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4. T8 a v0ia\ couer has refused Yo heae Me. Reed’s movion +o e -
place appoinred covnsel, ar a Fime when Me - Beed wighes to ob-
jeck vo.unauinocized senkenting and Movon Lor New+ial,
what 1S ¥ne coctees (‘@mv,éy wheo Me. Reed has been c\'\\‘\cjgﬁ%
in s attemn prs Yo develop Yne (ecord?
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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

[\/f For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendlx AN
the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

' [\/f For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix 5 to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,

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

[vf is unpublished.

The opinion of the A court

appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[\/j For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was _Maceh ©,2020 (hemial ofCoA)

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

M/A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: Apei\\1, 2020 , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix D |

[ 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. § 1254(1).

[V(For cases from state courts:

'

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was June. 10,2009 .
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix;G L.

[ 1 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).



| the Carasrvivavian oo Laws of a0y kare ‘o Ane CON0A0Y NOY -

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

The following Statutocy and consvituricnal peavisions are

iavelved in Yhis case

Conetitntion of vhe nived Svates
Actic\e T, c\anse q:

“The otivileae of sne Weir of Haweas Cacpus, shall act he siis-
pended, naless wheo ia cases of febellion e invasian the public safe

~})/ may CeOCe A

Actic\e VT

AN dedovs condeacked and CACAQEME NS eokeced W0ka, helore.

he adapticn of ¥ais Consrivntion, shall he as valid Againsy Ane
Doikesd Seate s noded 3nis Coastivation, as vaded dhe, Canfedens -
j—'\on, . | |

" This Conshivurion, and sne laws of the nited States
which szl be made ia pulsuance Weeeol: and all +reaties
made, o¢ which shall he made, tndee the auvhooity of ¥he,
Heiked < ‘ffff?v | E?T'E' \

e \’\)L&Ans@ = W0 eyely Stave shall be houod ¥aecely, any +hing in

Wi%s\fané{\{\g .

U-T\Mz S20aO0S aad Cenfeseararives belace. mcz.c\\—'\o(\tz(\;am\
Hhe membecs af e seveea svave, \eq wlataces  andall exec -
UHive and \\)@A"\ cio) ofCieeos, hovh of e alted States and of
the sevecal syates, shall he nanad hy oath a0 aAliomatian,
o Soeppact Aais Coasdivntian; oot no coligions, rest shall




Vel Yoo coaniced as a eualificavian va any ollice oc public
Fonay nadee dhe Vaked Svaves

__ Acecdmeny V¢

“Ne p20son shall e held o answee Cac a capival, ao avhep-

Wise Wwkamons coine, noless an a peesentment ae indickment of

a Grand Suly, eXCenk 10 tases ao'x&'\n% 10 +he \and o naval Sae-

COS, 600 Mg m‘\\‘\\—\a when 10 actoal gecvics 10 Yime of wae ap

mm%mmagmmhe& Cocthe same

Qﬂlzg_cg;;\ﬂ_be; FWice onria \@o(\a(‘r\v of \\QQ Qo \\m\n 000 ghall W
I\

noo Do éanmveé of \iCe . \'\\\em—v 00 PeANehy, Withook due 00Q -
cess of law; aoo Shal DOWake OBy ba Yakoa Sac oub\
=g, without st compensanion,”

Amendmnoon YT ¢
‘Taalcoinminal prosecostions, e accused shall enioy

ﬂ \& stsghi O A ﬂ )QRA\/ A(\A (\LX&\\\C‘ A(’(‘\8\ \‘\\/ Aan \mnam-\a\ \UO\/ OQ
Ahe <vate and é\%\-(‘\u- whecein yhe ¢ 0ime. Sha\\ \\ave; be;eﬂ
Q,omm\\-\—o_é which disyeica shall have been DOQ;V!OQR\}/ as -
ceoxained hy \aw/, and +o e Wnfoemed of vhe aavivce and
canse of ¥ne ace usatians Yo he confeanted with the wWit-
NeSSES AgAaln M} vo \'\ave, \,omr)u\%m"\/ peocess Sop

Qb\-am\no wﬁmzs%e;% w0 his Saver, and o baxgg e assis-

Yance oC covnse) So i AQ;QQ,(\Q@,.

. - \
_Ammémmﬂy_, Seckion | :

“A\\ \Qe,o%cm% botn oc ﬂa&u(‘a\‘\z(&,é W0 Ane L)«\"A—QA Siates
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and Sohjeck +o the JulisdicXon sheeel, ace citizens of the United
States and of the Svave whetein ey ceside. No stare shall
ma¥%e o0 enlecco aoy law which shall abridge the poivi iege% o im-
Munities of citizens of the United States: nop ehall any state de -

poide. aay pefsaq of life, libetty, o0 prapecty, withoot due process
of \aw; ane émy 10 a0y pedson withia ivs Jncisdicrian the cqual
protection of ¥he \aws,.”

Fodeca\ Svarnies,
?.2'35 LSl sechan 2254

“() The. Snpeeme. Cones, a yustice: theceof, a ciceasiy dae

Y

oc A r\\%w\ (S \\5501% 6ha\\ oarectain an aDD\\(‘a\'\On Cora W oC

the yndgment o€ A Skave conek 0(\\\/ a0 mmcoum‘a that heis in

¢ ogmév i violation of v¥he C/Of\&\—\\—xﬁwot\ e \aws o0 deeatios
of ¥ne L‘)ml\rzA States.

"X An applicarion Cao a WY of haheas cocpns on Dehal§ |
of a pelsonine DSYady PUeSHANY 4q Yne yudgeeay of 2 Skate
Conet S\na\\ aok he geanked NAeSS ik Appeacs that - -

“(A) ¥ne aoo\\ caat hag, exhansied the, cemedies avail -
Ane 10 ¥ne coneks of e, Stave ; 00

“(B)4) hece is a0 Ancence o avmlable Siate cocter -

FNE OOOCeSS § of

(G . -
(i) Gieenmetances exisy shar cendep such peacess
ineflec Mive +a Qforeck ¥ne (‘K%\(\-\—S of ¥ne, ap@\\ cCank.
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“@Aa applicarion £o0 a Woit of habeas cocons may he

deoied aa e Mnews Ao\—w“\\k\s*aaé'mg ne Callnees of

e, applicant: fo exnanst dhe temedies available in the

CoONCNS o€ Ane Stave,

‘@D A Sxave ahall aok bedeemed o have walyed whe

exnanstioa teqnicemeat ot e es\»nppc»,é $eom pe -

liaaee wooa ¥he coasicement noless vhe Scave

theough covnse) expoessly waives Yne cequitement .

Y@ Aa applicant shall nor e deemed vo have exnassred

e Cemedies available in¥ne covers of vhe Syate, With-

0 ¥ne meaniag of Mais Secrion, i€ e has vhe mci\)\\lr e
deo the \aw of ¥ne.Srate xo caise, by anyavailable peo-

CEALCe , YN0 BLIESON DEESEaed.

“@Aa apPicavian Sao Weit of habeas cocpus on behall €a

PRLS 00 I CNSYOdY ABSHANY Y0 -\—\\Q;::‘u(\gme,ﬂ\— o aWwate

conck sha\l aok he q canred With fesceck ¥a any clain that

was adjudicated an Hhe meoidS in e Save covor 000 -
ceedings naless ¥e adpdication of she claim-—

0 ceslred o adecision that Was convea Oy Y0, 00 ig-

volved an naceasaaaile apphicavian of,cleacly osian- |

lished Fedooa) \aw, as dereomined by the. Sapceme

Coocr of dae aved States: oo

« A L A
@) 0@&5&\*&5 WA 5(&0\3\00 Yaakr Nas ha=ed o0 an inreas -

onable derecmnation of vhe Sacks inlidht of +he. eni-
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denc e Do eSeaved 10 Mne ave conck poé ceeding.

“E NI a p(‘oc,ezczé'\m})'ms\—"\\—o”\—ea by an applicavian Saea

Weik of habeas coopus by a pecsan o coskody anfsoant
1o Moo ;\Iobc\\)mqm\~ of a Syave C',Ol‘)(‘\-; a detecminadion ofa |

Cacrnal itsue made by a Svave conct, shall be neesumed
1o e coccect. e applicant shall have vhe hueden of

Colnviting vhe, aeesnnerion of cocteciness by cleac and

_Convineing ONIACNCD,

@ IL she applican: has Cailed rodevelop she Sacroa)

“basis ofa claim 1o Siate conek BMQ,coe;Alﬁa s, ¥he canex

sha\\ aok ho\d an @V\é@f\\—\af\v \\e:amr\o on &-hc», claim un-

lesS vne applicank shows Ynay - -

€N e e pedies on = -

A ce tole ol consivatvional law, made cettoaciye

Yo cases aacollateca) teview by +he Qupoeme

Conty, ¥nar was peevionsly noavailane s o

“G1) a Cacron) predicare yhat coold nox have been

ooe,\/\oos\v(‘n%cﬁ vereod *h(‘onn\\ Noe exe0e1se of Qg

(’} \\ CAQX\(’,Q: ané

Y@ ¥he Sacks uﬁ(\e-,o\y'm% Yoo claim wadld beeiSicient

Yo esvablish Dy ceacand canvineing evidence shat

bax $o0 consving W00 a\ 20000, A\G (‘Q:a%ﬁa\\\e Sach -

Gadeo Wonld have Sound ¥ne appiic ant %\S\\\fy oF e
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m\ho,o\yin% olonee .

“@IC dne ap@\'\ca«\\— dwa\\zng@s Moo &)QQc‘;Q;nc,y a® the evidence ad.

duced in Snch Ssate conet procee ding +o Supoct the State

couet’s detetmination ofa Cactual iscne made shecein, the,

apeaay, i€ anke, shall aceduce thay pacy o We cecond

peckineak o a detecminarion of the <oliciency of the oy -

\6cmc,<z; 0 S00EO0E Snch detetmination, TE vhe applicant,

_Iecanse of mé\o%f\cv 0f oMNeR (eAason 1S vaable ‘o 0eo -

doce such pacy oQ ne Cecord, Ynea whe Syate ehall pOQ-

duce such pack of vne 0ecoed 2ad the Eedeocal coouck ghall

dicect Yhe Srave v0do so by ocder directed +oan APECAPL-

ate Svate oCicial, TC vae Stvate cannat OCOVIAE Snch

PeLX NNk pack of Mhe ¢eeacd, then dhe conck ghall de.-

e Omiae Baded Mae w\'\%\—'mn} Lacrs ané cACCMNMIAnceS

whav W(}:\%\'\\— shall be Qwen o the Dtate conets Cactual

deATtmMAarons.

“@A cooy of whe olGicia) necocds of e ave couot, duly
ceoriCled hy e cleck ol ek coner ¥ he vo0e and cocreck

copy of a Ginding, 3o cial apinian, o evnee celiabh e

wWeitken 1ndicaa showing 2inch a Sactual dekecminarion b/v
the. Svare conet hall e admiesinl e indne Fedecal conol

proceed g

“(h) Excopy a3 poavided 10 3eckion 408 of the. Contralled

Subhstacces, Ac\—; i al) (pooc,e,eA"mg,s \1000%\'\3( vndes this

SecMan , 200 any Subseaneny: p(‘ocwb\h\ QS 0N CeView, e
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covtt may appoiar covnsed or an applicant whais oe hecomes

L)

Cinancially nnable vo alCacd counsel except as provided bya
ule promolgated by the Supoeme Coued pursuant 40 Stat-

viooy a&—ho:\“ﬁ—y. Appd\mrmtn%- ogc,ou»rﬁe,wws&(‘dﬂm

Shall heqoverne d by Sectton 3006A of title 18 .

(83}

(i) Tne 10eLechiveness oo ncom oq;lrencq; o covnsel dues 0g

(e8]

Fedecal o0 State, collatecal post- convieHron ()mc.e,e;dma g

0

shall nox be a onounb Copo OQ;\\@Q 0 a moocméma amqmm

B0Aee Seedion 29.54. "
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE.

she waed ar A onlichos Svap. S, res¥ibied Yaay M. Roed +ald

heo e was a madeling ageatr and asked ned xo Walk ave ¥a his

LS. sa Neasaal\ Y

Shoot ax Yoe Bexanic Gacden i Patas Veodes. S, also desniSied
Yhae aine cedd Mo Roed Mhas she was 16 (2000 5RY 2 1517- 1518 )
While, at vne Baanic Gacden, S. resnlicd vnar Me. Reed £apeA

SAate \ 5 £ X0 M

5RT_ab \S43% - 1556,)

S, A\so Yesinlied Yoak MSL_@MAEQQPQA_MQ_&&MHA@_

(2009 5 RT a2k 1566 -1567.)
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S admide.d ¥nar e iy Ay xo\d 90\\(&(2; Hhax Me. Reed had
0Aed oL ne aad ¥acew hee ke e cac, 200 Moar she \avee changed
het stncy by relicg golice shar Me. Reed dceavened ¥o use a kaife

| (€ e A . his ca0. Sel S. Admitted
lice fhar vhese veosions We.ee: wXlue, aémv\-\—ma ¥nat she had will-
ma\\/ no—\—‘ron oo e cae wivh Me. Reood. (20®q LRT ar 1550 -
159 | .3

Whea asked, by Me. Ropd ia poapeia peosona, whexhee she

Yold DNe. Moareaen o Yoo dorocrives ohar\nm\ heo 00y, S. de-
QLed ma\ﬁmm YO Svakement. ('z,ooc\ 5 RT 18924 ~13% \S wWas

mmmmgmhmm@&m%mmmm_m_

|\%\\\’Q.ﬂ aar she had well aved 100 hones of Sge;c\a\ &i‘amd\g A0 inYeq -

ﬁmmg_smd_awmmg heC apinion Ynat ‘eenages

liw 99- pecceat of the ¥ime. (2000 4 BY 2136 -2140.)

MNAC. Reod yeanSied 1o his awn defense. He a¥aved thas D

apecoached hm afrec aveshearing his discassion wirh a cuebside

\/QﬂAO(‘Jz%ac‘émg a_phoroshoot. (2009 7 RY 2436-24%7.) Rood Cne-
Meo desilicd ¥nat . agC&Qé yo do 2 Time Foe Ocions phoo shook
vl An aé(\'\ﬂona\ §20 Yo be 0and Loc heo Ynach, abrec . focmed
\'T\m e was \g YeACS of agcz; (2000 1 RT At 2438 - 24395.)

Me. Reed yoetiSied vo {—a\é"mg ENOk0S of S. 3000 ar(‘lvin% at the
PSo\—an\(L Ganden. L&wm Sae 8256100 Me. Roed vesviCieod Ynax he at-

QS YOS D&é—y—w
MWWWM\
MMW%&LM\&Q&&M@M

Reed ¥esnlied vnax he eyvearnally yold e tylonhave ¥o do a
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\itde ehoee Yoan Yoar Sod $2006 ’<’, ano _rnayr D. 009\§0A, “Lo +ixdo

what ix do.” (2009 7 &7 av 244%-2444 ) Taking Yoar copy S a con-

L0k YO Q,qug%g; A0 SeXx a’ a tean\utdion ya Yoe bg,baﬂ, and bg}“.mz'ms

-

-
=~ -

Me. Reod doaied Saccinn S ¥ Yanch e 0eis acd denied Rating

his Qeais, 0 hee onanth ac Q‘\-\\:\ncj s candn oo nee beeath, (2009

7 RT ak 2442 )

statre of padic , Mo Reed veerified dhar he smashed vhe ywe Silm

3 | . . S.
A% i a Gl aai : i :
3@% S- Yo dcpsk Me. Reeb.(looq LRY \5@2-\5(9%-\

\S x deaia) v

\')d(\g(z Ao dedecmine whednee 1 1S (‘Qa&sna\\\}/ g)(‘obah\(} +hat hep

*:Qﬁr’t—"\mOm// Wonld have cesnlved 10 a enace an/o(‘a\\\e o como Co\r\

i2
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Me: Reed (Appx. B, ‘D.J‘l) A\\ othel iscnes wece deaied: (Tind a&?p,
o, 14, 200 \5.

Me. Reod Ciled 2 Covivian Coc Revies ia dne Calilocnia S -
WMWMM&MWDM_

Secved and deqied wivnook comment. (Disy.Ca . Lodged Dacuments 22n)
3z, Case. Ng - 5\‘1\(044—.3

\—Oia\ a.nb MG, WO - \//02(‘5 -3o -1ile senleance WAS (‘e"ms\—akreé- N\f, RQQA

\ \ ed. (L s 45,54-50 2005 )
Me. Reed, Again ,Liled 2 Perirvion Sag Review *o ¥he CaliCocnia Su -
e, Couct , Oméﬂg)g&&igg his Sedecal C,o_mg;)&sgc;; pLacess violation
claven . Mo Reod was denied wivhook comment-. (Lobg@.b Docnments 6
a0d 7,Case No.D21717 q9)

— Me.Roed Cilen his 28 USC. 2254 Walbeas ea July 24,2018 a0d,

CA(\C,L)(‘NL(\\\\/; a fenpuesit o Sray plac e»oA'\m:xJ% soasroallow Soo
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S . \ 1k cal

1seined ivs Bepoct and Recommendation , aeacking ¥he mexian Yo

Jismiss and aQQo(‘(\"\n() Me.Recod oo opXion ol A(“mr\(‘\"\nc\a‘ %\"(’MSGA S

npon acdec of dismeasal, which wanld allow coasidecarion of

5,as S tacked i e Racd R AN clawns weee ecton e;ous\,v de -

e - O . ! 00 Roconzsidetarion

Oa Oexcdoecra, 20\ Reapondear Siled an Aaswee,and on
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}h , ! C - E.; E E B E, é - ! g; jl

clains, and dismissal of ¥he action wivh peeyndice.. Oa Jaquacy o,

< 2asons. 60 meavion. oL a YR

(DK*S- 19 - 85.\ Notre: Disktick Conth made ao meotten of vhe O"\—yJi eehions
Me. Rood's ceavess Coca COAe Yae Niava Cieeniy Conet

_Was deaied oo Macch ¢,2020 n0der 22636y 20d Millec-€1 v,

_Q;QQ‘»OQ;\L%Z”) DS 322,327 (2062) (Ninsh Cicenis Dy Nos. 2 300 R}

Me. Rood Ciled 2 morion Cac extension of xMme v Sile A mo-

A { \ \ ¢ . A -

Yion was Cledon Acci\ 13,2020, M. Reed's Morion Lo Recon-
Sidefarian €a Hanc was deqied oa l-\g(‘l\ \1, 2020

Tais Perivian Soo Coodiacaci o vhe Vaived %*aw,s Cenxral
Disxticx Conor Siled in ¥nis \laived Qraves Sopeeme Canek
wirhia ¥ne 40 - day \ini,
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

T TR DISTRICT COLRTS MSINTERPRE TATLON
AND MASAPPLY CATION OF TS COURT’S
HOLDINGS TH VALENZIEL A- BERNAL AND TTE
e TNTERRELUATIONS WITH CHAPMAN AND BReCHT,
e WANE ALLOWED EOR STATE COURTI TO TREAT A
T WERE b &TATE CRROR, TWCRERN
PW&T&&T COURT. IQAQ,.QU\C_s ce
e INCOGNZARLE VINDER 28 SC SECTION 2254

e

Podruaiky +o examine ¥he mothee of she complaining Witness
nvhis case. Qa appeal, Yhe CaliSocnia Conex of Appeal ce-
Mw%bmg@ I PLoQEria pefsona,

“andthe yeia\ cont:

The Couct : What would [Hne movheel be able 4o

Jra%\-\‘;u ro Yoat gnewould ha\l@ é\(’e(__\— Vmow‘eéoz
QQ 2

Toe DeCoadant: She had atal inckioat: !
WAWWMMQ@ e he-
cadw&khb&wwmmlabﬂ%h&f___
r\aug\\*e,o Se T'm wondeting whax beoudnt hed +o
fhat peiok whece shefelr lihe Yooy were manip-
ularing heo danghsec.
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The Coancyx s \anz@i&gﬁﬂgﬂ_ﬁﬁl,l dcax Siad Yaay pap - :

Yculacly ocobarive | a0d Mhav's dhe coaclnsion of yais

peeson, mayb@- Batr T doork %Knk ak 's (‘(a\cz..\lar\\r

as 1k cedaves vo Moo Sacke BoSace +\\@5u<‘y. Hee Lol -

—_ings abank law eafaccement o0 Maeie WWeSHgation

aceq’tr celevaak.,

e Defendank: What i§ ghe ac)ma\\y Yaoew what

Hﬂ&\/ ac_’mé\\y 420 aC Aid with heo éau%hi—e(‘ ’

The Qou(‘\;: What’s Youl offe ¢ of p(’oo? 2

The ho}:&n'c\ban*‘. Thar Waz ik, L doa’t Wnow the

V\lho\z teaon W\ny he c\iéf\'&— Wank N\on\-eﬂegco

o rall +a hee Saug\ﬂ—e(’ a\oag .

The Conet s Vs SO’ Kne foc deposivions. Tim

not qoing ro allow you +o call e witness on

Hhe hopes Yhar she's qoing¥e peavide infac-

mation o make it celevantr, What Q\SQ da Vo

—_MMMSQMMG\‘ ?

(Aopx. & at PP-15-16.)

The CaliGacaia Couck of Appeal responded that,

Reed made ik suﬁﬁ\c.\zm\v cleac Yhat he \Nas not

mep@;\v SQ:Q,\ﬁmc\ QAL\(\QGC,Q QQ % S mo&‘ne("s -(:esz,\ -
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ings” about ¥he police inkectogadions of her davgh-
Yoo Yk whak xne police ‘ackually said oe did +o
hee danghvee’ ia Yecms of dicecring hee tosyi-
lice said and did %—hﬁ‘ooo‘n e Yeskimany of S.'s
mother, a peccipient Wikness +o atleast one law
enfaccement aveoview £ S

__@Q_QL._E at pp,\g-m.\, |

MMMS&QQHQQ vactious Cali€acania
Srawtes and caselaw, weak aa to cale thar, “yhe conox abnsed
1S disceetion ia 900&\\\3‘\Hn3 ReedAfcam examaing S.'s motherl...)

(Appx. & at 0o.11; alse see p.18 (“abnsed ks discletion i ex-
cluding S.'s movhes’s \—Qsﬁmcny.”)

Haowevee, Yhe g&a&e CONIEWING COVCY Weak 00 30 addless

W@W&M
meny violarion of ¥ne Lamgulsg_%&m‘.miﬁlau&éﬂj_o :

:\,un(‘)m(‘(z rhe appeMate conek Coirerated shat,

. rais oo Supcesne Conek Cecagnized in Uaiked Sxates v,
| ' - \ ' 13, v
_d&mmm&mgwﬂww
#LWWW
) ( i

| W&M&MM&MM

+Hon of [¥nel losk resrimony.” Ta Mhose cases,the

I8




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27

28

coney neld, Yo eskatlish eceoc in exeluding ¥ ev-
idence she deeadank need aoly ‘make some show-

WMMW
______make 3uch & showing ontoe basis of nadispated
facks alceady inthe fecocd of on Hhase facks
Pms addirional fack <. (T6:d.)

(AQ(‘\X. & ar (‘3-\C\.\

To 2ddixioa xo Reed s xial peafCes, alteady Souad +o be
SuECicieal, ¥ne CaliCocaia Conek of Appeal, iteelS, Weat oo ia
So\'\(\'\Qy Hhe ma’ve;O'\a\l¥y Shnw(n% of Valenzuela - Beraal, add-
ing_that,

iahe fecacd Sappacks vhe possitilivy Hhat movheo
conld S’xye; d\a\—@of\a\ resvimany aboat po\(cq; MAND-
wavion of S.'s Yesticnony. A Mne Yime the 1sSae
of movhe’s Yestimony acose, Moateaegro had

a\(‘eaév restiCied thar . ‘s r‘do%ec‘ Was Heesent

Aumno a\—\&a%—\— ane of Moareneqro’s iakelroga-
Yions oC S. Testimony alse s\noweé Yot S. had
c\'\angQ& ak \east ywo aAsSOeeks of hee natcative
of the incident peiat 4o +eial. S. Sesk 4oid vhe
Po\ﬁce hay Reed had ‘¥ncown’hee iavo s cap.
Latec ahe 2aid ReedSocced hee inve his cac
b\/ +‘m’ea+ani(\a het with ahaife. B veia) she ad-
m\k\ﬂzé hax S‘mz weax With Reed voluatacily.
N\om'e.no,%ro yosiCie d Anar when she askeé S.

iq
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wh\/ she chanozé het Stocy . (‘@o\uzé ‘she
____dﬂﬂq;s;ban%z_hmésmmmaiﬂmmﬂmﬁ__
__ Balicel,had changed hee sxocy.” S also changed
_ bheostarement about Reed’s ase o€ a condom, She,

Yold vhe anese who oxamiaed hee ASxee Mae, (-

cideat that Reed did aak use acondom. Ay Loial

she +esyifiod that he did nse one..

_ (Aopx. ax pp.1a-20.)

T+ 1S wnpoctant Y0 Qove ovhe!, 5:2(\6"\{\%5 made b/v s Skate
couex. Foc insvance, ¥he conck confiemed that,“as vhe peose-
cnvace Yold ¥ae couck, mothes had fefnsed vo speak +o Reed's
ivestiaatae a0d ceSsed ro e auesyianed by Rem) excent on
the witness syand.. (Aoox B ax 0-19. D

Aéémona\\u e State Coviewing Couck antounced Hhat,

‘Tewidence +ha$c N\M\*QQQ;O.(‘O Q any avnee Law enfoccement ofCi-
cee petsnaded S.to change e veosian o€ events would be
Celevant Yo beth /s eo ec\'\‘\u"\\ix-/v a0d Yae ceedilnilt ty of ¥ho
oiceo.” (Appx B ax .18 )

Reed canvended “Yoak Hhe coner’s €eSusal ¥o allow him 4o
call mothee ag a witness 0eedices Ceveecsal whevhere eval-

C"f\” ¢ -

wle cannet evalvave Wne eccod undece eithel

20
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arandacd, howevet, becanse we ace in ¥he same
position Yoak Re.0.d ace up'\(xé 0 ¥ne veial conet

we. do ack Koow, and have ae Way of detreemining
feam Mne (‘(2;005, what S.’s mo*\'\z(? wauld have
teaniCie d +o had she beeo called as a wikness.
A cemedy exisks aonetheless.

Cb,opx. oAk C‘).ZQ.\

T x3& ax ¥ais ceosscoad Anar a anmihee of s Queceme

CzQQ(‘¥'S p(‘acmémn&& wece viclare d and iﬁ*@n«-\nna\\}/ ahban-

doned. Ficay , Ynece caa bhe ao acquoe.ny nak ,

e o\g\\\- of ¥ao acensed Yo have Cnmpu\SOOy PLOCESS

fac dovaining Wiraesses inhis Savaf, gnacanteed in Sed-

e0a\ xa\s h)) e St Aceadmeat 19 90 Soandamental

and esseana) ¥o aFaie deial dhat it is incoopocated in

he Due Poacess Clanse of Yne Cancyeenth Aonend -

meak.

WZ\%\\"\A%\—oﬂ V. Yoxas, 388 1.3, 14,17 (19G37).

T\t\Q: Sxaxe, Coury’s Pa*—(ona\’\za\—ion,as *0 why i+ could not
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Jdodibt YAk ¥ae conssiiavional eoae “Aid aok coaxeihnte vo the
E ! E » C! 1 ! - ! i! -
q a \ - o +

attempt ar saristying 1% (haQmao huedea,

However, sae. CaviCacoia Coner of Aapeal snbstitnted +his

¢ n L . o

<

puepase. of ¥ois Dugeeme Conex’s Valenzaela- Rednal precedent .

Tho Svave coock’s “c_up'mgary“ WAa QOL\(\AO’A OO0, OOk what Yae

“Am»s S s mo\—\ncr,o have marecial Yestimony £ olCecl71”

(Aomc D> an .20 ) Ia oos@\v.no e Q:Vtéox\\»\a\“\/ Mattec,

.jrh@ C,a\\covma Counck of A‘Dc‘)ea\ p(‘oﬁmmce;é s menon aS%“oW&:

\N_Q, conchnde ¥aak ¥ae. conck a\msczé WS diseferan N
p(‘oh'\\\'\\-'\nrjRUZA Ceom examiain q S.s moxhet and

thay vhe (‘(Z.\MOA}/ Coc this efeal is %o conditional \/\/
Ceverse Hhe Sué%me;n* yo al\ connts and femand the
cAN’e Yo pecml&» A&Qém\an\— an oppo(‘\—unii:/ym pre -
seak morhel’s Jres\'imon/\/ Loc X—he yeial court:s de-
tecmination wheahe? \x 1S feasoaably peabable
that admission of hee tesvimoay wodld have ce-
salied 10 a moce Cavacable avtcame Coo Reed,

(Apox. B ax R.17.)

22
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t

Reed Silod a Povivian Cae Review in e Cali€acaia Suptese

Conex, (‘5(\?\\\0’(\0'\(\() the CaiSsocaia Concox of Apoeal’s conditian-
u : ”

ameaL_as_Qgpmﬁ_m_oM" _\ALbSXQ,_&Ac\z_

cedacal \&6\—0(‘/v in N\agxs\-(‘a\—zs RM\D{S(‘\ and Rmc‘ommoﬁc\fi\—\c\(\
(hecealret RandRY( A‘o‘ocmz\'ix A at p.2), This was denied.

Reed’s -hmo&u Sled 28 USC Secxian 22_;&_](1310@5_@&__
mmmzuajmm_&wum_gm

m\Sano\\@:A Yhe mn&@o\\\n%\—zc\eoa\ LA 0N Comou\soov Ceo-

cess \o;aémo ro decision mc\*oaov o Fedeca) \aw (Aoox &),

— Desgure aulviple clatifications e DISTRICT.CAURT na

2551000 Yak Reed's Goonnd Oae edaen wil\ aax receive a Sall and Caie ge. -

c)ﬁ\—u(“n \L\bome(\\—s W\a&»-\\\Q\/ haow ace v\\(‘om: ~\-0 c\en}/ a\\ OQ\\G-C and

leave o Q:QQQ;C:\— Shave CQL.N‘-\' Aecisions &-\na% ne Aevicle T cauets

m&MWMMM&MM

stikodon  collides head -0a wWivh yae o(\mmo\& ok mé\c,\a\ QSS:QC,-\—Q .
alness..)

WMMM_M@LQm Pnﬂiﬁﬂ%

Q(‘mo \D\Q,S C/ons\ée,(‘ Mo, Qo\\ov\hna N
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L Reed has asselied vhat ¥ne Syare Ceviewing Cantt misap-
plied Valenzuela - Breonal, sipra, aCtee @uoting Coom ivs toxs. The len-
irrzal Disteick covers, withoont a hint oL paooa\\e\ism 0 its cited
(efecences to vhe cecord have expained ¥ne Svare condk’s nse

oF ¥0e Valenzuela - Reenal Yoxt io this way':

__ AwWnoogn tae Caifocnia Conor of Appeal cived Valoponela =
— Recoalinids decisian, ik 0 80 o ackicolave ¥ae hooden

imposed npon a deSeadant 1a peoitecin g ¥ne: colevaney

of peopased Witness vestimg 0y a boeden ¥e apoel late
was consideciag wirnin dhe coatesdt of the yeial

conct’s decision Yo exclude sne 9@090895 Xeshimony
nodee ( :

ment Y ak \g \To s me e Califocnia Cooer oQ No-
pealrs ulimare Liading of x0ia\ conok eccae was not

pOQmisgA o0 a violarian of Yoo Sedecal Coasiit-

fignal (\‘“\%\r\% to cnmpu\&no,v poocéé%; as acvicalate d

10 Va\eaznela - Becaa). Ta Cack,Mne shake conct ney-

0 Ceached dae Sedoca) constinvional issie  Ta-

stead, e apeellate conck po&m'&s&é i+ decision on
a Slading that sae yeial conek 200800 s disceesian

j_méw,o C,a\\Qooma Q.v;émg_ﬁ‘g_a_g <ociion 222 \ny

1o p(\oCQc»,(‘m% ne ('(z\m\lanc,y of she pfopose_é tosdh-

mmn}j-(Loéngx\-\— | at L7—‘2,0.\ (A“PP" A 2N 14)

2. 1o aAc\OQ%S\ﬂQ Yne Qd(&%-\—\on a o whetne e Hhe Svave

mm&m@&ﬁmmmw&m@&%
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plocess violakion wadec ¥ Fedecal definition Sac W\a*e(‘ia\\-\ry; e
Coakoal Disteick Coped Q;xp\a”mczb 145 decision ¥his Way:

Detiv e crnmake 0. As exlaine d. | ‘
WWM&W_

Standacd of tareoialiy,. This is Yoo mave il

Standacd +he Stave conct’s ap‘o\m;é 19 aAé(‘e;Ss\n%
Potifioners cdaim nodee skave law, alWnogh Mne: voial
Cort 3u3%<zs+ea Porivigner’s claim s\l Qai\eé un-
doo a0 alvecaate Syandacd.(Ladgment Sats; Lody-
ment 4) ot 54-56; Lodgment 44 ar 72-74 5 Lodgment
46 axr 3902 ,42 02.) ( ﬁ\ppx‘\ ay 0.2102-8 )

3. ,i)gz.sp";\—g;, !‘aﬁggzggxa-ﬁggggéys Ceauitem u\'\— shax a 02.\—\«\—'\ 00e

Need o \/ Show Ynay ¥neee 'S a “ceaconaidlie likelinood thatvne

MWMMMMM
e Centea Disaeick Conck diSagceed, Ginding sax:

[MTihe evideace DeSoce Yng agp%\\é\—&. couth Was insus -

Fient Yo deyecmine ¥he marecialivy of ¥ne peoposed

festimany, Fneceloy peeveaing aa ainake Q»;gblg_g_gg e

19500 of compulsacy process nadec vhe auvnonity ot

Va\onzuo,\a - \?)QN\a\. (Ree Loé%m enx | aA \%-20 (ﬁo*—

“”‘3 “the. cocncd Suppocts e gos&‘\\sx\"\\—}/ Yhatmoth-

[N mu\s giwz Mmakecia) —W;%x—'\mon/./ ’ ot (‘(»m‘anainc})
to kale sne wikness’s xesyimony because ‘we do
not Ynow, and have Q0 \Alay of é@(—(&ﬂmining(}mm vhe
fecood what Ldne wikrness waoold have yesvified

25
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1o had she been called’ at H‘ia\)&&mp\nasi 3 N
N\&\E\I(s-\—(‘a\—e’s Rand Rl (A@px- Vad 14e4-10)

WW&QM&

on\y Cor dag PuLpOSe of malking a Syake - law é@\—@(‘mmahon ol

ectac, while, oa e offiee haad, vhe Centeal Disstick Couet Cinds
that ¥ne Svave Conex of Appea) Comanded the casehecanse
the evidence was wosuflicient +0 dexeomine matecialidy, un.

dee Yaleazinela- Becnal, beyanda possihi‘i#}/."

RQ,Q\\/ 4o Respoadent’s Nasweo, Bopx. p. 7)), +\{\Q, Diaveick Conex

, M@M&Mﬁ&oo+ (‘A\\Q}é 4\3(\@, v|o\a~\\o<\ A Sak 000,

u ”

i 0\ ‘ ' »

| tomtr of V\Leifsnn\ Was \q Amacr QOQ*OaA\Q,&\cﬂ with Hhe \no\h\m% XA Chao-

W&M@M&M
held thar aa defeceace. shold e gven to doe Saate concx’s subse
m@%mwawﬁmﬁmpm&m
Citing JLoshavang v. Lama0e110.,420 F 38 1055,1069 (aah Cie-2005), Fuosheo,
the Codio conpk wens oo fo decide dnar a de aeva heating Wasinacded,
10 accetdance with -Boechy v. Aneahamison, 503 1.5 . 619 (1998),10 \ight
MMMWMm lLS__L\Liz._ooﬂ

Z‘o
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|

|

This is the (‘40\3«0«\\/03? Reed’s Comm.x\so(‘v Drocess Clanse viclakian

Wﬁ%@&wm@x&m&w

5. The Ceaveal Disvoick Cono's agrerance wish Yne Brave courts
&wmmmmwpw
M@&M&EE&&&S_&;@&M precedent, but a\so oldings With.
10 4SS own . QQJM—{*P\ diexieX and Niadn Caeeany @msc\ne,\—\on To she case of
Diaz v. SATE-S0, 2014 U.S. Dis¥. ;&ﬂi&ﬁ.&&mﬁa_m_a_(w
wheoe a witoess was avalabe Soc 2 past - yoia) examinarion , ¥ne coner adherod

o the “ p\mﬁ’\\m\a cenelio fenaicement of Valenzaela - Boonal

CAANCISY X000t

In V\h \iam% V- Dhecman, 2014 LLS_DAM\S 17!8?8 LA CASES, ’m 4
Qon\va\ Disdcics Contk e m}m}) nS -si(\air ‘o Qsca‘n\\s\\ a Vso\a%\on 3 Pczz\-\\-\on—
WW&M@M
gwﬂ 11(1382).”

5y, 608 Fed. Nopx G38, 640

1=, A Niavh Chocmy deciss ox fecnaficmed that “she guesyion

a0 femand is nok wWinerhes the dw_l\y discoveted evidence shows Chiheasy

¢

ol e d teial,” Beooy, 624 Fxd at i042, bt
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favhee wheseee ¥neceis ‘ceasonable \kelthood thay ¥nelmissiog evi-
deace conld have alSecked e (ndgment of ¥he +oiee of Sact.'Valen-
Zuela- Pecaal 458112 a4 874,” |

b. Despive he OXEOONS of tateo - c,'\oc__J\’r 200 10ke0 - distoich cases
g S0 A . I 5}"09”09_8.225'5 (:Q:\:EQ!]!‘FQQEEOiEé'C:mQ'])-
Scey peacess claim, Beed's Applicavion Sae CoonGicare of Appeala-
By (COR (Ageu e €, it Was denied nodec Millee-€l v Cackeell, 525
MW&QMMMM—
\—h(’e%\no\é Ceauifement \s on\y“*‘(\a& aptsoneo %o;e,\éfng a COoA Aem-
coStCate Xaak \weisks of feasen could disagcee wivn {—he disagicd
couly's (‘QSO\Q'\—\Oﬂ of nis consridorional c\a\mS .. (Ax227)
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

s

Date: _June. 24,2020
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