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MMA. PaseENniooven N Clo-SE. RESPECTFULLY SURMITs —The Folulowin G

AN SUPPOR™ OF HIC MOoTION FoR RCeHEADNINA Oond WK PETITION

Foi A WRHWT 0F CENTIORAR); whiced WAS DRA-TE STAMPEN O “THiS

CouvnT oM Noud AR A0A0 AND RETURNED To PoTiTiome R Tooo
CORMECTIONS. (ETITONEN ASCIGVED THe ReTuawen Pemiion ol DEC 71,3200,

QUESTIONS PRCSTW-TED
WERA FATHER REPEATEO\LT ™MolesTe O
"MAGINARY FRiemD

1) A CcwWILD WHO CLAWMS
HNeER. ONES A Peafvo OF Ye.mxs, MA S AN
\MAGINES HAS OEeEN VOLESTED AWD T WE

WHo THE caild
IMACINARY FRaeENMD 1S ReEAl. UNTIL TwWe

CHLD BelienES "Tuo
Cvith 'S OVER 10 YeARs oF AGE OR oLDER,) CLAWS ~To SEE

GWHoLT AT HomEeE AWNDO ScHooll ANMD \S PLACEDN o MEWTAL

NEALTH MEDICATIONS . 'S “TUAT CHILDS FATHWEWR Oenig0 WS

DUuE Process AN T To PrResenT A DefensSeE (_U-S Con<T ','AHE.NQX\\D

\F THE COUNT DoES NOT ALLIW H\M T0 PRESENT EXVE T
MEDICAL TESTIMONY THAT A LD CoNTINUING Te Waue AN
IWMAGINARY FRAENMD AND CLAWMS “TO STE GHoST Amd REARVIRES
MENTAL HEALTH MedicATion To THAT AGe TNMDICATES THE cHILD
IS FANTASIZING AfGUT oTHEL THINGS THAT ARE NoT REALY

Q\ WAS MA. ASEN HoovER o ANY DEFeEM DAWTS due Process
R\ GmT To A FALRL TONAL (u..\‘. ConNsT-1 ArmexiD X\ coamPromMiten

Y THeE AoMissiony 1IN A TRIAL ON THE CWUARGES OF
MoresTiG A CHILD., OF ENIDENCE OF LAWFULL SExuAL ComdUCT

DETweeEN A DEFERDANT AND WS ADULT WIFE THAT 1S
NOT PRoORATIWWE oN THe V\SSUE OF \'NTEWNT OR PLAN —To
ENGAGE 1IN SEXVAL CoNRDUCT WITH A C,\\\I_D?

! \ .



"{HE TRIAL CoulrT DeENtED M. RisednNooner. WS Due PRrocess
AVGHT To A FAVR ThlAL BY EXCLUDING RELEVANT EVivDeN (e

NARouvT THE Ps"(CHaLvoCZICAL MAKKE UP OF “THE COmMPLAINING WITNESS,
THE EXclude® TTESTIMONY AT 1SSUE I THISC CASE ReLATED To Tue
CHILDS TFTeEASTIiMONY THAT SHe CAW PeEOPLE WHo WERE NoT TuhwenRe
AwWn How THAT PART OF HE TESATIMONT MAY \NOICATE SwWe Suffens
A B\ PoLAR O OTHER M™EMWTAL QISIRDNER. THE EXCLUDED BVIdENCE
A= VSSUE N THIE TASE wAS i icAL To DEFENDANTS DEFewse
AGAINST TUHE CUHARGES, AS THERE. WaS NO EYEWITRESS To THe
ALLECED CRUVYUNAL ACTS AND NO PHYS\CAL ENIDENRCE o0F TTRAUMA .
THE DeveN e Sduau*r To ADMITS BA. TeERReLLS ofinloN Atou-t
BAVENS TESTIMONY THAT SHE SAW PEOPLE WO WERENT THERE
AND Wow “THAT PART OoF HER TESTIMONY MAY INRDICATTE “TWAT
SHWE SUFFERS FRoM A RIPOLAR. O™ O TRER MENTAL DISONDER.
THE Ccoun—T wouln NOoT ALlgw EXPeEr-T TESTiHMonNY TRAT RAVEW)
MAY RE SUFFERING FRQomM SoME WAIND oF DI/SORDER. \F AlLowed
Yo TEesTEY DR.-TeEflell Would HANE OTI\NED “THAT GINEN WS
EXCERI\ENCE AND THeE ENUDNENCE AT WAND: TuaT RAaven)
CLAIMS THAT HNEQR FATHER AAPED HER REEATHLY, wHicH DID
NoT MATCH THE PrRUSIicAL ENIIENCE AR Muc\-\ Tmote L\wWelN
A PsYcvoTic MEWMTAL DiISorDER. THAN ©OF RTALVTY. “The CoulT
REGAN VTS RVLING &Y 5'7A-'rw\16\{'\ AvA NOT GoiING To Alluow
THE DocTor To ReddeER ANY GPINWN AS To &E\PWWLARNTY OR
AN o THE®R KIND oF PSYK CRIATAVW . DISoDEl o PsYcMos A S

D
To UANEW - VY™™ NoT GOING TO Allow THAT SUBRJECT To Re RRoaeDd,

THE PROoSECUTION ALSe OPENED "TWE DoOR. —To THE DEFENSE EXPET
TESTMMoNT RY PRABSENTING 1 TS OWN EXPERT. BR- ANTHoNY URGUILA
WHo TALKEDN ARou7 A cnild wWHo 1S A SuRJVECT oY Anuse
DISALICIATING FriomM REALVTY . THE EYCLUSION dFTHE DE FENSE
ENIDENCE. 1S PREJUDI CIAL GIVEN —THE WEAKNESS 1N THTE

X



PRoSccuTioNS ENNIDENCE . THIK 'S A CASE. OF NE SAIDRNERSUS sSne
SAD GIVEN THAT THRERE WERE NO WITRESS “To THe ABUSE
INCLUDIRNG RAVEWS ARoTHENS ANDISISTER ANO NO PHUSICAL
ENIDERLE. I N ADDVTION AT oNE (ovNT &RARAVEN MWAD RECANTED

HER ACCUSATIONS. Gwenld THEeE DeFICV\eEXNCIES 1N —“THe

PRo‘ECUTIONS ENIDERCE; EXCLUDIN G DR.TERRELLS “TesSTion Y

WAS NoT HAMLeSCS BDEVYOoON)D) A QAo ABLE DoubdT.QefawWING
THE DeEFENSE ofF THISC ENDENCE 1S PaeEdumCAL EAROR.
S

PeTiTIoNERS DULE PReca Sl PVGHT To A FAW TmAL (U-s ComsT. AMEND KW
WAL ComPnoMikean QAY THE TRIAL CounT DEGSIoN TTo AlLLow THE

JunensS To HEAR BNIDENCE OF DefeNDANTS LAWTULL SEXUVAL
CoONDNUCT WITH Wi AQOLT WIFE. THE EvinenctE WAL ADHITTED

PURAVANT T ENWENCE Cove SECToN \Wo ), Sued (B) —Ta suvreorT

THE \NFERQENCE OF INTEWNT AND Comtund PLAN oR DESIGN.
THE ENINEWNCE WAS RNOT SUFFPVCENTLY PROBATINE ON Twe
\SSUE OF DEFENDANTS ALWLEGEY INTENT oniR CLAN To ©nNGALE
IN SEYVALL REelATIONS WITTH A CHILD. ENIDENMCE OF A PeERsoN s
BAD CHARACTEW™ ({\\\c_t_un‘n\lc\ SPEQFIC \WWNCTANCE OF
MiScomDUeT) MAY NoT me ADVITTED Toe PRONE WIS ComducT

ON A SPECITIC. © (ASION- (E.\l\D,c.omeé ol 3uad B . The PAnT

OF THe TEBNIDENCLE ™MR. AWSeEw NooNErR CMALLANCES \S ENVDENCE

THAT We AND WS WiFE HWAD SexuAL SlATionaaS AL™MoLT
ENEMNM DAY, QRQuT RETRLANED FhRom SEX Ol R\NA4A He MEN.('TILA"\'IDN}

AND THE TeE(TiMonY “TRAT WE “ToLY A CowsRWEN "THAT We

MASTURRBATED INmNTo RN WiFes HAWN WHRILE SHe WAS ASLEETD.

THE WWCLIDENTS wWiTH MR R\SENNOOIERS WIFE WERE No T

CRIVMINAL ACTS, AS THE COURT oF APPEAL ACK MNGWLED GED.

THE COoUnT oF APEAL Hold TTHATT BNEW W TUHE “TRIAL
COLRT ERRED ANMY EQNoL WAL NARMLESS, THE CouR—T
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ﬁpoe_s NOT EXPLAIN WHY VT WAS HAAMLESS. THE ERAc 8 Hould
BE REVIEWED UNDE R "THE TEQERAL STANDAGRD oF CHWAPMAN

. CAULIFORNIA RECAUVSE THE NATURE ofF "THE sNIneNCE AT

\SSUB. COMPROMILES ™R. RIENNOCVERS ODue PRocess W awWT ToO
A TAIRR TRAAL BY ALLOWING TTHE JURMY To Ufe THE

EVNIDENCE OF DEFenDANTS LAWFULL SExvAL ConidueT WITTH
WIS AQULT WIFE To \WNFER THAT HE Would ENGAGE
Il THE SAME TYPE ofF CONDMCT WITH HIS DAVGHTER . \F
THE JUAY Feund THE EVIDENCE SHOWED PERUVERTEN
CONDUCT wi—TA ADULTS VT Paeduticed Q= FENDANT By
SUGLESTINGAG HE 1S A SEXUVAL RDENIAR-T., “TAE JURVY would
VIEW \T AY ENIDENCE of WK BAY CWARACTER. THAT T4YPE

OF EVINExNcE & PfrnoBilavTEY &% BENdesNce Ccone StocTieN

Ilal. cved o). THEREFsAE REVEMNSAL 1S AEAUIRED . 1T \S

RAEASONARLY PRODARBLE THERE wWould HANE REEN AN OUTC wE
MORE FAUCRARLE “TO M™MN- Risenm HooVER. ARSENT “THW\S ENHIDENCE.

CoNCcrLuvsioN

Ton THE FOREGOING REASONMS "THE PE-Ti—TioN VoL A
W AT OF CENLT\V\ORAQMNLN S HaulD f?:f:. GRANTE.D.
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