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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 R tov-
~ the petition and is - a - ' _ : :
[ ] reported at » ' : _; or,
[ ] has been. designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished. L

to

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition andis =~ : : - -
[ 1 reported at B _____;or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, )
[ 1 is unpublished. o o ’ :

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

[ ] reported at ; Or,

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[ is unpublished.

The opinion of the Arpc teave fpupr oF Tiriaress P/lgstﬁT@crcom‘t
appears at Appendix 8 B to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,

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

bXl is unpublished.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-x@s timely filed in my case.

(1A timvelyvpetition 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 . ‘

v[_] 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 : - ' i

The jurisdiction' of this Court is invoked undér 28 U.S. C. §1254(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was an ugey 29,2020
A copy of that decision ‘appears at Appendix . ' N

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied 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. §1257(a).



CodeTiTuTiodar AND STaTuroRy [ROVIS/ONS T MN0DL/ED

]
' = ! =N o/ B'E.

U 5. Oowst, AmendTL <7ATES 0 PART . Nor s MHALL ANY PERse

- PFFEmsSE BE TWICE Pur ) JEQPARDY GF LiFE or

—THE sAame

Suee FZ& B:AbgPE«VED OF LIFE, LIBERTY, OR PROPERT( wWivTHOuT Das
Limb,.. 1. oR =

PROLESS OF LAaw . "

4 UL S7ATES! l':E,J AL CRImInAL PRDéE(’,u:rlmus, THE Accusen
&, Comsr. AAMEN D

g . i l " “ern
s F 7HE STATE AND DISTRIcr wHeEREIN THE CRUWME SHALL HAVE RBze
Jupsf ©

HAVE Bezn PReEVICUSLY AS CaERTAINE Iy
AOM I FTED, WHICH DISTRICT WHERE /1N SHALL
BY Avd T BE |MEDQMED OF 7HE NATURE AND CAuse OF THe ACCUS 70, -
Z—A’(A’J}
T2 e COMFRONTED W/TH THE WITNESSES AGAinsr Him 7° HAk ComPucsee,

PRoGESS For 0{37’41/\/Iﬁ.f[.'7 WiTNegssEs /a/ 15 FA\/OIE{ ArND 1O Have 79—
ASSISTANCE pF Lounser Fpre 1) DeFemse |

.S, MST, .
U-s. Coust Amenn . ZIII, EXCESSWE B S HAu. Mor r=e FERuiRED |, arpp
EXCesSIVE Frues Imposed, NoR CRUE, AND uNusyg, Punis y

TN THE Cp=e ar Bar |, Bord /0 LAKe Couury LJAS J?S(:o,o@ »
LAKE Coun™y BAIL wis F#( 0pp,000, roe THE Puere
HiGHeER BRIL I Copi QOLLN-,—L/

Menrs M FLICTED

(77~-¥]
"PEDWEC,ﬂou OF THE Laws . " Jue ‘SDJC_,—;—/onJ‘n-(e

JiL .5, ¢t R, 4)5(6') ’IPRD{-(I BiyTine AN ATTo
TO A DEFEMNDANT BRuT Mot :PROH)%‘VT‘HJ(—'.7 A
Discovery.” :
1.5 Cr. Ruee ¢15(o) Vraw Ereon TEsr. '
;E,,RE\flE(DlMé, CourT TO Gonsider L P%ZZZf’gﬁiiZoprzf 'QLL,aQS
(1) THE EVIDENCE /N THE Gace WAs Crosery Rawdn cen or (2) THe ;[i:o‘e
WAS Sp SER/ous THAT ;77 BFFeeTeEN THE FAIcNESS OF THE DEFEAIDS N
TRIAL AlD CHALUEN GED THE INTEGRITY OF 710g 10 tCraL FRoCE =5,
BoTH PRoNgS APeLY.

RMUEY From PROVIDInIe, Dlscbvae\{

DEFEMDANT FRom Fossegs INg

122, 5, CL. R. 6F ¥kor Convuer 3.7(a) Tmeropen !

1 1

) ORIeCTIoONSs VieLaTe T1/e
1

1HADVOCATE- LI TNESS TRULE, yiiey BRARS ATToRNEYSs FRom ASSUmMING

A pue ROLE AS ADVD taTe nub orTness IN THE =qme
PROCLEEDINGS -

....%,,



- T S0t Ruce 2950, .. mar) ASSI1Gr AN ASSOCIITE JuDae 7o Man
AND DETER M /nIE AMY 1N ATTERS EXCEPT THE TRIAL OF CRIMINAL CAss< »ni
walicd THE DEFENDANT 15 CHARGED (u/7T4 A oFFen/se Puniisyase By

[
I MPRISO MENT FoR MoRe THAN orie Yene,'

724.5. (4 R. 23 canon 3(9). "A Jusae SHAc PERFoRmM Jus i DuTies

WiTHouT BI1AS OR PRETUDIcE "



=TATEMENT oF T2 Chase
Rurcess is 009, LNMOCENT oF 742 CilApreses AGAINMST 1410,
/»/W:’ 'E)ueézzss AND Sp. i4an KAMNOWIN EACH oTHER [

“DF
ANO I THE SPRING OF 24 LIEEE )N THE FROESS 0F S 7y

SEVERAL ygﬂ@/
Busirvess 726

TING A Sétder,
ETHER . Tnt TrHe Scmmee 5 2011 774 e

ESS LWORKeD It Lake Cowunrry Hirep TV Je. Je ALl ceren
M7 TeosPeer ont Bugusr

Re1mAimden An Arroeney 1o

NMTTINEG COMIFPAN Y
witeke Rueg,

- Jde
 CLaim faaiese THE PRnTING,
ComPAr ARIS/uG o ur oF THE Aleegep INVE g DEMTS, R, Kecewen na
Baso,000. Serrizmen— Berors 124,

47’ SOME Poraer
DUkING THE summer Tk mpuey IN WiTH Se. Amn <4 Asic
Wowed prive Je. 5o i

oJ€ TESTIFIES LuDES oy THaT Rurgess Rueaen Jp's THIGH Aun Toucue 5
THE "TiP OF His PRivaTE. ,l-(owguaa):l:uufasﬂg,qm@ Wiec e

TESTIEIED THAT SHE 11meRyieweDs Jz

ASsAawcT

(& R’Dg5

THe DRAWER Anp Je.
AT SAm's arug

Ay
- M, m, ‘T‘ES”‘ﬁF‘:Eb GlsT
HAY Blreess HAD
Rup&ess was ARpesTED on/ ALLGLUG:I'"

.._.5..



C HeaTHer Eva vokra, Duraces s Neientor, LATER TESTIFIERS THAT Hur

AU UsT § 2011 SHE HEALd Tovo PEpPLe ‘/El—'«'ﬂ/é: N [Bucsess s ALaer 11 prg-
A DooR SLAMMED AN THEN IRUREGESS NEUED Ty, 7AK 1046, e, Home .’
MRS, EVANOKA = APARTIMENT WAS KITTY CorRMER TO Rureess's gun Sie
TESTI FIED SHE Cowud MoT SEE TRURGESS'S DooR Feom Mer ALH ermere 7
IR, NEVER TESTIFIED TRURGESS YeleDd AN VTHING AT Hrim,

Je. TeSTIFIES THAT 47T work AugqusT iz, 2011, T3URGESS GRABRED e

s /—ZAMD.si,
TULED Powa Te.'s Paurs And "STACTED Putiing ou His PRIVa

i/
TE, Rmp
Putic idpir, Rurgess THen /M SERTED THE TIPS oF 15 FEtr

GERS ;5 p
JR's ANUS. THE EmereenCc Room Docrop twito EX

AMINED Jr, oy, ﬂ“éasr
19, 201\ TEsmivied THAT Je. STATED THAT Rune Hrs Pea,
/s
IMTD (15 ANus Durinie, RoTe THE Aueuss ¢Hh

Anis Augrs,- 1TH
INCIDeNTS. T Here tns Mo TADIeav00 MED 1

ESg /A’SEBT’Eb

ComebLnin oF Aury FAI OR Disgp

MEORT INBIc e,
'y ‘
AN Assau - & Ay SIGus o
A Mr. Frozpzer Potice o
A wWHite = ‘cee D,
SHier ~rop, Ve |

o Corprpy
R BY B2y, ©
ATemen™ T+ He auas ‘EIZ‘T 557;;55 onl
RFTER RUGUST K, 2011 #5 ALSo FALSE Acee

To RuRgess
RDIMNG v UVER 12044
A GAIN 1M PEACHING TE,



DEFENSE COUNSEL SOUGHT 7D PERFECT THeE 1M Peic l merr oF Jo.

{1 t e
WHeN de. 1= Hered 7o TEWL Se. THAT HE 'Dipn T YIAMT 70 L1 gruymens

ABour Beim g ASSAULTED RY IBURGESS. Ty g CourT Rew rp THaT

DEFENSE Counser Couls Mo rmlencd Je. I3EChuss oy IS L

FOUM DATION AD FUrTHER More 77l

/C'/e’rur'

Court RUcen Tlsr Gow—rus
ELoar ouT THEORIES To THe Nuey 7744, AREN
GOIMETO RE Proven WP |

Witvam Apruscars, RPugacos's levemnre /v Lake
TESTIF ey Foe THE STATE Wune RuwGess P wor
CAsE 1oy HBRUSCATO, Run&eas Did rlaye His Dis
THE Carr. ABRuUseATH 1N A MeeTine 9072 LAlVeEsTI 610, Konprg+
Ash Ker baRue Awni ATTORMEY Doy, CEIT, STATED T#H g7 Rurge<- ‘
7oL TR TO "GROW UP o ALt Like AmAan “ou fue e, & 2011,
TW GourT WHEN ABRUSC ATo WAs Asken 1+ He

WAas comprers
ne PSSR INFoemine KONDRAT (4 Ry e Aun 2

HAS HAPPEUED He san "T'm Nervou s jow. " 4
TARKED 1O THE STATE, THe #<p Hanperoe,

over THE PROSECUTIon o 43%5&47‘0‘6 GAse
R PEMNDING FerLony Du CHdaeg,

é@u ~T7

DiScusg (i<
Colderies 4,

EIT As 7o wiig,

“7 ba"l?éS‘("C BATrep
Sk, TesTIFEd THAT He Hired AN ATTORUsY Arren He 1a .

. €D 1o His mMoTier
T He ATTORNEY '=s DEMANN leTee tWas DATED SerreEmgee

<, 206 Buo -
. LGe
WAs TIDIeTED SePtEamBer 14,2011, Se, HAD A4 Hrune 7 e /%;usj =
LWERI N
RuesTrols TResenTed Tay THe PEFENSE, Bur ao Pros “
THe =sTAR!

LEM Bass e, <

M Pere < ,
S Der-:e,usg owﬁ»o-wug

€Y RING Mg r kbb)\j’-r—



jJotiikywe~—~—-—= - ~— "~ ° "=/

. ¥ R T A e

T mESRURCES mAMAgEe,
He TESTIFIED THAT He 1uh< UNALIAC
For THE TPRINTIIEG COomErny, He &=

AT THE Doo R IHAD BEEN RRoken. IBURGESS DID Ay, - T2 e
EL
He HAD PREVIOUSLY MASTER BATED < 10 e B (Wil 17e —

SHier

PURGESS WAS NOT Auoqee THAT Havine 12e D s covery

VICLATES TLLIMOIS . DEFENSE Coypycel ASKeD THE bourr 4 LEAsT
FoR THE SURY Be 1 s1RUe 1 THAT RBu

RGess A - Wo,
Ay LAw or Ruce, BUTTHe Gpu e - RESPop
20,1'm <

1

ATER
ep 4

Herze WwAs FARRI¢

Den o s
THere 1wgs PeR

dury,



IMCATONS FORL (QIKHNTING TTHE T"&TTT 704/

Bureacss was DEPRIVED HIS FUNDAMENTAL CONSTITUTION AL RIGHTs
To FPResenr a (omblete Derense (U.s. Copst Ameud, Y1)

A crimivaL DEFeEDANT 1< GUARANTEED A ”mgANHUe—,Kuu OPPORTUMITY

TO PRESEMT A. Comprere Derevse " U.s, Comst. Amenos, VT, XIZ ; L1/
dousr. 1970,a%. T 3¢ 2.8 Hotmes v. QouTH @zzeoz,nwrl, 547U, 3(G 324 (Zooe)

THIS RIGUT 15 Reorey in THE Due Frogé=s, Com PuLsory PRoCESS. AMD
CoNFROMTATION CLauses, AMD Awows DEFEndANTs TO TRESEMT EVID Ence
RELEVAMT Tp A THEORY 0 F TamoOtence, Crane v. KenTucky, %7¢ ¢ 5,

683,69 (199¢). Tite STAMDARN OF

Review fFop. DETEEM/UNU’% WHerHesr
AN

Divipug,'s Con sTrTuriony, RigHTs HAave Resn Viotaren

S RIGHT 70 4 £a, S

FIZGE FRom ":ROSEC'JJT" R 14

. (u.s. é@ng‘é.a :
h’lérzcz,ﬂ; Y—-v‘ i J'

s cavnor sqy THAT o

THE STATE Gaus pu
THE JURY ENDow e

THE REMAR K4 Recsuse v 5 FrROBAA = THar
Wit GreaTeER (e

ED)R1L1TY TRIAL
1+ He PRedudice AsSED BY THese O BIEAT g ta
THe FACT THAT THE JUDGE rmeT oMLY Sy,

OBIECTIONS, BUT OFTEVN REPEATED TH

CommenNTs IN HER RuiL/Nas.

—q-



‘A5 A RESwULT, /N THE EYES OF THe Jury, THe Junge dLéﬁéL‘/ APPErAzER
TE BE AM ADVOCATE FOR THE STATE . THEREFORE | /T WAS | MPRopPer For.
THe STare 70 ConsTATLY MAKE TESTIFY s0le, BBTECTIONS At o THe TRI4..

CourT ERRED WHMHENEVER IT FriLed To OVERRULE THe ED/TLRIGL Commensrs.
WHETHER CommenTs MADE BY THE STATE /4 Ciosiue pp

Q“l/ﬂ@lﬁ’ w‘lﬂ/ﬁANZS
A MEW TRIAL 135 A QUESTION THAT 1S REVIEWED & Noyp,

‘4 DROS EQ(,LTOZQ ‘s
[mPROPER LommenTs Durwe, Llosing ARGUWNEN T

RIGHT T2 A FAIR TRIAL, U.S . (pyer Aweres, ¥, K.

A PROSEL uToR MAY LuoT DIsSToRT THe RURDEN oe PRoow BY 5,_@.@55””67

ViocaTe < A DéFEubANTS

M EORRECTLY WHAT THe duey must = in ORDER To Reacy A ¢

ERTAIN \/ggn,cf
A CRIMINAL DEFEND AnT HAs A Con

STTUTIONAL R yr- 70 A FRIR

MO PR ‘
Q OF 7Y
THIS Coue
‘ T StTATE THAT THe Rues of EVIDep ey
MEG.I“'A'\I?g'T IC-ALL'-/ To bEFEQT’ ‘rH—E ENDs o g & M/q-‘-/ ot APPLIE&
Mississ | pp 2 ¢ “E e
L Yoy, g 2EY Boq(/q73') ' (d#q”’"’g@is V.

THe Titirio;s SHPREME
s AN)MDSITL// /‘IOST)L_/

IKNOww A5 np, s.

—/0O-



EVEM IF ANY bRE Ser OF JupICcide REMARKES LSOULD pipr B

Erouen To Crente PRETUBIcE AND BIAS, THeE ReEMARES Wers <0

FerVAsive AT g, . THAT 8ouPed wiTH THE udte’s Hose
AT 1TuDe THAT Ty
r&MBa{ LTINS

___/(—.



CONCLUSION

The 3 . « .
petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted

Respectfully submitted,
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