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1. Did the Knowwng use of Lalse \‘es’rimony ol deSendants second
feial raise Yo a denial of due pfocess Hnat \L\ge\\/ affected Yhe
Jucy’s 3@5«\&!\\?

2. Did te Salse, predetecmined, non-tandom ok drawing of alfernate

JAsoCs &t defendants se&oix& reval violdle Sundamental Saeness undec

?

e due process clouse

" 3. Was the use of defendants Wvoluntary, coerced preteial statements
w\’f\no\x‘( e eney of Mranda wurn'mss a vislation of defendants
£t Amendment r\g‘n\’s?

Y. wWas counsels failure on appeal 4o pr&senjf nork civolous issues a denial

 of defendants $iftn Amendment c'\s\r\\'s?



LIST OF PARTIES

[X] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 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:



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[ 1 is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

Dd For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _ €1 to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,

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[ is unpublished.

The opinion of the _Acizona Couck ok Appeals.  court

appears at Appendix _A___ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[X] is unpublished. ( Top of Cover page Apperidix A)

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

[ 1 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

[ ] 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).

[X] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 4-25-201%
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _ AN,

[X] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
- W-6-201% ) | and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix _ B .

% Review Deniad yY-10-20W0, Appendin C

[ ] 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 e

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

The St Amendment fo tne United Staltes Constituliion provides in peefinen’
port as follows: ~

T all crienal grosecutions, the accused Sall enjoy the figattoa spe_ed\[ and ou‘o\\g Yval.
b*/ a ‘Mqorhq\ Juey & the State . :

U.S. Const. Am. VL.

The F;(\-h P\MQ“AMQ'\* "0 khe_ U(\l*g& Skq\'es CO‘\S*.I*\L‘;O“ p('o\l‘lt\e.s ‘W\ pe.‘-*iﬂe.“‘\—
QM‘" S K’o\\ow s

1ot 2na\\ be compelled in any criminal case Yo loe o witness osnfms‘(.\l\'mse,\g,v\of ‘oe
deprived of Life, ioerty of propeety, without due process of \aw.

VS, Const. P\ﬁ. V.

The Fourteentin Amendmenl to tne United S\o’(es;C_ous*Qku*-\onzprc;_vi&m wn pertinent
ok as Sollows:

«eeni0t Sall any Stake 6g§r'we. any pesson of e, Woeely of propzc\\,,wi\shou\'&u. process of \ow_
US.Const Am.XIV.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Pehikionee Caclie B Mactin's Firsk feial cesulted \n o \wng yuey.

_ P second Yeial pelihione wos convicted ugen e jucies Sinding cbgquilt of wo

courks_of agqcavatied DUT. Celikiones vas sentenced ko \\ years ia prison Pelitiones

admitted trat e was on Seloey probation Coc misconduck involving o wengon (pehibited
__possessoc) of Bne Yime of Mne offense, Pnen Mae Couct imposed o 1.5 year prison Yecm to o

____su_s_eé_cgm&‘\'jgsﬁﬁor“q Yoka\ of \3.9 eacs,

PeXitionee was senfenced oy Bae ciceniy Cous’y of Marsicopa Connty, Acizona

on Feloouary M J0\]

qullélmmm_cm\ was invelved in o non- W juey

' 'h"\o\
_ ferdec-Dender byoe collision. Pekilionec was wis-idenkified \ay buo wiknesses. Ak Giesk Sne

& Yo wiknesses FeshiC, &_Mkl_,i_\'_ﬂ‘s:{bg_pﬂsl\h\f. Yok someone Q\sz_eﬁ\_‘(eéhzﬂg‘bgg

befoce Markin &) gm\_\’b_e_qk\v\u witness (¥re one Yhok was rese- ended) Lo kiGied Wk ik wos

B minubes boebore She exiked er van, Al second Frial tnese bwo wiknesoes completely changed
_ Mewr YesVimony on \senes 10 scder ko Cind pekibioner quilly.

At pekibionery second beial, Stabes prosecmloc infroduced Galse. beshimony of Mneic witnesses
ol infecked Bne beial wi¥h unfaicness as Ko moke e ceanling convicion adenia) of due process,

At pedikioner’s second kela\, nece was o M_\QQEQLL_(DL&A_e’sg.tmineé_\pk_dmgjyﬂg&dkemsﬁ

___;\msjmk_*@_m_ku;_@_d.
MY pekibioners seco _WL\_\:{'_'\QB,_\'M_Q_mg_pﬁu‘b@q;mmld;mmgdiu&gﬁﬁ.q

__JM\;'\L\%_oggr_ic&uf_ﬂylgg_OA:Sc,si\.e._wSmg_cg.csds‘ﬂ_’rg_c,*is._s_og_'mv_z_s’_@g&t&_oy_\.os\ oibioner,

_ VBnece was ok feshimony inkroduced ok investagative quesNioens oy arreshiog fficec wibnon

_(xiﬂ’&ngmdv\ Yae veneSik QQ M.randa waralngs,

Pectinerit to Question Number One.

N( A.og App&ﬁé&LA.*_\r\g-_Co_w_)\;\ﬂg—\i'-_NQ_E_V'\_Agﬂ;?_._s_\.spgpr’(s r’\or*'m's CXQE\_m__o_C__QeQuQI .
{

).



Pekbioners Claims Haak ace on (‘e_cm'A

Fies Peditioner would \ike o cemind ¥us CowrS of oeo tections \ne enysdewtothe
Cack_Hnek pg_ﬂ_ig_n_e._f_l;u__mw.ﬂ;e&g_naé_am;_s&.ksgejhsmy;lsgmzs_,m:\ﬂQQE.\S,SZ.O (\172)
____(eeccucian) (P60 se ;o,«_plg‘mﬁcld_tz_\g&s_s}\'_timgg_u’s_s’sgm\gxis_’chm\_&o;_m\_gggggsjm‘;:&gé.h\l_\gg_\‘_e@

Mibness Onciskion Sevillas Peciured kesYimany,

__lJ—EL‘\’SsLY\_&_doo.sn‘\ cemeries e Xime ok Yne oﬁ:%&ﬁ\.f%gﬁéé&pmkg&i&zuﬁg of b, HeceaSel
 uil\ N o Collows Kncougin sk Mis peXiko ) BT, V161, 000 6:8 2% kol e nows Wne Fime,

R \lol7, p.M:\-2
__llﬂ@h@m&&ﬁ,mm&g&Abﬁlﬁ@hqgﬂ&_a&mk RI.\J1o[s1,0.30:4-%
31 % eial e identified Hoe deives of Yae van s o Semdle, . 12/6/16, 0.56:5-14, 2 ol he wos nok pay g
__ oMention Yo uho g out o tne van, RT.40/1,0.23:3-22 |

Y, 1% %elal o bediied ne wased looking of Yne Muskang continuously BT 2/l 0.52:2:20 and ik
___possible Yl comeone else exited Yne Mustarg bekore Macindd A3, el p.62-53: 225 \-1,

2% i) e Yeakified ok nis concentrastion was oy on the Mustang BT Molip, 35362015

-6
5. (ne Mushung iewolved w0 Black velic)e) 2% drial e kekified Hock tine Mustang Prak he Cully
__ Cermerdtess, AX \NoJ\T 0. 36:20-22 is, ed in coloe, B, \10[11,0. 3731620
Petiionecs contention wce 1s Yok wikness Cnciskion Sevilla ot peitionecs Siosk ol 4id aoX
— Woow wiat Kime Bre accidenk Yappeaed, ine neord bhe accident, and Bk ine was nok Sully awnre. de e
____hgg@snig%a_ésuim%_gm\.g%gj“_w— cgég_k._ﬁ’s_g.' o e Xioneen second kria) som me&!\;ﬂ%_bo" pg.e.m,ddl'o Yuean
_ Yhie wilness Srom 0okt <o geod Yo o shar wikness Yok Kaows Yne bime of M.chég«\i_i_m*u 2 accideaY
_ ke place,ond wasnt pagh mﬁﬂm@m&mgiqﬁ,he_%&w_ucmh\lm wOS,

—_]
’ +



only on ¥e Mustang. The only mistoke Wais wilness mode o¥ Hne second keia\ wes \ne.

___j_e_z‘slﬁ;_e,éjm&jhg}i\gﬁ_ﬂ%i%‘g&

 Miloess Beitiaey Aushins Reciured Yeshimony,

1. She Yeshified e she remenbecs 100% vividly Yae doy Bl accideoX ogpened AT \wla,p,. 762
19, 15 il sﬁie..s*‘.4‘\eéjhgk_r_‘\gr}fm.s_\mz_qv_&qﬂ_?a.T_.,le.tghsoAQ._'lj_‘ik&&*ng&fmv_\\;\;gm\
A1\ ggjﬁp,;mu;l%@_g\xg;ﬁ&g ek Mackin wals away, B A[10]41,0. 77222125 |-\,
ord AT A0 6.73:¢-7

2. AT ihom. j.l;LiiiQ.CQQﬂLc.hn.’tz;ﬁ_«m\shgskojm_&jadknhpsﬁasﬁ_uhm,shcng\:mﬂy__
saw Mackin difec the accident, dne Yeskified Yok dne Yol peevioudy shoked Yok (Y was b

___N_\M&b_.gns\_abgsﬁngxdﬁgéﬁgﬁgﬂm\ it was closec Yo L vinules
3, B 1 brial doe idenified Mackin s being the c¥ec dcivec AT L {olibp. 31:0-1)

_ Petilionees contention Wiese is Hnak Britlnes was confident ok Sice keal Hin fook

— % cunning Hnen ot second Yeidl dne Yeskified Yok Markin is wadking Tk can only be infered

_ Mok dne wos Yol Yok Mnis wos o conflickive shokemenY of the Sicsk reiol bedweentresand

_ Cnvistion Sevilla, hsfor Wne colflick inkime even & iX was Lvinubies Yafuas more Prenenougn

— Yime Sorfthe ackual driver Yo exit the velnicle a0d go Yae oppesite dicection.

— To eehifiones Sugplemental eiek to the Acizona, Couc’r & Aopedls, Rekibienes
____provides o map & the conilictive[erjused fesdhimony o ¥he wiknesses s to bne diceckion

__ Mactin wenY dfes ¥ne accident. CONMeckape. o aeoceedinas (wnidh pekikianer\nas adked Bhe

— Acizona Conet ok Appeals and Bne Arizona Supreme Yo view)vhea these fwo wikness are asked
% aposoaca Mne projeckion scseen,will arove Yok ¥ map(see AopeodinF Wiccucoke and ek

— these kwo wiknemes ch dngejhe;mmﬂig\i\v_c_taﬁjmyj}jhc_ﬁgﬂiﬂ&i&ib&.&x@lym___

&



____sme oY ¥ne_second Yeial.

Thaw_'\’mg;,s;e_s_md_p_o\;ge; 76__‘;&_'\_@_‘3_03’_9&&&9.&6:; second Yrial all ek \ “Yoak 2k 1s
— ndros dodk oul as video sinows: BT tholv1, 0.43:13-11,

AT, Ao)T,0. 73742 K25 112,
B 1/10/17,0.94:15:70, R.T. \[10]17,0.6A:1-18 RT. Vol 0. 34316 BT, {17 0.121:2:5 and
R AW, p.123:22-25
_ AYRT noTe2: -6 0K icer Rdornson teshiSied that thne body -cam video was,
_____Qi'_oppco)éuiﬁe\\‘l (-000pm. A simple indec-net searchn will dhhow Yo the ¥ime of
sua-se¥ tn GilerY, Aeizono on 1151200 was ok 5:1% pr., Approximately U2 minwtes
before Wnig loody -cam g cecorded and fne Cack thak e shceek \lg’\r\’cs wese onin

. Known
tnis video, proves Pnak ¥nis was'peciuced Yeskimony used agoins} the pelilianer.
This pefjuced Yeshimony is noY even addcessed Yoy Me Beizona Couc of Appeals.

T exioik™] (police repot™) DG e Roninson wirikes Mook pekilioner s given
/‘Imaéz, wnrn'mss Q* \151.9&*3\"\0\'\@( C\I\Q\\e\l\%e_é Me Ac\zom C-O\At)( oQ AQQCQ\S ‘(O
View eximi X H10 (aer asting Fficets loody -com vided) whieh ceveals s fficec
acive on-sceen and no¥ read pebibionec \‘\\s[Z'faﬂé, warnngs. The Couck qg'fcea

at 015 of Agpendix A Ynat Mackin was o provided Mrggola, watvmags e CoucX
Neved c&\resseA s asa 'OQCl\,\M‘\} cawn,

ALSIO o p\gge.f\&\‘ﬁ A, e Courk e\ Mackin Sice) conkends Mok hwo wiknesses

comamiried gac;}vw\!.

PeXikioner accerYs Yok \ne c.\uv\\! conkended Yok wikaesses wece coached
a0d ¥k witnesoes and police Yestified Yo pec \\’\M‘e_a Xeshimony a¥ geXiXionecs
second Xoia). The Acizom Courk of Aopeals beadned aside peihionecs clas of
peciury, oy 1solaking e c\aien Yo ¥ne huo witnesses, AT of Agpendix A

q

| IKY




The Couct We\d “Buk wmece WiconsisYency in *c&*{moﬂ\{ deea nok establichh

peciney® Pekibionet has Shown tnak thece was lobt of cnanged | pesyuce d feskimony

whoduced of s second deial Haat withouY any dtu\o\' had \aflueace on e jusy.,
inoay

and ik as Yo be wnkeced Hot Phis Known ge{)ucﬁ'w% coacned oc ceheassedl
bekoce pe)c\\'\onu"s second \'f'\o.\pg\ex Ye Sice one ended asa ‘ﬁvw\:\' '\\’v\v\‘;.

Pectinent Xo Question Number Two

ALex 25 of Ag“aeﬂa}% A'. Martin contende Yol Sne courk - demonsicake & nias and

coesced Mne juey by selecXing as an alkecnote. 'auﬂ)(”ihg, only To%) kaking aotes Hacougly
the windle Yealt '
This cratemeny is QMMM@M@MMX&M&EAXSL \o¥

— dcowing cloanged B dyrosic of tnis dliesnoke juey selection proceduce Tinis pock ot
Nae. coised issue is nok oddcessed, |

Te_conck cmely neld ok WL o Appendix A The cecocd ceveals Yok ne cleck,
:gﬂoﬂ\g slecked ¥e. oWe coce. Jweots Yoy \oX 1o accordance. widn Pne Rules o Mae CoucX
_and Yok b cecord conkaing vo suggeskion of improprieky in tne seleckion process.

Pelibionec would Vike. Yo present Yo Ynis CousX Pae bcansceighd of Yne convecsalion
bekueen Yre Sholes peosecutor and Sude. We\d ok ¥ne Yoenetn see Mopendix F.

Pelibionec accesks, Haak e Lok dcaving was ok candom, Mecefoe. ndk in accocdance
and ok Me cecord c&ggt\ugi\ku\g_\_s sugge,;’c'\m\s ot '\ﬂg.vpgc\e,\',l w e geleckion

pfocesS

5,



Pechinent 1o Cuesk won Numbec Macee

A ©, ot B ogendix A, Thhe Coucl e\ tine tdmission of Martins shafements
gven wn e dosence ok Mirunde woraloags constituted Vacmless eccor.
AYNUWM of Appendik A_“\L Couel eld ot Mackiny stotewments weee Noluntary,
Tare an&'m& 1o Yalee., AW\ shokements of Mackin (& *\r\gj&zg\'iiggﬁ'jo_n_,@ o e v *10)
were coeceed by Officer Boinson. The Couc’k aleo e\d: A conshilubiona eccor is
haemless i€ Hne appellate cour’r con say beyend o reasonable deulot Anak fine juey
would ave Sound tne degevdo‘r\_’{gg\j\‘\’v without e evidence: PekiXionec acced Mats
_____egn\_e.u_\g\_ggc.e was oot inkeoduced ot he's Fiesk bela\ and Ya\k o e juey Cound
Ve ok C}u\\\'v The Acizona Court o Aopeals isineccocdue Yo the Cact Hnok it conao
be Kaown wnak injuciovs affeck Bne stakements and video vod on Mne jusies verdick
wd oy definiion P is sYruckuea\ eccor,
ALS of Appendiv A, The Courk \neld: Mackin was in custody, Martin was intecogaked,
and Mactin should ave been quen M. aéL wanning . But hecause he denied involvemeat

i§_conshifubed Waemess eccor,

Mactin did deny ivolverenY as tne wos, nokt Pne dcivec, Buk whak needs o e uken
inko_context is e way Officec Robinson appcoachned Markin accusing e of someknl ng
lne 8id vok do., and Hne Sack ek Yne Stake used iNegal peelreial shakemests againgt W,

T the Yrials Fransceiphs efore and ofter edubit ™o is ployed, Ynere is no menkion

of: why Wie video -Lﬁ_hg—_'\_v/\g ‘\n‘\'ggg\%u\.?e,k;klonzr accesks ot e gufpo.s&_og'_ﬁ“_s video
— wos Yo use pea¥rio) stakernents,and to ceven\ Mackins infoxacated state fo use aganst bninm,

whidn b\! deSimtion 1s_self - incrimination.

o’
-



The prepdice of Hhis viden (exnbit*10) wae thot it did cubvedt the proceedings
in_Hhat \'he_gwf\api_o?ﬁe;kdmﬁjg.dgg_&gg_ﬁn&}&’i&\mﬁ‘s_g&t-\_l_\s\o\\\sf verse Yhe
witness creditabilby and NOT tnak ok Officer Robinsons verses Pebilioners, ceeditabilly.,

The oficec Yot was cepestedly accusing Martin_ as \neld oy Bne. Couek ok S5 of Mopendix A

Quoling Me. Chiel Juskice Macren,
_ﬂu%gbémeﬁm%gﬂoﬁmmgo_\'ﬂ!r\_;mnks_&_o_x_‘;omcg\’s of American

t

mino)_jucisprdence : Yoe cesieaints sociely musk dosesve consistent withn Yne Fedeco)

— Constitulion in_prosecuting individuals Coc crime. Moce_specifically, we deal witin the

_ deissiolily é_sio{cgﬂe«\ks_obkg's_nga_&comggjﬂ&yic\mlyLO.ls.sg‘g;g.ﬁﬁs\.io_%ébA'm\_pg\\qg___._
inkercogation and the necessity Cor procedures wWhich assure that Hhe individuol is accorded
his_privilege wnder e Efth Amendment Yo the Constitulion nol ko e compeled Yo
incriinake WimselE, Micanda v, Acizona, 384 1S, use umo

cr

r..)



READNS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

PekiYioner MarYin was denied Due Process of Law boy Stakes_proseculoc

— Woowing presenti v_\_Sjg\:;j'g_g?.ﬁm%by_w_cg_mﬁxm,mﬂmﬁ violations,

aod oy an impropec Apolers beie.,
Pelibionec gasests Pnak Wi Sics L\:\:lm\:.L&B.e.ﬁ.’t.v_\_o_\n_smg_bﬂ.ggm_ of

_ inconsisYenY beaNimony of ey witnesses on malecial Sack.

To_pekitioness Supplemental Yociek | p_‘rln_e._&ﬂzm;owk_o&.é\pgwk_oﬁ_ggsg

3£ \0_peXikiones acgues Hnak Hne wiknesses wece coacned bo s‘ug_e;\mw\gr_‘r_e:)_rl\ﬂo_n_s,

__Cxip_e.ﬂinmﬁ._sgmné_\:ég\.ﬂm__Cpmck_dﬁjlok.sﬁ\ie._n.&amaﬁlog_o:_&zs\_&,g._osxk&im_pmxﬁﬁ___
\Ssue.

A, Twvie ecconeous esroc hnece s Yol pekitiones is maling o claim ok proseculocial

_ misconduct Mok Mg Couet dnose Yo pulaside and nok cule on,

1 can only) e inkecced Maak coeccion of Mnese wikinesses ook glace , someMaing
wode Mnese huo wiknesses dnange neie insonmiskent feskimony o e SicsXeia\ Xoloe.
exactly the some ok Mne second kel T pekikionecs Mobion for Reconsidesakion ok gnge.
—‘7.m,&.3.0&\&9&&&301\;«;&:&3&&5&&3&&.0_«@_\M\A@p&_&gm‘cg&\iﬁgﬁ,sna
_ compace Yoo wiknesses YesKimony of Bne Sies beio) ko ok o Mae second Yelal Wnen

_ wikoescen approadn Hne prsjection seteen Ak Cicsk briol witnesses gve corflictive keskimony,
_ ok second briol wiknesses ey do Mae_exack samebing ok Mne proiecion sereen, Rebikiones
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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