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LIST OF PARTIES

MAH 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 to

the petition and is
[ ] reported at : ‘ ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

to

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

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{ ] is unpublished.

M For cases from state courts:

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

Mreported at Ll SupPRemlE Cov T : or,

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

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the /(¢ SJIPREME Coue T court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.




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

1s raised challenging the charging instrument.
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ISSUES PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

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.

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.

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.

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. |



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

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

[ ] A timely petition 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

[ ] 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).

%or cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 2-/6-2 (ﬂ,Z. /
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

, H/A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
SN-AH-202 ) , 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).
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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- CONCLUSION

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