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STATEMENT OF THECASE
Damien Hyde  efcered YO here a% peririoner, was Charged and
conutered i COMNecHisn with vine %hoo%-CV\j denth of Tommy pointer
pnd vhe oryempred muiders of cardwell fieander ond Yierra vusf,
(G20, 03~04). TWO Srate WItNhesses (“Cordel™ and *Trerots densi£i-
ed the peritiones 0% The @6«50«\ Wwo SWor Them ond H\f, oeceased.
CR.TH34 GA-T4 ; QQ\o-UB). BOTN of These Witnesses qove o Pt otat-
MRt +o Yhe POLce in Whith Ty denied ony Kmou)teff&(’/ oF the offen-
der Who dhot them ond the deceased. (R.T1aa 18-14), At Fial, this
Wwos 0LKNEw Le d &ed by the Witneddes themaewes ( R.T(4 ) ond oeices
EMMeST Myslinew i, (R, 35Vl -34), \%d?h WiTneuoed odmitted +hat vhey
idenritied peritioner ap +ihe Bhoorel after interuie ws With potice
oetectives. (R.T1aa 64~ T4, QQILG-13 Y.
ANOtnet” oate Witness, Brandi opoyer vestified that ©a Ap

vl 2009 | peritiones ond et wete Lol VLS Togethec in ch.;ca@o Heighis,
along wWith Brondis Jru)oyo\m@ da@hvmvc&\a& LasSy. pervtvonet was
Th e farher 0f Biand i €oul- Month- pid o’a%mery CONOF Y. (R.{at 1357,
Brandi Yeorifies that on ”peiL o, 30V0, Peritiones tevurmed nome and
Told e vivey needed vo \eave because Pepple were Moucin g Thres
DED OQATABY ¥YheM ond theid Lives were in ofan&emcﬁvmqwgn .
&rondl and peritioner pocked their “bebor»ﬁin,as‘ ond dTBU8 5 Des -
0INeD |, Towon +0 Svay LUt BT MOYHE o oy e, (R.13a~ 134)
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Lok YO c,‘m“cm&o TO oxtrend Froftic couty ond Viviv the doctor, (R
124~ V363, Brondi wWas then apprenended in court by CMCA@O we-
Tghﬁ’% poOViCce Officers, (RARTY, Rc,cwdm&*ro & tandi ,The Police TOOW
WeF YO 0, TOOM 3€E 0F Yhe court room , YooK Wer putse ond sgarched
ner. CR48Y, Two CHiCag 0 He;&wr% JEAECHTULS Fhen YOOK ed 0 Yhe
Policl Diarion and Placgd nel in on m%eﬁrod@h‘cn room (RA4A-150Y,
TWEY 00K N Colm KEYS, ond he wod not $ted 16 &9+ (RASOY, When
osked peout H\é OELCars ooy by~ dw”fw& e iMQWD&qum B
ondi Boid " The officers treated wer Like CHap v oo They We mean,
They wete yude | They woese teling, sci€aming in my face T hod
VO PEFBONaL SPaCR « oo They wete Thigotening Me. (R 14g- 153y, Bond i
stored thot e 0f6icets Colled her ond petitipner “pieces ot dhit
and Yo nee thot They Wod Known PeEONe: Sice we was a
\itte boy and fhot “he i Q013 ¥o go down €6 +nis - owever
ey 8@% NN They are &O‘(% Yo 86% het M (R, L)Y |
Rrandi teotriéred fhat ot one Point, duﬁmﬁ o Sothtsom

e ONg OFf The ofiCers \end Nl down o Pitch- blok Aot -
well, Youd el 10 Take It Wer dewelty becawse ohe Was Qnna
e Chatqed as an accomplice 1o mukder 1€ didnt aptee to say
Lhat +he Ponice Y003 Wer 16 Say, (RL4 - 1053, These theears scafed
Brandi (RS, AlLord’s " o Rrondi | vhe pilice denied ner saudyl
R uUents Yo Mak? o, Papne Cout ond ‘Di“outofeo‘ WA W tHh owl OLloun t
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SePvices (DLEDY would faxe ner Childien ., (RS, Rtandi fest-
E7ed That et BYATEMENTS +6 POHCE WEre not NoIuntary omd Hhe
was ofrald of \'Gbmd net il ten ond ‘o@ﬁm& (/\Aw)“&ec‘ Wi Fh oL i~
ME Bhe Jidnt commit 76 Bhe refused ¥o 6€&m e Statenéen
WHtten oy the Prosecutor. (R.yT0; RR S53-5% ).

Dwe"ﬂ& Brondi o +ig,\ YeotiMony, yYne Prosecutor Congton-
Yoo hel” LOth The Pre- +rial Srarement oWe Made +0 poivee
VI - oY~ Lng (R0~ 41). Defensd Counsél dogected Y0 ywe, intio-
duction of Brondi's pHof Stor ment oetakse W was Wearsay .
(RS, ThE Ti00 Coutt ouerruled Tis Qedection. (R . The frio,
COUMT ¥hen ollowed +he SIate 15 Conrmue i‘m\mo’ucmj R Fandi's
s Dhatements, iauwo’w\g Wer PITo Bratement vhot pesiioned
nad Youd W We had €XHed some DWOT S At Some PeoPle . (R, WA~
4 Y. The Stare then Called vhe poce depairtitent Prosecutor as
D wWiFA DS . (RRR4TY, The D then osred Wim +o $ead Rrandi's
entire “oratement U atond o The outy, Lot Elh. 14 RORRSE-59),
hqoity, desense Counsel oboected, but The caurt oowed it in as
dDUubarantive QUIIENCE. (R, 134-45 | RR 58 16 R.55 23 ), subsequen ty,
The defense teauested o MisrHial because The admission of $he
shotement wos IMPoper. (R.354~5)., The THal Cowt denied +h € Mo-
TON.(R3D8), TN (Lbuthn CLOBMLG ORUMENT, The Prosecuts!” arqued
OURI™ JEFNSE LOMABRL'S Obdectinn That PEHM e s temofks YO
RABnat Wos tantomoun T T0 an Confesson . (€. TTE0- LY.
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e PRIOT NOAd WMTHEN DYareMent LAt TO YWe duty Foom | biut+ desense
Loumpel dbuvecred drating: FITINRG Whole 1seUe oenind Wer Statement
Wos THE NO\unaringss o it. Bhe, never %a&vm! Whot S Soid Th That
f:‘\'ou‘ref“mef\#‘ ond We haue N %’rwwdinﬁ OB 3l on V@ga\vc(\"% ony of
el Shfement going back there Yo Fne dusy Y (R.ITLO6), The o
cowd ruted Hhot it wWould Nor alew e Oy T0 Wowe Yo Bratem-
ENT UNLDD T Uty TMguetted T+ (R. TTWL )Y TN +he duy S ot NG,
They tequested ¥ hondwkten Sratement, CR. TT07) OUeEr obdection
by 0efense Compll, +he Tiial Coult MBLOCd +HhE Sy Yo have The hwand-
wEtten srotement o}uwvwl? deliberattons. (R . TTI0T-108),

Afser vemmmd Jellberations +Hhe duty sent p Second nare tho,t
D0id | "GuiltY 4 Wor GUiVEY B, undecived 5. ¢ C. a0g T R TTAOAY, With in
4 noul s OF deUpberation F¥ne Uy Sk DAOTHE™ YL + ot said |
Y9 GuIltY B 0T GUIEY . At This Point wWe are dendiocked and oo ot
€L 0 POSBILILi vy OF cmm&e T C0Ca0k), Rfter P@qwm& I UCHTOND
oM ¥he dwd(ge y The dumy Tedadered anorwesr Nore 3 howrs Loter
ov%x/mj ot o Jefinirion of “Readmnabie Bowbt (C.aok, R.TTUA -
WSY. The dudqe tenponded (R.TTHS; C.20a) bub euentuaily sequesie-
¢ed Yhe durors €or the vu“&wh CR.TT e~ Gy,

The durors TEorarted vneir deliverations the nexs Moring
ond Within A8 MiAUTeS TIve JUY Dent theit Fifth note +ho t
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e 8\"uen;cvi UWUS-G 5. ThE ¥ al Coudt oecided Yo reerain §om 8?\)0‘%
e sttuction ond ordered The surors To conFinue Fheit” detiber-
MToN S, (CRouUTY,

ADhott WNIE 1oFer v e QUlY DEAY onarher NOYE, DO g
YW TRe 10l 0F Dhysicol euidence CLOMELTNg The veeendant 6
THE CEIME O UM E SCehe | 1o eye wWitneds LIt T veotimony €rom One
Pereon \raLly Bufficient Yo prove quilt beyond a reasonasie doubt ? "
CCoR0T; RUUT S, The tval COurt dnaweres 'n the ofeirmefive
aNd WIThiN Minutres The duky Notiered the Court that (+ wo.d Teac-
ned o verdict, CR.UULO, G- 2to). The duty found pewﬁ'owe(”amftw
o Titor de&fee Nustes ond +wWo ortempred £iror o'%fee MUroers,
CCaau~ 1), Pertiones wad Sentenced Yo on 0gyreRote PHTRON Term
Of 135 ¥€ald in pridon, ( CLL. AU ~ALS [ R.GOGG3GE)Y .

O appeal, TWit0iS APPElare Court in an, UNPublished
opinion Found thot +he +riol Courty Bbused ivs discretion in
alowing The hwondwriten statement 1 Q0 balk’ Yo the dwry duf-
Mg deliberotrions, ONLY becouse it did ot Meet tihe Meliability
TEIUITRMENtTS 0f DELHON LIE-10. L (O (K'Y 0€ +nE Code 0F Cimingl
procedure. popie V. wyde, 20V8 TL APP(Ask) L 5Rw4s~U T §3 58, The
APPeliate Coutt mode WO mention, CONCNIngG The BRarenen s
Nolurtariness | pur went on 1o derertine +hat any dbuse ™
the admission o€ The b%%memt Wad Wodmiess er o, T at 59,
THe TWINOTS dupreme cout denied peririonet's peition Eor Leave

TO oppeal on danuary 3l, 3019,



COMPELLING REASONS FOR GRANTING REVIEW

1. Thi% Court Should gront the Wit of Certiornty +o decide the _
question \&ft unanswered oy This Court WTUMMRT Vv, @'GYW?WW%
282 U.D. 02 (\A42), Whnerhed ¥neé admissiof o€  coorce d thitd -
Polry Syafement induced oy o QOUEMMmMeEnt omc\q‘t TS UNCONSH & ~
UEionol OB SUESTantive €Uidence against o Ctiminal defendant
T Teval,

TS Coase PIeeents e quesrion 2F Wherhet +he pMisscon ot Wial
D€ o, Coefted out- 0f- Coul sratreMent €rFom o NoN- defendont witness

Moy Viblare o defendant's MgWy Y0 o foit tial S puarantedd by the odue
Processd Clauses of vine Fitth and Fourfeenth AMendments, U.s. const, amend,
5 RV, The canstitutionol mo‘erpsnww@s Lo TS foctuUal SCenarvo init-
Taly sulfaced beesre vhis Coutt in Tufner v, PeMBYIVania 383 WS, (0], b5~
Glo, W2 B.CY.\38, 4% L.EJ. 18I0 (WV4Q), DUt beLotse the €ocks There vendered
TNe Conoritutional idoue o MuWholly Wy Porhetical guestson™ Fnis court
deciined To 0eLide The matrrer. B0 Turner, 8% Ws. 4t kl (“AE This B age,
vve TR VD a0 LWNOWY NYPOThR FTCa L JuUuesHoNn, Whith a% a CoNBE Futitnal
{oduUe | we OU@M NOY NYPoThetiTCally TO oanswer. 'y,

SINCE Then | SOME of Fhe \ower CLOUMTS Who mave taken up the
guestion noid ‘r\rxmhp\mcmd i endence a Ccoerced sratement of o wWitn-
€55 I o LriMminal Cage Who (B Mot o, detendont of poredriol desendan ¢
NRVEITheLE ST Violates b CONBrituUkionat Tight OF The detendan + \ ‘\’houﬁh
Ooviousy ot hig maht not 1o o fsiced vo IncHiminate winset,
E.q., United atates V. Gonzates, 10 ¥ 34 AEG 128an. 4 Clo™heit 9aq )y,

LOTTNCR V. BonLinger, 499 F. 2d 24 35736 ({3Cif 1974) . Ovner aunisdicrions,

SUCH QD The S re of \A/iy%co«\%\Tv\s and the Fierh circuwst Cour +
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Of APPenis ClUde DUtk n Dratgment oLy 7§ it IS ULigb e, unichs
MU D that o \m‘&he«’ VeUel 0f CDEMLTON e Shown. Eyg. oYotTe V, Samhugl,
4% WoW, ad ar 431-3a,; Unired states v. MerKt, 1% E ad abl, 318~ 16 (6™
L, 1085y,
DY OYhed” Courts, Mcmdm(j Y€ Seventw Cifcu it Court of Kppeals,

go ot ik Thot ¥here 1S o eXxCinbionary tiLe appicable vo vhird -
Party SfateMents  thouqn they would Tedkise a Convickion i€ it repted
YTy On o Chefced Drarement fhor wWas LomPlere ly unieliobie, srate
Ve Vargas, 420 A.3d 809,914 ( R.T, W30); peopie v, \%mddewy 0 cal.gth 330, 4ical,

RPI 20 635 CCatnans)y ;| Buckley v, FitZeimmons, 3.0 F. 30 124, 144 ~a5( Tth

Cit, 1194y, ONLY YhE Stofe of TWnpg e novd That, No vnoependent derermina-
TON 1S NELEDBSHEY +D Dpcettain ¥ MeLiability OF Voluntatrindss ot a
non- degtendant caerced our-of- Loult Storement , vo mm& a% it IS Orhes~
Wise admizsisle under section 11s-10.4 of TUinsis code 0f ciimingl P
ceduf® (TR TLCS 5/uS1D.45. E.q. PEOPIL Vi SMith, 206 TU. BEC, A0, 9T8 W.E,
3 224 BEE (AP 45T VI B0,

The Federal and drove Appelare cowrtys' dharply divided Vviews
ON AT DIgNETiCant queston of Conshttional Law demonstates
+he need €o This courts furthgt (@u{damceﬂ 52 WS, DUuieme court
Rule 10y, REtrel oM, vhe d Nergent Views engendeted i these deci -
DIONS ALG MO+ MefeLy Avoukt ap@wimj BeAed \aw ¥o acrs ; tather, it
BNOWDS That the law (5 NoF sertled af all . This coutt Shauld allow
The WMIT 0f Certistori v6 resolue This conflict and tension in +he

bower Couts Tl opproprate treatment and €ocol point o€ nau-~
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WY COURES Mudt adnete to when WaluatTNg +he o dMissibili ty ot o.Coer-
od dravement from someone orhet than tihe Jefendonts FhemMsees,
ol purpose of Jue Process. And in dosng B0, this COUEt SWoUld Ma ke
Clol Yhat The Tenrh and Fitet Ciircuit COUtt of RPpLals apphoach

‘L GONZ oL s and Lo France New cloder +6 +his COUrF'S precedent on
The foMoidden use of o Coerced Srate Ment +0 SECULE O CONUICH -
ONn and advances DUt DOCIEHYS interest in fundamental €airness than
Ynhe 0ther \ncxdm&s.ﬁee 2.8 Rogers V. RIChMOND 36§ U.5. SB4, 540-54
(e ( THE UL 0F Cotteed Dratements Whether frue or fave, 1S forvirdden
bECAUSE The Nehod wsed 1o exiract +heM 0Fends CONBITTUTORAL PrLIPIES.)
(emphosis odped); Jackoon Vo Venno, 318 U, 208 317 (19443,

FOr instance | ong \ing of voses conciude rhot Courts need nok
freat Coerce d srafmMents of NOMN- Jefeidont LWiMEssesd +he Same way
o CoePted draMerts of defendonts. unived States v. MEFKY supra © Sta-
T V. Douel  BupFa . These durisdicions nold that when o oesentont
DEEWD YO DUPPIEDD arl am@ea’cy HWVOIWNESY LTHEDS Bratement  tihe
Coetcive POLICe MIDCONTUCE OF TDBUL Mkt e €QTegious Such taf it
produces statements thotr ate Unternble as o Motter 6€ Loud. 1% F, ad
Of TS | LAZ W.W. A0 at 4306 . The Probiem with This poposition i
T™hot, by T’QQ_UW’H\S That the OVLL%CD' coercion vl o0 egwe&rou% 0»6.
TO Bt Untlable; these Coutts have engrafted on euraneous factr
ONFD TWR dut Proces analysis, A Fhis Court hoo elplaines Many
TINES ‘vefare 10 The Past, +h€ ONly iNguiry |ower Calrrs M

MAXE Tov federnl Jue Process PUMPOses iy wWhether +he. AWViduals
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Wil o 0Ue borne of +he +ime Fhe Statement was extracked. see
Cnanvers Vv Flotida 502 U 34T, Wotts V. Tndiono. , 583 e, 4 5
Leyto v, Deno, 347 U. 9. S5L (568 & Hot™id Vi 20uth CoaoLine | 358 W8, w3,
DPANO V. WEWYOTIK | 300 UuS. 34T ;- LyAuM V, TUinois . 3T Ub S8, 535
a3y, Which 1his coutt hos vecoanfaed CoNn OCLuUt oy either Phy-
Sical inrmidation o pwcv\oc%mvt pressure. TOwWNsend V. sain, 373 Us,
A%% | 207 (LAG3Y.

TO ‘oe dUre, the CIRATOUBALES OF The Coercitn of the non-oef-
endant WitiLds, 1D of No MOMEAT TO o TYate o federn | Court's TeUitw -
I'ng the decendont's Jue process claim, This 7% The *re/ovohvm& 8L€ML€0/
TOM his Court's precedent, Aind rhis Mokes $ense vecouse T0 €5
pousde Ine former view , Would olow The admission 6E Stements tThot
oe NOY the Piroduct of 68%&5 PUD Lot Cion vut that ar€ nonethe 8%
CRMPIREALY TONOLUM sy » Because -66?’6&\70%“&/6% (D> 0N EXITOne U ©
Coctol NOT NEOLDBANMTLY determinaiue oF Voluntariness, iV id ot
0B With ¥his Court's precedent and dhould be, vesecked. Maiioy v,
HOgaN | 378 U5, 4, T (1904) (TWE hove Weld TOIMIBOT Bl Sven b CLoNFession
Seluted oy B0 Mild oL WWiP 0D the Fefuubad | Uhd O Calain Ciieums tances,
T ollow & JUBPELY 16 Call NS Wite UAH L he Lonfessed “C Citing ¥aynes
V. \A/mm‘«&*ron L 3T2 ULB. 803 83 5.0 L33 0 CLALEY ) FurtheMmore, +he tou-
CWDIONE OF JUL Procesd had Neuer haw&ed doley an feliab ity
Father N The Context 0§ Coerced Srarements, s Court has
placed SP%H’I QMPM&‘s ot fne ‘%Wm\&w felt atitirude of our Soci-

LYY Yhat tmportant umorl Volues owe wocrs Beed where on bgent
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Tadeed, This Narow oppronch o U PHOess Principols 1 Hne Cont -
Xt Of goverament auton Thot thieatens vV idwal Weerty, 1980
To” ofield eotalblinhed precedent in this courd Thort, afuosLY T+
Con ©e& W@&owo@/& A% O, uNteasonable appucation p€ federal \vow
0o dickated by this Cowtt. cf, Willioms V. Taylor, 539 WS, 363 (40T
(3000) | MalinswWek i V. mithh 504, &, 2d 238,336 (THMAF, 3000 ( drate
COUTt DK UnTeasoNAbLY When T Meuses t6 eXHend o, Clearly eatab -
Wohed Principle 0 o New Context whete itshould opply § . For these
fovonsd , T Court Should 30‘%# ™e WHT o Certiorary Y0 Clopify
Thot o cmwe,wae TO o Comviction sustaingd by +he use of a non-
defendont wimesses coerced Hur-of-Cout wratement, iv Cognizasle
undet the €ieth ond Foutteenth omendments v the U.s. omaw‘fm{b
TONy [ Otherwise Lriminal Jefendants Sinilay aituoted 10 poritipner
e, Wil Tmoin without M2LOUrSE TN the \ond $6F Fneir Meriv-
DMouD CaiMb 0 CONSF Tutional deprivntions.
Furthermore it is Jitficutt +o Percive now petitionet's Fights

Yo due Process ond a £oiv Yriol nod Not been deppardized by the inf-
oduction of Brand i oprayests dut-of ~COut Bratements., ( ot EXhid )
StareMents thot nad veen mode Only ofter the Povice wod toid her
oot ohe would e made on oomprice o o Crime, and her cyilgeen
TaKen Srom mer, 1§ one Jdid ot “wooperare.t (R v%4- 1B [ R B3I
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The rroditional vimired function of d%cr@dﬁ—m& ol restimony, sut
May HeYe od> JUbSrantive eidence 1§ 1+ MELts The Teounirements

OF JECTON 1S 104 0F vhe Lode o Lriminagl procedure of 143, 5e¢

TAT TLCD 5/W8 - 10,4 (Wesr a01g), This MRE CONSTI+ures +he ONLy exa-
MPLe 0¢ TN IACOKPOID i ovy 0F b, DYatute N0 THinoT S tUes o€ evidence.

mvéma TOthe 1€qislatule ¥t Srarutre 1S Meant vo adV-

onCe ¥he noot of \pveuef\ﬁng O FUtNCoot UTINESS €M Mete(y de«w«‘m&
O CoMiel Dratement When +nat srarement was Nade under CitCumst-
N indicatt Ng ¥ Was WKl +0 %e Yvue . 5ee People Viwhite, aws
MEV 34994 \0oWw ( TUAPP. 45+ Bist a0y, And While The oratute (o adeauarey
+allored T Prevgnt the Lo5s of Libetty €rom o Nnen- D’@ﬁemo/ow( WItNess!
PHOM BtofemMent that does et oty The Foundotional requitements ouHi -
NeY TN Sussections Co, (o) LOCD QI CRY (BY and (), B3 peopid v, Simp-
OO | AOMS TL W6\ T M 3734, People v, W CoFtr 288 Ti. APp. 34 319~ 932,
A5 (L2F BIBE 2008 ), The SoMe i WOt MUe | for Citcum stances wwhere

0, NON ~ IeEENToNt LOTENESS" PHOF DHOTeMEAL (D the Produck o€ Pws ol
o pa\cc_m@ Cal COErCiDn . 58 PEoPle Vi SMTHh (478 ME. 3d da%, 348 CA0L )
(WO nvepensien + Jererminarion of o Prictr otatements Meriobility o~
YOLUA Yo TNeDS 10 MeYUTes UNBer DELH BN WS - 10.4)

Decively, 1§ “tMeuasitity * wWad LILineTe \egidlatutre Chief conce-

PR €0t The eXausion of Prior otarements rhat 0Tons Come within
the ombit 0F The DAUEes SUbBecHions, +hern the Same \ael o€
CONLMN was Waltanted +o Prowide Protection €tom the use of prior

SYAFEMENTDS SNVOL U Ea iy @\‘uem. RERR QL (T Lannpst be 8&(1\501/6“01 Thot
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mvouihmw DIAMEMENTDS NaUe been ewcinded 6o evidence NotT oncy €6+
T€o501% 0OF thei FEPuUANANLY Charoctes, but orso elause of the Oonges
OF UNEEVTaDULTEY | SPano V. VEWYOTK | B LD, BT  230-&( L1AT9Y, Gipen thot
The “teliabiciry DOPECE 0F Coerced - Sratements TS on cment o€ tepol
pracrice | Aticona v, FUMInonte 492 U.S, 311, 30 - 313 (14919, PeH ti pAer
NG OYNE DIMitar Ly Dituated desendants thould be entifled to the
DM LRUEL OF dUL PHICEDS Prorections €am +he \05s o€ Libetty
Threatened oy the Use oe a non-oefendant witness' cogroed prist

otatement,on rey Would Fheil own pt a Co- getendonts, vel, Lotron -
ce vy %omm&er 493 K ad a4 (oF CATE). TN T1€ latkes Siruation Yhids Coutt

e WU tWat JUE process TeUIreD o \eati g +0 +euF The Volunfar -

Nede 0t the starement vefore i+ 1o preseated 1o o Uty for derermi ~
nokiony ©F &ubﬂ‘r O WpCence , o€ Jackoon V. beano, 378 s, 308,317

(V3 ("LOTerendants Moyl Consiitutonal ”@M vou D DL O €oit heamzj

ond Feliob v determination on YW (osue OF Yo luntoriness, o, devespinatipn

U Trfluenced vy +he futh pr Falsity 0¢ the dtatenent ™) Cemphasis avded),
LEI0 V. TWomey | 40% Us 41T 424- 485 (VAT (oames, And dince o Statement

coerced oM o bccuved 1o NETher \€a8 UsTWorthy than 0ne €ram o

WHNE€dS MO MOre TEeNSIVE 10 Baciety s i of foirness

Icloafcovl VO by o reoud

U Wouly seen
e o Jackson heo\h‘vx& N e Iake s Cose LUt
e T T0e €ormer. LaPtance 49 F 2d ot 35 cLaTay,

Thiss Cout+ Shoutd JFont Wit o€ Certiotari +o Cloriey +hat av o
bare Minimum ,0U€ PTovess 1@uites That Peritisner ong Qther Simitarcy
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0N QUESTIOND Of Voluntoiiness of Nof- defendont wWirnesses priorout -
¢ COUNT %mvemeM%v%ee‘ec&, credeland Board 0F Education v, Lpuder-
NI, F70 LD, B2a, 542 (\VAESH('TTING rOOt TEouirement  of vhe Bue Proc-
e LW i3 “that an tndividual o QTUEN Oy OPPOFTUNT HY €Ot o, hea -
mg LefolMe he Yo deprived of any %t(gmﬁcm\t Provected inveres+ 'y T i~
NOTD The proctice ‘oorn €fpm e appiication of seckion (S ~10.4 of
Tihe CODE +0 PHrior INCORSIHTeNY Drarements, Piaces the Teoponsibitvty
Df a%2RT0ING NOT OALY WITHESS Credibiliry | bub ailss Witnesses' claims
DE COLITioN DN +HE SUFY . D¢ pepple Vo White, AWz . E. ad 4a% (044 (Lot
DI 200, PROPIE Vv, MeIECio, 89 E, 34 814, 84D-A6 (4D Qivt. 301TY; Pegpie
VOWigaing 40 0. 30119, 1205 (A5 DB 3015); PEOPIE Ve COMpoeit, 3T W.E3d
2L, 848~ 400 (At PIDE. A0IS), Telingly  'DoYh BacKoon and LeFo resect the
practyice 0f QoN\bSm‘v\ﬁ o o ém&ke QUMY QUEBTION THhid 1DBUe OF Coercson
and that 0F +he Storements uuea&w Oy TeLiability . JoUKSoN, DUPrY ot BBA-
28D .10 [ L]0, BUpra ot 4L -
For ¥hese t2asons, This COurt Should gp ON +o conclyde that i~

WIS N 2eLATON 115 ~10,4 of it 0de of Criminnl PHocedure of 1303,
foils to provide dudicial procedures adequate +6 Juotd OgOTNet Yhe use
0¢ 0. non-defendant witness’ Prior sratement Thots, ¥he product o€
Phyaicsl o P%yd\O\Ga?oovl coerevon.,

1. The Questions Presenyed ofe (‘eowrma TOSULD 0F Noticnm i
ITMPOWTANCE Fhat Wartont this court's immediatred Meeousion,

The Uaiguivous practice of pm&wﬁv@ CiMminal OMFENsSLS With ew-
dence of o Non~ desendont Witngss' PMOM Statement Qv\e&eo‘ Ly exttacred by meo -

NS O CLoLrUoN | IMABes TsBUgs OF ﬁweow pracrical iMportance ong Constitut -
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1onat %%Mﬁmme M@N\“'rm& TS Courts interuension . ThE issue of Whe~
e o Crimina ( dedendant Noo consttutiono | %mmo‘m& SOBED ON Hhe
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R%mum(g s fodue T UeN MOfe CHeal (n Yae face of anconu-
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SrareMents Mede vy turty Coot Withsses in vhe €ace of repeated ond m&
Pont complainte €oom (+5 Citizens CONCENINg Yorture, douse and other
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entoreRmMent oficio is ot mr&e\aee i Im’)%w& ation oOf QW‘C,(BG Poce Oepart -
/hef\'\*w‘ov UNTted St tes Depoffment of Tustice it RBM—% Bivision on d
unitred Sates frtorney ‘s office Worthern QisHict o¢ TUWnois, gonuary 13,017,
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COUrt" by WIChe Gonzales Van ceye ) YD Civizens Dhould haue Some proce-
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