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QUESTION PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

I. THE EVIDENCE PRESENTED AT TRIAL WAS INSUFFICIENT TO 
SUPPORT THE CONVICTION OF CSC 1st DEGREE WHERE THERE WAS 
NO PROOF OF PENETRATION AS REQUIRED BY THE MICHIGAN 
SUPREME COURT IN VIOLATION OF DEFENDANT’S US CONST. XIV 
AMENDED RIGHT.

n. THE EVICENCE PRESENTED AT TRIAL OR WHETHER THE LACK 
THEREOF, WAS INSUFFICIENT TO SUPPORT THE ABORTION 
CONVICTION IN VIOLATION OF THE DEFENDANT’S RIGHT TO DUE 
PROCESS UNDER THE U.S. CONST. XV AMENDMENT

III. THE TESTIMONY OF THE PROSECUTOR’S “EXPERT” WITNESS, 
ANDREAS SULLVAN, INADMISSIBLY VOUCHED AND BOLSTED THE 
CREDIBILITY OF THE COMPLAINTANT IN VIOLATION OF BECKLEY 
COURT PRESEDENCE AND VIOLATED THE DEFENDANT’S SIXTH 
AND FOURTEENTH AMENDED RIGHT TO A FAIR TRIAL, DEFENSE 
COUNSEL’S FAILURE TO OBJECTRENDERED INEFFECTVE 
ASSISTANCE.

IV. THE DEFENDANT DENIED HIS RIGHT TO CROSS EXAMINE DR. 
ANGILLI WHEN HER REPORT THAT CONCLUDED THE 
COMPLAINANT WAS ABUSED AND HAD TERMINATED THE 
PREGNANCY WAS ENTERED INTO EVIDENCE THROUGH ANDREA 
SULLIVAN VIOLATING THE DEFENDANT’S CONFRONTATION

.... CLAUSE. TRIAL COUNSEL’S FAILURE TO OBJECT RENDERED
INEFFECTVE ASSITANCE IN VIOLATION OF DEFENDANT’S SIXTH 
AMENDMENT RIGHT.

V. THE DEFENDANT SENTENCED UNDER FALSE INFORMATION 
DUE TO THE PROBATION DEPARTMENT’S FAILURE TO CALULATE 
HIS PRV AND OV SCORE IN DEFENDANTS PSI REPORT IN VIOLATION 
OF HIS RIGHT TO DUE PROCESS? DID DEFENSE COUNSEL FAIL TO 
CHALLANGE THE INACCURATE GUIDELINES RENDING 
INEFFECTVE ASSISTANCE.
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THE DEFENDANT DENIED HIS RIGHT TO EFFECTIVE 
ASSISTANCE OF TRIAL COUNSEL DUE TO: (A) COUNSEL FAILURE TO 
INVSETIGATE AND PREPARE A SUBSTANTIAL DEFENSE, (B) 
COUNSEL WITHHELD IMPEACHABLE DISCOVERY MATERIAL, (C) 
COUNSEL FAILED TO EFFECTIVELYU CROSS-EXAMINE THE 
PROSECUTOR’S WITNESSES, (D) COUNSEL CONCEDED TO THE 
DEFENDANT’S GUILT INFRONT OF THE JURY AT CLOSING 
ARGUMENT.

VI.

WAS THE DEFENDANT DENIED HIS RIGHT TO EFFECTIVE 
ASSISTANCE OF TRIAL COUNSEL DUE TO: (A) COUNSEL FAILURE TO 
INVSETIGATE AND PREPARE A SUBSTANTIAL DEFENSE, (B) 
COUNSEL WITHHELD IMPEACHABLE DISCOVERY MATERIAL, (C) 
COUNSEL FAILED TO EFFECTIVELYU CROSS-EXAMINE THE 
PROSECUTOR’S WITNESSES, (D) COUNSEL CONCEDED TO THE 
DEFENDANT’S GUILT INFRONT OF THE JURY AT CLOSING 
ARGUMENT?

VII.

VII. THE SUBSTANTIAL ISSUES RAISED IN DEFENDANT’S 6.500 
MOTION ALL HAVE A CUMULATIVE EFFECT ON THE OUTCOME OF 
DEFENDANT’S TRIAL AND DIRECT APPEAL IN VIOLATION OF HIS 
RIGHT TO DUE PROCESS EVEN IF THE TRIAL COURT CONSIDERS 
THEM TO BE HARMLESS.
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CITATION OF OPINION BELOW

The Michigan Sixteenth Judicial Court issued an order and opinion in People v. Williams, 2016- 

003545-FH (unpublished). The Michigan Court of Appeals issued an order denying his 

application for leave to appeal in Case # 358088, ( December 29th, 2022 (unpublished). The 

Michigan Supreme Court issued order denying the Petitioner Leave to Appeal in case # 163944

(May 3rd, 2022) (unpublished) See Appendix A-D.

JURISDICTION

A petition for a Writ of Certiorari to review a judgment in any civil or criminal case 

entered by a State Court of last resort or Federal Court of Appeals is timely when filed with the 

Clerkof the'USSC within 90-days after entry of the judgment. See USSC R. 13.1. The 

Michigan Supreme Court denied the Petitioner’s State Appeal on May 3rd, 2022. Petitioner is 

within the 90 days allowed. On June 27th, 2017.

Mr. Williams was convicted of three counts of first degree criminal sexual conduct (CSC), 

contrary to MCL 750.520b(l)(b), and abortion, contrary to MCL 750.14. On June 27th 2027, the 

court sentenced Defendant to 30 to 50 years on the CSC convictions and 2-4 years imprisonment

on the abortion conviction.
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MICHIGAN STATUTES INVOLVED

§ 750.520
Short title.
Sec. 1.
This act shall be known and may be cited as the “Criminal Sexual Conduct Authority”.

g 750.14
Short title.
Sec. 1.
This act shall be known and may be cited as the “Criminal Abortion Authority”.
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STATEMENT OF CASE

Petitioner submits his original handwritten statement of facts in his 6.500 Motion for Relief 

from Judgment as his Statement of Case on these issues below;. ______________________
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ijWjP ^ ^ fe-lW, ftnof wiw- Mi Bq<4«l (June! *>f. $ke Confronted <»<*»£feMna
«vl tan fluso ^ f0OMj ewnft^y tk»t «,jH cUWJ oul |f»e uAiJow

•^2 t-tL-1 “•*-*■m »>u w He
•w SsW IcHwo W KT,r^ P1” aad *“*> ♦WrfW *t.W a enff $i,

£££ T ^ W -M Wdcd* of W <hw- w.
ewW^ClV, 71). SVc r“?”fa "‘ O" k.W _

f^c os ust\v as Aryj ^pe dc _rAAp p *T*^ . °*, 6r anH aWVl«n "pAl In
kartw Wdt«, ** \>c<U<W VoJ „ *“^T ^7 i’07'7^' ^ 5>“ 3‘*J
B« 0 Jon. (IV,13>. Vft.lbariOtvm^'.r V \ il ^, “T" , '*“* Mo *. XfeAwUf
fcnl V , I n , T" 'RaiCAWd Ac c^tolnj o,W* W on i^glnnro
<t eccMl«v shTwt*'111 ^ W * i,M ^ ^ 7^- ik'^- M on

* cnnvWm^^te, 2Ty U* ** “"fV"''va ««• J»*3 uowof At orgo-w*,

««^-4v w«iu+1 H"w*ond M Bar*«‘ Ui0»

UAS

fdn

bt

i)An«J»l<»vi Aoi \« Us U« »rV tt uTlife^l ^ V "a Ae sJeftnlW Vo At otf^oliM

Jtrf!r*fc ***» hi T W mtlktrSt ^un, W aU
IU, W tot, w». Uk ttnfooted tie wJnoj, ul.tV in JLun.04 UeUeTIu
-■ tu‘ We n“™ rte "mfta,,''"3 »«'A«S U» v«rY tojr, Wtk te- mo tier, Ws-BofUi, and 

p ^ ^ ^ ^ Cdmp/aiiMrtj- Aiilneo cUtnkcci 00V ^ kar Y^raom u)Vwiko orx/ ran qujav

blT . ^ 1 y* DcGwvW foriVtcr fc&tiM 4af d^w 4>t flccosa/^ii <j4ok^ hint Kc ‘

^qly He^^uufr YrUc?‘ ^ *5H* ,u^ ^ ^ ^ i^>Z u. •
^ ^ncay ^ ^ to* rtt^i ^eci fo cross ^ «A ^ W/dAei vn iLt 50
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W WA l^enV on Wo'imcr i frc fcafewiw* ** Wr *«7 cav^. the, .
i w*n«S ^ ftfi *> ^ Pk“& (V^mV^oPw^ Va W o*u< ■pe«eW*»n \>*A 

OoeoffeJi oaA tWr Vre Via* no/er VaA any SorueA VkW* to'tfln -the, CmMpfaWr^
y'vVrtfsi \n \\vQ tfwe. Vie. Vias VWw Wen (V» V l\e. £w4W <W«A ft^«r 4*uehiYi<| her 
ina^pc&prtaVeU^ W her \i <^r\<iK u^cs oil, Woriflj aloorh«^ fW3
£f ferean^fte oawplflitaV^ wWness tk-toSta- &asa Cv, Si).
Tt&dui«fta W VW t>e&*^*<\V o&WA \a* case, (vf U3^« C\cfi*^ Q.r«jr«*<Ai w«r«
present*® Vx^ -Vta- (Vf 11*1-foH, M3~ 147). one/ Counsel fir ffc®- ?)e«w^nVi
Cv> leH-W^Y <VtTeft$e cUsift^ Vie staVcA VW- tW*. wao (H

yVw|6^cal -evince Vo fiopfwlr VW alle^Vbiv? (yt UjV JW ft*. ' '
"deiwonsk^'' Ike V^o was ^iecco of £u\lki'GMceJrn*j {t IVla klilW

’Ootif^ ^urn VisWxWv ** ******* V^VmV »V <*a< c^vbrtW daWd
OcU of £€*w4 n\tsc&<Ao4 agw^V Vife T»*ner c^ira^UJlrAVi Vjt V* yUV On 4rial‘ for, in <5ed3^
\f W owAbJ' like 'allejeiW c$*t*\ c*nf ain^ u*W (V, 157),

T^Wte.yfM V>«Vue*r*r\Sj tit fcefenAanl u>M -Cumd °f Ctfor^ Cnwinal 
Soxua.rKUc*nA«oV \,v Tkyw. &datfan*st> <“«*«*« COynltff AMi*n,Cao55<v^^l^na^’
(yi.MMhe DeU^ was ft**«Rtr s*rtK^ ^ ^ ^t5 ^ + ^^***1
Conduct l^ tm (MMWl oc-wWtWJ, okJ -H“4 * W ^urs w At AW*** C0°' ,0

1 w»«>». (yn, i<H5).b V>e Serftsi H (Vie
TWDdfcw^ii^'AteJ 4;W*f^(ce •r«pp*l14ft<* ttt tA^AA CaMrVo? offirwei

VW cacvAcUftn on tAorA The. befentio^ w<u rcprtswVool t*f o^ftlla-Vc cwrtstl

Wvci Wertkovk (KtS^l). ~W \>cftnAanV ft\«A leave b tn VW KleVilyn
CweV on^. ;5e^rfr• I*; 90% fy-tyrcne CcoH 4#W fa cwwteii*n. (^»V ft ISIBkfy

HiliiHiiiiiiHi
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Verdict

On June 27th, 2017,, Mr. Williams was convicted of three counts of first degree criminal sexual

conduct (CSC), contrary to MCL 750.520b(l)(b), and abortion, contrary to MCL 750.14.

Sentence

On June 27th 2027, the court sentenced Defendant to 30 to 50 years on the CSC

convictions and 2-4 years imprisonment on the abortion conviction.

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The Petitioner respectfully requests based upon the grounds hereafter, this Honorable Court 

GRANT the within writ and reverse the judgment of the court below. The petition for a Writ of 

Certiorari should be granted as Petitioner was denied his Federal Constitutional Rights.

ARGUMENT I

I. THE EVIDENCE PRESENTED AT TRIAL WAS INSUFFICIENT TO 
SUPPORT THE CONVICTION OF CSC 1st DEGREE WHERE THERE WAS 
NO PROOF OF PENETRATION AS REQUIRED BY THE MICHIGAN 
SUPREME COURT IN VIOLATION OF DEFENDANT’S US CONST. XIV 
AMENDED RIGHT.

Due to time constraints, Petitioner submits his original handwritten Argument in his 6.500 Motion

for Relief from Judgment on this issue below;.
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SWA<xrA 6f

^Xjc5^6r\s of sof^denoj 'ef evicler^ art of

Veo^e v, Wolf, 4H0 MitkSWjsni-siMjW 'Jocks* * Vir^i*At
US 367; !fl Sd fflljll L BJ J SSo Ctttf).

i '
Iht Sufficiency eviacrce re^oiremeAf tS a 6$ <very Crl 

<k?r*££S rigVfcs« /fyle vc kfo/fc, *,)*»,

t novo,.

I c/ePeocLAtkMi Aft

.. ^ *?'< ««U SJlivw ('-..f.rt, uwA^rttfd Md*
“i br' W’'’ 0 «»»'«««> to 4k <WI«Wm u;i Ji -J .u-*;,i i Jr;,.
tr1^ t <,r?* ^ zrlnit tw ^ ^*ry^ **,* JaJ *•

*e C™\A'x&L omeludei VW if y L J / ™ umq

sWUnj a ft. «j* dP y*„ f' *"
SUlWa. a4 Or, Anylilti o*lJ UeU i .??* ^ rt^ntW
h« Ud u**l tnkra£sit : ‘i • t dckr^t iU ^

A Yifl^Ar

l^c Coury sW*iVi ixr^tnl^l r *p n apenaWl«>. (P«?le v. Klrtd.ll, IV M^, VoCmy^fZX "***iU °e

A(W tnu\Vv^\t forage, infer views and ftcA^nAWiS, tto $f fex*d inhn^ursfar rrf*y 

has Wen fiord. TVnt pro^c^r hft* fcleol ft) t**4 4v of iht. fticUw
So)>rerwe 0>uA One/ h&S lbu$ failed -f* J’ravid-e SofCtcieof evidence fo ^c^r-f
fte o>atfclf*n of Criminal 5ex.nl 6n<U » fU U d tJ4inOi 4f<. ^efincUnf.cy6S x

■ij,iifliVi.»
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ARGUMENT II

II. THE EVICENCE PRESENTED AT TRIAL OR WHETHER THE LACK 
THEREOF, WAS INSUFFICIENT TO SUPPORT THE ABORTION 
CONVICTION IN VIOLATION OF THE DEFENDANT’S RIGHT TO DUE 
PROCESS UNDER THE U.S. CONST XIV AMENDMENT

Due to time constraints, Petitioner submits his original handwritten Argument in his 6.500

Motion for Relief from Judgment on this issue below;.

-Standard Op

a the Lefienclont Warfavates tta sVartlarJ 
h* the SeVfe 0f ^ ^ rev\eu) Vv X

T ^ ,JilK O^A/W C. A.

dccus«4i6ns

z ntrT\^ **M(*m\

-ever. st^jAii t ^ U:5S na evlcjenee slioum, {Ul efie {amb\an>na uaUtss was
■ aiwvlteJ, beca™ „ clfcr hj (wfai) °

m**
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TwarAesV^ VurVW cu^vd ^ entente oC A -^oaoof W\ or carter atj bel^j uSicf;'
«aU^<*tan. (jv, 2?) v\< <ai“ fick*6^\«^e^^urc.Wifii Of 0u»Tve& ujas <bimtv^ \\£>

VhaV <W«^ A* doorst e£ %e mvesVi^"* tv* «v* uj^ ever aU« <VA * Sft*r^ t*&Wc( 
Cfl-vt^uW or fW, sW^ *W a* VVW- &wro^ for *WVu* ?A\* VvoA <^vx4.

miv

on a

ClV, 26)
Dorm ‘S^r.eart jlio-f |j>e jiorcK«-s« udviclt 

CdA&Unl wi\\ /ta (act that same 4iwe

Aj cl&sioa, ^rUt ^rosetoUr T*e*WeJ Wlw^ a 

VVe Teazle, Sid x\e\ ‘intend bn suM-Wj> W was

$f* * ft* 4le«4 Kr-y, a 6r 43« u« i, AWck fo |3S\
'UAht ftr «*S iJ ml auttftil till, Ik |«W « 4bft
J A. \, MiprejniiPei her 'in Mm. 3o;i, fies, J/1 4i«/ «* fl mtiWaMw^

7 ft* vujHp* Afr,1 tkr h 7iM
fiiTf AWaar,& ^ w ^ ****uu **«>i Mi fir ** GmplaniW , wi’* M«vUi Lfiw J* ^ In

"The. DeCedwiV
->!* *- **

n MJi ?«pU v.TTniKn>,« ** wVo,7aft W<sm*i lJm was nd|

fcjft*.

iffrUtflMO



ARGUMENT III

III. THE TESTIMONY OF THE PROSECUTOR’S “EXPERT” WITNESS, ANDREAS 
SULLIVAN, INADMISSIBLY VOUCHED AND BOLSTED THE CREDIBILITY OF 

. THE COMPLAINTANT IN VIOLATION OF BECKLEY COURT PRESEDENCE AND 
VIOLATED THE DEFENDANT’S SIXTH AND FOURTEENTH AMENDED RIGHT TO 
A FAIR TRIAL, DEFENSE COUNSEL’S FAILURE TO OBJECTRENDERED 
INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE.

Due to time constraints, Petitioner submits his original handwritten Argument in his 6.500

Motion for Relief from Judgment on this issue below;.

SVarvAarcJ 6? l\ev»ad t

fflt ftJo'iSiiirt Of exclusion Op evidence rests in Ut difGrctiatI Op -the trial
Cp discretion nijf Le over-!um«d an appeal. Court, ftrvd Wit {rial

Orv abuse op discretion: ToapU v. Crou&rA, fag fAUk. 3T3 GW#).
However, uaWere. {be decision Waives

o rule of

COvrts exercise
absent

a preliminary qyestior\ of |aul, EjVilcb is whether 
evidence ^reduits fidrmsa\UvVAtjj fhe ^ueiltan is revfiweeA cl-e. f)6V&~ 

v. Mcbanie/, qtf /^ch. ttfa (<&r>3).

^rAtj^nani *p**H«* <iP Uui ore at issue., i4 nnuti W in 
VWV ft IS an abuse, of ii serein ta admit that o in admissible

v. \.uktt4> MU A Mch-MsH, Hit £| Wi
as a tvidHer a0 taui

”TV\«. L>«Jrcoduvrl vja* an trial for Sexual accusations levied chains t him bt| {Vie Complaining 
As such, during Friaij -Mve prosecutor called Andrea SolWen, tlhe* nurse’.jo^plo^eed 

ftt‘ V\lAs Ta\V4 Clwia' associated uAtV CVlldrenls Hasp.-taj, ioVvo pcu-Kcipated \n c.<snAuc.-UfUj a 
^V^Sical examinaUan wAV. \^r. An^iVxWi C6r AncfW} where thei{ Wh me tie a report caaceminq 

V\rt re&o\ts of Uhe. CemplalnanVs "Wplca! condition,

uMVbr. iWWI‘.'« mMh
regrt wWU towluiej fruV Hit US U.. stvwllu «Uu«J a l,w
^ -S SUV IU c~fW~«U U-yi; M-Un otV. pjfe
TuK«^.riov;uJ)UllijnteWtte5(i rf ^
never proper^ admitted M$.5J|iua« as an 
Var«ci^ ftt ^

^rWson

IfsJ fiiferl UiWst, f kav^t -/j»t trial catxi

KU1: - ?Tr'r MRE wkids fcoWcrd 4d _uc’
Court, «lKki*-A«|eS; ***** ^ *** ^ ^ ^r«hoU,iai d<Tltmedlo

fio-ca

* (0 on
** “-*1 *w ** * ^ ^ *• >** ^
,na*i not testify ubotbdr the defendant i*
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Cseej v, ‘fcwkWt, ^ W/HsW tow Pi 3^1 Cmo); ?e^>W y. ^Uri^, USA WcW
iw (ii«5t) ■ "

\et>»r^r^ o£ SAWn vVW>^-» ft»e .mWti£ueVbr\ of 'Tin A«^ill',S exawirvaikn
Hvt Cfrts^lolrMn4^ Creii^V^ Wt <Se*><d chota. c^A olkjjei prefirviiV^ JW 

US to ev\io,te 4e +U ttnd*fton. <*A 4* y<^ ^H\ oV*«p*pr v^n^.

JtaU sSuXT ^W^w” ?T!" "f <“W‘t4W ^ C~tW“’A "W T«Al«
odwUi^ WLvrtj. \Uaw«- , ^Unlem^* “ ** *U 'ikd:U1 W »"* <*"**
Ami tu4 atfWWtU^ -tiWJii, vVo\ no ohuie ^ ^rf*fF"l’,> *"* a '“J< ^ f'“l*'<“1 WiM«

alwse CMt, 4W trial OwV. .wWaWn M(4,* ,../• .... ..S r" ft *wA 6<sn«l
flrsM^ w« tW, Bror MV o&tlel Arfc'lL, WA.WlT^u. ^
^V"* «\Atat. W4 VW 4rto) 10,0 . ^ en.iivj^ CMtAXfrt^L. aiiti) ^ “* "a

*^£&X££!£z ?*i *■ «c a «.«**
^•-S^tWn as #> exfxrl- urtneas ** 4t> *J»tl

aS rwTXufSrr44 t,ui<^* **«»
taXfista S'; trr 4-h«*.u,m l eJ aj a ^ us a?/ /ssws?; u? sxt my

The -Mol eonrft error In «W4>«i« As oVtoW In ens»,n 1U A«i«« SoUWo* W^<(

'sis i ±fffc
•Tleftea Ciun«liW«i e^ecl fe.«e,c/**k| V'/wr lofiwf rf MS.5Jltwn.c«jW«)ld

"4 <’Vc'te1'4 ttve JVp«-»jAto*tt. jor«
WnJflwT ^ ^ M.e <.4«4 <Jj lv«

Wei

r>(gii«yw Hri»f<wi«* p»w*«iriwiii<i#lrt'<HWwili
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IV. THE DEFENDANT DENIED HIS RIGHT TO CROSS EXAMINE DR. ANGILLI WHEN 
HER REPORT THAT CONCLUDED THE COMPLAINANT WAS ABUSED AND HAD 
TERMINATED THE PREGNANCY WAS ENTERED INTO EVIDENCE THROUGH 
ANDREA SULLIVAN VIOLATING THE DEFENDANT’S CONFRONTATION CLAUSE. 
TRIAL COUNSEL’S FAILURE TO OBJECT RENDERED INEFFECTIVE ASSITANCE IN 
VIOLATION OF DEFENDANT’S SIXTH AMENDMENT RIGHT.

Due to time constraints, Petitioner submits his original handwritten Argument in his 6.500 Motion

for Relief from Judgment on this issue below;.

Standard 0? TWietJ '* '
C©nS&W¥>aivA ^ycsSwJns Coa&»«A*W are rtvleuiod iwo, Sc* v c^antr

53\ Muiad 731v. ^*.4*7, mjtas
, UVW*- urti t\cA prt»*r>/*i +rialj bcsi iWftftre lor fVoin error,

v. Mfitk. 7So)7sJ-7rij5<n 13& (W^>ft At(Vw\Ld'
Fa Vie. Cfio(VorAe^ iMU unVb^sjtS t«A ci^W Wp<ts«»A a4 tvert{ $ 4W4t’(a\ 
t'oV W presume A £o*w <* $\ I . regret Te»^At v. ETtoWw^g KidL Kpp. 157, <341 JJUteil 

SI (rt7^>. CoortscVi Corscni n<A Wtrtame q AtQmAadV ruLVi> ar\d ttrUo daWs 
o« so e»«Mb\ Vo toe Wo 44 no' Uyr con u*we vW c^W <ic o i«f«4«V.

«fWW| 3co Wd,. S63; a *)Woi ^ (Wjy( fw(.Wv.T)c»r,>fWiA Midi, 
(s^p. T6aJ-iraj na li'Aai art ■ .
C\aIr»o of VtfCecVVt asftvsAdwtft of Coutviet axe. cevtfuJeA At TV!*fa. VeapW V, "^vci^e/vs144l> M-id*. 

35H Vo caA<A»\i^ ft cI*wh \V#V a At^txiAo^V uiojt A cove A VAa
Fa -Vbe e&e&VWt ftsystftncft. at CA*M*Vjbt tnusV sWaw 4WA V»s a VV «*><»£ a fefrt«nV*Vt*A 

WW <tfv Aojet^we sVamWA ftf reatSoiuittcndii, 'finrA'cr, ft A«£eo*W^ rnoS^ 0 

3a*r\<*>sW<i\e ft rcAssAftlcit WuUtAij \W\j W for CiwnfiA'a Crnwa^lnt xts*^ of iW
0^Wt''a'*n SWkW V. \0o3W^*ft^U- us44?; \H6 C* £as3/ & L&* ^

l^iftca^tAon:

Th, 0*R4<h^ not affetJrJ bis rijH-1» tV. uAv«5c. report ■. ' •
Cen&rntoft 4Wt Com^Vo^V Itwnch^ w*S W\ir*JoetA Af frf«/ iltrou^L kfest Auiron. SoUii/M ujLo
KM'v^ci j Vft of ftft WptfF uUfltiSS} br. Aq^tlilVt't rep>r4 Ae.Uro4ae<£ jltf

beca 'scverelU^ and CkronicftHij* ativwd AVer a fen'^tar period^ ftn</ a/ &***. HrmiMtfJ h*f 
pre^fusne^. (jUjfftbl),

Tke exaiwlnotion rfp>H 0«

UMS

of i^g UWr«r\ 7dic». WeaVMo^*n lot- sexiial
ftW uUt tonsliWd AS *'+w*r*»«*d S<4fo*»«d»* >bat befecv3dAV Vd^C^mV <vnd
cr^Ojt4*^t Cjifv^VllVu

U*i o

ii ji'iim.'irinitituiiiihiiiimtmm
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Th<L Cftt65-etbi>^veA Y\i.SuW<Wk W‘fl> tfc Kwj&Ki$ fe^prV eonftnWoj 4^ *4
+W 4»«. Om}ton<M^ W« fltatei ^ftV Ur<*<*kA her Jr^amy «l »**. ptfarf Y*«Av«i
W \\vl VGr&tU^ 6? &*<t Vhcw^\ 4As< SuWWfirt \csVi^i<<i \Wr ■tarc
^sJc4\ C^eACC <>l gay sew&l Jtifcrccvrsc.

^ Clr «" ^J^Y f"?** »«/t ««Wa Salt, ;wu,
'TL?* MtUda.bhi.SS? 03 Zu»l

^ytjLj Z1 t frk^ ri P”*e ^ “*lWlt * »*e «» Wd afc -Mb^hl 

^ ** <eH**S~W it« ^ G, ^ of vHt s*-b~i~i)
» *

, v’> ^ Sop*m Ca„4 sfefe/ ; "fi, Q d,;y stwaJ ,1^
. ^lr ?**r& W**?* ^ ^ *"«&«/ for fbt Cfi^pjAiwds avAUiks IMS jsLa)n
erw fet flAWj JAMkMMrtfts U*** fa*. U* //W

", “fKiXh*”***' &* %« v« fl. <J/M«s« U !ktollevJ ««!tb
i ■Tsh 5', df^ ^ «*r aj. * ««»^okuu tui£cLhZ,S3 sXJis'*' *f-* * «■***- w«-r *
W w5 km ih;/£,i, %t ™ ““i ,l“- W* * “*!*, M «* «t

wos n<>

t CflX

lW ^auttl olL.5^^ ^ trftjib^t| Contest os \tat was no pfy jica/ ev’ulenfie $cyj*<4 

'W^k^ VsfcCiri ^ ^ c**M«**»f jud « *k It*<}'tfl^jofor W

Xatffid^c AssnUnce <5f Ctwnftl

^eOiAit GowpiStW &W 4* ^eel 4H« Vh^&^a- fft|f*W&*n of T>n repnrVj whltVi

fed4 dfor&A^ |ta 0pp$«-W^ *k C#a^wvI «nJ (aj; 4J»j jj^fcW^4

l^tlziz ‘^ifrif a*^1 cUse, (w'Z t ^ ^ WW",‘S
«H«lt tie ^Id (,„« a Cififlid' V'Ani *
^ Ht »*(«>* c<)uU WW, fufisu**'wc
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ARGUMENT V

V. THE DEFENDANT SENTENCED UNDER FALSE INFORMATION DUE TO THE 
PROBATION DEPARTMENT’S FAILURE TO CALULATE HIS PRV AND OV SCORE IN 
DEFENDANTS PSI REPORT IN VIOLATION OF HIS RIGHT TO DUE PROCESS? DID 
DEFENSE COUNSEL FAIL TO CHALLANGE THE INACCURATE GUIDELINES 
RENDING INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE.

Due to time constraints, Petitioner submits his original handwritten Argument in his 6.500 Motion

for Relief from Judgment on this issue below;.

SiftncHwri 6P Kevieu i

TV®. CfturV.'t* owAucY « et^cui t£ VW rec*nl V* dcTermioe uiWeUvcr ^

SJ. “* * u*"‘ w *
f ,, I ^ J 5c^ alift GrUvCr ^ UrtiUi £VnWs. OS Mff ^ * V-**/*/?1

discussion s

^^kisszs$sS£££S5&xs:
fcv ««Alenda^t If,*. Cflurf J «

.*>• W “ wi~

... , , , . Pn““"*r«J**/a,;&c^i?cl~L*&rIS W ]UifvMun* (W sM.- <x^A»rtri,TI.«v.B.w<teus»5S. -) . -
TV\0 Courl ttW* jKriflJ** Crimes oP Crf^Jnal Jcxtxll conduct fjcjpLj^. » . A J

“-==Z&2Z21,

Ctx*e

cross
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UifibsfmAn *W*A!'*Ji* (W jvjfk ■fW', $**«* # '

Tv*. CftwrV*. Iw^Lw^tVi \tafepocV,

VicLtrr»vftn', mI Sorz if fWtffirfdrt^flA’^n usm\J Kftyt Vetn o.*L| JKOfemnl vaUWV AtaV 

'TVve Court I ** 6kan'*

^ M H6or (/**> S-£)

fotfenae Cw**«\ falleA 4ft aV^ecV to AW fad -tWV Vhe ^^\o«^cf«Vve*A
?f\V s of i£)V'* Va shou> exactly ViocS sdtki'M,ll?d jhc guftkfac

sure to loc ^5 4* 375 tnanViS.

ftlttplnj is \Vh* correct- scoring of tkftrtddnV-J ?<W& and <J>Vi s 

Viavt \*£A coUvlakA .*

OV 11-10^5
0V W - 
0v 11- sopts

~&t&\ 7 0 f>U

C”fi»c remfiU»«^ \Zat\dks U&A) \oc Stof&i a4 7,e»7<*»to)

kWAaWltwee ca

kaoU

?RV 1-75 r>i* 

Hv
?IM %- Ofi 
?1\Y H~ 6^
>py v 
>j\v4~

*>W 7- <3ot*L
ToU Upb

opu

~fk« cWve C4I Cu\alien Cu>Wl» * t. u>*d4 btftnjnnf i’ ^viekltAt'.fll

111 *4 C.CI&SS Tv <1 V\cu*,f^ijJtitk 'pWtj tta in A \ww e^jiAdinc■
VraelAeV. ^TVie 7}efenAn*4 wos Seafencei to 30y<Ai> (y& raonlkj) as kit wkiVvtm W 

7S l"noiAV\S ov<* Vus fAQX iH«kUasJ Mft&Gfoa Vifc WoSt^ €spfl*^i| uWf* 

Vrtal OtorV &AeA fo qw« 0^ reAs«n as to &W 7V wouU sendee V^«f<.jJU4 
toA^AtVte ctutfyt.

h CaarV tn^tX Vwe ^Wtoittal aij compel no 
^ooWmes, KCLYt<J,JJf(j) J

to A»fM ^ W 5^*^reason?

h AcGeni^A Vi enltUeJ 4o loe jeoW«J accoctWj Va G£Cyro\ekj GcomA ^viikdeS and on. Vke Wtit 
Cp OCCorale 'unJimaVi*n< X SoAene* V*W»\>4 l^Wft A Senl«neiflO^ foofl fldleg oA iftOfpr*f»*5ft4«

Hf>% seAVerCo ^ v* ov\v\Ae 0? Vnf a^^pH^U ^lAAines S«\krv« nwigt, 4c *’ *
wsoflfit opptaWwV vegpcAVeai o? uHtJW liwt W«s r«tscc/ «+ « wNt^on -0r

mmmWiMiIMWNtM#
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«* vrv n ffernttaA • (Jfai^- V. *|\i,GfAiOj W°^ *

^"7' «• ^ W rt^ *, <■• |„pli, s.pMM IUrt uU «Uj
w VbJ tt* W «i <* **3 W r^Vui W (W w adaOi/
ISht fljAdrutots oV 3QS \* 27S m/ntks.'XVe ‘W?c«j4*V u»s naV aUt Vs nAe^Vt)^ dnallei^s
W g&Ws 4 Tit>\ Y&vktA w Ae- ?^Wi«i t^vlmcA^ ^marci up \W aumWs,^* 

AVaV A fctvwafts IU cts df

WefA C4o<\i<J teA Wca^k. 4>e 5£«W N«k Itj }U b^adw-atf W
cw»jd*4 w«U Aft* ** l«w* J10/W /A*/ iw* /b ?JtV *• $V cakMb&? 

C«td<*M |ft 4I4 fsr rejx>/4 foe^bta Ui ft« be&rJ*^ $ri&*its U)cre 395 ft 37T- .
Had counsel laves^kJ o«d oljectocl ft Ike er^ne^ jotitftes and psofftdenrt 

A ^i J^**1^1* &W</ foi ha** beerf jenbtoctJ ysmth-fh ($ok:4e <)P kb {,»*
y™** r fl^e*

j^asar*—1
IW u n^w n'**0h» um- h " *w * ^ «* fcw*

j“ *‘W<^UW|, hxK MMm 1

toft* $*«**+» tw*n4H«A ft % a 

% WWh«Mvdi|/v^ \ta Vi&\ 
tnW AttfitmV in SfrvWnfiln
(ACa>

Ctaitt

IMQCurttft- or \HtrAtvivA InCarhv^bn report-

i>t •Zzst&ii'zs*—4.
jz, far Yu its ^ •*cw^ ^6™*.f: * r*u ^ ^ rc^orv, 24* ftcfc UfjgC?)

litiii'wtltiW

26



ARGUMENT VI

VI. THE DEFENDANT DENIED HIS RIGHT TO EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF TRIAL 
COUNSEL DUE TO: (A) COUNSEL FAILURE TO INVSETIGATE AND PREPARE A 
SUBSTANTIAL DEFENSE, (B) COUNSEL WITHHELD IMPEACHABLE DISCOVERY 
MATERIAL, (C) COUNSEL FAILED TO EFFECTIVELYU CROSS-EXAMINE THE 
PROSECUTOR’S WITNESSES, (D) COUNSEL CONCEDED TO THE DEFENDANT’S 
GUILT INFRONT OF THE JURY AT CLOSING ARGUMENT.

Due to time constraints, Petitioner submits his original handwritten Argument in his 6.500 Motion

for Relief from Judgment on this issue below;.

SVcun&orA 0C

'll*et?e«hv< a5&\sV«tnc« of o»x\ie\ cuvctmA M 
• Fk j flnt -trial court £nAs cerVai«v ‘in reUUon a claim <jC loef&cUvc assfslancG 
6r £wm«d}+U« reVieuicd cle*r erne McK a.C1l Cc-V s/.
57S|5l1 Secw^! uWluftf VVc. fatVs gdtaWV&Vt oP c*oad i«^\vcs <x

of CAnaptYuhonoL iauj, VikicV I*5 revtooeA rle. cuh/o.tJ. 
the. fer Jdtfmhwa VwtfetWw duttWce \» uVdW

dtCuiMV,"*»*A \t 1*, V»wciv*r hi* or W "ddPlCMtA Tfoeju Al««d VWa AePenxe* Teofk* * t-aVear^
*tfW MitW S«^ncm«} SfoeKkanA v. VOeskm^an, HU us; UXt(>rt-£>rf> SA &S3.,

oiOkSj 80 • T»tV»4*i\fi Vt»i 'Wlwfl fix "ktVieJP tf«m Xckmtnt it a fctuttV Gar m
V* cWetipt tGi cl*)**. N\C R. &.GAy Peoole V. (Sinter. 3 MtcJ*. 1*17

^Iviacl 3*1 Cm3)0

a sVaTj^rA of review.

t>\S<UaKUM»Pii

Ccm\5e\ ToAeA T> h SiHa«tl4

''Ooi-irv^l^ufYcetrvA fnroser "defense Counsel, \dtYo\oo, rn©Vi*aae<l
tiae Court Gar Rxvli to <lpf>o»nV <=*^erV (VAntR. be-Wufcer «*{*«* Vh* ^Y?aU.j of {L-evatc WAerVi*«J*^*
1W YrVA C+~<\ gaAtk 4*e *o& **A«w a<Jl Ww c«u4Vl«<* *JiU, V. WiUe«- Vo “if

01 ot™'84 «gpin*t m wuUyW 0^>crV hotnesses VVaV Vive ymsee^or \nttnJeJ * ^av^a ar
VrvA-

"fTf**7 " M -wn, tW Mfc*W rei*.^ TTeGGert) WeW«on W on ».**!. Mr. 10^

T W J°*V ^ febl wa* U W,n.
uMV br. siren «“**! VnPor^A tW ^

#*> pr«e«d-«3 dlVrtesyJ; Wr. ^
^ C-vVx^c V. H^n* VW +rUl JaI* d5<T«»^ ^ «- a

hIoVa*-Sety AffttWkV of Mark A. Uli\h*rK3 aHoebod «a WH- £ In swoorf of
Aivs.fc-*cr Of Coot»ipl Claims. . . . ; r

'••i'll <<«a4V

retirva More
Kaor,

Qliiriaiihmm*
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On Hw- 4? Vwi, Mr, UieWi*** sf*V<4 uAUi 4* btfoniemV W\ vW " kU\-^o\r«A •
Wu^VWt?^r'''*neM *? W ^<** <4t*uWl,U4 <j\W
qv .jsUs^rT^ ^ *W recrf^i *V wl* kaW c?
Hrfoer \^WVam» Ofcfct^W WftVWrWw^i/g *W fct M 4f4 C^Ul*.** (Oa^,*3^W«
hWW** *w *J W jfcd W<u UdM &*** ^ tu
Hs IW* EWu l»)flUs sWci uj'rH\ fkt amplatoW hn jk fvu£ £»*u¥r#rt3 ^ <i,lUhtod enC^&S 
ftf Stadi alud*. J

jT A* <H “5 ^ '"S*'“*,W went en r«onl, itfe.ua. £oun«lnjk«i
«Kt CfturV ir he C**Ja -sf^k uAW ’$>5 dt&wwA W ^fVaVc. ioe&re Vlnftv^ ^fdW^Atr^yf^iJY
^***3 l*ow«ul 6p cwverjdlwfly ifx ^e&k/afff tskecf Caun&d }f he th*ct C^mW^*
^VV.dtfe^ CK*W* w\W* t)r, KAW mA if V 

^foiecv^rV uHnes&k 4«atti»wye
U W ox&r^ Vw 'in \t> cVio\W^ 4fett UlflU

^V. Uc\kerwiAA A%^W»cj \\vs>V W. AccvJied t\$Y caII ^n $\&eiv ft* ft vOvVot** 
VV^cMWUnl uAVWV We VrVAfiWVft^ \t> Sudi a Wte»a* cU&ic«.

1W f,O^Ui VW «*f«+ U&iwk, C 0- *nn SokowJer, A„4,„ SoV\l«n, «i
“T" C*»ff-J uWt <Uf«M< «-»d no e«^H lAnett ,VJWdi CourtVoi

MW'kefenW i. , ^(W >(/ ^1
* Uj <»p aiWrw,,.! ,ft(,t|/®ge, ‘ '

X Jt .L
JofWwe H0"** MM*r rKU W
4w nt!*" wiAwm *(W Merkel
0(«\aJd^i**tiy 111 ^*«*«* fill promlev»rt«." uw c«>~t 
tOel M u. wl£* ^nohfi^\Y^f V4 *"• 'JtWt1' teeVlmoon, tine

« oriind itewo-o Itl ™ h''1 A* froSKufec (U^Um, tto tali"*"*"04 t. W be rtJU* <M. J cWteJ

k«U

«irS',^t*)V'A*!0",1*!,1 r* iS|'87c WUfcl J5S <«I>H* W-ywoo/J JiytKr »f JefeoJoUV

i ° W 4ft**M'e **^(* i^f w« cawbA V»u iwn-a«ii<M^ Avi<«Y>A,VW«V Cere*
**ru «-t-n-Wii. ««i«

o"^'* "3^^*wi-i
rt U ewuv i»ik?^5 ‘V *l* ^totBMn, rLj!„ (kt «*

«^ttokn..,*^?£.) S.!3.V^’1'.*“il*ai t*r,w,<V*>««»»»!.•“<■'*■ s?« * - S ffl&aaaF



1 AJrvA ^fcis qWc*^ 4k t£ $*a dk&mtarir» •VjS&CTA. 4^
It &&««' VwM 4k4rl

: - .

*X* 4Vi* Coia liuvfeta^ bu«3a <fe*kV<m\*4 CtArdMcAte* 'a, a <w«fv are*, of Cdvnseh?
&Wf 4* «yy n«^M *&* tV^Cfc. eimH kd&wny* aiwi V>V*c*J«
♦ve«*ei m[4W3 -W^ricd Svt^eA r**$\ cfiftwi 4a Uic com rcfiiAVaJl» W> *
<4 JU(<«4fc wi\WA- aV^A**! e*^eA ■V&4'**a<V'A €fc^{*k Qfe&<kCe*&e &**&
^ttideofy eqyppeA V dkdtawfc c^eAs W«»
^ ffek^nV an<Jadx*He^ faf»V « Vi* f«*»E «* At nu

AeCres* atoned kare Ccilwi 4* $t d*«»AV uiiVn ^c; Vvltar #r <in^ wpM wihc«4 Verf*Ji 
Hi> Vk tetkSad Sulysl tMklWv (^cnsit tnW^e*i» WUik e>v\4rf*,te veM VW tfrBseeu'H&k 
e^V^T**^, ******** rc4W w \«* \U» * \*&e-wA *ft4 teW 4© xv^ &r
fi C«fcW **fc ift H e*Vi*\4* ui^ lV.Mjaer^^^Aba*^^ Wc*4i ^re^Hbn*^

A WtOftrtiajW cMItf^C k» 4k JVfcSecuW* 4rte ^«t+ wtais^S.
AWd fcke 4a pt^erVj or^cJotc Ik W fcf &s ev^cH ®w5 ftS4u« 4a AMW^Stefc c&Cr 
^ca#an e*¥&V CftvwwVed 4*teeMt A$fiA4i«ee ofownel and fcu* ayfa**A de&'nrfwk*. 
7^V*J0C'*'*r pitsenteA 4Wfc fitted <t^uH a*jV «$ *A**» ^rocMa^ Vcs^e*^ tW u<t* 

P^IkU' to^rf* ju «u| Ut^\a ^****4 !** W «*S*A mM»c« C«- Ik,

*•?***n* ***** 1s*0a“ .°w"wi **4, j. ,.. ^ t^efiViorej U«A sitewm mtifo (*0 ^b^Ums, anA
Wibus a * 1 t^WtbiA ant^ ^ ^uasknS W»«Mn 4bta <9^*4
CflLxv^P.j^ ' ^ Crc<^Utoi| c#ak$4, of ^ hfial catotr*im se^i al^ af 4 c^dd.

m«UU« \n Vris tam^c^Jbn rf|U uW otf* Ju, AdU ♦«
yJr^- ^7 ^ **** u;W e^Ww^, ktw .few a]<«4 fe

CAai^ Caspar

■ ^- Caww* 1wfcWUi> IV,^ ^UUU

, tw (UAd .f MI,UW
W^^b^WUuA^V, tww

^ ^*4k%Vj t *<feri6V^ tfe AlrWtf 4k &£un| aU^kn* <^dat4

- ^ervljlAUdfcl'WAJ ike UjiWn uk -ksHfled 4Lj l, ,
jSV.'V • V*<-« «f«(a-(Utouife c»». «Ja ^TuZjV® ^ "* wv“4“*

s» *»> «Ai(i«l wd^ju.jW^
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»
v*«rtVe urita&^Aaea ^ &tce-r>A W< W

W?«y ft VrtoA ptpOwscilnA^ CiX^cUti \tuna «. V«£t6 kftj* \W IftfV itto^
W?m3miV& IVkV^ (k ul^uiWi \* l&t ■iJ'e* ft* praft**"*1**' °* ¥<n** £>f *«- Tta^t'*
&$£»■»** ^ t%qd£lV Prt»* ** *

M*. VU*i«S6\ ** *»" V« *P 4* <W*»Y &r J.(W&**, w<
* or4o«^,

_l__. Qft&4r i**w*»4*V$ \WV %JwJrfc W 1,1 +W c*m oteUeC 
, C*^MU:V Vi*t

JL^* &ft0*4r i»«**mV5 %Wfc w. \n 4V% i
/■v** &( W* ieCt*vW 8t v>*<£%h ’v»-**tflci.

\xv&iwiV«J WA &ut ore«« *f»*r J*a*.*-e*to * r<epr<ftr 
y*tV edK <Wt-’ W V««t Wt4 w* o\ ^ >
to V*-V

inA^i »4 t.
^LvV e*l iWt* «re

Hr. VUU*Mtr vTWt **A* W* A* X, W*H*,*V feWW,*£ was 4* W
£ac<w>i ^ C%Cft^ $»*vfa^ *A* Oft* \A<J*© "E «n5^V^ \>\*a Vft Vfift. > 

O*V**t *iV Vr*t 0n4 of ftve tUj

tv. <Wi "efcn. ^ ««, u<!« a«4t .. »»■*
^ ft»A s.6 Car*.0

■ < V

• ^tCuM cquaiA ckJw^UeA U vvi<6 tJW*V> cmtivssA aC c^vA^Wy euiA*<v«t,«f <k fra
\*/»V \fn^cj4cVtfrv«^V O0*i (uW^V^ Vy« AoV onl«{ Wifbr»'*<A Uk C/**V VHo.V W ^Mn*£ 6<V

\C nd'ftikSslUc.jWA alto {Kc retaJi «iv omvs«JL Vt>, (& SMut •^-vV
\Mt V^vik* ttC 1A(d\Ad UlalU- V W**-

WiW*1 CtJa«Ma«^vjAt l^ oU *e W»«al «!^^f«*»

cauMc^ ftjbrt 4 «««m^ ttrUVi eviiww m»U ^ c*n$*i+»te «icP^^ &bkm* 

•' feS?^1 ja1^ JrlWis ir#«« Ito***fcaAww*« to 4k

‘ >UNt »t
t)*C<aa* touftuH Iwl m%^ej ftt \flj* (tit* t>e^=^anIV U/4 fTatHlrt TU«Wi^

trUA «o4 ptlW H Ui* rtienU^XW ftUA JefcWfl/ l* fad&mitoli*$

fU ollrJ^foC Wate rcnieriaq 

■ V ^ MR£ fl&3Cs>.^v 4Viat- ««*f>H*v vW

52,^ L.^ wW*.M*L,t Mil ti »1
"d ,n "* it fafr«fertK S-A >«rfe«w.«

iiiiniwUHrUl*
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Coyn&e\ TroAfcci Ta Effectively Cr«*$- UxamVAe "The B-asctubA VWneueg

^ ^Wtt$ la fc(Tce41vcly Ocsa-
£^.^.e Koi uKw 'hae^¥f11r(1-fiinlficV

T\u*^\v«A Ui* Coorttof.-lr^ fke pr*J*4oVWrf IW.Z*<4 W*V\*wi«u\ VKoA \W
Cojm^a!^

un<xcui«4 <ft>»nae»

vw lwii ^

v\» 64U %4 5* £ w 1^1*“.^ StWV **■* <H »ni 'U W «WV J«i
rwl ceas&h SW ntn'4k>u» ^ ■ , ^^(\W-l7oy CtKttecV ukAtwa**orAca w« the

*H SU aeilerd to, cjrf1tT“- #*t»« 3eWr3« Wer e«« aUl-

b.AoY'r *«**«*^ ^ ■*■*>»•««.ku^i. .
ft ^ ^ Y™**' “t)*sU4M‘‘ aUtAW^iTtdw''
"**■ WK^' ° »«—*•*( S Jwl V WA. «•». «>A MtW lUa
°‘r°v'^ ^ ^'K? attejeS} |[6 Wo*, Un ^<eyiA*vV. (w,Tac,\4r-isi')

Bd*W (0*t*KWctS |**ttu,\ fc.hft-J LV I r I

'> *Tf^l*** WL vwj^ ^ f"1*'1 ^^fc.&eWfcJ^tl, £Lrf

•Wte Vt^VAVw^ * *"■ tv R- '»**



e<i '\W^ %dr SK* axA Vstr\a 4fc <f»Vcc. TtpsrV, \> ttrnamcA °^v'*

HSh\VV*ft ^ w*<-» &WA W W\«^\c4l ^s-ttver
foe* «*¥ uan* W Vo Tee or VolK Vo tAaurtt*. (see ptf* W of &&«* )
Dee *><*■>* ca Cor^*'- AVeA- VvWrtCi* V%oi & Co^rV ide on fjtW^or^ 'AVtiV • jHe a^en"
leUWV Wr vocAVtrs 'p«xr*jusu*v d uAfcl* u** c*A*M& V?tj tU *cW,
VWt iKe u4* ftV»*»*. C5**- ti1® ^ VoW^fod *VWWx& <f*EMW <ay

Ter ytaiever UAt^oineieXe tpas<x\v Vrloi 6c****! fnil-tJ -f* o»4 ihe itvcofli^cn^*5 ,n «
fa CcxnyidftirA uXftVZ, \rka\ ewi Vo Jmbp The £*>«* K ^
VttVimeito to4> fcooVcuAlcVWe Vo Wf W'^ -SUVerwirtV Vo W* . .
leJwA's Vo eCMiv^i &**&*>»* U V*M ««*»* tt* i*p«cVw«e yMtefer

VU VJG*A*to (ieW- W<( *JV^V ifta* -VW Com^UMi* PaWMcd Vhe 
Q\\edaVlon* (JA^wtxsV h'ww fot Vo VW (a^V Ifoteiwraica £*d he/ waAo* ^YiWfot/
in|e a healed 4r^*n*oi because 'JaLHta &un</ W that ihe. W* skipped Sd%u4 <i/tJJ»*A 

"YfofftA p«rw*«3lon ard bxe*i**''C4 U*f y<t<f v£*d trdfhreihoed J*ii&a sbtfyft ?
H Im lyAM^ Vo f<V!e ao»«c| awulUna i^eo \«/c| and sksf\^ fl(Wi ran auxmf {re«* hove &xd 

¥>eyn V* spread false ffdcu^V *m of £&&i obu&t
< . * • • « • .

koWtu^tfe****** cWWfcWd 5kttf*n4 3oM V* dloJ her fall*t Cn*r\r
OttVe t*r On «rju*edr WiVVn W.VitVW 4UV &l{ V.tCftre fiV« fOA OUJ«Y*

Vo VC. ^Vct u4s dearly'i^suV^V^iKl^ Wer lakwvy. 'ftnJ £eun&ilS Seff.2#
Vo tid use Vk.P*f* Vo -p*\tcv ooV e^VeftnV'i VftCn^Vft^ Lm> af wfruil

oo4l efieded fjftV «dij 4te, TjeOnAad'S deftyue 4Vtfor«f ^ julcuw of Vv*
v VfSfS,u^<? ^ Un ^ u CckAkocA's ovality

siissfti t ~«1- ■^
d) - toiiore To T.tfe4\vekf Go&&-ExoMne /Aar\<e\ U^AV^oms

tWui^ biaf, (he fr*H**^ <afleJ jhe TieCene/anis S+ven-qcaf-eld Sm, Marktl lJ*ilfo 

1^ i» jie K«iU*i^e fW &£ n«y ^AW ¥l« jOftj&l «U« ftll^Vl*1^ UtWW ht$ fe/W
tfru/ his sister (j^aKmA^cA\
utaUW Yni*»hr JWArkel liiW? « *» tM ^ iht and
ht& afisVe^J Morsel a^*Vtui<««slij responded ded tauded tn<j private porfs, (llI^MS/
budM. VVk Cftorftt'o? Vh* WiVt4.\^lVi*n| |*n j VtPor* 4t"foi^ CPo On<J VVit VUsoe
’tJtpXTtt trfwkfci hAryl io c^iuotw an WtfV^tfhen of Ik <j|U^ jm>a/
<tVj«sc aQwU^o (xl*^ Vha De|tdai4 aod ^tonot- 6n t*t M/ cW'W"^ 

5etv(n|«^ 0 vjfc'f u/ift Mo'Ktl llW'4W of to den4(fe^[ idw*
A* was aUt {» da lokdflod uUW Vfim* ^*y?oa VW \ftWVto«>i Wo- 5**y fep«4w Vwr

------------------ ----- -----  --- ---- ...............................................................................
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€£

seb *SU *7* **fy.*l * ttinc P340VJ l, t n ,5**** *)'^rr;Erw,SS^,
(tfwj M£ /v /^? 7 71 %htt 'sbei t> b « Vr sn fcseWc *

*"t**wP° *jf j* *ff h|»*wfain pnfW^jQ ^ |*^\W1 ^4? ^
JO 9»»1V9 J9j|«n» 5|»»*p st\ Of k>*\viO ft tpSfrt W| f.^P* f» *<**

;prc f>«p >«a»<fnj fipf£ J*»p»fl *JL

***** b fffwij ^ Ky» *I3«D ap 5, un ffj**** ***

(JW ‘A'-arfJ jo. MtfpfAi 3JO >Sfftjf1 wvyui^u*w>p 'rw* ,1 r 
*tf ^ p» f»N»pwJofuoHf '(*0^ g^jfcp ^ |44^j <*

«U sw? ajjyj. jpiff fwpf? uwMs^ifl 'fapurrt&p Wtwp 5,pcun«? :>$v*pp buyn^

•^P ^ Jun£ 3Mj_ ^ VL"xtiuX^,!'<9 ^fuopuajaq ai^oj_ p3fWU0'D •jps'Kwj

*1 n~> wr P^w * "P ’"P® ?« fW 1*9

4* i-w va-iv.Prw >v'n-"v°. *?~rJZ 

s, f e«Pwp ui 1*3 m fw~»j
|™*s> *,,» ><tt u V^J tV» ”'M **

tTu,SU! W Kwf (,’tf *tt f*p r°p*pa ^^ip^JZoTJ n ^
srJlf ui ^qyfcttitodw jtyttiyf »o*w>o-«9jg /ipn^3j.p

, . is. *>rtU^ ^l*50oO-)ew"#‘* *9 ^ tt**1" I’lpuSdo *, w CouJ.
W W!**)**^HP.WI,, p4|J «*>*, H- ^

t»*^ cao
so y?*tyv ?) »<f$ ^»i^t v-iocbj s<q jjo 3 ^

j»a» wif >uo#nrt> ^-ou^ pvn? wp 9i[j*xk \ oj, Q^op 9^^ p>\J^

Spf^fO Q'WfloK ><ft ui 
p>iE^«J^-U«U *Vf^tHi)t^<j«Wrt 9M09 JOJ ^Ol|(i f3su«»3 ?SU5>J*p 9}
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ARGUMENT VII

VIL WAS THE DEFENDANT DENIED HIS RIGHT TO EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF 
TRIAL COUNSEL DUE TO: (A) COUNSEL FAILURE TO INVSETIGATE AND PREPARE A 
SUBSTANTIAL DEFENSE, (B) COUNSEL WITHHELD IMPEACHABLE DISCOVERY 
MATERIAL, (C) COUNSEL FAILED TO EFFECTIVELYU CROSS-EXAMINE THE 
PROSECUTOR’S. WITNESSES, (D) COUNSEL CONCEDED TO THE DEFENDANT’S 
GUILT INFRONT OF THE JURY AT CLOSING ARGUMENT?

Due to time constraints, Petitioner submits his original handwritten Argument in his 6.500 Motion

for Relief from Judgment on this issue below;.
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ARGUMENT VIII

VII. THE SUBSTANTIAL ISSUES RAISED IN DEFENDANT’S 6.500 
MOTION ALL HAVE A CUMULATIVE EFFECT ON THE OUTCOME OF 
DEFENDANT’S TRIAL AND DIRECT APPEAL IN VIOLATION OF HIS 
RIGHT TO DUE PROCESS EVEN IF THE TRIAL COURT CONSIDERS 
THEM TO BE HARMLESS.

Due to time constraints, Petitioner submits his original handwritten Argument in his 6.500 Motion

for Relief from Judgment on this issue below;.
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CONCLUSION

For the above reasons Mr. Williams requests that this Honorable Court grant his Petition

for a Writ of Certiorari reverse Michigan Supreme Court’s decision.

DECLARATION OF SERVICE
The petitioner certify under 28 
USC 1746 that a copy of this 
document was served to all 
parties by U.S. Mail.
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2022DATE:
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