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MVEMORANDUM AND ORDER
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On July 17, 2006, the Court of Appeals remanded this
case “for the sole purpose of either issuing a certificate of
appeal ability or stating reasons why a certificate of
appeal ability should not issue.”

Actually, the order appealed from (the order of My 24,
2006) has been vacated (on notion of petitioner) and has been
replaced by an order dated July 6, 2006. As disclosed in that
order, and el aborated in the acconpanyi ng nmenorandum the
di sm ssal was based upon two reasons: (1) petitioner has |ong
since conpl eted service of the sentence he wi shed to chall enge;
and (2) the petition was legally frivolous (being based upon
petitioner’s apparent belief that state courts have no
jurisdiction to try defendants who rob federally-insured banks).
In short, | thought | had actually stated “reasons why a
certificate of appealability should not issue.”

| now confirmthat | duly certify that there is no
substantial constitutional issue presented in this case, and no
basis for issuing a certificate of appealability. An order

foll ows.
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AND NOW this 19'" day of July 2006, | hereby certify
that there is no basis for issuing a certificate of appealability,
with respect to either the order of May 24, 2006 or the order of
July 6, 2006.

BY THE COURT:

[s/ John P. Fullam
John P. Fullam Sr. J.




