
ixty months’ imprisonment and David Haisten to seventy

eight months’ imprisonment.  (

App’x 374 (3d Cir. 2019) (unpublished)

to prove at trial that they “knowingly used” counterfeit 

counterfeit and that had they been aware of that, “they would have immediately 

stopped selling them.” 

(Gov’t Resp. 5
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–

10).  At this hearing, they would also “present testimony from an expert on Internet 

sales regarding counterfeit products.”  (

given the “exceptional 

circumstance” of “rampant” sexual assault in prison.  ( –

Haistens’ request for a new trial is untimely

move for a new trial “within 14 days after the verdict.”  Fed. R. Crim. P. 33(

“grounded on newly discovered evidence must be filed within 3 years after the 

verdict.”  

–

motion “if the party failed to act because of excusable neglect.”  Fed. R. Crim. P. 

, 139 S. Ct. 2191 (2019), constituted a “significant intervening change in the 

law.”  (Omnibus Mots. 4.)  

“knowingly violate[d]” that prohibition

2255(h)’s requirements.   
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Haistens’ 

“exceptional reasons”).

–
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Haisten’s Omnibus the government’s Response (ECF 
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