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IV  WERE THE PETTIONERS CONSTI7oTo AL RiGHTS 70 A FAR
TRIAC AND EFFECTVE ASSISTANCE OF (COUNSEC VIOLATED WHERE
DEFENSE CounSEL REFUSED 72 TMTERVIECS OR CAUL ANY oF
His CLIEWTS FOORTEEN WIMESSES 78 TESIIFY oM His BEHALF,
COUNSEL FAKED 70 EATER PICTURES OR ANY OTHER FViDEACE
on ds clienr’s BEHALF, Faned 7o Tmpeacd 78 ComPUAmTANT
wirH REPRTS AND TRALSCR (PTS ; WHERE THE ComtPLAKTRAIT'S
RECRD HAD To BE tnPED CLEAN, AS WEL AS FANED 7o FRoperlY

CHAULANEE FRo3ECUTIORS 'S CASE /) An)Y OTHER CAY.

. WERE THE PeTimonER’S COMSTITLTIONAL RICGHTS 70 A FAR TRIAL
VIOLATED. WHERE THE Recorping (s) oF AUEGED EViDENCE .
AGAINST Him WERE ERASED , AND WHERE THE Covrr ABUSED 115
Disereriond BY REFUSING DEFFwSE THe ComPLAmTAITS Records
OF SEXvAL ACTIViTY T0 PRovE THE ORIGI OF HER SEXUALLY
TRANSMLTTED DISEASE , SINCE NEITHER THE JETTIONER NOR
Hrs wzF/.?‘, THE CoMPLANTANTS FMOTHER, }/Aué No Histery oF

SAD DISEASES .



LIST OF PARTIES

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

[Vf 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: '

THE PUCHIGAR ATIORAEY QENERAL'S OFFICE

Tiis OFFILE PROSECUTED THE CAsE FoR

THE LIAYIWE COoNTY'S PRoSECUTER , AND

IS5 SuBJEeT 70 BE THE CJARDEN A

COuNSEL (iTH THE PETITIONER'S
R . FHIKE OF A w1 OF HABEAS CoRPYS . . .
PuRsvAvT 10 28 UsC 5225

THIS OFFICE 1S LOCATED AT ¢ THE

G. MEMMEN icliams BLDG. , 7 FL.
3525 W. o7AwA , P O. Box 30212
LANSIKSE , MI Y8909

LIAWE CoumTyY PROSECUTORS OFFICE
]9 St ANToiNE ST.
DetroiT, MT Y8226
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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

to

[ 1 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[ 1 is unpublished.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 Appendlx

to
" the petition and is '

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[ ] is unpublished.

['v]/For cases from state courts:

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

[ 1 reported at ; OF,

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

[\d/ is unpublished.

The opinion of the M:chman Svpreme. court
appears at Appendix €~ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,

[ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,

[V is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[ ] 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).

[V}/For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was - H,Prl\ 3&2016{ “

A copy of that decision appea:rs at Appendix

[\ﬁ/ A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
Tolu 29,3019 , and a copy .of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix _D__.

[ ] 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. §1257(a).

u.s, Sopreme Covrt has Jorisdichien Where Fhe Peﬁf-%nea :
BROWN, Exhaus#ecl all Stake Remedies as of Joly 3 q,a01% See Aﬁlﬂmﬁ(b.
a



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
PAgEs
U.S. Const amend. ¥V
Na person shall be hel) 7o answer bera capn‘a/, or oTherwise mfamovs come,
unless on a preseniment of mo//crmmr ofa G-’anoUdry, EXCEPT 11 Lases Ali1sing
n r/e, /c\no’ or ncwq/ 6fces ;00 )na /’Z/ma, cJAcn ] actoal Secviee 1 Time o(-Uar
or PUAAC O/angerj‘ Aol .S%a// dny perssn be SuA ) jeet ér 7Z/< Same o%c-nce 75 5 ¢ Jwice
PaT N Jeopo.ﬁﬂ!y of e or /,mé; ol 5/4// e c’om/Oe//zJ /N any Climina [ case 72
be a winess a’.gamsr/{mzsc//,( nor Ae o/e,p./: /zJ 4[ /rfé, //Jeﬂ-y, or Property, wiThoor
: Jd& PRCe3S of /cud; Nor s/a// Privaie preperry be radken Igf ,&é/:c Jse, WiTAI Jusi™
Compu)Sa.uo/\ C e e oL e e e e e e e e e e li,aé,a-(i
| U.S. Conse d.men() Vi
T all ceamnal proseciiians; 7he dtevsed Shall enjoy e righr 7 & Speedy and
poblic 77al, by an imparraal yocy of The Sare and dismricr wheren e cnme
SAa// /mve A:en Comu //cJ LJAIC/I 045://:‘,7' SAa// have éte/) pf‘cc//ous// ascer. 7Zun<4) '
Ay /ch, dnc/ 7o be //)&/MJ 07(7'%¢ Najore an Cadse o/ﬂfe. acedsadion; 7o 56. :
Con troared wirh The wimpess againsr fim ; 73 have compulsocy pracess for

OATmemg WITHESSES SGatnst /1 //5 /ém:/, and 72 have TAe /455 isrance of (;nmsc/
/fA/S/CéMC--»°~o- =-'~.._,..--....L_,nj-aolaqlgz}

U.S. Consr ammJ X 31

All persons born ot nazecalized mte Uhied Smres, and Sobyeer 72 HAe yurisdicions
Tereot, are cirizens of he Lhied Srares and of e Stare ahheren /7/4)1 (esik. Mo

e shall made. or coforce any law which shill défmvée e prileges of immoniries
of tirzens of vhe Uhied Saes; nor hall any Sare seprve any pecsan of Lf,
/,éerr/, o’ prapecry, wiThovr 046 PREESS o/ AI.J,‘ ner ﬂé/l y 78 Any Person w/rém 73
wasdicrion e equal prrena of 7 r/cslws. ,



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
On 12[1[3016 A metion to disqualiPy Jod%e, P. Cosick undea
MciL 20030 (E). Which provfdes;%afa dquSe. is
é?squql?FreJ frem }\eqmbns a Case ?pllﬂ'jhe. Suelsg was
a partner of a party, Rﬁornej Gora parky,er a member

ofa Law (’i”zm Represen H?\‘(j a party WithSa the Preced?rts

two years
on 1afHfacie Zuage Cosick Denved that motion, (Ml 6-9)

the peﬁh%nea at that fime off Record asked his Attorney to

Pile a motion with the ChiefJudag, to have dudge cusick
Removed, She Relused, Stating to the pebitiBrer that dudpe
 Cosith wosld dist be ver secingHhe dass ki all- and
ihen asked by the prosecution for the Aecord, the /og;é'z?wa%
Httorn ey Steted on the Record Mo ouR /ﬁvﬂae,"ﬂ\’l | &-9)
but this wws w/z% the pe%g‘fénez. Was fhere. So Mfz" éxm?"

of ,4/a,oea/ Steted Hal the /az/:;zz;ﬂezfr acqum ent 1% unpresered |
MCR 2.003(®) @ Q)(); but the petitioner disagree, shating
that the crpor abflbcted His Sobstantial Rohts, forther more
Freserve is ot Necessarq the Appearance of Justiée See C. 5,

Pecple v Hill aal mich App 341,398 Nwad 63 (1992).
H



Judae Cosieik Previous Assecialion with the Pcﬂorne:)@uenem(‘s of@ice,
the Same olice H«a& las presecy an) Yhe petihioner’s Case, Relsed
Sollietent Susp \ton G(\ \tmprop me%—b fo Mandate Recusal tn
order to protect his Right toduk process onder the Lederaland sicte.
Consfitohians, 0s. Const, Am/ XL Cons?/963 Arl 1, § 17 by Judse
605/2/< /af/ake z‘o fecuse /z/;a"é/}g #om )”;‘/957 7S /rfE/Q c,,ﬁ ,é)cfaveﬂ
the /98/1%%/76/23 lose, bhere he torked with the prosecotssn 1N He

famo [’/‘/mzn‘a / ,0/(/150/1 d[s’a V/:J/cz'/ea/ /fze /ae.f/%gneeé AUE p/ace.s:s

, /2/5// vnclern U8, 6@%57‘ Am ,XuL /5 an /m/ﬂarﬁd/ Jag/ﬁa QL, fe”@ra//7

ﬁmey V, shid, 213 0.5, 510; 75t 4 Y3771 £d 749 (1937) T ris
Mureh ison, 349 0.5 123,75 St 623, 99 L £ 942 (1955); Brac Az
3
Gram /37, 530 v.s. 899, 17 Sef 1793; i32 L &d 24 97 107 //997), the
- . - el

HPhsence 01[) ar) //%/0/’7[/@/ Jua/76 IS AS /foc/Ura/ error, fei U/r/nj’
ﬂu/oma#;c /aeverSQ[ Gaines V. lf.}?f;/u;jAsn, 2002 U.5, Distlesis 120¢8,
also Sew Arizona V. Folminante, 459, 1,5.279,209-310; 111 5et 1346;

I3 L ed ad 302 (1991). alse Reguiring footoraetle Reversad, pduclse

s o & : o o

: mugf /4(/0@/ 4// /mpﬂaﬁ f"la/7 ana/ /?zp/,?earczﬂce dﬂ&//‘()ﬁ/‘/evﬁ, é/zon 3

(E) azﬁ tHe ﬂmerfCan Bar /455“/‘;#/‘2/1 Moa/e/ Code 07["‘ '
)



Sudiciol Conduct provides that i Sodge. should dSgualily
bimsell or herself (v a Pmc&aa/ﬁj “o Which the j vlgels
Imparkilily might reasorebly be gueskned. 710 right Fo

A Fofe Fribons 55 a F/?A?L;j’rd onded /5 doe Process,
vniled Stotes V Sciote, 531 Fad 343(CA 7, /976 ) E 1k Zal
Slandacds 3‘0\/6&/’:7/}5 )L%ejacllochrs alse dicete Hhat ZSocz)!Se
Cousick Shecld have Clls(z val Lec//zm? self 5 order ts Avo a/
Fhe Appearance oﬂ/mpw/or/e#c/ Conon X @) oL the
iehGan Cade. o Joc/,c,q/ Conduet admenishes thet [F]-
whiic &mﬁf enc%m e JUC{(C/Q;M:S /s c.,ROCIGC[éy 7
iresponshle and 17 112 proper Concloc? é7 Jw/? es. Dont
Shoot the Cancns: plaintanis 77 the Rgpeargrce of Froprieky
Standard. 2 fop Practies and Frocess 45. 4349 (2005)

Ps A Coro llary , Code of Jodi2ial Conduet, Canon Q. rfrstructs ;
‘2 047'8 st Avoidall /777/0/0/;/«/?#/ andd Aopp ar anc & ol
imprepriely,’ MCR 2,003( ) )(b) IThewise provides that

dfsquallfpl:,cullos/l ;5 Uarr‘eﬁ%a_q/ /o/"



8) The juclse base on ohjechive and Reassnable Pecceptions, -
has etthea (i) A Serfous risk of Actual bias ?mpqcﬁ’ns
the doe process Cights of a party As enun Sated Tn
quchon "4 Massey, 556 US. 868,139 Set Q353! 173
L £d {acs [Qooq)l or (i) has §aled s Adhere o the
Appearance of iomproprfejrcj Standard et forth 1a
Canon A of the Mich \oscm Code of dodicial Condoct.

ermfp\-on V De{fr of State, 395 mich 347, 35,3354
35’&(1@75} is the \e.ccltong M(‘Ehfgan (ase adclressfn(:)

the Constitutional basis for clfsqucdf Plcation, the

Crampton Court Stated a showing of Actual Blas -

s Not Necessary where “ experrence teachesos
thet the posdibilihy of Actual blas Ts feo high to be
Consl—of{'u\—?c;vqal‘b tolerable” Such as Where the :Suclse
has « -pianqnfl’q:‘ Stake in the outCome has been
the target of perSan\ abuse or Eriticism bf) A
Facty, s enmeshed in other legal matters in
Volv?nj a pardy, or may have Prejvo\f)ecl the Case
becavse of previous pacticipation in the proceediogs.

1



The C r’ampf‘on Standard das Extreac /‘ea/ B He prted Shies
50/0/‘6/‘725’ (o dee ision 7 a/)%mw V/.qr/fenl 42l ¢.5. 35, 955
cf 145€, 43 L Ed 3d 712(1975). tohich States it 12 frive triad
Jna e z‘rféu//(a/ /s a basje /Eeguﬁee ment-of cloe poro cesf,‘iz-"df
at . "Even Fhovoh A juc/ye persona Wy believes pumselffs I
wnpre juc//oaac/, vnbrased and /jﬂ,aarf/g( he Shoold A/e;/eez%éléss
54 9/’763% Ais c/fsgm//:[}zmé/gﬂ where Phere are (revmstance
d?[) Such a patore b Guse dowbtas to his /yarZL/‘c,.//;";/, bias or
P.rejuc//?e :) Lor all these reason, e process /\570/73.5 A
oo Tl Ak rert oy ot i) s
ConsT pm X LTThe e process clavse Rego Ires an
vnbiosed and /Zv,aar/zoa/ c/ec;’é’/c;ﬂ-/”dé’e@ on r6fizfa016 A
/Qérc//oeaﬂ of ﬂfev%r/"a:/ Seryices for bond tas feld, thein
Recommendation lias Electronic Monitor wmd Ais
own Kecarnes. on 1319201 Ji/d?-e Cosicls Denied thet
HeCOrm endation Euven #mc';i the Hlle e.o/ rcident

50/9/9a56/7 fepper /A ysars agd.

g



And the Recuser No Lenges Live with the petitioner, Sodﬁe_
Cosick alse dented the motion to disqual? 943 himseld,
alse motion for Rape shieid denfed, motion to Withdeaw
as Couvnsel, ho tag Retained Dented. the Juc\@*e alsc
Stated to the petitionee in the metion fo wWithdraw
(on pace A%H) {n the transcripts And T quote "T dort
Went to hear hat she fold ‘(\OU? which Wwas changecl
in the franscripts to ”3@3 dent have bo feil me whet
She told %ou?' aller T wds Jousf ask fo be heard Breon
bt) }er pres ecotion , T ask $his Cooct I'p I m(;t;‘)”“””‘”
Challenge thie State ment “Verbatim LiTth Aodio
ko Show the (Coorts Errer. and there ace others
as well. éls@ metion Lo Sma of ,or@cé@d\ f’n5 wés
dented. (See Resots’re&ap Action 1n ﬂrppenclhc F>,
Page 5 %3 of metion to LErdmD the petitionces
ﬂﬂ»@rneb S{—ajcaclj‘ I :\us‘l’ /\J@@cl fo With dred

YOLUR Hener -.. 8he also S‘ra.-\-eo\



on (pqﬁe é *l‘21~&3) Slutes; As T Stated befbre s a 5ewfneltv
a s‘.’gn?@‘éam‘ Breakdown 1n Commonication T woold
Not Come belore this Couet, ‘gs_kﬁ%-fo WObhd raus jess
than a week befbre +8al paﬂ—?cu(urlj on a Case thet
Tve been Retain on i there were Not Some ‘Serfous
Issugs, Why a5 T ﬁm‘c@d o go fo friad With an Marﬂ87
who Clearly didnt have the clients bestTuterestat hand
and tbnted oA the /03/76//2/762? Gise, bolths foras o go fo
trid, M_ﬁimcsﬁ/ ‘/%5 fé70/(/>’ec/ AMickens V 7 )z/a,e
S35 05 108 fs00s). Trsterd oFaddressing e meits
Covnsel? /?efues"/ the trial J?/a//rre Seemed more Cancerned
abeut Mé 117371/377 of Hhe ﬁequesf There das c/ear/y P
BreczrkJawn oA the fborne 7 —C/fémz Reloton ship, and e
ju:/ie’ abuse his discretion i a/e/?y/%j /e miokon o
Withdraw as Coonsel) the cooalso Stated tht thiz
Llas A [/dla/ay_ﬁacﬁ; " beacsSE s slas the /aelz%%ﬂeﬂ}
Fovrth A’/fome'/ . this matter, bot the Record 15 cleae,
that the st (’3) ‘three ﬁ#arneys 445 EZZaa(/?e b

10



and (-\-ppo\’m\-eck allon $he Same Aa,:) Fthe Eﬁ’rﬁmiﬂg%éﬁ_ﬂ&'sﬁaq

the st Rttorney dtd net kinow aboot the Retdin Atorney who
Whe Staded that he Wasat going to toke the Gase, dve to
S@me{-h?nﬁ With his Lci’cense‘, and dod, Hhat Sare olcu\.)

LA =Th that hoor the Coodt Rppotnted Nomber (3) htorney

Whe q@ﬂel‘ feso Months of Mo Comm vnication "y émc;/j Fived
him ana/ /z?f‘é’a/ the Fourth Athaen 67 there (s Vo g/é/a}d Tactic?
T2 ﬁ/}/ff/d Céunse/ /3’ one mﬂ He mas’ﬁ@ﬂo/a’me/zfe/a/a//

o, > o > '
Consttoboral /ély/t/s,, & 1cdeon V. tamwris gséfzm 08,335, 83 Sct

| 792; 91 Ed 3d 199 1963, 05 const Am TLXTE; Cons? /565 4t |
$ 20, pfa/é’c%/%f fhis ﬂ/?/{.ﬁ M/Z/l/;‘aﬂ Goorls are Lredod b
Ensvré Svbstiiotron of loorsel where the Efctive fesistonce
o éunée / /8 ﬁeﬂc/frec/ ;77,0:&5%/& A€ fo 2 breabolown i the
##arﬂet/~é/f2nf Relatien s/u)% Pga,a/e V dhlliams 396 mich
565 194 Mwad 337(1973) The Sixth Bemendmer? Prohibils
A Ceurt Hom vnreason czb/y Deny/‘;zj adfefendant /7% bunsel

of choice LS.V 7730/&1&/ 138 F 34 872, 857 Cal OF (2003).



TH Was Clear thok the Covnsel did Not have the best Tatecest
€oc the Client, and the petitioner was ATssatisfaction
SustiDable wWith h?SC&U'nQ&( to warrenta Subs-fr{'m‘?o‘\;
when the Pg-l—f’r?anea’s Counsel Woold pet Tatreduee any
opH\e pe-ﬁlf’onea Evidence, Gill @nyy L tnesses and Scarp?nj
the pefitioner Into Wot faking the Stand on his cwn behalf
and not Challengen all the Recuser Lies Ramonez V
Bergh u‘c’s, Hqo F3d 43a /6”* Cic mich aooq) by Not Callf’rlj

anyy Witnesse S5, Cané’f'ﬁ/‘u/'/gf’la//g Effzctive Coonse /mug f?/gye /op

”1‘7-742./ Sf;;z%ejy n e troe 7S'e/1ge , /i/o»f [ma/ b;ga/‘:f ,;» ,4/55 /ab;/gz_”" -

;S#fd?‘?j(/ bﬂ?s.g o wA@//;Vesﬁ;’éilfgﬂ ﬁ@i/(_’a/s M?ﬂgg,gf?j M;—»//
Actvally festefy to, wet base on what Coensel guesses whial they
///:?g/if .514«/ /77 1%6 aéseﬂca (;ﬂa :Zc)»// ”/;1 vestl/;a/tcom v (:5'68 A?REND‘,(,N/\L
[/ n c :
thtness Listbt Sone of fhe titnesses aho Lt tod Fo /-asf/‘%
bot shasnt Called fodb © an Hhe /06/1?/2062./5 bttt ad most
tassid I’n%@rwc’ecu.zc/ /%apenc/& .N) ﬂﬁ/we fo Contact and

InterR view witmesses / sl onselt P2 erformance tas deP 2t

dﬂd{ Pf&judii@C/. Palazzolo V /.3ur7’L 772 FSL}op,;k/gog/EQ””CA P”Ig
L



(A) The Suopreme Court ﬁp,a//gc/ an oéjécﬁ:a/e testin c/eféfﬂr?ﬂj
the Appearance of bias; Thedodae Vidleted the ST fm
due process; “the dve process Regures an a,é/céc//?je
/Zguﬁ-cl into whether the Contribotors mllvencecn bhe
Election under all Circomstance toold offer A possible
fem/o%a//%n fo the ﬁveraﬁe \/‘2/0/76 s lead bin Mot b bold
the balance nice , clear arcl troe. ... Justice Ben jamin
A ondertuke an extensive Search #or Aetvel bias, bt
as sle have vidy cated, that [s justone Step /n the
JUc//Z/ea/ process; ob J;.cf/ife Standards may also
Reguire recusa | whether or wot actval bias exishs
or Can be /arovec/. due process pay Sometiomes bar

rial bc/— Jifa/7e-5 Who Fave Mo Actval bias and who

weuld do theie Vest best /o [Jef’g/fz the Seales of
J‘:—'Svlféep e/(Zua //7 betvieern Conten c//;;? paﬁ‘/?j
[internal ponchoetn and Ctitions amited ],

T toas ¢ lece. #his ducdge Could piot Lieigh the Sceles of Lstie Epuclly,
T4 luas alss Clear the /;e/ff%/&a%ez/s A tsrn ey L et fave the clieits
Best Tkeres?, the peblibnce. fas Aftached Some Exhibifs and
pletures, along with Kis AP autt Shtements and (act, thek

Shcwk& have been Tntre doces See (APP @Y\‘f‘wﬂ J, k)l-,.hﬂ-

I3



The peﬁ%ﬁsneﬂ has a dve process Right to A faia

| Tr?a\ undeterred bt\j the admission of impropeR
Bvidence, when the Pmsecuﬁon Tntredoce the
‘respimonj ok an al{egec“a Hotel incidedt Tn the
Cﬂ-«j apSouH\Cfello[, iVhich 75 Tn 0RKLRND Coorﬁﬁ ‘
and WRYAIE Counjcb has Jurisdiction ovear the Gse
szlﬁ;:f)j that the Hotel Incidedt Pucsornt M e

768,34, @’n a Criminal Case $n which the defendert
75 Accused cmo &mm?ﬁﬁ\ﬁ a [fst oflonse a’sa'a’mﬁ’c\
Mﬁ\OK‘_ EV?CI&HC‘@ ‘an'l’ the Je@endaﬂ COmmTH‘ecl

another - [fot offense aga?ns‘l‘ a miner: 18- S

admissible, and may be Con sSdered for ks |
bear?n:')- on any matter bo Which t+ s relevant,

Rot the petitioner disagree; Cf(\onf)-, MCL 750.5200)8)
Provides: unas “Aperson Ts goiliy of Cetmenal Seadl
fn the Hhind degreg, the persen engages T Sexval
Penejrrajrfon With ancther persen... fwh;\ s at
Least 13 Years o@age and undez [6 years opase:'
as the, Coorl of (-kppeq\ Ex—pla?r\ecl, alter E.w. i"urnec{
l years old the Sex act decribed [ s % 14 weuld
No Longer Constitute a It offense admissible
Qs other Ret Evidence vnder MCL 768 X1 A.

14



Walking A00 mich, Rpp LexTs 871 at & 17, (on these qrooncis
We ask this CovetLoc a News total under a New SUA‘E’)Q)«
and Since. the CompiaTnan’t Stated on Record that
3he das 16 years ol age when the al\eﬁec\ Thcident
happen . (See TR page éd) MCL 76R.27a tas only
IThtcodoced fo fant the jort)- T the flrgue ment
that the petfloner had Traeflective Asststance of
Covnsel, the petitioner States that he was also
depc‘?\lecl of a Substantial CAeCenée,,Id, People V.
| Grast 410 mick 477 (3009) defense Goonsel futled
o acz\aqioa%e,\& tatervie™ members of bhe. Qaw?. \\:-)w'ho
were PCeSen"r on the o\at') of the Inc‘féen*, The,
fdllore totntec vo\é@ dno\ Tnvestigate énc\ Sobstan}iate
the Prcfmav X debenge pas Mot o S&—mﬁ-eé?e. deco\;&m;
H'was a Pondamental gbdTeation of qu,chﬂ-t) =
Condoct Complete ?\’\\J@S‘\‘?%OJ&’?Q\"\, and tegteictal
his e.'bfl?v% to make Reasen Prefessional

iudgmen{‘s‘ ([ The Conviction
15



Were Reversed and the Case Remanded €or a pew Tﬁ’a‘) Tn
Hhis Case Was the Same, the peﬁ‘cfoneaé ﬂﬂ’o(‘ne\(j Ll o

do an Ml Tavest gadion, Some Wiknesses wovld have
told how the Complainant made Mmany felse Sktements
(See; Spoen Stedemertt ol Naem' west tn Rppencl‘\’xf) alseo
When the Counsel obfect to the Confliching

Repre sentation and Nene the Less tias forced b Contlave
The Representation, e an “Avlormats Reversal anis
Requ‘freal Mickens V Tayler , B35 vs 162 [aooa).
“also for federal habeas Relfef] as fccosed was
Enitied fo Assert a Sih admendant Clafm base

on his Gongell fuilore fo 'mcave, fr Suppression of
E-\}fcle;nce that gheold have been Excloded onder the Loorth
Am Claims , The Cooet AffTemed the fppellate (oort
dediston becavse the Aaused Was Rendered ineflective
AssSstance of C’ounse[._l{umme‘man V Morrison, 47105
3¢5. also filore to Tnterviewd or Gall exOnera{—?nj Wkness

McClellan V. RaPe[j&,?oB F. 3d 344.
} &
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Assert their Rfd;ﬁ/’ to Effective Bssistance T is a guaranferf
bestowed vpon tHhem bg tHhe ymtod siates Constibotsan ond
e }QI;/«JL fo Due Process O.s. ConsT Am XL

Suffietent Cavse vader uﬁqcfnu)rfgh’( V. Sykes to Avoid the defacit
of Waved Tssussl these Cases rest thvm\c:) " the tdea Yhat
the ﬂ'\-kev.net)"s Refusal to Comel ¥ W Phe Cllents, Reasenable
wish to Rorse a pa ritcular Clatm Rreaches the agency
Relationsnip between ﬂﬂavne_b and C(idén‘f, H\Qr@bs mak,"nS
e unreasenable &pe\mmse cpon the Cliant Fhe CcnSecéuencx:s
o the Rﬁofnej"P(‘OC_eau ca\defholt. See ¢, g, pesple V. Centers,
4] mich Rpp 364,361 Nw 3d 397(1925). See 2,9, Smith V. Socih
Cacolina, 832 Fad 845, 842, (1* Cir 1929) Cert dented 4a3
D.S. io4e (quo) . also bhis Case was “Unprafess?onu[ Errcr:, z{

the petitionee’s Attornayy woold teoks & pieture of bhe pehtionces
pents, Called anyel the 14 witnesse s fo testily, Tntertewed all of
the &5:;{-\\65563 Intredoce, Evide nce, preser vecj the Tssoes , ¢halle hﬁetj
the Thadoissible Ev"«éeax:e,,ﬂm, Resu ltal the pracaéclffwa Looid
have been cﬁ@@gr@}, 3+Pr¢k[anA V. Las hyngteaes 05663694 80 Ed U toyset 253,

(&



also when the ?rosecu{—TGn Tnteodoced p@%ures at the {1 %st
dagy of the trial oifanfacit (Ta 3Q~qe),u+°or the Ltst Hme viglated
the petitioners Right to a fair bl the pelitoner also has a Right
fo be "\em\cl,‘.l:f the Covet ar Committee Refuse to Listen to
Yoo Lh@,b Viclate due process; the petitidner zlso have « é%h‘i
te heac=1,e, to be ?ﬂpdvmcc} of the. Evidence qga?ns& him
S0 he Gan Respend toTt, [STra V. Morcton 220 F3d 57,74
(ad éir 2004) ) There must be 94 hoor Aotice in wrc;%/f?j
becavse of posszb/a de(’ecfm /e ch/e/?ca//:faﬂas V.
Covghlin, 591 Fad 43 47 ad &t /737)_“/;;/41”7 Evitlence mest
be disclosed atthe /zearfn7 and wet-abter it 7aunj V. Kann
93¢ Fad 139¢ 140i-403 (3d ¢ir /7‘2/). becavse fi clientt

- Hutornome ; No.f' foungglfc émfe.faﬂcﬂ ;b N issuE , We do
EK /5§ ﬂ Neot /479/9/7 oor melfective —Assistbance ~of - Gonssl
J vrisprodence, Sff/Z/r/an(j V. Weshinsfon, 466 U.S, 663104
St 2083,30 LEd 2d 674 (1984), é;e onited Stutes V. Croni
Y66 Us, 642,104 Sct 2039, 50 L Ed 2d 657 [1984) fo

Md C@(d [Slxl-—/\, /4/01{2/25/4’/7/7[) V/o/arL/on oﬁﬂglez%na/wﬂlflyf/zﬂm,
1 9



Secured Hubncm«s, ranks as Error of the Kind oor decisTon
have Called aSi—ruc'l'ua‘N when Presenf, Suchare @rror 15
Not Subjgcf to harm‘lcss ~ eRRoR Review, See Mc késk?&
M6 uS ak (77, N8 104 Set a4y, 19L 2d 134.

By Hhe petitioners Q‘l‘toméb Sc_arr‘?ng him fato Aot taking
the Stand on his o@n be half bf) Nt Callfn@ ang L37hnesses
ba Net In%oafucfns anbop his Evc:cle,n&%, Vtolc&eci the
Pe\:lroxonek's 0. S. CanS‘{'fi_\_/_ doe process (1?6%:% o be
h@a\"cl ano\ o@@er {T€5+lomal“\§ and also ‘:‘s, g’\—rud’ura\ \':‘rrc:k).l
—S{—ruc_)cura( eveer “ qflect 31 er»-?rc\rmérc;ovk LOTH\V"{'VQ th.c_l-\-
the, Hal proceecisj'as CilfgS'\l—?nSu?she(l Leom a lapse or €law
that 75 élgfmp):ﬁ an ercer in the betal process fﬂsdﬁ'"

ASz ona V. Fulmin a.ﬁife, HAq 0.5, 279, 3ic. i.t‘\ é.c&. 124.6,.
3 L Bd. 2d 302 [M%)- the Exclusion Vielation US.
[cms?f A mend s guarantee dj'a//%f Lo pe led /—es%ﬁww?j
becavse the ,Qi}/f/b v/—;g_.s'//% in one’s own behakf ias

/l/’eaesson/ Coro /l'arc/ Hmfguaranz‘eé.

A0



When aﬁen\' Qa?cﬂéi Si-a{—ec\ on the Stand that dhe, Rccuoser
S%a%@o‘ fo her that the Pd-?{fponeii)‘ pevis Had A giwk Tip With
Color Like him, She Was Ask by the pehtioner’s Rttocney
did She take a picture to Cotlabocate T, She Stated No (see
Transc Ripks of Agent Liir (e:) tesh monsy page 38-39), the pe Hbenerb
Attorney asked the Witness fiyesa Wesley on the skand abeot
the Shower fn the Rouse en a6+ ot Hhat does Not have 6 sheowen,
Rlyssa Stated that She Sd Tub, but the police Waste showee,
and the pelice Qeked her to Sign that Stetement, Lot Uie
el nons RHoracty dE ok enentn that agent Corle ook
A Slatement Looos the Recuser and the Accuser Slated Hhat
Hhe Pe{-f(—f;nefz, Calied e (ko there. RBed room while her
Mother Was a Fhe Shower, . . this Was ancthes Ceitreal
Stage \n the Pc‘oceeé\(fng Yhat the pefifioner. Was dep rived
the sidh Am Right o Counse\.(b'ee agend Ca’ir(ab Repoct Agpendiy
é). Nebher dtd the prosecotor mention thet Elthes .
oo mentiens of & Shewer  two Al cext ogencheé,

oo A?@C@_\”QJ\'\' @éi¥n,esse-5l
A\



one hovse and No ¢ Shower, the, pQ‘mLtonesz has a Rzt o R

Loll Savestr getion. £ ven though the pefitfonca psk his

Rtterney to fle g Molon LS Hhe Chiel Judae +o hove Judge
Cusick Removed, She did Nl bot Stated on the Record shen

. asked, the pedibionerss Attacney Sheted No goor Honce!
 (see mokion o Recise the duckie), Nor did the petiimeat
ﬂﬁai‘n&b pecserve all ép qu,‘IsSUES thot Needed ts be
presecved, aleo deprived the petit@nca SRt Am, Right

to Cevnse| dwrms CN“((’,@,\ Stage of proaeeAmb R&1uinn

" Re,ve,rs@\ Freach V, Jenes 41 F, 5upp Qal T3¢, ancl H1c
JuAﬁe Steded on Recocd thad the petitioncels Ate m@,\»> wias
outstand;, 1ng Pcﬂ'asf‘n23 :speua“3 W these. {gpes of Cases,
Phis Comment Ratoed * ‘Seclovs quesi-?an abeut hie imparf.alliy
See. Pino V. Dalsheim, 656 F. Supp. 1305, 1312 (5.D.N .y k24),
when the petdidnea’s Wike deok the stand ¢ the prosecoton®she
Was asked by the prosecuter,why did She Start Crying when fhe
RecuseR terchild 'described the pelitisnen Penis. the

Mother, becavse She get it weo OG- ('_a quq%)ﬁaaa\—aaz),
ad



and when She (oas ﬁskecl) becavse the Accuser l(SC‘Jf it "J“O“sus
Yoo No Lenger belreved her, and the pelra«%nepfs Wife Stoted
“yes‘f ( thotand cther i g5, but yes>~ éget‘i the fmnscr?pﬁs of -
Alecia. Brown {'esfamcn\up. Fhig i3as ancthes V«-zr:) Cevhicel
Stacp of the Proce,ac\"mc:), how do we Not ask (hat ather things
T know whbﬂw, presecvtion Jdat wantto bnew. “the ofhee H\fn:?)s’:
buk the pefibiznens Rttornen shoold have tianted 4o know, I¢
She had the Best Trnterast o her client; “lohet Else Wcold
ma.ke deu Step be,\tcucm:) go@e eh' lo\ ot bhe pettionest
Pbornoy did Mot fsks Hhek Versy Tmporkant question she
quickly Move to Smething fetally dtq\evenjrt"wkb”. Hhe
fecvsegalee Steded fo her mother thet the Pe{-?ﬁ’@nee,‘s
penis had a mole @n the Top. (Se»i Rlecia Rrewn Tesi-fmcn\j
on page Q38 1=‘“‘Sﬂ()', alee Hhe ?eﬁ-(-f’ane.mi% F\‘l’\'abnes
did net challenge all the Accuses and wWikness
Rlyssa L&esie:) “motive all Hmwg},es.?l‘ the(r f‘es‘:cmehb
(ge& A@penc\‘?w M> for mative

a3



The Sixth Amend ment of the Umted States Constitobion
guarqn{'e&s the Ri’gh\' o@Coneranrq“non and Cross -
Exam?na{'iocn as a \punclamen tal requ?remez,n't“ oc R

C(‘(l)mtona‘ l_("\,cx\ 0.6, lonst Hen Vl)'

Crasferd V Washinglon, SHL US 36; 134 Sct (354"
I55 L Ed ad 111 (aocsq) sheppqra V Maxwell, 354 us
333, 35i; 8¢ Sct i501; 1oL Ed ad 600(19¢¢). the Michigan
Constitution provides Sitilac protection, Const 963 4t
l, § 30; Pecple V Fackelman, 429 mich 5/5; 803 Mo ad
553 [aou> In addihen ko the Constitot/on /?r;v/z/‘ Jo
Confrontation Mc L 763.| States that “the /aar/j
Hecvsed Shall be allowed to. .. meet the biitnesses who
are proc/ucacf aja/;sf turn face /ace:,” /. Aetendaitsp
a Criminal lase has a Conshtotional right to presenta
delense vnder v.s Const ﬂ—mj_ﬂm Const /963
/s 5/7, chamber VM/;;Z?S/?,WC: Y10 0.5, 284,299
93 Sct /032: 35 L £d ad 397 (1973) ; Fecple V lorpenter,
Y64 mich 233, 241-293; 621N W ad 276

ah
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of Sttes ,evlygﬂﬁgv roles interdere with r delend wls
Conshttions] right to preseata defense, they must yield
Chambers Vm?ssffsfopf, Supra. Hege e bl oot ered b;: |
on #17/;,/;7 Mhe Rape shield Statve b reflse b i Eveclene
o Complasnants prior Sexvel Aetiviky, “we recognize that
11 Cordaln lime led Sitvation | Sueh eviderce /ﬂay/wfan/y
be re /c’va?l/ bot 775 admission may be re7w‘?ec//z>
preserve g detendarti Grsttot onad /6;/47‘7%: Con Prontetz)?
pecple  Hockett; Hal mich 333, 3497 365 N.wad 130 [1934).
This Gase preserts Su;.é#a S/ :‘aafzéh, /%/zigﬂ e/;’s énsﬁj—uﬂgm@/
Licht b Conttontetidn andto prese/ﬁ[ aeletonse cias deried
178 4l Gourt revers: bly erred # precloded dettnse tounsel
trom mdfer?nj EwZ/encsw ,eggarc//27 é@ platnants Friée.
Sexval! #1?/@7 »Jon}}f fhe Afnas 17 goestion, Complomad |
lias treated for 1770t ple Sexvally Transmetted odiease s,
Neithen the f@#,?/c?me Wor fis wile, the Gmplamnands mothiee

facl any ;{fs%ary of ST D,so/arm'i 7%4%,47»8,;
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242 ¥ 2L Y [FLL AT DT R G 5 pra Y %”Z’Z,’fw/ o4t IL
| oovIpINg /uo_/wo{/mxa
fa/oy;ag o1 f@mwﬁ U7 ooy ";_;g;/IJQO/ﬂS’ % /{:7 ug/fmaswd /ZZH 2
Lrgyrr S0y sue) ) Wag/ 1opUn muww 9 s /‘ZI;/Z el Y
= szfgWaJc/ ss2vesd 2rp epvenspuny S P sy qzaug%rfad o I B
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Lhen tHhe /Qe%z?lzc?ne/@_% Atlorney Scar el Hre /oe/z;‘/c?ne/¢ Znto
Wot fuking the stand, oy NMo? proseat 5 the detense, Gud
ﬂf/f/f?j the gues tron Hhat the /e%z?/fm eR agsh his Meorney /o,
7he right fo feg%fvﬂy 1% also foond (3 the [’am/u/swy
Process clavse a/ Jhe US. Const-amend, TS Lohieh,
grants a clefendant the Right 4o et/ litnesses ja his
fover, A RGIt that is Juarontecd s the Crvmar2oal Gurts

a/’ the Stetes ,57 #e U.s. C'cm;% arm encd XTE—

EZE, | 7'71 e U.S. C@/’JS 7‘ am eﬂc/—lﬁ"?fin/s fa /éeﬁdCf'i/S eq//e/-5o,7a//j -

the Rizht b make hs delense, Tt s the pacosed] wot
Lovn se/, phbo most be Titormed of the patore and
lovse of the Hecusation, tho mostbe Contronted
Wit ﬁe Liitnesses dja/Zs//Plﬁ’)’l, Grd who st be ”
gccorded Comm /oa/ﬁar7 Process or ob }0?”’77 itesses
i his fevor .

TV o/sco /og/fh?:w e’ (onstibotionad due process Rghts and
Rights b pbtice there vielated Frithe Length o) dime

(over. bc/ tAhe Zﬂérma//gn (3) year; aﬂc/ the Lack 07[7



Specifialyy of whon the Specifie charged Events ook
Place. s wellasthe fact that Five chacges for Separate
Clmes Were 4ried fogether.

L Abbence’s Conviehon Shoold be overtumed because there dias
TosvtBefont CredBle Bvidenceet brel b prove " pete Foncels |
Gur ey o He Crimes.

/2 et Tonen qias dered pis fonclomental aoe process profea‘/:m

T« fie il by frrel as Guarante vocler Bobh Skte and

/ea/e/a/ Constitutions when He tiel Gur? /1”0'”@/7/7%/ e droner

m Crevit éur/ é/f/%auf ﬂs/ﬁawﬂj /767wrw/ ﬁjbjuc/-///dé/&

Jurisd i Thos Croding Jorsadvitiénel deleetinih

Lhich Notenly V5id pebstineet Crim el Cor vietsons, bot
Lhith Demands [Bbibince's Tnmeclicate Release fum
Custo 4/7 a0 on these L Groonds e /6274?/2/26/& 4
Tnetfeclve fssistonce o Gunsel. Rtibone ihis deprived of
Sixth o, Pt b Gunsel i Critical e ot proceedsss
lgecyafn‘?zj Hotomatic Ke Ver;u/, Se [rench V.Jones, 41 FSupp-

2d 72¢,
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VIL the judge- Abuse of discretZn Vislated the pei—ﬁ.%—.m dOE
process ts A foie +fal, by Con%-'fnu?n:j > Allews Hae, Rapaﬂedlb
+es{-fme>n\‘j of Thadmissible +es¥?m<s-n\vj of an mkege:llb
Kotel Tacldent tnder “Stafilar RC'(‘éuTesham@nQM RE. 404(8)
aﬁcl MCL 763. 2714, Which the Coort of (Jcppeal Explacfnebls
Net admissible under MCL. 750, 5ao (i) {),

;@-’ 3""‘6€' Cosick Vislated the pe{—“ﬁmems Right o due process
B an 1 mpar(-?a.\ :Suo\ﬁe “Steoctucal Ercorand 1%\]‘(’\’&‘-\\3 |
Bfas.

T et wes e du s T, e e
llows SpbStitotin of Coons<l é//}efé Hhein C/ea'r/«7 7S a

| Contliet of 17'2/"@/‘@57{ Fn A breakdewn inthe Rtforasy-Cl ontrelation ship

X Fé—/ﬂ?{%ﬂﬁ& ltzs Pernted Jag process VI, KV fy fave
Effective Assistance c;vg Coonsel.

X pe#?fl/?neﬂ, s Densed die process A received
Tnetective fosistance of unsel, Darffoj the Grteal

5#7}&5 of the ﬂ/"&C’&’(/ig?' by /Vé*&////'z} Ary of frs

Witnesses on his beha 17 by /l/éfﬁf/rer/w/f?j #rry Eviknee.
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on page (22-3a) of pgent -pa.?r\e:') +es§r‘fmo.«3, She Was fsked
by the p&?ﬁ’ané@% Rﬂcmet) d7d She ke a pictore of
the pebitionerls peris, after She Stated o, the
presecotion over el King the Peﬁ{—?oner's éﬁavnet)
Steted, “Tf Hwe-:) Wanted & P?a‘%wc@ Hwea Could have teoks
One,:' T+ e Tm proper Lo n progeco tor o Argee thet
the Rurden of prool [fes With the delense Raﬁarch“ns
any element of A CeimSnal offense. Pecple V.

| Fz?io(s 450 mich 94, 113114 (1995). This /DdeéchzLar/oa/

Miscondvet Vislated the dve process Rights s, loasTt

Am V., /’//ﬂ In re wms/zz,o, 397 us. ﬂffcf'/;'#?/,?wa
the Pehhcr\e& Asked for an E\nden'har\) bolce In bhe
Mnch\san Court of fopeal and once o the Michigan

Supreme Court, all Dented.

- KT Pebibonen. was c/’apff\/eJ of s Constit u‘("t’ona\ ngkf te A

ﬁofn. TrTal b\L)_A Mdﬁ}n&ﬂt\ of Ercer HCW?W’D’ aCoum u/ﬂﬁVE
Elfoct on the cutcome of 77 2l becavse it denied Fairness,

c/u& f’FOCéJS f?nc—/ bc;wz/ /ﬁra#c,c-/'/on
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
The Constitobion and the Dec laration Gpl‘nciq)endence, Stetes

H\fi all men (76 guc\canJVQeA the Una({’e,nauﬂ f'?ghjvs a'p L‘?Qe. )

Locberkb, and the pursiit of happiness. these Constolnel

Lawss Te What ouvr Great Nation is Roilton, The Pe’-ﬁ\‘?one“— _
has a Right to a fair +et bunal this Right s 6foun<3€c\ n dos
process. Unvted States V. Scioks, B31 Fad sHa(cA T, 1976).
and When these R‘fsk&s 18 Violated TH Rattle the Contitlonce c;/z;/_
Shatkes the foondations of cor Nadion 5’40-//7 M /24}/1@7 ;‘/33 |

ané&/ Sf';/e; Svpreme (oot must Step In, and yrake Hhe lrongs
/?1;/#. No, ‘ere mar) group, or /?75 rey £ above ’%‘? La.u, ol »
Wb Law |5 aboue the Constitediona] Laws of the tnhed stotes
ol Bonerica . An unjust Law is Mo Ll T juste 1 cor

Decisfon-pukees Shoolo Mever Stad Trn this Great pokion, the
pecple 1)?%76/2«/ epon, and Hi's »Ca.uv‘i\hﬁ c/epesz vpen tee
Consttetson of the vmted Sha s of. Hnerica, as the fiest but
Hiere l’mpar[zm!/j the last imne of Defense 4/.470/:15’/,27‘,/25‘792 g No

Matfer. wipelf fa/da/ Kace, oR gena/e/&. Mo one , abso/ufe/7
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No one 1 Seppose 1o be éuf/% unksl proven Tnocent Ih the, United
Sfates of Hmerica, yov Con Mever have a e '447)%;;’7 = you
enly have one side of Hhe ff'ory, when the Sysfern Hat Seppase
fs hold the Scale of Belance Efua/, s wwkfzi 474;/75'7[ yev 2.
whenBlisdl dustie See itone Ly, (Whis Trjushie is wot ost
anothei. Orep ina Emﬂ%} Bucke/; bot g Orop Zna Bockel Mat
/s ovekﬁ/aw%j With In jus/via). Jodge Custek Nes\e&ecl his
dohy as a trial Sodge, to the Courts, to the donstitoh®n
of e Umited States of America, to the oath he teoks, bot
 mere Tmge chankley o the pesple of the ofhed stkes of)
Amecica, When he £l ko Recuse hinsel@ from +rien
of Cact T the pelitioneals Gimin ol Case, where the
Judge Ver gy Recen'Hb worked Tn the Same Ceiminal Diision
ot e 'R‘H’orh&s Generals ollize, whe where Prosecuﬁnf)

Hre Peﬁ-\fa’oneﬁ‘s Gase., Pew Can yoo have a fate +& bunq]

where the GUC\5€ chnne\' (I\s(& -Hwe, Ba\amc,e G‘p dUS‘HfQ% Equau3

Betiseen \//7?6//26}/37 the /79-18/65*07[) the C’oori‘ dﬂc/ H‘lé %fgj

ol the Aecused. v gak V. Saraloks, 376, 03,575 595,84 5ct 24t £ 32 )
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This Knd of ‘.E%us{-nc,e 1550 Direct Conflit itk Hhe Const: Lobion
o the Onited Siztes of ﬂm@,rT::u, e have a macal obl gakion
and a clu\»t) fo the flecused , Yo the Citizeng of Phe Shades,

of 6ur Greak Nodien, to See thet tnls Tryustice Does aot Stand,
Not tneor CRAl Courts, Not inaor Teie\ Covrks, Aot T ok Feder)
Coorks, NorTn @or Ontked Stedes Svpreme (oort. We must
Net allew the Aetion of Q‘CE(.J' DTc.Jchﬁ. Heod this Geeat
Nakion Coocks ave Ran. this kind of petten is a Prreat to

the C({'tzens of this Naoticn I@ Left u‘\C\\Cﬂkﬁg k’h(\ betom-p

a mo\e Wil % un’roa mGunlﬁm of f‘remer\doosla Hights. 1o
Conbinve to Vidlate a (Z:»hzer\ lonsfitotion RGN, OR.any kind
of Right must Not Stand T e USted States of
America, So T humb\:) Ask Hhis Great Covrt T <lil the
Lard o pot a Stop to this Tnjushce, and Release

the petitionee Tmmediately Lrom Costedy. for
Wolatine offhis Constkutional Rights, Rghts of

Due process Onder the ¥, X_L\Z'," Le ;nusf/uef_z:jn ere

el DENY that this find of Tnjushie does wot Exist.
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A pefitioner havs a doE process Right under 0.5 Con sT, Ar, XEY. /a/n
l;zpar!ﬁa,/g/iz/a]@, See She,quvA V., Maxwel\, 231 F, Suvpp.31. also
Wright V. Lazaroll, 643 F supp. 2d 971. Sodge Cusick teok an opth to
Upﬁo/c/ the (fan5f/?u/7§/z, he Broke that orth then he Refose fo
ajfsq:aa/:o/q homself Lrom the pefz?;gne/a.’f Case., fhe Ma/ e Jicé-e
Spoke fo the /gg_/f#/gnm, In his /4/2@#/7@7[5 motion bo withdrad wes
“Ferrorize 1777 " on Pege GFif Ralocd “Seriovs gueston about his
&Pﬁr}z/.:ﬂ/l?‘j. then the pefza Foner tuas Just Askedd by the prosecotion

T he Mm%ec/ fo 5‘17 §am£/'—/z7nj ) the Peﬁpflfnn&ﬁ— walegvfijrzéZj y2

}'D S‘aL/, [(S/lé’z )Lo /a/ma," L"L'?L 1‘—/2@ Jiu%@ S/DP /ﬁe /0314?/(:09/?6’2/ J’/zartl/yafp/gg

“She lold me) the Judge steted fo the petibianee "I dont tlort

fo> heae what She told gec, ! /w;?h A Votgaﬁ:/ﬂw), but et Stedemeit
Llas C/zar)7e¢/ fo ”7au dont bave ko Letl me tpat-She. fold 9au," See
mobion lo tythdraa pase 8-9. T 1 mag, T ashs Wis Coort fo
c"}/'zoz//enja this Shatement Verbatin With Avdi, to See Hls
Covrts Error , f% Las also Clear fo Sge that there ihes

an ConFlich of' Tnterest betwesn the pe ,L,zzﬂ%dﬂg/gﬁme(/

and the /’eﬁ?zoon e Lantes! pher ofl Fhe Cose and She tantal oH,
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and did ot have the Clients best Tnterest at hand . ond
the pebtioner Was Clearly Aasahis Led, there as Clear ly
a Conliet ol Thnterest, and W ALQcted the Coonsel &
Peroormance, but “Onambiguecs role” that Lohere Hoial
Jodge Nelects -A dity to fnquire Inte a potential donlipt
the pemc?»r\ea, fo obtain Reversqgl of the dudgment, Need
only Shew his lawger Was Subject to o Conl (Tt simtercst
and Need Mot Show Haat the ConClict acfve.rs,e.lb allected
Counsel’s Preformance., Wwed. NSO, L., ad 213, T weas
ko Clear bhak bhe Jidge and presecoton il ot acken|
Wanted to hear from bhe. pein loner_, HﬁQ:j dost Wanted
> Rppear Lﬁ«eb did alSs the pebtionee. SR Hinks Pt
his Pc%\p-rne.é 15 a g@a() ﬂ“\:\@rne:'), Rut as T wanted o 6403
at the. mation to Wwithdgaw, TF Yoor &&ome\«jc\oes Nt
have yoor Best Znterest ot hand | then What geod <
She  Who Brtecest does She has. who dees that Bentit
“the omited States Constiations Sk Amendment

provfdle-;s @ Crim /onav/g/j fccused the /215/&‘/0
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eflective Assistance of Gonsel, i isa quarantes
bestouwed spon them by the United States Constidetion
and the Right to ciwé process 0.5, Const, Am XIV.

The pebirionce has had & hand Tn Ralsing 18 kids,

\H are cﬁr\s, Lor hat Reasan weold Yoo Not put them
on the 8tand for the defonse, T H\eb had Something
v Loy, (T theyy had Somedhiog Bod to Say the

‘P(‘OSQCU{‘?@h Lﬂ@uu have @PQQ Hhem l’C e Cll”)C‘
.(,

%68{;@3,) Sthee T =g a\\ 3&:01, Neo ene onts o

” he@““\grc‘:m Phein Kwh:}" — (uk:s Mot I’r\:tev;f\eﬁ) ail‘
Phe ‘J—‘Ol"\"f\QgSSEZS’, whts Net Palredoce. Evidence on
the Peﬁjri%r\ea% Re hall, the P@,m»?o»nep_ hae < Qﬁekfr
o C=U bgnLneéseé ™ F‘fs ,@avo&, he has « Right
to prese~t adelenge. and chen these Rights
are Violeted 1+ 1S in Diceat Confliiet O the

C&ng-\—ﬂ:w-\—&an 010 He l)nuefj Stades o=p /%m@.m'eq,
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also the dve process clovse” Regives Avnblased and impar 2/
decision-maker . A pe,éré;n@«a 5 Entted o o frearn 9 before
an 1 partSl Lict-fiader, thet 7s one whose smmnd 7s pet
c?//"afzd/é/ e e and wiho df/? GIVE a VAyZ Aear?/?j, the
fehon and Sttemerd mmade by Judse (sich <f Tl Croatec]
an ”Uﬂacc@/)/aé/e Risk o vatairness, " Lonskl on behatf oA
Colby V. Covghln, 136 A.D.ad 731/ 51l N.V.5.2d 757,753,
(N-¥. App. Div, /737}. (a//e(]aﬂlﬁ:ns of /;emi’z; ofcer
.5’47:/r355ec/ Evidence diitorted f'eg‘/man/ g Wevee
inblrn, ec/ the /ae#éonexe, a/ EwJezzaf 47a//75’f Sotrrz /?qzse/
A /7757/er2:.>/'/.(5505 wﬂ Jacks aﬂm;«ar?‘/; /#7) Fard V, Goovrd
AO0 F-Supp. 9d 280 243- /[ W.D.ny.3003). Judye Cosich
tailore o Recose A/msa// and his /44%/0/1 Lias a2 Direct &ollt
With the Constitotin X Am.,  tfhe p@%ﬁ/;ﬁe& %me/ -
Was in Direct Collith L0ith the Constuhin T 4T~
P, tohen She febused to G/ ary liitnesses onthe /0@-)4/;41"1%.’5
behall) Titrodvee Any Evidence, challesse the Aecvsee Zn

71//16 fr‘jlea,/ /770/77 QILZLO/ }/76 /f/oa /' ﬁeﬂcﬁé V;‘j‘;,lss; HYESLW--M 72@
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’;'he' petitioner Hombly ask +his CoorT ko grant this petibion oo a wak of
Cectioract for the Qel\c-»cﬂ?n\c) Reqwensg; for the Reasons Stated Tn He
Stakemend of Case ,and Recson oo Gmamfmj. Rut mece Im po&an“&
T the Urivted States of Amedica, Every person is En¥iHed ko & i
and Imparﬁa\ Jedge andsTriel vndecte rred by the adrmission ol
improper EVideace acan (m packial dudge, The petibienen s also-
Entited ke BLcf Ve fesistance of Goonsel. Phese Rights are protected
by the 0.8, Const; AnL, VL, XV, and when Viclated 5 a Direct Gonflidt
Lith W @road Nabbn and hat (F/s Buibton, #ic inited Shotes Lonshitotion
of Hneeice ond anes L7, fe, Liberty and 1he purssitaf vﬁaﬂv/‘ﬂ@ﬁ .

CONCLUSION
149/“ these Pewson the /ge/zzgne 2 ﬁ*ay f/zc-fyoa Gran? Hos /ygh'/fm.

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted..— -~ ---- e

Réspectfully submitted,

Date:
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