Supreme Court, U.S.
FILED

JAN 102023

22-6747
No ) | e _ OFFICE OF THE CLERK

AW\ - corse. NOy 21 - e BL9S
AT Fed dist. no 3119 WwV-0B155 DGC

YovapPal Cocunty case NO'S, P1300CR 2o(l0/1H(, | CR20I260475

IN THE

' VSUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Jwmmy wagne Guinasd_ PETITIONER
(Your Name)

VS.

Atrorneq General of przona et — RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

Am“zor\m {:e&fr‘a\ DLS\LNC\‘ Q0u~r+

(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Jimmy  Wayne Guwneacd

(Your Name)

A S P Douslas [ mohave |-B-l2c
Po. Ba 3BT

(Address)

DO\Q_\‘LO»S L Acizong 8560
(City, State, Zip Code)

(Phone Number)

?age, I




QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

i, D - AR ~ -
TW: the Trial \\\Adﬁﬂ \\a\od‘ns p&\l—\;noqer as o Sex oSlend2t To
' \)VLP'-7 N LJO)’\\’;(\~ e hO\S Never hao\ \dnmrf)-ef} oy ‘ﬂ/\m"j’ F\(wj)'u re GAO{

Was C/\/\umﬁeo\ w T c)lruﬁ 6@@{:\56’5‘ Violote Pe‘fc')whﬂtCé w.s.C L ®ond (b

Amendment cights To o &ile eand mpacdia) Trial by Juey 2

Q.awas Tr\\o‘\ CoL,mse;\ (‘n Thae J?\srs‘)’ case No. Pl3oocrzol) ot 1M
\Y’\t@(c}(\/e Qor -?01:\\}\3 To O‘bl)ec;\’ To The Crroneous Jw fns'h‘ *}
(\6490\\ a\oO‘fﬁ and Soc failng Ty olhyect To even one 0_;1% eies\:r\'oq
Voudhing medents e The 1n & conants credbddy That occucred ¢

Y, Did Ve Prosecutar
o‘ <y , m\/w prQS,ec,\/nleo{ fao“f/lf\
2012 cuses \/\o\ccl-ﬁ P*&*"«‘)’(DI\(("S FLC:)‘/\+ N o QQ??S;\Z)W Zil°\)a/\0\
v W’Vl@mﬁ‘ §

Tewl by Jury by Vouch a .
ool b 1V ny on ~Plcnclm3 The 5{—&% |
e e Crealb\\l‘\"/] of e informents o looJﬂ\S CE{?&‘,:’(;

5. Did the Tedw) - o ,
o o o Quo\g&\ Violale Pd"‘hcnﬁc'g e :
. (-‘- C,\I\d \W\prC‘"'cc'\,\ T(":CA\ b d - _.P(\‘Oc’e'ss (‘\3'/\;-\-
metion £or - ¥ denving Petitonets
O A new Treal when The Juwd -
b)ﬁgone_ Tre ) “[/I/l ¥ - wage \f\tf‘se,\(: 5+r,0u/q)[(’o/
o /"1\0\. N Prio /00\0} OLC‘}'\S Could Not Co . 7% /
i s Tral ? me (n72 Play
(9' D\-d M Pf‘oéec‘vc‘@r ™ CR 2ollo(ly ) oy
. . e Vislade Petitivmecs A
by delibecatel + cin e pTionecs AR Process
TZIs fr{;u\fa‘* Y InTroducing un dhocged a\\egae_d Peioc bod actes ink

7. wos Petdonecs wiS L. &Y Ameddwend(cruel
Bnd U.5.C. 1HE Amendmnt (ot To eaqual prodect
Violaked by e Trial Judge sentncing Pebibianer To
wWhen othe Judges ;v The Same Coundy Semtenced Similar cases TO

C,og\c,u\.r'r-c_{\'* Sentences ¢
[N \/to\(»\tér\

. 8. was The tria) Judges Ladure 1o Cecuss hersel€ Sua sponte e
o€ pebitivnecs 14 Amendment Whan She had o persenal indecest "n Pf/ﬁ?%nw

Cases because She Tried both cases and hod Rpowledge o6& both Pe;ﬁ"}(oq:u:‘s
Tr(a.ts Coming \oe.c(o/“ﬁ }\C(“ [OC\CD(‘E_ Thae ‘?\(‘6"}” T/“tc\\ O"\d\ SQ\A'MC:V‘j? '

and, wn usua Pumskmu\ﬂ
won 0f e lewws)
Consecutiue Sentences

FCL=3 e 1°



LIST OF PARTIES

b4 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 All parties do not appear in the captionr 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:

RELATED CASES

Jimmy Weyne Guinard V. Attorneq Grmera\ Lor sted< 0¥ Arizon=, David Shinn,
Dl.re,c;ior i‘:‘:\ Cire Case _’:’0’_2\4(@.&(95 -E—**
o ) ‘ N ) ant 5\«:/”\ Dicectoc o€ e Amzdna De a.r‘}m&fd' °

{,‘mrr:zc/‘)\?:ﬂ’:\; \C‘;\:d‘\n;“;:’:r:\/&"ibezﬂim\ of “;’KL stode o€ Arzons. Distacy PCou.r‘k case
:)c.c\z«\q~06l55—?¢+-DGCC_N\HB)

STaTe of Amzoaa V. dimmy Woyne Guinasd Lose KO, PI1300CRZO (o i1HL

herzenn ouct 6f Appeals Case Wo. | CA-CR 13-0H90 (Direct appeal)

Acizoaa Supreme CourX Case NO. CR-4~0oia6~ PR

Rule 32 Post Convictio a Teliel Case NO. Pl3oo cR2zetlo NG o

Afizoao Couet of Appeals case NO | CA-CR llk-oB2d PRPC %P?djjf‘i:\lj;}r(:\/?ez)s)

Acizeaa Supreme CoucY cnse No ., CR -18~0055-PR )

—

OVate ol Arvzona, V. Vimmy Woyne Guinord Cose I\\O:P/iGOCRZO{ZSOOQ"IS
heizona Court 0 ApPeals Case NO. | CA-CR IN-0B10 (Direct Appeo

Amzona Swprema Court Cape NO, CR-15-6310- PR s

?\\A\Q 32 Po&:\’—cor\\nc:hbn celiel Case NO- Plsg(‘)-choi:ég o oc st i
heizona Courd R o - PR éfe‘f'n‘)L)onS for revied
ACIZo N SwPreme coury case NO. R -18- 0190

Botn Pe;‘\:\%:of\e,rfs Trels wesre \qe\A X ‘
im TUE SWPERIGR Court of THE state oF ARIZONR
I AND FOR THE CGouNTY 6 YA\)A?/\\

FCLQQ nr



TABLE OF CONTENTS -

OPINIONS BELOW.......cociiiiiiiiniiince e eeere s nesssnaesae s et 1

JURISDICTION.......ouueertctestcscssssseessesessesssseessesesseesseeseenes e bt ss s Z
CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED ........orervvreern. 3.
STATEMENT OF THE CASE w.ooeeooeooeoeooeooeoeoeeoeeseeseeseeseseeesee e 4=
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT w.covcormereeeeerreeseeeeeesseesseessessieeessenmsasessessssssessene

CONCLUSION. ...t eeeeteeeeeeeeeeeteeeasasessssasessssssaseesssassssssasasasessasesssesesessasasesssessssessssseses

INDEX TO APPENDICES

| ™
) - «‘;\e \)UL\ Z—S— 8012—-
APPENDIX A A% . coucy o€ Appesls ordec & d duly

Y of Appea,\s ocaer c)\e.n%nj mo*a)q Lo

) "rl\c r couwr ,
APPENDIX B il e Fled Auny. 26T, zo2Z

Ceconslder oF ,

' .
APPENDIX C District coury of Arizenc osrder Qecked Sept 307 202)

APPENDIX D D\l‘;{'::(c} Ccu(‘j\— 6£ Arizeno oc&g;@\mymﬁ maotion Lo o
(econs\derat"\’\or\ Aoded Dec. AT 20z

APPENDIX E EX‘\{A'\’\\O(\ of T:VY\€ To '—rt\e _U.)r‘t’\: of Qer“}'\ora(‘l @FM%O‘
v LS. SuPrema cou ety APP"\@;\no(\ Np. 22AHS5G

APPENDIXF  Repocters ocigmal Trwal Tramsce gt 4-3-2013, Poge 2§

AppeENDIX G Photes o€ Phyusica) edidence. S o Camod t |
eP NO\P\BOOC/P\ZO(\O\\L\(Q‘ ed 1o C;an\/tcil” N Cuse

fage T2



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

CASES Ccases watinue on Page IT) PAGE NUMBER
rmaddletoav, meNe|, SHL w.s. 433 \2y 5.¢t. 1830,158 L.Ed. q.
70l Ceood J(quotations ommitted ).

O'neal V. W\cAnick15\3,u&5\HEL, 43, W5 S.c+.Gaz,130 L.EA H, e
22 ay71499), |

Estelle vi INCGuire, 502 WS, b2, Te-77 (L aa) (0 connor 3. Dessentang), | H
WS V. Bear, U39 F.3d 59, 568 (a™ (i~ 200()

rl 5 !
5‘\?\%\(\0\/\0[ VA w(-&?kmgﬁm, Hiele WS, (o8, L 87 (1a84)Edutions smdtted)), .
Sullven v, Loistana, 508 w.

S, Z275,\ -+, 20
2d ot 18z (993 W3S et 20718 208 ,\z4 LEd,

5

5

Victor V. NeweasKa O us., at G Cededpas omded ). g
Fey Vo Pliler ;551 ws V2,020,121 N3 . 1257 20 -
L Ed. 7_3 i (2007), ‘ ’ e SehesElhies,) 5
WSV Tam , 240 Fad 797, 902 (Gt~ 200 D, 5
(o

WS Ve Nobles H2Z WS, 225, 230,95 S,ct 210,45 L.Ed.2d
iqi Cvas)

STATUTES AND RULES

- Rule 32.3 H.
Fed R, EVd A0 () %61 (o) § A0tCedC) 1,
Rule 151 _CJ)L3>Q‘5> ’ ‘ s
Fed. R, EVid., 103 7.
Rule 103 () 8.
$ 2254 (AL | 8.
. Fed. R.covm. P, H6.O : | 12,
Fed. R. Evid, Yoy Cb) . . 13, 14516, 1le, 872,20
Fed. . EVid. Rule 105 . -

Fed. R. gvid. Rule Lo3 () 2D
Fed. R, Evid. Rule 103 ()

1B

13
) 4.
§39. 1 (owe Process clause) 9.
Fed. S‘f'a"'wi'or\./; Cecusal Statpe , 28 WS.C.8 455 220,21
§ 455 Ca) pA
OTHER S ] i
o ] Lo ey V718,210,203 V2,26
w.S.C. l"{m lb((mud(m : Pasyes s 3, ) ) 75 ) )

r.5.C. ™ Amandwent Pagest 3 5 );zq 5 e

u.s. ¢ 8™ Amerdment Pagest 3, 17,18 ,23, 2=

?a‘\’)& ~_



TABLE of AuTHORITIES C(TED Cont.
Pa9-e Number

Lases
Johoson . Norrs , 999 . g, )
Nafue V. ITWinols 33k WS, ?_Lg:il-‘z.\jqf(j;;\;ii:t%z ?;sz:uﬁkii‘?%l (f/
Pecruquet . Bl \e~1 , 390 F.3d 505,514 (7t e 2009). ‘ 8‘
Hayes V. Browm™ 4399 £.3d4 912 Cchk A Ar. Zo65)@P. 481G 8:
Phillips Vv, Wood ford ;26T Fo3d Able, 484 -85 (ath cic, 2oo 1D 8.
Word V., Sternes 234 F.3d GSitey ToH (Tt e, 2003, 8.
PRl V. OraosKi T3 Fo 3d 1B (ehd 200D@ P8l 8
Vonnelly V. Decheristofore | Hile WS, @3T,LY9,9H St 18 Y 8‘
Wo L.EQ 431 Qo 1¢), ) h
U\lcus\(:m‘b‘\'bn V. P\ro?\;cwxef , 2228 F. 3d (82 (ch Lo Z°°°>‘ B.
Taylor V. Maddox y 3ble B34 A%z, 00l Cotacim, 2004 ) - .
Jones V. Walkee | 5H0 F.34 1277, 1288 n.s (WHcdia 2008)(en hondy) Q.
Ww.s, V. lZam(mezq 537 €. 34 \075 Cath i, 2008). ‘ l(‘;.
MS Ve Geston , 299 .F. z2d 1nqo Cattcir, 2002) . O«
w\‘.}nro\ states \/. Antone o3 F.zd Slle s a9, 10.
wa ted States V. Goodmen, 05 F.2zd 870 Cs® e \q19). \ O,
i O,

WS V. Kerr, 99t F. 2d 1050,1053, 37 Fed.R.EVA. Secv. 808

Cab e 1992).
WS, V. Garcia 522 F.3d 597, Lot-0zCo iy 2608 ) Lo,
i O«

UeSe VL WRghty 25 F3d 583,61 015 (at cic, 20(0).
) O,

0.5 V. Mansing ;23 F.3d 570,573 (Fde 1qaH ),
771 E.24 17_07)\2_\\,\8 FED.R.EWVID,SecV. vl

1\«
il

u\S! \/. MCRQL’ \
8173 (aMim (a83). b
34 ndz, 1147 et a, 2005) .

W.S. V. N-e.o?WﬂJ'SPOO{\ yHIO F.
W.5¢ V. Pecez ~Ruz, 353 F. 3d,\ (V& cir 2003).
\\06 S.c¥. \03%78"‘ Vi

WwiN l:\"ed 6+a-)—°5 \V \/oun‘j ) l—{'?o LA S, \ )\8’\61

L.EQ. 24  \ad5). i v
u\(\\-\—.eA 6"('6/\"&‘55 /. w\;\ \4@5 3 LO/(D,Z F~ 35\ 5Z'L, (qﬁacg 2.0((7 < ‘
Catlen V. Pin holstery Sk3 WS\ 70, 204 4 131 5.1 13 88

119 L.EBd, 2d 557 (zot),
Focdan . Hepp , 831 Fo 34857, 84950 (T eir 20k «

W.S. V. M0 res 58 F.Za\ SQb,’-lot»oz(SWc:w( Q79) P2
€ < Fahons ond otes emityed)),
(Cant. on Poge )

<

i 2.,
VZ .

Pogy e X



TABLE oF AUTHORVTIES QG TED Conl.

Loses Pasye nNumber

S, V. Coutentos, (.5 i F.2d 809, Bz .
. < . | Eed. .
Secy (55 Ca‘ﬂ‘dr‘)z_on) ‘ y O« ed. R. EVid. 12,
tatked Stotes V. Burkhact ) M58 F2d 2oy Qo™uria72)(enbanc)), 13,

woded Studes \¢. Fountain ;7169 F 2d 790 (Teic. 19 99). iH
Boy de Vo Calilornta s HaAY WS 370, 378,li0Sch 11Q0, x
168 L.ed.2d 3V (\990), il
Brunton V. unyed Stades 399 U5, 919, 8% S. .t 12y V9 "

L Ed.2d 7o L akl),
WS Ve Witdy K 2l Fuo3d o2y &Ll0 V9 Employee Benelts cos. _
CRIA) 2521, 43 Fed. REVD. Secv.BT9 1S Fed AP, 0359 PLuhain, \qasy, 12,
.S, N SCMM\a\CI“S\ U F“Zd (qu \LQLO\"‘ )7 F-ed‘ 2‘ E\[:c).. SQF\/} 128
(ot cied) \5.
Greer V. Miller HB83 WS T5k,Tele N7 J6T Seck. 3lo2,q7 L.Ed. 15.
2 &\8 Q\ag1),

anched states . \)ﬂ\k:ns ~watts, 574 E 3d 940 ,a4L (8Yoc~ 2609) Wa.

n.S. V. lusecacvesr, 598 E 34 982 (ch 8 201b), Vo
Tolor Ve MaddoX \3Gle F.34 A2 1008 (a e 2004), e
gtete 05 Acizona V. Lester, Yavepai County Supesior Court Cuse i 8.

NS . Vf 1300 cR 2020Bo 2B ¥2 [ CR 202180 2T

stode oF hrone V. FelKea bucry, Yasepas Couny) Buperior couct co5e | 8.
WD, P1300 R 2007 01255

To hnson . carroll 364 F.3d 253 (3dcie. zood), a
Brocy V. Granleq,520 Lo B Q04-03,117 .t 1193, 138 L.Edl. 2 d .
oiq Ci1aa), o |

Fr‘w\Ku'\ V. W\cCa.qg\A‘\'r‘“[ ,399 F.3a A55 QAL (7% cie. 2005, 19.
medhews V. EA dge | HZH WS 3\9, 34 Al St 813,903 Qo). (q.

st Commibee Vedecaico,Tnew, Ml s 238, LH LoEd 19,20,

Jont Antt

24 182,100 SCh (Ll (1a%0), n

WS V. 6&1 Po\a‘- \ 3LlL2 F._ 3& e's% ,}8‘-‘103(21 Fcaz P\~ E\/(d . SQrU’\ \eol C&Q\CCF‘ 2_003>. 2_‘5

KeSe Ve Condn , 89l F.28 79, 81-8% (stcic, 990D 21.
ol W ar 2008 ). S0,

Redley V. e, HHO .34 393,
Tuwmeq V. Stale of Gnio ,273 o, 516,532,147 S.ch H37, 444,71 L.Ed P19,

S Ao L. A5 159 3,5 dhto L. Abs 185,50 AL R ZH3 (V). 21
Hocason Vo McBrde 128 Fo3d £52,k5- 1 (2™ ar. 2005). 2 1.
(D‘l\h/\l‘bw \/l LO\(‘\(‘Y\ )L'\l\ L)\.éﬁ 35),-\7 >‘ﬁ5 S:C"\" \H 5‘23l’\3 L—~Ed. Z—d Z ‘
Tz (la1s), . ‘
Chcaey Vi WS Dist Guet for Dist of Columbien 541 1.5, Q13 2

qzH\2H St 1290158 L.EA 24 225 Creon),

Page NMIT



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

4 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A B 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 CiD to
the petition and is

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

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

The opinion of the ___ - . eourt
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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




JURISDICTION

{4 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was duly 25® 2622

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

P} A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: 26™ 2022  anda copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _ B |

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including _1-23-2023 (date) on k= 23~2523 (date)
in Application No. 2% A _45%

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
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied 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. §1257(a).
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o O\OQ”'CC’)WD[\ Was Made \0\1 Tr;q\ Counsel c)\ema\r\oks e 0[\\\1 C,ura»%'\‘w
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R Croneows errofy & 3\;\\*‘1 Vecdie ¥ wou\d Smre\vl» Waue kem (\Q(;ddﬁa\\
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Plain erroc, & deSindad wust show Thed=! 1) an eccoc occucred, 2) The
ecroc Was obuions and Aeor, 3) T ercorc afSecded The delendants Substart-
o) o | and M) e advesse xmpac‘)L Serl‘()UtSlk/ asCected Thi $onceness, in-
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Procedwra) AeCaclt ductrine does not impse on absslute bac Ty Ledecal
Celsel, The Trial couet as well as T Cederal dustret coct has dened peh?-
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ademssible evidence . See olso Phillips Ve WoedSord , 267 F.3d lele, 984 -85
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