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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 to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ZL (l/fiNJ f\ J\f/}kJ

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix $ to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

; or,

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The dj^^jwhich the^nited States Court of Appeals decided my case
✓

[ ] 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: flifiy & ,7- i J?____ f
order denying rehearing appears atAppendix /?/)*/£.

and a copy of the

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including /f&f /% (date) on
in Application No. A "

(date)

3
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 
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

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____
Application No.__ A

(date) on (date) in

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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• REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

1. The Sixth Amendment guarantees a criminal defendant the right “to be 

confronted with the witnesses against him.” U.S. Const, amend. VI. In fact, the core

of the Confrontation Clause is a defendant’s right to test the credibility of the
\r-

witnesses against hiimthrough cross-examination. See Davis v. Alaska, 415 U.S. 308, 

315-316 (1974). Cross-examination is more than a rule of criminal procedure; it is 

the “principal means by which the believability of a witness and the truth of his

testimony are tested.” Davis, 415 U.S. at 316; see also Chambers v. Mississippi, 410 

U.S. 284, 295 (1973); Pointer v. Texas, 380 U.S. 400, 404 (1965).

(l. A criminal defendant also has a constitutional right to present a defense.) 

“The right to offer the testimony of witnesses, and to compel their attendance, if 

necessary, is in plain terms the right to present a defense, the right to present the 

defendant’s version of the facts as well as the prosecution’s to the jury so it may 

decide where the truth lies. . . .^This right is a fundamental element of due process 

Washington v. Texas, 388 U.S. 14, 19 (1967)./

st My MM
3. 4- Petitioner exercised-bi* constitutional rights in presenting hfe side of the
,. . . , . . Me 3T

story and in cross-examining the victim against In particular, indicated

ST
during his opening statement that there were two stories in this case. Petitioner’s and

law.

E.S.’s. (Addendum page 17, “[T]his is one of those situations where . . . there’s a

16$
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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