
21-5908No

FILED 

AUG 0 9 2021
IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

/ tidtr A(ZTi^£~?__ — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

vs.

crofts — RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

(fiJlt' CoiHer hf- ZC/// a f A A-C_________
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

'4f? if'dc- t. K/$p
(Your Name)

(fe$T£n.k\XCL CbG'/i£cTf <7tO&/ (~s^jl)7^/pl

(Address)

yScoRf.ffiscrfU jJ-r s^Tmhrjc xy, dzxtfx
(City, State, Zip Code)

(Phone Number)



QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
r fifijf/UT^

'fitou rtf*0*0.1

4
/•■ HwslMim* x,^

A-r t<^(cmw! i-t*Ke of tKZrtimL * , -f^i .

A—c^ 0ub^1,lO{f S0&Sr* ^ "

6^
VY^

v/^3
TiA"WtK^

ac^,ta «»• •■!t'4to*

, ^

\Zr^. &i7u<fd, &.r4

Df-Xitff //icTl"eirV

sti*^*

3,~GrM/*Tt«e- et&Kj-ro™-

Yr *S */'\er*C£

tee/) <£ 61? U&W- C<«*K A«“*

f'favJ M6h^o C{\f*

5> C<eiMr*>W
/s^(fr'iW tU'teci'O^ o

•%~XTis (iO TW/s Li Off
^e,tis£^r-fH£^'^ss/6N

-ft cS ^ *V’/t>£-<3/
■£t*sec//'s 4^

> ]//fi(££^^sSJ
$rfg{ pfi! f Td. r>eT«TW«- «•*"’'

/trs^^ *n>g '5 ^*?!*«*>y sw*■rc a Ccfitrt*

$vX><?*~

TO H\4#*J vftu/e>' j>fc7^crrvr 
■>tr yes.

,fw»S -4 rY^r^-5^^t/uT/'friftTyoO TZai<0- yg8 #J)0VO /£Jt/ ST^9 7^ 

r ts rfaT~ coie^frrCr?.
f rfoTas?/? - y^5 

P-' yoc/ 57#*^

19'

£>(J>yot7 

0,- ^trTj: d^cfi

^j/zTiASeifco^TK^r
vt/lETC-T?ie* covjfi’&WV r?Totrrtitz ffov*

slfi'ffKZjrCOrsb&rZ ?
£?/$_ /<.£> ^

eU'CrA&*>'c#llyyf*lc'fr^C*Vtt 3/

If

\\



A-noxeefs KfiM
THtr V°l> & ° ?

SSfs^fJ zT&T&'S

P' *47" T7-//5 PoiteT' I/O 

Q~ hi§y&j M&rto(t<?hz& ’T’tf&T't*J ?

/j-y«
y/ffevd y<x/ Tcjok: TV# f&T# Tfftf/rti T} b '•£

/fr A>£
wtfete* ^>rJ/

#- buTyao i>BAj-t'cnO-^ To use Trf,s eQOlf^ 

0- till.

farcot&e* TT **>/ w'^‘
'dtrax&e*- ^'A^r?

fc£coeS>s^fi#si Vo?c6

T/Z.I&1^f&eby

J0,c.
*f

ft* V Yies. ^booths, at COOK <*<j»ny

MmCCAouT (Zevsov, WAY?
Q.00 'f£ATt T/0 r~’Tf-?isQ2.J

.-TW'

gl/l £> £SOC<r o f

YltfrfT*.
-To ~r&L»4nJ*r-*}>

fxtft&Ts o/i
ft/Jb 1 
TWo

<)tjsferAil-c*dR-r /V£’*0(JiZ' C(4 tZf9 dr JjHtfs- wesrotr}***rKj/S/Ofit V*
Cthlt> ^orT-ctio^i

<e06ltL

3>\

-T&t&L \si/f?s
& r /& -**4

tU#fcT/AJ*rZ 

^ZS-'ZolS



AC i S
' 1 / 

7%W ’ ...rAi/ScLOfi A S S i c-Dua1C£_(■'

-^.io'fgg'A lcsT,r<t£ZL^OcSOCi) i/ttf\}‘s iffy W/'te—
mi^Tte v\ u]^jds&£bfUi£AC^l^^

V(j, )Lbi£.

c/"; -

■Sr
1TlUfi^fU -f\f^ k&}fL A

!

\ A £2OXi£_JO.------
sj-rf-T'A‘{?Il)£rX___

■ /j //^j^2____

/f€Sj£3j&±£-£-

'~~~ vC■ <■ Ik
^ s^S-S/r f sftdCAf 0....£-

l Iffi

<;• T4r^/LH
"/ I'-/.._£5£^~LtL^

7 ' <
’s.

/~T^/ 4 7\i)(Q I H A'JL 

S.UavJ
J-rTbiPfAV' ±K <4sK of

/ U* J.‘ l f&fcoez

£- l

U.. 0. hr -T\iiL^rdX£
l-, W .. *■» ' ’ 1 ,r1 1,1j rJ - -r '7P SC-^ / /; \ .1

£(^£152/

f"C ^ ^v/^:!1r>r,r >4 >NaW 0/^ ^£^tJMLLtLL 

^-ttUMfr ^4s.7rQjL^J Mj£- M^^VujSz^.-------- -
$J/p. AjfijeT}*j&z.__i.l<7sJJ&yu

fLlik1
si

£__hdk_Z^if ///

lS,Qit
(1 f7"1 ^

/n n A r ijefttz. rr A-A- g() / T-4Y" ft p-i'771/--Y ._



M'(fuel I ihjMfier&S - H C.iP 32
/ Cofj/e7~ aJi. /J? C)/t6 £' *7 f;Civ//

IrjU,
* VfA L/'-’X „ ^ .-

A*±b St?.U&JT 6 f .£IfcTkmJxcS. fe/ 5>{rX't~cTl^£- 

2> rlrcTt \Jtr S ? .UAyg/g^yt/TZ^r <?________ !________

^/er'/KJ^P * s7*?T£~MfA}T

uvUiJ $g>17) /rvis 7b \XrT^£ -y>€ \ ^cT\ \Atr c.

S i/#d Solo2r S^r4^c/-f

5. l^JU M j*S / C£-f
ST^T/axi \^//'Th&U{ jJ^.AlAixi.T,Ai±'? ^O-FStfiJ / AA^kJA. t^T. ?

CWw/>0/<7 l
Y~ ^>^T£"c77\/<r A* SoTo S~T/?T2-tk>s~ tv? 72- /wVv jt~ & - \

7 ^
rtfssU*]; #g xl

?a?/?-x, a ;/---?

^-~• ^><tc/^aJa;/ sr^TA //^ ;~ s;tv TrrfFD'rAr/Frfj/J-s —

jJ. 9

.AssisTh/j rU/r&A) Stv?Tg* ji^^i^h-vaa] Ab^
TJiVQAl/ry'

s fVz-- 07ht*<rs> <ST*-rtr*4jraJT Af(i*?//03 —’
)<^fdo\jj W/-/0 i> > t> /77"? T7/r

->£i/Av^\/1 ^Xk\C X *> Tl:
'X d jisr jJ* AkJJ) XbfiJ*- fclAJli ft.4/2 77*i!/.r ? -4

C *"7^ c77//2.i“ts‘0 ^ £i
<$r &re/ <T>aJa y . STVT^fb CV/r /*- 2c

o(ZkSq (ZtC&F^i7
. ^7// E><TA)^r A7i(i4, & i 77 Artjr ?S.^r~i/r vZ&sut'f' vJtrfLer 7Vl£

9.-//.̂3^ZTi^)a7 ~TeX (, Flflb Wefttr /s ~TH/r ^Py^oT'^cT/afO nA JctrfitfS.

• -:..

1



;

/e.-M. J,
*— - /

Utl* sMr9■ VVfVtnZj 9'^trU'n^S

o ^ > <,P/f /~e> «/ rT/?\ *?/.'') \/l/i/sk) ~Ti+£r

/> fc- (~&i)h)~n</^ ■
N • '

A&TjjCez

j U£>Gy

S ^( l . \
A A ^T

Jc/a^^ ^ tL 2JJZ3 .'pay-

fiTx U f & i~Ts , /Fv'fy^ cmicr & f~y
C'oxJfZTC&„ ?

/ o iJ/rfp l t4s-~
t c~r?Mt#TeJs> A^*4fVTik)i=? <1

W///l-/.gtj~7 .'.>4/J^
aj o~T*
QJI G0f/rteriT;/7/U' of ^TV/t ~7~~ v\V 0

•

, ) J \ ft-rrJ I / ofzt' . . )
* V •

> iV

(T^///-^^P^6TV(rT/6A; H^vi/i-s/o a\ ~7~~ 2*2-^/S~ 

... * ~ m&Vfjgy.sr- 6 6 6/2 .

esrf/sFfll Jl'W/?.rT" V*/tjOU £"•

*2

‘ - . i »>.

Z'Z^'ytr /6a&i: -> ;^St//AreST?fj?’?_ \ YZ;rt t \A/.*?<."

_ALilT 6j/W, f^/T^ ■ <>o ^TT// c ^TTg//?/ - v\/s 'g~/77/>/g:

Cv^3z\ V
fJoTf i

1W#

1

l/fev/ W/A Cf\tfF rT To ~T7/f~. (3 t/-6.^7y%# &-. < t ni £"> 0 &

L jVl, /_ ? C^V-f :r\> t/ t-^/rg ?Z-~/?

J t/f ££!S~C&gQ[_S' . <^>~T79T£"_s ^n~~ToreaJl~Y r/'f-AYetP/z
A # /V/A"X STF/fAl s *

~4-K>y C/i/Je-ki'T n£_ ^Prgftx/A-

/ i

,/s^ ^ ~tt-/ is ^ <:~/ i vfi

'\ s».e&\V^ar; .
;■' . -a' <•n C.\</t Ifill/P"T~J4>J^) T\4£r (^r / O. 6 O fg 7~~ / X ~7

ij> <fAZc<r.

EffF' *T /'At- rf* / ry^ ^

^~)CP /^ c^I/crT" e'T'd yj/A }m

6/fJe>£'T'.£r)(^f rtf T£ . i “v \



LIST OF PARTIES

^AIl parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of 
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this 
petition is as follows:
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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 
the petition and is

to

[ ] 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 Appendix 
the petition and is

to

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

For cases from state courts:

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

reported at fw<T t/K3&£/--(Cf Cot/)€.T~
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the — i/J
appears at Appendix_____ to the petition and is
[1 reported at_______________________________________ ; or,
fflfhas been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

; or,

court

1.



NATURE OF THE CASE

Miguel Martinez was convicted of predatory criminal sexual assault 

after a bench trial and was sentenced to 50 years in prison.

This is a direct appeal from the judgment of the court below. No issue 

is raised challenging the charging instrument.

I-'

L
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ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

I. Whether Miguel Martinez was denied his right to be present at every 

critical phase of his trial where he was excluded from the opening

statements.

II. Whether Martinez was denied his right to be present and his Sixth

Amendment right to a public trial when both he and members of the

public were excluded from the testimony of the complaining witness.

III. Whether Martinez was denied his right to be present and his right to a

public trial when the trial court viewed important video recorded

evidence outside of his presence, his lawyer’s presence, and the

presence of the public.

IV. Whether these errors are also reversible due to their cumulative

impact, and whether forfeiture should prevent this Court from

considering them.



JURISDICTION

Miguel Martinez appeals from a final judgment of conviction in a

criminal case. Appellant’s motion to reconsider sentence was denied on

August 25, 2017. (Sup3. R. 25) Notice of appeal was timely filed on August

25, 2017. (C. 120) Jurisdiction therefore lies in this Court pursuant to Article

VI, Section 6, of the Illinois Constitution, and Supreme Court Rules 603 and

606.
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
and a copy of theAppeals on the following date:___________

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] Ah extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No.__ A

(date) on (date)

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

Elinor cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state eourt decided my case was 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix______

A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
—~ ZLdZ- j-------- , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____
Application No.__ A

(date) on (date) in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Oocj^t TT-S

^ £(2t&0tg& ^f WoH 1 ^5> 0 f9

^ <zrftf J2T A&-& ~^fcr£>^fc& £.
\/o U^'6^3 0

/II J(

>// <5 ^<^i4KTsnJjL0.j-rTTr/fi#

ce/u^ dcV
'0<zu#L ^,s>

<2_eSj?CjJ



I ' . r

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.
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