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Question A,

The Tral Presentation Vielated \\/\‘w) Sixtn
and fourreentn Acendment Rigwrs Yo Conkeront
O\(\CX Cross- examine His Accussers,

Scienti§ic Evidence of an cs\\\e%er}\ DNA Maran
LIOS \mproge\’\\/) admiktred becavse Yhe *esji"\fégji ng

wWiFNesS was not Ahe persen who did he \q\ooro\\omj
wWol ¥, or -‘res*rmg

Question 2.

Ths cose shoold be remonded for resenenc g 0
ACCOraance uatn rece(\%\\)) enaced Senate @\ 620 winidn
amends penal code sechion \2012.53.

\\/\Lﬁ @\ppeo\\ Wwos afficrmed on two of e Thee
185ue s, Fhicd issue being Senate Bl 620, Nothing
i Fhe Opinton does ¥ state how Xhe court
decided on my Third issue.



LIST OF PARTIES

4 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at ' ; OF,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at ; O,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

<] For cases from state courts:;

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix < to the petition and is

[ ] reported at y Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[4] is unpublished. -
Coutt of Repeol of Yae Stote of Coalformia
The opinion of the Xoutth Booelledre Disteict Dwision WOyt
appears at Appendix _ & to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OF,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
B4 is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1254(1).

<1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was N\O\Lj ’)-3,'7-0‘8 .
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _ ¢

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix -

4 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including __ @12 - 1S (date) on _\O-\D \D (date) in
Application No. __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

5\‘)&\(\ p\(\f\er\dmerfh'.ﬂne ofnenadment Yo ¥ne U5, _C,ons*'\)m* on Yhot entidles
e accuied in o comino Yol Yne r‘\g\m* Yo o speeb\\,) Yoo\ Yoy o '\mPar-‘r'\O\\ Jordy do
be nformed of Yhe charges agoinst im of ef) Yo oe confronted wirnesses A OSh
Vi o er, fo hove Compuisery) proess for Ob’rc.{m'mca WFNESSeS \n s of ner fowor,
and o have effective assistance of counsel, Thcougn Hne process of seleciive
ncorporaiion, zadn of Fhese cignts nos loeen applied o the stokes under +he

due process clavse ot The fourtesntn Amendment, Winle these Cignts form The foumd-
%00 of Fhe aecuseds rignt o o foir trial, the acused oS oeen accorded additionsl
CGntS, sudh as e fignt fo condutt Wis or er cwn defense s nacessary Yo o fuir
ol under e due process clause,

Toucteenth QAmendment - one of Hhe so colled Civil War Amend meat ' Yo Yne
Constitubion a Haat W wos rovified after ¥re il War; protects all persen rom
ot laws Haat attempt Yo deprive Yrem of “\ife )Yu\oe<‘)<L)),Or Froger*u),nok*\w\):?
due process of Vaw ,u of Fhak avkemnpt 4o é\ra\\,z) Trem equal preveckion of Yre \ows.
The amendment nos \oeen wsed o extend the proteckion o% almnost all of e prevision
of Fne BN of Rign¥s to ditizens of every siae,

Senote Bt €20 - on Ockober 1\, 2001 +he Governor :_-31;9neA Sencte B\ 610

{ 2012\ 20\ Reg.ﬁess.‘\, wImdn omrend seckion V2622.53 ko owe ol courts Fre author-
ity Yo sieike in Fhe interest of wshice o Firearmn enhoncemant alegation Sund teve
under Ynad stothde , Etective ‘jc\r\\)cxﬂ.j 0\, 20\&, seckion V202253  sUedivision (\l\); UGS
ovended Yo stade’ | The coort onay, In Fre interest of wshiee ?urs\m\)? Yo section 1285
and o fhe Rme of senftencing sheike or disviss an enhancement otherwie rEuniPE'A Yo
e iw\po%e_& oy Fis secrion . Tthe a\ﬁ\\om'*v\j prou-?&e:l oy s suledivisten applies

to anvy re,se_fﬁ‘e,m;i'r\a o Mnay occul ’Puf‘:s‘uo\(\'\' To any other \aw ,“ Shaks. 2oV,

Cn. 68202 ).



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Question \.

Sceniific Tuidence of on o\\eged DN A
Morcih LWas \mprope,r\\j- ackmxﬁe,c\ oecause e festibu ng
WITNESS Was NGY Fne pelSoN wWno Aid Yoe \aloo Cﬁonj ’
oot NGy
" TThe ol \preSeﬁ%G\%ior\ Jiolated sy Sida and
Tourfeentn Ronend rnent Q\gj'\rx%s o COF\J{'FO(?V and Cross-
-xomane Wis Rocoussecs,

Sir o Madame Oniet Justice of tine United Sroves
Suprene Cou(T, \ |

- Dor kﬁca ate) 0y, Sy, o\'(\d. Fourteentin
Acnendonent Rignts tnat the Constiurion guarentees
Me. q\u\(\c) "N a Lol YO0\ were Mot p(‘o-lrec,%e& The S
Arnendrnent Orevents secel friols ANk sucject Yo rored
excepTions, foroios PrOSRLUTOCD Leom proxJRﬁCj o) c&e‘?g——
nAan TS go'\\’i SEY o OCa\ o Written stafements
Lrom oosent witnegses,

/ The Prosecution adenirted o o eport Yhat
Was prepared,; and done oy on aosent witness, Tne
feport and \Ts contents vlere aone \ouy chininoh St
oo Colvin, WD pa25124) Wi, Tanforan an exper '

.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

WiTNess is the crieminalist wino (Rod From Yhe repady
Car il (AD pg 21 ) He did ot oloserve of perform any
ot e \ovoratory resting Paok was 1o the ceport.
Tne United States Supreme Court has repeated 15
Aicechion Fraok ool courts Aot admit sudn cudence.
(A€ pg1-q4 ) Me. Tanforon only, reviewed Yae
Adocoments of Yhe \alboroto (4 Fesh (;9 done ooy Soraln
Cawin, whiah is colled o fecnmical Ce\fie\)o.g AD py
2324 (. Tanforan who Aid Aot desecve | of pecform
any ot Fne DNA \'i)\\ODS—@jVO(‘\j Arefaivm% QQ e ("@_,pof’k‘
teshifies Yo o UNAL. rorcn \oetuseen oy sels SO
O recaveve NS K. (ﬁDP‘j‘QS‘Z-ﬂ \?)o‘\'\(% Conino ST
M Tandoron, ONs, Colwin wocK af ¥he Department
of Justice of the JTan Bashinsk Lalborotror J) VO
Qidm\r\of\d\) CanvSorma. (HDP-Q‘)O_Q U\ng.’z‘_d\}

Vs, Calvin wos on ¥ne worness \ist Yo

O\\D\DBO( A cour U'\E P \ \ S\ne (\G‘;’\fak’_ O\\DQQ/O\\"Q,O\ \oecony -
e Sne wos sick wifn the o, LAD o & ) L AD pg 27 )
Ms. Caluin aia not test Hne mosK drsell | out swes
oY were repod *\’e.c}\\u} ceflected froon e snasK,
Coten '\)\\)9\(\@5 S another cnivinalst uing ¢ OO (-
Jve,d\\j TooK ne swolb fromn Fae sy, Sae works
o Pie Forensic Loboratocy, \n Rwelsiae ,Co\ -
Foraia . (AD £0.25 ) Dne o\sd didh aoX Gppear ot

=,

- B



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Prelieninaty nearing o of Triol o be oSS
examminecl. (AD pg.3425 | CAD poy. L ) Tasteod
\\/\(. ‘T\/O\\’\XY\OCO\(\ WAD G\\\OU\)QO\ 'SVO "VQS';\’\‘? "\(\ Ch
COLMINOY cose To Fne DNA \,Q\ooror\vo;j O Nesth no
ot Pne comnol anoluysts who wem o S oo
otrrencence . The Coefcomionon Clause
C_))\)L\<“Q(\"¥€Q,S ot o c;x'”mf\iﬂox\ COASED, d@@@»’\c\ﬂ\“
oS nawe Yae é"{g\r\'\‘ o cont e oMY "‘V\(“\‘C{'L. N \l\* nNesses
D\c-ﬁc\'\fxiy* Thenn . Wer e S e @\" 2 \itn OO '\Jj \(\QQ\ O\ (\%1
and Trial woiraess index S\Nowing, SYNCANEs
Saran Calvin | and é@xﬁ@% Hoones oo in ofvte-
Nndence . ( Al pg. 2435 ) Lad ooy, \--1j)

. Prosecutors coannot ofter o el jw\ﬂ
restimnoniol’ \(\eovsau) “rote meats o\cbcnms*r Sefen-
Sty unl\ess Yre pefson WO Se Y\%foﬁqp} \S

ol cod Yeatilies as a wraess o unikess Yo dele-
f\do\(\“\" NOS p{“g\;\oukﬁ\\w \/\O\Q\ Ch (‘;\f\é)ﬁ@@ Yo 0SS -
KON L {’r\f\e pemon %fsqxﬁ j durimr:) o) pr@_\im\'mrq
nearing . Another United Shates Supreme Cout
case , not C\\\O\,U\:{\C) SuCn Festi /Moty Siens ol o
UINOTT O \”‘Cic:i\ o f\f\‘ﬂ :\”'{"'{O\‘\ (P«.E \gc-jiJ )

The O\”Ja\ﬁ‘\O(ﬁ\ S;YO\JVQ'S \’\(\O\AV eve -O\SSU'N\\Q%
Hre test resulis of Hne Yest are Yestimoniol

6.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

heorsay, Fhed adeission wos holfm less oe \ﬁ@r\d
o ceasona\e douloT, Wnen the cefendant uios
See\ N e process of fahing sortefing oft
s \nead cmgy Soett Yo Yacowd F O\\)\JQ\)}'L: A %,\5)
‘P\QO\SC% NSO S UJ\D 09 13 j |

Ta conclusion , L oeNed ook on OQ?O(“JV’
vty Yo conkront ¥ne DNA an\%g-\%} ot L nad
ineffectve ugséﬁana& o covneel o o o\gjed( ]
109 Fo profect mo rights. T uuos senyenced o o
Jerén ot \b Iears ,,omd B enonTns |, woik n W oghres
in Coldocma. L ann 0\6\0{\(9 he Unded Stoes
Supf‘ owe. Coutt £or \f\e.\@. Please review N
cabe



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Question 1,

TS case S\no Q\c,\ nowe oeen rem m’\c\eo\
for resententing 10 acco CAance win recentiy
‘ T ‘ AV - o \ﬂ d .
enoctes Senote Fal 570 Wit omnenas senal
code sechion 1207270 D3, ‘

i\/\\,) COSC WAS OO T u)e\’ -@\(\O\\KZQA, Q\ﬁd SO
pe,nckimq o appeal when T Siled P %ugﬁ)\em-- |
e o) Open NG B et on XSS foent fo Senate
B\ 620. The c/\o\)\;@;_;-%\:?\e oeiek was fled was
Felorvary 16,201, LRfpg. @ )R COPY st e
\C_)u@p\emex\‘\"ox\ Qpe,mmcj el \s Lished v Yne
Rppendix. (Afpg =9 7] My oppeol wos sei for
Ocal Broorent Macdn 06,208 on othec 1ss5ues.
One oaing Yne J;\\%\rﬁ Jasvoochon, ond the
Second \3@,‘-\(\% oy S Rionend cnent. On Maoran
O, LO0\% e appeal uas afficmned on Yne A‘?\\cﬁ‘hJ(
TASTrOCTION  and tny, D Aenendonent U Al pg 27 )
Never 18 W staked W Fae Opiaion now “\ne,
CourTS dec\c‘ﬁeé\ SIRTRN RS %\r\'\rd CJ\(‘%\JMQ(\JY Yo Serate
@\ BLO winidn ocnends penol coade secton V1022 53,
Senore B\ 620 ‘vecome effecte _._TC)\(\\)O\(‘-LQ O\ 20\
T fled Yais aropment 3?@\3&)@'(% 16 2018, M&ﬁ
cose wos atfirmed Marcdn O 2018 on fwo of ¥he

B,



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Haree issves, novning in Yne Dpinton offirmince
e Fricd issue whnidh s Senate BN 620 Yere
S o cose ot Yae Coliformng %Q‘Preme Court
O\QCQ\O\Q& D(\) i\’\r\O\JV' Cose \f\O\\};f\% *\’\,—\Q SN2 \SSUesS
XS MNING, o\so s il apphes Fe"k('oo\c?rwehj 4
%S NoY 'u)e:% Cinalized on Qpp@d\‘ (ﬁ‘?p@\@' 2 )
Unde gppeal T \nove Fae mighat to nawe o\l Y
arauenents neaca that 1T \oelheve Yhere are
ssue s win, Thnese argu fMents ol Yo \oe
Oncﬁf“mec\,- o %(‘Q(ﬁ'eci}\. NO(\Q S\’\OU\:‘A \oe \/o-‘{o\
with no deagion .- '

| T concludson Ynese are Yhe Two
GuesthoNs of Hne Starermets of Yne case, as
CONCNLL, OS5 poﬁS\\o\e‘ T amn Q5\<'mc3 AN POy NG
Pnat the Uared States Supreme Cout review
MY o Thank You

H



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

1 am q5\<\(\Cj e Uniked Stokes Supreme Coury
to excercise \vs c\\‘écfe)ﬁomwu) e sdichon and Gran
Cerforar, \\f\u) Soxrin omcl Tootteentn Qraead nents Q\%\m*rs
WIR(E NoT pro%ec%e& 0 Fee \owel courts . Wor one oot , TwO
c‘,("'\miﬁ&\ omO\\\ﬂSBV LONO (‘@_Porjre_c)«\nj Yoo DNA Seomnm o mO\SKj-
and Fhe o¥ner who @Q(@O(’M@C& e DNRA o\ﬁo\\u)b‘{fs o\xc& not
Snowy O Court. Tastead another oma\\,):-s)'v wWho Advd Aot
Coserve | or Ao any of Fre actual laboratory work ead
Fromn o report ot was p@,@ure_&, and done b\,ﬁ e {uo
cmo\\ujs* who were norin avrendance. The Controntradon
Clause undel ¥ne Siktn Amendminent of Pne Constitution
ertritles Hhe accused Yo loe présen% ot e\, ond fo \heor
Ond o595 - examine o\l wirnesses 0o NSY i o e, Tyt
dence Yot s not suoject o confrontaron, such as o
report Yoy The auTNoC Lo 15 ACT subject Yo CrosS- ex-
ORN RO GO | Moy not \se usead o\cjc,\'ma’\' e . The Procedu-
ol Due Process of Law was tot followed Cﬁuqro\n*te,—
eng Me a Lare rral. Undes Pro*redrﬁm ot these
Cignts s inportant nov WSt Cor m-\‘ﬁs@,\{:' \out for o
\DQOQ\eu e Yrial court \mpropef\kj o\lowed o pecson
o did net perftorm tne \aooratory Jre:j*mg ot DNA
Yo Yesvify o o IWINYN ‘W?‘JVC’V‘; 0 Violorion of cecentt
decisions of Fhe Unvred States Supremne Cout expre -
56\3 &\160\\\0\0\(\% suon fest, r(\O(‘\\ﬂ. TA Fhe stove mnents
of the Case T ghow cases Hnot ace e,xcxc;‘\-\-\ﬁ wke
mine oot Hhe Uadted States Supreme Cour T has

\O.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
eversead . L. am os\é\ﬂq e ‘J-uck nent \oe rev@rseo\
due to e denial of Ve fundamental ri%\rﬁ of confr-
onFodion ond cross -—-E{XQW‘\.‘QQ%.OV\“

Furthelmoce | vy case was s pending on
sppeal when T Filed ¥ne Supplementol Opening Brief
on Senate Bl 620, TH was filed el b%ﬂ%re Fe
afficrnation on the othel two issues, The Coort of
Appeals did not stode coe word e Opiaion To
oy, Haicd 1ssve whidh s Sedate Bl 620, So add -
fonal elief ¥nis cose snoold howe been e ma nded
for resentenca 0g N ACCOrdance with eceﬂjr\&j enact-
ed \aw, oand recent court decisions whnian A2NAS
PQ,C\Q\ code \L022.953. T proy Fhe Unted Stotes
Supreme Court Considelr My case, Than ST



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Oocar Kennernh Moreno

Date: QY oved 07}'7.0\8




