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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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _A_ to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ' ; OF,

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[ is unpublished.

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

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Xl is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is ~/A per inordinade delay granted

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[ 1 is unpublished.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

The opinion of the i court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is N/A, supryq

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[ 1 is unpublished.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




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Auqust 12, 2022

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix :

[ 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).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix . N/A pec inordinate delay

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

/A

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).

Z:



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
MH\ AM%O\M@V\‘I{ R:gM Fo Due Process of Law
(oﬂ\ AMQV\C“V\Q"/\J' ‘Qtj“b Cou asel

U:S\ éupwme/ Coum} Qu'é |10

u.s. Supreme Cf-'kr'j’ Q“"" Io;"’\ r&'cvaz\"/‘ pa:«‘)‘ s+a'l<s £ \‘(a)a United States (ovmv" e

Apptals has so For departed from the accepted and wsual cousme of judiciel proceedings,

or Sanctioned <uch a depar%uro LY a lowar court, as 4o cal] for an exercise of this

14

C@ul‘ﬂﬁ §uwws@7 Poyver,

ns, Constidudion Amen dmend Fourteen , in r'ehv:.mf' Pox/*v‘ (5) : \\,.. No stote shafl make on

%‘A’% aV\\/ Iaw w)n,..k S)\a” abnidja J—kc P“«'v(/ejes or imm u,,.'vty'es of citizens ot +he Mh/r/&/
S"’ahS; hor s)\a” any State deprive any  peason of /{fél /a’!)u‘f'y;or P"”AP"""L)’ withoud

oum process ol [aw,

U.s. Co'\S"’iJ'uJ‘iOV\ AMM«J meont Six; S rele vand (,ar}cs): YT all eri minal pr\os,ec.u#masj

‘f‘“t acensed shall enj oy Hhe «mjk*.i, o be confronted with the witnesses o{ja{,\gl— Ai by s
anrd 'ILD /\4“ the qs?.';‘l‘qae,c of counsel fnr- his o’e/u\:e, ”

3.



STATEMENT of THE CASE

T was accused of various sew crimes by My then - seventeen year~old step J\a“jldvu;
VW, V.W, was a\Doui -M\ft—e weels 5"\\’ af ke,r eru\‘l-."d\\ &;Ir“\o\m{ .o\‘)’. .‘“\Q f)‘[mc..ep ..,-{-.f‘a'a] This

Was 0o child accusing me,
?o'(ot detectives ¢ ﬂtd'ec“ ViWes jmpossible and near-impossible <rimes. as nof what Yaef-
ually happomed | as did Trial ASA €T ASA") pary Fillipdeh, whe didso several Fimes, These
came detechives provided me with an alternative seb of more- plausible erfminal allejaﬁkﬂ:\S_
and +\\rea5fu\ed Me into aoalxely C@f\pessifﬁ to +hem. le-y c\\argec\ re per +he \\COI\pcsg’ymh,//
L\O\fvexla; Mese alernate facks SiMp\j were not the facks VoW, had alleged and did -
\xoiri‘i:‘/??\\da\!.w“s accusotions, A —HalJ VW, made no §eec:-9o accusatons reﬁardii«j
any exact sccurrences of al\ejec\ crimes 3 not even o manaer of alhgﬂg\ assault was
Cadduced Frem VML as do any count of He indichmad,  Tlineis” Cocpus Delreh Rule
doesnt allew police- fod and :>u§ae;¥c«m\-.‘q“7 uncorroborated Sconfissions”_to Stand .
and would have resulted jn Suppression. Lad\_ counsels acked and. had. VW, made . _

e pre- aurrest aceusations ok trial,  The Juny convictons were_obtained solely on
the policels atermate fact ‘confussion” dd (TBW) and « generic, non - specifre all-
ega‘k‘”\ of “intercourse” \>7 V.W, ) infra,

_ When e feidl ’.(‘mnscriﬁ’ was {3sied | V.W..fs _rej_eclrecl pre- accest _accusabions . _
wew franscrived into it | made to appear as i ViW, had test Bed fo such matfers; -
__even Houjk defonse ceu_r\sa\j T ASA F-"\"(ﬂh‘\) and 7?qu3.3«¢%¢ Edward_Buormila ol __

observed hew no such specific accusakions had been made by MW, of fr_(qf) infra .

When the court ceporter added VW pre- arrest accusatrons fo the frenseript, she failed.
‘{a wmove. the court offices’ objeckions, an:zjuw\mh/ admissions o\>5u~va4—{ms) _.ar\&mfm(j: mga"o'-

'\r:j VWS eae - Yotal Jack of specifies ,/cr«-’._mlv_\ql._{f\ciﬁml‘s_/ax act OGCM"f‘o}@Aqts_mc_a{/_C_jeJ_.__
rimes, Fimes, places ) natuce of an offense, manner of alleged assanlt, cfe. This Issuwe-. _
Oo'\\‘wNi'\j evidonce HT‘ ASA and Trial Judge is undisputable By $he stafe. and as such

Pt R



He Wardom never evem Aricd.
The teial court ](now.‘t\jly ollowed a case widh ne Jirech 4554(Mo,\7 o an achual ortme
Yo go dr Hhe jury cver defense objeckons and issued o fube dranseriph containing V.W s state-
 rejecked sex crimes accusaens added , and no Scontescion” al!eja-He\\s A~ Cor{,us Del i et
_ tompanisen , The —}m,\saiPaL Me.el7 netes Lew He alkenate fach Cconlession ” is Ln_.':j e leyed
o Hhe juny,  The 4etal judge alloved it.

_ AMfer Lz’mj denied ceiek on di rect appeal | T {:led my post convickion petition jn +he shade cireurt
courty which advanced i b Hhe second stage and AP Tason Sfrzlecki was aniginally appointed
fo puesut ™y claims, APD <trzlecki cefused fo advance my c(q]ms, and abfer 18 mondhs of
non- ackiviby; T discharged W and pusued cchief on oy own.  PC ASA Gribdn (wlo
alse sot sewond chair on fhe skates feiel 1lw~\) assisting | ead P'”‘W#“"‘M"‘W Fl—_ﬂ‘.r‘-;og Hhen Liled
a Mohon Jo dismiss [T-)'us’f. Doc. | -oxh 20IS Met, big. ond waived all wdl—Pleo«Aeol_ recond - basod

.. Issues 09__,|aw [I;-'s’r. Dec | - Rt chh/j for a0k disputing 5V'/".[90!<‘.I\j arguments aaiuall7 made,
- shering Hhe courk aviny Fom Jhe ol werits, evading the argumnts T ackially made, foilrng fo
ek o‘wﬂao#\( ar pac},_of-pzr&'\j é‘n\’, “M‘use7 40 m«%,.dc, PC AAs M\/rfaa\ waivess _?Mcezﬁ_

D Sealecki nej\er} of My meciorious Jegal mafters | a snchionable offense under Tllingis’
(e ot Puissional Cesponsibiiy. [Dik. Dec 2. This sibuation creabed an achial conflict of
2v\r¥eres+. The distrior court agrecd E)rs}: Doc 26 j‘”‘“‘*‘ij inordi nate c)efma,,_ _ _
T wes 3&:«&@6\ leate o amend Hhe ye}ikw\ Jo raise the falsified 4rial Feansecipt claim and
did 5o by Sugplomsddl Rk [Dist Doc | = Sugp. Bh e T s o remmoved From he el
couet and the case was dockeled in another courdroom PcesiJeA o ver \>737m|j¢ Ke,o\r\usly wiﬁ\. "o
_ veYie ner explanadin ’MT moten Yo subskiute Judges back o Hhe dric) court as Ilinois faw
provides was demied. T “‘P\“‘ red fo :Tuo‘je .Kw\eér hew PCASA Grill had waived all
. t5Sues of- recerd .aﬂ?\ adwiffed +he swmu’wof of my (ejal issues and. laims for celied
. tnder Tllinois ,}a\J [5% Apondin _E) a%adwﬂ,} and fucther explained how “Tr. ASA% _aﬁuw‘“‘"lf_/ A
admissions at Hrial | Tr Judge's ebsecvations and rulings infa, co*\cjus«'vely established ot
P/ 3



He ‘l’ria\ %‘ml\scf"?"’ had beun 'pc\]SiA'ZO\ and thal T was sl qwac'\"f'\j Pc ASA Griffin's respense
“b He SQfFEw~4a‘ Rbtihion. :_J'&Ajc ker\neo‘7 ordered ker-&; m&md and o ymu(o\:,,kim copi’e.so/\
‘\'\\4’« F\e a«ibtss‘ If\S'l’QGdl) C ASA Grf#)}\_ ;nifj':'q‘]zJ H\e, j(\om:l 4”\&“’@ Je,'ay, This was Decombor ol

2016 s

V ‘ ' Arpx: D ‘
T Hiled fhe inshant pebidien Em. Woc || and Tnordinate Delay Moton &;54. bec s‘j
in 2002, PCASA Goiffn Hhoa Fikd @ malion fo hove me fbund 4 in stabe court (T stil)

o demed wofhin skl wuct, meaning tinoble fo communizate @ The done. ol oicicj_iqc_‘udi'\ right ne->
and the dishick cour dismissed the habans pebdon withaut prejidice o be heard in Hhe state
coucds Lesl,  Abler N::j ™y W\ , the dishich couet amended ?‘-"Sf:llshiSScrl srder gnd_ultt Ma'_"tj7 )

) 3m~¥e¢i ™y inordinate ddm/ mehion without comment E,\,ls#, Dee IZG,] and He Po,J—sck o was
dockehed o be heacd o Hhe merits. - L
The Warden nee~ &Bpukd ary of the fhofual a”@a}ims condaiced. 1 Hhe inordnate Jdm/
motion jn any way whalsee ver éim‘;_boos- 54 7o ,Ha and_adnmited them all as frue .
Howoy . e Blond v Coliforia Dept.of Comehons | 20 . 38 1463, 174 (9% Cir (9)(Pe
shates retum must allege facks v when the states rehurn Fails fo dispute the fachual allegakions con-.

Yained in the pektHon and draverse , iF essenkally adwuits Hhose allogations)] and Ceishini ¥
Mckee, S2¢F.34 888 a0z (L% (ir. 2008) ("The pebiheneralleges in his petidion for a

wetd of Labeas LOCPRS. Hhat Hhe. Frose,cw‘a'. made Hhese remarks clurivﬂ openiry. quummk«

- TThe Respondent did net refude this Fachal allegation . Whem.a stode& cchurn Fo. 2 habeas corp-
us fe}kkdﬁ fils b A_;_;f,wle He {l«JMI all ejah‘ov\s contained in the petiton, it eSsenﬁ'aHy
odmits Fhose o\“eaa"'fov\sb. Mekee also specifieally dealr with drial franseript matfers and whad
Was and wasihsaid o tria|, Wher Ha‘c_@s?mdm# o\z.Jn‘+_JisfuchJ as. i the 1nstaut case,
he admitted 4hat Ho}.mvxsm’?{r wasnt acenrate,

The Warden's or\\j w}q\'v\er\‘\f t,cSqro\lr\j He inordinale o‘le(q7 WAS. csswé(c‘”?/ o demyrres
L the enidene, saying, *So whal 7. His rights wereit harmed because he can ge back fo.

Sjtq-['e,Ccursr,,/ /[ke \Narc)u\ ‘pr-aw\eo\ ne )Oac{’ua‘ (7! ;‘5_',,4‘['45 O'PA;N:\_/_ k(“o‘ wkakoe,ver. AS
- — . 'S _



’:U\Gk, the Wardon a.o\m‘u“eo\ a” cor\s-l'}he«\}’ ‘Paojrs n +L(, ;r\ol'c;\"\O‘[’C O{o(ovr Mg“km ynder Rland
and  Criskini . @Ld'. Docs 1F o) 4-8 3 1o ad B-10 et al_]«

THE FACTS S6 AsMITIED _ |
Amorg others, He Wardeon admifled Nt PeasA Gffin inordinately and wnjustfiakly

delaged where she had the now- conflicled APD Shrzleck: forced back onto my case fo wrest

Gontrel From me and fo folsely shipulate Hhat T cart communicate ($he post conuichion.

—Q‘;MSS Ss'ou\claﬂl undec ?@p\e v, Oweas )36 I/l. 2d 3zo (1?903)) and e/\lfsi'ed 'H«. LL\P

J

6F fwo state dockers o palsal, cecommend anlidness wL“)c Cof\cur.ru«\lfly dacume/\.#v:j how T am
ARTICUCATE | COOTERATINE | pleasant  well- versed in legaf mathers B pro se ,Ir}rjad—J and
~showed NO SIGNS oF ©sYcHosiso @gx. Deo--sj They Palsei7 cecommended unfiiness for oy
- AGREEING with Trial Judge Burmila's pbservations of Vi alesv‘iw%y_ and culings in part ) as ..
well as with To ASA Fillipikhs aogumends [admissions as fo same festimony by VoW, inflas. . . _
(pobody hos exen alluded fhot Tr. Tudge Burpila and To ASA Fillipideh are *delusional” for . ____
~observing  admiMing  and tuling on VWS frial testimony ) Uk wlich admissions and ob-_
Secvations T agree vegacding her detal ks#ano,\y) infa), The dishick court found thot the
above sfake ackors operated in unison o fraudulently conceal the false fransceipt From Hhe courts
in support of the PC ASAs invention of 4he “Fihness dismiasal “process, which they achioved,
and. by which she avoided merits review in stafe court. “The districk court found +he akove
facs —~ sqpperted and proved \»{ the inordinae o\day.w\o(—im ~- were [aordinate asd uguk'ﬁrally

Ac\a\{z& my case E)is-}. Doc. S 3 granked Dist, boc. 1z6] . The Wardeds m\7 qrjumq, to

e aleged lock o harm o wy right o swif} review , simply dide} denounce. any. fack atall. _

- —_—— m— — = a2 e [, R, - O c- —_—

___ _ DISTRICT COURTS DENIALS. OF ENIDENTIARY . HEARING AND CounNsel - - _ _ _ _ ___

The distch court indicated that i+ Knew the Wardon never disputed ANY factual alleq -

T



°‘+;°_“5 W‘l@fb \\e c:lév\ico‘ an e(icleu\‘]’fa Lewirﬁ .and APFoir\J’Me:r" dp{,cuqs¢’ 6?\'}1"‘?17 5i5""boox 135
L E
ot 25 3 Dk Doc i5F af 32 5 R?/é; £ C@;kﬁt«‘i’e mé\Aﬁ;mlab;l{H (“‘Keq, Co h) ofF fg,
? W\\eﬂ “'{‘\b -f(‘xc}s .O\FP/.ih.di:‘?w}’b.a_%L\c ‘pccleml _(‘cur%‘ in LG\LQQS M_S" _Loloj an eVI"tJm“[‘l'n.rV Le.al\i\rj t"l,
fe a?e\ican‘l' did net ceceive o L) and ‘pqi.» l\ean'rj in stake court.” Simpsen V. Norris <4170

'E 35\ l0z4 (,eﬁ\ Ci\ll 260;5_3 ‘rw"eNS‘}'S acdus‘hce/ mgu‘!rz JES'}‘HC_” COucl' ‘{'o aP(aoimL couy\gel Wken
'A’ conducks _an ev{o\w#a!‘.j. t\wrié\j oo a t\abeas Pek-}i@n, ” Armsi'mg V. Kemnq, 534 F. 348572
. TP the Wanden would have Awied_/csis?u}vzd_ﬁ\e achual evidurce Presa&ed in support of the

?ﬂ\sipfcahm e wover-up, she would have set up Qenuine J«':se“{'ed matecial facks aad counsel
would have been appointed to inVestigate, gather evidaace interview Withesses, conduct ]\cavirj—ﬁj
&c.) Ce,jqrc\lgj. e LalsBeation and .wq“dmen-i-.} as the fa]slﬁmhm occncred afler the rial
- and as sudh, Fhe qaads cons&z-hh‘n\tj._ He Blsificalion and concealment nee Jwere. paw —pad's and no
_ \_.\ﬁqr’l':ﬂ,_ ner f&‘eskmex\uj. has _ever been t\a&._cg:\cunis-. i All we have.s the Warde's Jies Jo the
dishrick court 05 0 shat Phe evidene of faksiBcakon consists of mad fikely Ghest- weithen decisims
‘D\. Yhe .Wa!}dw\..“jnpm...*__E‘.‘__%}S_*' dee. {10 at 55 od (-7 5 cﬁ'aﬂ-_ e e
LT aqaim moved for agpodment of counsel i the_Courk should Find the RAW, wnadjudk-
icaed facks of e Falschicaton were dispuded by He Wardy [Disk. Doc 33 ], The districk . _
courk donied the motion [Bisk doc (34]. The dishich courtt repeated denials of counsel and -
. vevﬁdm‘l’..‘,a.ﬁ] .\.\eqr_ig\js_ andicabed .ke,\,m& any doubt Hat it knew the Warde, never olisputed. . .- .
the Blsifrcation of the dranscriph ot least huice — once regarding Hhe inordinate delay claim
and again foc the substantive _Foke Transcnpt /Tneflictive Asststance of Counsel (STACH.
elaim Ei;{. Doc |, Claim. One 5 Dist. Dee 5§ Dist doc 67 af 2/-32, of qﬂ,, [_Em Dec

(34__3 DIS-}_EOO 157 at al , i L o

DISTRICT CoURTS. GRANT OF TNORBINMTE DELAY FOUND THE UNBISPUTED RS IN My
_FAveR. | — : S
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EiS‘{’x Dcc S‘S 3I‘Gnl’94’ biS',', bOC IZC] - Aﬁsuo‘\’ a“ {b‘c}uq] Q“egq}{,op\sl SMPP‘"‘}'GCJ. W-l'# ‘}‘r{qJ-f“Mb\S-— N
Crip&’ ev{c\mce-l Mu\‘l'a‘ Lea]“\ &ocumeu\-“w‘-ran) e;‘ a,) were p&ﬁr\d " "’\7 700"“0" hy +\‘L6 c'l'sfrl’oJ’ court-
See. Tn e Fossum Hd F 24 5?-0.) Lzz2 <“A o vsdeick Courts -,a,’nd:'ngs op,pa'c{' .Musf'_ka__.)i_kehqlly. .

construed and found fo be in consonance with -‘J\LJ@M&NI" if Hed'uo\j. ment has suppert fu the ..
record evidunce, Thisis so evon if the -A'Adc’tis are net ax specific st defailed as MiTH" bede-
<ired f’) E?eq COA auﬂ. Accord \'nﬂly‘ e dishrich court found that the fral fransceipt was
C’J‘iMH\aﬂ.l Lkifred o ths cucrmb comdikiaq , Hat Hhe Pc ASA feied fo cover I’J'L(P by her invention. .
of the *filness disinissal ll{)roced wre, (R Hat condlicked APD Toson Stezleck! assisted her in

+Lo c,@hwﬂ‘%«ehlr)a'\o\ Hat hvo state dochers Le\pecl Hhem Ly pa‘sz!7 resm r:j_ unfitness 1a
order ko achiot the dismissal. [Oist b S grankd by ist. boc 12¢],

_ THE WARDEN FORSOOK. THREE OPPORTUNITIES TO DISPUTE THE TRANSCRIPT FALSIFIcATION

—— —
-

Doc. 23 ] whete she fiist didoit diopce the falsication and concealment, _She_Hhes isoued_hex _
answee where, she %,Aidn’} dispide Hhe Jalsificatan and céw-up..uv\dw He inordinate. de-
l“‘j. sue I_E)‘ﬁ)'- Dec 3| at ], Ske thea steered He court away from the evidemce
T aa)ual,|7_ Fr&%ew}zc\. wLwe/__s)\e, l{eo\_._r}'o Hhe J%J’r(,o} covct as do the evidmee T achally.
L Frese/w?ut Td of  __, The Warden possed aq her chances Jo o!.':sFque/ dhe fack Hoat
Yhe dranscript was falsifed THREE TIMES , and the dishick court acknowledged
J{L(g '\Qck of d(sFu'S‘e \»/ mﬂvsi-\J }'e appoi«s+' counsel +o ;V\\S‘CS‘)’(ga'}'&. wWith Hhe Cour‘l' cep -
oolr@rl_-kcia\(;u&sc) +rial prosec u‘ror) defonse cem\ge,\)_ obtain. shwj-mp(\:c evidence, -
. gudio tecoedings ..d"C«) and hold a 1(:‘“ and o c kea(‘(w Yo defeemine _this RAW
‘pad'ua[ Ma*f’er)_ B2 os is cequiced whew Packs gre in df_s(mla,_supm, _As_;ug‘\, Hoe .
dishid coucds vefusal of counsel and a_\vwri__ﬂj condirmed beyend  doult Hhad H_
knew, Hhat fre Llsification of +he ‘I’&‘&#\SCC(F+ WIS NeYer once in o\(s{,u‘{‘c. (Wkowu*

. The Wardon ffrs}' ol\a“a\jd fwka_usﬁ‘m/ inaro?/na%o_o?e[ay i_a pre- answes cesponse_[ Dist,

L S



_ _Wrol’a H\c ‘ies_ir_\‘}o ‘,LLe, ca,,\rf'sl. du\ial erdar '35 addras:sad Belew rej avd(ng -PaLm’caJﬁow aﬁ
S*l’a“’e"'w»\‘x’s r\o!’ in -H\& ’qur\sorip} s |ieS a--} ‘)’a 4ke, MaHU“ .I_v-e,)(eo' M) a”‘d‘a-j‘ion of ‘He

_ rial prosecuders .sjrﬁmev\‘]';,_e}c‘), Under Cristini and %, supra, the dishich court
Knew that the Wardtm admitted +hat the Foial transcriph was ‘m\mkc-\ally 3ross|7~ £ lsifed ‘o}f
_a cour reperfer and shakes aﬂ—o,.m\’ (s) fo overcome serious Frial /GPFea‘ problems pased by
_ . Tllineis” Corpus Delicki Rule for crimes that the Tr. AsA rqmj(eol)j rejecked in couek) infra-

- _..ACG‘?EJ"“}’Y,_.“}l.\&_o'is"_'l“ok court k'nowinj,|7 o\d\_)'udica}ed ‘H\é’ ‘w&m&z c‘ai'v\s On & “"rial ‘}‘rac\S'a’iewL
3‘} -)Oeunca wWas o JAke (W“e«\ }l jrcn-i'ecg iAord‘maJ'e, olciay),

THE UNDISPUTED FALSE TRANSCEIPT AND CoRPUS DELICTI ©lA/MS

el Th_e__-f’als_ho( Ca}"_@!\_.op_ﬂ“’f .‘P‘Ta“SC—fi\Q".ar\.d._.‘iﬁka_ cem{uc} ep_ff-Le._ﬁa‘]'e'S . ..Pr_ése;\r"ml‘lo«\. a\'{’
o ‘:}‘riq\_’ib‘ _\ae*}er_ ,w\olers}ood_ with_ Hhe “w‘:y ¥ the state peeded b do so . Tl 'J’Le"_eﬁ[\?.‘_‘t. —

o Aﬁsam\a_\ailf}rf &q_-.CQA_)_'._____ ——

R _ .- - _ . . - - — e e e - -

~.

. ___ THE DISTRICT COURT. WRONGLY G bES THE FALSE TRANSCRIPT/TAC LbiM . . __
o _WHERE (T REFUSED To DEFER To THE TRIAL CouRTS ORSERVATIONS oF THE
_ . TRIRL | TTS FACTUAL FINDINGS | AND TRIAL PROSECUTORS REPEATED Ab -

MISSIoNS THAT V.w, HAD NOT TESTIFIED 7 SPECIFICS NOR EXACT OCCUR-

e - _RENCES_6F. CRIMES, THOUGH THE TRANSCR/PT.Now SHows SHE bjd,

I _?QO)_IA__IHM(:FS_, matfers occu ering (n the preseince of fl\cJ.que_qrc__wL%A I

e _Fergwna(_Kr\ow(ufgc_ o Hhe couct, Hymes v. Tohusoy , 04 Th. App..2d. {7 (/.%8),_ -
. and wka,\ o wmatter ﬁa”s within He domain op(jud(u'al. k'\aw(cdjL) if_is L.eyoqa{

e (eq& e . U



L. \? "‘Le (‘CCI'M. OF disru*le/,, Nic/\:eHa V. Nal‘lavw\ -rea Co., 338 Iit, A(P' is9 (.’srb.'ﬁ'.

\‘M‘D. _Accar‘c];'agly, the —‘rr{a)d'uaigé‘: Pe,r‘s:onq/ obsecvations of +he Fricl cannot
- e Le c]‘;sphkcl nor 7%5}.;0»«@@. The Wardew never gven 4'4"(?_(; ) \Ig} He a‘fs}rrcir conrt

goqr\d COr\h‘QrY ‘}“ 'H\e, “’n’c\"jw\je‘s Pe(‘sca\a\ .OBSQNC(&(@)V\S 0? VW, 5 "'es‘]’i'\/\oh\/,

-0 burihj fhe conrse of YW 1les+n'mor\\/ +he E%ai'céj aﬁomeY ALSO agceed and con- .
e curred with Hat which He 4eial juc“ga oboserved. Defense o\ad‘w‘h'ons o v la ek

) of S;fe/d:ne_i-"r ot Heial were agreed + b\, Tr ASA E’;n;P#cL_. Te ASA #rsf‘ arg -
ued s

.\msL\e cannct jive us exac:f dd;'Cf) ‘]’fMS, and Pldces’ wLer‘c cach of
Hhese ads accurced ofher ‘H\ac\,..i-]' was an ev\jc\'v:j. evond Hhat occunced
Ve \feac_ovp, her. ,‘Pe_: Z:Q _7/5‘]____ e e

e §2>_7_'?"o_| 3'“,330 Rurti]a SP&C;‘p;O‘f.“_\/‘_CO'f\_C(A_"'_red.) per sana“7 o.\psccy_.i.g\j_ that Viw.
— _l‘.‘“_x ..h°+,. RES poac']f., Apros'x'rjeo\. sPeo{;ﬂ.‘.ci.}\/ s .

T T understand the Hhcust of the witness l.‘f‘eS‘}’I.ﬁ\onyj but +he defendant Is .
endilled $o SOM&S’:;J#’&HJ or ot least do +he extend 4 can be s»(r,f.].'g&.._ Se R

. e - _._O{'\_ ceurse_L'm qo‘}. geinj._kv.}‘&n._\/@u _wl\ajf. 7ue$‘§"{ov\s_:|">__as\_<0 _..Luk_I_%LI_qk_.ar}_q_______._,__
_ MiniMum \,ou‘” have ‘!‘b establish with this witness_ i} all these. events oce-

uered fa Fhe %ome,.)_sme,.p\m outside the .Loms.‘ﬂ\d"”scy ocarered, and if
she can narcow 1 down o .any pacticular dates. If she says.she caut
Won she cantd bt T do Hhink the defendant is entitled fo some _speciﬁcﬂ7
n reqards fo the nature of the occurrences .1 Bt I wmean if she cank do b __
e . She cant do ik, AL Jeast %ost_c]ucsh'oos need $o_ba o\Ske,o(...’_[R_‘ZlH_:/SS_b.-.bo_c.
— (a}_a+_25:l__0_ - E?eq. CoA_at _5ic_2€l_ ———

e e ,.._”_f’;'/l__ -




“Tvial Tudge Buemila 59eo:£‘acauy_obwm\ hew Te. ASA_ Fillipidch had never even

osked ; and V.W, hadk never provided ansuers to, questions regarding dates, Fimedrames, .
_places of alleged crimes  aor_speciflcs regarding the nature of the alleged coimingl ads.

Accordingly, since ASAs arquments are admissiens and Tidges persors) observations

canco} ke disputed, AS_A MATTER of LAW _ i specificily now appeacing in ViWs. _ .

dird #eshvv\orﬁ wes not whal ac}mil) was adduced from VW. ot Frial up fo +hat

. goint (R "f“% As such, AS A MATTER oOF. LAW, Hhe trial Pransceipt was ﬁ:lsﬁcdso

as Jo cordnin those Q“:scc‘ seecifics.

N

3%\ Direet evamination of VW, continued s . Lo _ _

@3- I\tc_askgc\_\;eu._a. series eﬁ_,quesko.,s r'ejar,o\:vj Hhe Pcuiuwc\/ Hhat +he

- St’-wq_\ _con_-‘.ack_.occwce&.._ __ e i

. MK.DELUCA* Oi‘s)oujnon ITquc, Foundation. Where, What, . . L. L

CTHE COURT ¢ Al r\3k+ Ob\,cd—iov\ —sustaiaed — ‘ZR TS -16)_Dist. Docr bF_ a'}_ZG,e‘i‘] I

'ﬁ-it\\ ASA haaﬂ\ qa\mﬂt& R‘} 'H\c o‘uesﬁans So pa(- ONL’ Pu‘}a.r\erj +° ‘H\L ﬂ(zqubnoy oc . = -
. *’X‘l\c Q”eje&_ SQ‘)kua‘._(,ar\‘*fac}’... T?Ta[__Tﬂel‘go ,qdam. obsecved that no @laccs ner what criminal. . . _

_fﬁfiai_o.&\_o\0¥,was_ao\o\uwd_-(:rcm__\l._\'\/.__._ i

Séb _f\wv\ ot bhe r'w',' on_ ‘po:- cl\rcc"ecl \/crc*(c} kcar\J\J o‘c-(:tv‘sc, co»msot So moved
bosed on amov:j othee. PN NS> He Pack that VoW, had ot Feskificd 4o any dakesof

___.___.o’rl\er_s?euﬁ\ cx.ﬂ__.‘pr_om,_ase_\l\_a'\d_*(\‘orwazta\ o age A (R los“s\. The Teial ASA

- OMI 0\“23'-3 oy mes “'u Osm}_}m\u- .‘Q‘“AW\&S OQ a”chO‘ Cr‘mmq] "(‘/{'SJ Gn Ioax'“‘lo’\s N~ .

- _o\.rﬁueéj i -

\
The wifness _stated if_securred condia ueusly _\;Y_Jr}_\c_&_#a\ola_«\ﬁ owh odmissOq

__“_a. He age of 1. He_ admitted_he had sexunal iatercourse with her. She indi -
O O O



) “soded she had sexwa) intereo uese. . The fact thot she cant remenmber 4 dabe or Hae.
ar ‘e MO S@g@fﬁfc :loesw“\' "Meon i1, ’ [(? |03'+>; D doc CF ot 23 a}oa

T TRl ASA e%?licr“\r ajrve.ﬂ»d that V.W. Kad never “’f—s;:ge,c\ fo ou\xf%kivx\s Mo e 5p¢c/|.‘p.7.o.
‘H\G'\ a \oa.\o\ c\o\im of in*ercow:xe.’ 10.ro~\ H- |6 years epaéa, No .—}(Me _ﬂm mes jNo_
o\o}eS) no SFec.'p{c.cr(mi.na) B nc(dads or pccurrences . The Jefal :J_?len, erfoneoUs _

L. _‘\1_&(/\(6& -F\c..-N\OHW\. \\};'H\Ou‘]f- Lo MMM+.. .[ﬂ“" was ne A;M "25*_‘”“!‘7 _q\ea,_cr_a'm__cj, L.

. 35 A e post ~Hrial metion /seq}wag heacing, ALL COURT OFF ICERS AGAIN

AGREED that V.W. didat deskfy fo speeifics (Hhat are now in her dired: testimony in
e f\-mt\scr'\pg $ .-

_ __ _ _ DEFENSE couynNseEL ¢

o

R AP I R ;’—K‘ASEJI

arﬂue,o\.ﬁf o the _-l-(me,,aﬁ. the motion for direcked yverd;ct _T\Cino‘_i_w\j_ e
du;—(n3 the testime Y of ,[V~.W.1 in Hhis m%&f.‘j_ .'pr.o.m He time shewas_ilbo iz bo_

Decem'ser of 2066, with He _last andaﬁm_) she was. .he,‘,’l.SPcc’ifPl"-_ui_qfor\._GI‘OSS_‘ —

_examinaton she wos unable o articulate. ary s?uispl'cﬁ’.y m.v.[R.. HD‘]] e

L_ . _ T®RIAL ASA FlLLppITCH 2

e"n\e &e‘pmo‘av\']' did kskp\,__.,’v some seecigcs ‘ (,wk.‘ok is _Po&,enﬂy_ untrue end dees_not

evist in 'H\e,_ _-|—_rm’.\SC.ci{A‘ nor D\}b) Yo Bud JTAJjb , Jus4' because she (av\"" Come Yp

with specifre dates, Himes, and exact occurcances of this —— of the offense, __

dont make it (wvro?n,(‘ Yo insteuct H\cdury " ’ B 4{z .‘) D.dec._|_ :Pe.t_’{?cp\r.ld’_qf —

-

TRIAL JudbgE ¢ _.

e _____\_T‘W; _#aui'_&k& s’.\\e V\.sclr,im's__{‘cshmof_\_x._ m«'.aH_It\Ave,_comc acressS — - ql\d_sl\e,_m?j!\*—_‘w\v&,____f —
- L\Séct H\L weord ‘H’\td’ H»e ahm Laol L&COMC rou}-inc) a'sas .ho+ dis.‘lmdl').or;-.c‘e‘}'m.c} as



' \\‘I <heuld soy -,cro.v\ +he o,Li)i-k’ of He Jv\r\, 49 ASSESS her orecﬂfb”:'\% and WHAT
MANNER OF ASSAULT SHE WAS REFERRING Yo, ’ ER 14175 B Doe | ~ Supp- PJ’I &]"aﬂ

M ot oo esplicitly agread Phat VW, did nok bestihy o he specibres Cnow in the Iranseriph)
. 05 her diveck festimony.. The Frial Jidse  conenceed with counsels and Further pecsonally ob-
_secved Mok VW Lad not even idandified a manner o assanlt as Fo any count of +he indict~
ment, Trial ASA o\fguw' bow ro exact ceiminal accurrence was adduced from V.W. of frial. As
A MATTER OF LAW | Hheredore, Hhe Frial Franseriph is not atrue account of #he drial . The frans-
eciphis thke as a mﬁ’nraf\aw) ard the distrlet court wias m‘m'nw\ $o uphold the ﬁ—rql\,’udgck
personal observations and wncwr{vﬁdfrss of undéputed / agrecd—to Foct, The dishick
- court rebiged o do so-

_ _\\ 34"}_ ’ﬂ‘&_{zo”owivg are specifies that all court ol carss agreed were not aeorH\wM{v\,j Prom vw,
—in realily af Fria) (bold parenthelieals fndicate what Sspuciklewas agreadly mob adducedl .
o April 22,1990 (BATE), my bedroom (PLAGE), in my bed (PLACE), fouching on fop of
clothes (MANNER [wrAt /mmze /occazze,dcz) [R 682] (et a charged offense) ;
Touching under clothes (MAINER [whAT), nighttine (TIME), in my bed (PLACE), sha-Hy
affee “hospita ’_,/_a”eja]('(er\ _(WME)[-K’ ce3 -8_‘J (also not a charged aﬁﬁm,:e); My coon
(PL'ME>J at night (TmE)J )Y{nj on his ,LaokJ white shorts | dark shorks down fo mid-thigh
on knees, befwean tmy le,gs CNksz) mouth on penis GM'JNER/WHAT)@ 683 —8573
Summertime (T:ME), my bed (Pace), laying down, watching TV, weat back o sleep
(.MT‘C(KE) ) 490@{13 under clothes (MANNER>3 ora| sex ?zrkrmd on her (ManneER /WHAT) y
_ .legs locked under arms s he lets ge of her 5 Ingrts ‘PMJe/ info vagina. (NATHRE /MAMNéR)) mak-

e io\_%e,gm\iv\g_(_T?ME_/WHAI)J et fwo Babies fa Jhe fub of Wo:}u*,. Jaid down en his bed .
(P_LAC'E/NATHKE), with butf "“'3""3 Om.) VGJ)MA‘ sex (MANNER)J a few months affer ‘E’:gef‘
e el B} p.d-.f'_l‘(' ..

jv\j her E‘M(NHAT/NW“) [f'{ 684‘72-]5 Bo‘““:j kab«’cs‘) 56&51\5‘{’L€M remY for bed .



) ~rafe (TIME>} Was Joi:y an [l (TIME) E? 692‘96;7)‘ Punished with Forced bla_wd’o.bs,
which means Penis in mouth (/WNER /NATVKE)) ‘{530 + dance o’mi‘i':g Sephemore
Yeor (Tune [ paruge) [R Tot- 16] 5 ab his bithday hed ask e c presad (TME/

NATHRE ) [R 7]

ST of Hhis point that Hhe fest objectton sccurs (R 74—, supa), and TRiadd ASA admithed Vil had
. never provided such “specifias ” of Hmes, places , efe, y-and Trial Tudse personall y observed Fhat

rone hod besn established by he witness, the Tral Todes FIRST observadtan [Fachua] Lirding -

20 The fetal %ar\scm'# confinues z .
\ vee his room or her tcvom af +the house (PW,)Z_};.WG:L’ In +"6}"fo\j.roo~\ (PLACE)

around 11600 o 12660 of ight (TME) [R 716-17]; Tox bed (PLACE), hett oy do wake
Ref, hed ceach. under the blankets.and douch hee (MNNER/NAWR&)D-.SK&J__:PoUcw__enJeo'_‘S__ _

4’& 39 1"0 ‘f-i\e ’."vivj room <MWRE))_$8)‘~ would las*" a ;pew minu‘}c-s_ and S‘\e'el_jo_kmk_;b_\)w\_ .

(NATUKE), w‘\w\ wa’rd\.-,g_"rv, in Hhe ’a’v-'_v:? Foom (PLJKE) in 2004 (T’]ME /DAT.'E)__,_,om‘. Sex —

(mawneR) [R T171-63]5 A H yaaes ofd (THE), al) alleged crimes ab he house an Mo -
Camecon Ave (PLACE) [2 7! ‘?j; sexua) inferconse (}WNER)) he's shanding shes on
bed ; pillow covesing hee cwn face th({‘tj Laddbe doe (NA‘H«(RE/ ﬁ"d)_,_dur_(yy He c’ay.
L _.(WME>; sexue] intercourse (MNKER) December 06 (TIME [DATE), ab house (RAc),
contersalion, in fhe computer coom (PLacs) R mj3 during track conditioning (TIME)
in 4he evening (‘WME)) shdd come home (PLACE)) hed @ pulled houmsiri ng cﬂun’v\j the fal
(TIKE), he ok ofF (s pards apd bad sexual intercousse. (MAuNER /NATURE) | he rapes

L(’J‘) e\jacu]oc}es ondo Fhe moog she camies en with her evening (/\/ATHRE)) all Yover 20°

g”e ed SeN cprimes now (n 15-20 minufes_mc}er ijol (T(ME) _E\S}mol_cﬁ}‘gc_\s‘)e(.—

{:pic,s./Q\w\’a [bubec 67af’ 25'23]// L R

pfZ4s . o



" Ash arjued how Vi wasnd able b provide. «L(mes, PSaces/ dafes |, or exact occunr -
emees oPa criminal offergs, supra.  Trial Judge Burn!la persenally obszsved +hat no Spec-
Pres came $orth Pom Y. os Yo places, what alleg eoH7 ocwrreJ) +he noture of the cl\cnjed chimes,
and aef evem a manner of aﬂageo( assanft (Leymd a bald allegation of indercourse”). These wete
not Fluke utferances — they were continuing pecseral obsrsations of the Trial ASA and ~Trial

:)aobe,) Hhat Hhe swe,q.\a distiet court are Sound do /musl' delr o s (‘espeA'Nefy, The faal
_ proqouv\cemwjrs of 4heie observalions came AFTER THE TRIAL WAS OVER | AT THE POST -

TRIAL moTI1ON /SEA_JT_ENCW& HEARING [é 1409 - 1415, _sup/u]} and the distvet court
was required Jo deferdo Hhe Trial Tadgels pecsonal ovservations [brndings . See Mivanda v,
Leibach | 394 F.3d 984, 998 (7% Cirs 2605) (*We presunc ot o shafe connts Fackal BB
F eterninaticas are correct’ ) 5 Vasquez v, H://u—y 474 U.s. 254, 258 [0 S.Cf.

Ak (936>( Foctual determinations LY stete courts are presumed correct in federal habeas pro-
I duoﬁi_vtja:e >, Under Betzold vi Jones, 349 fd, Appx... 295, the ral duo{fw: :C'Aa'f/ys._. are -

. the law. of He case and must be upheld without Fhe proper clear and. convineing. she wing Br He
. Warden Hot bis Q',\Jhy) Were wrong . “The Wanrden made. ne SAowi:y @4006/ I138at. /4‘/4;7..

38) Tf, Warden dide? add e Hhe mends ofHe claim . She overlooked fhe e menths and
- ishadizgly [lied] fola the dishrict court < o
Ruther, peliiser moved oo o diccchd verdich on the connds alleging oFfonses
ogainst V. whan she was eleven yeares old. “ B boc 31 av 21 ¢ and , ‘Wer did
the proseentvr concede o lack of evidanee o(uriy c_/osi?j.qr(jnma\;/ ’[l: boc 3/ afzé]
The Wandau clearly neven dispuced He claim T c.chally macle, supr, but fosd e clistrict count .

Hhat divected verdict was anly fo 2 single year alleged in Hhe indituent instead of Hhe ix of
. 58V years | and a complete fabrizahion of a Concessian cluring closing arguumads « IH5 @
 fake. TH a ed berrfry Er Hhe Wardon.. T alenkd He drstrick count that Fhe War . .
den orerhooked the H\w7 of the elaim I qc!z«q//7 made and thus Waived iF as menifor -

p-13le _ R



» lous é.bac 67 at 21- 31-7 TRe distniel court refused. fo “Pr’y wajver AMD ~bused Fo
G,chz{* ‘)° 'T_':l'ﬂ/ Jaolja'é OE.SZZI‘W'HG'\S CMJ 74"40"',3:, .77\e d/sv‘m’of Ccu»f* r‘cASed :‘c 64’4:{
- the stofe fo Frial ./45/.1}.._«!;\7,« ma\%:/admissicn-fj SupM. . -

) 3?) The ofistict court held 2

“iias peither He prosecdor norjudge. ‘admited.that no specible allegaticns wene
- . . 0dduced at Frial Doc lat-b, Seurlocks submission Fhat. #he feanscript must
have be falstﬁ'aof is baseless /[é) Dot. (57 at /'ﬂ
The aistrict court ruled complefely contrasy fo Tilineis fawt ia that Trial ASA% frial argaments
ace specifieally admissious under Cruz ,supm, whon reﬁmanj "Doc |at 6 Mso . Tudge
Feiserman culed coxbracy ko Ttiingis law in thal the frial judges personal obssrvatrons ob the +rial
Aestinony are indispudable, and Trial Tudge agreed suih beth. state_and. Arial [ebonce]counsek
in the context in which the observations. ywere. made.. ~ adjectton, motton Aure ol trecked verd toty o .
G0 moken past hia) The drial counki. offleers were. ALLin specihe. explicit apememant #hat___
oo VW had NOT procided any specificity asfo dates, Himes places nature Rcopses, mannerof.. .. _
- ofhnsas and whet VW5 blun s from i~ (6 yeas of age, supra. |
40) The dotit coul already found that Vil did NOT festily Jo the. specifiac fhat deknse . _
e _counse] was .qwc}ﬁw[/r fry_n}fg. o dicit fem ViW, on cross- erami nakon ; Sapra . .E)r.jfan'fmj _
I He inordinate delay moticn , the drsiet court ﬂlpeq4/ found Hat PCASA enlisted the help of
SHer state em ployees fo canceal the falifcatiny crimes From the new Fost Copvickeon Tachye, supry
- _L_y He Paudalent Frbress dismissal /,erwcs_ FCAM inveuted and with wiel- docurented
el ccommudations -oF o by states dockors (noce b which was ever challeaged. by
e Ahe Worden _.w/xa/soeva‘>,, “The disrief court _cednsed. to. app/7 waiver 4jaz’nx7‘ Fhe Warden 2s_._
Jo Fhis clarm . The dishit court refoscol o uphold e, Frinl courts persamal observatrans of
Vil s achaal Fesfimony; and cefused fo bind He state fo He Trnf ASAS aclmissions ax fo
g A OO



.\\SQN 1Lch"Man7¢ T rial Jb-«dje'S observations gee tanta mow\/ 74- an Jpso #ac*a m/,:\j Fhat ViWie

Frial Franscript 7LLSJ’:’MM/ is fake. Afcsrdmj/y , reasongble (}’am‘.x-fs would find it at least olebet-
.0‘(-’}7 wrong 'gr He o istrict count Fo .fg"w"& a// of Fhe above Mardates of +he lawy and find co m‘!‘dc?r . e

+o Trial ﬁdje ZUrM;/Q.'S‘ unJiSPaiabfc Wgnsa«\q/ oeLSe/‘Vq'A’q,‘g' of 1% 1[es11/many. T ask the Court
7% w"h's' Hhis claim 7Qn appea L. TR }N.a/ /m«sm',o} was r[«’a)s:’:l}ea/ as q ragHer mo./m/, z

@(C@Am‘ 22-29 Slg. _ : e

M)/ &JI’HCS'I 7@!‘ q C(.r‘;ffic:wlc af Ap,geq/eﬁ(/i{y continyed 3

THE DISTRICT COURT WRONGLY DENIED THE I. Ac/coRPas_ DetLyert CLﬁ/M),

LGNORING MY UNDISPUTED THEORY_OF TLlnors' CORPUS PELICT! JRULE

— = e —_—— e _— — —m amm o —m . = e — -

_._: 4 D__—I'L—n__‘aa'afi'/ian 710 Hhe _71.1)601‘.7 7(‘1\0.74. *Ae.r)fsﬁ?t:c)‘. court cites 5 the "I did.it  fucet o Tllin-_____

— OiSl_ .Cer.pus. Ddic}«'. RM,L, Inm’:ea’..anof*er ]’Aeo7 74’0_ f\:/n'ca/j A.nder_,#c. r.u/e. _ﬂ(_c}_i:/'rtiﬁ A- -
_court _co»\p.}dg// zﬂjnored _fch_\PmC»Lia/ reladion .7'('55'}’ "Heory cnd }-[e_ \anijfna Voo © . _
‘H\eow ot T raised f‘cjardf'ry_ He states \con‘fes‘sienl E):bsc.. 6t at .105‘1“1 c:/—nj bdbesc. /-

Bt Roply of 25720 ebal cibing Pt R okt 0. bl | _

___\ 42) I_H(nO(Si_Co.’fFusu_bcffoH Rule }105 iwore Fhaa one provision and 4he distrded court Wm’{j"/ _____
hed Hhat Tlinois courds wouldn apply Hhe vule in ray cas t\aol_couuscls aeted . __Afbfjl’ca:tx'oq of _
"H‘C rule is JCMJM'}‘ upen, stabes evidence .ot +m'alJ so _1/-;» pucposes of He claim J_I‘/A[_N_o WAY. . .

Concede THAT VWS TRAMSCRIPT. TESTimoNY WAS ViW.'s ACTUAL TRIAL. TESTIMoN) . The
o '}'mrsm’ﬁ Lalsidred MW, 5_ ,1[(,544' Mony__ds.4 MaH’a_t_eﬂfq.w)__sufm._,’T;.-'_J.ASA .qrﬁueol_tw,w Nevact

e ocurrtneeS of criminal offmses _Were.pot_adduced. frem VW._of #rial,

_— _“..p-.ﬁ"_‘f_ U



\\‘B> 77\4 Wardw\ _waived -Huse, Mer'r{S for never dl‘S‘pqu'r\\? ‘H\fse ‘”\Lor-ias .ir\‘lb <ovnlv~o VQS/ E‘b"o’ CF
of ,IO'?:], PC ASA waived in skabe court E‘boc« [-Pt &p/y‘___)« - |

- - - ——— ——— ——— [ - e - . - - = - & . R

N ‘Fb Tn People v, Wiﬂ:vgl\amg 89 xi.2d 352 ;5% Zif, Dec. 917 (/9492‘)J Iineis Supreme. Courd Le—(o( Hat

Hhe pradwa'_(e,}a}.{ag\ of He admission fo Hhe 30Verhmn-fx' case, rafher than ifs Hheorel: cal elattan to Fhe
. Cfe‘g'm'n‘i‘ec\ ml 'He :#&0@\;& is ‘H\o. cri-f'.‘cal 7"63)' o)a f‘d{abf’i}y 030 an e)dn\ -Judiciq/ cou‘ﬂcssiau . The feq/e.
. __,S‘)'QAO’S_ T}b_.F(?,V(MJ‘_.Sf‘w}'c MefrfS -A%M. <0M“,\j Lere ,«,'_l\b_-l'm’e/\_ mo‘ﬁxd' —H\a}- ofo _/\o{- .C‘ms}—fﬁnﬁ ‘a c] eanr te -

_ Fleckion of his past, " Wi”({\g}xam. _ . o
‘\45> AIH\ouSl\ Po]ice defectives ar\ljina//r ol enied Prou(d:‘:j f’h&i«n@rma}fm on Fhe DY \c@nl’mM: lc ad.
- .Ja}'ec%'ve. Bofm..f)‘Leary eyef.'c.’.#y ad mited -H\aHg Laol L, -/wa, dene soJ A’clly cm/}m/y m; Suppression _
:\ earing '1’5{’1'”0:/\7.} ar\c\_direcﬂy_co:\1‘nadi.c{'i::9 his own O_nu_“&_po/)awivﬂ_od.m’sst'on._vas_MaJo_) Jjudicia S
—. _‘594‘0ppe|_ _?mvm%__l,.‘m_fprom.rcf}cm,-knj. l"’ or disfu#nj, H‘.) Qas. Hw. _S"’a.}ze . caqf‘L P /mf _sd_ﬁus-}__ay\o{_ /aosc_. Wf#\. - -
___,__‘H‘_‘ _‘P@Hs_qs_-kh_digmdcs.ap_%ke-momo\{aﬂre.:_ e e e
e e _\ & Bid you kil L.‘.u_dur.(nj Hhe course of that intesview H\e—...Varl'o.us_qﬂe\,jaﬁons_:”\a4 [V wl . .
— -..Madc._aju'ns& bie 2 . ) . e el e e
AL _chjwedfo\. . . : o — - -
o __ 8% OKay, so yeu Joldhim the various _H\f.ngs_you had writlen down., you_said. shesard ___ __
- _+A{S._amd_7‘"u'5__?___ el .. . - . L L L
Al T dold him whed Bhe. _o”(\?nhoms were | what she said had allcjedly %akmf/aca (K" 843~ __
/
41) [D-boc. 67 <t 80-81, citing diboe I- . R af 255 R, Reply. al 36-37].

- :@_A’ He_suppression .;\earlu& the same dedective Fold bow the discussion ineluded. Mime_ .
: —»————~-—~'P‘70N\GSJ.°~.j¢S of Hhe vickim, as well as where +L;r\3: Were LAFpmir\g,-w\d..sPccié'c:‘ asto.. _
] ______wl\x}jeok_p)acb_f_(ﬂ_‘iﬁ_—_la.o). At _Ahe Fime however | police disclarmed J.-c//{’nj_.m«.__%t___ﬁ___
. bvbk‘.éfmc(ﬂ(cs_ Hhat Dedeckive O‘Lear7 qrf}(ci Hr admithed fo on cross eyaminadion atfrial | supra,
e L



I\

47‘) T Rople vi Rivera, zoll Aee (Zd> 691 06O (Za/l), the court kda‘ +hat even "H\o.l\j)\ _a caime. _.

)

had uAclouHed/Y oceurred, and even H“‘fjA the details of Rivera’s ‘confession ” matched the cincuni-
stances qad defasls of the states case, Hhe confission still had 4o besppressed undeathe rule. . _
Hs statement was unceliable as a mater oP law hecause the crime Scene details. were sagjesfed A
_. hin by police on were available fo him [37 vanrious news ouflets, and the stated ofher evidemce fend-
ed fo show +hat he didpf commit the crimes, ‘H\emby ther‘CU#'/‘Qj the statements relia B}i.// as
& ‘candid cefleckon of his past. _ The source of He detnils was a critical Factor asto relia-
bl *y, a5 was stafes ofher evidunce fe«di«:? fo prove ke dicdnh commit Hhe crimes alleged. in the
stdel case, sexual assault and murder, Usder Rivera's Corpus Delvct Hheony, the hey was ..
rot whether a crime occurred nor whether his confission was corroborafed by stalet ofter

e.\lidwce) because both were .abw\c’anﬁy clear. He was unable 4o preve coerclon Aot rasisted

. Pa]i.ce,. LC\J done so. and +hat he didnd commit #c_c:r/mcs),.g.rj.o‘_'f'}mf FHe. ca_:\/éssi,on. was _nret _ _  _

- roberaked conflssion primacily due fo the source ob the condeubs ) dolding Hat becarse
_ the defails could have come ‘g*om_Po/fC¢ shggeshions. aad newspaper aML/_c/e:_J He confession . __
wasnt reliable as a candid reflctien of his past — L
) e, the sane prackeal ruladien dest as in Willisgham Lurtler supports aFuding.of. ..
_ ur\rc’(abih'#yl o5 the ceimes conttssed to SI'MPly _werenf_ dhe crimes aceused. Aat._o_‘/.m»] X~ _ . .
plicitly ol how hed provided me e “lovers +haory” that wank-onte He BYB, and His provid
C- 109wt on H\mujhou-f He entrre process, and NOT just for Hhe firch fon minutes as police

- PI‘&VI.ouS/y Q”cj.ed (R 84%» e - . - - e e . - . e —— e .-

THE PoLicE~ PROVIDED LOVERS_ THEORY  _ . _ . _ . .

._____“____.___-... e
49) Pslrece conremed Hhat H\cya ldl‘ovfdeaf. the DVBE Movens /a.Htgaéé’b\S,. %/@we,\mg

. ___?.43:.7»0 - o _ e e e -



_“ VW, 5 accusations opfl\er‘céd sex /Seyaal./)an/'s'[\ Mu«/s //‘es’fm:’.n.yt and rape ete. (WA/CA Hle
Te. AsA ;—-%)'ec}u/ as ‘nof au‘uql/7 /mp/:w\e&{)//n /’M)I don't corvabarate the Bub bnder the ,gm%‘&z/
o rclakon Fest. VW, never claimed any of the pelice /be aﬂcjai-rms fo be frue ¢

) ef) V.W. hever claimed o Lavcjumped o"t"‘?’] (aP) zn;i-;af—mj fhe aflijed con tack (’bvl.);
an vw, never claimed that she rublhed hercelfonts me nor me enfo hen (8 V_'s) 3 (7"7)»‘.“/, .

newr claimed Hhat we had a muhially pleasiroble sexual relatraship (Bus) 3 Fv) Vi,
e hever _clajmed that hersexual advauces cufminated in oral sex af IS"years ofd (D\:"_b); R
. (V:) V.W, never claimed Hat +Hhe al/eged mutal Sexual relation ship culminated fn sex-
vl infercounse at 16 years ofd (bvb)j. (V./Z) VoW neven elaimed that -H\ty WOu/.Jjo

b cach cther for sex whamever one or the sHer wanted i Gbvs) 5 _(Vflﬁ Vi W, never

stafed thot she stanted her a”egea( agqressions af.age 12 (bv;s)_)r (vi77) VW never
e _claimed that there were om__a“eﬂeof_SO“_IOO_./ewemaki?:ﬁ sessions. (DVD) ;. Cfx).pof,'¢¢, .
e _€Spoused these DVD claims as ‘what _acyL.ually foo s f-/acc.f.'_ ancl [{?ASA] F///,'P/kl,_ )
o _espoused_these judicial ryjechens of VW5 accusations no less Fhan seven Himes at
S ppreSSiON | (Sea-4k/4mmdmmf.0/a im MoWJ, ackqaw/eayjeg/_ Fhe inhecent frrean- _ . .
ei'lable incorsistercies [/:éﬁv&m VW accusatrons and_ Hhe DVA] (r 2.5‘031_ offacked  _

Hhe Dvp conrcﬁﬁm as Unreasonable (R /25'0>, and J'Ualfa’q//y admitled to its tnadmjss-

________ _ bf’«'*’y‘; (x) The police A’na//7 admi Hed af frial +o 14¢a//nj , an A therefore Labrrea /—ﬂk\lj.)\ -
oo _the Uncorroborated, " unreasonable” BVS a(//cjaﬁ'mf fo [m,] af infercogation . Inclu Armg . . . ..
- “Fime Ao mcs,,_/_agds of the “vietim as well.ac where Hhirgs were, AQPPMLv , and, speciftes

os fo - what feok f/ac& d (/? 79‘/00). It all came #OM p@/fce and as anzasoymbﬁr
- ncengouous fo ViW.5 accusafions, which te pelice and Fillipifeh refected as. well /)___K _

Doc, |- bef, ot at 25726 5 b.poc, G aof 16S- 1], . | o

. _ The. _Wacde ovu:l\ooked__ﬁesa Heorres of C@frus._bd(r—/’/' omof_.q(jal'n waived. _.Haf_t'(g Yeand
¢ssion " would have bean suppressed ane a diffrmt ountcome is /}'ke//, The. Wanslp, Waiveo{

p;%“u - - . . P SR



v v Hat PC ASA aived in state cmu«f). olse 67 na%d:’spuo‘/:\j Hese Heopres of (@Apu: Ac/faf,}

which stand as adlmited as merthorious n Tllinois counts [5( boe. GF af /o7—///_7. They
waived Hat the detectives admission.that #hey provided the details requices a #nc(rv
that the ‘confession” is unrefiable . 77‘67 waived that fhe police ‘lovers +L¢¢77 ! doesu
pass +he prackical relatien fest juxtaposed fo V. W, % Morced sex” Fype of allegubions . They
waived that Hhe states otker evidence (ViW.'s franseript #csh’manﬂ only feads fo exf-
ablish Hhat no crimes occunmed, isfra,_ and .ul.h'mahlf Hhat +le Dvbd confession thauld have

been SuPP”SWA o these j/‘nu»ds Aac/ coyase/s acted .

“TRIAL Asf’s ATTACK on THEIR own DUD EVib ENCE
. 50) Tl AS Filliprteh ottacked the substance of #heir lovers’ allkegubions (R 1256) aad T
caqreed et i not evon a ceasonable accounting of achal crimes. PCJ6A_waived that Fhis aftacl on
teic oun police-fd, police- creakd evideuce. was inkended a5 an asserdion :'l.a.#inj thed +he state . _
. Knew the dVb o contuin a fake confession [}b I-Del. P}, ot 25-2% 4 Diboc |- Feb Reply at
39, of ﬂ, T} adwithid Fhe shatce position sn He own evidunce - Hhat the BB contession was un-
worlk«, of helief , e filse, P Ak Plcn}ix‘udc of waivers for 0'"3(’“’[’1‘}' PSEUbO claims,
issues, de., are of [D.boc GTaf 75, cikny Pob Reply, po 501 (o, 20 5 5.0 1 (3
po TR (4"’, 00>; p-5¢ f1 3% (4,@ (‘M’ Grithn has waved f/d/ls,g"i/’/fikg declared.
He DB “coplession” unwor%{ of helief by a#acldv it a5 Unwmabl7 un beliovable , TL. 2 (ee)
P Hysupra, and Ms. Griffin canet oppose #aow), The Wacdon waived for not dlisputing Fhe
issues I racsed - that PC_ASA’s wajvers  ADMIT #c_./e,j al issue in a.Mmofan b dismiss in
Lllinois,supra. Although the Wardun§ arguments. .seem.n‘o_i_mpfy the need for explicit ver-
_ ha admissions of the Lakse. chavacter of #he DV, such is not the law,. nor was it ever asser-
Fed oy me (other than To ASE verkal adck at4sial). . Accordiagly, for not-disputing Y
TWO COURTS Tr ASAE atfack on fhe DI as nof reasonasle, Hhe state has adnitid fraived
L N



" that $he atfack asserted that Hhe DVb confession was keowingly a Blse confession . *Motions

N\

a{)‘j’(,c‘)'."ﬂ ‘/'o P,eacjfnji must Peiw" ou/' sPec.'E"cany ‘H\a de@&g cow‘?!a ined af" and the fa Aure o

. Pash‘.obfw#d(\f fo P[eno!"rgs in 44“3' mananer f&s«lh in wasver of the oﬁd'.cc,J-fans, ‘ Segql/ v,

Beckson, 139 Til. Ap, 24 225 (1985). * Defondantt defanlt resultein his admissian”
Wells Farqo Bank | N.A, V. Sanders 20iS° TL Aep- (/x*) (4272 /20/5') 7 29 @boc £ - P4,
ReP/Y af 33]

STATES OTHER EVIOENCE TENDED To PROVE THAT T BibddT COMMIT THESE ERIMES

.5!) VW s \\1((‘:'4/ ”qccusakanf ‘IL&\deJ }o prove #a—/Ia/iaf pot commit Fhese crimes:

o ( Ajai n, T Do NOT CONCEME THAT V.W.'s CAC ALFEGATIONS WEkEAJ'fZ;lTEREA
ANB | FALSELY TRANSCRIEED INT THE. TRIAL mnsce/ﬁ,y. L

PC ASA waived Hhat +he faI}ow/y were Pl\ys/ca/// impessible accusations for o}\oasf:\j _

NO! "D c)lbrn‘}t -”\cm £ _ . ) . ) - . I,

ST A () Vews ft.. evad was an alcjaﬁm oF oral sex m/:vxy]éul ot Mjln‘ [R .
65“/) "o o{unfj which VW, clatmed [lj was 0'7”5} on my baek w:#\..my chorts o mid- M:j A)_
. a’mcﬂ MY Knee (R 695), and sln(, was /'5/41[0 .koee/ down on +he bed in 10{-0«\4 of Me and Pu‘l‘

her mouth n my penis ) she simply complied and moved hee head in a babbiy mofion , and... . .

f\o“unj was said when +his wasower (R 685D Aside Jrom Hhe palpable impmbabihly afbefy
N my bed ot niyin‘ without Gwen noﬁ'elyJ V-W. could not have bem where she <laimed , doing

what she claimed. To be bebwesi Fhe /ejs‘ on He bed, the shorfc would havedo be doid, Mw’nj o

o speead He legs apart o hee b be betwean e she could only have beet on fop of his fegs
_ knuhlij nexd o, Bwey widhoud Gwev\.no#a’nj) bud Fhic i not the claim. TP Hhis were a
Frue evand, VoW would have known Hhis 5 Ahat due fo Hhe shocts her_claimis phys: eally
_impossible and Guwun would have seen all of +his _[B.Au I= fef. R ot 7], PEASA
wolied g5 jopesstble [D.bec |~ R, Reply af 4, ot 1l tal |
P o



4 (E:) Vl W' a)afmed. Jﬂ i\a Ve s”'ﬂ‘/&d ;)OMQ/_-,‘Q\‘,M sc,Laol 1.1, H& sSummer Lecaase, eﬁ//w} ancl f'AdvF
whe lice was discoverd , Gwen cleaned it all up ot once, thatsame c/d’)( (R 765 - 7&3~é’7j‘
76‘('5, V.W. claimed. she fook.a nap i~ pmy bed as it was Hhe "”/7 one disin fec%ee(j' desprte
'Hsel‘b never Leh\j a 'r[iMe wiHh ar\/y one bed du'sinﬁfatco( without Gwen af AOMC,” V, W. cfaimed
S}\e faw me Mas}urba#nj (¢ R.é%) buf didnd Ienow whether or net my ,om/s was cypazd’ ( R
49 />.» 51\: 4lal<med I jave Ler OMI seX az\d Pulieo{ )\er }'n f"\c edy&aﬁ H\L Eec{) 14 resfm:'r\ca)
her iegs under My @rms ; gnd lm‘go of her (i? 63?’”’)‘ She elaimed her hutt was l\mf_‘jf"j
of? He bed | as it would have o be , so as not o gef any blood on Fhe lSeJa/inj) which a/fc\ged//v
W&V\‘I' or\‘fo the #/09(‘ and not Fhe Beddfl:? (Rbﬁ?’ &9), V.W. said ke /;fja sf Aa-l as /w'd gbv.'ou;‘/z«
Rovve 4 in order fo penchrate ber vagina with his frngers as she claimed ., buf fajled Fo ex-

2] 5
.p}m'f\ ho w she didn} Al d«'fto“.)( fo Hhe -ﬂ/aa/‘ who llc a”egu”)/ /e,fja of her voo ITF a_]i,r‘/ in Hhis

L _posifion didaY have hen _bu-#_fully 'F“}‘#“' edjdaﬁ He_bed out to hen /aw,er loaol:)_ and was pea-_

_ . ehroted and made b bleed_as VW c/al'mdd/ ary Llaor:(j duc fo C‘lpi”‘h’?,, would ./_)ecgs,va’»i,/y_ ..
. _run down I\_er_ Lody_ancﬂ_.o#o the .beddiuj_ _and Hhus cold net mate it 16 G the Ploor. TF
__Hhis were o Frue av&w/) V. W, surelj weuld have feneown %Ad she je subjcc}_,‘fl? j.r‘a.vi*y

like #he rest of us gnd weuld have follen whem rc/ea:eo!, and Bwen weuld safte/y have
wondered WAY -chy weuld have beew af least pqrﬁ’a/// naked and her husband ha ving

. _ .Sty w_i#» A_tf cl\"/f’ w/u',la 5ko was a/JO a‘} /wmo c/c;am'v up //'_(:e, Gmn’ ,ma/:es‘ *”"J

Q”eja#f@" PL)!S'(CG,/I/_ fﬂpoSSl'bI(/ [E,AOQ /- bef:, Pej, af 7'603, _PC’ A.YA aq’m}'#dd/{’dl.v,?d
as impossible ELAM I- 74 Re,s// at 12 ; b, bec. 42’7

) ('fﬁ)__V.M‘s nex} 6{”(?0‘7[(0‘/\..!'5 o szik\a/ infercourse (Ro’?Z)H-L VW, claimed fo be Ae/,;iij _

badhe Hhe kids, claimed she agreed 4o have sex, she laid down ondo the bed with her buckt_
o hanging oPf, pulled down her pants,and closed ber eyes (R 604 -99). She claimed she
rembered ejaculate going all ever the £Floor and R;fm:fmk;';\_j._af’f_,_lo_./f)’n,'sﬁ.. while she -/“Y there.
with her eyes closed, She can't possibly lay down onfo o bed with her £u//'/\a{y('37 offui

o pa 24



" espedially can't do Hiv and pull he oun pants devn witlout s uccombing do gravity. The most-
shed beable fo do viould be Jo lean dgainst Hhe bed, but His is not He claim, nor is it condacive
fo sexual infercourse assautt. Gravity mevuds His vad From oceureing . ,Assm,*nj argucada
that VoW, could levitale 11 She stifl couldnt possiply see him erk off “and gjaculate all over %Lo .
)c[oo.- unless she could seo»f)\roajl\ her own epelids and Fhe bed .. [Z Doc, I - bef P.A, 7:7 wa
/qdml‘fad it as plysrcall)l impossible @Bac i- Rt Rq>’/ at 9, af 5 b.Doc 6F at j

T () VW doied knowledge of ANY specitre allegations ar Fime Frames, Fom (0,11, /2,003
and knew NO 4ime #ame.rl-o any al(ejed evends (k '-7/7—20}i and t\oHiry Spea‘f}c and ne
Fime frames whatsoever from age I1-1€ (r778) r‘eja»dinj hen alleged crimes wi YW said
in the years she picked up her siblings fom school, the bus schedule was Foo 4okt 4o allow
hee do stop bhorme finst (RFZD(*Q: Would you ge direotly b the midelle school From your
school fo prck p He Kide 2 A2 Depunding on vilad hime T gt ot the bus “)y and
. that she was on- fime. or yust can/7 lvjof Fhem . (R 7?5’)7 and.shed_call _Guwen fo_ czmvprq i
she had +he kids (R 776). Cwen confrmed V.W.'s known punctualh (R 127) and how
shed witnessed V.. gef off He bus and go shraight o Hhe schoo! (R 1126), and V. W. said
how i only fook less Han frve minutes 4o et o Hhe ks ;:f}oa/ (R#95). (i, kerself
established that if 4ok less than Five minudes Ho_get lwu and Hat she cauld only step
Rome , levp ofb her shaft, and g0 goab Hem | which meant puting her book bag and pusse in-_
side the housz (R745)), She admified herself that she'would get #here betor them or right
whon Fhey wer geting ot (R 793). She fiemly established hencheanolpy of eveuts and
Hhat Hhese evends allowed her less than Live minutes fo get off' hev bus ard gef b Hre school.
She knew of MO TIME FRAMES OF ALLEGEN ASSAULTS From 19,1} 12,13 years old

(R 719-26) and again no speciics and NOTIME FRAMES whatsocver From 11-16 (RF76)..
- 51\1. admitted ,-f.LJ she fmew NOTHING about the ,a.o//.‘cc} atter selool ,74'0\;_.74'4.M¢,J j.im\ fo

Scur.]ack Ly bcftcA'V& 02447; Supm' w W wes asked wio#‘w lur sfb/fr_»j: er [w

e— . ?,9'._25-___._.__



" mother ever avioke during any of the alleged ‘over 207 sexual assaults in beds wiH Hea,
(R 770) i On cediceck [T Ash-clicited | VW' new clain was Hhat #he sexual contact wias now
__in fhis_abte school e frame (R ) whn she was not home, Jone gethng hec sblings From
- sehool, and was on- tme or eaw/y. But row, VW, claived that 15220 minudes were avail-
oble afhr she gof o e bus. (T2 ASH Fillipiteh iz fudicialy estopped Hhom elicibing such contra-
-o?f.d'ary -iec-h'mony From V.W. as He exigeucies of e momant fc7gi.~e). WWE fotul ‘Over
. 20"allesed assaulls got moved 1o is new Hime Hame. (R8O instead of shen Vil was
10,1, 12,13,1¢ years old, efe, ; Speq'g’m//y adm'#fy that all Hhe prior accusatfons jn Fhose
- Years, ot "i?l‘f/ in the evening, dum‘ry he 0‘4/ , ckal, BIb NoT HAPPEA_;], "insﬁd of of hight
in bed with her mother (R T-17); or with her siblings in bed (R76) or in #he Jrving room at
. nightina #ny house. &l of peaple (R720) /ﬁ;boo I -Debf Rt af 9-1)]. Pc ASA wafved /
. .. admitled VM5 gecusalions werg impossible because. VW, cant possibl)« be at home Joting . .
- rapet AND gone getting the kids @,boa, Aot [

(D75 ASA Fillipidch. impeached ViW.'s impossible Jlime. Hrame. atter school [ endirely with
- Jolleon Manicha, Vi aunds friod anck VoW siblings’ feacken 4oom whom VW, picked up
the Kids . Fillipitch clicited estivony From Maniethy +hot stated that V.o wouldl NOT
S — R - Fime , but was [9- 15 minutes [ate once per week, Impeaching. VW5 fimedrame
_cow,khly.m. Fillipiteh needed an opportunity For me fo commit a crime and V. W, admifted thaf
_ Herewas none, By impeaching ViN.'s own fuh‘mny that she would_get Hhere justas, or
st before, Hhe kids 304 out, and +hat she Acﬁlq/)y had 00// about Five minutes fo get o 'He
. bus and gebfo #he schoo| [Hhis 1520 mincdes oy re direct Aicknf exist af Frial, see fylve Frmns
_ eriptefaim, supmj, Tr SA admitled Vi, was anwor#n)« of belief éa‘- Zllinois Supreme Court )
o hes repew/}, ierated Hhaf he ONLY reason fo impeach o witness is % destrey credibility, . .
- Rople v Bradord | jog Zil 24 442, 88 Til. bec. 615 [pet P ot /37] but sought convichons
anyways, (T4 fhis 5-26 pinute fime flame actually existed from VW, ot Feial Hhereld beno

e - p¥ a4

RS PR . - e



P mafertality in using Maricha as Hey did) ax PC ASA admithed , fo establish opporhnily [zors
Mot. Dis. ot 9] o assault V. M/), They exp//d:ﬁ/ impeacked VW fo establish Fime #qu/
oppartunity that specillcally didnf esist, oc is prechided by ViW.# accusahons .and by said act ot .
impeachment of ViWl’s fofa] ‘Over 267 allegations “abter scheol] clecfared Vi o by Jying ahout
all b, P.doc |- Db, of I-1z]. PCASA waived /aan:ﬂumf#amf.,e,:.,,,,g-
maf constitutes Te. ASAs Jodicial admis.sion that they Knew ViW. was /)«;;.7 [B roe. - Rt

Reply at 33, 12| ant st B % conuioh,

N (e) (l'XB o V. W heves CXP}OI"S W’\\/ ‘H)LY would LQV& J?CM in *AC /fVl'y foom a+ a//) Q%r TV ar_s'eym.} )
assault; since she allejeaf/7 had & coupl dezen sexual assaubs in beds L) a/_&m;// members with
& 500 -pound man without 4nyl>od7 np'h’a/_\j_ (K He-1F 7—70),. ” @Cf, 2t a}_lsj,

V00 Ve claimed o have besu sexually assauted o her fedroom floor aftur +rack conditoning,

wheee [T] allegedly remoud hes pants and Va;?imllr assaalhd..lwn(R_§‘2?)J_*f.’/\ot:7!s_,4i‘:f- endire _ﬂmf/f____ o

55 homme whon she would jy“mme Lom Frock (R 377 around (30— 4,245*(R_/a95'))_ yefhone __ _ __
of her gther Pre fami ’7 members ever noiced o +hi ~g ﬂfs‘alllja#m ; 189, was abandonced by .

o VW, admffh‘nj it false. I_Bef: Rt af s, at 12, at /37, -

—- - e - — RS

‘ <7\; ’Xﬂi}:.. the new-at ~Htial f;’ml evard s also b have beon quma/fnk/couma _g,—_mulf)

LMJ’ i$ now jn [MY] beoleoom d“ﬁi\j He olm/ (K 723 ‘2@>J_ahd.a.//fyed that she P“} a P;//pw

 over }m own -Ach and was never a)/tjcd at the CAL gnd never cx:'skJ} Fu?'?, e F////pf/e«/\)
atter years of diligud bt Fruithess intervions (R 318 =19), bt #he Final assacilt was
fo Anve beun fo flowed by.a theeat by VW. fo stop the alleged abuse, which was # have besn <.
e —in the ncamffy computer coom (R 324-30), At He CAC the Ainal gssanlt was in the evening,

N

e,

o M}cr}r.aok}.in.a house il u'/_\lotoP’&_.(R_?q})..lOS},1035),.qr\d. Has Hhe Hheeod would.alse have
- Lum inthe /;\Mn’ly comPu-}u Mom with a house full of peeple (R ?-?7>. J i H.remtém':f conver-

— e e e _,f-i‘f}-?' e



Vselion afhr frack in a house full e people had fo change. Then wonld have ben o family of wit-
Nesses (N‘ rea 0 A v Lnal cvmmt as Hhen coeated Hat Tr. ASA pdmitted never cyisted (R 3(5-14)0
. Thss allega#n’on, fvo, was abandoned why, TR ASA cficited self- co/\hdicéy testimony from V. W,
new alaiminj Hat al] ‘Oter 20° a//ajwl assault sceurred when VIW. je/’e/’f He bus gnd was gone
proking up her s7blings fan school, supre. [Bef. P 15-18]

L U5D) P shabels other quidunce, aliunde e DY statement doesnt beudd fo prove Hhat I conmitied
Hese crimes 5 in fack +Le7 fend o prove that T olidni commit any of them , Mnny of Fhe crimes wese
.aﬂcyad b fake plact in jmpossible cireymstances (ia my bed at night wheee (Guen yas every 03“ of
oyr redationship 5 in Jront of Gum while Euin was home cleaning up I1¢t iofestations behucen my
fcgs Meujl\ blocked by <herts acound my kress f@l\f next o Gw\] ; A“'l?‘@' Sur enangh off fhe
. bed soas nok b g alleged blood on #he bed, while ot falling 4o Hhe Floor when eleased, proveting
-~ assanlt § being able Jo soo Hhraugh He. bed ;. having o stop- and-ge o ash get fo the schooljusd

_____ as the_kids wer gefling out with the five minukes available, never ha ving betn Jute 7 ey thon meving
ol ‘over2o’ a//ajed_assaaHs._k Hhis pew Fime Fame, whon asked abeud f\am;‘/y membons waking v /E‘m!y]_ ——
ABANDONING 100% of her substuntive acaisabions when jmpeacked cte). Th ASA dickd #his
®lf- contradictory testi moany from V. W,, initiating abasdonment of all accasations fo the ‘atter
school Fime frame., all ‘Over 20] explicitly.  None.obhe. impossidle, palpably improbable ,and wholly
- ahbandened accusations fend o prow these alleged crimes were eten comnitd of al) much Jess by me.
_ PCASA never dumied Hhat VWS abandoamadt of hee prior geeusations wys gn admission that Vb
Crimes never happared both by VWi AN by T ASK saho ini¥aked the response [B.boc 1= P2 Reply

GAIN
. a4 s D, R 10 ‘l_ﬂo The Mmh qckmwkdjed Hhat e crimes pever ‘_«p’mJ,_ a

" TRIAL ASA'S OTHER RETECTIONS 0F V.Wi§ AcousATIONS.

53) A+ Hhe Suppression Loam'n ,77; Ash ﬁ"iphld\ d.’rf:‘r:jurskcd +he "] overs 71((67IAVA
e ) L. . }zﬂ" zg ) o



? from VW5 accusq fions no%f/j that f&,’m inconsistund and T+ Definse wunsJ ,jrw; (z &s’a)
T ASA Fillipiteh weat on fo at kast implicdly rject V. W5 accusabion no fess Hhao seven hues,
She asserted Hhat the “Lovers Theory” DR allgations were NOT_fobrications (R2s1); she asserted
thot He DVB was He Fricth ) e u{,\j | "TH wasw] lites Hat were Lot fo him as Le wands He count
fo belicee, This is what .Lgpmed ,’ (KZSZ),.&xP/fa'Hy arguing Hat VW5 incorsistent accusadions
l\qd ﬂ"f’" l\appc«td.j Sh arjued y ‘We doat have a stilbed conversafion | We dowh K ave L,’..,, jhas'of't\?
bor ansviers . Tt Plows, T flows like o man _«lall.-y fis 54@7' would Ml iz 51%7,_, ‘(e 252),
asSCr#ti that fhe Dub jx He vlru#; She argued, *7his iswt Kok nov‘jmsffnj For otes Hat
Were supposedtly feddo hin, ages, Jocations . He puts Lis head down. He 4els i}/4'kg,'#/3,’(kzsz),
assecting that He bvs "Lovers Theory “isthe Frath 5 She argued, " Supposedly we have o man
Who Was been beaknn down in some way or bld wiat b say, asseoing that T was nel Fo/
what o say, aad Hhat He BV8.iS g frue account ;__556_&7“0/,-\ and.if. we are going fo beligwe _
- his OBy festimony we have do fook ab i tn Light of afl his a/zs%’mm7 and his statement +o Hhe
Court is esspucially ot the. w}so/c_.-/lhj T said_was fabnicakd | and T leinda made it up_as ___ . __
o - T wd 01/0!:7 and was fd Hhings o say. New # we ar going Jo_believe Hhet, whiek £
_ Hhink is ned fo be believed,,.” (R2( )) bgain asserding that my asserdions of He fulse-
- ness of the DVD weew untrue, that e DB was Hhe Frufh of Hhe mabler inskad of V. W. 5
—— accusahions | Dehchive O'Leary also cejectnd V.Ws accusahions, oleclaring He DUD a3
‘what m%ua//y Avak,o/aw,/makfy char distinchion bedween VW, and O (R /00)/ and
wlso rejechng V., @ooaz-&+.ﬁg,>// at 7059 ; Deb. B, af 62-70], (wafuing /ad-
mi#i.:, that Tria/ ASA% ff/'ac//'oﬂs of V.W:§ accusations adwitied them as knm?_y}’
. A[s&,ax well as Fhe polices Kknowledge of W bake accusations.

— —_— - - I — — — -

3

———— SLb A—‘-Y\w\"’"onec’ above ot 51 (‘-) pp - 37-3F, supra C’N_C:L Pc ASA Qsp//c"*}« ad miffed
- . _‘H\‘}‘; ..S,Lc._a:\d-_ﬁ.‘g. AA }Tv/"/’/pt'kﬁ. :'Mpeac/\ed VW s ‘after deao/ ‘ .‘/’;S‘A'm en)l) where she
#/'_'_’Mly established how she hod aboud Moch Fime whan skajd off e bus fo occasion-

T ) . _,,P.Wz‘i.



“ally drop her purse and books aod qef up Fo the kids' school Fo get Hhere on Fime or fust
a5 dhe kids were gefling out, which hook specifieally about frve minutes. She had +o callher
C_mom | Gwen, whae shed be gt Fhe sehoof with the kids, UW. cstablished she was o= fime. Gwen

confiomed by VM5 phone calls . ViWe was, an-Fime accordisg fo UW, ,4{//7 coml»omkalby Gwes,
and myse . Than VW, was impeached with Hhe question of, in her sexual assaalt sharies , bid
anyore. sver wake up 7 Shel claimed assauths in my bed af wight (with Guid, in her bed af
A;j,_k-f' (with her ,5(\>i-‘njs),_a+ home whon Gum was Rome clcar\&j I.“w,wLMIW at Hhe hos-
_ pidal L.’erv:j. My Son with_my whoci ete. TeASA dicted V.W. 4o &M_.,,/mwfdhrr;.r
fvb‘nom[, Ao moVing the Yoel “over 20” aﬂejzd cnmes fo this new ‘affer school” #ime -/Trame,.
supra, instead of of night in \uds full of Y fumily members, in o Hing house full of pecple Ao
eould Jjust walk in ot Gy fime | efe. PC AsA CZM( ASAm"f'r?ﬁ’) fold JB in her 2015 mettonto
.. distss how H»cy impeached VW, with Jollene .Maniaﬁajéf‘wk aum‘jvfriad\) cfaimiz_\j- VoW, was lofe
L get Hhe kids_abeut ence a week, adnitting, “That Jateness provided Hhe Fime Frame within which
.”_._dt‘pmdaﬂ*_'\ad.m.ow-‘uaw o molest he Yickim .. Ms. . Maniet's[5ic] Jestimony. s peaent-
- edosadimeline,. @.boc,_i: 206 Mot Bs. G"'_ﬂ,and/., “That the vickm festified shewaswob . .
- e pieking up Hhe hildren Tt ot 9] and whythey did b, These stabemards by +he 204 .
chaic Teia) ASA qamit sevesal ey mahess 2
) (a) She admifs Hhat jndeed VW, Yestifred herself Hhat she was nof ever late fo pick up the _
-~ Kids, which judiclal estoppel bacs conroversion . They casf play fast and loase with the facts
as needed 5

é(}) Thed indeed UWs fota] ‘Over 20° al/ejed crimes were now meved o fhe \affen school / Hime
o Prame «s That latencss provided THE Lime fune ...; ot A Fine 'ﬁ\amc) aof one dﬁmany .
. dime ftames ; THE TIMEFRAME; . . __ .. . . L ...

pe 30



N(©) That all of UM% substandive deanscript accusations NEVER HAPPENED( e crimes never happ-
tned). None were. in Hhis offer school Fime frame. The crimes were Fo have Feken place at night, i my

Bed next o Gwen, in hee hed next fo her siblings, whan Guon was home Cléﬂnifﬁ_qf; lice. , when T
was with Gumn having o baby in ading house Sull of people who could walk in at any Fime. che.

None occumred in 2000, 2001, 2002, 2003, o 2006, AA Griffn sp«a’#calll admited, sze @ Doc I+
Def. Pt /2-13]. There were 0o substanhive accusabions cver a”ejcd in Hhis after schoal” fime

frame aball. V. picked up fhe kids in e 04-05 and  05:06 schaol years [T, and V-W:

established #hat she was gone, picking up +he kids, had five minutes fo do so | ard was on-Fime,

V. W. established that Fhere was never an opportunity fo assautb ke PCASA Griffin contiom-

ed Hhis by impeachisg VW.'s Festimony do ‘provide o dine frame, supray even though Man- . .

ieha'c rebidel festimony comed Lo used o establish Jacts (though they fricd). Aeconding-
—lyy the shate has repeatedly admithed Hat there was na oppechuity o assautt W and

- accusations when LW, was impeached br.defiwc_caanso/, and Hhe Te ASAs_admitted that . __
no crimes could Kave occurred as Hlere was ne oﬂ:orfuail’.

_Hat no _substanive. accusations 7 erimes ever thm///v ha ppemedde _71:7'_ abandoned ViWl’s

V55) IN SUM, Hhe stk ofter evidace aliunde the DY ‘confission. did not Fend 4o
— prove that T. committed a crime. T? WAG‘//)' proved, and he ASAL aclmitled], thot thece wes.
no appor-ﬁg\}-/y fodoso, The a'akcf’fv&S' faah/:j me +he \/avm _H.co/7_ TontHe DVD

condirms #m/ﬂay, 1‘001 knew that VWW.'s sfories Wernf /s/qu;/bh ) +fhe accq;af/aqx) /écmlfm:,

4/’ meg '/‘rams, &+C. ..TP 'f‘zcy'd be/ic\(ed Vi WJ {'fxl féﬂS@naE/e #m‘ Mcy w.m/ﬂ'. /m(/c ,orow“o/w(

- dmLai[s af Wisml VW aLﬁm///_ Saic{ /\apfmed, 'ﬂltt/ if\S‘f'Cdnf ‘)pzof me #\c :/o‘VC!T nu\e.ovy,./ﬂ\ﬁ/ -
_isnt corroborated in” ANY PRACTICAL RELATION Lr e statfes case] and Leiv ad mifl-

o - __éof.’\/. made up Ly J—A& fo/iéb, Cav\"]l re C(SOMMV _.Be,.cansfapcrw’_ a_cand ig{,rc:/yca/-/oo\_ ap_.in)gpas‘f/’ o
_ _andss Fheretore net ,reasonob/y _ral iable_and would ,/\que_,ﬁm,,s_u,,pmssgo(_ had counsels

faken achon’ and with the admited absence of @p,osrﬁm{f)/ b assault, ameng ofer Hhings,
e i e _.,P,..ZO' N



* -Hwne it & )u'jl\ly /,'/cely chance of ac?w/fa/ af Frial Tnctleckivemess has Aw established -

“SE) The drshict courki ruling Hat “u fachs o circumshnces indepundiat of He confhssion
- . and consisted herewith J'&ndfnj Jo contim and S’L””"J#“" the confession,” exist, ignores He
merits of the claim T raised, supra. The Facks’ thatace in the states yaceasonchle confess-
ion were, Defechive Ofeary ad mi Hed, provided by police and are Fheretoce unrefiable as
& candid eflechian of My past uader Rivera. Thus the dishich cour ruling on Fhis
point is wreng. That VoW, 's 7‘cs+;mon>/ alleged crimes with the wiole famf// present
does nof “fpud o condirm and S'/‘r'e(qj Hen the ‘confession’,” To He caa?‘\zly R VeM‘-’r‘;‘df-—
imony’w/w//y andeceuts aod weakens the cenfession with accusations of crtmes Hhat
Just eould NeT have I\appqu( , o the poind of nu//;,l’,,;,y it com p/dc//, VW, qecused
o _Prlst crimes Hhat could nst have hagpuned | and Hhe police Fod me a false confession Fhat
L H\e7 ﬁmed me fo make, and the _S‘f‘m‘c.Can#rﬁed/acknaw/edfd/ao/m itfed all of if hefore,
e .o/uri.ryv, and ofhe fricl,_and even.m _collateeal review._ Js Such, .rea.ronaﬁ/{,,“junidr weeeld
____‘ﬁi'\_o‘, it ot Jeast deba}ably.wm\j , if ot outriqht so, fhe dishict courti demial o Hhis claim. .
. _ . I ask He court fo cer-/\’g i for review. /{ @cy_for‘i af 307‘*-;27. o _ _
e above Fuwo claims clearly illustated why the Shate and court Jcourt reporter
had o fulsiby Hhe Fransenipt — bheearse Fllinois’ Conpus Delicki Rule would have required
Suppression of #he Fobse condession 440/ V. W.'s _accusodions AN He fulse confession bVb
beun both prescnted of #rial. Then, by adding VWS accusations ho the ransecoiph For appes)] .
e subshance of He DVD weuld notbe avaiiable £5r the appellate court to review’ . TH
worked . Now o collatal review (de novo review since the stade courts never adjud-
_ jcated due o he state court ofhcers concerted offorts Jo caver up the Falve Foans-
o __Cf’"ptcr.i_ms._/ basis of inondinade o/eéy) the Warden never disputed. Fhe reasen for
He cominal Fampriag [Rist.oc | = Supp. Ped- ] and #he dishict courd held sueh
e po2g 3= . e e .o



’/0 be 7zf“4€ (,'nora//‘na;le da/fy yMn'/et/ ‘/ Z‘S.‘bﬂo; /_Zg) 7he 7‘14/"‘74'_64 74’4"\ cm'mesj FHe
mo i ve and the concerted cover- up were all found [n My /,avor 57 Hhe district counts

fr'amt of Inordinate delay. Al theee are part and parce) of He inond, nate o/é/a/ mation,

He fulsitication is the heact of He covervup., All were em%/'m//v una//'sf.mlgg/, All were

n&“ﬁsam'/y 747una’ b)/ the district courts ynau/o/) inordl i nate qlclqy,

The a'isfrial courd should bave deemed the falerfcation issue setled.
Harciage of Hundley , 2019 TL App. (4*) 198390 B 57 ( e Jawof-the- cose doctrine bars

See Iﬂ e

ra/i;”'ja#@n of an issue pnew‘ouslf decided /n Hhe same case 'and encompacses not only fle

Coh"#f ekp/{c// a/e cisicm:, /m»‘ ;Lla:e decided 57 he(es‘sa"/ ;'Mp/c'u;/wb)’ [an v, Oﬁ/_mr}// (CF

F. 3d [/24, 1126 (7”‘ Cin /999)(“/716 /‘M/l'nj qu./\#i'lj “,d'tw/gcma«/ in /A vor o¥ f/am»‘»/{] s A

/a‘,w a/ /Ae CaSea //7\4 af:'Sﬁ'it—/ cem/ Cau/d naf c,Aakyo t"lL wf'ﬂaa/ [ yaod FEaSoh v ZVEM lea,,

Hhe [&&WR\/S Lu:’[/ into_the law: of the_case dochine would ollew a d:}'ﬁ'/&/ “W{/’pu@c A aAanja

Au‘ Phor ru/ “j ;##w/’aa#r “rf‘”j fhe a;umj(/ Aad/wrawé ”wjm“d for fhe GAd'lj‘ ke [A[ e
e, T Jdochine of

done so HoJudf& may he barced £7 He /,,ml),; a-'t"»:.-‘-‘ o 3
waivee weould have [iffle bik. Hlerw‘.%) I—AF‘I‘MHY, +the Wardm _never asked 140‘ . ckqmj[ o

He ruli % jr‘qn'l';vy inordinafe ape{arand -/’nd;r}j the Lulsibicalion qnd cover-yp., Tl\a«u‘lm the .
dictrict court wis nof of Liberly that # fook fo dsy Phe subshantive franscrip falsity -
le'tam o/auvl a8 M.d; 771c o?‘;%ml Lourl was r\ml_-p/u /o bur/_ H»c S}ak CaaHJ (0”"&‘0_—
Lion as it did 7y i opinien without even a sujjcsﬁ’m Ly anygﬁo that it was /4 ervor.
_The ru/iri? f}’adiry inordinaft o’da}/ Was fhe yaaa{ and proper m/f:\j and ALL o//;/:ufe was | _
rcpeajrea(l/ Doecaken by the Warden , counse] was never appointed fo ivwzsh'jafc He fols- .
i¥icadion 5 and ne evidet a_7_keqn(rli to determine dispated matenal facts was cuer held.
The district court was Fheredore bamed Frem ﬂf«dir\\} Fhe Hrial #ansaiff notfalsthed ia

.. (‘{'x Meai Fo ,d(Mfal'_ . e e —



. THE DoTRIET URT SPECIFICALLY Founs THAT V.W. HAb NoT TESTIFHED B THE SpécIF)eS

TRIAL COUNSEL-TIRIEL TO ELICTON CROSS EXAMWATION AS TO WHAT ALLEGEDLY HAPPENED

Fucther corroborating e district courts ;A;L‘a!_w(,-,ﬁs finding Hhe cooruphion in the Will County,
Tllinois Courls , Staks Atlormeys 0Pk, Public Defoder's O, Stode doctons, ehe.) is He dishict .
courts 4‘;@.—3 Hat Vi, did net e sy Ho the specihies now i the transeript, which frial delonse coun-
sel was Yoying b elicit From her, [See Aopendix E, Req. COA of 5-22, specihieally af /?—zz],
VeW. teskified thod from He ime she was 11-1¢ years of age, she dida' remember G“‘)’*‘“"‘f‘j kaﬂm-

ing ek it was, just a blur) that she didt want fo cemewmber (R 7#8) Req. (oA at 1820, if -
ing Disk, Doc | ~Def. k. ot 85 Distboe (7 ot 103 d’aU
The Warden agued thod V.W. had not testified to specifics of alleged crimes from (1-1t,
inq\udig _what a“aged‘y Jook place Proml ot ‘mslrj ages -G a\)m"h«j possibly all caunts.z
_ T Pekhioner tdenkifles. questions. that she wax unable to answer, either becantse

o 2N did nok cemember_or did_not_knew. .-Fko,..ir\—(;rmkm.sm,x\o} ht .,Ebi:&‘r,._bw. 3\.-@4.33]? e

o Racomar ol

/‘\3 arn | oF the Pes\'_.-]-n\ial mohen Lea"("js defense counsel reiteraled the )qokol'\ 3Pec3p\’c€4'y eh-
~ Yailed ANY ,SPedQc:Jr,«f , _v_\of{juslr._.éaks and instances of ,anejzci croimes she.claimed 4o the Thee-
hp*p and. Ferensie ,Iv\f)'anvfewwr) as the courd held in meritt denial cgnh\adf.c,h‘vlj +he tnordinate

- u___ola\ nw’ ru\_\ .’\r\j H

.T‘J“udje,‘ r o«rjwéc) ok the hmeol the metion lor direcked verdick A’:\a\;nj o Jam’f& He
s _“’bs-k'mmtf oﬁ@uwtj in -H\IS w\c\ﬂ‘w‘l ‘F!‘OW\ 'H\z ‘\ﬂ'w\& Sl\L was |- fb Decembanr of Z@Oé/ with

e B lost allegation, she was ackspecific .. Upon cross - eyamination she was unalfe. fo .
- - . a"k‘“'ﬂl"r M’s?&:'ﬁ"d& v, E% I’-}O‘a )”S((Pm Q4‘ |0.

_Q __be;nc‘gr\_sz counsel SPECAF ICALLY addressed direct and cross ewa minabroas,
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Tr ASA Flilipideh ajrezd, stating how VW, coulda¥ come up with Qpe¢f'£ic J@a#esl times, @nd eyact
occucrences of +his =~ of the o@‘ﬁ&\sa-‘ supra e oL T rial J"nge 0\3(‘&2&) 4fa“a’l\j how ke let
the Juny Qecide what manner efassault she was m‘pu'rfj do Gince no <xack cecuraces of 2
crime were odduced for ages !\'lb), Fossi\a\7 all counts . [S‘-(f\"o« at IU .

The dishrid cout Hom culed that V.w, indeed teskfed 4o no specifres /acc,urreﬂu,,s of a
erime, +he curcad franseriph v\o#wi#ks{-cwdu:j, where its quthoridies addressed Jnwstances where
e witness could at rememben Fhe infermotion ‘oz:ﬂﬁ seoug ht (i(e,‘ exact occurcences of a crime
ond monner ce‘é‘al\eﬂed stczuH’) 5‘46’“‘53 and where He witness revealed a \\jmu{{\g lack of
cecolleckion on gumane modlers /’[bfs"'- Dec, (57 af 2_1—27.3. THE BISTRICT COURT SPECIFICALLY RULED
THAT VW, wWas ynARLE T® TEST] FY T ANY ERACT CcCuREENCES OF ALEGED cRIMES NOR EVED 4

MANNER oF ALLECED AssAuLT . See Davidoff Eytension S,4. v. Dasidefd Tndern, Toe., Gz

F.oSupp 4 (Where any conclusion oflaw , in whole o in pant. can e deamed a Anding of fack, ik
shal)). The Sink Amendmmant claion pentained fo Viwih direch “franseript feshmony, and hen
c\ohqll\c &skﬁl‘;nj on Cress Now she c.v.?\(d"l7 could not provide such germane makers as specifres
or exack sctucrences of acrime hor evtn a maanes of alleged assauld. All trial officers con -
cucred:. The Wardun concuced . The districh couct so Fornd Q?(,,\;\moygg fneadinate Jg(a.)/).
THEN THE DISTRIET COURT BURIED THE STATE couRT'S CoRRUPTION BY Irs FALLActo4s
MERITS DENT 4L .

The district courtt rulings on VW lack of qecmane exack occurrences o an offease | and
Jack of qermane hanner of assm“';as well as Jn'rv\es,p(aaxl Olovl'tS, ete, and gf‘av\""acF nord-
inate o\dox\f becc}wxe, He law of Hhe case and wer required fo control later phases of the
same case ivwe\'\i}\j Jwe \evds a(‘f.\,e» se prejudice sl—oPP;f:j -Q\»Mu- "“‘1“"’7 Camo\ ergo, o‘Mic\iSB;

One agplication of presumed prejudice for inpeding dehuses (e Reasmable Doubt ou liveck
apr}D, and one application Lir ccw\s{'fuc('.\fe,(«’. oleu\\,(,j counse| fo appeal the actual frial,

This was never disputed by Hhe Warden, olso. THE DISTRICT CouRT SHourh NEVER HAYE
TAKEN THE AbVocAcY RetE ©F BURYING THE CoRRUPTION (T ALREADY FouNd GCCURRED.
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THE DSTRUET €ourTS DENAL HAS THE SAME PHTTERN OF, AT LEAST, RECKLESS DISREGARSD

FOR THE TRUTH As THE WARDEN SET our N HER ANSWER AND orER BoCUMENTS.

The d(s‘}'ﬂt_‘}' cour+ Maj lre‘i*{’rah. .T;,(rljz never j:ssued a ngor“}'ﬁ' pe,ccm‘“mcla-/{op\; 1('6 GLJ'I-L" ‘I"’
was nevee invited do submit preposed p:nclilgs and conelusions . Netice was ne‘j'jf\/t’m fhetHhe

Worden was Su\ah\a'inr\j ‘A’Adinjs and conclusions o a!zj’a}f-u“ Theee years of felephonic = ppeacances

W .alwaYs.pos+Pemeo\_ and ulbimately cancelled, T was Hherefore never given Q.Ptaow“'uvﬁl’\, to seank

up and dired the court to the states uk’.ctuilou; Palsehoods ProPcw\éeol to He court (See Dist
_Dec 67, 30 poges Palnﬁ‘\'ukihjly A&lfneakf\J He Wardeas ur\evm\ft:j ‘A'seLow‘s and Hus waivess
of e .o\c"ua} evidance and daiW\S). I was onL/ allowed +o abjwf' on papec and Hase wet

_ unaddressed m.arl\{ CQMP\JJ\( T was nevee allowed bo 5(""‘[< up .

/\'OW 'H\Z C‘dSh‘u.” coufl’s op(mob\ "plo\»fs ‘{"I\a'; quc_PoHu'n, sp ‘ne,s as *D wkmL ‘)caclls av\c‘g

_evidenct and _(eg_a‘ _Pri_ncip[es T relied on _‘Qr SuLS'}’c\u’}’!V& telief as well as antecedant Pr'ocec"

uch 155ues (See}\ﬁw\o\iv E MY Re?‘_ COA| lm/h\j out Hhe o\isjrrid' courti cleac eergrs_on_ . _
_ Substance qr\o\ ?ruao\um( Mo\ﬂ'erSB .- -

Rcadt‘d«:’ +the ‘Fa’se +msonp{-qwl cover up, He opinion states +hal He districh court
. Alest -Pm\d He stote counks corru{bhm WeS

w. not so inordinate and un\‘usle'ui so as fo render
- Hee. \>f‘°°€'~d\'\j5 ineflective and Hereby exeuse. his failure b cxkawﬂ— @‘s!' Dec. IS¥ 44'2] HcW"

- . .- ever, the. courd never so held.,  Tw ‘Cao" Hhe o\;sﬁ*-d’“ sfm-ptca”y deelined. fcjo into

fhe unoppesed factual base of He mohien’ whea (F fiest dismissed for exhaustion purposes

i+ Le\u\ " Seurlock caste aspefsions on the stole's reasons 4\&" seel«ir}j the o\elay) but Hhis

L Court need not P\um& He states mokvakions o -}-alce, stock of Hhe progress of his case ”Ebls#
Dec S’l a+ ‘a "1\.1, a(s“}mc} COW‘{' Co.\\ui\ ‘H\(. fak ‘p\ca*l’vct'\ QV\A (D\lef—t(p' _casl/ﬁ o«srerno»\s

Qno\ ,SN.CMD;CA‘]\, .d\gc\med Jm o.o\Amss -H\c Wo'\‘}?/!(')- and Se,u_\-lv_ Hsc, case Lack ‘l'c ~H\e 5+aJre CQur"'

- Tk simply. never _culed hat the falsifrention and cover up werent inocdinate and tnj us¥ified

The opinion disregarded the ruth of what dhe court peior held — that stnce the state filed
S o p. 3%
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a metion to have me foand Fi¥ in 2019 | the case was \\Moviz\j Lorwand” and kaoH-e.Jo bacls fo be |acd
theee Firsk(vhe case has shill nof gone forward in stake court and T allegedly skill cannef communicate as
T ding cight now). o L

The shale's fulsification of Hhe Hria] Franscriph and ifs cover-up, including Hhe L\uac.m D bness
lismissal” process, ace e heark of Hhe inccdinale delay mohon . That motion was geanted [Dish
Dec. [2¢) on the ABSOLUTELY (NDISPUTED RAW FACTS. The couct Hherefore found Hat +he

Dﬂlsi@'cas'lm and Cover-up oecurred and wWere inordinade ond .urdusfiﬁeA,, .

THE DISTRICT COURT OPINION CBFUSCATES THE EVIRENCE IT FIRST RELIED oN |n GRANTING

TNoRBINATE DELAY RELIEF,

- To M mecits denial, Hhe dishrick court contuses) albers, and omibs evidence Hhat it previcusly rel-
ied on in granting the false franscriph finordinate delay mokion -(and does Hhe same as o every last clain). . ____
. T misleads as fo 4he frial AsA's ackial achiens and argunals af Fdal, as_well.as_fo the TralTadge's .
indisputable observabions of the accusert ackial drial festimeny.  As seen abose, Trial ASA% aduiss- .
Jions and Trial Judges observodions and rulings were made. in the confxt of frial objections, motren
for dicecked verdick, and post tricl metion. Where Hhe court alers Hhe werding of the dransecipt
evidoce toff ik .'px'f\o|iv\j, o support the stekel desimd. cubtome, 1415 a clear _s&jv\_a‘.’ - advecacy _
tnstead. of imparkiality, .. . _ .
. First, He couck shales, “As neither Hhe prosscuter horjudge “admiffed Hhat no specific
allegakions wee odduced oF Feial 1 Scurlodks submission Hhat the frial Franseriph pmust
Rave ban Dkifid i baseless.” Bisk Doce 5% atid),  This. seens 4o imply o the public .
Hat « \w.o.rrh\j was held, and Hhat the prosecutsr and Judge. festifea , for sni.7 o, o witness
. OF an 0\30.“4 can ks bosdwmitled” ﬂ\b._\i.ao\ﬁc_car\ obsecve _and rule_in his capaci%/ o .
Judging. adrial ) but he does not adduce nor admit.disputed facks.. T plainly misleading. ..
The dishict court first found Hhe undigpuded facks in my Lovor "Y ;J—;Jmmt of nordinate
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delay, ThecPore it already found Fhat +he Taial ASA and Trial Tndge andispudedly extablisled
Hhet no specific a”eja#ev\s of crimes were adduced af Frial.

— .. The distick court opinion states how Trial ASA arqued (presecutens arguments. are adnissions
E‘Su Appendin E ot lzZD how VW, “caneof §ive us dates, Hwmes, places..c E)"* Doc (5% at IJ]mJi
how Trial ASA | although acguing +hat she would, revee achually west into specibic allegations
with VW, of drial whee Trial fsA specifieally arﬂu(c\ TR TRIAL I respense fo defunse

- c"comSst .V:’le*l’la\. Dcf&hsz. counsel ouo\o\rts;eol both V'W'S d]red’ ‘}‘es"’u Mav\r av\o( cross -~ gMMlmJ’f% o

and how VW. was ne} specific o ke festimeny | and Hhad on cross- examination, Vi, didu

ackialote WY specifety [R 140] [Req. CoR b 25 (Auudis E)], ond how Trtal Ash AGUN asy-

ed fodmitted hew VW CANT COME UP wiH SPeciFic DATES | TIMES, AND EXACT oceue-
RENCES OF THIS =~ OF THE OFFENSE [R M1z 5 ReqCEA at 255 Disk.Doc (67t 1, o al].

. The couet cp\ir\ou\s\\(_cn«'n.ﬂ'eo\.ﬂah}.’r_haw “Trial ASA _‘\ac{_r\e}’_wnc&a)lY gone into specifies a5
 she chaived she would , as +he above acqument [ admission came affer drral) and Hhe

. __Dheder admﬂy adduced - Such was  EXPLICITLY afyuw‘ / admithed k, the Trial ASA.
hece and at sever| °H‘,&‘ Fe’im‘s) Supri g and was CONCURRED N BY THE TRIALJUDGE |
- his observation /ru.iir\j thot ‘H\cd'u.r\/ weuld have fo assess /jueSS at what manner of asseult
Vs zrimes refered doy supras  Toaplying +he netd for word- form word aicknowledgemads
_or Kb a {\eahr\j occutmed ond robedy adwitd if obfuscates for Hhe public and vac +he
,eﬁq( nature 60 the evidence of Tral AA's a:jumés/ admissios and Trial T udgels gbsorvat~
jons and culings, Miskading Hhe public aad bighe conrts abandens the mle of o partial jur-
ist_and assumes the advecacy positiou. . . . |
Ao fron the above passage, the district court alend fhe fext of the evidence | which iems
C o Hhe imyession that the [W'*’MSSJ did {—o@},f\( fo some sPacuﬁcs, that Hhis Ewl‘l'v\c.:;j was Vi,
in the achua] passage was *deliadant | wohich Trial AT seemed fo vy fo make fo appeare. as i
bl 39
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a_”e,cheA, _f‘.&mé_eowmwces_l’_mow in 'H«_ %anai‘& (Aeic}a{'a[ a&mm\ov\mmJ_m¥w‘H4$h«AH3) wWere, _

_which would feud fo r\ega&e rf clainn ond gees d(reAly fo the heact aﬂmy claim. '-Tle,\\f_;dv\e.s] ”___ L
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T had made specitte a//cjaﬁ'd«,fj whick just donf axist = neither en fhe Vb Vceate ssion’por ot #riol, wa’a,

He courti opiaion a//w’:n/o fle evidgg fo faver one side evinces (mMpassiened ﬂ"’vdcac/vr -
o« The dishict courf stuhd fhat T relied an the Triol Tadger wording of Fhe abuse’ instead of a1y

SMANNER of AssAuLT* that -/h(ja«7 [o.o( 4 Juess at becouse none was alleged «f trial, Miscepresonts 54 He
eviduce se many fimes, T :ubu,,/// connot be accidudal. The alkrd, mis/mc/:‘:y, and omitled evioleuce

went “ff"H" the heart of He clainm 5 and He opinion ol iseanded Trial Judlyes Ohservations contemporaneous

fo viws m-/as/;mn)« apan ohfections. completely. The dishict court fred found this evidence fo be frue and

_ 3ncnkaf inorolinate d’c/a7' before He M/s/eadfaj opinion about - faced and diaied subshe five relrets By o/m'ﬁ

e, He opinien buried He /':z/siﬁca#am i* a/mad)« Aund had cceured in He Will Cf:uus/, ZWrnoi's Courds

REARSONS TO CRANT THE WRIT

The distriet courtt adiudication on the basis of Hhe friol transcript it already found /A/s/#ea’ s
J A d
horeibre, Rese pre judice should have psued, : :
Tust as horifle is He dishct ceort allowing He Werdes ond RCASA fo ye)[ away with fhe same /7;.9/
deceiving  misleading that they did in Hheir resgeelive. courts' pleadings, The Wanrdeu aever even addressed /{_
jl i Y P P v
yet He district court Pund all maters well- disputed and rebused fo app?, even 4 ’/f’}/‘ wai ves against S’a?lg
even as the dishied courd zzc/:mw/edfoo( the Statels complete fack of frchial Ju’:louﬁ’, af Jeas?, éy NA:/‘:‘} Fo
appoirt counsel as fo RAW unodjudicated Rehial matiees, THs horeihle ot #e dishict oprnion <reated edid-
ence 'Hm} 46‘%‘{ Gxiﬁ'-by,,m",/éasll_[a/dhy _ﬂw#l-'a'emumfed /)ﬁ“’ﬂ’f-ﬁd dewrals when no such a/twanllyiﬂﬁf)
am{ discarded f/te arJua/ evidemee can}m//r:xj My claims and ac/wa/ evidence cp M¢ Sfa/u" waivers, The apinioc
Jied abeud the dishvcts prior fradl ings a1 inondinetfe delay ~ the FaleiBeatan and cover-up were fust as inosdinee
and u@'us#ﬂ;abk af fst as whem jram/ec/,‘ The opiaion Aia/e-r A A‘on fhe public, bas, and courts,
All o my defensive chaims were aPhicted by the hlcihication | and por se prejudice should fave ensued
. Caﬂ "“j" 1"‘6 o(aabkd .eo'f JM&f déap/fﬂn a//awed me /apmw, 57 He moders 14/:;;4'“/ Hat ne errmes ever :
oecurced in this case anol the p(vstcafvd' Kne w f/). The in;m,'/y :/wu/a( Aever /(nw. gone aay /Lm‘f\ef o
#\ao\ Fhe granf of inordiacte deley, as adyudicabion an Hhe bhasis of He frarscrpt He court Aad
g Ys ] P
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Just ruld ke is a.jmJ waste of resources aPall invelved and st/ has net aq(/‘aa’/cak/_wn/n/ ekyéa%_ _
)\ﬂppwd Q?l' {rfl?lc I/ wes COMp/eJEé 14;//&/ F;tr/-/u/, the act of /@’zéf#'cﬂ"a#( ifsell ackno w/tO!fct/

Hat the Shk and Court knew that Hmy didit fave He evidues b conviel ; 4:J4¢yé!,nozl_qeed,_>6_/zrb He _
pvidice ox appeal. e dishich court chenld Kave grashd the chaims [Appx £, ehoal, ic. sevar
remaini ng claims aliande Appx,gj, instead of bucter concm//:lf the state courtd corrup o from
He N,L/n/ boe, gad courts once inordisate deley was jM"'/“’/" THe opinions concealment werkod~

e Sevonth _Circuit read i, canfomed the facke per He fale recond, and deaied a.cod Eppy.ﬂj- -
_ Whother He dishict courd lred b /')[se/:e or Hhe Wandu fl‘"‘l' Nm/&_/{e epiaron s b be ston. The

‘PU.‘)I((; Aezdlc fo kaow ‘)«,AJ,#LV /a’o/em/ccml: alm-'/ staad fo contrue +o cover 4» He ASA%S erfmes

Qs ecci I‘/‘CJ A&N .

IN SuM. #l«.dixﬁy‘o/tcaar.{.ﬁ'nawf.y// ao/‘/‘uc/ica‘/?d #:‘:_.Aa&ax.a&s& on He basis a@f‘eﬂh/wn/ﬁ‘aﬂs;_. I
e —criphithad a/read/ Found was foked Mbo ifs current state. ﬂb_.op/‘n/am_n&,«em‘w/& Lred as Ap_what exidper ___ _

_I_@/_l’w(._mj.a/-krvd ﬂ%m‘jw’dmw, and mjsled He pubic and other counts_as fo_the actus! mem’/s-_c/_'m/_ e

cose and clagns, The. epinion _turther shiclds He state - coust actors_{rom qccoaA{aél‘L'&__#{_ Hheir

coimes fhe dit frect court #bmn( JCCKN‘C&/ in jf‘aoﬂ[l;ﬂj /'nonph‘na/( de/a’,_w/licﬁ SAJ‘G/JI-:If wonked au/c/upu/
He Seventh Cireuit . Thesc achone oo, I submit, a/&aﬁ/7 shew Hhat He divtrict count Aas so for

. depacted drom the accepted and usual course of |judicial proceedings. as Yo.call A aa exercise of Hir___ _
aar;‘f &per‘v:'rg,«r _i%t\/e/‘_, [5.(‘}, Rule /_Oj o

N CoNciUsio N

7he Perl.ff',‘m /}:r a wr//, vp_ cer/:'sﬁqu' ,Sxau/«/ /"Aa\(#lv_‘e. _jr"aaf/(r/.

 Respclflly submided , |

Y

u/«/zz____' o o | __T_ -
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