing order after signed and Isent The Commercial
invoice to Suk, Komex in Korea on Feb.14th, because T woanted +o
_a,voi& { zo\oookoUmq for Slpran {wﬂfy matter, :

The reason why Komex and | proceeddd quickly, sale contracts, was that

“Komex received their sale price from Komex' customer then Komex sent to

me the money from Komex' buyer.

6. Komex wired $1.92million to me, on Feb.1éth,

7.1 found Choi' 2times of delay, Appendix 3;{ intended, to come here;ts
compostte contract ofter mdcing Sure %\Ki).[pex proposed of $30,000

. . gl onditiens,
holding for possible less quantit - which was unnecfessory as Istdeal.

9



If there will be less quantity, every company and Komex knew manufactory
100% sure to be responsible, at their orignial packing quantity, basically.

When | met Choi, again, | asked Choi to let me - talk to Suk again. Choi said
Suk was drunky at Sauna to think to cancel this deal if | am difficult to accept
new proposal $30,000. | could not try with another customer by my due term
“with. . {EMC. | accepted Komex purchasing order to hold $20,000
from $1.94million of sale price, after shipping For Shipping guar

8. | did not put $20,000 condition and | wrote"If quantity is short,Baada holds
reposiblitity and will compensate with MEMC whether by money or supply
for the shortage, if quantity is over, Komex compensates’in money” . oL
9. Very unusually, Komex sent 2nd purchasing ordet-signed Suk, as very appeetss §~b
unreasonable condition about shipping quantity again. | remembered
that Choi mentioned some suspicious mention about their due amount
for over quantity to MEMC at their previous deal without me. Appendix 8~
10, Komex sent another new contract, worse unreasonable, about quantity
and signed Suk, | did not sigh both of new contracts. Appendix §-§

| complained that Komex tries to me to take over Komex due amount, that's
the reason why Choi delayed to come to composite the contract, twice and
offered $30,000 about quantity, which is unnecessary matter, for the fraud of
about $12,000 as the quantity matter. \

* Suk met MEMC member at Paris Silicon products show. Komex might to try
to buy 10tons at this deal from MEMC, directly and Komex let MEMC know
that Komex was the Baada' customer of 10tons.

Then, Komex began to worry that MEMC might deduct the quantity at

this deal for about $120,000 what Komex owed .1 explained that's Korean
style' worry, 10years ago from now and probably as small stores' deal, and
MEMC is impossible to deduct, because MEMC did not any related with

Komex and Komex's previous any dedl. at 2ud dead between |emex andme Hat Kovey
[éhew,(b:zt{- J-‘I- it [appen Q"'g%climéﬁft:a‘t 4rry ) o
To '4_""04' Komex fraud, egan to worry about possibility of over )
quantity possible | pecauce itwes happened  Hat piEme paclced over 360icq 1o kones
on ou 30 f (Uso Kewex muy s+ know me to not have®ny business. Zut .T.4id nat
Knowtha Komek decided -y dancellHis and deal at 4his Case, at Hhattime
O+ et tuation j,_ug’t)l tried to get the $20,000 of my sale ameuntsirice
to know Komex is a kind of Swindler.
| had very big trouble by |« mex ¢} el offer of payment, against contfract at

|0




1st deal when | could not have new buyer, too, at Decision 1st section

11. Suk, ’rhe owner of Komex, tried to return $1.92million from my account.
fml‘ll B-¥!'was waiting $20,000 fo be wired from Suk, with Choi near The
Bonk of the West ,nervously. The reason why | was waiting near The bank,
woﬂh\zv]%s ready immediately to send my purchasing price to MEMC.

Choi said me that he will pay me $20,000 at Forwarding company' bank,
about 30minites far away from The bank of the West. On the way to go to

-that bank, the clerk at The bank of the West, called, about Suk to try to
withdrow$1.92million, But- T did not say any about Suk, to Choi. | was
desperate to succeed this deal for my credit, specially to MEMC, the best
producing manufactory in this world. The company, Baada was stili very new.
But no body gave me any money at another bank.

12. | extended my due date by feb.26 to MEMC, 2nd time. To ask extension .
of due date was very harmful at my credit & needed a lot effort.
While, Choi kept to say that he will pay $20,000 , Komex prepared to freezea"lv
my account. | found their secret freezing at the night on Feb. 25",
| had to decide to send my purch sr g amount $1.85million or not orrFeb. 26
I thought | could lose $20,000 everdver quantity matter that | tried to worry
then after slﬂPpmqt) be happened . |

13. At the night on Feb.25h when | came home, Komex sent new ono’rheg
contract to deceive me to freeze at my account successfully. appet hy g1

| was afraid of Komex who wiﬁ%‘uesogoinsf me and contract after shipping to -
Komex, totally. And | began to worry about possible over quantity that Komex
will surely not cooperate to pay. It could be over my profit $70,000 (after lost
$20,000). | tried to share $1.92million with Suk by civil matter or ethic. | wired to
Seoul where Suk was, to void Komex freezing. | arrived Seoul on Mar.01(Feb.28
in here). | took out the money from a bank and | put in my younger brother’
car to void freezing by Suk, again. Because | told Choi the money to Seoul to
solve with Suk to void Komex freezing. The reason why | sent $2million, $8000
more, was, for my front tooth which came out and a few painful teeth. |
needed a few day to have temporary floppy at front tooth to meet Suk. Also
| needed time to fix Korean time, to prepare meeting with Komex which
would be very nervous and difficult meeting. Aphesiy [3=41

: G-l
The police locked me on Mar. 13t without warrant. Appendix it was day
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that | will call Suk. The Korean court punished me for 4.5years and payment
$1 .92mi|ljorc14f‘ziv;rh.e contents of the prosecutor and Decision with all verbal
evidenc& Kored fbris’r denied all documents including the prosecutor,
McFretidge 4docuement evidence for guilty. McFretidge issued this case
with 4docs which are to me innocent and locked me with such 4docs. and
still | am trying to be out of jurists’ all trememdeous lies for guilty.

Suk and Kommex attorney were afraid of perjury. The reason why Choi was
only a witness because he made a mistake to make me to catch Komex
fraud clearly.

| did not know a witness matter at all. | mentioned MEMC as my witness at jury
court but the judge Goethals pretended not listen. | was sccreg of Goethals
who abused me, seriously so strongly, even though | could no cggoins'r his
abusing me but obey. Because his abusing me, so strong and so, wdely,
looked me, intended and planed by Goethals, to show me a4¢ ‘Criminal
committed.( You can see at appendixes of transcripts for other issues) MEMC
had to be the witness 'dg_g_i_r_w_sfr_’r_lgg,mgcmgr, more than Choi. Komex used
the attorney, Lee Woongeun, former president of the Seoul Dist. Court, as Dist.
Attoney McFretidge in here. Korea police locked before warrant, on Mar 13t
2007 and McFretidge locked me with 4docuemnts which are to me, innocent.

4docuemnts are 2purcashing orders and 2invoice between Komex and me
which are impossible ones to issue criminal case. Therefore, all verbal «
evidence produced at the prosecutor report, jury court and Decision which
were paradoxical contents at 4ddocument. The setting-self of international
distance, 2deals over 5million, done by verbally, is non sense, basically.

| submitted 14docuemnts including 2MEMC invoices to me and my 2

purchasing orders to MEMC,among about 3ferhibitdhe prosecutor could not

bring any from MEME because e is none between MEMC and Komexat 2d.eals
| became to be guilty, as the middle person at MEMC and Komex deals.

At the situation as above,the prosecutor locked me in jail without bail
request, and 3charges of embezzlement, money laundry and burglary. How
it could be burglary after embezzlement at my account. The burglary was
dismissed at preliminary court with none of argument. Then, at the situation
of the case, all jurists including judges threatened me by more than 16years
in jail by the judge, Prickett, to sign at guilty then let me be out of jail,
immediately, and to hide the credit of my jail period in Korea.

|



Provision about Jury Court against Constitutional and Statutory

| began to know why | lost to be guilty by transcripts as this case issued
with 4documents of dedls to me, innocent then all weird lies produzed for
prosecutor private secret profit. More than lies, plots were entirely at main
issues, as jurists” main job,there were spooky scary crimes. | recall the
lawyer, Heneghan’saying “Even you are innocent, you'll loose at jury
court because jury not by the case’s matter which shouldn’t right in USA.
Goethals changed the count1 to Grand theft from embezzlement, but to
“grand theft by trick and grand theft by embezzlement” after all testa-
ments. | read that the count 1 was just grand theft, at the prosecutor
from the embezzlement at police report. Before jury court, at Preliminary
court, P6, McFretiege: Did you take a report of possible embezzlement?
Police officer: yes McFretiege: Do you recall who you met

Then they talked about same issues of “commission, middleman, Komex
sent the money to MEMC”,as McFretiege’ report, and their testaments at
jury court and all conents of Decision. | thought my case here, embezzle-
ment as same contents of vebal evidence, all fiction in Korea. After jail,
at the transcrips of Preliminary court, there were two mentions of theft
which | missed. P23, there’s been no evidence of a theft p24, but the money
laundering is the proceeds of grand theft.

-~ P482 The judge said “’the defendant is charged in count 1 with grand theft by
embezzlement ,in violation of penal code section 503—* That’s really not
true,folks. That’s a mistake.-- the defendant is charged in count 1 with a
felony violation of penal code 487, with is grand theft.-- One is by trick,
which I have just defined(where ?), and this instruction deal with *the second
possible theory which might support a grand theft conviction which is
embezzlement. So there are * two different theories

p484 --Each theory of theft had dfferent requirments and I have instructed —
You may not find the defendant guilty of theft unless all of you agree—under
at least one theory but all of you do not have to agree on the same theory

P.499, There is another jury instruction here, and it’s significant in the fact
that you don’t have to agree on the form(?, as Decision) of theft. If we
just had one theory, you might spend more time arguing among

yourselves as, well is it embezzlement or is it theft by trick. This means
you all have to agree this theft; very,very, clear but six of you can say it’s

13



embezzlement,six could say it’s_trick. As long as all 12 of you get there,
that’s fine. You don’t have to agree on which theory it is.

1

P483 THE DEFENDEAT IS CHARGED IN COUNT
]WITH BRAND THEFT BY EMBEZZLEMENT P.C WITH GRAND THEFT BY .4
EMBEZZLFMENT P.C.487Q Cottinsed —p Luctrutel | 0 covetedts Lo qrosd th L 4 ’)

oﬂh‘f&“‘f' ; were 3 obot n -eu&r or mi on_ -
l%e(ﬁ i-‘i%@ many d Si‘ée%%rg%o jurosr\;ﬁgeg:::kcfgfgeuﬂiy at coun“?fgfrr:om mwd'lén-@@_'
one choice of embezzlement p.c.503, ’ro p.c. 503 and p.c.487 by trick
and by embezzlement? @ pHeas¢, I e2d plears ot wark bottom P 36 o
His petlithn  qhout JReong S we by e coudt which Goothals praised
P.372-373 Juror mne(9) She seems to be spending a lot of time trying to

prove that it’s — that she didn’t commit an embezzlement but is she charged
with grand theft does she know that?

¢

The court: She is fully aware of what the charges are and she is allowed to
fashion her own defense. And you folks haven’t heard the instructions- - -
Juror9 : I understand. I understand

The witness(me) : The thing is, yes ,| was charged with grand theft and there is
an embezzlement, embezzlement as if | was holding the money for the Komex

and | just took it--- it's not correct translation also.

P410-413, after p372 Still Goethals m’rengcied e to not know grand theft at, p2q|
P267-268, P 287-289. Goethals inte at | testified all through the )
court to deny with pronouncing of embezzlement, as Decision mentions

she could not be charged with embezzlenient ---not guilty of

embezzlement. Also all contents of the prosecutor evidence and Decnsnon

are about embezziement contents as like The Preliminary, as Decision

and as the case, in Korea. | did not know the countl, grand theft, till the

lefter from APPELLATE DEFENDERS, INC.ON MAY 11,2016 after émonthes later jury

court. Appeslizg-12

/¢ 44

¥ Quqa or
p. 451, The court: 1,grand theft,*under two theories: Trick ahd embezzlement

and also count 2,

Ms Kim(me) : I don’t get it, what embezzlement and what?

The court: Trick. That’s a *different theory of grand theft and it is included in
your package. Butthe - - -

P580 Soon Young Kim guilty of the crime of grand theft ,$950, a felony, in
violation of section 487(a) of the penal code for the state of California. |
need ’qunow how | was the situation of guilty 487 by trick or by
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embezzlement. But Goethal’s Note sealed without to give me. | never
received money as the agent, trust, entrust or belief in good faith, none
of judge’s instructions. | asked him to instruct about seller, not middle
person for innocent, but Goethals accepted prosecutor objection. He
never accepted me but never denied prosecutor requests at main issues. .
Before, tustrudin zlour charge (¢. 482 ), o porson menrlibrall cbout’ by Frieic )
She stressed the fact she did not have a special relationship with Komex and, a+ t#<
therefore, could not have committed embezzlement,a form of grand theft.
(See e.g., People v. Fenderson (2010) 188 Cal. App.4th 625, 635 [grand theft
may be shown by proof of “‘larceny, embezzlement or obtaining money by )
false ppretenses’”] 10“from bottom page 9 at Decision (J+ JWY Hhe charg€ 1S
Yo+ ‘“’V’H— !
I had to receive this money by my invoice and Komex purchasing order,
undoubtedly. And these documents are the exhibits of the prosecutor
evidence. | didn’t receive this money as middle pe{sog g"r F the deal
by told”, commission by “said” and any of larcéity; or ogtaining money by
false pretenses. And,not by trick or by embezzlement but a form of grand
theft? Actuadlly aren’t fpe embezzlemeni) 0.c.503 and the grondfheﬁ)
p.c.487 separate and independent of each other? Really can
embezzlement be a form of grand theft, and is “grand theft by
embezzlement and by trick” correct at law?

She also stressed she did not intend to keep the money Komex wired to her.

(See e.g., People v. Davis (1998) 19 Cal.4th 301, 305 [intent to steal, an

element of larceny, “is the intent, without a good faith claim of right, to
permanently deprive the owner of possession”].) 7" from botton page 9.

| wired this money to avoid Komex freezing my account to breach this

deal by Komex, to Seoul. Therefor, | went to Seoul, next day after wiring,

to meet Suk 1o share the money by civil and ethic then | lost that money
because Suk committed crime to use criminal jurists to lock me before ;45 sy
warrent suddenly. That’s the reason why | lost this money. Still Komex  breters

might sue me for this money civil, but not as criminal. appendix § <~ iy
| (I forqet +Hhis evidence £5 &
E proms-e lﬁ"’/athlf’- You ofder me
e

P. 497-499 ---’Whether that $20,000 is a c%mrmssmn or whether it’s and ¢ ;’ i é oud

overage or whether it’s her profit margin, we don’t care. It doesn’t re%l Y | nncbia-
matter and again, the defendant spent a lot of time, Miss Kim spent a lot Hy)

of time talking about she was an agent or a servant or a seller of a reseller%_ff iy
We don’t care it doesn’t matter. You don’t see that on either of the two (;P~Pl’ Is

theoryes. It’s not an issue Ig 9«%‘3\5-?% matter. It’s just not her money. jie flonve)

5 put
Who did insist all issue®&E above produced from 4 sales contracts which$re
were so weird!? ’ . polite thew the Aw(—@gﬂmﬁ
Tharefme, T neaf<d s (n Ny aunied \leq ALY but pugetf: TN
®W>‘[’ crominal Fome — Uk 5 lLorean fuas special | &w Hed Wee
4o Lilo brthers by vl Cannoy {110 cerfm’s Clice velatives
hat (605116 \imitetion Hime of £iling Jov yvoney watt er



P. 503-505, --- whether she was a seller or a buyer or not a servant or reseller.
Again ,if you at the jury instruction, it doesn’t matter. It’s not her money.
We’re not characterizing. Whether the money is profit margin, whether
it’s an over and under situation, that’s not the issue. Clearly you know if
we were going about the $20,000,maybe an issue. But the 1.92M is not an
overage or underage. Who knows what her markup is from MEMC if she’s
the middleman? She’s entitled to a profit. She’s just not entitle to steal all
of Komex money. So that was something she talked about. She made some
comment I think one or maybe twice.

| never say that | will not give money | insisted fo share by civil, not by
criminal case with all weird evidence'."‘e.”why did the prosecutor produce
all such issues of commission and servonf,\*éié“?pite to expose the
prosecutor McFretidge’ fact, horrible criminals as all jurists at this case. The
prosecutor changed servant from middle person, go between at testa-
ments o fix ,fn,e guilty af the instructions of the Geothals.

$20,000 commission was not existence at this deal, therefor after wiring to
my account from Komex, $1.92million occupied to me as the seller and | -
had a duty to send the merchandise, but | could not send the

merchclnd|sg'.ltot(1’1er}fcco)l[1 |€’rxs _czw c‘:lc\gl _?r(‘?:s% 4 breach Hhis feal )

- Ms.Kim: Wait a minute, wait a minute. The judge had already given the law.
I read American law and now he’s talking about seller and reseller

- The court: Miss Kim, Miss, Kim Don’t testify and don’t argue. Do you
have an objection to the argument? You can object to the argument .

If you have an objection, please state it. What’s the objection?

Ms.Kim: He’s lying .I’'m trying to just state the law The court: stop stop
Ms.Kim: He’s making up statements. The court :The objection is overruled
Ms.Kim : He’s guilty of that.

The court: Miss Kim, The objection is overruled. the evidence is over.
Ladies and gentlemen. This is argument. When these folks are talking to you
now, the evidence is over.You’ve heard all the evidence This is advocacy --
but understand, just because Mr. McFetridge says it doesn’t make it so.
what she says from now on is advocacy, not evidence. — So the same rules
apply to both.--but I try to give parties some reasonable leeway so that they
can act as vigorous advocates for their side. I do listen and occasionally I
will sustain an objection during argument. But I try to give the lawyer some
leeway to vigorously of professionally, ethically argue their positions - -
objection is overruled. Go ahead Mr. McFetridge, Goethals sfyd: me to
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- say about correct law but let the prosecutor to keep, such” legal
deception live show” twice at prosecutor final statements, to jurors, for
more than 2pages more to pleading toward jurors’ passion. Then, he
shouted to jurors to forget all contents of law at this case, and all issues of
broker, seller or commission, profit which were all issues all through the
case,and to the supreme court of this Nation.

Basically, Jurists at jury, tried to deceive jurors by no instructing about

basic specialties at deals related the charge. Actually and basicaily,

therefore, prosecutor insisted me, as a middle person and commission by

the sales contracts,4docs.,his evidence, weirdly and jurisks 1+ hided that
documents besi o meaiing at dol sedk (aW 4o Receivo me s @ middle

person fer qui [ty Prog eptel from issuing Ty, ltaep me 5 prove all by Festanent,

not pe. 507 (put e darge p.e. 480 dampel, Suspteiowly ) as 4heircne of plots then
Just,to think who had $1.92million f« gra«& K8+ Whoever the person 17”“9;%*:;41
couldn’t help any way but to kill person, then is everybody to kill, guilty as v jurers
murder? Then why do we need so many of laws?. And jurists knew to use v (quoré
people, jurors who does not know jurists’ real, the fact, lair ghost,and @it iss«es
professional theft to kill and destroy people at cases, but believe jurists . ofpc.S Di
than inmate defendant at case,au 1ssuss which procecntrr Shoutwad Ak coufres

= rquilt e ghe 'tssues i ~+he Supreccwe Qewt | | g Law,
qrob.uthﬁ) e d . roe l ~ N . _ Gosthal s
I think that McFretide was concerned of about his 4documents, which let

are for not embezzlement, then changed grandtheft from embezziement psecter
from police then planed " live deception show“for theft, as above with o fwsl
Goethals. if there were not™ legal live lies show” twice, and if | had the ive BecepTid n
knowledge of grand theft, at least, | might be out of guilty. Shon* at

‘ , _ z2times of
P516-517 ,Ms.Kim:---,These are the laws that were made by the legislatures Hnad
of the united states, and then these are the laws which had lots of thoughts put  sfafe—
in for those states and for the citizens of the states. Let me read this one more 1e4ts,
time. Defendant acted as a purchaser, not agent failure to pay made him
debtor, not embezzlement. Defendant is purchased and owner. He — because
he has the right to sell it. Not embezzlement but a creditor and debtor. Mr.
McFetridge: I would object, your honor,from what she’s reading from. The
Court: Miss Kim stop
Ms.Kim: I'm reading American law The court: Miss Kim, Stop Ms.Kim:
I’'m reading American law The court: Miss Kim, Stop Ladies and
gentlemen, I already gave you an instruction formally. My contents from
At 143 Cal. §93(cal.1904)in Supreme court of California ,department
Two, PEOPLE V. DOUGHERTY Appendix B~|%
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1. The instructions from Goethals, laws,about charge, to jurors are very

suscipicous, additionally, the judge intended to not let the defendant

not know the charge changed, to make me to testify wrongly with

different focus. | denied embezzlement .not to the grand theft all

through the entire jury court,
2. Goethals stopped me forcedly unreasonably my +estam exnts , gué?‘hdﬂgiﬁ

Chot 6t cross-exammatbn , mertions and gaestions julqe a5 You pead | W@i&
3. Goethals interrupted jurors to not question about my testaments or $€ {_ :Zs cvigks
about my exhibifs. Goethals tried me to not answer to jurors’questions. ag below -
Therefor jurors began to stop to ask me.f 2%, 312, 440 i

oo\
. \

4, Goethals ignored me, insulted me, and my contents of testaments,f301), 308 , 32"4
and stopped me more than 30times at one court to train me to not 36¢ (w524
against the judge to handle me as sinner, to be shown to the jurors and

he stopped me, more rudely in front of jurors, as his one of plots.

5. Gothals protected as lawyer, Choi,witness, plaintiff’ lies at my questions
and stopped me to ask Choi, several times and stopped my questions
to be closed at subjects, several times. £ 260-992 at my cross. Qyam i nati on .
G'O-éwﬁ]f .SJWM W]q %uéﬂ?&ns ) Cho.] ‘F"%u,dk(%q M—‘Sﬂ;tg /Zd“‘+ If—"rﬁfid
6. Goethals supported the prosecutor’ shouting ali weird lies even at law. X
7.1 needed an attorney mostly. But | was at jury court without any lawyer
by the jurists’” plot.at “represent my self”section
- 8. He manipulated me to not have the knowledge of the objection,
The judge warned me even, a moan, to manipulate me to not object.
Therefor, | had to be silent at their weird lies, | could not object at all of
Choi and prosecutor lies which were not relevant at deals. ¢ 444
9. Judge manipulated to not submit twice,as the exhibits. P528-532 i
10, Two judqes 1ncluding Goetha| +hreatened.to not |6t me have new evidence
1. | have evidence documentes which | did not have atjail. 0§ documente Lrom
12.Judge let prosecutor all criminals to keep erfirely =~ ° 14%%@&;5%#%
13. | claimed and proved incorrect franslations and was &orfiplain about jwy g0
_incorrect transiations from Korean jurors. | found opposite translations docwemexd
at main subjects, but all, to me, to guilty, suspicious. Pz, p126, before
14. 1 did not know that | could have witness. | mentioned one witness, oy ﬁ‘h '(Z Cau
MEMC, the best withess at this case but the judge passed in’renﬁor?oﬁy P 164
but he threated me to mention witness, the lawyer Heneghan.
Almost of same contents as above, as the brief to The Apeal court for
49papers (20258words)except No 1.10. THE MATIER OF THE OPENING BRIEF BY
FORMER P.DEPENDER MS. STANTON. | prove all lies and tricks for the prosecutor
lies with 4 3. Goedals pevey (nstructad -
32papers 13731words Gbaut dhjechn P‘”‘;
' testify or {aed’ldn
L



MY PROVISION ABOUT THE DECISION OF THE APPEAL COURT AGAINST STATETORY
AND CONSTITIONAL LAWS

The contract documents and documents on processes, at the deal,

are curial. All contents at Decision, are that two deals, were performed

- verbally at 2international over Smillinon deals. The item was silicon .
material for solar chip. Already, setting up verbal deals is non-sense,«Forguwﬁq

basically, not only at international distance, at any normai deal, at
basic human common sense, as impossible at actual any normal deal
in human association. '

There are 3Zexhibits of documents at 2deals from me, including 4docs. of
. the prosecutor evidence, but.$couts of California accepted none from 3,

" except one which was my invoice changed : to MEMC invoice :
(manufactory) by using trick of language skill,at 1¢t deal. Decision

avoided fo mention 4documents ¢ the prosecutor’’ evidence, excet once Aolsely
With %ﬂaﬂéwwel;qe; A+ jary Fuas scene for Liar g hest why sitted me., as
a w ‘ ._e Personffrwm:-seﬂer? with four Sajes Cortyacts af— prose astvr -evideuce fully,
Decision describes, one issue for holding $20,000 of shipping quantity, for

7 lanes at Decision, tod¢iv8 - Komex(plaintiff) dealed with MEMC,
“ .-+, without any mention of evidence, to hide just verbal

confents. But the exact same content is at Komex’ purchasing order sheet

to me, at 20 deal of the case. The $20,000 issue was between Komex, as

the buyer and me, as the seller. Because Komex had to write deal

condition at the contract also, had to deal with seller. who owned the

dealing goods,about shipping quantity. me

The Decision changed, that I confirmed MEMC had the product available,
to Komex confirmed MEMC with verbal evidence. But I became~r have
contract from MEMC after I confirmed MEMC had the product to sell to
me. Between Komex and MEMC, there is not any a spell at 2deals and the
prosecutor could not have any evidence from MEMC, at all .But I

submitted as the exhibits, 14docuements including 4sale contracts v&tpd ey b wowe

1< Q) & (itm@irdn piH Saje Quhracts peteen me & .
MEMC at 2deals,@_£§i“:‘;e lloei—weéwp\l|'(cmey M“m%’—uﬁ T, beceme tobe middle peso

4}' MS ¢t lamex Lnd mIMC w Evont of 14 pocs. &fwlo 3¢ wolndl Gale @gn—‘f‘)’ﬂ,c")'
Judges negd]ed 2deals includirtwg S:G deocl of the ccse?ato make m'e“:g between me

middle person(guilty, embezzler, grand theft), from the seller to Komex, mznc , by
therefore judges changed 2deals that I sold to i{omex, to the deals that *rt Party
MEMC manufactory sold to Komex(plaintiff) and I (The Badda | Lpesple Fhew >/di/\
company)was the middle person at their, MEMC and Komex 2deals cwd peopl € co~
without any a spell 4" 99 Komex, me and MEMC at about $5million, Under sfand
international distance 2deals.And all of about 80documents which are —+k FJur15t¢

Q) 2priefs , Decdsion and Were |3 ay ghest Qo & few days fora
feply hrief &re all lles 19 few daqs ard the Ploces of o
Aust T CAN prove . re Jue places for Jurists erita

achieved .



between MEMC & me and Komex & me , are to me (re)seller. Therefor
Choi testified all verbal evidence with(by) the prosecutor, but weirdlq
o+ their evidence ¢ sale Qortructs s cace

And | would like to ask the jurists for legal decisior\g,gfundcmenfolly,
which must to be evidence, 33docuemnts at deals, involved a few
persons at 3companies including Choi, witness, at the time at the
2deadls including contracts and documents signed by Komex, or all
verbal eviedence from one witness, plainfiff¢ Decision adjusted Choi's
Lies prepal red. Hi%_’é"&%ﬁ”ﬂ, Decisioniliesto the deals, as dizzy weird .
or comedy dec::linJJ novel fhat | will prove, exactly.

[ know $1.92million at the case, not mine but civil case. There is my
portion at $1.92million since Komex tried to breach this case twice. That's
the reason why | wired $1.92million to Seoul where Suk, the owner of
-Komex, sender this amount and signer at sale contract, was. | wired the
money on Feb.26th to void Komex' freezing my o%mex did not
want this deal any more since | found Komex fraud about $1:2,000 to .
me. There was not any refund conditions at the contract. | tried to
settle this money with Suk as civil and business ethic.

Right now, | can prove that the prosecutor issued this case illegally, with
his knowledge, for his private purpose to use jail to threaten me to pay
maximum more money and sooner than civil case as like the case in
Korea. The evidence of the prosecutor, are,only 4documents of 2deals
among about 80, and major of evidence%dérbol story as Decision, at

- his report and at jury court. 4documents are my 2invoices to Komex,

and Komex 2purchasin orders to me, seller, That is the reason, all verbal

contents of the Decision, as : his report, and at jury court, for guilty,are
paradoxical to the prosecutor’ 4docuements evidence. And You have to
answer me at questions as below, about prosecutor’ 4docuements evidence
and all verbal contents for guilty, if Yoy decide to deny my petition, as all
jurists, including my private lawyers, public defender,

1. How could the middle person, |, issue the invoices for dealing
merchandise’' amount at 2deals,and.send to Komex who give me
commission and how could Komex accept middle person’ invoices
which are not for the amount of commiission, and not from the seller,
MEMC?

2. How could Komex send Komex purchasing orders to the middle
person,as . the seller, (dizzy weird lies ) not to Komex' seller, MEMC ¢
3. How is there middle person(my)’ signature at the title of seller,and
Komex owner' signature, at the title of the buyer on 2 Komex's
20



purchasing orders to me at 2deals,!2 dizzy And Komex asked me to
return Komex purchasing order after my sign s Jce¢ p for $hese Z feals?
4. How did Komex send me, middle person, $1.92million by my invoice, ¢r by w’-‘ff?%"fjj
(to not Komex' seller, MEMC?)ts +orwardts MEMC, Komex seiler with nong, e
That's the reason why Korea courts ignored all d%ceu ’

nts including

the prosecutor, evidence, 4docuemenis;-But piEre, the prosecutor

issued this case to put me in jail with 'such 4docurhents, .. as actual ease’
situetion of my questions, weird lies as above, and till 3courts in
Cdlifornia,with such weird lies to me, guilty

Now, You as The highest judges in this Nation, can see how was this
prosecutor bold and careless to destroy and kill the people using his
title for his profits as all judges at 3courts, heinous crime. Who can not

. e . . . €
say these jurists are less than social heinous crimes as murdefand
destroyer. Actually the jurists destroyed my life totally and they don't

care to kill the people exact as my case for their criminal private profits
28 their vreeld pmain job.

Also even though, the judge Goethals, prosecutor, and Shui, public
defender let Choi, people and foreigner to join as their party at the
.criminal, together. As | mentioned 14docuements are between MEMC
and Me including sale contracts at 2deals among 3§ ‘zyhibikand the
prosecutor could not bring any evidence between Komex and MEME.
At that situation, | became to be guilty as the middle person at MEMC
and Komex' deals, additionally, by the objective?rd (9affi€52 of jurors.
Then You can guess how were the jurists and Choi w#their parter | udge -
against me and law, who was alone without lawyer. | could not help to
represent my self at the jury court, by their' plot, detgil o ‘reprevsent: herself section

He stopped me more than 30times rudely before jurors to train me to
obey, and worse in front of jurors at the beginning and on the testifying
to show me as criminal. He ignored and insulted me, and the contents
of testaments. | could not be any, against such judge, because he
looked,such behaviors {oo. .s"r‘r%ng , as planned. Also he mixed with the
word of Miss or nicely, bur ¥o hide his abusing me as basic his plan. But
all of above are not all,at these jurists, there were more fearful crimes
which are the plots at entire legal issues and subjects of legal
processes, hat I roved at His Pé’fﬂ’lbh'
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©Choi used Baada to purchase polysilicone from MEMC. After receiving
. an invoice from Baada, Komex transferred $3.45 million to MEMC and
$95,000 to Baada as Kim’s commission® 4-t* .3

It i?beest issue to the prosecutor and my lawyer,Dunn, as Decision.

Decision arranged, Chir verbal evidence from jury court, very skillfully

for smooth deceptionto change, from my invoice to Komex, to MEMC

invoice fo Komex, by ambiguous sentence to hide the fact. MEMC

invoice was to me, Komex never touched and saw MEMC invoice..

My purchasing order to MEMC, as a pair of MEMC invoice,at st deal

is all same contents with MEMC' invoice, and two documents were

not any related with Komex. There is none of mention about Komex

at these contracts as You see.

An invoice of “After receiving an invoice from Baada (my companv!®. is o

not MEMC invoice, is just my invoice, 1§ my huy o, lphex-Aas a-paty of Momex Prciasig
I s seller ' invoice fo seller’: buyer,{—d nygvfl ’Po 1he ]middle peeson cfr Ordber 4;;':";;:&‘5,

Komex who is my buyer. Komex could not send any money to MEMCP Oviben €

at all. Therefore only | have the amount of MEMC' selling price €& me€. (shich ane
) . 4 o : none chott

meMe

And, if You see #8 at Komex purchasing order, signed me at the seller
titte and Komex at buje/title, Hen Yiu beco%%%ﬁ%g did not know who
was the manufactory even though, at 15 deal and Komex was
impssoble to contact manufactory at #%} That's the one of reasons
why the prosecutor made all of 4docs. smaller and darker to perform
another lie shoW#S and 9, on a court’ screen with Choi and ' wesTion
Goethals, together.transicripts p229 at Choi d’me e gg,ﬁ%’l?e“ﬁc,'ﬁi e

Lo chot and You can €€ how Goetals acted o PrOTEST S Lewyer p264-210
It was last time of 1st deal, Komex offered Shinhan bank towiremy = 2.4 befire
purchasing price to the manufactory, and profit to me. Komex asked v, sz,

me to open bank informantion,the amount & name of manufactory, See prose-
to Shinhan bank. Komex proposed this new offer of payment, at the putar ¢ cha,

last time of 1s' deal as Komex proposed $20,000 holding for fraud at _keir decepitin

the last part of 2nd deall. Show Wit
#§ 25
I could not try to sell to another buyer. But | had to complete two al cies

deals for my credit and reputation for my new business, especially  spay with
toward MEMC. Because MEMC was the best manufactory, in this his & docu-

world. . merts 45
K2 Ske eontes
of Decision ,



I had to wire my purchasing price to MEMC by any bank, anyway.
Komex offered a kind of guarantee to me at this new payment, when

| hesitated. Shinhan bank in Seoul,sent an agreement. The agreement
is that Shinhan bank guaranteed that Komex had the $3.545million of
Komex purchasing amount to me, and Komex will send to my purcha-
sing price to manufactory and profit to me that | denied. Appendix g}

Shinhan bank sent 2nd agreement guaranteed that Shinhan bank will
wire my purchasing price to manufactory and my profit to me from
Komex price$3.545million.

After | accepted, Shinhan bank, sent 2nd agreement stamped Shinhan
bank' seal and Komex incorporation ‘seal as Korean way' signature
of Shinhan bank self and Komex self. Then | sent 2nd invoice with the
name of manufactory and bank information to be added from my 1st
original invoice. | sent 2"d invoice to Shinhan Bank, not to Komex.

I sent 1stinvoice just without any of manufactory, to Komex, But, 1st
invoice, was at about 30docuements, stolen to the prosecutor.

Then, | supposed to call to give the amounts of my purchasing price
and my profit to Shinhan bank. Shinhan bank asked me both
amounts written just for only bank file. | argued with Shinhan but |
found that | did not have any option, at that time, then lissued 39
invoice to be added, two amounts of my purchasing price to MEMC
$3.45million and my profit$95,000, .t 2ndinvoice typed
by computer. ($3.45million +$95,000= $3.545million) .

Then, | found Komex sent to MEMC, my ( not Komex')purchasing price

and to me, not commiission but my profit. No buyer is possible to send

‘commission $95,000 to middle person before Komex receive the

merchandise of purchasing with verbal deal. Decision did not have

any proof, to me, middle person and commission $25,000 ,at all ai

Komex, me and MEMC, too. But Komex' purcahing order to me, as

the prosecutor evidence, proves my profit $25,000, 25 G/Pa”‘"f +he ith C

price Gf‘deaﬁmq merchardice ~herefore , [domex. sent togetker Wl 534

My 3dinvoice is the best item for lie at all jurists for the guilty at this wdlion, i
oy . . . oHier par

case. The prosecutor brought é invoice a s one of-4docs., but still | . 4

could testified the invoice by prosecutor, is not only one, original of price @

invoice. | have 2nd invoice which is exact same but without 2 of the  Coit!? acts of

amounts. appendix Even though my 3 invoice, is invoice (actually V7 ‘! e and
¢ ‘ qu(,hagmojorgﬂ’
23 he. & Komex .

- e w”_
N i
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commercial invoice). My invoice was not the amount for commission, =~
there are total amount $3.545million of my sale price ., yust below wo Prices

' é%fjw; 1 Litems | 0§ the amount of Komex purchasing order to me,

Also MEMC' invorcé and my purchasing order to MEMC proved to the
Decision's content, intentional lie for guilty projected. Decision had to
know that Komex sent my purchasing price in stead of my bank,
through Komex bank Shinhan by the agreement, not Komex. !

urchasing price. to MEMC. (4 least, by Komex purchasing Order! contents
asie P"gfgmﬁﬁteﬁem@, i faw{ngt _ v‘;PD ecision] Lies ntended.
Kis‘ghfhér‘%%gs special c%ﬁ?en%c%’sée) at agreement, "if the
product is not, within world best 5 manufactorjes, {tpoen this deal will be
cancelled.” This means Komex did not know*who was the
manufactory, fill my 2ndinvoice 4 Skiv han , at | eost,
. Then how can the content as above at Decision, in front of such
exhibits of MEMC invoice to me, my purchasing order to MEMc and
Komex purchasing order, my 2nd invoice and agreement, at least?
No &mb*lj Such lies as above,p¥™s the guilty, projected, as devils fo
destroy innocence person for their profit by using jurists’ titte. MEMC
was the best reputation and the biggest manufactory, and | can not
create or change MEMC documents marked of internet delivered.
The basic matteris that If any one, see the documents selves, no
human is possible to tell such lies as Decision,wh(}"\cfm«'mal , without
any reflect such criminal jurists selves. are ‘

Kome had 4 &@Fen& Aocumects ot adeal deals as You see Komex
purchasing orders 4.is agreement,ant mmﬁafwix’ documents to
cover any loss , and | have about 50 documents with Komex. Now no
documents but verbally at internafional over $5million 2 fealc 17
The jurists are criminal, limitless, even though they ignore the human'

basic common sense to produce lies, for their crime. @+ apperdix A-2 (14/1§-1 58

Vow can see how Aid Jhés coutent gecur . You wdl be Shoclced honesty X
Qocicion adjusteh comedy [ves testaments atA-Q by Decision own probucing
ot much as cunning A-2 _

I have 2docuements, which can conclude this content, lie at Decision.
One is an email from MEMC to me, after receiving my price, from
Komex. At this email, MEMC gave me secret code numbers to pick
my purchasing merchandise from one of MEMC factories,{and there is
another sentence at email “You are responsible to pick the producty.)
and asked my forward company nhame and contact number. b Zua

appendix And the another one, is packing list as closing this deal at

MEMC. There is the sentence “The company, Baada as the buyer”

4



appendixAl gon”r know why Komex_ sert+ o MEMC even to break

an agreement stamped by each own organizations' sedls, | was

exhausted to make my guilty to innocent and | was so busy to find

the lawyers and to try to get the money from two brothers then filed

them to the Dist. Attorey therefor my mental was not normg};. Iap‘a,d 1‘0li $e ruserable
file Shinhanbank to brake the agreement. | wished to go bdckto ™ verq mach,
Korea before due time to file Shinhan. | guess the reason why Komex

sent to MEMC,, is that Komex tried to let the manufactory

know Komex, as Badaa company’ buyer at this product.for

$3.545million dedl, for further deal with manufactory directly, and get

the informations of the price ».  term of payment and possible magny
informations at other companies deal for Komex' future business. '

®At some point, Kim told Choi the process would be faster if Komex wired
funds to Baada*’&s ank account and she then forwarded the funds to
MEM® Kg'ngex s'ee’n’r to me, $1.92million, by my invoice(in details, later),
becausebefore. beginning of 2nd deal of this case that | warned, “if
Komex will offer any different condition after contract, as likethe
agreement between Shinhan and Komex, | won't sell to Komex.™
First of all, Komex was impossible to'wire any fund to me to forward
fund to MEMC, at actual deal by my “told"” deal, clear non sense as
comedy, on,Decision(dt formal The Apperal court decision ) at the
actual deal. Still, despite such non sense contents at Decision, judges
can not use my invoice and Komex purcashing order which are the
prosecutor evidence, fo mcée quoncble' ?o?nde Lo‘rle&c“%pfﬁmé, fﬁ%e but
i i ang' urists { 6@ 4 l fhotdt : ] .
%Ulslfguﬂgjen%ﬁ(ejﬁlg ]:3 qu u’\‘uéi%éi‘{{%ex purchasing gmcfggﬁ g;;‘,'/;‘:"i““;l"fp -t
Even though, Decision, all judges never think' that Komex Coulu wire ¢ |;-rﬂ&
$1.92million to me, middle person to forward to MEMC, by"told” deal, at +his24
at this verbal deal, but Decision writes at The court formal .
document, such fiction lies for their secret greed. At some point,
forward, and funds are the words for the tricky words picked, for their
deception, that every human might cotclgﬁgpode to sure as the
defendant. Also | do not have any way to forward this fund from
Komex, to MEMC,any money, with what {2 And Komex was
impossible to send to me, 10 years ago by the ruling of foreign .
currency by Korea government without any business contractst eundence
—ransScript 2.41) except my | nyoi@—that JGmox hal only
MEM%ggpnof receive any fund from, special relationship with Komex,
me; because MEME had none knowledge about me, as middle

persor)git ’cgoglg/xby me as MEMC; buyer with MEMC .invoice. How can
v



komex trust me to forward the fund $1.92million cash to MEMC!2 Full
comedy for the gujl’ry? We did not know any about each others,
except sale contracts at 2deals. What am | doing here to save my life
now, again, that | am proving with my best to prove the natural facts
at the deal to the facts, in the net of the wei%%l s at Decision, again.

To send (.42 mllion 4o mifle poier ; o0 b foad Cfor what ) Shan
It*s very tmus(;qél'hurgngn jgtfas Iikggggi%t%\ﬁl‘n et, not from the & send seiler

Decision® natural mistakes or misunderstood. Also the amount of
MEMC , at this products, was not, the fund ($1.92million) from Komex
to me, to forward to MEMC. ($1.92million is the amount after $20,000
holding for possible less shipping quantity from my sale amount
$1.94million of my invoice to Komex and Komex'purchasing order to
me) MEMC [aVoice to we Lo $1.FTmillich as pmy P urches 1wy Order dv meum.c
&A impossible T3 Komer h gee or lok . ,
omex’s next purchase amount was for $1.94 million in polysilicone

and contained a provision for a minor price adjustment, depending on
whether MEMC supplied the exact amount of polysilicone ordered.
Pursuant to that provision, Komex paid $1.92 million up front to Baada
and withheld $20,000 for possible adjustments based on the amount of
polysilicone actually shipped. If the exact amounteg?&g%sged shipped, the
remaining $20,000 would be immediately paid.@ Tsnot Hhere at men «

aclcing | it at ) wfernmakional F1.Q2mill Tm £.oed

he verbal content as above, is on Komex purchasing order sheet to
me ,as the condition of the shipping quantity between Komex and
me. Just Decision had to avoid to mention about purchasing order,
for guilty to me projected, even though+e purchasing order is the
prosecutor evidence which issued the case and put me in jail illegally
for his private profit with his knowledge. Decision changed to that
komex dealed with MEMC, from deaing with me but without any
mention of evidence to hide, verball content . Then Komex dealed
at 2deals with MEMC verbally, too!? Is it comedy or verdict for 4years
in jail and payment of $1.92million?

4

Therefore, Decision describes, about one issue,”one sentence for
holding $20,000 of shipping quantity matter at purchasing order, but
for 7 lanes on Decision,to avoid mention the purchasing order as
simple express, to deceive as Komex dealed with MEMC, from that
Komex dealed with me. The matter to me, still painful, is that the
prosecutor issued this case and put me in jail by commission $20,000 .
from this content at the purchasing for shippint quantity matter.

2@



what is purchasing orderl2 Purchasing order can no relate wit
middle person and commission, but straight motte%’é‘g{\%ggﬁ'@&%%md
seller at any deals. And no middle person could not be responsible at
shipping quantity matter. For commission $20,000 person can not have
any responsibility of $1.94million dealing goods. If Komex dealed verbally,
with MEMC, about the provision of quantity and the amount of the
quantity matter, then why did not Komex dea{ even verbally, for the
payment which is much more important issue than these. For safety to
Komex, why Komex did not talk to pay $1.92 million up front to MEMC but,
to the middle person and additionally with verbal evidence!? weird
fiction sq dizzy novell, - : - : : o ¥

If | were the special relationship with Komex, to purchase from MEMC for
Komex, the job as above at Decision, had to be my,middle person'job
for the commission. All contents as above at Decision, basically, are all
lies, none sense produced by their brain for just sentence for guilty.
Decision made such criminal.contents, very smooth and reasonable to
read by their experiences of crimes. Komex was impossible to pay any
money to MEMC but to me, Komex seller. And at 2nd deal surly Komex
sent to me Komex purcashing price to me. Again by the contents at
Decision, my invoice and Komex purchasing order are real to prove

me seller because Komex sent to me the amount $1,92million after
holding $20,0004er duippq @ x5t @ minor price adjustment, from
$1.94million of my'ihvoiéﬁrnd Kom&Xpurcashing order. Ytk me (not MEMC)

®and withheld $20,000 for possible adjustments based on the amount of
polysilicone actually shipped. If the exact amount Les u&sted shipped, the

remaining $20,000 would be immediately paid &1 heﬁlé‘ is & Condition “The

balance USD$20,000will be wired after Shipment" at purchasing order. _
The Balance meant $20,000 is the part of the omoun’r,of purchasing 4of skippie
price and my sale price. Then why Komex put such condition at Komex" <™,
purchasing order to me?2 Because | am the shipper and | am person who
owned this maferials therefor, | am the person who can responsible of

the shipping'™quantity, not MEMC verbally at Decision. $1.94miflion deal

with verbal contract at " international distance deal with me whnmwe pasom

Komex did not know me, at allfexcept sale contrac)bat , s e
(smex sent 1.9z midlion—tr me wrih vebxl evibence!!?

Komex sent the exact amount $1.92million by Komex purchasing
order(ifter§uzo f™ $1.94million) @nd my invoicelto me, to the seller. After
$20,000 holding of shipping quantity. Therefor the content as above,
rather prove sale. contract between me and Komex are real.

2]



“Komex confirmed MEMC had the product available and wired the
moneyto Baada’s account on February 16, 2007. Baada was to ship the
product as soon as the money was received® 1U-1(+ P.3

Where is the basis for this verbal contents that Komex confirmed MEMC
had the product available? Komex dealed with all parties, without any
proper evidence but verbally only 12 Is it comedy fiction or the Decision
for 4years in jail, and $1.92 milion payment!2 | confimed MEMC had the
product available therefore MEMC had sales contract with me. Decision
changed, from that | confirmed MEMC had the product available then
MEMC and | had sale contract, to Komex confirmed MEMC by just
verbally.

*The purchasing order composited by Choi, in California on Feb. 16t
2007 in Cadlifornia time. If any person else other than Choi, the date on

purtchasing order sheet, had to be Feb 1Tith or 1§ in Korea time.
T sent M{ T] wvoree 1 4 4, avoid, $20,00 ke ol ding money for slieping Jeatity of-ber
n

Choi sent to Suk in Korea, to sign on the purchasing order then Suk sent hewing
to me to sign at the place of seller title, after Suk signed at the title of the wd‘cz o
buyer on Feb.1gt in California time as You see. |sent Komex - Lk

purchasing order signed by me, to Suk, in Korea, on Feb. \6Ht . T

received $1,92million éften holing $20,000, at night of Feb 16th, as (ecssian

+hat means Hat Su i might sk {85uillion by only myinveice tmmelichy after . ... .

hearing of o aqreemest $Boto holding 4 (wigice, T wrote mydue date +omeme, Feb, 16t
 plewe refer the unifue at-tuls material deal in the world  also Jomev hadto .,
Ty Lo ey ﬂ%ﬁfsﬂe‘f' When |Grex Glh fhis merchardise .
"é%\lo’lce,q;? mey 0, oK @Y Arg Proseato eviewgHen Peusisn wivte such (je but-veid ore

N

hoi said Baada’s commission was $20,000.21t's too shameless lies as ”"‘&_
“told" Decision changed, $20,000 comm%‘sgfg: bc‘éhoi “said’) from  Joyical
prosecutor insisting of $20,000 commission from the purchasing.order for a4
shipping quantity matter. In a word, commission $20,000 of Decision is +4eir. .-
outrageously limitless lie. If | were the special relationship with Komex for &'..

- commission, | will not do this job with just by “said"” for $20,000 at 4 m'l/‘e
international disfoncmgon't know Komex except sale contracts. me so
And if there were my commission , it had to be $90,000. $1.85million is dé;Jqqu,
the amount of MEMC inovice .“Choi was in California, and Kim invited
him to her house. Kim told Choi that she received the funds wired into
Baada’s account, but would not forward the funds to MEMC until Komex
paid her the $20,000 commission.”Decision continued about that | asked

more money, several times, ("4t apperdiy A-2 19[18-18]18 | \Jou cau se e et
how Commissign occur , ouwird be Shockal at fheiv Camedy Iies testatent

2f



That | asked more money from $20,000 sev eraltimes at 17lanes, at
Decision (about half page of about 2pagese- prosecutor section)with
all verbal evidence. Big proton and big portion of Choi and prosecutor’
insisting at jury. | wondered another plot at thisissue. | searched, but
these looked as kind of, just for the quantity of jurists’ certain contents
for guilty at Decision and testaments. If it was for another plot to me
guilty, You can see this appendix,B-10to prov e, this contents were not
from me but Komex'offer to succeed fieezi account secretly. |
asked Choi to pay tome only $20,00D6%§b§1%9 (%%V‘S;oqudgrﬁo%nﬁor
less shipping quantity which did not need at this case as | mentioned .
at Statement of this case. Then why did not Komex mention about for

ov er quantity¢ Who can any body keep to ask more money
increased, even though Komex did not pay $20,000 yet.

@T‘hree or four days later, Choi e-‘ﬁqailed Kim instructi‘rllg h,gr to either

fulfill the contract or refund Komex’s money®Here must be “a email”,

also fisd+1 b ergmefe Eontract, the object to be fulfiled, by a email?, Now,T

want ask You which i§ :the contract as above? Ifit was,vetu| conbracr af

Decision, in a word, it's none sense basically, as human being

common sense, and impossible at the actual any g o'léﬁgs,l provedso

far, reosonably};q DecisisneWeird lies, and evidencEwhich are impossible

to be denied, incjudiv prosecutor-evience 4 doomants, then, all junists at Hhis.cue
Produs] weid lies for quitly proyected 'f contieetis by -writher docus ey {ucludivg - o, 3 exibity

Jukg Kiigu Hat sthe prosecuter eoud uot suatik et emar] ank any s prasen

Comrect Stain o verhal contract, QI Cowterts for gy T pove Matons Which ghas Ydacuwets,

4heM .. ‘could not subniit, that' s the appendx B-10 whichshows 4/ Jurists

ait @i fr¢-tytremendous criminal. That's the reason the mosemf?JP& gggd_r;oi o4 +his

: ; A ve Hhat Taskad pore mon &y ard al :
‘SUQ.U)_I!"OSChOI, cnmmal.“ng"fe midd g pefson ot denls are fichon bytheenatl,  Case juvilyel
In cldsing at prosecutor se f'l"oﬁ, contentsat Decision,is not the deal, He et

but comedy fiction deal as the azzy nov elas the impossible at any

actualdeal, that | haveanotherway to prov e, by my 2nd questions as aFer )
below. Alljurists who denied me, innocence, must answer. Prosecda
1. How can Komex,the buyer fromm MEMC, receiv e the purchasing 'bfa}nc]
merchandise from shipping company at the deal on Decision? Hai's Cace
2. How can Komex pass to get the merchandise, from two nationgl iue\jauq

customs at the deal on Decision a§ Hat T am mdlie poso forcawission? ¢, hig
3. How can |, special relationship with Komex, or MEMC ship to Komex, privile

or wherever, Komex want, by the deal on Decision? Profits
4. How can | or Komex pick the dedling products from MEMC at the with
deal on Decisiong As You see as abov e questions, Komex needed all

4S T dw midale persen Jurist!

Q‘f JCuoutedge



mostly, first of me and MEMC, the documenﬁv#oorcfggls' gﬂ%e
prosecutor conspired and testified the contents as above, with Choi

v ery weirdly and paradoxical with ?me’CQ'hYz\/M@« ocuments as liar
ghost but without any caution or tension all through the jury court with
judge’ big help. Then Decision accepted such testaments at jury
straightly, without any mention of the prosecutor documents at all, as
example of “told and said", except one time of my inv oice, but to
change as MEMC invoice. Also that'sthe reason why Komex'’
purchasing order to me, is more detail and careful contracts and with
signatures than my inv oicesIf we imagine, that | were the middie
person for commi ssion, at two deals at Decision, Komex was the
company who clould not dgihe deals as Decision ,as ev ery human'

buyerin this world, ond feni I The

l—S'o(yYe(g 7 @i documents 0}" about £0, &re for f&%/ NSeﬁef",Wﬁ"g’,‘. Jcomex 1he shed
UTErY, -~ N s me lcom

05 Hhe M)G#Jlj/}ffb""‘ﬁﬁ ot acudd 24eails @onq MEKE, W

® from my evidence section,

Kim said Komex used the sarﬁe contract when dealing directly  with
MEMC and in Komex’s dealing with her.

I fled aletter to judge O'Leary at The Appeal court, about the fact of
“representing myself",after reading incorrect contents at this issues, at
1stbrief by my privatelawyerT. Dunnwith his knowledg&=twrote to
report,for this Nation,about Reply briefs ,strong lies but opened , at
Formal District Attorney Documents (as Decision).appendix A-4 At that
time | wished O’Leary might be righteous. How could as normal
people, guess how she is so skillful at crimes as jurists at jury courts. Also
| wrote about some evidence for my innocent which were not at jury
court. "whenKomex bought siicon materials from MEMC directly,
without me, Komex issued Komex purchasing or'cfgfte o'r\\‘ANéI—\ZC. When
Komex bought from me, Komex issued 2purchasing orders to me, in
2006 and 2007. Komex purchasing order to MEMC,was exact same
form and style of Komex' 2 purchasing orders, to me, therefore
purchasing orders at 2deals, are real and | was surely seller to Komex' |
was dizzy in the all lies, too many htar weird, for guilty to me destroyed,
therefore | provedwhat | didn’t need, because 2 purchasing orders
were prosecutor evidence which actually can collapse ev ery contents
for guilty as weird lies produced, paradoxically. Then,still she kept to
me, guilty as an best innocent new proof as all exhibits. Such all lies but
weird too many lies for guilty to destroy my life, nade me abnormail,

_Thevz‘l am proving absolute facts to the fact, in weird lies' net for over
4 Butis itmeaniny Hat |omex usel contract which vag with MzMC 45He
ﬁ?\peclcim 30  deenls witk melt Hfiew she is also Lagal

2nendeas criminal
—Hizn “u—ma«ue



over 10hourssstraightly, at everyday for this petition,since
denied from Supreme, as ov er 10years.l am afraid of jurists’
crime as human being basically.

Believing Komex would freeze her bank account, Kim
transferred all the funds in her account to a bank in Korea. This
content shows Decision to deceive the fact for guilty by the
trick of using skill of languages, Komex froze my accounton
Fev.26M2007, therefore| could not say “would”as above,
after Feb.26 2007. Appendix.11

“self-representation, None of her contentions have merit, and
we affirm the judgment and Kim testified in a narrative form” af
these selves’ sections seperatly.

Now | conclude this Decision as all contents, as lies

produced from their brain, if | were middie person for Komex
to purchase from MEMC , surly Komex must let the middie
person for commission, to work to let Komex had sale
contract with MEMC not with me, at all, as the basic business
knowledge that just Komex knew. Komex knew to use the
criminal jurists o produce issues and matters, illegally for
Komex’ theft,as jurists’ knowledge too, and the jurists joined,
to not care to destroy me for their theft.

*just one example, private attorney, sticked with criminal government’
jurists. Private attorney, Heneghan at superior court, said, 2nd time that
“I'was in jail too long and guaranteed me to be out of jail immediately

for the credit of Korea jail since that | told.| had their hiding credit from
inmate, but prosecutor asked, more than Pyearsin jail, rather more

than éyears, at 15t time, for 30dcouments matter. Unusually,

immediately Heneghan came tome and said “sign as guilty then you

will be out of jail immediately”. They used my despair sad to sign at

guilty. Heneghan responded as stupid at my explanations about the
deals’docuements that | brought from Korea, since stealing by

prosecutor my about 30docs. He said I'm guilty suddenly, then said

“sorry’ because he thought this case is civil to me who was in jail.
Heneghan was not for me but for prosecut or to make this case issued
llegally tobe closed for prosecutor safty. Still he had $2,500 from $5,000
that | asked toreturn all. His charge was extremely cheaper and

started towork before receiving and sign. Also You will see briefs from
lawyer T.Dunn, not for me, aggressively for Decision but he got $25,000
from me. They are not normal, not betterthan thief, destroyer life and
they can murder for their profit by using their title. If private attorney and ’
upper cour¥s are hot defether with court’ jupists’ Crimes, +Hhen Cour t
jurists cannel be Such toleave eir crime re@rd,transeripts and

~the phosecutor had o ret csue —his cese




Kim’s Other Contentions Lack Merit, None of her contentions have merit, and we
affirm the judgment.” and “Kim testified in a narrative form.”

Just my one testament at Decision self as below, as each of all my
testaments, can collapse all insistings of the guilty at this case, straightly,
fully and at once.

“According to Kim, if she had been acting as Komex’s “go- between”
or “servant,” Komex would have wired her $1.85 million, not $1.92
million.”4page, 2" from bottom.

My testaments were,all explanations about each of documentsararnscrigts
365,324 34& 1 submitted 3Fdocuments as exhibits among 80 that | havest 28e«ls amone

Therefore the prosecutor could not object at my testaments about 5 4@ e

documents at the deals, appendixTherefore "Kim’s Other Contentions Lack

Merit, None of her contentions have merif, “#nd “Kim testified in a narrative form.”

are just Decision' simply expression for lies without any ground that | will

prov e fully. Decision just intended to not mention my evidence of

documents at my section, as above,to coveral verbalevidence ofthe

prosecutor section. The verbalevidence of the prosecutor, were

produced by their brain for the guilty as the fickon comedy deal's novel,

in the actual deal, actually crazy lies for he quilty My testament self as

abov e, sounds reasonable and clear at one certain deal. This testament

was with 2 documents, and after each of testaments, | submitted as

exhibits, always. These were the MEMC' inv oice to me, and as my

purchasing order to MEMC. MEMC is the best objective evidences and

the amount of MEMc'inv oice is $1.85milion.

Decision said that Komex sent to me $1.92milion after holding $20,000
for quantity matter from $1.94milion,and this contentis at the
purchasing order from Komex to me, as the prasecutor’ evidence.

Therefore to send $1.92milion to me, from Komex ,was by my inv oice to

Komex and Komex purchasing order to me. Therefore my invoice to

Komex and Komex purchasing order to me, arereal and the fact thatl

was the seller at 27 deal of the case also as the evidence of the

prosecutor. If this deal was between Komex and MEMC and | were the

middle person, Komex had to send $1.85million by MEMC' inv oic& whieh - "
no humanis possible to deny at my testament as above. MEMC invoices -

~at 2dedals, were delivered through Internet tomy email add. fromm MEMC

which no body can change or create. MEMC documents are the most
objective and main 39 party' evidence.

. witidh Slwwg
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But Decision told Komex wired $1.92million to me, to middle person to
forward to MEMC at the deal by my “told"”, so weird. And another main
issue for guitty, is ““Choi said Baada’s commission was $20,000".So weird
lies at main issues for guilty as impossible lies, in the any actual dedi,
therefore these lies rathershow the guilty,projected. Are these possible
to be evidences at any criminal case, not comedy2! '

If I were the middle person for commission then Komex had to say my

commission $90,000. What am | doing now? | am trying to prove,

. purchasing order, the prosecutor’ evidence, and all documenfts at deals,

which are absolute and naturalreal at the dedls, to the real to be out of

weird lies, for guilty at Decision. | think Jurists are dev il at Decision by such

weird lies to destroy me for their priv ate profits. Such proving makesme

dizzy and exhaustedin the weird lies, as human, ov er 10years, in Korea

and here. Also, Komex' purchasing orders and my inv oices are the

prosecutor evidence at two deals, and | don't need to proveall

statements as abov e gad Hhese Udgs. of the prose cutor evidenct sefygs, Prove

contents of u”’f\/. "OﬁfUC{Lunr'ecsonoble til the weird, from Hhe 155Uty f&i.s .
case 4 Prove U judqes ak' 3 Courds i~ Qaifernia, goneplices 5 nainal significant

MEMC invoice can not be denied , then,lhad aready $70,000, andmy 1ss4<€ .

profit $90,000, not the commission $20,000 by Komex' purchasing order

to me, and the inv oice of MEMC to me. Judges made Decision in the

name of The Appeal court, as fiction clear weird lies in front of

documentsincluding two exhibits as abov e which no human can not

deny, but Decision could®®%how that they are exact murderand . .

destroyer, for their priv ate secret benefitsas He evigence o{ Decision setf.

Really who can deny that prosecutor’s all contentions are Lack Merit,

None of prosecutor contentions have merit, and a narrative form.” as all
contentsof Decision and: their testaments for guilty, Lt all verpdl fietron Lies
T ]lﬁ‘f lost human' shame as bold brass at lies at the main subjects for

guilty which are Kim’s Other Contentions Lack Merit, None of her contentions have

merit, and “Kim testified in a narrative form. But | prov ed their main subjects for

guilty which are, “commission, $20,000" and “Komex sent $1.92miilion to

me. middle person, to forward to MEMC" were collapsed by my one
testament at Decision, as abov e, with 2documents, at once, a5 my reasenable
explanation,so far. There fore “and we affirm the judement.” is just '

. express without ground at all, for guilty projected. by jurists, Asz dscaments of fhe
. testament as abov e, each of my all testaments with exhibits, more over, .

" just even, one sentence or one word as "buyer or seller” aldocuments,
can collapse all totalinsisting at this case for guilty, as fake produced for

guilty at once that You please check by Your selv es, for me¢ & fir H¢ people
o{; $#e Worid

T



Kim's Request to “Represent Herself"

Attwo briefs from my attorney, T. Dunn to The Appeal Court, “represent my
self” is only one issue. He wrote Sissues raised, and a few more issues from
me accepted, on the paper appendixj.gHe told he was the dist. attorney
(lie,l have one witness) and could not be the judge by the corruptedijurists,
thenhe told that he agreed what | told at my case.

The main content, at this issue on Decision was “to represent my self" by my
request at his 2briefs, and | found Decision' contentsat this issue, are exact .,
same stories and | found a few citations to Decision from briefs appendix. A« 7"3
Also, at his brief, there are false from Choi, ploun’nff which he had to correct
at my sectlon%vhof he knew the facts b glse produced by Dunn self to
me, guilty at my section (at Mari( 7'( Twé'“ ne mention from Choi at his brief,
became - - . Is'issue at 15 deal zrf’rhe prosecutor section on Decision.
Of course, one issug@t;zepresegt my self” for new trail court was denied.

abeut 10, @s appe~fix G
Mr. Dunn and I agreed to be separate, after 15t brief. O'Leary judge did not
permit. Therefore 2 brief was sfrange to me again. Mr. Dunn fied just a few
seconds before12 p.m. at night of last due date, to not show me 2briefs
before fiing that You can find by the Appeal court'record. He promised to
let me correct as a person in the court and the deals. Because 2briefs were
not for me, really. If private attorneys, are not the member of jurist criminal
association, the jurists at the courts, could not be such careless and bold at

thelr iritdmes at the record of transcgpts or}dVDecmon self to upper cour’rﬁ
ra eve eHers &S ooy h
tﬁ ? caim azsbofliy ot ch'ao:eT eqnernft{’ -Full #&H- 2 bflf'FS

De?.lsuon scud the cour permlﬂed to represent my self, wa$ error and, i -Por me

continued to mention as, “a fair trial prevails over the right to self- basically ,

representation.” None of her contentions have merit, and we affirm the oo .

judgment”. 9th from bottompage 3. Both f’r ecour’r e&g;qnd represent ongy 2 evkesces

myself, became, no’rhlng at topce: 7 rial 0 6gfwe 5 Rt to prevoul me mm ;}’YM‘“

with less English and Ao & expenence om courWsncolly then, why are P8 Dec Hien

privatelawyers so many as fav or business whom peoples at cases look for ‘f "’”‘

and why is the court’ duty, to appoint the lawyer to the defendant who has of 'Si'm

not privatelawyer at criminal case? Whoev er, does not, any defendant also

- want alawyer, as the human at this v ery big felony case and how could | merithess

request tobe without lawyer? cud charackerziug Heiy dialoqu<
are frem the 12047(11 Bﬂe‘F‘

“Represent Myself * was not the court’ error, and the trial court never was

fair. Both are lies to cover the real, jurists’ plot at this issue. You can guess

how was the trial court, with the prosecutor who issued this case with
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4documents, innocent evidence, therefore all weird lies produced and

scary plots at entire subjects including,at law and at testaments as Decision,
with his helper, judge Goethals that | am proving. The corruptediurists are
associated as group and the prosecutor could pick the fav oritejudge,
through group.! think, this gossip is from the fact that | used to hear from

many inmates. Also priv ate attorney, Heneghan told me at last meeting,
“I'llloose at jury, because | didn't know the jury not by the case's matter

which shouldn't be rightin USA. ap end% wrote a letter to The Appeal

court about the reason, fact whyaas “represented myself" with the scenes at; ury
by transcripts. She did want the fact even that she could not deny, as all
proper exhibits at the deals, but T ar sure she put severe effort for deception

‘ e , Yax 1t She les hunen perit, t
for Decision o hor secre Aty Prokit She losT any hunoe horit §1icerity bor

| could not have any way except “to be myself” by jurists’ plot,as one of hedeaed
their plots at jury. The judge, Goethals did(nev er) not want me to go with

any other lawyer, but with Public Defender, Shui, only. This plot was not only
Goethals'one but all judges. Butt could not go with Shui,.at all. | was positive

that Shuiwasn't a lawyer for me, but for the prosecutor.Japanese judge

said he will be the judge and asked me.to not go to jury court.
vag Who (egu%s‘hwﬂl fiy‘f“’e laweger

IF- -BELIEVE YOU ARE NOT CURRENTLY RECEIVING COMPETENT LEGAL REPRESENTATive
ORANGE COUNTY PUBLIC DEFENDE’S OFFICE, I WILL GIVE YOU ANEW LAWYER, P,126
| appealed to 4judges (Goethals) P129-130 about public defender mostly as
below, The lists as below, are the matters what Shuiwas at me, at this case.
1) Shuikept toinsist me, guilty, all the way from the 1st meeting, and
never listened of me,or asked to see, even one from about 100documents
from Koreq, since,about 30document stolen to prosecutor’s territory.
2) Shuithreatened me, my daughter, guilty, oo and my Green card,then,
Hreotedd me to pa at fe Livt Hme, then o siap et guiltyas other jurists
including judges, and did nof tell that | will be out of jail, immediately. |
think he deceiv edthe prosecutor and me, for his certain position.
3) Shuiinsisted lie that I lost documentsin SanFransico to hide my docs. to :
the prosecutor by snitchinjail. 4) Shut meb we jut” Twipttnes, but je left (Hor abodt
Oh e medting of -each Wit qeting mad without (iterpreter, haté hour )
How can any defendant go with a lawyer who insisted me guilty allthe way.
| asked a new lawyer,to 4 judges(King judge, too) I sent twice of letters to
judge Prickett aboutwhy | could not be with Shui and askad a new lawyer, |
wrote that | knew that | will be guitty by, Shui, Appenﬁ. fterthis letter, he
denied a new lawyer and let me know with McFretidge about my jail time
for 12years, at P21. Immediaty,after session, Prickett said again my jai time
for more than 1éyears. | can't see this mention at transcript. The interpreter
tried to add each years of counts, to more than 16éyears on the paper with
ball pen to translate me. The sheriff twisted my arms to the back, to not to
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grab that paper when | tried to be out of that court. At this court, Shui told
lies alot against my complains, then he made sure to ask Prickett and
Goethals, all records sealed then the judges said “don't worry”

AnotherJapanesejudge said that! cloud not have the documents that |
brought from Korea again p102,since my about 30docs. stolen to
prosecutor, if Iwil - go jury without a lawyer, but must be Shut. Lastly |
appealed to Goethals,"ALTHOUGH 1 DESPERATELY BELEVE INEED A LAWYER," AT
357. Goethals suggested, to sign as guilty, Goethals told me for a credit for
time serv edoffer,—" at this taught case towin” P161.

thenp163, .
Goethals : Have you ever told your client that you think she’s guilty? Shui Said :I have not

Goethals : Have you looked at the evidence and told her that you fear the jry mi
i Mr. Shui: That’s exactly correct.

Goethals : Okay miss Kim,--he told you he think the evidence@s tough ? and they jury
might find you guilty”

Before, Goethals asked me what the prosecutor’ jail period to me was.Pl 41
| answered more than 92yeras. | refused to sign as guilty. '

Their asking me to sign as guilty was, for the prosecutor’ issuing this case
llegally ,his crime to be closed. Otherwise, why did the jurists manipulate me
to giveup a chance for innocent at jury 2 | wouldn't live any more time in
jail, as Goethals told. And | am the person who brought ’fhejury,;pen the
jurists can believ e me to be at jury court and had to let me be out of jail.as |
asked. Before this court, they hided about law of credit for servingin jail at
the same case in foreign county. Andthey threatenedme in jail, for more

than9,12and 16yearstosign at the guitty. ¥ But- Goethals [istened pf ny
pehition Hat T have alredd

. 0 Jer~servel w4 celtteace — Py

Goethals said, “1 BELEVEM BASED ON WHAT I'VE SEEN AND HEARD, Mr. Shui will do .

his verybest to represent you. He's got a theory . He's got d defense theory-
-it seems like a vialbe theory on its face. Shuihad good experience * P 161-
162 " YOUR HONOR, THIS IS UNCHARTED TERRITORY FOR ME.” and._shui_ - /told
about theory, P 202

T+ 1§ 400 Skt one
That theorys, (ki ik beiyat vef oleard Jome aieet T L0 P °
“--- we’re(Komex) not going to pay you(me). Komex think my work is worth pr Odf;&ﬁ ]
20,0001ess than what I think it is.— sty

" The theoly was for commission, for embezzler guilty.

Full sentence of his theory is v ery wicked P150 -151. 1 told to Goethal “‘! @eg,l.ifff

1
this is a trick that puts me into a corner. P153 '?;\:16&0;,\% i,ogyt;f ﬁ#a;raper |1es oo

They are criminal hardened v loge
I'was sure, the Judge, Geothalsis complice,, -, Good pumanheing ship,

A The feory (Fun) &t pleo—st 15 tha

r (CO
Csntents for -embezziemet AC
Al hevor J'Pm/ bq"ﬁ’a‘cl(” which
,.6-04‘“\“'9 Pmld) s({% WM ;S M sl ﬁCA Qg,n .12



at 1 st day of Jury,judge didn’t call me intentionally and lied me you were not
brought from the jail” | was anxiously waiting in the court jail room. P120-121.

Also when jurors' final meeting for decision to the room, Goethals was gone
immediately for quite a while, without any notice at the court, which the
lawyer,Dunn asked me such situation, then, | recalled as abov e situation of
Goethals, and the memory i? that Goethals unrest and suspicious to me to
be unrest.| was and am?é'kfmé{:sfed by such jurists’tremendeous crimes but
as their main job and limitless, over 10yearsin Korea and here

“as the court predicted she would “go down in flames.5™ from bottom at page 6”
meaned Goethals kndw that [ will lose tobe guilty at jury without the
lawyer. He heard of my pleading a new lawyer and complaint about Shui,
P136, Mr Shui :- - a couple hundred(he knew many copies at fad\/‘&ocument}).
Goethals : And you’ve read them all? Mr. Shui: a lot of Koreaa(lie, as You
see,all documents were by English, even between Komex and me because
2dedls for international deal, except a veryfew. Evenif these were by

Korean, Shuihad translated these documents to English fo;zae one humczé\o el
to the court. He never asked | vrather pever mertton out Hese Hocuin

P153 Goethalsaid “you got to make taught decision” Why did Goethals &Y -
“taugh decision”,to me to accept Shui. Normally isn't it appreciation matter
to defendant,to have alawyer from the court?

P145 You’re totally unqualified to represent yourself. P148, You know I think
it’s a terrible idea because you’re going to lose, right P155 - . You're
going to get yourself convicted because you don’t know how to represent your

self.
-4 as above,

P171 appendix Herather persisted me as above more than 21 ’rime?ﬁo’r for
me, but the prosecutor, with lawyer but must be Shui, P164 The defendant:
So I’'m thinking that I have no other choice but go with my attorney I will try to

put more efforts with my attorney for the next two days.
e complice
Also Goethals was not the judge at this case butTor the prosecutor who was

criminal at this case. p124, This attorney had deceived me quite many time- -If
should I stand in front of the jury by myself, he told me that I was not going to
be guaranteed of receiving my evidences.

The court: stop The defendant - -that were brought back here

The court: stop.You had what is known as a marden hearing last month-- After
deciding of To represent my self, Goethals started fo be a dictator
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again. p155-156

P143,1 want to trust you. P164 I'm very doubtful of you, although I want to trust
you and I learned this fact through, How could as the defendant say such
words to the judge at this case which my left totallife depened, and | don’t
know why he couldn’t respond any at that words as abov e, he might be
the judge to keep his crimes at the case, whateverthe situations are, even
‘that defendant caught his crime. '

I realized even though anotherlawyer whom will be appointed by Goethals,
must be dangerousto me as Shui. Also Thad amin > to ask to have another
judge, not Goethals. | was so afraid of that Goethals will take longer time,
intensionally to me to be exhausted for waiting, in jail, fora new lawyer or.
new judge, as Shui did to me. Shui told me that he will get 30docs. stolen,
from Korea again. And | asked him “where and what and where will you get,
eventhough younever asked to look. Shui tried me to be in jail for long time
to wait to be exhausted to give up inmate’ rights. | thought | will be innocent
by jury because | could not guess how the jurists are professional crimes at

entire issues, tremendeous criminal jurists, G deceive (uvorsand (aw 5o criminally -
avwd catel essly ,

“Kim said, “I want to fight against the corruptions and to expose the corruptions
and I don’t understand why anybody would raise an objection to that.” Decision
brought this mention for deceiption. This word, was at next court which is not
related “Represent myself”. Decision connected with the issue to
“Represented Myself * forcedly to cover Goethals' plot. |

\

A . h ) '
~the Sehtence .as ahive ak De Cisign and gy kown w Llamec” are fom Dann briefs.
P325, BUT | WENT THROUGH A VERY DIFFICULT TIME IN ORDER FOR ME TO COME

HERE IN FONT OF THE JURY. DURING THAT TIME THE PUBLIC DEFENDERAND MY
PRIVATE ATTORNEYS, THEY ALL DEDCENED ME ALONG WITH DITRICT ATTORNEY.
AND | REALLY WANT TO EXPLAIN [T TO YOU IN DETAIL BECAUSE THAT'S THE TRUE
FACT FOF THE LEGAL OR JUDICAIL OFFICERS HERE IN THE UINTED STATE.

THE COURT : ALL. STOP FOR A MINUTE, MISS KIM. | THINK WE NEED A BREAK, FOLKS. |
mentioned as abov e, and Goethals stopped @ rudely so many times
severattimes in front of jurors.

P102, I can fight against any body anybody when it come down to corruption.

The court: That’s fine. Do you want to talk to this attorney:. . A

T skl want B <ypose | pecision tped Cies whicl must. Aiscovered sun ¢ cdeary
Goethals must lejbe qLoene with lawyer, by my less English,‘(? 88uld not hear

and understand ff&H fhe interpreter. Andwhile the interpreter was telling

me, the judge had to continue to speak . There was trouble at man

interpreter for incorrections, after him to be quitted, still .| missed at main

issues of the court, and found incorrect translations at the main issues at

Transcripts. | can’ write this petition without dictionary, and takes me long
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long times for me corrections and corrections. It looks that the interpreters
intended incorrect translations, because all of incorrect translations were,to
my guilty only. Just 3 examples as below

P.391—This is the document is relation to the amount of $12,000
which is related to fraud made by accuser. This is a purchase
contract between the_accuser and MEMC? P.518 I? bought four
transaction as in evidence and they all prove that he? acted as a
seller? P523,They wanted to introduce themselves to the
manufacturer to know and they want them to know that they were
the actual purchaser.?

P507-508 Juror 9: The jury need to consider is a translated version of what
happened. The court: Right Juror 9: I guess it’s more of nuance I suppose. But

I guess what I’m saying is whether or not that I could --- )wrorq |Grean amerl aoe
Page 258, Juror2: IHAVE QUESTION. ARE WE ALLOWED TO CLARIFY ANYTHING?

The court; no. you’re sponges.

FLEA |
uror2: If my perception is correct, we have two or three douments she was just

talking about. Ms Kim :yes,yes The court:Hold on, miss kim. Jruor2: S do we have
them being put into evidence? Do we have a document letter for that so I can
correlate a document letter with what she’s discussing? The court: I'm not driving
the bus here, sir.Juror2: yes, sir The court: Miss kim is her own lawyer and she had
to deal with her exhibits in a professional way. 1am intervening to some degree,
but it’s up to her to do what she thinks is appropriate. So it’s hard for me to answer
that question. You’re watching and You’re evaluating. That’s what your job is
juror 2: okay

P 440: juror 10: Can we ask for a court interpreter to interpret the documents? The
court: No. Once the evidence is over, we don’t supplement them.----

P231Q:So you recongnize the document as a commercial invoice A:yes

Q: And where is it coming from? A: company Baada issued to us. Q: Now, who
are you transferring the money to? A: That document, we would transfer the money
to MEMC directly.(The jurists inte nded tonotinstruct the relationship between
deals and charge. These are the part of the reasons why Goethals sent me
without any lawyer but had to be Shui, their complicit at this cose.)page 6, 6th
Kim contends her statements, interpreted by a Korean speaking interpreter
were so unintelligible and confused, no reasonable lay juror could have
understood her defense. We reject the argument.
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Soonyaung [¢im

Date: _JUb 1{H 201§



