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of VRe aU^-enTitl^d cause,j and, ih support of- H"i 
res^cci^aliY <ho ws *



^KQUN/PS P\£HEfi R \ N&

af fU <de.c-t-ston In ~4he. mqffer Is In fh£> inf^r€sTsrehear!
of justice because, He £lrcuii~ fai -ha aoljuctfcqfe. cUlm

•H\a- Pls-hflat Court Q-TCzA by -falling ~Ho dKoUi
^ed-rHoner receiv/d -fro™ various adhyrngy-^ as it rela-hdj-ojlls_____

and fagjvtai ^fat'e.^ls guidance ums He core, basis <gf 

dfe effort's of feyal/fy Sirtc-hy adhevrej fe> by p^df-Kongry’Tte Qyhth 

Ci court- ncKhoujUdgerj -this togs g 

Cnarti refusal-to di/oui
bud- 1 f tv\ Vfovl -hbe Scope m P0°th<rhe.3./'_Wotfe. gUo g/olms feScct be, should 

ha^/e been allowed fe present evidence of- the advlee he. received

his faens Irea -jW-Mecr/me*

evidence, of ad Vice

mens

dils-Hnc-/- ciat^i.Separate, from feie

-+ke qfflrvwaHve defense oh advise of counsel
j-

cmd iuhoi~ rrv\p6ct- ~tha~h fad Vice) hadon 

altegcdJ/Tb -Me extent- -HW 4i.Is Is an argument- fer admission ..of A<k

~fKe Fljh-Hn ^Ircui-h Called -fo rule on Fed»leMrers Into evidence 

R> £vr<feH-o( dqiwy, Failure "ho adjudfecM- all claTtns j renders g
t g«»

j ad g wen-h nuil and VQ<d»_________________________ ,_____________

On March aV 303.0) court dented the pefefbn -fi>r g turH- 

of certiorari *
I he principal ground cl-teA In Hie* F/gh-Ho C/rcalfe-s p 

opinion voasfe>a+ the crucial Issue, hgd been ful(y ahd ooonpiehefy

r) e-fec mined by 4-he rating

PufapKIft Se&dj 573 F 3J SS^j S5$£-lr. <£009) and d.S« y, J Irak ^_
73.% F^d 3 0/3). The j rounds for Gem paring the,

rulings in Pui^pKtn Seed and TfraK) Utete surprising as pett/oner 

had briefed the crucial Issue /n this case carefully f There 

a lack nf comparative. Tssu-es.The pett4-lnner tons notgranted _____ 

fl.ny opportunity by -fete £ourt -ho distinguish thls case trorn t~tgL

er canam

of the Coned- / n y U»v/'i
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Pumpkin gn(| Tfrak cas^s or -N u/hy ~Hicy should

no^r be de-Permt^W by -Hi-e. rule,* This caso. con-tarns several 

crustal factual and procedural dfstindrUns from d*he €<%**.$ <yf .

Pn^pKTh SVpJ and Tlrafc •fhcrh warrant if 5 ddfert*m0±.&iQ_b}£_4__

differ^n-p or at least al-feczd rule.______________________ ____
Xh Pa^pkln ^eedj -Hve de-Fendgrrh uoas charged ccf-M l%U*s.c»s.

§ A^ray/dTped Sexual Abuie god §~ J offenses Committed 

ouithth Xhdtan Tgrrld-ary-XAe, CaurT relied

U-H/Tzln^ d^e federal rape.-shield rule; Rape Shield Ldm$»Th1s shca/d 

Yidf" be Cd'nir rolling in “ffte. pefi+foners cose (XS S'ex-offkflSG cases 

acknowledge Vtcdr_i
inf4-b -Pacruai Qhd procedural d/^fncstlan,______________ ______

Xn XlraKj IS tAS.c.S. ^ 3$7j rel aHs -ho -false. jficHctaus and 

fraudkUM- -P^x Mdtfere, AUo % 6'/OfeXa)J for^ry] endor/ng a fceosunj 

cWk o£ the United Started and ^ /3*H;-frauds and St»jfn<fe-tln(ffa. 

a try Analogue. Cocnnc+i'CnjiieS'Z ckac$zsjiiZJi£±J&&\rz a scj^rjgsoigi^ 

Xn /V\cfv?dd-en V. United I3S ^he. Cou^\ noted Hat

0?se<; (JUifk -t-fese. factual and pre6eda_rQ(^dl5±iDi±rA05^7^^X^ilg^gd_.

by a Markedly dtffereot- rate a-f lau) from -those properly a^ik&hh__

fn the PatopkTfl Seed and Ttrak decisions that theQart^hJls__

Order j Stated toas control! t n<j In this Case* $tfee. TfiofrigS co<d—

£h?ef Xus-Kice ftcfprts ^ Concurred that 5u^f r/y|_knew ujas_g 

Con+rollpJ substance fS Un element* Knowledge j mens rea and State 

nt A^nd j are. e.nse.t\+lal e(en/ients. Lack of Knou/fedge?5

e 1 p twent and n A e-fen Se j i? pg tota^..UnjtedJiute^^
6^^S~V Petftrone.r urns pre>b\ kfted froan evidencej dfsabUng the

fW. R^Etfd.tm&WAl ’on

h&baifTor haue unique gcttdelmerse

3»



•"Hie •f'OtindgH'fon &nd basis•fp^e^atk ^sfablfsht°3-
gcj-fanS. PeirrffOfter av'^rrW -Hiere pugs' subs-fenfrcd €<ldo.ocQ.j)ndud(ay

tv&e'rackUnz ixft+h gthtngy,«? and labsj+o miHja^ M\e //indent s-farfe,

and Knom (edge.. PeKfidoer gaqfcTfp-F M?nti 6/a(/v\ gffeafugj 

hgvte -Festffoj -f-o Ctmzultfnj wtifa hanselj -frequencycihd mr*h<Z(r.
The, bfstrict- Courf prenna-tare/y 'f&rhld

me.h$ rea

of support?^ op 

g-Xdatpg-fcory 4L\/?Ae^ce bv/ pr&c/u^fnj? ftrenfran of fe/F^ec/€^fcfe/ice 

Qind pre-empfing a pcrted-fa/ advice of counseldefanSQL

"f^e ft 7sirCc-f .Courts /v>T5ffrter preiaf <on fl'F Me /e.ga/ l<sdh.cS of dp\n}o^

Coftfffcf u»T+f\ -Fbe 67rgu7-f; uulierg -Me FederalLauj opfnidns

O^r ft-frat op y Tt^ <s-(4w hanrfars' letter.?-were queued b, ^ <^es .....

fn/"cn.<.

r-
fttfr4we and Ula^A UntW States 

(bt&raP Mslm.JLO is) j Attorney ban Aar's advice, on I polity u)aS rnfmdaod

HroflorflUej ^adje (yorciog j ruled -fKe evulence. fcuqsrelevant a £_.(+:__

4"ein<HLs ~h> neja-hp. iKnoidledy e arid ^^^UL5-gcL_rfr^L-jPJGg^is^ —

hPgfl4e g.<rren-f?of € iemg/rKTfre gcu^xnmenf aifcmpfecf ,±g. ptovtejWig

Knouiledgg. p&£se,$szJj so{ oryam£,n±ji.nd e^Cd^Q^JddjseiiMas------
Ntf. I»Itf-ar-POlOl-MO-BAnfe'Dist

\j. Rtfeto,, /Vo. 3: (5-enW65'-/3fis-mL

reLwnnt* Uri-ted States v.Wa^
J(ft 50 Hohorablej Tudl^e tVoxc(^ adocjjeJ A#orney Pindars

A-ttiy fe-H-gr of npfnfcm fo be. introduced as ev\dexice and qdvcc^_^_ 

Xa U^W frate-s v/,^^r;No5./S-^7a7j.^73<96f^?r.5t<?/<f);

a OaSe dteoMecf a /here' ft Jays before the ______

a$f rr<we<$ petit roner's 6onv/teHV)n j -Hie. Fourth Cfrculr fgUe 

analogue. £etW i off am o^4ie ktStrict £eart precluded Uyaljudj/jce^

tv\n

^Xd^oce_AQ_cl„^gJ:trjM.Q.Qy -ftpje£jaMjJh-j.£9jyAQf. 
gtafe. £tF mTAd, U>S, yt B>^v,/if ^90 Iftppx. 3d)3; No, (g~- /038s/qij)j

a<A /Ar\cPdgA^~
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U.S. \ji Staf fordi #33 3d Clo 3.01£)] UiS>\ \j< &co<.x ^ 6d fisI £¥5

($*h, A/g.aQi4*-^ , a(/ confitcHng uotfh pedUrfoner's bisfrlct Caurtt Hie 

defendants- had analogue. conufetfons reversed ar dtsMlssed after

raifnys allowed -k? present complefe defenses') Including 

and KnfltuleA^.^n dfaKfar, $iQ ft 3d 1M{lQ+t* C\r. AO is), 4u<r+1r\i 

yarbrouffh; SX1 ft 3d MzftO^Clr.aoofj)} vafen an error deprives a 

defendant of fmporfant evidence, relevant- -ho a sharply aofrhro verted 

onestfon gotn^ to-itie heart of tie defense; substantial rights are afFeo-M* 

~tt\e District ^ourtr abtltty -ho So cord-col an 

defense, -bo be presented^ affects this and count/ess ofA^rr and fs erf 

exceptional importance affectmg tte constitutional rights H> a fefr

trial by jury * Evidence. petitioner consulted aitvrnZ'/S) havtnj 

innocent state of mmd. Lugs' probative, of petitionary mens teg. 

This Ronorab/e Courts' rating could aKom a const stent wens reg 

Standard related to tie Contrn//ed Substance, Anal^ue ft of, B^cjusioin

mens reg

I

element -for a critical

an

of evidence. ?s an extraordinary remedy -fo be. used sparingly fn a __

^rtmtndi cas<?-t Relevant evidence, /S inherent/y prejudicial------—
An evidentfary -error vTo/cttes petitioners due process' ♦ ^xHnsion 

ofi A main pte.ee of evidence” petitioners Main defensej j)_ 

Critical element reLtive, to central evidence of mens teg ant

Knowledge.- Barring important elemental arguments' premised pet rt/oner 

present!^ complete defense, V)U Violated a frM AoiSjuUssjcSL- 

constitutional right m the. Due Process Clause^ cjialLeojlo^ tfie fate^pty

Q$>Mc£

f ro(v\

to be dte 6niu defendantof fieSe
fntHe countryj fcarnvf -From Knooj(e<t>-e ey r<^ence Lo„4„n^i3.al(^i/£i

fwK Circuit...^sjcemxecL-----------
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‘IT--,

-hijh+ly and Sgua re I y f-pcus^d on 

be-hoeen case a inti 44™> Pmmpkfn and ¥t£dd{aaS^and_ 

tohe.-f'iig.r -H^ere dr.S-HVtd^otAi ^i^kLjJAJ0i

4he 4l^th^[/onsA feh-earfn8

h>,4h>r r^-P &mrUhAeninl -falrne^ ~h p^tftraneraildjMM^. ^

n 44\g. Conr4-, X pray ■f A <$ frfonorgAfg. Coac+j sinQUid actboju__

(arrfy fis-fAe. app[lcai~for\ £>'^M\Q-fiknlojUQ.fh o^ecJjaJbjcmg 

&e-f- So -fAd-P <fAe/c&u?ffy B^^nuf^e^/ <3 nri 4'^^-^nacen'f' £a frger
For -Htm? rensohg j u$-t S-hrfed^j^hosJ^ (A/A(-fcj3£ j UQ?j*L~^gcf AiA— 

p^f-Knn 4br a rehearing be ^facrt^djaridjiud^

-H\e, judoA^-t- of 4it?, JEfohH ffrcqit- be re\/<iCS^6f_QS^MPJ^d^

more o

-furf tar ^nslderccttofiOh

WgJ: (35-27-30

Rz-5 pecf-ful/y i'U_b_f!Qiitgd->

^qr/ei U/aZ-Po-3X-___________
^-igQg-Oq-^ ^K(-<Dd3JL\___________

Federal ^orreeFTo nal £ftsf.________

P«Q. Box 7000............................... ....
’r^qrKq«\Q1T?c 7SS0 3^7000 

fro Se. /HFdrngy lor ^tar/ei U3o/-fc3I3
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CWif KAT£ Of G00\) FAITH- 8y COiWSEL-

X, Charles A* Wol^eHy Pro Se attorney ~hr 

Charts \A}0ife.lC| O^ir+ffy thect 44* fa petitfar) 

for r^-K^arihs «* presented fn good <an<^
ho-V -for delay) and Miat If Is restricted to

-H\-e grounds Specif fe</ m $upretYveCouft Rule 

o$ tfe. RuU$ of+Vk Court.

o^-lC

Pro A-H"orfte\/ for Martas Wdlfs. 3E*

J— ^oldre ur>cte.r penalty of" perjury -thq-h th*. 

-for^.€j£3focj fs-frae and correct*

jfvc.€cuted oia fAa\j <k~ij 3,63 0,

6harieS U)0 /f^ 1C

Pfo Ss. A-tforney for Charles VUa 1 -fe-TXI


