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PETTTION FOR A REHEARING




GROUNDS PReESENTED

L. CouseL wac TNEFFECTIVE FOR FALLING-TO REWEAL INDXELPUTARLY
ERRORED FALSE TESTIMONY: AND COACHED TEXTTmMonY SAYING THE
SAME ERRORED FALSE TESTIMONY 1 AUD TMPEACH TNCONSISTENT
STFTEMENTS ] AND CALL THE OFFTCER TN CHARGE OF THIS CASE.

JL. THE PRDSECUTOR GOT THIS CONVIZTION THROUGH THE USE of

TIROISPUTABLY ERRORED FALSE TESTIMONY, AND; COACHED TESTIMONY
SAYTUG THE SAME ELRORED FALSE TESTEMONY.

JIL. APPELLATE COUNSEL WAS INEFFECTIVE FOR FATLING TO
RATISE THELE GROUNDS ON DIRecT APPEAL .
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REASONS GROUNDT, SHoulD BE CRANTED

NQI E. I caN ONLY PROVE SOME oF THE TESTTMONY TN CoURT TO BE

TNOTLPUTARLY FASE AND COACHED + AUD OULY PART OFTHE POLTLE REPRT

TO RE TNOTXPUTARLT FALSE ... ALTHOUGH THE ENTTRE STORY IS FAISE

AND PABRILATED BecAvse X DID NOT SHooT mY WELFE.

SEE WRTT Of CERTIORARY AND APPENDIXES WHERE EVERYTHING

IS SHOWN AND EXPLATNED. AVD T HANVE ALLTHE PROVING TRANSCRIPTS
IF YoU Wil ALLow mETHE CHANCE 10 SHOW THEM To You.

THTS CASE WAS BASED ON CREDIRILITY.

GROUND T, SHOULO RE GRANTED BECAVSE THTS CONVICTION WAS OBTATANED
BY THE USE OF, NO,1.: KNowN FACTUAL FALSE ERRORED STATEMENTS

ON THE POLILE REPORT - CIVEN BY THE PETT TIONERS WLFE, AND THE
POLILE REPoRT TTSELF HAD A DATING ERROR OF THE SELONO INTERVIEW,
(mzrssTve pATE) WHICH HELPED THE WrNEssS FALSE STORY To BE BELIEVED TN €oURT.

NO. .. THE wrTESS come$ TO THE PRELIMINARY AND TRIAL CoURTS AND
CIVE THE SAME UNOWLN FACHUAL FALSE ERRORED TESTIMOMNY THAT WAS
GTVEN TO THE POLLLE WHEN MAKING THE POLICE REPORT,

NO.3.7 AND; INDISPUTABLY PROVEN , THE wTTNESS COACHED OUR 4 YeAR
OLD DAUGHTER MITIA BECAUSE SHE SAYS THE EXACT SAME ERROE 0F KNOUIN
FACTUAL FALSE TESTIMONY, THAT WoulD BE TMPeSSTRLE ForWeR TO Kuow
TF IT WASNT TOLD TO HER-TOSAY » .. A5 TN LINOSTADT V. KEANE, 339
F.2D 181, WHERE TT WAS PROVEN THAT LIIDSTADTE WIFE COACHED THEIR
DAVGHTER TO TESTIRY ACATNST HER DAD, BELAUSE RoTH OF THELR. 5TORYS
HA0 THE SamE ONE YEAR DATINGERROR « = AND AS TN PEOPLES V. LAFHLER,
134 F.30 KO3 ;) TAVOLVING FATLING TO ITMPEACH TWO oF THE WITNESSES

THAT NoT oNLY Lred, BuT Tolp THE SAME LLE, - AND FATLED TO CALL
AND CROSS-EXAMINE THE POLTCE 6FETCER WHo TOOK. THE Po LT REFKRT,
8Y WHOS TESTTMONY WOULD HAVE SHowN THAT BoTH WITMESCES HAD CTUeN
FALSE TESTIMONY. (THESE cases ARE TDENTLCE TO THIS CASE ) AND ARE
TN OTRECT oN FLICT \WITH THE LoweR FEDERAL COURTS 0 ECTSIONS.)
NO.H.: Tt HAC BEEN PROVEN THAT THE wWITNESS LIED TN TRTALTO CoUER
UP THE ACTVAL TRUTH IN THE HashTTAL REPoRT oF THE REAL STORY of

WHAT REALLY HAPPENED To HER ; THAT WhAS AL READY ToLo T THE

HOSPITAL (oM THe JOTH ) 4 z |
(oM THE 107) Prve DAYS BEFORE THE MOTIVE HAPPENED

THAT MADE HER FARRTLATE THE FALSE STORY TOTHE POLTLE TN THE POLIXE
A.



REPORT OV THE 14 ™ aup THE 1837 - A TOTAL OF NINE DAYS LATER,
(tite 13™uas THE mrssTiG DATE (eRROR) T THE PobTc REPORT. SEE
POLICE REPORTS AND HOSPTTAL. REPSRTS, APPENDIXES D AND
E TN THE WRTT 0F CERTIORARY.) AND THE WITNESS SLTPPED UP HER

TONEGE IN THe PRELTMIMARY AND SATO 1 SHE WENT TO THE STORE ~ A4S
STRTED T\ THE Hos PLTALREPORT, Ms 6PPOSED 1O HEL SAYIIG THE
TUCEDENT HAPPENED TN THE House” 8Y THE PeTITTON ER.)

NO.E.. THERE weERE NUMERDUS STCNIPLEANT INCONSISTENT STATEMENTS

—— /
FROM. THE WITNESS ; AND THE CHILORENS TESTLIMONY (0UR 7vR. oL ALSO)
SHOW TG (TV ADBTTION) STRoNE PRO BABLE FABRICATION AND MORE

COAHING. = AS N HARRISoN VLTEGELS, Ll6 F. SuPr.3D 956, AS
THE CcOURT STATES | “THERE WERE NUMEROUS STLNTETCANT INCONSTSTENT
STRTEMENTS MADE ABoUT ALMOST EVERY ASPECT 6FTHE AlLLECED (cRame),
AND WERE NOT STMPLY TO MINUTE DETATLS THAT coUtD BE DISMISSED
RENEY FASTLY BY mc.'n'um’ AS MISSTATEMENTS OR THE RESULT of A
D.LMINIS’HED MLMORY- THE HARRISOM CASE TS JusT AS EXTRAORDIMNARY
PcSTHiS“ AMD T4 AMLSO TN DIRECT conFLICT WITH THE LOWER
COUQTS DECTSTONS TN THIS CASE.

REASONS GROUND II. SHoutb BE GRANTED.

GROUNDIL . SHOULD BE GRANTED RELAULE: No,l.‘. THIS CONVTCTION WAS
oa‘rrmueo THROUGH The USE OF FALSE STATEM ENTS. AND TESTIMONY.
NO.QL. ¢ THE PROSECUTOR KNEW OF THE mTssnle 18 7"*5 DATE (ERROR T THE
PoL:Cc.E REPORTY ANO THAT 7T HEeLPED HT4 WJ:"J\)ESSS FALSE sTORY BE
BeLTevep BY THE Tu0GE. (BeNcH TRTAL)

NO.3.. THE PROSE(UTOR KNEW o FTHE INDISPUTARLE FACTUAL FASE
ERRORED STATEMENT OF HES WHTTNESS 0N THE POLTUE REPOET; AND THAT HIS
WITNESS CAVE THE sameE FALIBAL FALSE ERRORED TESTTIEMONY TN BoTH
THE PRELIMTNARY ANUD TRTAL COVRTS.

NO.Y.: THe PRoSECUTOR KNEW THAT THE 9 ¥R.OLD DAUGHTER ofF HIS WLTNESS Tolb
TIHE EXACT SAME FACTUAL FMSGE ERRORED TESTIMONY TN TRIAL THAT HIS
WITNESS (-memom\ SATD » THAT wou L0 BE Tm PoSSTRLE FoR HERTO Kuouw
TEIT WASNT TOLO To HERTO SAY . AND THE JUDGE BELLEVED THAT
THE WITNESS WAS CORROBORATED BY HER § YR. OLD DAVGHTERS TESTIMON Y,
WHo wWAS coOACHED To SAY IT.

3.



REASON GROUND TIT, SHoull) BE GRANTED

GROVNDTIT . SHOULD BE GRANETED BECAUSE THE APPELLATE COUNSEL.

WAS INEFFECTIVE FOR FATLTING TO RATSE GROUNDS T-AND L.
ON DIRECT APPEAL.

CONCLUSTON

BECAVSE THE GROUND S ARE FACTUAL TRUTH , AND “THAT THE TOENTILCLE
SUPPORTING CA¢ES ARE T DIRECT CON ELTLT WITH THE BECTSTONS
OF THE C™ CTRCVIT AND DITSRICT COURTS TN THIS CASE s IT SHowS

THAT THE PETLIIONERS &M AND 197% AMENDMENT RECHTS neE TN
VTOLATION. THERE FORE ) I ASK THIS CoURT TO UNDO THIS VIOLATION,
AND CRANTTHIS PETLIION FOR REHEARTIG FOL WRIT OF CERTIORARY.

THAK You So mucH. STNCERELY

Moot oo

PETITIONER IN PRO PER.



SUPREME COURT ofF THE VNIIED STATES

CERTTFLCATION OF PETTTIONER

THIS PETITION FOR REHEARTING TS RESTRICTED TO THE GROUNDS
SPECTFIED ; AUD TS PRESENTED T GooD FATTH AND NOT FOR DELAY.

DATED: maRcH 1Y, 2020
STCNATURE oF PETTTIONER,



SUPREME COURY OF THE UNTIIED STATES

MICHAEL J. WALTON » PETTTIONER
V. NO. 19-T7150

TACK. KowALSKT (warben)

PRooF OF SERVICE

THE UNDERSTGHED AVERS AND SAYS THAT ON MARCH 1 20320, HE
F)
MATLED BY U.4. MATL , ONE FULL AND COMPLETE €OPY OF THE PETTITIONERS

PETTTION FOR REHEARTIMNG 1 AND THIS CERTLFICATE OF PROOF OF
SERVTCE UPoN THE FOLLOWING

THE SOLLCITOR CeNeRAL OF THE UNTTED STATES
Room b6l16, DEPARTMENT oF TUSTICE

G50 PENNSYLVANIA AVE,
NW. WASHINGTON 1 DC 20L530 -000]

T DECLARE THAT THE STATEMENT ABoVe TS TRUE.

MICHAEL T, WALTON #21 7G22
KIMNRSS CoRReCTIONAL PACTLTTY
L5323 Wz DUsTRIAL PARK DETVE

W&‘Wﬂﬂ?fﬁ) Kzuchelo€, mz.H975%

OATED : marcH 9, 20 30



