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129033

STATEMENT OF FACTS

After Huron Verser was convicted in 1998 of first degree murder and

aggravated kidnaping of Stanton Burch and Michael Purham, Verser sought 

post-conviction relief based upon the newly discovered testimony of Corey 

Campbell. (Sup2 C. 26) As a result of the State’s “cold case” investigation into the 

murders, Corey Campbell pled guilty in 2011 to the offense of first degree murder 

and aggravated kidnaping of Stanton Burch and Michael Purham and was 

sentenced to an aggregate term of 70 years in prison. (R. 821) At the evidentiary 

hearing on Verser’s post-conviction petition, Campbell testified that he and two 

others were solely responsible for the kidnaping and murders of Burch and 

Purham, and that Verser was not involved in the murders. (R. 826-43) The post­

conviction court denied Verser a new trial finding that it did not believe

Campbell and did not find him to be a credible witness. (R. 1002)

The appellate court affirmed the post-conviction court’s decision finding 

that it was for the post-conviction court to determine issues of credibility, and 

that there was no manifest error or reason to second guess the court’s conclusion

that Campbell was not credible. People v. Verser, 2022IL App (1st) 192224-U,

41-42.

trial

The evidence at trial was that there was a power struggle between two

factions within the Unknown Vice Lords gang of which Verser was a member.

; (Sup4 R. 260) One faction was led by Tyrone Williams and the opposing faction 

was controlled by Willie Lloyd. (Sup4 R. 260, 280) Officers set up surveillance

after they received information that there was a war going on between the two 

factions and that Williams and members of the Unknown Vice Lords would be

SUBMITTED - 20029840 - Kelly Kuhtic -10/25/2022 11:56 AM



129033

armed attending a funeral on the evening of September 14, 1993. (Sup4 R. 259) 

Officer Mike Cronin observed approximately 10-15 males going into the funeral 

home wearing black hooded sweatshirts with their hoods over their heads

concealing their identity. (Sup4 R. 261) Shortly after entering the funeral home

the group exited the funeral home. (Sup4 R. 262) Cronin never identified Verser

as being one of the individuals who entered and exited the funeral home. (Sup4

R. 263, 279) The group walked across the street where they then split up into

different vehicles. (Sup4 R. 264) Williams and some others got into a vehicle and 

drove off and were never stopped by police. (Sup4 R. 264-65) Other officers moved

in and Derek Harvey and Verser were subsequently arrested. (Sup4R. 265) After

his arrest, but prior to giving his statement, Harvey took Detective Kriston Kato

and other officers to the bodies of Burch and Purham at the railroad tracks. (Sup

4 R. 195-200)

At trial the parties stipulated that a 9 millimeter hand gun found on

Verser after his arrest could have fired the 9 millimeter bullet recovered from the

clothing of Stanton Burch. (Sup 4 R. 214)

Barry Williams testified for the State at trial that he was at the location

where Burch and Purham were taken off the street and that he did not remember

Verser being there. (Sup4 R. 77-78, Sup4 R. 118) Williams testified that he was

pressured to make a statement by police. (Sup4 R. 118) Williams denied 

remembering much of what he was asked about by the State. (Sup4 R. 117-18) 

The State introduced Williams' prior inconsistent statements to Nelson as well

as Williams' testimony at the grand jury hearing. (Sup4 R. 128-31, 137-154) Both

of Williams' prior statements implicated Verser in the murders by stating that

Verser was one of approximately 10 people who approached Burch and Purham

SUBMITTED - 20029840 - Kelly Kuhtic - 10/25/2022 11:56 AM
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on the street with guns in their hands and abducted them. (Sup4 R. 128-31,

137-154) Williams testified at trial that he was paid $1100 or $1220 by the

State's Attorney's relocation unit to help him relocate, and he took the money but

did not relocate. (Sup4 R.113)

The State also admitted into evidence the statement that Verser

purportedly gave to Kato and Assistant State’s Attorney Jim Nelson. (Sup4 R.

68) Nelson stated that he took a statement from Verser by asking Verser

questions and then Nelson wrote down what Verser said had happened. (Sup4

R. 59) Nelson first took a statement from Harvey and then he took Verser's

statement. (Sup4 R. 58) In Verser’s written statement he acknowledged that he

sells drugs for Ted and that there was a battle within the gang over who

controlled drug sales at a corner. (C. 303-304; Sup4 R. 69)

Verser’s statement also read that on September 13,1993, Ted and Tyrone

Williams gathered Verser and a group of fellow gang members including Derek, 

Squirt, Chico, Fred and other guys, to get guns and go look for two of Willie's

boys who had been spotted selling drugs at Ted's location. (Sup4 R. 70; C. 305)

Ted told Verser that if he helped him to protect his drug spot from Willie that

Ted would then give Verser his own spot to sell drugs. (Sup4 R. 71; C. 304)

Verser got into the car and when they got to Ted's drug spot, Ted and Tyrone 

already had Pur ham and Burch in the backseat of the car. (Sup4 R. 71) Ted and

Tyrone took Purham and Burch to a spot by the railroad tracks on. Roosevelt

Street between Western Ave. and California Ave. (Sup4 R. 71-72; C. 305) Verser

and others met Ted and Tyrone at the railroad tracks in a separate car. (Sup 4

R. 71,-72; C, 305) Ted, Tyrone, Derek, Squirt and others brought both Purham

and Burch from the back seat of the car to a spot on the railroad tracks. (Sup4 R.

f
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72; C. 305) Ted then shot one of the guys in the head and Verser and others

began shooting at the other guy who had not yet been shot. (Sup4 R. 72; C. 305)

Verser stated that he believed he shot the other guy in the leg. (Sup4 R. 72; C.

305)

At trial Verser denied making this statement to Kato and denied ever

saying that he shot Burch or Purham with the 9 millimeter that was recovered

from him. (Sup4 R. 296-97, Sup4 R 339) Verser admitted that after the funeral

an officer found a fully loaded 9 millimeter on him that he was carrying for his

protection. (Sup4 R. 295, 309) Verser admitted to signing the statement prepared

by Nelson, but only because Nelson told him that if he signed it he could leave.

(Sup4 R. 298, 328)

While Verser maintained that it was Cronin who questioned him, the

State called Cronin in rebuttal and he stated that he never spoke with Verser on 

the day that he was arrested and that it was Detective Kato who interviewed

Verser. (Sup4 R. 361)

Detective Kato testified that around 8:30 p.m. he learned that Verser and

Harvey were in custody. (Sup4 R. 362) Kato testified that he was in charge of the

investigation of the Burch and Purham case. (Sup4 R. 365) Kato interviewed

Harvey first and then Verser. (R. 616-17) After Nelson was updated by Kato on

the investigation, Nelson took a written statement from Verser with Kato

present. (R. 617-18)

The jury returned a verdict finding Verser guilty of two counts of first 

degree murder and two counts of aggravated kidnaping. (Sup 4 R.467) The trial

court sentenced Verser to natural life on both counts of first degree murder. (Sup

4 R. 714, 722)

4v
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Direct Appeal

On April 30,2002, the appellate court affirmed Verser’s convictions. People

v. Verser, No. 1-98-1779 (1st Dist. 2002).

Post-Conviction Proceedings

On February 27, 2012, post-conviction counsel filed a first amended

post-conviction petition alleging, among other claims, a claim of actual innocence. 

(SUP2 C. 4-35) Verser attached an affidavit from Eunice Clark stating that she 

never testified at Verser’s trial but that she was present when Burch and

Purham were taken off the street and she never saw Verser there. (Sup2 C.

32-33) She also swore that her boyfriend Barry Williams lied at Verser’s trial.

(Sup2 C. 32)

Verser also attached an affidavit from Corey Campbell. Campbell stated 

that on September 13, 1993, Derrick Harvey, Lil Donny and he pulled up to the 

corner of Springfield and Arthington where Eunice Clark and the two boys were

standing selling drugs. (Sup2 C. 26) Campbell, Harvey, and Little Donny got out

of the car and pulled the two boys into the car and drove off. (Sup2 C. 26) They

took the two boys to the railroad tracks and murdered them. (Sup2 C. 26) Verser 

was not with him during the shootings and Verser is innocent of the crimes.

(Sup2 C. 26)

On March 26, 2013, the State filed a motion to dismiss Verser’s 2012

amended post-conviction petition. (C. 370-390) On November 24, 2014, the 

post-conviction court denied the State's motion to dismiss and advanced the

petition for a third-stage evidentiary hearing as to Verser's actual innocence

claim. (Sup. R. 5)

Stage Three Evidentiary Hearing

SUBMITTED - 20029840 - Kelly Kuhtic - 10/25/2022 11:56 AM
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At the stage three evidentiary hearing, defense counsel presented the

testimony of Corey Campbell. (R. 821-914) Corey Campbell testified that on

August 22, 2011, he pled guilty to the offenses of first degree murder and

aggravated kidnaping of Stanton Burch and Michael Pur ham and was sentenced

to an aggregate term of 70 years in prison. (R. 821) Campbell testified that he

was not questioned on the murders of Burch and Purham until 2009 when he

was implicated after a judicial overhear between him and his cell-mate at

Pontiac Correctional Center. (R. 834, 858, 861, 865-68)

Campbell testified that he, Derrick Harvey, and Little Donnie were solely

responsible for the kidnaping and murders of Burch and Purham, and that 

Verser was not involved in the murders. (R. 826-43) Campbell testified that on 

September 13, 1993, he and Harvey saw Burch and Purham selling drugs in a

spot that was not their spot. (R. 824) After Campbell and Harvey saw this, they

went back to the house to get Little Donnie. (R. 824) Campbell, Little Donnie,

and Harvey then went back and took the two boys to the railroad tracks in a car.

(R. 826, 843) Campbell testified that it was only himself, Little Donnie, and

Harvey at the railroad tracks with the two boys and no other cars arrived at the

scene or followed them there. (R. 835) Once they got to the railroad tracks Little

Donnie shot one of the boys in the back of the head. (R. 826, 844) Campbell and

Harvey took turns and shot the other boy. (R. 826) The three of them left the

railroad tracks and went to the funeral that night. (R. 827) After they left the 

funeral home the police arrested Harvey and found a gun on him, but Campbell

was never taken into custody or arrested. (R. 828) Campbell kept his involvement

in the murders a secret for years and never told anyone. (R. 852)

Campbell stated that he believed that Harvey was abused by the police
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arid was forced to mention Verser's name. (R. 832) Campbell testified that Verser

had nothing to do with the kidnaping and murders. (R. 832-33) Campbell

testified that his nickname is "Squirt," which is listed in both Harvey's and

Verser's statement to police as a person being involved in the murders. (R. 839)

John Duffy, a former investigator for the “cold case unit” in the Cook

County State's Attorney Office, was the only witness to testify for the State. (R. 

932-33) Duffy received information from IDOC that Campbell had information

about the murders of Burch and Purham. (R. 933-34) Duffy then interviewed

Campbell's cellmate, Steven Banks, at Pontiac Correctional Center, and learned

that Campbell's nickname was “Squirt.” (R. 934-35) Banks agreed to be part of 

a consensual overhear with Campbell. (R. 936)

After the overhear, Duffy interviewed Corey Campbell at Stateville

Correctional Facility on January 29, 2009. (R. 936-37, 940) In the interview

Campbell initially denied any involvement in the murders, but after questioning

eventually admitted to helping with the abduction of Burch and Purham. (Pet.

Ex. 2, 82-101) Campbell said that he helped bring Burch and Purham to the

railroad tracks, but stayed in the car and was not involved in the shooting. (R. 

895) At the hearing Campbell testified that he initially denied any involvement 

in the murders in his interview with Duffy because he did not want to get

charged. (R. 875, 888)

On September 20, 2019, the post-conviction court denied Verser's petition.

(R. 962-1004). In its ruling the court acknowledged that there was no absolute 

certainty that one of the bullets found in the clothing of the victim could have 

been fired from the gun found on Verser. (R. 998) However, the court stated that 

the State’s evidence did not rest solely upon Barry Williams’ testimoriy, nor did

6t©
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it depend solely on Verser’s confession. (R. 1000) The court found that Williams' 

testimony was corroborated by the fact that a nine milhmeter handgun was 

found on Verser. (R. 1000) The court stated that it did not believe Campbell and 

did not find him to be a credible witness. (R. 1002)

On appeal Verser argued, in part, that the post-conviction court manifestly

erred by denying Hulon Verser’s post-conviction petition after an evidentiary

hearing where Corey Campbell’s testimony was newly discovered evidence of

Verser’s actual innocence that would have changed the result on retrial. People

v. Verser, 2022 IL App (1st) 192224-U, f33. Verser argued that in rejecting

Campbell’s testimony and finding that it was not of such a conclusive character

that it would change the results on retrial, the post-conviction court had applied

a total exoneration standard. Id. at 1f39.

The Appellate Court affirmed the post-conviction court’s decision, finding

that the court’s holding “was a proper recitation of the conclusiveness prong.”

People v. Verser, 2022 IL App (1st) 192224-U, If 41. Noting that it was for the

post-conviction court to determine issues of credibility, the Appellate Court

determined that there was no manifest error or reason to second guess the courts

conclusion that Campbell was not credible. Id. at If 42.

4*5
SUBMITTED - 20029840 - Kelly Kuhtic - 10/25/2022 11:56 AM



£DMPF1LIN£ fShSON FOR &RMT2WG REVIEW

I k«s Laud skoulJ <|r3w4 4k>s V/r>4 gF OerFieran ^appeal ^ 4W1 

enroweous iaclual FInIin^; 4o

1. CONSISTS

4ef wkal c>r cumslawce s Ike uHimale64 tiariFy uw

)v liS£Qverel vniFn£SS£.S4ask o4 JelerimNiwcy 4W craiikthky oF 

properly puF 4cs Fke Frier oF FatF gw relnal or FYa pres.}'

1h Iew^m^ Verstr5 reruns) W a 

Falel FWF 4 4il wol kel

is owewe\M iy

posl-overi/Y 3
4 rial F4i£ t»f£u\k

Eampkell awd Jil wof Fkwi kirn 4o

4;C ONWcliDW wewpfocetcii

4 Simply St a

likla witness. ^R. I0>5Z.^ Tka

4kougk C&rapleli ple4 <^ui Hy aw4

i£V£coat

le Fins Fin4i^GONVloll ON cowrl rna

4 Fo 4)ia Same. murders d4 wktck 

iFlier e.yewiFwf£SS

4k ad Uwked Yerser 4q Ike £-rmfcS-

V-k 2.V&W5yose. * ere

SewFwas ewce

1 aF Versars Fnal FkeraVerser was coA/videl. was weiaw

ev’ilawce.physical4es 1> wowy woe

4esF>4ikil»4f oF W'l4kWw I4 qtul&vce as mowyLovier courl wessa ereq assess1wee

1 ra-osl * eowvielioW CowrF iskeanNc^s Se Fhal Fha 

decuiiwEj a JeFewiawl s ^iaiIFi awj 4keraky applying 

slawiard. Pfiop)

I his S

is mak'iwo^ a jeFerwitwali

al 4k*rJ - slant ev>4ewFi worary

\ 4&Hl exowerahoNaw uvtorrac

/Umsov, Zbib 1L )ZW41 t 41
£ Y.

as iwsFrueFed 4ka4 wk Circu'l Gouria La^\ oF IHiwois, k ew alAprewt

1 i n awb\ wWFker Ike towcUs'iva ckaraeW is «neprow^ION

k"H |
f skouti employ a comprehewsive

are uwi^ualy appropnale 4af 4 rial

•il3.tFaa) \NhJOLBNtt cla'iM a circui

vrkrek invoI

3^pproatc&ur

DialJtk’tliFy delermiwak

4o miV£. hoJk^Lkavt- 2615 2L l|53or 11 17-- ^ ttE i0

IONSves tre

^ud^es

II.



t sIlQuIi A/O'f rt-Jec'Je

1 XI- t'Vi*

f Dliwois, has also c 3.ujici/vacl jjal jlie cifcuij 

Ilia JejeAfla/ol s eju'iU in lec’iX^ wWllar )o

1ftoM. 101 iu il lit iu (im)

tourD

7t Sjpl t V.^raw

ffleX I/lie /Appellale £t>uri rejeclel Vcrsers ar^umEuI: Dial hv ieNyuy<^

1 AHy XXe posj" convicIion

Verier, ZQZZ It App

Vtrser lasel u|>qa/ ils assessme^l: lam pi ell

liel a lolal 

1*12214-U. tlH 5^*41. IwsWX 4lie AppelUe Pour!

s ere

sla»y lari. J^oplexoN/eralm/v1 £ V.
aPPdour

lull llal jlie posl - CQ^VuVtOM

pro/y^. il- al 11 41.

Courl 4o JalermiwE issues oj

LtiNL

retilajiaw ol 4W coA/clusiveA/essCourl s KbU'iAi properWas a4

C0A/Vicj'6Nlor Die posl-oreover, a/o1in^ llaj 1 

creliVili jp, lie. Appellale. LouH lei

was

1 jjiaj Here vjas mo ivuwilesj error or reas&MermiA/e

Hal HampteH Was nq! crelAle. Jl- al 11 

lie jaclual livings. wjiere uy |acl jislurl, 

aul i a/11 s pula Me. IPaopI

. n sz4, in in.Sc. \u (zoDi)
jo provil

j',ve\y. I jus courj sioull tjcaul

lie. cifcu'ij tour! slo 1 eoNcmsi orycjuessS£com

42. Here., Hilly lelerroi Alai*

irKa-j is clearly

iBlTS ,ere

ileul, plaiA/. t V-ffllMi jesl ev ierror, is error

fflorga/y, ZU Hi U I 48.. i$5> 3)7 Af.£

£0url shouli ^rawt 

eourls ow jlis imparla*! issue. All

l lo ,1

u'iia/rce loL IV A/ecessacy ^As reviewissue

erMaower

{lliorily iw orier joIriai r>rev£ArVe.rser )Supervisory a.upursuawa A/ew

11. LnsI. arj. VI I )*:W \ftrsty s case.^ ^msji

SiU. 2flu il usm 1 flo.
^rass miscarriage b ice

People v-

12.



&UESTIMS FOR KEYIEW

Ja/ his ZOO*? post" coa/viclio* petition. Vsrssr 4ti3.4 trial a*l uppsllats

iKsttactive tor taili/ra to property presewt loot

IT.
Vi«s motion 4o 

I deNied Versers

Couwsfil raise.W2.S

e.vtde.wc£ kased lawful arrest. TV trial COUrupow aw uw 

idewce LaseJ

Suppress 

motion to Suppress evi //orris (a3od fea.S6W3.kle Suspicion 40 slop

pal down. (d>ec. MOO, $up.4R. 7)3-)4), &.28s). T^

Afot twaffecfive for raising

Vcrser, 2DZZ JL Arf. (l si) 11ZZ 2.4 - 1EI 1 47. 7Z. (W®)

idered fal Ilia weapon 

left at Inal

(Sup-4R. 77-73, 1)8) tut fis post-convict

UpOAf

Vftrser awJ Conduct a protective

Appellate court agreed, trial wor appellate counsels. wena

aw AtoA/merifonous claim. faopl

Tlxis Jssue .Summari zed : For Ikis £&Mrl to

a v.

iawCOWSl

owly Wiik tkfiSuppressed 4kg dilate would kave k

Contradicted testimony of Barry Williams 

l lAfexpl'iCakly gdawdovad tins claim.

t kslat eeweewemew

lOW

Couwsa

i| of Certiorari, and drier 

late rules

Court skouU ^rawt HuIoaz Verser appeal, 4

A remand for fwilier proceeding. wkera ike !

TV or wri\ s

court s misapplication sower

arrest, tkai notaw lllfeoalla following 

applied ky Ike lower courts.

T!ia United states Supreme Court fas addressed 41 

Is tyiade following

considering statementsand )taws, iw

ly addressed

werema

norproper ly

\ lji£ admissi kilitp of 

I. Tke Court listed 4ke factors to k-£

fficienfty alt

roduct of tke defendant s free will , and

ie. issue o

illegalslat arresaw i£M£M

ted 4tlater slatwWtliierel iw Jp-lervmvwg row!cwuuwas saemewaer aCOW'S i

to ka deemedtke illegality" a PSo As

d J/djcitftisdJiyifi.. Tkeseresult of Ike illegalitytVerefore admissi kle ratter tk a waw s,

)3



Die fempora!

4, 4)ia prtse.NCt of iwfecveNi 

1 ^(s^rawcy of 4)\a cThoaf

IDiwms (ms), ill ULS. 45 L tt. Ik ML T5 X Ci ZlS4 

Tie. vsTTTy o$ Da I 

4 64 4W

facl or alseo'ce. of fflira.^^3.ors iwclude Da wanvi w<|s.presence

s4a4pvo)om\4y of Hie arrest awi Hi ' n A£M£w

414 £ 1:Circumstance, awd 41 e mis compurpose 3.N

Br OWW V-

4 Da resuHs cT aHewtuHow.fs fiw4i

iik'.IDy of Da 54H
k 54sfe for ^uesDoM'W^. Tie !

were woower tout

, Hu 4 He ieDwiawle vfTwesseslut Hi e

vslu/Hanly accompanied Da poi

ereassessiflew

4ov/er eourice aw

Alorns was ^u.s}if i£4

Ter» >. flU 312 K.S. I (n«).

{it>w 4o suppress based few 

HriouS. al (t it) Be fcXisWe of

AIT.Uw4ar fie- 4o4HTy af Da circumstances.reviewed. Tlus. icar

a Tarry, pad down.

e 4c> Da 4ew>al of Jefewlawt s

iuc4iw iN CiTiN^ :(M COW 3
Mate AaHewij awmoaw ay pa

U wol lava l 

dances awl He fU^saNty of p<d

dwwDwf kI eew menarres wou

idered do-iuc4 are CO/s/Sliwfervew'iw ice rmscoNC \t ClAlYI sa
vHeHer He iefawJawf Z sd&4 

JacVsow, 374 IH. Af>f>- 3d

df imporfsiwf facdors iw lafer^iwiw^

of )]ia idlest arrasH fee?)

■V^s, 371 III, Tiff 3J 735. 712 &*>- Bwl ZOO?),

eme-wU IW 1 moswe

£xp\o'4a4i 

n. 102. <{isH A'.sl Z6fi7> Oeo^l

lw D

piAv^el of 4W primary

T£suUei f e v-' ONrora.

£ V-

l),e Wawce of Hese factors '-wHcate dU Versers statement was
is case.

faiwf of Vis iHa^ad sDp-

X. AHehhaHoAC

suppressed because.lslouU l

4, iw spite of He I

COwffiwJs VllS COwfeSSION awiHe ififeAiJawi

4)ib product of l|S Tle^at

eewaveguN

4 s determinatiio Nfewer courttl£y arrest,were

14.



Igcjal. should /tod f£SCllv£. dhe |SS!A£ ©4 

is alm’i ss'ihle.. Pfiopl

)34 Ill- n a. 85. 554 ALE. 2d 1U, 145 Ill. 3W 257 (mfl). TU

1 inquiry is wbedher dhe. toa/Ussion was ohdaiNfid Ly £>cp\oi4^.41

ddnab dhe Jed-aA'dawd-s arras) 

whedher dhe Sul

was

Fosh&v1 COW^fi-SSi OW 3-Afd t V-s&^uejv cpAN

ffel i aw oevaN-

dhe 'illegality J dhe arrest.

4he Jede/tda/A desdimowy. dhad he

i apply Ley louf 

VMlerW 348 III. % 3d 82,

d s did aio) Le.iiHere. dhe )

,d read his fllira^da Ri<jhds: hud dadei I

lySi S. Jgt>p)

35, m Al.E. 2d 7|S, 2 84. III. Hec. )74 (2064). TU=f

ower cqlu i eve

towsider mwas /to

hacdars i/sf add&Nuadiion a a/a e v.

shoulda haariM^ore,

d aDfiAiuafto//.L>g held o w dhe issue o

T/»e £xa.lMSipA/ary Rulfe'

Should have applied w dedermiwi/i^ dhe dacdual dwdw^s, based up°N

lv ohdaiwadidewce which ’Uchad lawdhe UNlawdul arresd; which

adm'idlel i

wrow^iyises avi£XC

ttf a trimi/tal trial, '*s calculated do prewewd, wod do repair,4 Leirom

Is do IfedeT - * do compel respect Ur dhe towsViUV.wul 

iUUe way-- ly removiNt^ dhe 'nctn

dee^uaraNids purpose
dive do disregard id.

in dhe cwly efhecdivedy avai

ikois courts who dated 4t> awderdake dhe 

lade dhe circumshanfce ob dhe policy 

d circamsdawcfes were ^usdidied a*i no)

) he concIusiow hy d|iis A-outd,

/his L<mA has previously rejeedad IHi 

dadsd by LaIqai^ 5u/t do 

dhe exclusionary rule; Mere, dhe

d hyserveevamawiN^uity
dueledcowexae

J dheb remaw>N fRr. Mulow Verser s tour) ruiiwcj.

\S.



|atn 4kfar -furrier factual findi Ikat the Slate failed to s us£2.se '"3s-
\ij3-s alrnUsiUe undereviaewce t ackurde/v of skounncj IWt -Hie

WoW^ S

V,<jU*e STi q a/

United States, 371 US. at iVIn Clk*tq: V/on<* 5 UN V-VUN.

fy that the. Illinois Courts were in error[Roreover, this Court deoied

V/®nij Sun. jtwaySJik assurmwg Ikit Ita Hkr&nda warning tp Ik 

Ike |ain| of 3.K illegal arrest, wkere prior

emselves, under

Courtjudgment of lie Supreme 

del for further proceedinjs. Tins 

io ftlr. Verser's also applied. tU Ike lower courts in tke

pur^e

? Illinois were reversed and Hi e case remano

relationLourl ruling >N

I I Vis rule. ■\S3,ppkcafiserved kp tke exclusionarytiqkt of Ike policy i an orule, m»

I - conviction counsel s dented Ver sers tkeHe Therefore. recommend. p os

assistance In post - conviction proceeding. this Court skould remand this waller 

for -furlW proceedings, and the

reasoNalU

counsel, (^}f) IIis Courtintmewt of

Kot unreasowaUe, ke there!

newippoin

request adeteriviine Jltr. Verser, counsels orewere

kearm<| skould ke. keld on Ike ahove. I issues.

CDNCDASldN

Appellant, respectfully 

court s ^udcjm&Nl denying

TelitFor Ike forae^oiN^ 

Is Ural tkis Court

HmIon Ve ioner-rsev,reasons,

t- £onv\c.|ioNIkereverse posrevues

16-



uMclas- Issue. X. A(Hr/rHive)Varsers yefif 

f}lt£ /Hurd Should.

J Wi a)d for a y-f £ln2w uewio/\ a/-/

irti>eeecliN^s,f dfnS kV4 awd d for fur^yier premau^F5tM 

I - CoKV'cfiGrv! \]&i uurtasiualV uss'S^usa. (fitf) 

Issue 3L. w Uis cause.

Yersec s Cbuwse\ s prevposacau.se

ciwclus>aw u^ders>fou)J ka Wh) fkaWanNtja

Cawp.Wd V Assislauf (iwk Taulejal)

Ajipelfauf

K-^46S5 $ aA/-/<tv> l/lAAU

arrefffc/Vid L&de.<

TeVifVerier. Hul OA/er -csn .

Ke^psHr A/o.

Sfer’ila^ £.

4/517 tasl Z/03 RoaA 

^jkar’dau, 11^‘MBts AOSSl

f £omj> ) i3,Afc&£ ar fif icafe &

I He F£(|imef'neMk cl -Supremecerfify Hal His pel'll 

/I our I ftule u (i)-, 14

C<W farms HION

The Ho<jH 6? Hi s 

He lew^H V>mlla.Vi

lif.ON, tx olud'iw iHiws 'idewlifled as luJelpe &N y

wv Kule 14, \% pa^es.

axe

frcnri I ON

17.



0FFKE OF THE £Ufik. SUPREME LOm OF 1HE mmb SlRTfcS

IQ ()VW o? 4ke Clerk1. Horn-. VERSER, Mu LON 

H fibster Alo. p-^4085 <^4ke pekToif&r^Hoaj. SioT! S. Harris

IHwo\s Ji-5£ Afo. J21033R£' Verse^RT£: rru* a 2flzs V v.

SUfi Xw l^fcspiwls 7& Lourl Oriar J&tei Apr>\ 13, ZOZS^ f£ce.i\)e^ 4.Z4-23,

nests2W<1 respe-c-IL'lly re^A/OW 00/AES l)\e. iWiToAjer WultW Verser. proceed

kle X&cc}) LavilaiV. Clerks otT.ce )o accept V)"2. Missive awd tke eoA/tewcVs

to S£.P

iUs H aw ora

'V kwe access Vo aw \ryf>&fih)es 33. z (0- tkaA VW pall Tower A

Tltaais (h.0.L):^3M\tnutn pr.sow Cft/v-V’.scaVe ail \wmates lyp&wr»Ur; arouv«)

BESNere>Mr,

write*,
does/v VZOI^) *nJ TViS Vaol'ty ^Vief.law f-^rracltowai Ltdzr, l 14 r&r /«^w

Viewer c,e'AW, wYick the.

(Z}. That Wis ^3>c*VrVy ^wiy seH short

J'iVVuuIV 4o

ViiS hast j^uirvt-,^ ^ *i\| pursuant

Ver \ Wi^a^S Use-fuJidtypewriters^r) 1 rESS;13.VGpossess

sVitts at AW Vfcry low sl&wi&rl.

\asTc Twk secur'd y
■\

^ whiO-ti ke 'T aPP7veryreasonsyens:P
d&iMu‘iTii 'RuW. 33.Z, which the peA’>V

Vs J \\i

vcnJer 5 ‘t

lo/)(seeV'.^Court;U.W th Course.iSe f £ cju\rev>fvei\j7 s

iki let^ar- ot the pet‘ih\o>'Jer s trust

4o prft#e,^di-.-

lose!. >s 3nRJa St’ S'X roOiOEml

t, he. there iW renews K>s (/-a?- popes mrs&Vtocsi /&<- 1 ewetfCCCDUM

I-.*-3



menforious claims.) Vi3.4" 4ha PefihoA/er fiwds lhaf he has auv 

er &n exercise of Ibis £ouris 

in 5p\fe &,f h»s .Issue s ieiw^ Fresew

sVquU W SeHWl hy lh>s £ourf.

as h

lor reviewed.tall £ supervisory power, 

led is rare! fed; Ife I owery ^raw

\;C ourf s V u 11 nK|

[FACTS flf ISSUES PRCSENTES!

deNfsry heariK/j^, 

fed fesli

jhal duriw^ We. fhird sfa^a Tosl- tOK/VicflOW E.VII.
|A c lual I~NN6C£Nce £l<Mcn~|, 

atNcI a,!?’, danf, clearly

fhe slafe s ayewilwhere movyNtss recaw

resewledIher evidence

ffial should have

fe flit pelihoNtrs, 

Comcnilled fhe crimes as charged •

PNOexoNera

J Verscrs a. Newprove

fed -i> ^raNeeN

oNvicliON had

mofioN do suppress 

I, wifh add’ihoNal iwforma.fiQN awd

k 'i

a. CcNvfesstcwv awd ^v Suppressed

Id he more )ikely il

l.\ - CONVtehoNg. A fhe secovl sla^e Posf* C 

{r&M dered

couivsepQS

dVileNcehie]) led VerserspreseNUNreasowa

i levee.lawfulbased eviarresupow aw UN

douhffully Ihe Oulcovne

d\fferevf,

offer, UN

f. hf a Irial. eeN15.N NOWOUNew

har'ildedRespeclful\y Su.

MMv pro Sfi

2- of- 3


