
No.

SUPrem°Cou«~U^
FILED

NOV IS2022IN THE
office dp■Iti§OLERKSUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

MURPHY ALEX BEGAY — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

vs.

UNITF.n states RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

IINTTF.n .STATF.F P.OTIRT Dp APPF4IS FnR THF. NT NTH r.TRf.UTT
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

MURPHY AT.F.X RF.OAY
(Your Name)

TISP TUCSON.. P.0. BOX 24.5 50
(Address)

85734.Tucson, Arizona
(City, State, Zip Code)

NONE
(Phone Number)



QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

Did the District court violate the Petitioners !714th Amendment

right <bfi the Due Process Clause, by denying the introduction of the 

complete audio recording of the Plaintiffs statement violating Rule

Rule of Completeness'.106 of the Federal Rules of Evidence



LIST OF PARTIES

[X] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of 
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this 
petition is as follows:

* t

u



TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW 1

1JURISDICTION

3CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

4STATEMENT OF THE CASE

5REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

6CONCLUSION

INDEX TO APPENDICES

APPENDIX A
Memorandum of The United States Courts cf Appeal . 
the Ninth Circuit.

APPENDIX B
TudgeneMF in Q Criminal Case 

APPENDIX C
Jury Quesfiotis/Cour-f Answers during Ddiberahows 

APPENDIX D
Rcporvets Transcript of Recocxtad iM-teojietA 

APPENDIX E

APPENDIX F

* * ft

\\\



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

CASES
.Caldwell \l. Ci-wiCvg. of Saw Fmwe'isco.8ea R3d llbS^HZ (^_Cir, 20l8) 
Coopery. Dupwik,db3 F3AIZZO, 1247 (<uu t\r, TO)
Crow V, Coowtu of Sgai Diego, 543 V,3d 841 (8b2Rea Cin 2HMO) 
CoMwiMQhaori y, CiH) of \/\leMacKeet34S'F3d 802,810 (% Cir. 2003)

. DeyereaoK v. Abbeg, 213 R3d \070, \OTb (4Hi dir, ZOOl)
V. CiH> of Lc& iWles 717 R 3d 701,708 Rea Crn 2013)

Ball V. Rcndoi|.\34 3j£fe Mil, 1ST L.Ed. 3H2D12)
Hag^es \/. WasKinqteai, 373 03.503,83 S.Cv. 133b, 10 U&L, 2d ERfl^CS) 
ToaM W. v. Alien,Aob R,3d IZbl, 1173 C4rti Cir. 200S-)
SooH'xi. Ciw of EvereVR 585 H3d 410,415 (4Wv zceq)
3-pewcec vl relecs, 857 R 3d 784,747 (4F Cir. 1017)
DwiiMSfcites \|. ^^,751 F3d 1008 (% C*>. 2013)

PAGE NUMBER
5-

___ 3
3 —
3
5
5
3
3
3
3
5
3

STATUTES AND RULES 

OMe Yfc d.3C> $A\33
"Rde \8 0sSX. §214\(c>

_JMe 18 O^C. § 214<b ■ .......... ^
FederoA Roles of EMldence \0fc fRule cA CowpieAe-ness' 
federal Rules of Cas'mmlAVoaedotes 801 
Federal Roles cf Cncevnal Rnoceckife <bl3 
U.3. Avqe^fWeM- \l
UiS. CoMsH^uoncd XIV

4
4

. ...4
3
3
3
3,3.
3,5

OTHER

IV



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

[x] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A to 
the petition and is
[ j reported at 5 or,
[;] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ X! is unpublished.

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

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

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix__ :___to the petition and is
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

; or,

The opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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

|X] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was June 7.2, 2027.________

[X] 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: ____________
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

, and a copy of the

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

(date) on (date)

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______

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter .denied on the following date: 
------ --------------------------- -, and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____
Application No. __ A

(date) on (date) in

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

April 10, 2018, Petitioner was charged with a single count 
indictment of sexual abuse of a child under the age of 12, in 
violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1153, 2241(c), and 2246.
August 17, 2018, Petitioner was appointed counsel and prepared
for and assist with trial, proceedings.
April 30, 2019, Jury trial began during which the government , 
presented its evidence and witnesses in its case in chief, 
one point, during these proceeding the government introduced on 
the record partial excerpts of an audio recording of an 
interrogation of the Petitioner conducted by FBI agents on 
2/27/18. Petitioner's counsel moved to have the court play the 
entire audio recording to help clarify the context of the 
Petitioner's statements.
on its basis that Petitioner's statements were indistinguishable 
mumblings.
Petitioner's statements

At

The court denied Petitioner's request

During closing arguments, the government summarized 
in the partial excerpts of the audio 

recording as a confession to the alleged charges.
May 3, 2019 Petitioner was found guilty by a jury at the 
conclusion of a four-day trial.
July 16, 2019, Petitioner was sentenced to life imprisonment to 
be followed by a life term of supervised release 
Petitioner timely / a p p e a led. j- 
June 22, 2022, The Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals affirmed the
conviction.

which
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

MURPHY ALEX REGAf^PETITIONER

Date: \~7_______
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