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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

IThe opinion of t.beMS Cnupf n?_f\ pp
appears at Appendix ___to the petition and is
[ ] reported at _____________________________
[l/f has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; 
[ ] is unpublished.

fa LfS court

; or,
or,

1.



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

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including _ 
in Application No.

(date) on (date)
A

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

For cases from state courts:
ScT

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was _3 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix £■ $ A ■

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
f2/ 7/3/____________ , 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 l/V/2% ______ (date) on__f [fo |^\
Application No. __ A__

(date) in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).

X



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

|r fP\i9taV te Rare IVr/ws14 eh +he Sind A-iw-wl WitWr
% (pAmc^wejrl'fWsIrtV To Speedy TrloY*
3t Tint. E^ual Pr^edrton Clause 3r The IM^ AmmWM" 

4,'but. Process Clause11 eh-The krmeiflcliW'mi'
5, Right 'To Counsel C,\oust at the (sfr /Tmendment
6»'fcruel and Unusual Punishment CIoum!^

•the 6^ ^rntninwiK

3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This appeal Proceeds from the circuit court dr Hinds CmiW 

Mississippi and Q 3ud3emmV dr conviction ?or first degree 

murder entered against Lincoln DilleX. Lille's first trial 

ended in mistrial ufen theourV uias unable tfi reach C\ 
verdict LLP, \'b5)» Follo”u)in3 a second trial
&Pd\ 8) 2018 , the Honorable 5uctael3idd i circuit 

court budae Presiding, Lille. uoas convicted dmurder 

Mississippi Code Annotated section HXb-lt cOCf) utth
a tire arm enhancement under Mississippi Code 

^nnohated Section ST'31-37, The trial Court satmeed 

Dille to a term of incarceration tor life Tnthe 

custody oftte Mississippi bemrtmentct(WctofiS 

LC.P. 321, R, E, 12). D i He’s trial Counsel a motion for 

Ncud Trial or 3JHoO«\/«CC/P,330aR<E»lH)f Thetriul (hurt 

did notenter an order denVin3 the Post “trial 

orders or motions »so it iS considered denied OS 

an operaton of fauJ * tulle fe Presently 

fncarce-roted and aPPeofe Ho this Womr/Mt CaunJbr
relief*

on

H.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

REASON ONE
i» Absolutely-Yes. The MS SUPREME COURTS, Vision

Is in confix lui+K BATSONV.KENTWKf
H70 u.s.n.

Ilf In Batson V. Kentucky (S-iSC), jilt Court ruleJ-tkdba 

•jfafd mV nai Jiscrimimie 01) basis Jr race, ivbtfl
e.y.ercfsin3 perewp-f-ory Strikes against Prosperiv-t
furors Tn a criminal trial*

CQuffh’nS Flowers V* Sfa4 & fliss, TIT So, tA mo)

U&SUPAEJAE COURT JUSTICE
Havana UGH guoteS'.

I his InsVaaV daze, prese/i-b us 

Lui+k a$> sfronS a Prima ta/zi€. 
case. Jr rad a I disc.rimfnafiofi as 

ul>£_ ha Me. ever seen In the.
context of a Borkson CWIfen9{L,

iff In Dillers Castfaiht trial court, fihe.State) usd aliaf 

its CtTMptnrv changes fshrihes Jen (I0>)) aSalnst only
ATrfcan Ameridfln Jurors /Black Jurors. Next,

No ujh'i+t. Jurors were struck, not one white. juror.
Thus, 4)is case. \S Very tmPorWf- because c£ disparate 

treaimerYharnortg jurors, g



HIP _Ln Flouiers V« Slate Sc lAtSS., the State had Hoicked
6alson bv discriminating on the haste dr race 'nmrdsin3 

ail VtrVeen flSt dr its PerewPfory strikes QSalnsf 

E African AmefiCahll black Prospective OurofS,
5/f Likeuofse, rv\ Di lie's Ease / tMlte. established a very

strong Primal Hncie, Cose, dr radical diccriW/YiciVion 

and alsc throush extensive miesp retail on op fiafaort; 

lender discri mi nation .“The State, 7n billed Case.
used all of its Peremptory «sWfe/’ten Clo),a3ain$l 

tAVriran A/weri c a n7 bfcrch ProsPect'n/c JUCOCS ■ eighth)
oV thes-e African Ameftcon ourors were -female Cvoomen), 

Na while Jurors mere struck Jnot
K)ext,tke I\AS> SUPREME COabTl'S decision 

eonhliet with J.E,E>. \J. Alabama ex reloT.6.g 

SI I U.SJ2/7 £i<mk QjJE&.Wresfl
HeJdl The, E^ual Protection Clause, prohibits 

discrimination in ourv/ Selection ga Hue basis 

ok .Sender or on the presumption that an 

individual (Will b£ biased \n a Particular 

ease solely because that PerSoft happens to 

be a woman ora man. Responebn!& Sender- 

based Peremptory challenges cannot 

survive tine heightened Es-ual Protection 

Scrutiny that this Lour! affords distjndfoftS 

based of) Sender

C/P one*
0 Q
IS in

0 £> Ob

Art wesoinS Vo stand Vhere and do nothing while 

are being abused or women
+ahe a stand Par Womens' P\i3hts?



7/PXn MANNLtiCi V.6TATEoFMISS. %5So.2A 5\(o^n
Mias, ^OGOk

TW. M8> SUPREME- COUPiT re-irVerctVeci Viv/e_ uoduc'ia of Pfekexb

eO disparate treokmenk -tut is, -tkt presence 

of ancfalWfled furors V kfe. opposite Tact 

LdWq share ike, clwactefhtiCSWeA as Wie 

basic for the ckallei) %(L\
i£)failure. do voir tlire, as IckVe 

cJnamctericki e ei kcd 5
(13) tk cfWacfmskie eifed Is unrelated 

+o the. facts of 4kie Case ?
Ch) lack of re card SupPocd -for ^btskd'ed 

reason nnd(3) 3rouP~ based traits*
1a Dillels Cose ittieS'iah& Peremptory strikes niare racial 

3 rouP-based and Pr&JucliczJ towards blacks,namell 

, L black \lUomtfh
fer, All Miss. Supreme. Court Justices are uTitesnotewe bJacA ftffiy) ^“furthermore/ Llle Cannot end oiscriminaiion ayStaut
the help of 4ke Mhike comiYunitV. The.se Wlhike Persons
uj!U Provide honorcslole service to humanity by
arantima this Writ and take a closer sVeP toujards
assimilation , pluralism / and Solidarity. The VUkike
community is nearly TD7o ok the Uniked Stake.
Thus . it ujill take extraordinary courage for tkiese
White Per so 06 to t a he a stand aSainsl White Supremacy.
Look ak Mississippi's Senator Roser Vilickr or CUs HyMkA
Ihese Persons did nd SuPPork TasfeeTaokson.Ther 

obvious racial bias e is
tn Mississippi, Ladies and Cienkltmen.

i



IOJ*
Sir ikcS -^orCadSfL

bv 4Vie.Qh3fc®-

The Sink's very 7i rsV skkfi Loas a SiacK malcGr^i)
CbrlshaA Pelkrd C?ane\ 5 'Safari) 

C'Xr.&Ha-m)
Kh lonseKOi Ujinlrielci-Panel 5 :>Suror8-Wale(rTr.3*fS) 

(3). KenvVra bulVie- Panel G>) 3aror l-Wtole^Tr*833)
CTr. 630,7^8,7^5/TiiO

GO Janies (Sole Man - Panel Co 3 5 uror 2- male CTr.ElO ,856). 
CSbftftknia Spells - Panel G> Surorl-Wtak C7r»77!0 

ftJAnael IbicteoalDixDn-Panel G'ftuforO-kwakTlack 

CTc,&2>2lrmim-80bl 351)
Cl). Demiel Gibbs - Panel /b'>3 uror Ik'irak fTr. 851,115)
(3). Sarah AnTonY - Panel 7 > 3 uror ”3 Tewiak Cl>,8C6.>835) 

(7) < Kedra Johnson - Panel 7 ? $ uror7 -J emakGlr. 83j)
do.) Arvsfal Dell - Panel 7 5 i3uf6r# -female Gr. 857/775;

352, 330
Cl!) Stephan t Co llins - Panel 8hSum5 -female ■ (Tr. 825,

851 - 3fc6)
Hli.Sbaena PerrV Gordon- Panel SSSarorl -Canale.

H^Sharlene Grocon -Panel 8St3urorlft -female CxcJ$5H)
i be t>Je*\se/Di lie's objection -b shrike on Sharlene Broa)0

Tr. 853
lft <£ 13 Jurors SVnhssPor Cause toer£ LOoinen.

8



Wit ShodenC krocon was ettrucktar cause because. dr
Srooin's \snou)l edge. & assk <AewS& attorney
Princess (JUdkams, AHkouak acWioLOledaecl as 

clear els members ,4ie record lucks suPPvrio^ 

anY 'mVwmte conAecitafl bcVcDeen 4ie 4ieo 

church members atarei/netaiontaL Sharlene fitter 

said eke -talks ta frlneess att Qbarch un like Xuraf
Mona CmxtY's circumstances m which Mo/ia admired 

■io speaking ~fz> her church mewiber Jenn'rPer Malfk,
nssta ditaicbaffaiYidV* M___ ____ana Cau&Y should /idl/C bed1
distaalified* (!r JlD<c> >&0$5H) Coaev drill bmffllCLtaial

JWor*
GircuiV Coata v^uJlQe Kldid ^uoics"

X tank 'A amid be"uaPPropriata 

+6 have a church member tad- 

Knoa) her on the ttarY-cCTo&fTO

KleX+ on Tr, lib and &2D, Sharlene 6routO sfafeJ 

Shecarried a 9ufl i Then on Xr/lST Mona Coucy 

stated she. carried a 9un ,tao,tlaice/-)tas Is 

"d is Portae dreataieta/ Mona 

and church members toita the ikta D/A. 

Xevuoif&r Malik* Mon a ujqS seaieA fn the JurY. 

This ease was, nof dhorouSh/v ecru fin‘/zed by
4he his her courls <af Mississippi o
The Stata rnalieiousiV proseeufeA biHeX
~fk is u)as hi lie!.s se.ee ncj drial 

charge, billt ujqS ouf on hatfd tar 

and Dille cl?clnd hicur

\lff

to h ide daman,Loas a

tae same.an
era I imontas,sev

star chc r3es»any
g



\he.SU&p£fejfnptarv Stripsi*Jf

bO S-| - Panel 5 S cWor I ~(TTCiMSrS&'b
The Sfctlek race-neutral f ca$on tor-. 

strihina S-l tacks SuPPorl aP+ke 

record. The State's response about"
Sr1 cuas actually Robert- TbowaS' 
response Tr.SCO-8Q2. tohe ujas 

struck later by -vbe defense.

^ Panel 5)5uror 2 hr,M&
Jasmine. Youns CrrM~8Gd)

Stake Prosecutor kart GtutWie %ao\es*
race-neutral reasons

Xt coas because. token X asked her any 

Questions cob ere. X coas expecting People.
to rnvite. conversation and talk/ske
Crossed her legs and crossed her arms 

In a negative Posture, mean!n3 tkat ske. 

does not Loant tv> PartiCiPat£ 'n-Hnat....
I4lf Conversely /X kind bkat Yoonaomicably PQfkiciPaWl ID 

Several Questions and Gutkriec reason lacks suPPofdr 

o tye record. Tr.lB''? ,BDly 519 /and four luesToniof) 7rSI8. 

lT uMeiwflyit^ PP.V2 Para graph (BH^eighiy-Pour.
Taos,The. Shaks race-neatra/ reason [Das Prtiexlraal,
TkcGbfc. M/izs adama/iP aUuk purposefully discrimlnati/iti 

ct^ain.5-h Jasmine YaapS, Thawte/s In ±rrarslAlu.i} 

The. Prokdion Clause, k MLry iMPorPanh Jcswi/?el/0jw3
?s a Stack MJomn ,4it SbPeh Primary bias* Yurlhtr mart/ 

dtorcthan SftVcn Black Women LUerC Struck by tbc. Shk,

a) 6-2



S-3 Panel 6 > Suror 5 tTr,&&'8bS)
SkacAa Elizabeth Fox.X
The Stated race-neutral reason LuaS FoAX. 
gave'Vieaakive responses'!

’The, State Quotes’
iDe heAV-tbat she&b/jcl uias inatWliVe 

during voirdife and +W"t she did
nob seem 4o PqV much attention 

+o 4be ^uesiions as being-- 
reallV 4o be honest a)i4h HoU, 
inconvenienced bar being here*#**

ibJf Conversely on Tr.1l7/ boxy: -balks aboabher
l5o\o and daVieS- Mexi anTr^l^T , Foxy states 

she cams or 9an For Personal Proheeiion)
4his may be 4he Shake's Problem toiih fowls 

beli eh For Personal ProbectioO*. Fence, ihe 3fobes 

race-neabral reason lacks suepoch drhbe record*.
The. petals response is Prebexktal hordi&crimlncta^ 

ft) 5-4 pQne^)5aror3 CTnSM)
Jasmine This Pen

Shake Proseeubor kart Cuthrie 

Quotes?
ShetToThigpenl hailed ho 

engage ?n any ahhhe 

answering
Conversely Tasmine Thigpen responded on7r,BD3

about se.lh-defense,

it



4 8 look female
CTr.3G£)

Pane_\ (o\ Ti 

CTr. 86t J
S-5 unor

S~£> Panel 6j> 3aror5 

CTr.BfcH}
Black Person 

Tr. M

“The, First
Bafson Challenge is raised 

Lire Wti

Cl) Sr*7 pqntl T. Juror fi. ' tic.m-%%)
ThaVe Haralson

State. fhoseeuW 

Kurt (Whrie Moores"'
LUefelf tike she mas 

kind of Kid ins some
■HlirtSS

Conversely -Thave Haralson responded on Tr-SOO

[&) S'& ftrnel 75 Juror ll Cv, 871)
3ustm HoV TerrV

On "Tr« 87 i- S&l i the Stale uxjs susPiC-iaoslv a^amark
about striking 3usf'nn Terry-4heir8*k shrike 

Black Prospective Juror-and did not like. Terry's 

responses on <self-defense cohick ?S-the theorv tr
bilk's, ease.false Tn874 /808)

etc 6

n/f
on a

\z



CSf) Panel Taror 2
Tonvoi Bra33

Stata Prosecutor Kart Lmttaie 

auotes %
Crzc.m-Ml')

Tonva Braas seemed irritated 

the. entire time whether it u>as 
4he State asking Questions or 

-Hie defense.
18jf Conversely once. again, hra39 engaged fn several answers s

01 Tr. 818-820 CO Tr. 189 Bra39 stated she o coned aqan
for Personal Protection and £3) Tr.835- Brass stated she 

had three boysThe Stated reason lacks support oh the 

record because Bra93 responded more, than tw)iC£.

(Tr, 88D) Black female 

CTr.SSta

C O 00

£lo) BlacK kAale. -Temarrim VVardin Lin885)

LlO April Beck lev - Stack female CTr, 872-873,8££>)
April BeekleV cuas shrunk $ then accepted alter 

Batson was raised* I'm ©Tfering April l\licolcGeckley 

as evidence of a Pa-Hern df shrikes a9ainsh Blaeks 

namely Black women although she uns laher 

accepted * LUith her strike Calculated with the. 

Previous ten shrikes on Blacks / Arpril BeckleV 

Loould be. the. eleventh strike on Blacks,

"Trial iXurofS » lr, 88S'“80£>
M i ssissi pp i's J u d i cl © I Eastern is h fa iced. X don't think the Courts 

are. reading this ease thoroughly „ It is really sod 

Is-Hits really a-taur -triad ?
» o c

13



iqjf The Spate's Patter a o? Discrimination

Jurors that answered g-uesVionS regarding 

self-defense. (Tr. 8l?j-02a) £
* James Coleman 

° (Jasmine Young
* -Sharlene Brown
* "Tonya Braaii

3 (Jr 4 Jurors struck by the State.were

lOf? The. Court made a strong Prime* hacie 

Gindina in the. discrimination dr Blacks 

tn Dilie's ease.

Honorable. Judge. Winston V*\idd
Quotes*

There has been a Pattern stnV\in9 

Potential Jurors In a discriminatory 

manner and the Court makes that 
“Pindin3 (Tro6(cf(o)ae o o

X\Jf Detense. MWncV Alice, Stamps stated 

Several times that there ruas a Pattern 

of striking black Jurors',

d") Or TeSTT its consistent toith 

the Pattern oP discrimlna 'inn 1 

every Single one.every strike 

has been Black/everV Sins leone,
The State ha ve not struck one sirtS/e. 

Luhite Person , ybur Honor o o 0 O

N



(Lt)e¥eASd AttarfteV Alice. Stamps. £ontlAU££^
CO0r> Tr, 881 , iTieres a PafWo 

c$ striVViVT<9 Black OurofS dour Honor. **/i

(3) An Tr. 882., Thade dearlv a 

Pa kern of striking Block uarors
omd +Uelr excuses are’x dust 3dV 

a bad -Peel in 9 about &.t,oA

GO bn Tr. 881, Your Honor, ds
Part ok kvfL Pattern Por striking 

Black durorS/Hour Honor,
. Ladies and .Sentlefnen i

Th\t> ostensible dlscriMinati
22 |f

ion is reflected.
fn tke record before tb\efacts af this Case arc 

considered. XT is really sad tbcrt vve tuill act like 

Black People
nevertheless, human beinss theft
of rights nor human haWs. Mississippi is an 

obvious breeding ground for discriminations 

Mississippi has The most recorded Black L'/ncbtn9s ?n 

HisforV, Piennemeber Emmet Till. HaMe Bladss not suffered 

enough?B/acks boa fen,starred,Black men sTerilizedj Wowoi raPeL 

Thusdie KAS SUPREME CoiRTl Decision is in conflict
'die d>e E.Tufll Protection Clause and Process Clause
of The. 14™ ArmendmenT df-Wie U.S« /Xusf ifutiofi.
Mississippi has a hisforV of Batson VioL-Honss rerenflv, 

CurTis Flatoers Case and Carl* Elicia Washes C.se.
t)ille resPecfWelv re^uesfs reversal .This eom/iction 

and sentence* and remand for a neuj Trial.

nof human beings darc an
~t LOe)ftkvare no

15



REASON TWO
*)es.

I ft The MS SUPREME COURTS decision I&
in conflict wiPT &AHKER V. WXMGO H07U&514

dim')

The Toiiindadion for 4feauThoriW \o dismiss iA
Tins cause is BNRKEfc \l. \MIN60 .The BARKER 

decision Usds four £acJrocs To be- considered. Nlo one 

facdor Is diSPosidive by itself coithin the Trafficator h 

of Plain-error revieuj. 'The PARKER ftxcYoc^ are."
. C(Wina BARKER 40T U.S. aV 53CO

A,
Ler»34ln of OeUV

The Court dr Appeals g^uodes"
In Mississippi / elghVljift months 

cf delay presumptively Prejudices 

dfe_ defendant of tohieh Poind The 

reviewing eourl: wash earrYoud 

a -Pull BARKER Analysis,
Graham 185 So, 3d ad 1005 % 

Paragraph 40

3/P In Dille's cast, Dille cuas charged and arresded oh
February I8/2014 and nod Tried for Trial undi 1 June 112013 

a delay o? 1574 daVS'This Tacdor weighs heavily In Dillek 

TaVorXtfud3eme.n+ >PP«H7l Thus, 4fiis fSSue. IS l/CfV 

?mP6rdanT3 bec-ause. Mississippi believes You Can be held 

Tor half a decade. eoitfioud a TrtaU
Uo



B.
REASONS FOR THE DELAV

I he. IViS Court <£ /^pPea\s S,uoteSS
fines, a Presumption of Prejudice 
TS shotuA , Vhe. burden of Persuasion
mast shift Vo the State Vo .shouu 9cod 

reason for +he delay.
Kelly 365 So, 3d aV IIHO- 

Paraara ph 14

Ll^ The Court df Appeals decision scales inaccurately that
ttve'Reason for Delay" is Dilie's fault, If this cuasthecase, 

•VhenVhe burden does nod shift Vo+he State. IV is v/ery
disturbing that the (\AS Court of Appeals goes be-hindtlne 

Letter of +he Laid f BARhEft and tailor fhe La*o Vo-the 
iihin<3S of Vine State. The SVaVe has the burden Vo explain 

the unexplained hiatus" in Dille's ease..X araue thert
Vhis is another one of Vhe states unethical Practices 

and let years and years Pass by Vo scuttle Df lies defense. 
Henee, The STATE, has FAILED, FAILED , FAILED 

its burden. This Barker factor aoeighs In DiUeS favoC

i n

CL
ASSERTION OF THE RIGHT TO SPEEDY TRIAL

5fP AHtte v/ery least, a defendants asserticn dt his SPeedv trial 

right should manifest his desire Vo be Vrfed.
Tr\ the Present ease, Dille asserted his RishVfeSteedvTrial 

aarlV Tune HO/2DN in a Pre-Trial inotid/0 and is me/iiioned 

m Vhe judgement. This fiAR^R-Wbr weighs Tn D,ILs W,



D.
Prejudice to the. Defense

Prejudice. to -tVv£, defendant, as a feclor
“n test £or evaluating claimed 

'J io ation ef constitutional 
ri 3 ht to SpeedV Trial maV manifest 

Itself ?n +uoo uJays? first / the 
defendant may suffer because. of 

the. restraints to his liberty 

Luhether ?t be the loss of friends 
and family or anxiety* Second - 
the. delay .nay actually impaired 

tht accused ability to defend 

hlmsd-P,
Ginn V/ State A/liss, S&D So, 2d £7SY2ca3)

UfFirst, Rosemary Johnsons testimony sfzded Dillc losf Inis 

relationship ujith John con and there fs likely Preoud i ct
?n their separation»"There fs evidence from Rosemary's 

-testimony that there. is Qn on9c>in3 relationship with 

-the Laceyk family one/ Rosemary Johnson becausect 

the connection with TdhnGon's child Raylin Lacey. The Lac# 

femi lv has heer> %tmidabin3 Rosemary Johnson since 

Dillds arrest a lllBl/i, There fs evidence chan onSoinB fad 

and intimidation in Rosemary^ testimony about Kcdofit lacey. 

Johnson had been labeled a-hostile witness because dr 

reluctance and Tn consistency In -test,many.Tr. IWt.

^sliereH-fn+Imfd«y,
xUo Kxiv I25l,±n the first trial, Rosemary Johnson toas
J if,el un,rMflry A1**™5? 5 ^ 2e^d farmarv
Johnson becamethe^Defensek primary witness,
nous Xntmudation of Rosemary Prebudices Billeb COST.Also
memc^Vmne10^ °?d L°tthls ^ob* Ne^ Rosemary &
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Ne>03 Text messa0£S u>ere distorted after five
V£ars dr delaYTPase 3S"<£ W8 o? boumefe^ttD 

Moreover, ruedo zee. fbat °,n +he Discovery HteX-fafe 

tendered "nforwQtion that lTPD Detective itashata
LucKet recovered several cell phones and no texts 

Vrovn low ujere discoveredS ther£ Caere onY teXTS 

Pro no 0013 . Xs -Hoof suspicious that 0Dt3 texts~
older texts- were. discovered ard reuoer texts of 
^OIM were not dtscoveaed^or -trial,
PPC 2.1 Jr H4£> ‘a 'S>ocjuw\'&r\\rV!'['2L>

8/P Puthernnone, Preliminary Hearing t>Gfe/i?£. A-ltafney UfnflWckkiM 

LUOS unPortunately unable to defend Dill£ atlrial and 

Present her PirsV-hand tanouJl edge of a January Qll Sail 

and -Bireatenin3 text mesSQ9es« Xn addition/ dsi Mso/J 

oY ^JPD, coho responded to the february Qll Call by t)il!er 

/ldu I cl have, -test ’feed about b/5 Prior hmuded^edr Laced. 
his. accomplices / and his-tor V 0s? vio\erc£. Thus j her a a sc 

of delay , Silled case was Prejudiced and Oilless defense.
impaired -through fn-tiaiidahoA Jr Johnson $ loss dfevide/iee* 

YeXtS$ and loss at ouifecsseS«
c|jp dence: pj/els ti^ht Jo Speed-/ Inal and Due Process /Hause 

violated/ Z)///et Gfo and Amid Merit u>a9 Violated*
Dille. respectively requests DISMISSAL Of ALL CMtiESi

ajhrst degree marter § Q7-3--IQ a)c<A
°j\re arm enhance merrl" _§ ^7"37-37

!l£) and

U)a5

usaS



reason three
LOheJber dW State failed ta prcut 

all 4Te demcnta of £irsdde3re6 

murder ?
Yes, -hire State failed -b Prove, all 
ceauisiVe. clemenfs cff firsf degree 

murder -
The MS SUPREME RAUFTs decision 

?s *n corTlicf toifK WADE. V« S+ifTE Of M13S. 
Tb Se»2d 7*7 U

auOTXMG WADE-*

Ilf

4/P

3/P

SimPson Viacl a Prolonged hisforv dr 

violence. exUblVed "tacuarcls \frlatke~*
6LspejL\a\[y uJr\&n fC&bt.

60 oiSlnV YoDcle/rhUJQS
Th£_b&xl;in0$ he-adrvi'mifiWrcol uPof) 

her u;erf, +oo nuw\&r<9a$ +o £ou>rh 

bu+ myoY u^ere v/ivid+a some u>r+r7£S5£5 
dae-bTheir exhreindv brafel naktfC/ 

KofeutorHny are -foa Elljo severe beairflS 

of her- head aS’ainTdokiles adrr/irustered 

upon LUade by Simfson sborfly before 
This hilling occured* Simpson u)d£ Known 
-fo Carn 0 3uhh and had (Lxhibikrd and 

-P;red his 9un Mside+hebar sharblV 

+(ois Klllin3'Sirt)PS0n had Pr&vioaslY 

khr tokened do kill Wade, iiladt- kpiuJ^ 
(Simpson] had tarried khe 3uf) and •Hwushk 
-fW he. S-\iH had ik ai'd'itkliWf okStK/liltf 

kkouah 'k hadi in Pack/ been kaktn
■Pram V\\m in htr ohscnSto
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Hf %¥ fs undisPuted that u>V\en U)ode 

re- entered the. bar #■ SidPSon looK 
at least taw steps -fouoard her 

t Waded. Whereupon she carsed 
and stated -Hoad You aid+Sonna 
hit on me no more and she shot 
him one_tifne« LUade had only 
absented himself -fora short+iwee eve

Paragraph 10 3/UoteJ3J
While. the jury could hav£.deelinecl 

+o draaJ Inference of mallcO these 

Particular facts, coupled ujiththe 

other important facts set out herein 

related to the Prior beatings and 

trade's unique situation/arc rnsufteient
to suPPorf a fihdinS cfr malicious 
Tntent C Q 6 6

Paragraph1 % ‘tucks s

The Court has held In u>hah Ts 

termed *tt\e,direct remand rale, 

that an appellate court may remand 

a case to the -fn’a I court for 

resentencing ana lesser- ‘n dueled 

offense cohere the 3renter offense 

loos not proved f but the dements 

af the. lesser-Included offense 

toe re sufficiently met

dP

o6 & e

Dille. notified the authorities, multi pit times about
Lacey attempting to cause h 

Billt. ujct5
+b h i rA p W^v/er HitlftSS/ 

Con vic.ieA e$ Pi rsf-decree murder * Hence/ 

TWis conviction Fs cruel and unusual PunishmenrK

arm

2\



DLUBEPATE DESIGN
defined*

Sit Deliberate. Design; Miss, Plain Ians, Model Jury 

InsVro Cr'iim* 324
Deliberat'd desi9n ?s u)ben a Person 

derides bo unlcaubully hill another 

Person / and -there is no legally 

Justifiable or exeusabie reason 
Dor doing so-The decision -fo Kill 
a person can be-formed */erv quickly 
and maY occur anIs/ moments 

loefbrd, the aebual act oh HilliiOS/ 
Hoajev/er/ detiberaic. desi9n ecrnndr 

be,-formed ab bhe. eyaabmoment 
of-tbe, act dr Killing,

^ fte.UW,rabl©n Ts seldom defined separably ?rorb 

bine, otter -berms Tn this hype et .sbcctute., "13 the. 

extent bbiab °b adds any-bhins / houjever/ id aPPeaCS 

+d require 4tnat bine, defendant act "n a a<3ot sbat 

o¥ blood * TbuS/ ujhen a defendant is dominated 

bV Passion or team lb mav fo£ frnPossibie hor 

him +o deliberate -b<? dine dearee necessary ho 

Pender- him. a -first degre£ murder* e,9.9
Wells V. C

&rr+to£ryg^,raiinsV

Siaek sun corners / even ft -these arms ore legally Purchased*

£,

57 £.£. 2d 8SS CVa,iqsd)



MALICE. AFGP.ETHOUGHT
defined *

BLACK'S LAW L>XCTXON/\KVfll+heA.QO\<h
The rc^uis if e menVal stale for ccwr&nn-lau)
murder . CnecWPassins any one of flog 

•follocufnS o
CDfhc Tnfe/rf ho Kill *
CDflae in-feni \o inflict 

3ri-ev0uS Lodi IV harm
C3) extremely reckless
inchfperence to the 
value of human life
£fhe so-called'abaindanied
and malianart h-earf )
m)Mie tnkn-i k commia 

dan9erouS fdonY Cu>hioh 

leads to culpabilityunder 

fhe Felony- murder ru le).

8/P Every intentional k\Uin3 ?s Luifh malice 

aforefhouSht unless under circumstances sufficient 

+o constitut'd s Q) .SastifTcation 5 Cz3 excuse? or
mitigation

Facts of mitigation arc per mealed in DilleSease.
Moreover , Dllles -fear of LaccY is a credible 

excuse.®



MALICE.
defined %

BLACKS LAW DXC.HOKAKV
/

(L'lThe, intent a u/ttiouh jusfcfi cation or excuse, 

•Lo commit a corongful act,
(2*) Reckless disregard of the

l£-9al rights*"
Also termed abandoned and mali9nant heart

(3} Til will wickedness of heart

Laud' ora Persons

9lP Malice means in [atu torongfal intention.
Xt includes any intent ujhich ''-the lauf'deemS 

Loronatul and Lohich 4beretor£ serves as a 

Qround of li ability* AnV act done a>ith such 

an intent IS ?n fne language o^+ke lau>" 

majic/oas , nnd fhis tesal usage has d-ymolo3V 

in its favour. The. Latin malitid means 

badness, physical or moral -(juiaKednesS fn 

disposition or fn conduct-not specifically 

or malevolence. 5hence the malice, of English 

lquj including an forms of evil Purpose, 

desi9n, intent, or motix/c®

The killing lacks malice In billed case.
Dillefe reasonable fear distorts deliberation 

and malice /evil mind.Dille u>as afraid of Lacey. 

This is an imPortantfaC'from direci'Evicienc/^, 
Peace Bond Affidavit" ^Rosemary § testimony.e.g c a



WILLFULLY, WILLFUL
fcUCWS LAW DICTIONARY

• Voluntarily and intentional , but 

net necessarily malicious.
° l\ voluntary act becomes, u)ill?ul, 

in lau)/ only when ft involves
conscious \A/ron3 or evil Purpose 

the parV <£ the actor, or at east 

in excusa ble careless ness, whether 

the act is riahh <?r wroCS

on

FELONIOUS .FELONIOUSLY 

blacr's law dictionary
defined J

°nf, relating to/ar involving a 

belonY,
*Constihubm3 or ha\/in3 -the 

character o'? a -felony
«Proceed m3 -from an evil heart of 

Purpose.;malicious5 villafoOus
IlfThese Terms/Words of Act Loe.ce exerri seel in D.llds indicl'/nenj'. 

Kituer tbeless, DiUeis response do Lacys threat lacks the evil 

nature of these terms ahoreiY)entioned,beeaused hille-feard LactY,
as



BREACH OF PEA CL
defined”

BLACKS LAW DICTIOldARV
L Inc criminal offense of creating a public 

disturbance or en3a3in<3 “?n disorderly 

conduct" > Particularly by making on * 
unnecessary or distract ins noise-

A breach of -Hae Peace fates place eaten 

ai-baer an assault is commitfed on an . 
“ndii/idual or Public alarm and excite merit 

fs caused/
In billed CQSCan Ike night dr FebrdarY 12>/2i)l1 

LaCCY fmrnediatetY confronted Dille. tukich 

breached tkc Peace. LaceV Ini baled IteeanflioE

Laeev!s bheWsin
G") LactY was a oeatouS ex-boYpr\enrl

CTr, 143/311/ 1164)
(2d LactY was also uPSei a tout Rosemary 

lotnScn f'linS tkeir daughter Ravi in IhCPI
on the tax returns*
From 4k e.first encounter ct billc-and LaccY/

Lacey cl car l V stated that be fad a Problem 

uoitP Dillc C.Tr03li)

ft#

13JP

2G>



Dale's tsAfVlBcrVinS factors
iM/P There, are, several rril-Vt9ctVfactors Tn Dilips CosL 

First/ -the burv u)is mislead about the accurate 

definition of a Peace Bond by Officers' 
Inconsistent statements. In •tine Courtof Appeals

Paae. 1 / Paras raph il; Detective Ooocnsdee! Si an
shaped that a Peace bond 1s different from a 

restraining ordefiand the Lourt of Appeals 

oVerl eohed DiUes supPort la the Peace Bond 

Labile in Pursuit cf a f irst desrec murder cbar9£* 

CTr® 92X-T2J-0. Second W/ Officer LawipleV testified 

that he understood thch when subject People are
fn the v ie\n dry of one another, tfi£V are ordered
Xa Keep -the Peace..Gin IDMI- 10MS\

Thus* Lacev breached trine Peace and tbeStafe
maliciously disregarded Dilles remedial right 

conferred -from Lacey's breach* Dille is owed 

Some relief and the charge of first: decree.Murder 

Ts uncnnscionablc/unconstitutional/ and 

malicious, coupled ahth all facts-even 

CKcuIPafcrV facts , of this Case. In essence 

bille'S alle.ejed IV criminal act LWaS fecir-related 

because Lacey -fbr eaten ec! Dille &c\ mulhPl&
.GTaisevvle/tV taSe 2,!l,/2)„ 7/ie mJiAr^etfl

on

I5JP

/

occasions
Tuotes ''ujillfullv'in the frit count df fit^dearee.munle£
iDsllfullv "serves an e\Til -Purpose 1a the dale Jr mind 

Thus ifear distort} the. will full* ness in hilled act 

uohicln cealW was a response after Lacey threctened
Liile thoh flight* Tils eo/vUiefion is cruel and anaffloi 

PunishvYlfLnt of the 8th Amefld we/th

a

*n



bille's Lack ok IVlaliciouS Xnkent and N/Icns Kea.
Dille clearly staked kbctk
hehad no problem uiith 

Lacey CTnSlSd
LaeeY ujoald skill toe-alWC fbuk tar
Lacey'S threal toccards Dille's life*

C.Tr» 24^'Sm, 334/ \X\2~ I2l2d

Laceys Pattern <3? SkalKins
£W~3-' 10^ l Stalking and Aa3ray/aled<Slalkinaai6^ 

AnY Person a>ho PurPassPally engages In a 

Coarse ok conduct" directed at a specific Person 

or ujho makes a credible -\hreat,and u>ho kr\oaJ6 

or should KnouO that the Conduct coould cause.a
reasonable person to -Pear tor hiS or her own 

SatetV / to Pear tor the Saf-etY ok another Person 

or to tear dawiaae or destruction ot hie orlner 

Property, ?s auiltv ot stalking

(2Xci) A Person uoho commits acts that 

^constitute a crime of stalking as defined In 

this section is suilkv ot the crime ok 

a_99ravoted stalking it anY at -the. tolloujina 

circumstances exist®
Ll3at least one ot the actions •
Constituting +hc ottense fnvolvm 

ihe use or display at a deadly 

LueaPon uJ>ith +he_?ntrnt to Place 

-the v/ictim ot the stalking ?n 

reasonable tear ot death or 9rear 

bodily injury+o se It or a third Person,

ifelP

IdU3DU
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(a)Course.of Conduct means a 

Pattern of conduct composed o9 

a series of -hjuottW more ads. 

Over a Period of dime, hmoevef 
sherd eVidencinS acondinuity
of Par pose and thad uoouidcamsc 

a reasonable Person Vo fear for 

his or her aeon safety; 4a fear 

■for the safefy of another/ orfear
is or

er property.

Such acts may include/ bud are 

nod limited do. dhefolio coins or 

dnV combinadion thereof/ 

Lohetber done directly or indi redly s
foil old Ins or eonfrandin9 the 

other Person tn a Public Place or 

on Private property asainsdthe 

odder Person's coil & & o o

Lacey assaulted Rosemary Johnson many times, 

CTr. 253,31C/338-333 ,1163) Lacey teoald Set in 

Johnson's face ufith hostility and often hit 

and sloPPed Rosemary >• a usoman *

ntP

Lacey conspired da attack bille u)ltb help 

of his cousin an fuuo occasions?,
On onc_of the occasions , LaCCi a)as armed 9 

and chased Dille a>ith fine Sun °ndo hlsti<?mC. 
CTr, T\0, 313 / 3300 itauer thdess hi Ha­

as alnst La(L£>/'Ts u/rnnS for ddfndins himself
Dillc has been QV£r-senteiflced«TLis Cruel and Unusual 

Punish Merida Lacev tniKatedtte- Lenfli^-k2S



Lac£s6 Pattern of AsscuAVs/
Course o? Conduct ?

first Incident rTr.3j&
Second Incident > Tr* 32.S 

At Family hollar-third ?ncident> Tr, 323 , 1193 

Christmas Day-fourth incident °> Tr, 332. , llOO'liOl 

&Q9 sW'(od6anr-f i-P-Hn tncident > Tr. 333
Sixth mcsdtni j Tr, 33d

February 18/2014

A dll call u)as made only hours before,-the.
Shooting» Next, ouhen LaceY arrived fa the.
Has station* Lacev ominously Parked his&ir 

blocking Dilie. and Tohnson's car.
This can be deemed as the-first breach dr Peace 

Coupled ruith the facts of Prior contention 

between the Parti£S>«fF/abe-Xmprisonmenf)
Lacey chased D*l(e uolthasun a cueek prioQ 

so Di lie's fear teas reasonable according to the
Peace Bond, State of Mind Is an important element 

of crime* D.lle did not sav anV thins to LaccV ~C7re2£6)
Nltxt Lacey Tnf-Hated Contact and. Confronted 

DiUe at the 3aS station-which Is deeded as 

Stalking / Assault and LaceVS Second breach dr 

Ppoce, Lace/ threatened Dillds life*This is more 

likely than not because of LaceyL Prior Pattern/ 

Source of induct toward Di He*LTr,3HZ~2tM,1211013,32^) 

Hen cl. i Diliet fear mas exasperated tothchi9hestde3re£ 

on that ni9ht of February IR/SOlT d Couse,of aciian for 

Dille, fs conferred by I auo -for Lacey^ breaches of Peace*

\6f

i*UF
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lllf Thus, fke“Tac,ls/ dase (auJ,dnd research confirms
dbaf Dilie could nof ack in delibera'le design and 

fear Lacy, furthermorci alloLOin<3 first degree murder
in fbis cause, dill be a miscarrffl9& nf dusfice* 

Deltberafe design does nod involve feon Dllle>rsfear
Of LacY Is acknoLol edged ?n -tbefacfsoffhls ease*
U3e canned disregard Lhe fear lodscd on billed 

Person, nor should 

hisiory* Even fhe Ivssf* Aforney (oenejal dcbnoijledged 

dhcnf fhe. evidence favors Dtlle* So ashy does -i-be. 
verdief nof favor Dllle?T(icfacfs support fnansiaughfer.,

Htf Tbas, Phis is more likely a casefor self-defense 

manslaughter ujhfeh ioas Submitted fa fie jury In Lbe 

firsf frfal and ended as a fYiisfria or beat-efpassion 

manslaughter, coupled Luitb-fie facts of Dilh& reasonable 

•fear of Lacy and prior conflicts. The. Primary cause 

of finis incident Ts Lacys jealousy and fhis 

Important fact has been disregarded when luc look 

ftf this conviction. Lacey consistently -haraefd bille* 

Dilleis aef lacked mail cue and -fts is important.
If you are not convinced ^+hen look hold manv dimes Me
dleffed 4fie aufhorifies.ls this really E<wal WicelMer Uo? 

Tn conclusion,Dille respectively requests remand and
TesenfeneinS for heaf of-Passion manslaughter or 

self-defense mans! aughter.

disregard La CVS violentuse
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REASON FOUR
YeS- First- on lr. 1325/ S- i3 uoas denied by 

3udse Winston Kidd- The defense,counsel
Mr®Franklin araued a HoldinS from 

BOSTON V. STATE 23H So, 3d 1231 CmWina*-
The only evidence concernina the 

Knife from Auto Zone about a month 

before -the incident and mas carry­
ing it tn his Pcchet uoith intent to 

Provoke, an altercation mitln Dean-'
Uialler, Chief Justice for the NAS SUlMAfcCMT 

Tuctess
Kevin Boston a)as convicted of 

Capital Murder in the Washington - 
County Circuit Court tor the Killing 

of \A/illie Dean. Boston raises five 

fsSues on appeaLOne of cuhiehrs 

raised by Boston himself m a Pro Sc 

Supplemental Brief, Boston argues that 

the trial court erred bv granting 

the StrtteS Pre-Arming Instruction- 

FfnellnS that the srantinS of the
Pre-AroiinB Instruction uoas 

reversible error. We reverse
Boston's conviction one! sentence . 
and remand the Cclsefora neuj trial-

1J1*

t ■

‘C-

. \ *.
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ZIP Likewise in Dilles caso on IT, lld<b/i203-|2Dd/ 

Lincoln Dille! Purchased a San uoeeks Prior To 

February l8,20luL This axis abber bein9 attacked 

KanisKv LaceY, On Tr» H°15/Mr. Franhlin also 

arSued That TesbmnonY u>as given bhat Dille, 

carried h\s 3an ^verv cohere. Dille has a 

eonsblTubional right tothe 2nd Amendtflenb 

+o bare arms' and Dille loas nob a convicbed fe on 

abthe, Time -thabbhe shoobina occurcacL /slex.+/
Dice's aun cuas rcTidrered bo the Sbate,
Moreover atber beina assaulbed ujith a3un
bv Lacey and his cauSin / Dilie lociaedl a fksceBond 

on KaniskV LaceNt Rosemar/ Johnson and
Lincoln Dille SYs beslimonY Sfabed bhabDille Toared
LaCfY. The Pre-Arftiind T/istrucTion denies Dille'
The right To selt-xieTense cuhich is The -theory Jr 

Dilleb dePense. Dille Is denied bis 2nd Ammdmenfalso,,
The 2nd Amendment is Seemed and ProbeeTed bv 

-the IM+b kmendinertifo the states,, ^
Dille respectively request reversal oVhis 

conviction and sentence and remand casetbr 

a neaJ Trial.
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REASON FIVE
Ilf The bourf of Appeals determined that Hie fatal 

bfiurt Vi/31 qVe.d bille's Consfifulional riahi fa he. Present 

Tor rd) stages of kis trial and fiiat th&triaI Court 

\liolated Rule. 23(a)cf -Hie. l\A/ss<ssippi Rules of 

J.rioiioal ProeedufiL/ UJInen 4Re "trial £-ourt resPd/lded 

+o a cuuesfion from tkebury uiithauf itrFarrninfl eith 

tkeSfafer or bille. (.Opinion at H&2.) The. trial £Wt 

then failed +o make. anV regard of the. aura's ^ues-fibn 

or its response, to the Jury far fke appellate Courts 

fa revieaJ. If ousever/ -fine- Court of Appeals Pound that
Violation of Dilles Cons-htufional right's fa be 

harm less
2lf Tke Court of Appeals noted that Doleaause. Hid. 

Taesfion and response are not in the record 

Cannot defenmine luIi ether a sJostanlive. supplemental 
instruction could hai/C been cropped. We only liaVd 

the. jurors affidavit which contains her 

reco llection of fhe JurY <iuesti on .'Toprnifln at 32.yn.id). 

Buf fke Courf of Appeals held that tkeeircuit court
3ranked no substantive supplemental rnsfrucfion 

to fke Jury,' and so the

er

error

, uje

harmless.error alas

3H



Xt Is He tnal Courts Cat lure, to notify and
If luiH ihe. Parlies , eoupled with ‘Xs failureCOOSu

\o preserve the. jarvs note and the churls response, 

ghat makes 4kis vlalat&fi of iMIles rights egregious. 

The tWor uuho tool if fed the defense. counsel about 

the question He bur'/ serf to Hit court stated 

that the Jur'/ Sought additional Information nbaaft 

uohat would bp. considered tkeHafal act'* for 

Ftrsl-Dearec. Murder, Buf He trial Court* when
responding to He argument durin9 the hearing on 

DilleX JlvlONl motion * stated that Hie Jury requested
Information on deliberate design» /U He. about- 

noted »and !n He Court of ftppeols opinion* neither 

note so as preserved for He. record,
The Court of Appeals rehet 

TH5 NoW. Ad 186 *19* fMinm 1008), to find Hattie 

trial courts violation of Dllle^ Constitutional ri9bt 

to be Present at everY stage, ct trial Has harmless 

error and did not require- reversal (Opinion aiu(). 

But In dooPtri He trial court bad access id He, 

notes exchanged between the Jury and He trial 

Court, The Court In Cooper spedfimiW Hated/
This note was sent to He jury in Hedbsence H- 

Cooper and his Counsel * The note was Placed m He 

district court -file the next morning,IJ *
Cemphasis addedX

Cooper V. StateHJf an

3?



^ The Court of Appeals found the, error in DilleS La
harmless because the circuit court did col 3ranf 

any "substantive supplemental instruction/
(.Opinion at 116(1). But there “s no way \o hnooOtAat 

the Jury uoas not Provided substantive supplemental 

instruction without the. note., nor is there any way
to determine whether supplemental instruction 

LUoulcl have been appropriate- without being ableta 

consider the contents of the Junta note,. I he. 

Parties only found out about the com an uni cat/on 

between the Judge. Qjudst Winston tVidJd and {be 

oury members by chance when they were 4a I king 

with JurorS after the verdict.
6/f Xn United States Va PIelt&z* B76 F. 3d 150,157 

(,5^ Ctr, 3,017) , the Fifth Circuit Court dr Appeals 

addressed the absen ceof Counsel at a critical stage
at a criminal Proceeding. Pleitex pl-ed guilty and
luas sentenced to Pay restitution* His restitut/on 

Sentence luas modihitr\ days later when b 

m i anger refftesented bv counsel . TFe toarbhtld, 

frfal Is untair If the acxustA is denied 

Counsel at a Critical stage of his trial, and 

ho shoLuinS of Prejudice ts required '
United .States V. PItitez. 876 F. 3d \50, \61 C&*QrMl)
(Wm3 United States V, Cronlc. U.S. &H&. (&{, l(N 3.0k Z031

CH&H)

S(L

£ LUOS

Hoioever /Q
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7/f "Xi counsel for the accused ts absent durt«9 a 

Critical stadP, ( then there is a Presumption of 

Prejudice and reversal is automatic!* id.
C'luotina United States V* Hilbnari,
H80 F* 3d 333 « 335 C5^ Cir, 2007) CemPhasb added) 

The trial Courts error was nob harmless,
Dille loas nob Present when the trial court addressed 

the 3uryt> question* Neither he nor his attorney 

notified by the trial court that theJury had 

Question. Acting without Dillt Present® 

reversible e,rror« 

qf All that is available in this Cassis an affidavit
from a single Curor and the. trial Coarts recollection 

when contrdnted with the error fn the dhltfV hearing. 

This Court should not find thaf the Violation of Dille& 

rights 's harmless when the frial tour} > nd-the 

defendant , failed fo mahe a Proper record,
Accord inalv, hi He respectfully requests this

Honorable Court 3 rant this petitionfor Writ of (Leri
reverse his Convicti'DiS/ and remand his casePor 

a new trial*

were
a
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,


