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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
WASHINGTON, DC

JUAN SERPA-CANDERLARIA,

Plaintiff/Petitioner

-vs-= Case Number:

FEDERAL BUREAU OF PRISONS,

Respondent/Defendant.

AFFIDAVIT OF JUAN SERPA-CANDERLARIA

I, Juan Serpa-Canderlaria, Affiant, Pro Se, hereby declare
that statements and records attached hereto in support of
the relief sought is the truth to best of my knowledge and
belief. 28 U.S.C.§1746.

1. Tam over the age of 18 and statements made herein I have
personal knowledge of what transpire[d] during prior conversation
with staff who had taken part in fabrication of records in
order to achieve their object[ed] in imposing greater severity
classification designation status.

2. Throughout the administrative exhaustion of remedies
process your affiant's challenge the defendant ("BOP") relying
on false/inaccuracies records for purpose[s] of determined

classification-security designation status. However, throughout
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the entired exhaustion process the defendant did not review

the facts of the case that occurred in Puerto Rico proceedings.

3. Instead of conducting it own analytics of the facts
that happen[ed] the defendant's substitute its own version
of the events that caused fabrication[s] of the records.

4. The records established that your affiant's was found
guilty of "simple possession of firearm without license".

While the defendant treat the same records as "possession of
a firearm during crime of violent".

5. After bring to the attention of the defendant's that
your affiant's offense conduct was "simple possession of
firearm without license". The defendant's admitted that, although,
the conviction was '"possession of firearm without license"
the defendant ("BOP") could interpret the records under their
policy anyway the BOP seem appropriate.

6. This meant that despite the fabrication of the records
your affiant have absoutely know rights in "fairness interpretation
of records" and defendant's was at liberal to alternative the
records.

7. Your affiant's hereby adopted and incorporated the
administrative exhaustion records in support of his claims that
defendant's violate[d] the Privacy Act. See attachment A-E
hereto.

Your affiant sayeth naught:
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