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BUPRENME COURT

Colorado Supreme Court v
2 East 14" Avenue, Denver, Colorado 80203 JM‘%‘%’Q m-

w Re: Case No. 20185A213 Michael Spear
e - w;i JudgeCF-COLORADC
o Colorado State District Court for Denver County R e G
- Lindsey-Flanigan Courthouse
§;i; 520 West Colfax Avenue, Denver, Colorado 80204
o Re: Case No. Case No. 17CRI16088
A
S@TE 01‘ COLORADO )  NINTH COMMERCIALAFFIDAVIT - NOTICE OF INTEREST
} ss. For a three-week Jewish International Law,

County of Boulder ) (21 day) statutory Grace Period
\ 18 USC 4 Issue: Fraud upon the Court

Second Demand and Moti(}n for Summary Judgment,
Default, Judgment as a Matter of Law, and Directed Verdict

Pursuant to Fraud on the Court and Response to Beth McCann’s Response

COMES NOW Laurence Rene’” Goodman, uncompromised freeman, proceeding herein after as
affiant, in common law, neither conferring nor consenting to any foreign jurisdiction, except to the
judicial power of Colorado, the state of the republic and to declare what he has determined to be
fraud upon the Court. »

Affiant here affirms that Robert Shapiro has knowingly and willfully refused his official duty to provide
material evidence directly related to this case to this accused defendant in Denver District Court case no.
17CRO10088. These Court records that have been impeded or refused include exculpatory evidence,
discovery materials, and audio recordings of previous Court hearings.

Affiant here affirms that C.R.Crim.P, Rule 16 (I){{a)}(1), (VIlI}, and {b) specifically declares that specific a
“Time Schedule” be fellowed to provide discovery. By Shapiro’s refusal to timely provide these court
related records to this accused defendant, effectively amounts to “Extrinsic Fraud”, which is also known
as “Fraud on the Court”. The court record of the August 24, 2018 hearing, evidences that Shapiro
admitted in open court to the fraud.

Affiant further aftirms that at the next hearing on August 27, 2018, in the same case Shapiro tumed over
more evidence however he has still refused 1o return defendant’s personal property claiming that some of
his experts determined there was no more exculpatory evidence.

Affiant here affirms that there is more exculpatory evidence contained in this defendants seized personal
property. Through the directives of prosecutor Shapiro, the executive officers executing on the search
warrant obtained on April 6, 2017, stole/took this defendant’s personal computer, documents, books and
electronic records. All of these items collectively contain files directly related to this case, all of which are
certain to contain more exculpatory evidence, including evidence which incriminates people claiming to
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