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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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Case No.: 3:26-cv-02544-JO-MSB
A 241-421-593

PETITIONER’S SUPPLEMENTAL
BRIEFING IN SUPPORT OF HIS
PETITION FOR WRIT OF
HABEAS CORPUS

PETITIONER’S TRAVERSE TO RESPONDENT’S RETURN

through undersigned counsel,

respectfully submit this Traverse to Respondent’s Return and in support of his
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I. INTRODUCTION

Petitioner, by and through undersigned counsel, respectfully submits this
Traverse to Respondents’ Return and in further support of his Petition for Writ of
Habeas Corpus.

Respondents’ Return rests on two central premises: first, that this Court
lacks jurisdiction under 8 U.S.C. § 1252 to review Petitioner’s claims, and second,
that Petitioner’s detention is lawful because it is mandated under 8 U.S.C. §
1225(b)(2). Both premises are incorrect. Respondents’ jurisdictional arguments
improperly recast this case as a challenge to the commencement of removal
proceedings, while their statutory arguments rely on a categorical reading of §
1225 that ignores the constitutional limitations governing immigration detention.

Petitioner does not challenge the government’s authority to initiate removal
proceedings. Nor does he seek review of any discretionary decision to prosecute
those proceedings. Rather, Petitioner challenges the legality of his continued
detention following his release on parole, including his subsequent redetention
without any individualized justification, without adequate process, and without a

meaningful opportunity to contest his confinement. Respondents’ attempt to
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collapse these claims into a jurisdictionally barred challenge fails because it
mischaracterizes the Petition's nature. On April 8, 2026, the Immigration Judge
(IJ) found that the court lacked jurisdiction at the custody redetermination hearing,
and the petition for release was withdrawn.

Similarly, Respondents’ reliance on § 1225(b)(2) is incomplete. While
Respondents assert that Petitioner is subject to mandatory detention as an
“applicant for admission,” they do not address whether the Constitution permits
the government to revoke a previously granted liberty interest and re-detain an
individual without any individualized determination of danger or flight risk. They
further fail to meaningfully respond to Petitioner’s core allegations that his
detention is arbitrary, lacks factual justification, and is the product of procedurally
deficient agency action. Respondents' parole revocation and detention was illegal.
Mr. Rodriguez Macedo believed he complied with all the conditions of his parole
and was not engaging in criminal activity at the time of his arrest. This was the
epitome of an “arbitrary” and “capricious” act under the APA. 5 U.S.C.
§ 706(2)(A)

At bottom, this case is not about whether Respondents can invoke a
statutory detention provision. It is about whether the government may deprive a

person of liberty without due process of law. Respondents’ Return does not
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answer that question.
II. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Petitioner is a native and citizen of Brazil who fled his home country after
suffering persecution on account of his political opinion and religious beliefs. As
detailed in the Petition, Petitioner was targeted by Brazilian authorities after
refusing to participate in corrupt governmental activities and for speaking out
against such conduct. He was subjected to threats, harassment, and violence, and
reasonably feared further persecution if returned.

Petitioner entered the United States on or about August 7, 2023, where he
sought protection. Following his entry, immigration authorities initiated removal
proceedings against him, and he was subsequently granted humanitarian parole.
While on release, Petitioner complied with all requirements imposed upon him,
appeared in his immigration proceedings, and actively pursued relief, including
filing applications for asylum, withholding of removal, and protection under the
Convention Against Torture.

On or about October 30, 2025, Petitioner appeared for a scheduled
appointment with immigration authorities. At that time, Respondents took
Petitioner into custody, revoked his parole, and detained him. Respondents now

assert that this redetention was based on a previously undisclosed arrest warrant in
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Brazil. However, Respondents do not identify any individualized findings that
Petitioner poses a danger to the community or a risk of flight, nor do they explain
why this information justifies continued detention without a hearing. Here, the
preliminary arrest warrant and proceedings were initiated after the Petitioner
entered the U.S. Thus, the alleged legality of the alleged previously undisclosed
arrest warrant in Brazil is questionable and in violation of the Respondents’ parole
decision.

Since his redetention, Petitioner has remained in immigration custody at the
Otay Mesa Detention Center. He sought a custody redetermination hearing on
April 8, 2026, before the Immigration Court, but the Immigration Judge
determined that the Court lacked jurisdiction to review his custody status. As a
result, Petitioner remains detained without any meaningful opportunity to
challenge the basis for his detention.

Respondents now contend that Petitioner’s detention is mandated under 8
U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2), and that this Court lacks jurisdiction to review his claims.
However, Petitioner’s detention arises not merely from his statutory classification,
but from his redetention without individualized justification and the denial of
procedural protections required by the Constitution.

New evidence now shows that the alleged Interpol order and the charges in
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Brazil were dropped. See the Exhibits attached. Thus, there is no material change
of circumstances to warrant the Petitioner's redemption.
III. ARGUMENT
A.  The Alleged Criminal Warrant Does Not Provide a Lawful Basis for
Continued Detention

Respondents’ reliance on an alleged arrest warrant in Brazil does not establish
a lawful basis for Petitioner’s continued detention. At most, Respondents have
identified an untested allegation, not a lawful basis for detention, and have failed
to provide the individualized basis required to deprive Petitioner of his liberty.

Even accepting the Respondents’ assertion that Petitioner was aware of the
alleged warrant, that fact does not establish that he presently poses a danger to the
community or a risk of flight. Awareness of an allegation is not a substitute for an
individualized determination that detention is necessary to serve the purposes of
civil immigration detention.

Respondents do not identify any determination that Petitioner presently
poses a danger to the community or a risk of flight. They do not explain when the
warrant was issued, whether it was independently verified, or how it reflects
Petitioner’s current circumstances. Nor do they articulate any reasoning

connecting the existence of the warrant to the permissible purposes of civil
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immigration detention.

The existence of an unexamined allegation, standing alone, does not satisfy
the requirement that detention be supported by a fact-specific determination that
Petitioner poses a danger to the community or a risk of flight. Respondents cannot
substitute a conclusory reference to a warrant for the reasoned analysis that due
process requires.

Equally significant, Respondents offer no process through which Petitioner
may challenge the allegation they now rely upon to justify his detention. Petitioner
has not been afforded any forum in which to dispute or rebut the existence,
validity, or relevance of the alleged warrant. The government cannot rely on
untested assertions to justify ongoing detention while simultaneously denying the
individual any opportunity to contest them.

In short, Respondents have not shown that Petitioner’s detention serves a
legitimate, individualized purpose. Instead, they have offered a post hoc
justification untethered from any actual determination of risk. That is insufficient
under the Constitution and does not provide a lawful basis for continued
detention.

Recently, new evidence shows that the alleged Interpol order and charges in

Brazil were dropped. See the Exhibits attached. Thus, there is no material change
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of circumstances to warrant the Petitioner's redemption.
B. Respondents’ Alternative Request for a Bond Hearing Undermines
Their Position

Respondents’ alternative request for a bond hearing underscores the central
defect in their position: they have not established a lawful basis for Petitioner’s
detention. That is, Respondents now seek the very determination, whether
Petitioner presents a danger or a flight risk, that they have failed to make.

Respondents maintain that Petitioner is subject to mandatory detention under 8
U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2), a framework that, by their own argument, does not
contemplate individualized custody determinations. Yet they simultaneously
request that this Court order a bond hearing to assess whether Petitioner poses a
danger to the community or a flight risk. Those positions cannot be reconciled. If
detention were truly mandatory, no such inquiry would be necessary.
Respondents’ request, therefore, concedes that Petitioner’s continued detention
turns on precisely the type of individualized determination they have failed to
make.

More importantly, Respondents do not contend that any such determination has
already occurred. They do not assert that Petitioner has been found to be a danger

to the community or a flight risk. Instead, they seek an opportunity to make that
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determination only after months of detention. That approach reverses the
constitutional framework governing deprivation of liberty.

Respondents cannot justify detention by detaining first and attempting to
establish a basis later. This case is not about whether Respondents might be able
to justify Petitioner’s detention in the future. It is about whether they have done
so. They have not. Their request for a bond hearing, therefore, confirms that
Petitioner’s current detention lacks a lawful, individualized basis.

IV. CONCLUSION AND PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Respondents’ Return fails to establish a lawful basis for Petitioner’s
continued detention. Their jurisdictional arguments mischaracterize the Petition
and are inconsistent with governing law. Their reliance on 8 U.S.C. § 1225(b)(2)
ignores the constitutional limitations on detention and fails to address Petitioner’s
central claim: that he was redetained without individualized justification and
without due process.

Petitioner challenges the legality of his detention, not the commencement of
removal proceedings. He need not remain in custody where Respondents have
failed to provide any lawful, individualized basis for that detention.

Accordingly, the Court should grant the relief requested, and order
Petitioner’s release or, at a minimum, provide him with a prompt and meaningful
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opportunity to challenge his detention before a neutral adjudicator.

Respectfully submitted,
Dated: May 14, 2026
/Is/l Mario Portugal

Mario Portugal
Pro Bono Counsel for Petitioner,

Kevin Rodrigues Macedo
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_) PEREIRA E VALERIO

— ADVOGADQOS ASSOCIADOS —

TO THE COURT OF THE 1st CIVIL, CRIMINAL, AND CRIMINAL
SENTENCING DIVISION OF THE DISTRICT OF INHAPIM/RO

CASE 5002084-55.2024.8.13.0309

KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO, brazilian, single,
construction services assistant, holder of CPF No. 113.200.556-64, born on 03/21/2000,
currently incarcerated in a penitentiary in the United States of America, and maintaining
residence in Brazil at Rua Dionisio Homem Faria, No. 80, CENTER District, lapu, State
of Minas Gerais, ZIP Code 35.190-000, hereby, through his undersigned counsel, in light
of subsequent developments, respectfully submitsa MOTION FOR EXTINCTION OF
CRIMINAL LIABILITY. WITH AN ALTERNATIVE REQUEST,

REVOCATION OF PRE-TRIAL DETENTION based on the factual circumstances and legal

grounds set forth herein below.

1- STATEMENT OF FACTS

On January 24, 2024, the State Public Prosecutor’s Office filed criminal charges
against Kevin Cledenilson Rodrigues Macedo, alleging that on October 25, 2022
(Tuesday), at an unspecified time, at Rua Antonio Pereira de Souza, No. 410, Bela Vista
District, lapu/MG, within this jurisdiction, the defendants, acting jointly with Mr.

Ronaldo Lopes Rodrigues and in a unity of intent and common purpose,

Pagina 1 de 16
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allegedly coerced the victim, Alex Oliveira da Silva, through serious threat and violence,
with the intent to obtain an unlawful financial advantage, consisting of a demand for

money.

The indictment was accepted on January 29, 2024, and the summons of the
defendants was ordered. However, on March 13, 2024, a court officer’s certificate was
filed indicating that Mr. Kevin Cledenilson was residing in the United States of America.

Subsequently, through motion No, 10226523922, dated March 20, 2024, the
Public Prosecutor’s Office reiterated the request for preventive detention of Mr. Kevin
Cledenilson. This request was postponed, and the summons of the defendants was
therefore published by public notice (edict) on July 17, 2024, as RECORDed in document
ID 10267191380.

It is further noted that on May 13, 2024, the case was severed, and with respect to

co-defendant Ronaldo Lopes Rodrigues, CPF No. 121.243.916-31, the charges
proceeded under case No. 0001849-13.2023.8.13.0309, in which he was acquitted

pursuant to Article 386, item VII, of the Brazilian Code of Criminal Procedure.
11— DISPOSITIVE:

In light of all the foregoing, I hereby find the claims set forth in the
indictment to be unfounded and, consequently, ACQUIT the
defendant, RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES, duly identified
above, of the charges contained in the accusatory complaint,
pursuant to Article 386, item VII, of the Brazilian Code of Criminal
Procedure.

In this context, it is observed that the conduct of each defendant is individualized;
however, Mr. Ronaldo Lopes Rodrigues was acquitted due to multiple contradictions
in the victim’s testimony, which leads to the conclusion that, from the initial police
report (first procedural act), the narrative was allegedly false, with the purpose of
criminally implicating the defendants.

2. CONTRADICTIONS ARISING IN CASE No. 0001849-13.2023.8.13.0309

As set forth in the procedural history above, on May 13, 2024, the Court ordered
the severance (bifurcation) of the case (1D _10226523914), resulting in the creation of Case
No. 0001849-13.2023.8.13.0309 against Mr. Ronaldo Lopes Rodrigues.

Pagina 2 de 16
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Upon review of the case RECORDs, it is verified that the defendant Ronaldo

Lopes Rodrigues was acquitted, as the alleged victim, Alex Oliveira da Silva, is found to
have provided false statements to the responding police officers at the time of the incident.
“The witness Anderson Vieira de Rezende, a MILITARYy Police

officer, testified in court that he collected statements from both sides of

the dispute. The alleged victim stated that he was approached by the

defendants Ronaldo and Kevin, and that Kevin allegedly assaulted him

with a punch. On the other hand, Ronaldo stated that Alex had taken

money from his wallet and that he merely requested the return of the

said money.

The defendant, Ronaldo Lopes Rodrigues, during his court
interrogation, denied the facts described in the indictment, alleging
that he sought out the alleged victim to demand the return of
money that had been taken from him, at which time he threatened to
call the police, and Alex subsequently returned the allegedly taken
money. He further stated that there was a disagreement between Kevin

and Alex, but that he was not present at the time of those events.”.

In light of these testimonies and the actual circumstances of the case, there is no
basis to support the existence of the crime of extortion as alleged by the Public
Prosecutor’s Office.

When heard in court, the victim Alex Oliveira da Silva stated that he
was approached by the defendants Ronaldo Lopes Rodrigues and
Kevin Cledenilson Rodrigues Macedo, at which time Kevin seized a
metal bar and began assaulting him, without being able to explain the
reason for such aggression. He further stated that Ronaldo did not
commit any act of violence or threat against his person, and that there
was no dispute or conflict between him and the said defendant. Finally,
when questioned about the inconsistency between his court testimony
and his statements during the police phase (in which he had stated that

Ronaldo pushed him), he alleged at that time he provided
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inCOLORrect information, maintaining that only Kevin carried

out the acts against him.

It is respectfully observed, Your Honor, that at no point does the victim state that
Kevin extorted him; rather, he merely reiterates the allegation that Kevin assaulted him,
a claim that does not COLORTrespond to the truth, as the accused had no reason to assault
the victim, nor to extort any amount of money. Therefore, conduct beyond the actual acts
performed was merely attributed to the accused.

Furthermore, the manifest contradiction in the alleged victim’s testimony
undermines the credibility necessary to support any conviction against the accused. When
the declarant himself admits to having lied or been “mistaken” during the police phase,
his statements must be viewed with caution and cannot serve as the sole basis for a

conviction, under penalty of violating the principle of legal certainty.

In the same context, it is worth noting that the crime of extortion (Article 158 of the
Brazilian Penal Code) requires the presence of a dual element: “violence or serious
threat + intent to obtain an unlawful economic advantage.” However, as already
established in the case RECORD:s of Case No. 0001849-13.2023.8.13.0309, the victim
himself stated in court that he was unable to explain the reason for the alleged assaults
and did not mention any financial demand made by Kevin. Therefore, the statutory

elements of the offense are not present.
Therefore, the indictment filed by the Public Prosecutor’s Office lacks factual

and evidentiary support with respect to the essential element of the offense, namely the
“obtaining of an unlawful economic advantage.” At no point during the evidentiary
phase of the proceedings was it demonstrated that the defendant Kevin coerced the
victim with the specific intent of obtaining profit or any financial gain. In the absence of
specific intent (dolus specialis) and proof of an unlawful advantage, the conduct is
atypical for the crime of extortion.

3. EXTINCTION OF CRIMINAL LIABILITY DUE TO PLEA BARGAIN
(RES JUDICATA)

In the present case file, on January 24, 2024, the State Public Prosecutor’s Office
filed criminal charges against Kevin Cledenilson Rodrigues Macedo, alleging that on

October 25, 2022 (Tuesday), at an unspecified time, at Rua Antonio Pereira de Souza,
Pagina 4 de 16
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Bela Vista District, lapu/MG, the defendants allegedly coerced the victim, Alex Oliveira
da Silva, through serious threat and violence, with the intent to obtain an unlawful
financial advantage, consisting of a demand for money.

Upon review of the case RECORDs, it is verified that the criminal complaint
originates specifically from Police Report No. 2022-0469466620-001, which was
personally filed at the police station on October 25, 2022, with the report being registered
at 17:11, indicating the time of the incident as 17:09 and the end of the occurrence at

21:31 (Document ID 10226523942 — Page 11).
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Upon a simple search in the PJe system, it is verified that on October 28, 2022,
Case No. 5003822-49.2022.8.13.0309 was filed, at which time the Public Prosecutor’s
Office submitted an indictment exclusively against Mr. Ronaldo Lopes Rodrigues.
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RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES, brasileiro, natural de

M ¥ oreelk coumacho m kT lapwMG, unido estivel, nascido aos 23/04/1994, inscrito no
R Wi gk (100 leen Chumtancass 3 CPF sob o n* 121.243.916-31, portador do RG n* 17866405,
Cuameai 3 filho de Maria Aparecida Lopes Rodrigues e Pedro Rodrigues

Neto, residente e domiciliado na Rua E, n* 161, Balrro Bela
Vista, lapwMG, pelas razdes fiticas e juridicas abaixo
o e delineadas:

DA ¥ ANTADA DR FETIGAO D DEONCA Consoante se infere do incluso caderno investigatdrio, no dia 25 de outubro de

1 9600063 Crvinca G CESLMEA () 2022, por volta das 17h00min, na Rua Antdnio Pereira de Souza, 0410, no Bairro
L [ 5670080300 . Desseuis (WA JOMAL2 49 710 Bela Vista, lapuMG, o d iado, livre e conscient te, ofendeu a Integridade
8 28 G R T i) [ corporal da vitima Alex Oliveira da Silva, causanda as lesdes descritas no histérico

wit da ocorréncia de 1D 9642727419,

With respect to Mr. Kevin, the Public Prosecutor’s Office, through Prosecutor
Dra. Thaiza Goulart Soares Machado, on November 30, 2022, offered a plea agreement

proposal (penal transaction).

SETOAEYSEE - Denincia (MPMG 5003822 43,2012 D &t 129 TP Ronaddo TP Kewn) €
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s et IV- Quanto ao autor do fato Kevin Cledenilson Rodrigues
O S e k Macedo, considerando a certidio de antecedentes criminals anexa,
! oferece o Ministério Piblico, desde ji, a proposta de transagio

N penal, nos mokdes do art. 76 da Lei n.® 9.099/85, consistente em
prestacio pecunlirla no valor do R$ 500,00 (quinbentos

roals), que poderd ser parcelada em atié 2 (duas) verses, paga

1 oo S P mediante depisito bancario, em favor das entidades cadastradas

neste Juizo, ou prestagio de senvigos por 04 (qualio) horms
P semanals, durante 02 (dois) meses, em entidade cadastrada,

O W Srcraa  Cree s DO B 0 L ERTR
AR | G F B s (O PR Inhapim/MG. 30 de novembro de 2022,

B v | e )
e

‘Thalza Goulart Scares Machado
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Upon review of the origin of the judicial case, it is verified that the facts also stem

from Police Report No. 2022-0469466620-001, filed on October 25, 2022, as follows.
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Duly served, Mr. Kevin appeared at the evidentiary hearing and, before the
Judiciary, entered into the following penal transaction (plea agreement), under the
terms set forth below (hearing transcript attached), as shown in the following screenshot

of the case file.
Inhapim/MG, 01 de junho de 2023.

No local e data acima, &s 14h04m, sob a supervisdo da MM(a). Juiza de Direlto
nesta Vara, Dra. Larissa Teixeira da Costa, fol declarada aberta a AUDIENCIA
designada nos autos da agio supra caracterizada, também sob a supervisdo do(a)
Promotor(a) de Justica Jonas Junio Linhares Costa Monteiro. A audléncia fol gravada
nos termos do § 1° do artigo 405 do Cddigo de Processo Penal, alterado pela Lei
n.11.719/2008 e com respaldo na Resolugio n.105/2010 do CNJ e Portaria Conjunta n°
4B80/PR/2016 do TJMG, pelo sistema audiovisual. Dispensadas as assinaluras das partes
cuja participagdo se deu por meio de videoconferéncia. Apregoadas as paries e os
respectivos advogados, verificou-se a presenga do autor KEVIN CLEDENILSON
RODRIGUES MACEDO, acompanhado por seu procurador, nomeado para o alo.
Presente o procurador do requerido NELSON ALAIDES PARREIRA NETO, que requereu
prazo para juntar acs aulos procuragio. Abertos os trabalhos, foi ofertada ao autor
KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO, de acorde com a manifestagéo
ministerial, proposta da transagao penal consistente na aplicagao imediata de prestagdo
pecuniaria no valor de RS500,00, divididos em duas parcelas iguais de R$250,00,
devendo ser depositado na Conta Judicial n® 300.309-4, Agéncia 1615-2, Banco do
Brasil ou através da CHAVE PIX inpisecretaria@tjmg.jus.br, vencendo-se a primeira
parcela no dia 01/07/2023, e as demais no mesmo dia dos meses subsequentes, Néo
serd aceilo depdsilo via_envelope, ou qualguer meio sujeito a comprovagao posterior.
Apés o pagamento de cada parcela devera o autor trazer a Secretaria do Juizo
comprovanie original de depdsito, bem como a cépia. Consultados ofa) autor(a), bem
como seu(a) advogado(a) aceitaram a proposta. A seguir pelo MM. Juiz foi proferida a
seguinte DECISAO: “Cumpra-se o acordo acima. Apos, vista ao Ministério Pablico e, em
seguida, voltem os autos conclusos. Em relagdo ao autor do fato RONALDO LOPES
RODRIGUES, fica desde ja intimado através de seu procurador para, querendo,
responder(em) a acusagio, no prazo de 10 (dez) dias, nos termos do art. 396-A do CPP,
bem como para juntagaos autos procuragdo. Intimados os presentes”. E, para constar,
lavrei e assinei 0‘%8!‘&1[& termo. Eu, Jarde! Frias de Assis o digitei e assino.

2
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After the agreement was entered into, proof of payment of the installments was
submitted in the case RECORDs, and consequently the Court declared the extinction of

criminal liability due to full compliance with the terms of the agreement.

9992306701 - Sentenca
A pov LARISSA TEIKEIRA i COSTA - MAGHS TRADOIA e ERTEIEIER 13 1304
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@4 ¥ DTWTA A PUNSLGADE DF KEVIN CLEDENLSON Apds asalisar os documentos comprobatirios acostados 10 feito, 0 Ministéno Piblico requeres 1 extingdo da puaibilidade do sutor do fato, pelo
ROCRIGUES MACEDO - CFF, 11 200 5% &4 (FELRE) cumprimento das condicdes impostas oo beneficio supramencionsdo.
SORCIErIENG (kR B 200L 1sso posto, DECLARD EXTINTA A PUNIBILIDADE do{s) autor(s) do fato KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO, em fice
B s90ET - Sertena 0 do integral cumprimeato da transagho pensl
un
Iseato de custas.
O ¥ SFEDCAD I COMMCACAD VA SSTEMA Disp itk et patter
B %0075t - remack: fServera ) Exchuir o sater 4o fate KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO dg polo passivy,
i Cumprids a determinagho, o processo seguiri em desfaver do denunciada RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES, conforme deakncia de ID
8" 9496936850, Neste caso, dé-se vista no Minkstério Pablieo para requerer o que enteader de direlio, no praza de 15 disy,
@4 ¥ nmoA e PETCAD DE CIENCA Pablique-se. Registre-se, Cumpra-se.

[ #0006B60950 - Chbmcss (MOMG Clerte 0 7Y

In this context, it is observed that the Public Prosecutor’s Office filed an
indictment on January 24, 2024, based on facts allegedly occurring on October 25, 2022.
However, the same facts, arising from Police Report No. 2022-0469466620-001, had
already been subject to judicial review in Case No. 5003822-49.2022.8.13.0309, in which

the proceedings were terminated on September 25, 2023.

In the prior case, Mr. Kevin Cledenilson Rodrigues Macedo entered into a penal
transaction (plea agreement) during a hearing held on June 1, 2023, agreeing to the

payment of a monetary penalty.

The agreement was fully complied with, and on September 25, 2023, the Court

issued a decision declaring the extinction of the defendant’s criminal liability.

In light of this scenario, it is evident that a judicial error has occurred, as the new
indictment (Case No. 5002084-55.2024.8.13.0309) resulted in the defendant’s name
being entered into the National Arrest Warrant Database without proper disclosure of the

underlying decision (no decision is available in the case RECORDs). In other words,
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the State disregards the fact that it has already exercised its right to prosecute or reach a
consensual resolution regarding the same factual event, and is now seeking to prosecute

the defendant again for conduct that has already been legally resolved.

Furthermore, the repetition of criminal charges based on the same facts constitutes
a clear violation of the principle of nen bis in idem, which prohibits an individual from

being prosecuted, tried, or punished twice for the same offense..

Therefore, it is established in the severed case (No. 0001849-13.2023.8.13.0309)
that the victim himself admitted in court to having previously provided inCOLORrect
information and did not confirm any intent of unlawful economic advantage or

extortion on the part of Mr. Kevin.

In Case No. 5003822-49.2022.8.13.0309, the imposed sanction was duly fulfilled,

and its extinction was declared on September 25, 2023.

AcCOLORdingly, the attempt to prosecute the defendant again under a more
serious classification (Article 158 of the Brazilian Penal Code) lacks evidentiary support
and disregards the legal effectiveness of the penal transaction and res judicata, violates
the principle of non bis in idem, and unlawfully restricts the defendant’s right to liberty

through the imposition of preventive detention.

In light of this scenario, there is no alternative but to request the recognition
of res judicata, with the immediate dismissal of the case, the withdrawal of the arrest

warrant, and the closing and archiving of the case RECORDs.

If the Court does not grant the extinction of criminal liability, the defense
respectfully requests the revocation of preventive detention, for the factual and legal

reasons set forth below.

4, REVOCATION OF PRE-TRIAL DETENTION

Upon review of the case RECORDs, it is verified that the State Public Prosecutor’s
Office filed an indictment on 01/24/2024 ( 1d 10226523941 ) — without a request for

arrest, with the following procedural acts;
01/29/2024 — decision accepting the indictment ( id 10226523937).

03/13/2024- Filing of a negative service return for Kevin ( 10226523932)
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03/18/2024 — Prosecutor’s opinion requesting preventive detention
(10226523928)
03/19/2024 — Decision postponing the request for preventive detention
(10226523926)

03/20/2024 — Public Prosecutor reiterates the request for preventive
detention (10226523922)

03/26/2024 — Service of summons by publication (edict), with no ruling
yet on preventive detention (10226523918)

05/09/2024 — Public Prosecutor reiterates the request for preventive
detention (10226523915)

05/13/2024 — Court orders severance of the case (10226523914)
07/17/2024 — Published summons by edict for Kevin (10267191380)
09/23/2024 — Certificate of expiration of procedural deadline
(10312791706)

10/29/2024 — Withdrawal of arrest warrant (10335182280)

04/25/2025 — Public Prosecutor reiterates the request for preventive
detention 10437521509

05/05/2025 — The Court orders full compliance with the decision under
ID No. 10313435221, ( 10442669707) Upon review of the case RECORDs,
the decision referenced by the Court in the order under ID No. ___ could

not be located in the file. 10442669707.
06/04/2025 — Orders the suspension of the proceedings. ( 10465004403)

11/03/2025 — Document reporting the arrest on October 30, 2025. (
10573523835)

11/04/2025 — After notification of the arrest, the Public Prosecutor’s

Office requests a 90-day suspension of the proceedings. (10574407453 ).

Upon review of the case RECORDs, it appears that this is an unlawful arrest, as
there is no duly reasoned judicial decision in the case file ordering the detention of Mr.
Kevin Cledenilson (unless such decision is under seal and not accessible to undersigned

counsel).
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Furthermore, upon consultation of the National Arrest Warrant Database, it is
verified that an arrest warrant was issued on October 29, 2024, with electronic signature
by the Judge on October 30, 2024; however, based on a simple screenshot of the case file,
the COLORresponding judicial decision cannot be located in the RECORDs,

See;

-

Ministério Pablico - MPMG X KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO

10631883096 - Mani!

Juntado por MINISTERIO PUBL

P JE ~ APOrd 5002084-55.2024.8.13.0309 &

h i Q

Q

25 abr 2025
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o%.50

29 oul 2024

B 10335162895 - Certidfio [
- @ 10335182260 - Outros Documentos
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17.08
23 8ol 2024 |
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B 10312791706 - Cerliddo Decurso de Prazo [0
1242

10 jul 2024

.1 B 10268068309 - Citagdo [

16:33

Your Honor, upon careful review, it is observed that on October 29, 2024, a
withdrawal of the arrest warrant was entered (10335182280), referencing the date of
October 24, 2024. However, the Public Prosecutor’s Office itself does not appear to have

knowledge of any judicial decision, given that on April 25, 2025, the Prosecutor
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again reiterated the request for preventive detention (10437521509), and on May 5, 2025,
the Court ordered full compliance with the decision of ID n® 10313435221,
(10442669707).

As set forth in the procedural history, the interlocutory decision that effectively
ordered the pre-trial detention of Mr. Kevin cannot be located in the case RECORDs. The
order under ID 10442669707 refers to ID 10313435221, which is not available for review

by the defense and was not properly published in the procedural docket of case acts.

In this context, it is important to emphasize that preventive detention requires a
written and duly reasoned judicial decision (Article 315 of the Brazilian Code of Criminal

Procedure).

Art. The decision that orders, replaces, or denies preventive

detention shall always be reasoned and duly justified.

§ 1. In the reasoning for ordering preventive detention or any other
precautionary measure, the judge must specifically indicate the
existence of new or contemporaneous facts that justify the

application of the measure imposed.

The existence of an arrest warrant in the National Arrest Warrant Database
(BNMP) without the COLORresponding reasoned judicial decision available in the case
RECORDs constitutes a restriction of the right to defense and a clear illegality. If the
judge did not set forth the specific (contemporaneous) grounds for the detention, such

detention cannot stand.
5. LACK OF CREDIBILITY OF THE VICTIM

Your Honor, it is reflected in Police Report No. 2022-0469466620-001 that the
report was personally filed at the police station on October 25, 2022, with the
communication beginning at 17:11, indicating the time of the incident as 17:09 and the

end of the occurrence at 21:31. (Doc. de id 10226523942 — Page 11).
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It is observed that the above-mentioned police report specifies and describes the time

and location of the alleged incident.

Upon continuing the search under the name of the alleged victim, Alex Oliveira da Silva
(CPF No. 142.602.366-95), Case No. 0001401-40.2023.8.13.0309 was located, in which the
indictment, signed by Prosecutor Dr. Frederico Tavares de Lanna Machado, set forth the following

narrative:

“It appears from the RECORDs of the attached police
investigation that, on October 25, 2022, at approximately 7:30
p.m., at Rua Frei Marcelino de Mildo, No. 5, Caixa d’Agua,
lapu/MG, the defendant Alex Oliveira da Silva, acting
knowingly and willingly for the purpose of unlawful conduct,
unlawfully took for himself movable property belonging to the

victim Bruna Viana da Silva, consisting of a handbag.”

See the screenshot of the indictment.
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The information set forth in the indictment by the Public Prosecutor’s Office was
extracted from Police Report No. 2022-046972083-001, containing the following
description: “date of incident: October 25, 2022; incident start time: 19:34; initial

response time at the scene: 19:36; final response time: 22:16.”

See the screenshot of the police report attached to the case RECORD:s.

o

£CA0 FTA SOUGTADD O ATENSIWALNTO BA SCORAINCA

PESSOALMENTE EM UMA DNIDALE/POSTO

N

" ORIGEM DA COMUNICAGAQ

TaTh Of CORNCA o HORA DA Comcaclo
2501073022 16: 34

; : - DADOS DA OCORRENCIA / ATIVIDADE
WOVAVEL [EBCACAD A DCORSENCA SENCPA

Mllsh - FURTO

ALVO DO BVENTD

AENG [/ VALORES DE TRANSEUNTE

TANTADD | CONGMADD

TENTADO

VYT OCOARE0 CURANTE G DIIACIOS DA ARWIDADE TF TRANGPORTE POR APLICATVSY
NAO
DATAMORA OO FATD

DATAIGRA FRAL DO PREENGHMENTO
25710)2022 19:34 25/10/2022 22116 2n/1nj2022 0 22310
pEsCRICAD Do LEAR TOV. DF LOCA, WEDWTO
YA DE ACERSO PUBLICA VIA DE ACESSO PUBLICA

AV RUA ETC)
LA FRE] MARCELING DE MILAO

25/10/2022 19t )¢
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_) PEREIRA E VALERIO

— ADVOGADOS ASSOCIADOS ——

Ao Upon review of the police reports, it is possible to verify that Police Report
No. 2022-0469466620-001 describes October 25, 2022, at 17:09 as the time of the
incident, with the occurrence registered at Rua Antonio Pereira de Souza, No. 410.

On the other hand, Police Report No. 2022-046972083-001 describes October
25, 2022, at 19:34 as the time of the incident, with the occurrence registered at Rua Frei
Marcelino, No. 03.

Therefore, Your Honor, there are insurmountable doubts regarding the reliability
of the victim’s statements, given that the scenario presented borders on factual
impossibility.

There is a clear contradiction between the RECORDs: while the first police
report indicates that the victim was personally at the police station at 17:11 reporting an
incident that allegedly occurred at 17:09, the second report, which forms the basis of the
indictment, places the same victim at a different location at 19:34, within a completely
different factual context.

From the perspective of the adversarial system and the search for material truth,
a fundamental legal question arises: how would it be materially possible to register two
occurrences in close temporal proximity, in different locations, where the chronology of
the events described in one undermines the credibility of the other?

The divergence in times and locations does not constitute a mere clerical error,
but rather a defect that undermines the credibility of the evidentiary RECORD. It cannot
be accepted that the Court relies on a narrative that contradicts the chronological reality
contained in the official documents included in the case file.

In light of such inconsistencies, the victim’s testimony loses the evidentiary
strength necessary to support a conviction, as the apparent presence in conflicting times
and locations undermines the plausibility of the allegations, thereby requiring the
application of the principle of in dubio pro reo.

6. FROM ORDERS

In light of all the foregoing, the defense respectfully requests that Your Honor:
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_) PEREIRA E VALERIO

— ADVOGADOS ASS50CIADOS ——

. The EXTINCTION OF CRIMINAL LIABILITY of Mr. Kevin Cledenilson
Rodrigues Macedo with respect to the facts alleged in this indictment, based on
Res Judicata and the full compliance with the prior Penal Transaction Agreement
(Case No. 5003822-49,2022.8.13.0309);

2. Should the Court determine that this matter does not warrant the extinction of
criminal liability, the defense respectfully requests the IMMEDIATE
REVOCATION OF PRE-TRIAL DETENTION, in light of the absence of a
reasoned judicial decision accessible to the defense and the clear illegality of the

detention;

[FS]

Recognition of the Judicial Error and the violation of the principle of non bis in
idem, with the consequent definitive dismissal and closure of the present
proceedings;.

4, That the decision ordering the Applicant’s preventive detention (ID No.
10313435221) be made available, as it could not be located in the case RECORDs,

and that the lack of credibility of the alleged victim be recognized, in

acCOLORdance with the arguments and evidence attached hereto.

Respectfully submitted.

Porto Velho/RO, April 22, 2026

Jovander Pereira Rosa
OAB/RO 7.860
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of 60

Judiciary of the State of Minas Gerais
PJe - Electronic Judicial Process

Number: 5003822-49.2022.8.13.0309

Class: [CRIMINAL] Criminal Action — Summary Procedure
Adjudicating body: 1st Small Claims Criminal Court of the District of Inhapim

Last filing date: 10/28/2022
Case value: R$ 0,00

Matters: Misdemeanor offense
Sealed case? NO
Legal aid granted? NO

Request for preliminary injunction or interim relief? NO

04/22/2026

Parties

Attorneys

MILITARYYy Police (reporting authority / complainant)

Ronaldo Lopes Rodrigues (Defendant)

Rider Candido Dias (Lawyer) — Rider Candido Dias (Attorney)

Kevin-Clodenilson-Rodrigues-Macedo-(Defendant)

Others participants

Public Prosecutor's Office - MPMG (Prosecution / Public Prosecutor)

Alex Oliveira da Silva (Interested third party / victim)

Documents

Id. Signature Date Movement

Document

Type QrCode Verification

9642711240 (10/28/2022 14:07 No movement

| OTCumTence)

Police Incident Report (Summary RECORD of | Police Incident Report (Summary hetps:tije tjmg jus br:

RECORD of
Occurrence)

443pjeProcessa/Co

nsultaDocumento/ist
View seamTx=22102
81401203060000563
BB04759

E5EEEE
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9642723432

10/28/2022 14:07

No movement

5- TCO-PMMG- Kevin Cledenilson

Rodrngues Macedo e RKonaldo Lopes

| Rodrigues

Incident Report

hetps:iipie tymg jus be:
44¥peProcesso/Co
nsulaDocumento/ist
View. seam Tx=22102
81401205800000963
BB16851

9642727419

28/10/2022 14:07

No movement

5.1- REDS Kevin Cledenilson Rodrigues
Macedo © RoNalo Lopes Rodngues

Incident Report

hetps:iipie tymg jus.br.
44VpeProcesso/Co
nsulaDocumento/ist
View. seam?x=22102
81401209320000963
BE20938

9651398186

09/11/2022 11:01

Issuance of Certificate - Issuance
of General Criminal Screening
Centificate

General Criminal Screening Certificate

Criminal Screening Certificate

(General)

hitps fipie tmeg jus b
443peProcessaCo
View. seamTx=22110
91101481 180000964
T491705

9651407688

09/11/2022 11:01

No movement

cac RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES

Certificate

hittps:tipje tymg jus br:
44VpieProcesso/Co
View. seam7x=22110
91101489280000964
7501207

9651408928

09/11/2022 11:01

No movement

FAC - RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES

Certificate

hitps:iipje tymag jus.br;
44¥pje/Processa/Co
nsultaDocumento/ist
View. seam7x=22110
91101493280000564
7502447

9651391298

09/11/2022 11:01

No movement

FAC - KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES

MACEDO

Certificate

hatps.fippe tymg jus.br
44 UpjeProcessa/'Co
nsultaDocumenta/list
View seamTx=22110
51101457860000964
T4B4817

9651382902

09/11/2022 11:01

No movement

cac KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES
MALEDUU

Certificate

httpssiipe timg Jus be:

View.seamTx=22110
91101501520000964
7486421

E5iEEE
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9651414469

09/11/2022 11:02

Issuance of notice through the
system.

TCO - Summary Police Incident
Report

Notice

hitps:ipje tjmg jus.br.
4434pje/Processo/Co
nsuttaDocumentalist
View, seam7x=22110
91102309960000964
7507958

9670469565

12/01/2022 16:25

Filing of the indictment petition

MPMG-INDICTMENT

Criminal Complaint

htips:/ipje.tjmg jus.br:
443pjeFrocessa/Co
nsultaDocumentolist
Wiew.seam?x=22120
11624330010000966
6562934

9670469566

12/01/2022 16:25

No movement

MPMG-5003822-49.2022 D art 129 CP

Ronaldo TP Kevin

Criminal Complaint

hitps:/ipje.mg jus. br:
443U peProcesso/Co
nsutaDocumenta/ist
View seamTx=22120
11624340020000966
6562935

9696936850

01/31/2023 15:21

The indictment against
RONALDO LOPES
RODRIGUES, CPF
No. 121.243.916-31
(DEFENDANT), was
accepted.

Decision

Decision

hitpsiipie.tjmg.jus.br:
443pjeProcesso/Co
nsultalocumentafkst
View.seamTx=23013

11521311260000963
3030118

9730851756

02/17/2023 16:16

Filing of the official letter

Filing

Filing

hitps:ipje.tjmg. jus.br:
443pjeProcesso'Co
nsultaDocumento/ist
View. seamTx=23021
71616135310000972
6944975

9780221076

04/14/2023 17:28

Certificate Expedition.

Certificate

Certificate

hitpsipje timg jus.br:
44pjeProcessa/Co
nsuttaDocumento/list
View seam Te=23041
41728463490000977
6313795

9780221982

04/14/2023 17:28

No movement

Indictment

Filing

hitpsufpje tjmg.jus.br:
443pje/ProcessoiCo
nsuftalocumentollist
View seam?x=23041
A1728464950000977
6314701
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9780237064

04/14/2023 17:39

Issuance of Certificate

Certificate

Certificate

htips:ippe timg jus.br:
44UpjeProcessalCo
nsultaDocumento/hst
View. seam7x=23041
41739324560000977
6326783

9780228337

04/14/2023 17:40

Issuance of notice through the
system

Certificate

Notice

hitpsiipje.tjmg jus.br:
44 ¥pjeProcessa’Co
nsultalocumento/hist
View seamx=23041
A1740556300000977
6321056

9781517491

04/17/2023 12:00

Filing of the Prosecutor’s Office
statement/petition

MPMG-AWARE THE MP

Prosecutor's Statement

hitps:iipjetmg jus.br:
443 pjeProcesso'Co
nsultaDocumento/list
View seam?a=23041
T1200010010000977
7610210

9805874730

05/12/2023 15:17

Warrant returned undelivered to
the recipient

Filing of the Warrant

Filing of Mandado

hitps:fipje timg jus b
443ipje/ProcessalCo
nsullaDocumentallist
View. seamPx=23051
21517162220000980
1965643

9805856880

05/12/2023 15:17

No movement

Warrant 02

Digitized Warrant

hitps.fipje tjmg jus.br:
A43/pjeProcesso/Co
nsultaDocumentolist
View. seam Px=23051
21517163680000980
1947799

9816758160

05/24/2023 15:01

Warrant returned and delivered to
the recipient

Filling of the Warrant

Filing of the Warrant

hitpsiiipje timg jus.br:
443 pjeProcessa’Co
nsutaDocumento/ist
View seamx=23052
41501153060000981
2848829

9816723443

05/24/2023 15:01

No movement

Warrant 01

Digitized Warrant

hitps:fipge timog jus be
443pjeProcesso/Co
nsultaDocumentoriist
View seam?x=23052
41501194350000981
2814112

EIEFEESE
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9834847585 |06/13/2023 11:28 Filing of the Initial Petition Response to the Charges INITIAL PETITION hetps fipje mg jus be
£43UpjeProcessaCo
nsutaDocumento/ist
View seam Tx=23061
31128128700000983
0936404

9833115551 |06/13/2023 20:56 Preliminary Hearing (12753) Minutes of Criminal Hearing (No _Minutes of heps://pje.timag jus be:

scheduled for June 1, 2023, at Judgment/Sentence Issued Criminal/Infraction 443pjeProcessalCo
2:10 p.m., before the 1st Special Hearing (No nsutaDocumentofist
Court of the District of Inhapim. Judgment/Sentence View seam?x=23061
Issued) 22056451740000982
9204420
9833136650 |06/13/2023 20:56 No movement Preliminary Minutes of htps fipie timg jus br:
—_— Criminal/Infraction 443pieProcessaCo
Hearing (No nsutaDocumenta/ist
Judgment/Sentence View seam?x=23061
Issued) 2056444800000982
9225519
9837115322 |06/15/2023 12:33 Filing of the Statement Statement htps ipje timg jus.be:
Prosecutor's er———e—=—mr=y 443pjeProcesso/Co
Statement nsutaDocumento/ist
View. seam 7x=23061
51233273060000933
3204141

9837116813 |06/15/2023 12:33 No movement Power of Attorney of Ronaldo Lopes Power of Attorney hetps.iipje.timg jus.br.
443pjeProcessa’Co
nsultaDocumentallist
View seamTx=23061
51233276190000383
3205632

9871022346 |07/21/2023 17:27 Proferido despacho de mero Court Order Court Order Httpsipje mg jus.br:

expediente et 443ppeProcessa/Co
nsutaDocumento/ist
View seamTa=23072
1727015090000586
T0565
9884040761 |08/04/2023 16:09 Filing of other documents Filing Filing Pttps Aipje timg.jus.be

44¥pje/Processa/Co
nsultaDocumenta/iist
View seamPx=23080
41609408350000988
0128680

EHEEEE
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9884039658

08/04/2023 16:09

No movement Attached are proof of monetary payment Other documents hitps:Aipje timg js.be
and proof of address.. 443pje/Processa/Co
nsutaDocumento/ist
View. seam Tx=23080
41609411050000988
0127577
9974801801 [09/20/2023 16:41 Issuance of notification via the Filing Notice hitps fipje tjmg jus br:
electronic system 444pje/Processo/Co
nsutaDocumento/list
View seam?x=23092
0164 1320210000997
0885970
9990881705 |09/22/2023 12:18 Filing of Prosecutor's Motion MPMG-Archiving Public Prosecutor’s motion hitps Jipje.timg s be
Requesting Dismissal of the Case requesting case 443pieProcesso/Co
dismissal and archiving AsukaDocumentoist
View. seam 7x=23092
21218210010000998
6965874
9992306701 |09/25/2023 13: Termination of criminal liability of Sentence ttps.Aipje.tjmg jus br:
31 | KEVIN CLEDENILSON Seftence! iidtind
RODRIGUES MACEDO I
(Defendant), Tax ID (CPF): o AN
113.200.556-64, due to fulfillment 1134372000008
of a plea agreement (alternative s
criminal settlement).
10004223251 |09/25/2023 15:47 Issuance of notice through the Sentence Notice hetps.Jipje timg jss br
electronic system BT 443pjeProcessoCo
nsutaDocumento/ist
View. seam Tx=23092
51547366120001000
o
10006860950 |09/25/2023 18:17 Filing of a notice of MPMG-Aware THE MP Receipt of notice hetps dipje 1jmg jus be:

acknowledgment

A4 VpjeProcesso'Co
nsultallocumento/ist
View.seam7x=23002
51816380010001000
2944569

EHFESE
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Attached are the TCO, REDS, and other documents.

NUMBER do documento: ZEIDERUETIE RETERIC
ey g s br 40 e ProcessoConsutaDoc mentofetiow searm 2261004222 124206 1200330466000 S0636808 TOBAZ 755091

A deroree o EQ §'Q NOERM PEFEEDAASRLOSA. ZENDIIRE RS20
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&

S

JUDICIARY OF THE STATE OF MINAS GERAIS

Court of First Instance
Judicial District of Inhapim / 1st Special Court of the Judicial District of Inhapim/MG

PROCESS Ne2: 5003822-49.2022.8.13.0309
CLASS: [CRIMINAL] TERMO CIRCUNSTANCIADO (278)
AUTORITY: MILITARYY POLICE

PERPETRADOR OF THE OFFENSE: KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO, RONALDO LOPES
RODRIGUES

Criminal Screening Certificate

| certify that:

1) Upon initial review of the case documents, it was found that:

(x ) The case file contains all essential documents, duly legible, and in acCOLORdance with the guidelines of the
General Inspectorate of Justice (Provision No. 355, of April 18, 2018).

() The following essential documents are missing::

2) Regarding the arrest in flagrante delicto and/cr the police investigation:
(x ) They have been fully digitized

( ) They have not been fully digitized..

3) Regarding the procedural case type and subject matter classification::

NUMBER do documento:
hepsipetmg us bréd3peProcessaCons teDooumentoiadView seam 226101400921 212061408313148500001 20646724 79312750651

A oo fr DAVARNCFERCRUE RFE IR A FFOS A0S 2103 0T 6 IS4 NYom 10666398688 -Pg 1
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( x) They are COLORrect.

( ) | have changed the case type form for _.

() | have removed the subject(s) and | have incluided the subject(s) __.

4) Regarding the parties:

(x ) All parties are duly registered and properly identified, in acCOLORdance with Article 146 of General
Inspectorate of Justice Provision No. 355, dated April 18, 2018.

( ) | have amended the following party data:

5) Regarding the power of attorney:
() There is a power of attorney in the case file..

(x ) There is no power of attorney in the case file..

6) Regarding the plaintiff's attorney(s):
() They are duly registered and properly identified.

( )The following COLORrection was made: :

7) Regarding the RECORDiIng of the request for confidentiality
(sealed proceedings):
() It was properly RECORDed.

() It was changed from to

8) Regarding the RECORDing of the request for legal aid
(fee waiver):
() It was properly RECORDed

() foi alterado de para ___.

9) Regarding proof of payment of court costs, court fees, and procedural expenses:

() It was not submitted.

Page 38

() It was submitted, and the amount FATHER is consistent with the amount stated in the initial petition and the value of

the case..

NUMBER do documento:
WWMWWMM&MWI&MﬁMIWM!M!
Aarah derimoe o DAWARLEERCGAE RE | R A DS A0EMRUIIe IS an

Nyom 10666398688 -Py 1
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() It was submitted, but there was an inconsistency between the amount stated in the initial petition and the actual
amount of the case.

10) Regarding injunctive relief (preliminary relief):
(x ) There is no request for injunctive relief.
() It was properly RECORDed..

() It was inCOLORrectly RECORDed and has been amended to

11) Regarding procedural priority:
(x ) There is no priority in the proceedings. ( ) It was COLORrectly
indicated.

() It was changed from to

12) Regarding other proceedings:

(x ) There are no other physical or electronic proceedings involving the same parties, subject matter, and cause of
action in this judicial district.

() There is/are other proceeding(s) involving the same parties, subject matter, and cause of action in this
judicial district, acCOLORding to SISCOM/PJe search - Case No. , Court :

13) Regarding seized items:
() There is a RECORD/protocol.

{x ) There is no RECORD/protocol.

14) Regarding the defendant's custodial status:
() It was marked in the system.

(x ) It was not marked in the system.

15) Regarding the initial review of other system data:

(x ) Itwas found to be in compliance with the guidelines of the General Inspectorate of Justice (Provision No. 355, dated
April 18, 2018).

{ ) The following COLORrections were made ex officio: .

NUMBER do documento:
hsineimg mummmmammumme1mm1ztzmm1mm1mm1mm

Asiech ehiorizmrh e DAVNABLEERGRLE RE | R A FRRO'S A0SN2I0R0Z 26 IISHAD NNom18666398688 -Ry 12
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This is true. | hereby certify

INHAPIM, data of electronic signature.

Rua COLORonel Anténio Fernandes, 246, CENTER, INHAPIM - MG - CEP: 35330-000

NUMBER do documento:
s ey Lsbrdd e ProcessoCors teDocumentoistiowsoam e 226 10140252121205 1408313 148500001 90646724 79012750551

Aarect driomee o DOWARLEERCRE RIE R A FFOS A0DRIRTRE OIS B NYom 16666398688 -Pg2
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Court of Justice of the State of Minas Gerais

INHAPIM

CRIMINAL RECORD CERTIFICATE

| hereby certify that, upon reviewing the case distribution RECORDs of CRIMINAL NATURE up to the present date,
there IS/IARE or HAS/HAVE BEEN found against:

Name: RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES
Mother's name: MARIA APARECIDA LOPES RODRIGUES

Process Distribution Situation

0009879-08.2021.8.13.0309 14/06/2021 Criminal Letter Rogatory UNDER INSTRUCTION SECRETARIAT: Criminal
Enforcement

PROSECUTOR: Public Prosecutor's Office FILE BUNDLE: 2253

REQUESTING COURT: Criminal Execution - Caratinga/MG - 44003085120208130134

0036408-45.2013.8.13.0309 09/05/2013 CRIMINAL ACTION-ORDINARY PROCEDURE CLOSED SECRETARIAT: 1st
CivihCriminal\Exec.

PROSECUTOR: Public Prosecutor's Office

CLOSURE DATE: 10/14/2022 - PRESCRIPTION (ENFORCEMENT PHASE) INDICTMENT/COMPLAINT: 12/03/2015
FILE BUNDLE: 2616 SENTENCE: 08/08/2022 - EXTINCTION OF CRIMINAL LIABILITY DUE TO PRESCRIPTION FINALITY -
PARTY: 25/08/2022 PROSECUTION: 08/25/2022 CRIME/FACT: 01/03/2013

CLASSIFICATION(S):
ARTICLE 33 LAW 11.343/06

EXTINCTION OF LIABILITY: 08/08/2022

0028810-98.2017.8.13.0309 07/25/2017 CRIMINAL LETTER ROGATORY CLOSED SECRETARIAT: 1st
CivilCriminal\Exec.

PROSECUTOR: Public Prosecutor's Office
CLOSURE DATE: 09/20/2017 - LETTER RETURNED FILE BUNDLE: B36T

REQUESTING COURT: 1st Criminal Court - GOVERNOR VALADARES/MG - 105170001942

0014624-65.2020.8.13.0309 11/27/2020 CRIMINAL LETTER ROGATORY CLOSED SECRETARIAT: 1st
CivihCriminal\Exec.

PROSECUTOR: Public Prosecutor's Office
CLOSURE DATE: 01/07/2021 - LETTER RETURNED FILE BUNDLE: 2111

REQUESTING COURT: 3rd Criminal Court - Caratinga/MG - 129373020198130134

1de3

NUMBER do documento:

Hrsfeimg LsbedinnProoessoCons Do mentostiow.soem 225 101400001 21206 10RO B IN00 190645725 M3 12250671

Aot drizmn [r DOWARLIEEARGLE R | R A FRO'S 20072 00T 6 DS OB Nyom10666803688 -Pg 2
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Court of Justice of the State of Minas Gerais

INHAPIM

CRIMINAL RECORD CERTIFICATE

Process Distribution Situation
0030691-13.2017.8.13.0309 08/08/2017 POLICE INCIDENT REPORT CLOSED SECRETARIAT: 2nd Criminal Special Court

VICTIM: J.J.S.
CLOSURE DATE: 04/09/2018 - WITHDRAWAL APPROVED FILE BUNDLE: P27Z
CRIME/FACT: 05/06/2017 CLASSIFICATION(S):

ARTICLE 129 BRAZILIAN PENAL CODE

0009543-72.2019.8.13.0309 25/03/2019 CRIMINAL LETTER ROGATORY CLOSED SECRETARIAT: 2nd Civil\Criminal Court
PROSECUTOR: Public Prosecutor’s Office
CLOSURE DATE: 05/28/2019 - LETTER RETURNED FILE BUNDLE: NO7U

REQUESTING COURT: 1st Criminal Court - GOVERNOR VALADARES/MG - 19421620178130105

0018056-29.2019.8.13.0309 07/09/2019 CRIMINAL LETTER ROGATORY CLOSED SECRETARIAT: 2nd Civil\Criminal Court
PROSECUTOR: Public Prosecutor's Office
CLOSURE DATE: 07/29/2019 - LETTER RETURNED

REQUESTING COURT: 1st Criminal Court - Caratinga/MG - 129373020198130134

0018460-80.2019.8.13.0309 07/11/2019 CRIMINAL LETTER ROGATORY CLOSED SECRETARIAT: 2nd Civil\Criminal Court
PROSECUTOR: Public Prosecutor's Office
CLOSURE DATE: 08/06/2019 - LETTER RETURNED

REQUESTING COURT: 1st Criminal Court - Caratinga/MG - 129373020198130134

5003822-49.2022.8.13.0309 10/28/2022 INVESTIGATION PROCEEDING SECRETARIAT: 1st Small Claims Criminal Court of
Inhapim

CASE TYPE: [CRIMINAL] POLICE INCIDENT REPORT

5000687-29.2022.8.13.0309 03/10/2022 CLOSED SECRETARIAT: 2nd Civil, Criminal and Juvenile Court of Inhapim
CASE TYPE: [CRIMINAL] CRIMINAL LETTER ROGATORY
4400308-51.2020.8.13.0134 22/12/2020 ACTIVE

2de3
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Tribunal de Justiga do Estado de Minas Gerais

INHAPIM

CERTIDAO DE ANTECEDENTES CRIMINAIS

Processo Distribution Situation

SECRETARIAT: TIMG - INHAPIM - OPEN REGIME CRIMINAL
EXECUTION - PENAL EXECUTION

CASE TYPE: SENTENCE EXECUTION

ORIGINATING CASE(S):

0012937-30.2019.8.13.0134 3rd Criminal Court and Jury Court of the
Judicial District of Caratinga CURRENT REGIME: SEMI-OPEN

Observations:

a) Certificate issued free of charge via the internet, pursuant to Article 8 of Resolution No. 121/2010 of the National
Council of Justice;

b) the information regarding CPF/CNPJ number is the responsibility of the applicant of the certificate, and the name
and CPF/CNPJ are searched exactly as entered,;

c) the recipient is responsible for verifying the name and ownership of the CPF/CNPJ provided, and may confirm
the authenticity of the Certificate on the website of the Court of Justice of the State of Minas Gerais
(http:/fwww.tjmg.jus.br

), for a period of 3 (three) months after issuance;

d) this Certificate includes both physical and electronic cases, where the Electronic Judicial Process (PJe), the CNJ
System (formerly Projudi), and SEEU - Unified Electronic Execution System have been implemented, having the
same validity as a certificate issued directly at the courthouse, and covers cases of the Ordinary Justice, Small
Claims Courts, and Appeals Panels only within the searched judicial district, with the exception of SEEU, whose
unified system covers all judicial districts of the State;

Certificate requested on November 9, 2022 at 10:58

INHAPIM, November 09, 2022 at 10:58

Authentication Code: 2211-0910-5831-0020-0099
To validate this certificate, access the TIMG website (www.tjmg.jus.br
), go to Judicial Certificate / CERTIFICATE AUTHENTICITY / AUTHENTICATION 2, and enter the code.

WARNING: This document consists of 3 page(s). This document was issued by electronic processing. Any
amendment or alteration will render it invalid and will be considered evidence of possible tampering or attempted

fraud.
3.de 3
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JUDICIARY OF THE STATE OF MINAS GERAIS
Court of First Instance

Judicial District of INHAPIM / 1° Special Court of the Judicial District of Inhapim

PROCESS N°: 5003822-49.2022.8.13.0309

CLASS: [CRIMINAL] Incident Report (278)

MATTER: [Minor offense]
AUTORITY: MILITARYY POLICE

PERPETRADOR OF THE OFFENSE: KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO and others.

DECISION

Having reviewed the case etc...

The indictment/complaint meets the requirements of Article 41 of the Code of Criminal
Procedure, and no grounds exist for its dismissal under Article 395 of the Code of Criminal Procedure.

Considering that it describes a criminally punishable act, that there are no elements
characterizing the extinction of the State’s right to prosecute (ius puniendr), and that the defendant is legally
accountable, I hereby ACCEPT THE CRIMINAL COMPLAINT filed by the Public Prosecutor’s Office
against the defendant RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES, ordering the following measures::

a) The Judicial Secretariat shall reclassify the procedural case as a CRIMINAL

ACTION, in acCOLORdance with the procedure set forth in Article 394 of the

Code of Criminal Procedure;

b) The defendant(s) shall be served with process and, if they so wish, shall

submit a response to the charges within 10 (ten) days, pursuant to Article 396-A of

the Code of Criminal Procedure.

It is hereby clarified that merely character witnesses shall not be heard, that is, witnesses

who have nothing to state regarding the facts described in the indictment/complaint and who would only
testify in court as to favorable personal qualities of the defendant shall not be heard.

NUMBER do documenta:
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This determination does not imply any prejudice to the defendant, since testimony of
mere character witnesses only reiterates what the law already presumes (favorable judicial circumstances
under Article 59 of the Penal Code), in the event of a subsequent conviction.

In this regard, I bring to attention:

PARTIAL REVIEW (RITI, Art. 216). PRIOR DENIAL OF TESTIMONY OF MERE CHARACTER
WITNESSES OR WITNESSES NOT RELATED TO THE FACTS UNDER INVESTIGATION.
POSSIBILITY. THE NECESSITY AND RELEVANCE OF EVIDENCE MUST BE ASSESSED BY
THE TRIAL JUDGE. INTERPRETATION OF ARTICLE 400, §1 OF THE CODE OF CRIMINAL
PROCEDURE.

PARTIAL REVIEW DENIED. - o art. 400, §1 of the Code of Criminal Procedure grants the criminal trial
Jjudge the authority to deny irrelevant, immaterial, or dilatory evidence. Therefore, the prior denial of
testimony from mere character witnesses, or witnesses whose connection to the facts under investigation

has not been previously demonstrated by the party, is lawful. Partial review admitted and denied.

(Court of Justice of Santa Catarina — TISC, Criminal Partial Review No. 5049531-92.2021.8.24.0000,
Court of Justice of Santa Catarina, Reporting Judge Carlos Alberto Civinski, First Criminal Chamber,
judgment dated 11/04/2021). PARTIAL REVIEW (RITJ, Aricle 216). PRIOR DENIAL OF
TESTIMONY FROM MERE CHARACTER WITNESSES OR WITNESSES NOT RELATED TO THE
FACTS UNDER INVESTIGATION. POSSIBILITY. THE NECESSITY AND RELEVANCE OF
EVIDENCE MUST BE ASSESSED BY THE PRESIDING JUDGE OF THE PROCEEDINGS.
INTERPRETATION OF ARTICLE 400, §1 OF THE CODE OF CRIMINAL PROCEDURE. PARTIAL
REVIEW DENIED. - art. 400, § 1°, of the Code of Criminal Procedure grants the criminal trial judge
the authority to deny irrelevant, immaterial, or dilatory evidence. Therefore, the prior denial of testimony
from mere character witnesses, or witnesses whose connection to the facts under investigation has not

been previously demonstrated by the party, is lawful. Partial review admitted and denied.

Therefore, when listing witnesses, I request that the defense observe the actual necessity

of taking testimony from the individuals indicated, avoiding unnecessary procedural acts and waste of time.
If the defense insists on listing mere character witnesses, their statements must be
submitted in writing, either through a notarized declaration or a formal notarial RECORD.

Furthermore, in order to assist the work of the Court Clerk’s Office and based on the
principle of cooperation, I request the Defense’s cooperation to verify with the defendant the possibility of
providing the telephone numbers of the witnesses and whether they are able to appear at the hearing without
formal summons, that is, without the need for court-issued service of process, thereby contributing to the
proper functioning of the Clerk’s Office and to a more efficient administration of justice.

The summons order includes an instruction to the Court Bailiff to ask the defendant
whether he is financially able to retain defense counsel, and to document this in the
official certificate/report.

It shall be included in the summons order, in addition to the above decision, that if

any appointed attorney fails to appear in the RECORD within ten (10) days after service of notice, a

court-appointed defense attorney (dative counsel) shall be appointed.
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If the defendant reports that he is unable to retain defense counsel, or once the deadline

for filing the response to the charges has elapsed, I hereby appoint Dr. ELIAS RIBEIRO SALGADO,
who shall be formally notified of this appointment and, if he accepts, shall file a response to the charges
within ten (10) days, in acCOLORdance with Article 396-A of the Code of Criminal Procedure, as well as
list witnesses up to the maximum number allowed by law.

A copy of the criminal complaint shall be forwarded to the Criminal Execution Court
responsible for the defendant RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES (case file No. 4400308-
51.2020.8.13.0134).

With respect to the offender Kevin Cledenilson Rodrigues Macedo, the case shall be
scheduled for a preliminary hearing (Article 76 of Law No. 9.099/95).

The offender shall be notified to appear accompanied by his attorney. The Public
Prosecutor’s Office shall be duly informed.

So ordered.

INHAPIM, Date of electronic signature.

LARISSA TEIXEIRA DA COSTA
Judge of Law

1st Special Court of the Judicial District of Inhapim

Rua COLORonel Antonio Fernandes, 246, CENTER, INHAPIM - MG - CEP: 35330-000
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JUDICIARY OF THE STATE OF MINAS GERAIS
Court of First Instance

Judicial District of INHAPIM / 1° Special Court of the Judicial District of Inhapim

RECORD of Filing

PROCESS N°5003822-49.2022.8.13.0309
[CRIMINAL] Incident Report (278)

AUTORITY: MILITARYY POLICE

PERPETRADOR OF THE OFFENSE: KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO
I hereby certify and attest that the following document(s) have been added to the case file: official letter

(oficio).

Inhapim, date of electronic signature

LORENA VITORIA DE OLIVEIRA BORGES CARDOSO

Court Clerk

Rua COLORonel Anténio Fernandes, 246, CENTER, INHAPIM - MG - CEP: 35330-000
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JUDICIARY OF THE STATE OF MINAS
GERAIS

Court of First Instance

Judicial District of INHAPIM / 1° Special Court of the Judicial District of Inhapim/MG

PROCESS N2: 5003822-49.2022.8.13.0309
CLASS: [CRIMINAL] AGAO PENAL - SUMMARY PROCEDURE (10944)
PERPETRADOR: MILITARYY POLICE

DEFENDANT: KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO, RONALDO LOPES
RODRIGUES

CERTICATE

INHAPIM, April 14, 2023.

| hereby certify that | have attached a copy of the criminal complaint forwarded to case file No. 4400308-
51.2020.8.13.0134, in acCOLORdance with the decision.

IARA ALVES SIMOES
Court Clerk
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JUDICIARY OF THE STATE OF MINAS GERAIS
Court of First Instance

Judicial District of INHAPIM / 1° Special Court of the Judicial District of Inhapim

Rua COLORonel Antdnio Fernandes, 246, CENTER, Inhapim - MG - CEP: 35330-000

PROCESS N°: 5003822-49.2022.8.13.0309

CLASS: [CRIMINAL] CRIMINAL ACTION — SUMMARY PROCEDURE (10944)
MATTER: [Minor offense]

PERPETRADOR: MILITARYY POLICE

DEFENDANT: KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO and others

SENTENCE

The report is waived, pursuant to Article 81, §3 of Law No. 9.099/95.

As can be seen from the case file, a criminal diversion agreement was reached, and
the offender was subjected to the conditions specified at the hearing.

After reviewing the supporting documents filed in the case, the Public
Prosecutor’s Office requested the extinction of criminal liability of the offender due to
compliance with the conditions imposed under the aforementioned benefit.

That being stated, I hereby declare the extinction of criminal liability of the
offender KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO, due to full compliance with
the criminal diversion agreement.

Court costs are waived.

Service of notice upon the parties is dispensed with.
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Remove the offender KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO
from the passive party of the case.

Upon compliance with the determination, the case shall proceed against the
defendant RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES, in acCOLORdance with the
indictment/complaint under ID No. 9696936850. In this case, the case file shall be
submitted to the Public Prosecutor’s Office for it to request whatever it deems
appropriate, within fifteen (15) days.

Publish it. RECORD it. So ordered.

Inhapim, data of electronic signature

LARISSA TEIXEIRA DA COSTA

State Court Judge

1st Special Court of the Judicial District of Inhapim

NUMBER do documento
hepsipe: mmuéﬁ:pﬁuxzmﬂq&tﬂnnmrmm?ﬁm&1&15\0@45@1%%1
Agierh dyramorn oy L QR PSSOETE PPER B ARDMRDG B T- A2 AHVIEIED 151100

NJom 106868508602 -Rp &

40



Case 3:26-cv-02544-JO-MSB  Document 10  Filed 05/14/26  PagelD.177 Page 52
of 60

0

¥

-

JUDICIARY OF THE STATE OF MINAS GERAIS
Court of First Instance

Judicial District of INHAPIM / 1° Special Court of the Judicial District of Inhapim

Rua COLORonel Anténio Fernandes, 246, CENTER, Inhapim - MG - CEP: 35330-000

PROCESS N°: 5003822-49.2022.8.13.0309

CLASS: [CRIMINAL] CRIMINAL ACTION - SUMMARY PROCEDURE (10944)
MATTER: [Minor offense]

PERPETRADOR: MILITARYY POLICE

DEFENDANT: KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO and others

SENTENCE

The preparation of a report is waived pursuant to Article 81, §3 of Law No.
9.099/95

As can be seen from the case file, a criminal diversion agreement was reached, and
the offender was subject to the conditions specified at the hearing.

After reviewing the supporting documents filed in the case, the Public
Prosccutor’s Office requested the extinction of criminal liability of the offender due to
compliance with the conditions imposed under the aforementioned benefit.

That being stated, I hereby declare the extinction of criminal liability of the
offender KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO, due to full compliance with
the criminal diversion agreement.

Court costs are waived.

Service of notice upon the parties is dispensed with.
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Remove the offender KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES MACEDO
from the defendant’s side of the proceedings.

Upon compliance with the order, the case shall proceed against the defendant
RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES, in acCOLORdance with the indictment under ID No.
9696936850. In this case, the case file shall be submitted to the Public Prosecutor’s Office
for it to request whatever it deems appropriate, within fifteen (15) days.

Publish it. RECORD it. So ordered.

Inhapim, data of electronic signature

LARISSA TEIXEIRA DA COSTA

State Court Judge

1st Special Court of the Judicial District of Inhapim
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,4 MPMG 022 Public Prosecutor’s Office of

Ministério Publico Inhapim
do Estado de Minas Gerais

Case File: 5003822-49.2022.8.13.0309

Class: 10944 - A¢io Penal - Procedimento Sumarissimo
Parties:

- MILITARYY POLICE

- RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES

Honorable Judge,

The Public Prosecutor’s Office is hereby informed of the judgment rendered in the case file,
ID 10004223251.

Inhapim, September 25, 2023.

Jonas Junio Linhares Costa Monteiro
Public Prosecutor
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Poder Judiciario do Estado de Minas Gerais
PJe - Processo Judicial Eletrénico

22/04/2026
NUMBER: 0001849-13.2023.8.13.0309

Classe: [CRIMINAL] AGAO PENAL - PROCEDIMENTO ORDINARIO

BODY julgador: 1? Vara Civel, Criminal e de Execugdes Penais da District de Inhapim
Ultima distribuigo : 24/01/2024

Processo referéncia: 0

Assuntos: Extorsdo

Segredo de justiga? NO

Justiga gratuita? SIM

Pedido de liminar ou antecipagao de tutela? NO

Partes Advogados

Ministério Publico - MPMG (AUTOR)
RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES (REU/RE)

NELSON ALAIDES PARREIRA NETO (ADVOGADO)

Documentos
Id. Data da SIGNATURE|Documento Tipo
10435943561 |23/04/2025 15:54 Sentenca Sentenca

NUMBER do documento: 26042222510396100010662735328
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JUDICIARY OF THE STATE OF MINAS GERAIS
Court of First Instance

J udicial District of Inhapim / 1st Civil, Criminal, and Criminal Execution Court of the
Judicial District of Inhapim

I.oteamento Recanto Verde, 31, --, Avenida Pau BRAZIL, Inhapim - MG - CEP: 35330-
000.

PROCESS N° 0001849-13.2023.8.13.0309

CLASS: [CRIMINAL] CRIMINAL ACTION — ORDINARY PROCEDURE (283)
MATTER: [Extortion]

PERPETRADOR: Public Prosecutor’s Office - MPMG CPF: not

provided DEFENDANT: RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES

CPF: 121.243.916-31

SENTENCE

I - REPORT:

Whereas, etc.

The prosecutorial body of the Public Prosecutor’s Office of the State of Minas Gerais filed a criminal
indictment against

RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES, Brazilian, single, born in [apu/MG, on April
23, 1994, aged 27 at the time of the facts, holder of Identity Card (RG) No. 17.866.405,
registered under CPF No. 121.243.916-31, son of Maria Aparecida Lopes Rodrigues and
Pedro Rodrigues Neto, residing and domiciled at Rua Olavo Bilac, No. 249, Sao
Cristévao neighborhood, GOVERNOR VALADARES/MG, being charged under the
provisions of Article 158, §1 of the Brazilian Penal Code.
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The indictment alleges that, on October 25, 2022 (Tuesday), at an unspecified time, at Rua Anténio
Pereira de Souza, No. 410, Bela Vista neighborhood, lapu/MG, within this judicial district, the
defendants Kevin Cledenilson Rodrigues Macedo and Ronaldo Lopes Rodrigues, acting in concert and
with a unity of intent, and with awareness and intent to commit an unlawful act, coerced the victim Alex
Oliveira da Silva, through serious threat and violence, with the purpose of obtaining for themselves or
for another an unlawful economic advantage, consisting of forcing him to give them money.

The indictment was admitted on January 29, 2021, under ID No. 10157581604.
The defendant Ronaldo was duly served and filed a response to the charges under ID No. 10192801187,
through retained counsel.

The proceedings were severed in relation to the defendant KEVIN CLEDENILSON RODRIGUES
MACEDOQO, as per ID No. 10225993826, resulting in case file No. 0001849-13.2023.8.13.0309.

A procedural organization and case management decision was issued under [D No. 10287400152.

A trial and evidentiary hearing was held under ID No. 10431025599 (content available on the Ple
Midias platform).

Closing arguments were presented orally at the hearing. The case file was then submitted to the judge
for judgment.

This is the report. I proceed to decide.

IT - REASONING:

No preliminary objections were raised. Furthermore, I do not identify any nullity that should be
recognized and declared ex officio. I therefore proceed to examine the merits of the case.

AcCOLORding to the indictment, the defendant Ronaldo Lopes Rodrigues, acting knowingly and
intentionally in the commission of an unlawful act and in concert and with unity of intent with co-
defendant Kevin Cledenilson Rodrigues Macedo, allegedly coerced the victim Alex Oliveira da Silva
through serious threat and violence, with the purpose of obtaining for themselves or for another an
unlawful economic advantage, consisting of the delivery of a sum of money.

At the end of the evidentiary phase, however, the authorship attributed to Ronaldo Lopes Rodrigues
appeared doubtful, and a conviction cannot be sustained, as follows.

In this context, when heard in court, the victim Alex Oliveira da Silva stated that he was approached by
the defendants Ronaldo Lopes Rodrigues and Kevin Cledenilson Rodrigues Macedo, at which time
Kevin allegedly seized a bar (object) and began assaulting him, without being able to explain the reason
for the aggression. He added that Ronaldo did not commit any act of violence or threat against him, and
that there was no prior dispute between him and the said defendant. Finally, when questioned about the
discrepancy...
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In his statements, in contrast with those given during the police phase (in which he stated that

Ronaldo had pushed him), the victim alleged that he had previously provided inCOLORTrect
information, asserting that only Kevin committed the acts against him.

The witness Anderson Vieira de Rezende, a MILITARYYy police officer, testified in court that
he collected the versions of both sides of the conflict, in which the victim alleged that he had
been approached by the defendants Ronaldo and Kevin, with the latter having assaulted him
with a punch. On the other hand, Ronaldo claimed that Alex had stolen money from his wallet
and that he merely requested the return of that money.

The witness Tarcisio da Rocha Seixas, a police investigator, stated in court that no witnesses to
the crime were found; however, he concluded that the events may have occurred due to drug-
related debts.

Finally, the defendant RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES, in his judicial interrogation, denied
the facts described in the indictment, alleging that he approached the alleged victim to demand
money that had been stolen from him, at which time he threatened to call the police, and Alex

returned the allegedly stolen money. He further stated that there was a dispute between Kevin

and Alex, but he was not present during those events.

Therefore, although there is a strong likelihood that the defendant Ronaldo Lopes Rodrigues may
have participated in the unlawful act, and that the incident may have been related to drug debts,
there is no sufficient body of evidence to support a finding of certainty, which is required for a
criminal conviction. In this regard, I highlight the understanding of this Honorable Court of
Justice of the State of Minas Gerais:

“In the absence of reliable elements to support the version set forth in the indictment, the
defendant must be granted the benefit of the doubt, and, in observance of the principle of
in dubio pro reo, must be acquitted.” (Court of Justice of the State of Minas Gerais —
Criminal Appeal No. 1.0000.23.156542-5/001, Reporting Judge Justice Mauricio Pinto
Ferreira, 8th Criminal Chamber, judgment rendered on 10/19/2023, published on
10/20/2023).

“Where doubt exists, however minimal, it is preferable to acquit rather than convict an
innocent person, in light of the principle of in dubio pro reo.” (Court of Justice of the State
of Minas Gerais — Criminal Appeal No. 1.0720.17.005978-9/001, Reporting Judge Justice
Doorgal Borges de Andrada, 4th Criminal Chamber, judgment rendered on 10/11/2023,
published on 10/16/2023).

Furthermore, in support of this understanding, the criminal procedural principle known as favor
innocentiae or favor libertatis, acCOLORding to the scholar Nestor Tévora:

“Doubt always operates in favor of the accused (in dubio pro reo). In fact, in the balancing
between the State’s right to punish and the accused’s right to liberty (status libertatis), the
latter must prevail. As noted, this principle partially mitigates the principle of procedural
equality, which is justified by the fundamental right to liberty at stake—and the risks arising
from a potential wrongful conviction. In this context, subsection VII
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of art. 386 of the Code of Criminal Procedure provides as a ground for acquittal the
insufficiency of evidence to support the charges brought by the prosecuting authority,
constituting a statutory embodiment of the favor rei principle (also known as favor
innocentiae and favor libertatis).”

Diante de tais entendimentos e diante da auséncia de provas suficientes que respaldem um
juizo condenatério, vislumbro que o acusado deve ser absolvido da acusagdo que lhe pesa,
com fulero no artigo 386, inciso VII, do Cédigo de Processo Penal.

IIT — DISPOSITIVE:

In light of all the foregoing, I hereby dismiss the request set forth in the indictment and, consequently, 1
ACQUIT the defendant, RONALDO LOPES RODRIGUES, duly identified in the RECORD, of the
charges contained in the accusatory complaint, pursuant to Article 386, item VII, of the Brazilian Code of
Criminal Procedure..

Costs ex lege.

Personal service of notice upon the defendant is waived.

The Public Prosecutor’s Office shall be notified via the Official Electronic Gazette (DJE), and
the defense counsel of the defendant shall be notified via the Electronic Judicial Notification

System (DJEN), in acCOLORdance with Joint Notice No. 138/PR/2025.

After the judgment or appellate decision becomes final and unappealable, the case shall be closed and
removed from the docket in the system, with the necessary communications and official notices being
issued as required.

Publish it. RECORD it. So ordered.

Inhapim, date of electronic signature.

LARISSA TEIXEIRA DA COSTA

State Court Judge

1st Civil, Criminal, and Criminal Execution Court of the Judicial District of Inhapim
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