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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

1) Shouwld +he United Stotes Courd of
Appeals for the (01 Oircuit have.

Qranted o Cerdificate oL Appealabi "\ﬂ
+o tHhe PC‘H“H\O ner Ramona Mo rgqn?

9\) Showld +he United States Distriet Court
for +he District of Kansas have. ranted
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3)15 State of Kansas v, Ramona_
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Cmer FroSeeu.:Hoq ¢

Showld +he District Cour+ Lor +he 7+h

District of Kansas "\ou/(e ﬁra/rrfed +he
KiS.A. Lo

~1507 motion +o VacCate Se,n‘l-cnac?
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MAJI parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ J 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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State of Kansas VS, Ramona. I.'Morjan
CaSe : R007 - CR -~ Q07

@5@36 Co (,ur/-j DiStrict C“oum—f/ Kansas
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Case No.o8-Too700-4
April 15 2009
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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 _ /AY —to
the petition and is

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/] is unpublished.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

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

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[/I is unpublished.

, For cases from state courts:

The opinion ~f the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix . D to the petition and is

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[/] is unpublished.

~

The opinion of the —  court
appears at Appendix _ to the petition ‘and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
- [ ] haa been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,

[~ is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Tune. 21,2023

[ ] 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: _Ju:(y 513/. O AR . 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. § 1254(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

/ /
The date on which the highest state court decided my case was c.ﬁ%_a.}i_-?,@;wﬁgl 4
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix. D :

Ve .
" . timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
4 , . 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. §1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

D-11-2007- State of KANSAS v Rarona 1o raan
listed winder reloded Case 2007- Chr-207.
F‘c’:cii g and e ludi ngG. |
1-25-2007- State o £ KANSAS v/ Roume ne MCJTjCLn
2007 - CR-9E 1 happenedon 9-11-a00T charged
With L counds Second de_ﬁree Muwrder [ Cown+
agqvavated b&Hemj,
[A-3-2019._ KSA 60-158T-Motion +o -\/&CCUFG
Sentence, District Cowcr—4 o€ Dm,;j!w C@Luhtj Ks,
T Judicial Disty: T -Division | case 200T-Ryg |,
S- ta- QO&O -Distriect Cowrt o€ Do ujlo_s Cbum%j" kS
Dented metion, '
- 10-20a0 .- ThN +he Courtof Aﬂ;mls of Kansa.s

20-125,272-A Brief of 4he AppeLlant

8-20 - A0 - The Cout oL A P F’@CL[S f’L(’/\'lL&?V‘e,-d
Memoranduwm O(D?h'ion a«ﬁCFrrﬂTr\ca) e 3254-,/[@+

Cowr+sS "J"uofﬂem en+-
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

&s\\WQO\ DW\'_P O \DOW Review in +he /w}cfﬁ_)mlgb

Cowr+ o £ Kan Sa s,

w M/% O\NOWNW th\_\/ Iﬁl—\umw\ /uh\fqu. cecmac mJO_\ML\;»\I ﬁ \/QF\/MQ/:L

Dﬁomm_\. (5/@.3@ reJvie wy,
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Cow vt oL FQ\ S S,

i« MJ\n @/OWW - %Sm.s\,o_\mf\ﬁﬂ_i;\\. mﬁﬂz& Oﬁﬂ_.m...«n W3l.r® w,ﬁﬂﬁ

xb__, St S 5@ TGQU_NPM Covr Tcrm R228Y. ZO Cev+iL cate

of }Eumnr?iu“ :f@ Will issue.

- 2-2022 - Unided Stafes Courd o hppeals

denied (e v+ Flcate of xfumoior? :er%

1-28- a20aa - Fe-tidion Lov reh mor.ﬂ?j@ wa S

dented wd United States Curtof }v\o@&m.

5.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Ramona W\orﬁ&n Subm; fHed oun ap (P-e_cd +o
the WS, Couwrdt of Appeals Tenth Civewit &

O- Cevr+ificate O@APPM(QboI:%& /\/O.&&'3080
Append i x A _

After £iling oo Hobeas Corpus 28 uUs.c ziasH
In +he W.S. Distrietof Kansas., Case NO. R~
3004 SAc. APPU‘C“)‘ B -

\S:aqua 5- /\Pf-e‘;v\d 14 A-+he COLUF'FoF/L\PP“—CJS
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE ‘PETITION
AT USC.22255CX) A 0o, A will be Smnired
Onlj i 4the

Petitione Makes oo Su bStantia |
Show: r\ﬁ

oFf a consttutional Vfﬁh'k See U.S.C,
2353 @) (a)

bage ‘5JAPP6HCUX
of A‘OPQOL‘S orderdenﬂimﬁ o
dence of Mo v

Substantiate d heyr +65-Hmonﬂ . The €xaluded

CVidence was the (w4 of +ria ) A*Horme_\uj Rovk
This Can be Pro\/e,d bj Fria
the 4}

COA was ey: ans innocence and

l HranscriptS and b y

ol Cﬂ,u:fﬁes Mevo rand wim Opinion o € +4he

LOIA-,0-l507 /')e_am‘nﬁ.

Trie| C)Exdsa Meir+in fownd |

onN X TV\S‘F&Y\Q&SB 1 Lo
AVA

M7 Rork ineLe afive.
Mo+t admi+n g
sand L fora Mews Jideo

dence o T ca (|
quﬂed

at Jrial Sho
hevr on|

Y Witne s
and Shockied.
Tn Tud

3(3, Ma(—ﬁhS OP?Y\?OY\ "QDLLr\d
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S Fes+rme ny. |
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

This is adue }oVCJCé?SS Violation o R 4+he &th

Amend men+ and a €7 ﬁme/zc/me/n%/f/;ﬁ/ﬂf‘ +o
Counsel,

The, Cowrtof APP@GL/S Cowldd have ﬂ?\/eh Mo TBCJ\
a C.OA. Lor the Showing ofe. Constfutional
wﬁhf,

W/ R@ﬁ‘L Med. Ctr. 290 Kan

Hob 5&.99}%»%@, Cowr+ Aepr;] 23,2010,

Abuse. ¢ Discredion~ Standayrde of Review,
The Standard ofreview for quesﬁons
\"@Soxd i noy the admissal) li‘+3 oF evidence (S
a multi- Step Standard, The & rst=S+ep is
relevance . Ran, Ann. 260 -4o) (b)defines
relevant eJidence a s ey idence Hhad 15
Pr()b ative and Materia],

On appeal, the question of Whether evidence

'S probative 35\; wﬂﬁﬂd under ain abuse of
discretjan SwLandarclj mc&er,‘ﬁuj }S\j“dﬁed

under a_de Nove Standard.

Ft the eVidence | < relevant 4o o mater;a



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

fact i+ may be admited in accordance
With +he rdes o ¢ eVidence.

Ho weder, o +rial Court abuses i+s diseredion
u)hen Its decision owtside +he leqal froime.
LL)OI’K oy -(loq ls "“‘O P\(Q Pe_(-[j QOHS-‘N r S‘f‘cﬂd‘uﬁdor
lrmt'fwﬁons. For +his reason, .APPe\ (ate Cowrts j
review de Noyes Whether a o} siy et Courd-
opplied Hhe Orveat lega] Standards when
fuling on Hhe Q_Cl/WL3583®’\ £ e |
eu[dgnae, N ot exclusion o
. S’?\BHOJD&LS by the Cowrt Atrial Cowrd is
‘QC[W‘”?C{ ﬁ; Ve, A {Wry in Struction SLLP orhn
o chr+~35 Fheory 1 Ethe inStracton i S ’ j
requested and Fhere js evidence Swppordin
+Hne '+{/\C.OI’\(,§ LOhI‘C,iq) IRs CLCQe,p“f*E:‘d as +rge @ng
.\/l E:LUJ'Qd ll/\“/'hﬁ hﬁh‘{‘ /ﬂosf‘ﬁaL/orqb/@~[~0+jqﬁ
Y‘e—f{“"-5+" nq P&‘“‘“ﬂ) IS Sufeic et reaSonable

Minds 4o eachd ifpe.
bas:;l on +he, eJidence,
U] caldl was <vVidence A Tth

dmes 16| oAt @ ’
Amendmen \/tOICLhar)--@u,d@mHmﬂj Madteys,

™ ConclusSions



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

e +oner £iled o 25 U.S.C2225Y Wit of
NabeaS Cor pus, Apri | 6, 20ax.

')n’)lS'}TI &'~d@€@,ﬁ5@/ Couwn 5@‘ ”UJO\S not+in o
Menta |l State Jo raP;f¢Se;q+ he "

Q-) ai| coll not admitted indo evidence,
The U.s. Distriet Counrto € Kansas aave
two different reasons G r dism; ssingond
d@f\\tj\tﬂfj +he Case., /\ppe'r\c_[}x B,
P&ﬁf’, | - The Cour + [QCKS\\)\.LY sdiction.
P&ﬁe 5- Successive GLPP' (cotion
On P&Sa 3 wheve oo Pe,ﬁﬁoner«@ai ls +oobtain
the prior othovization,a federal district
Couv+ mus+ dismiss +he meactter or, i f
i+is in+4he interest oﬁjuﬁﬁcﬁj “‘f’ram&cer
+he P&4-?+;Oh 4o the Couwrt of Appeals ‘o r

Poss:blc cuwtorizoetion

P@-H-HO'HQF) TReanie nac I‘V1C3 roor N &A MCompd'aunT
,A‘-H—omies) Lrom +he P&)ﬁ +rial Counsel “+o

[0.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

+he appoi nted counse]. T€a mis+rial had
been 8ran+€_d +he Ul call weuwid have been
plaed for %aJLLV’ﬂ, A A{ej piece oL evidence
Siwpport "q Morﬁan‘s defense. Defense +hodt i+
was an &ccjdenﬁ no+ Second d

esra@ Muwvder
o-nd aﬂﬂvow’a;ﬁ@d bacHﬁnj.

Page, Y- Successive &,Dpi Cations Shall be
dfsm?SSed wnless,

(i) +he focts wmderljé‘nj the claim, ‘ﬁQ/DVOVé’-ﬂ

and Viewed in +he |

lsh‘l‘ OP"HW(:‘L'&U/\CJ&mCe, as a
whele.. ..

The evidence Lsas not+ odmitted into +he
evidence ai +rial and Wit+ho et i+ bein
Plaﬂ«e_d Lor 4+ 6\) Ly there was no tUo;j +o
prove. Mo /ﬁot‘r’fS ‘f’ﬁS%\iﬁqonj,

ionel evror, . .

QI> bu+t Jor ConsS+i+ut

Fehitioners Constitutional vjaht +o Counsel

wWas violated o ¢ tric| duwe 4o his dre

L\Cj abuse
and inc apacitotio

" and e Dcuaj las COLUT@

/.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE ‘PETITION
District Court’s £ai)uve +o declare a Mis-~

tried] . |
Denial of fhe k.54, 60- 1507 bythe Cowrt
wees ?an ropriate, due 46 the fhndamenta
Laiture in the, +ric process oand +the need
for evidence on the issue, An eviden+iar,
hé&ring wouwld have allowed Mo ]
£urther d-e.de,iodo €U,

and. Io rOV

"jcw\ 4o
de_n(’:f_, on —+these CL[O\IMS
ded hey +Hhe OPPOY‘+LLM?'JF3 4o P're_sen'%
EXPert festime

nﬂ on Coun Sel’s I\hC&PCL@/'i"')Lﬂ
and 1 +S a ffea

cn the +rial OLHOLU?F\S ac
Mere Fhoreugh review on the merigs.

The WS, Districd Cowr+ o€ Kansas 'n +he
interest of Justice Cowld have issued a COA.
B&YWKS

2012)

o’lbdemor\sf—r&"ff, ‘H\q:(- foilure boconsider +he
Cladm Wil r

V. \/\)oergL_Q_J 93 F 3d 1133 1[4 60”7 Cir

eSudt in a fundamenta ] mi SQ&w;ijQ
OC\j ustHee.

/S



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

This is o brief background on how +he case
Q00T - CR- 14§ hCL[J/Dﬁmicf.

on Sﬁpf—ember ZI) 2007 Ramona }’Horﬁan
was /Dursued /9:,/ robbers wWho -qu,ljh._}_shﬁ
had ﬁloo;ooooo@&&ﬁ with her to purchase a
Fi’Of)aN-ﬂu AS She drove U‘P +o hfﬁhwfaj
construction Site. She S+oPPed and a Woman
With 5+OP Po)é beﬁan b@_cdw‘nﬁ +he +ruck
She was dvi\/inﬁ with +he S+op pole wn+i/
I+ broke.,

MOrﬂah “Hwouﬁh"l* +he woman was Connected
+o +he robbers chasi‘nj her, She cirou/g
-ﬁomu&rd, one ¢+ +he ConStruction Crewthrew
an object breaking her vehicle's windshield,
SecondsS later she hit What was ‘i—houﬂh‘}'
‘o be barricades @nlj.

A PoﬁC»C’_ Chase {oegan and Morﬁ&n Loas

{o te vri fied o P"L“ over and didn'+ Know
s +-hej were ad—umllxj Po [ice Officers,

/3,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Moroaan was arvrested and Charﬁcci With
the case listed in+he Relafed Cases
2007-QR—;207) F/ec;/‘r)ﬁ and Eludi nﬁ n OSC(je
Co:,urrhj Kansas.

P@H'HOner} Morja_n was held on .’( million
dollars bond. Im;q/\edk@'f”e,fj o fter+Hhe arrest
Maifjah wa.s ﬁut?.s%’onﬁc[ abouwt /')f'7‘=+:‘nj
ConStruction Workers wi+th her Vehicle .
MO‘YSLL‘V\ exP]oLi‘med that she did not See
pcople on lj barricades and ﬁqa}PMfm‘?‘.
The acciden+ hCLPPehed, So CT,LUCKI‘:S She
did net know there Were people in vo lved.
She Was +r‘ji‘n3 +o avoeid *foa P@P}e
CLhCLSFnﬁ her+o rob her,

YY\OWS&Y) was in Lear 1% r hersel® and her
d.&u3h+€r Sabrina.

While m@x.‘ng Couwrt appearances /\/(okj&h

and heyv Or\ltj wWitness were £ lmed b,‘j “

/4,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE .PETITION
News crew hand cu€fed and Shack fed
1Lc>je,+h-er. This £'lm was /o/ajeci sver and
overevery daﬁ on +he local news. A+ +he
First+ cowrt aAppearance /‘/lorqu was C/f)(u:jcd
Wi+h Case A00T~CR-307 and Was accused
of beinj o Murdeve, bj +he (TLLdﬂe_,'Thi\S
continuned for Seve ra | cow 4 Appearances
wen-t | Mérﬂ an told he, A++orngt1~}o +e |
himto Stop catling her 4hat
LI [e ih:)(’“; [ in L(jndgbxf\ Kan Sa.s, MO\’*SJ&VW
wa s CLhCLrjﬁcl With case go07-ck-Jyg|
on SQ.P“"&M bey AS 2007, The thu:ﬂés
Uge.ra Si\/@r\ on a P}e_gi‘ o-f PQPQV&nd
+hrown I n+o -Hnﬁj&f | ce ||, The charges
were 2 counts of Secend cle,jree murde v
and evne Coun+t 6 O;jSimLUCH{CQ— bCL’H@"ﬂa
The Charges were from Do uLﬁl-CLS C‘iown*Fﬁ'

R AN Sa S Lawrence. KS.

/5(



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Tn maj o+ 2008 Gase Mo, 2007- CR-07 was
taken 4o +frial,

A+ fr/"a./ /Vlorﬂan testified ﬁ.xlo/qininﬁ the
e Ccident +ha+ occurred and ho w ;4
happened. (R. 476 4),

—Tesﬁ‘moﬂﬁ was ﬁs‘vem b\LJ a S+ate *H”ooFer

and evidence of +h e accidein+

Morj&n‘was \QOLU,\C‘ﬁLU\H\‘j oﬁ'.-p(ee"‘n‘j and

elud w‘”ﬁ in MCLj of A00% and was Sentenced
1o T months but had
Mon+hs mjait |
This put a "pﬁ[OI’)jOY\ I‘/(orjc:Ln\s record who
Pre\/.\omslj had onl}j =~ Misdameaners
The A"H‘ornej Lor Moy "
&N Compulision.

cdraqclﬂ Served 84

ﬂah EpPpPealed +he case

/G



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
A briefof APP{llﬁd ) Pclﬁc‘i A,

On Qpprox)ma.%e/lj 145, 5ept. i1, 2007

the Kansas 1 ,‘j h Ldaj Patro | cendral dis /Dca—fcb
puwtoutan afte mp o locate a vehicle
that was involved in oo "hit and runaccident
Wi th possible foadalities (R.v, 7). |

The Pf‘C-KQP had extensive Lrontend damage.
and o bvoken windshied (R.V 7-8)).

paﬁe“ T o€ +he brier |

The fac+s PreSen-wLedaJr +riol cjear/j revealed

that +his eni re Situatton was one +hat

+th e dfi{emd&n+ Created, She was involved
N a n accident in Douw

Sc.e.mt:,&nd

3'] aS Couu'wLﬂ) Lled +fhe
wa Sp®~Hed b:j a. State +roc>/)er
in OS&SC Coww*ﬁj. (R v 7- 9 The. trooper atHempted

+o PUL.“ her over 4o 7nu65+iao:he, her Po+en+§qi

\\nuol\)ﬁlfﬂﬂﬂ“l“(\h +he Douclas ¢ o L+ acc?a)em"
N 9 4 )
he defendant re fuSed Yo S4e p-CR. V9
)

The Veferences are Hom the +rial held in

17,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE lPETlTION

OSCLS@ C‘ocuvhj Kansas --%v-—@/ee(nﬂ and
e[uac(?r\j\

On Maj RO, 00 a_ SherifF Pickec/ wp /\/Iorjan
-@mm\joﬁ/ i'n Lljndon/ Kansas and draove her

+o DObLSICLS Cou.h‘i-j Kansas for Case 2007—

AR -4 5 /. |

onN /Y)a.\j Al, 2003, '

The +vrical beja_n N Sept. &OOS’) /yeqr‘cz%r'
+he accident

T?’)f, Same evidence and Jestime
3:\(/644 o+ case, @007_4/{‘9\07 as +he 02007
CR-/Y95] case .

Rameona Wlorgan was hot +old bj her A%W’)ﬁ
., RC)FK ‘thCL‘,‘ he as ~~(—5Lk,“nA C{.Y‘LLjS,,

The %//ouaj‘nj oCcurred at Hial

The video +ha+ wa s %a,'(@,m /n OSac e sz‘.u’z'ﬂ

dJ
ot Ramena f"l/lorﬁam and her O/aLL hter Sabrina

Cublted and Shackled was P(aﬂed ot trial,

/8.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE .PETITION
A 91l Call +hat Pro ved Mo rjam‘_S' +ih ﬁorﬂ _

o€ the case was lef+toutofevidence bj
trio| Cownsel,

‘Bf&&ev_d 4€<§+/krnon was allowed of vL/)C toman
With the Stop pole whe was Sueinj Mo;jan"s
NS urance aomloanfj, . |

A Turor did whoet he was inStructed neto
and was V'&/por-/ed to the boili££ Who folkl

+he JLLC/ﬂ@ buF /”)0‘/”/1?/’3 was dope aboui
I+

The i’:)foéﬁ cu~tor kf_jg% mqa/k/’/qj 3,/053 and
ﬁ/QS;fam+ Co rmnn GVLVL_S"

Trial A‘:L—/;ornﬂ\(j OLc/m/'%jL'ed he was '%ak/‘/”ij
OXjQO%/WJ Mor'ahfm e and othe,r CJ/VL(jS a nd
hood /z"f’)é/e S‘Iee}p, -

On Sept, T, 2008 /Wo/jam was -v%ano/gql‘/
0t the charges and Sentenced +5 120 month
117 mon+th and & mon+ths £, a LoAta )/ oF

35 mon+hsS 1 n /:DV/‘Son,

s
~

/9.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

/{ccorda‘nﬁ fo kS, A. 23-320a C/’\QFﬁcS can be
joi‘ne_d 1.

) The crimes are Similav in character
3) Based ©on +the Same +ransaction or,

3) Cons+i+ute Pm+5 of e Commen Scheme.

No+ Qovr\Scal;C(a‘Hnj CasSe AOCT-CR-207T and

CaSe A0O0T-Cr-dg| affected dhe rights of

Ramena morﬁqn cend ’Dz,cF herina hijh@"

Sen4~er\c}‘nj 3r id.

Accmrdinﬂ +o K‘S!‘A' &/?SHO Eftfec+ ofa_
\w

former prosecuwtion,

A A pProdecution js barred i€+he deLeindant
was fLormer|

b ad Y prosecuted r the Same. Crime
aSe

. . . J
LLoooi/l +he. Same. ‘CCLC:I-S, /\CSLLCh
P\’@S(ﬁ&bﬁ‘i‘or\ >

RO,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

b) A prosecution is barred i€ the deLendant
was Lormer| Yprosecwted for ad; FPerent-
CYIME, or for the Same crime based wpon
difLeren Pac-/{-s, £ Such pros ecutione

‘) Resw-{-ed in erthera condjetion or
OLC(LL? “{—‘FaJ

for a Gri

an
and 4he waSeq u&h'f‘(OVOSC’—C“‘UL}aO s
ME Or Crimes of which ey dence,
nas been admidted in+the former proSecution
and @h'a‘ ch m;ﬁm have been included as other
?,OLU’\"’S in +Hhe Com plaints }nd?a’f‘men'f* or
fﬂ-@orrv\ac-}}‘or) Liled i Such tovmer PI”OSQQUCH\O I8

o Y‘ . N N i
{ U;L(z)d\’\ wWhich Hhe State then ml‘\cj/'n" have
eleq- - i

" to retus oy Was {or a crime cOhich

Same. Co Y\,d LLQJi‘j unless each

not consummaded When
+rial bejcm.

al.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The @5@3-& Co UJ;\Lj re lated caSe 2007
CR-207 relied on 4he aceide N+ tha +
occurvred in case 2007-cr-14%) for a
Conviction, The proof of +ha+t (S the
OSaﬁ e C’acuq\lj +a vac_r;"P“f‘/‘{“"’l-CUF MO “’"_ an
does not have. Bu+t does have +he copy
ot the States Appellate Brief {ncCase
PO0T-CR-2.071, No. 03-100700 A.

Ra.nmion a MOrﬁqn belteves +hat KSA. {2/~
5710 barrs f)rOSeacL%/@n 0Ff CaSe R007-cp-

/961 because of +he pPrevious Convictionr
of ease XOO7 —CR-A07,

Doub/e Jeopardy — Due Process
—_— 7

_J S .
State V. DumarsS 37 Kan App 2d oo April 7
2007 . ,
Reversed Lor do ub/t\jﬁé,pafdj -~ Due focess
Vitelation- pfOCé’_O/LLVCL/ Due /9,/0(,63&

A



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The mos+ recen+a ppeal Motion to Vacate
Sentence KSAGO-|SDT, R007-R-1Y8/ was L /fed
in the DistrictGurt of Deuglas County, KS
7 Judicial District,

The mo +fon was £'led bJ )"”CC{ 47L7L0/’/7€J
/\/cho/e_an Crews, who was hired /Dj Ramena

(/lj&ﬂs Sen Ericin March of 2019.
Mﬂ;@ré_ws wa_s told that there twas a | ﬂew’
+ime [imit+ 4o Lile the motion o Vacate
Sentence thatended April a3, a014.

Morjcun and her C[cuLﬁh’(‘ﬁr Sabeina fold
Crews Several| 4 meS he had Ho Lile be '@fﬁ,
/’\PY: l (’.’)‘(l Q\Olq

T+ Mr. Crews %outﬁth he. cl o(.n 4+ have +the
+me to mee+ that criteria he Should
Not heve taken Hae case . Mr. Crews
Could have motoned the Cowrt and
asked “or an exdention o +ime to Lile.

Q&



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

My, Crews was 3)‘\/6,»/\ CL((\*H’H.’. records he
Needed and UJCL{S +old bj MDYﬁQH +hat she
Was innecent of e C',hcufﬁes +Hhadt i+ was
oo accident

Mr.Crews did not+Lile the Motion to Vacate
Sentence wn+i| Pec.3 2019 and did not
LPLUL 'n FHhe Mo ton 4 a_‘;‘ [+ was an accident
The Motion o Vacate Sentence. twa s denied
’4%5 /D‘/RO‘Q\O-AP/D-amd/X D. |

Paj e(B)o + +h é District Couwiit-6£ Douj/as
Cocm%j ) KS ORDER Granding States Motion

J

+o Swwmmas; [fj denj /<(5»A. LO-15¢T Motion

| KS.A. 2619 SL‘LPF‘GO« 15T GC)@) 85 S'vézu[cc:fé/ |
the Distriet court's Meanifesf~ ,,U USHice
EXamination is limited Yy cOnS';*derffqﬁ

() whether+Hnhe Mo+tion ine ludes a celorable
claim of cctual lInnocence.,

The Fn’)o Fof actual innocence was +he

A



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE _PETITION
te st monﬁ ot +evee| b 3 Movacu’l and +he Q1|
Call chd' was excluded €rom evidence bj
triol Counsge| @rﬁ&w‘—&nﬁ to PUﬁ’ i+ in.
rﬂQrS&f\ was &?Po?rﬁed J’osgph Desch o
rep reSent her jn +he Appe,l late Cowrit of
Kansas 133 272 A |
A Pagc leHer was written 4o MY, Desch
@xPlaJ\n.MCj He entire. casSe and hew mr,
Crews Lled +he (o-i507 motion |
olso told mr Desch She was inne .
 F .

ate. |Y )o:jan

This wWas no -+

- putin Hhe APP&U&’k’, Brief
The /\PPe_l

ladte Court of Kansas denieqd +he.

Appeal 133,273 A on Arg 20,202/

Bo+h Pcﬁd /_{Hamej N&PO/GOFI Crews and
APPOI\"NLQQ/ A‘/*‘}‘or"me
repre se,+ Fhe )
C’,orrea/-#/j.

U%Seph Deschdlid ner
client Werqan



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE ‘PETITION

Marja'“ had o “’“‘"\j +o Ve.Pre.Sem‘f* herse |
in Fhe Court system with very lidble
léﬂcpl -e»aperier\Cﬂ, .

A ‘L,L)r '+ of habeas Coy pus ' the United

) ‘ | - i P | e ‘p

States D S st ret Cowrt for +he DiSTv WS ke
RcmSaS, Case 22-3064Y. This wWas denied.

Appendix B,

Appecd +o +Hhe Uinited S‘Faﬁis Courtof
AP P'C(LLS 2 O +h C‘) WCLL‘I'J") CO /() I’O_,dc) , QD()-—V”(D-CJ
APPQ/VLCJ P A

‘Ro_mona Mor\ﬂcuf\ Yo wo &ppe&l\? +o +he,
WS, Swpreme Cowrt B relie€ Lrom a_
ConVictien that Should nod o€ been

Mmade T+ das o &cc.}damﬁ and She
ha s SP&VV}L

l’b_&/f_(kf\g lr’\jCU I Otnd P"A‘KSC)V\
Combined.

Ab.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
mr' CVQ(_UQS D&-;Q‘ _ZAH"Ol’V\filj C,I |Cl (10"}' ///\C(Usdé
the fact of Movoams innocence or £ile the

Motion to Uacate Sentence on Hime,

M, Dece iy (,LPPO;H{;_Q\ ot torn eq did net
include {n +he Appel late Brief +hat LT
wWas Mr, Crews wWho wade the 60-150T
Wint m_alj ond dhe €actot Mo ri)ouf)\S
lnnocence, |

‘S;KOKO\O\S V. State 59 Kkan App 2d Jal-Dec Y
90&5'\7 Reversed and Remanded

E-Ce 4 ve Assistance o€ Cownsel tes+S

0 Couinsel's Pe_m%vmca.nce was delicient

Q) AS A resuwl+ o€ Hhat Pempiu’ manCe Hhe
Meoevant SuLfered /efjcnf /DreJ‘uLd{Ce.
There [’)a\/‘e, bee in wqu.[=1l,-"'!3 le. inelective
CounSe.l re‘)'re.:Se.mefnS Movoan. A &Th

- Anend ment Violation.

27



Case. No. 200T-CR-198] needs 7o be
Oi/e.rv'u.me,c’ or Fat/efs-e_d,

Bﬂ definition o€ K. A AI-51/0 r#1S

a barred WFOSeCu;IL/D/) and Deowbhle
U’eo/m.fdj. !

Rcunona Mmtﬁan"s ConStirt af/{o/vae///”(l h#s
were Viclated 5 Amend ment, 61
Amend. iﬂfiﬁ/’l‘/'/ 77 Amend ment ) _
She has 5‘/36/4% /'5—f ea rS /‘/\CtLKC’ﬁ/’&LJéeQ/
Lor an acc /‘da’i’z% and /s /anecen~o £ Fhe
@/’)cugas Cz.ﬁtl/’f/&‘/ her,

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

/ EQ‘-’WU';TU:L)/Y’L@/} i;j' (2
P

Date: S@/’)?L Q/) RO A
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