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petition fox rehearing

PETITIONER. XESPELTfUlLI RtOUESTS REHEARING OF THE OHGEK. REIWIML HlS PETITION fflR UiTlT Of 5HT10RARI

ou >Ht groonrs stater MERLIN.

THt LUTLEK LBNMltTlON FOR FIRST RtLREt HUilRtR UAS PAOlUCER PRIMARILY THROUGH THE vlSLtt EXTREME

fR&SECUTORIAL MISCONGDCI UH\LH v\AS PROPERLY RAISER ON RlREU APPEAL AMR MERER ARRRESStR AY HLIUOIS APPELLATE

OR SUPREME COURTS. UHUi. THIS ISSUE MUSS THOROUGHLY CtkUt EYPLitVTLY OOTUMEA IN THt PETITION fOSL \AtUT Of

CERTIORARI ANA &RIEES TO THt APPELLATE COURT, PETITIONER HELIEUES IT Uteil THAT THt AMMEDR fASSENTATIONt

TO THIS tOORT m A m Tit IMAllilGUAL Of THt OOESIWM& fQl COHSiAERATION MAY HAVE ‘ RORlEA. THt LEAR', RY FAILING

TO PROPERLY EMPHASllt THt ROUE. Of tMftbMt&tk PROSECUTORIAL RECEPTION IN ml UlSCMRlAGE OF iU&TlCE.

THt PROSECUTORS AT TRIAL PRESENTER INSUFFICIENT! ANA AMBIGUOUS ElilLOilL Of THt OCCURRENCE Of A HOMICIAE

THEN LIEA EXPLICITLY AMR REPEATEGLY IN ARGUMENTS TO THt MY ABOUT MULTIPLE POINTS OF CRITICAL MERILAL ftSTlHONY
i

MOT Hit AMR ANA EMIRENtE. THESE BRAUN Uft MANUFACTURER EWRENtE NEUER PRESENTER AMR MISLEA iUROKS TS

Btlltllt A MOKAEK OtCURREA, RATHER THAM AN AUAAENTAl AROUMING. THt HUNMS APPELLATE COURT ARBITRARILY 

RtLUMtR TO AARAftS AIL RUT OMt OF THt NUMEROUS, CAREfUILY ROAlLEii CLAIMS Of GROSS AMR RtURtRATt PROSECUTORIAL 

MlSLOttRUCT, TOTALLY IGNORING ALL LONTEKRIOMS Of GECEPTIOU, ftHR THE STATE SUPREME COURT ACLOMPUSHEk THt SAME BY 

REFUSING TO GRANT THE TIMELY PETITION FOR LEAUE TO APPEAL THAT iuRGMENT. THIS PETITIONER WAS GtPlTMk Of

HIS CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO A FAIR TRIAL \M LARGE PART BY STUNNINGLY UNETHICAL PROSECUTORS fftRRllATtUC. A

WMIUkE EASE AUR THOROUGHLY RECEIUING LURQKS, AUR THIS GXCACGOUN Of OUR MICIAL SYSTEM mA SITS AT THt BRINK.

Of BEING ENTIRELY IGWJRER OM RlREU APPEAL. PETITIONER CONTEND THAT AllfllMG THt STATE Of lUJNOlS TO tONUD-

SlUELY AFFIRM THIS WRONGFUL CONIALTIOM WITHOUT APPtilATE REUlEVl Of THE RRA1EM AMR RtllAERAFE PROSttUTOlUAL

mSLOMRoLT AMR RECEPTION WUIIH PRoROLEk IT RttfiMft A VERERAL ISSUE THAT tMR THREATEN THt URERTY OF EUERY

REfEHRAMT, OR AT MINIMUM ( EMERY LIT HEN OF THE STATE Of ILLINOIS.

SHOOLk THIS COURT REfiUlRL CITATION Of AUTHORITY ON THIS MATTER, PETITIONER SOLGESfr THt ffllDUlNG EASES,
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Utttut LEftTNNLt MaiNUfiUAaiL IM Wmi ASPECTS Of WE EWAENCE AHA MSI UAOLLT APfLlLARltON EUEIU issoe. I

SHOULA thrill ^tilOLfVL STAUAAROS VHOLATEA \M THE lOTlER tlMimOR.

out Of THE wm POINTS OF THE PROSECUTORIAL fttSUMOU EttPUNEA lN CUTLER HiRDliltS A ClEAR AHA AtVlAS- 

TATWt USE Of ‘THE PROSECUTORS fAlLALT' RECHRAINE. THE UtSOSE OF ANA EvKAEMCE. AVStO&tA U4 ttLAfMEL \1. BROWN 

5S8 O.S. IZD AT lift (1016).
~T“

“the yam of th&hpsw \i. Loofivmi secures to m accuser the host elettemtal of Autprocess

RlAHTS • fAtEAOH im ft WHOUJC WOITRAU AtfRMTtON Of LWl"

AAtRSOH \L mmtA , 111 US. 101 AT 111 (1111).I

‘ THE Ut PROCESS UAOSE TORBlAS LQN\ilCTWHS ?REAftATEA OK AEUBERATE AECtmOHS."

brown m. nimirn t mi oi. 218 at m dm).

" « VS AS from HIS fcovt TO REf HAW FROM UVfROPtR METROAS CALtOLMEA TO PROSOtt a VAVlONtTOL CflNViimON 

AS a IS TO USE EVItaT LtAlTinATt ttERMS TO RRMt. ABOUT A TOST OME."

BERBER VI. UNTTEA STATES, MS 01. 18 AT 88, SS S. tt. AZ1 (HIS)

“AtATTEST Of INTENTIONAL fRM.tDM.lftl PUSIONAOU m SO SERlQOStf ONAEKfHNE THE MTEARCTT if AOAllVAL 

PROCEEAVN& OS TO SUPPORT REVERSAL UNiER THE PlAlM ERROR A&CTRINE*

UNVltA STATES \l. ^QUHlL , 110 U.S. i Kill M85)

PETITIONER SEEKS TO REITERATE THE ROCE Of BOSS AHA AEUBERATE PROSECUTORIAL tUSCONSOCT AUK ACCEPT VCN 

HOT OMLH IN PROAHLINA A UKONAf UL tONVIitTVON, BUT CH PMOFACMlNlk A CRIME FROM AH AtlHtMA AEATH MEViERi

LEEACLl OR ttEAVtAU-H AETERtHMtA. TO REA HOHILlAE. THE MCflEAlRlE fALT THAT HO APPEUATE COURT HAS PRJPEftW

RMVEUEA THESE CLAIMS SHOOIA. MOT HE THE TvNALUORA OH AlRELT APPEAL, AHA HR. CUTLER IMPLORES THE MEMBERS

Of MS COURT TO HECONSlAtR.

AS A fSHAL POVNl Of AR60NAS FOR TMS PETITION. AHA OHE WHICH HAS OMW BECOME. EVHAEMT SSMLE THIS COURTS\

INITIAL SERIAL Of THE REAOEST TOR WRIT Of CERTIORARL PETITIONER PRESENTS OHE LAST iMSTlOM.i

SS ft POSSIBLE TOMW fOR AM MUSEMT VHMATE Of AM INSTITUTION , A PRO SE PERSON, UNRtfRESENTEA IVi COUNSEL 

TO St TAKEN SERIOUSLT AMA RELEW t PROPER REVHEW RT AMI ILLINOIS COURT Ott ALREIT APPEAL?
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IN AkklTHSN TO THE UNkENtAttLE. kLltniON AKk IR&& klSHONEKTH EtttUNEk RH fMSEtOTQAS IK tUSlEAklUC

ft COURT AKk iORH TO UMILT, 1KLS EtTVtlOMtR OU kVREU ftffEAL fRESENTEk ft UST OS CLAIMS Of UEUL ESTABLISHES

REUERSlkU. ERROR INCLOkUAk WULTIfUL ISSUES IHViOLVKUk HEftRSAH AWk ft HEARSAH kECLARART AffllLTtk WITH MENTAL 

4LLME&/RAkMAN'ARGUMENTS, AUk AM fiSSURk AMOUNT Of MOTlVlt UltkENLE WtJitWE.TE.MT IN THAT THL MOTWATWNAL

ASfLfJS WERE CREAItk WITH LIES TO THL MH . THE. HUUfiiS AtfELLATE LOOK! AffUEL LITTLE OK CM PLAIN

C-RROR RtVIItU ANk REiECTEk NEARLH AIL Of fEIUlOHERS VftUk HAIMS klSE TO ffiRftlTURE, ReGARkLESS Of THE.

PLfttNLH CURIOUS NATURE Of THE. EMlkEMLE.. THE. SUBSEQUENT kEUWL Of REMlEU Of THESE CLAIMS CM THE. MATE. 

S0flT.ii.t1E. US0K.T WkiCATEK THAT ft PERSON IN ILLINOIS UVTHOOT MEANS OR A COURT ftfPQlNTEk ATTOKNRH MOTWACk 

ANk LULLING TO POSH AGAINST THL ILLINOIS APPELLATE IBORTS STAHkS NO CHANCE Of IIECEHIMC, itiSTlLE OK Lilt PROCESS

OH APPEAL, PETITIONER SUGGESTS THAT ft AflOBLE STAUkARB EMTS IN THAT A HftMk URlHEM APPELLATE BRIEF IS

SEEM IN ILLINOIS RBHEUlHk COURTS AS EASllH KEAEUEk REtAKkLESS Of CONTENT ANk WITH UTILE. USANCE. Of REVERSAL

OR EliEM REMIEW BH AMI HIGHER COURT.

PETITIONER. ASKS THE tfiORT TO TARE A SEUNk LOOK AT THE UNETHICAL AHA kEULPTltlE PRACTICES WHICH PROfcOCEk

THIS CONVICTION, AUk THE APPARENT UllLINkNESK Of IILWOIS COURTS TO OVERLOOK THIS ANk OTHER HISTORICAL UNkENl- 

ARll TRIAL ERROR IK CASES OUUKLLH TO RELEIVE fORTHOC REVIEW. BH AM.H HIGHER COURT. THE ft\OL PROCESS CLAUSE

SHOOlk STAKk AS A SftfttttftRk AGAINST THIS SORT Of IMlOSULE BUNG lONOREk ON REUIEW , AHk THE RtlQRk OK AffCAL(

IN THIS CASE klSPLAHS A kOOBLE ST ANKARA TOR CLAUIS fRESENTEk AH PRO SL PERSONS.

UHERETORLPETITIONER RESfttTfUlLH REQUESTS A REHEARING AH THIS HONORABLE. COURT Of THL ORkER kCMHIMC

THE PETITION FOR WRIT 8f CERTIORARI.

RESPEflfOlLS SURMITIEk

bATt- NOVEMBER Z5, 1011i

3



m. w-m

in ire

\mm taota a* the unites states

tmULDTUR.

MS.

IlLMMt

tERTlFltATM OF fftKlM ONRtmSEHTEA St USUUSEL

EETlTlQNER HEREBY LERTlflES Ml THIS ftlVUOM. FOML REREAftLRfe VS fKESEUTES IN AMS FAITH ANS NM

FAR SELAY, AHA THAI ITS t,RQVM& ARE UNITES TA SUBSTANTIAL SKWSNAS U61 FREMl&USLH PRESENTER IN ft

SUFFttlENTlt C.ULAR FASHION St THIS VNEXfERVENLES fAft SE lUStUtoAL.i

UVAS t\. tUTLER, FRA Sti



MO. tf-6150

iWTVit

sonxent im\ of the uuitel states

C.HA6 tl. LUTLtSl

\IS.

ILLINOIS

stateuent «fRotmuik iu torna mmw

fETlTlOUtK SEEKS Til fttOEEEL lUTHtS NATTER VM fQKKA PAtifUUS Ui ACtOT&AWCt \AHH RAIL 1A ARV 

UNRtK THE tRESumiOA THAT THIS COURT ARAMTElS THE. NOTION fML LEAVE TO Odl SO T mfERLT SORmTTEk AOHE16, 

ZOfl t \AVTH THE ORDINAL PETITION IH THIS CASE. AS IT UOULL RE mfOSSlRLE. EOR THIS INNATE C.0UEU4E6 TO 

AU mVUTUTlRH TO ASSEN&LE A6AIN, UVTHVH THE ZS SAV (SEASURE SET EORTH ROUL *W f OR THE NURA Of THLSi

PETITION TOR KtHEARlRt, THE. flRARLLAL kOtONERTATlOR REAUIREA EOR A UE\A NOTION OR TO PRODUCE. NBULNL COPIES, 

PETITIONER REQUESTS THE LLEKR ACCEPT ANS THE THIS PETITION TOR RLHEARMA LN EORNA PAOPERLS, AS ORi(MAILT 

ESTARLLSHES IN THIS LOSE.

CHAR N. CUTLER. . PRO SE\

;


