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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

[Vf For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix /AV to
the petition and is

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[Jis unpublished.

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

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[V is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the A ' court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[Vﬂ*‘or cases from federal courts:

The date ¢on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Ap_u.L_J_O AOR3

[(/]/ 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 fromi 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

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
~ Application No. A -

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



_ CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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— STATEMENT OF THE CASE
%}/ 4y, o, Cavett, here 'n after Ptk pmer wasfalsely accused, then
ater accested Hhee . Grand 3 ory Lndictment Warrant, Lo the Sole
C,\V\nge. o€ Indecency with o CUnild by Contact. Capj_rcu‘n Lupe, C’_qerzales
_ befnﬂ ‘Hme, invest, ol'[‘;l'\ﬁ O&icer, 77761:‘(;1\ \ 715‘}0” pe‘u‘l‘fouer Loas *@oanc/
S{A:Hy B&a then aaeady tainted J Uy, hich Sentenced o o WD
\/ear5 : n‘efnemer\‘\' in the Tetras Oepaf*vv\ey& ot Cl‘t(W\t‘y\ql J%S‘Hcef and
loder assessed a 4 100co dollacs fine to be pard to the Melallodn
QDOV\‘L‘/ )L/S' Q\M Oisterict QDU\“‘(T . To tn's very D“‘/a Caud% TYXafn{'afvxs he is
160% hnocent of TR O\l\eﬁed otlence. Rotitioner {ecther maintacns he
has D”;ﬁev&\\{ ond on Numerous Gecosions £led Mainy Dost-Lonvickion
| rY\o%fon‘s\ Weits of Mandamus, Al o€ Reuview Post Conuickion Thnocenc e .
‘motions, Tnnocence Provect Apglicsdion, 1107, € ARSY torits o habeas
C_O<‘pu5\ ’}’Y\O*HDV\ 'Qor i(\,O(C} “\ Motion Qar V&Q_OV\S\(CQQ(‘O\‘HDV\ on 0,005‘{*5 oun
mot t(ou/A)hl/\ appofyc\ ‘\mev& o‘é QDMY\S'C\ ) mo‘kiov\‘ko UOIQG&L Op{ nCovx ‘Qor [QQK
O‘e \';um(janc’h‘om due‘&o ‘H'wa 'In\ Cq\ Qod"lrs /()z;% CoNDLNC (&udf)‘emgn‘}(
Qnd Ser\‘\ﬁevxc,{_ l(h ao.eﬁendev&s P(\ESQV\QE, \ Pet\ éocje of QC‘:W\‘ pﬂ‘oc‘ AdJ
42,03 (e« MekionLor rehearingfn bane, Bsth in the UEK District
Cort of Ma&c‘llod« O_D\.\FEV\CIS) and the Seuey&\l\ C,om{* o€ APPM[S In
Amariller Eachh and euery Qiltv\ﬁ, Pletaining to thnotence Q\qimsl
o Due Process FthS Uiolat.ons, C,ovxs{ljtu tonal Amendment u\‘o\q‘ﬁov\s)
COVV\\'pUlSO{‘(/ )06\00_2?53’, @"/“ﬂx\m and Foucteents Amendment Ul(blb‘\\‘fonsl
ond feove rsgblg ecrocs, Bue Uow to the Q_\uK of the 4504 Disterat oot
Michelle )Ou(xtco)L, Pocsers to dictate as o teial Su\dgt wD(A],CQQ She il
Know[‘nﬁl\/ dis ‘)*m‘l)c_,r[*& all %‘{:’{‘{ongrj Coutt Poé*'ﬁowu\kci:on QZUV\gS fo
A\ theee ditlerent Coort of ﬁp/eab y Whidh would }DQ,} the Theed
_S_S_«e_ggg_‘k_l/}_ Omoe Fou(‘“\tfenjt\/\ OAL_,&.S ot A,D{)QQLQ PQ‘\t‘t:bntr 1(.5 }\DHQ.SJVL\/
lost as Yo Lohy Such Lins done, darfmg his egcitchle *O\\CV\S, | year
Llatve o€ [imitations 0€ the AELDPA. |




| SEIEMENT 68 CAse Covnd
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: QD"\S"H‘LWHOV\ 1 Am?hrbh ent 6 ' T\'\Q %QX‘[‘ OQ“H\e,. ame.v\‘dvvxev\"c Q_ov\:kva\a*es
+!C<JO Leey decise Q[GSSQ-‘SOG Loitnesses, Hhoes q&qfnSIL the defendenty and

then thoes tho are "Tn s Facor, The Prosecition MUST produce Hhe

‘QO“W‘Q"; "‘aib“f"“g clefense Ceensel ymay eqall the |atter, There (s not a
third Qa%eﬁoc\y o€ Withesses, helptal to the prosecetion, bat Somehow
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| l . STATE. MeNt OF CAY Couth

fmmune Leom Conbcontation .ngpglgoq Process ~C_ovx€rov\ch{[onl establishes
that it s Lammon o tequire a Defendent to exercise his Fight (moler the

’CQLV\-P&LSQD{_EEOL&is_Q»_\QM& in aduance o€ teval, annoUncing his intert Yo

pf‘ﬂsenlc Cectain LOitnesses, Fed Rales Cotm. Proc 121 @ @) and (6 DN,
Rebitioners Trial Counsel did Sypesna ‘oo defense witnesses Lor
his Clienks defense, See Euidence mocked, Exibits (ﬁ So\peor\q Lor
Leow\dm E..SC.obﬁdO, £\Ll‘m‘+©\\ &@EOM *Cor Themas Rodrf{)c/t&"l‘ SD\“H’\QPQ
15 O Concievakle reaspn L«.)l'\y a Cedmanal delended Comnot 'S;‘milarl\/ be,
C_bmpe,uq_d J(D cv\erc_fsg \/\:5 COHQFOH*Q*:ONI QDMPM[S@P}/ Pc‘oce55 C'[QUSC FfﬁH’S
“1'0 ‘l\OtU(’, wiJmesse'é ‘l‘eS"HCy O s \Qe\xo“,@ 0& o (‘J‘Cmf\/\c\\ teral in “Qcovv‘c
o‘é a jor\/ oé*@ac%-@inol&r&-
Lohan +rial defense aalls 4p the Stond | Leandra £scobedo to "'es{'céy
on Petitioners behall, She s Zofckly admeoni$hed and Scoorn in b\/
the trial Cocrt Smdse, [P\%\\’( eway the State fegoest an argues that
Leandra Escobedlo toould be uio\a‘cﬁs Ner ()(‘Obor\c;oxf\ £ She continued
to wantto test &y. Sv%\tfnj that Lince She was recently placed on
/Uaﬂéupe roision Loe aﬁvw:) Q_\'\QCS%\ and o theees year Statve o€

[ mital \ons Loocdl Opp Lor beth Leandra £ seohedp ¢ Thowas Rodlm‘ﬁuez
+¢> Eeabi‘e, %O +€5‘L:‘éy I(n Open Coctt ‘Cvo(‘ &O\U'Q‘\TL‘ (Ol “ o‘é JCL\CS bQV\Ql/\
Conuve qu%:ov\ cwas ole (e,‘l'ed "Qrow\‘\\w/ O?L»S‘» v\ax\ ‘S(Cg»a\. “\-ranscvlp% ;\:\«a'k
fottioner regeested from the Coork ClerK Several times ofier
the last gyearo’\,\ With oot any obdlecl[onk Lrom trial Counsel €oc
+the PQ‘Ea({'Zone/\l States @(\oéec.u‘éor PPOC_eﬁolecl ‘}’D H’\Vea‘ken Leomdrq
&Qobeaﬁo‘é\-\@, coould }\awe, \\ef Ow\o[ T\f\oW\O\S Rodt‘t U&\¢ Pﬂ\obo\‘Hon
(‘Elzokeol', tHhen ‘QC\Q newd C\/\ar:«)'cLS as Seon QS \—Leqv\gm Lé-ie,ppeo[ ot
‘Hu?, Lot ness é{qm}, and ‘the prosa_dcor‘ also ﬂ\rqucemd ‘H’\a‘lr boﬂ:\
withesses whoo{o/ be i‘hdt‘c‘é‘eo{ On. new) C_hqrﬂe‘g q{* ‘H\e Neyd

G(‘Qr\c{ IOVy 565512911/ 77/\:5 l‘_S QLSD /Uou_) YY\CSS; ‘Q(‘OW\.‘SC\NQ, O\‘t :Y\U\\-

'E‘r[q,[ +(‘4h_§c,n .‘/)"l*. The teial Q.ou(“‘l-»jqﬂat also had Qgpo&u, Saﬁrrr@[’

Ty nuﬂ/ all both toitnesses Probation of€icers, Frank
Trall and Johrathan ©cec to the Cocrthoose to arrest

g



__ SaEmeNt o 0A% Cowto

| +Hem aftec their ;}"&S“f'i‘moh\/‘ The teial Coctt jqdae even toent
as Lar Yo appornt heandira &€ Thomas, . Court Appointed lacoyer
| (Tér!‘t‘j Moeran) See &LCBH-/Q\F\' o aduise them of their right What
was Sacd y L Can OV\\\/ S,OQUAque, &fl do Know 'H\Q‘P CL{Jter a
A0t Y45~ m:vw&t SecessSion u);"k\a\, Q.qu_{' /QPPO;NI-(J A*Porney_ﬂ,
T—Qrﬁ Notman , 4lete Bart'tQ\QDllgéqq , at _100 o Main brqdy Tx . 746’)6’,
hoth Leandra £5coveds and Twomas Qoalotsuez decided Mot Yo f)cuﬁ
the r 'l'es+a‘m0ny-[9@caa5~e hetther one o€ Them woanfed Lo g0
quKA_ Yo jq:l @or Gy reason. Even it prent "i‘je,llf the.
Feuth, Up +ill the olay ot Plant s trial, both detense sitnesses
,_gc,,\)peohed \oy ‘h‘[ql Coongel Po;fn‘ck H’OLOCU‘C{;U)QF& all hands in
ready To open\y test€y on Rtitioners behol€ Vet in the end,
the theeats Lrom the pméec,w{'om SU\ASQ, ) and pcohcc\:lon oflicers
how present inthe eourtroom, Searced Petitioners oy Yo
defense coitnesses not Yo Stk aroond and 6{(/1 the ¢
{_Cs{“i(mot’\?x O\€“r€ r O\lL S ular\/ t‘n,.Ll%kfnﬁlcoh v lexas §72 5.¢4. 1900( l%jL
The Court Stated “The rfﬁh%'l-o otler the “{'echl‘mony ol woitnesses, and -
Yo Compel their altendence | 1€ necessary 1’5 M pla:(n, terms the N‘SM» 1o
presen‘lf“ a o&Qev\s_e. the t‘fﬁH' to Prasen% He defendents Lergion oL
ﬂ&a&s\ as well as the PposéCb&';ons to the jw}’ $0 &hey the Lact
~€\‘v\_oler5\ mdy 'eo\:r\y cle,cvfde, u)kerq,’f\/\t *co\*\r\-\\‘es. 3@;6% as "H\L
accused i‘\as the m‘ﬁk\' ‘to Q.Ohgwon‘\: the pcoSec,q{'ops wWitnessesy ‘eor
Po.rpos-e, O( (_,[/\quevxf)\,wﬁ ‘H«e:r “\’QS‘\‘:MOMI\ Plc\w\in{g hqs a (‘Cj\r& ‘%D
_‘po\:r[k/ )ONSEN{#’ \'\L‘S owon U)HY\QSSQS +o QS‘\’OJO\;S\\ \\:5 ol‘é’:QeV\SC/ ﬂ\CS
Is a Rfjwq and (s Lundamental element o€ due process o€ lacor
See glso Keller v.State 644 3920 S06 [\ms'am Under the 41vn
L1Ine /q”\e"\olm;r\{' to the United S{w&es C.bhé‘)t:*’usr‘ccw, O accused has the
QOY\S+:‘LL/+L(OV\G\L Y‘Cﬁk‘k ‘l’o preSen{' toitnmesses in hs oron OLQ,{‘QV\S €4 See
,Q.L\qw\\oers v 'm{ssfsjfpﬁf\surp cay WO .6 1Y dqm, I“‘Qac:{—}‘\‘kt S oyt
ﬁ&ﬂdl_"_\mi“f‘(ﬁk% to of€er Jtech-:mom/ ot witnesses, and Qow'\]oa[%e?r
attendence., € nQQCSSQn/\ (s in plcu\n%eoms the thf to present a delense.
Stei.g)_gsk;vxg\OV\ v. lexas, 87 5.¢+. (920 ﬁq@‘ .

q.




STATEMENT 0F Case Cowrd

It s fmporfqn+ to hote +o this Aonoro\uf ()Lﬁs-sulore,v\e, Oouf‘h
that the Petitioner beliewes that a Conflict of interest does
enst between H\& Q‘H-orvxex/ appoin{ed fo L\elfi admon sh the
detense witnesses, Because J‘US{- the Ohy before 01 March,
6, 2007, RN‘}/ M. Nocran , State Bar I 2404294 (Hqs pacrt o€ Fhe
324“7 VQV\!\_(‘Q" he was alf‘&d&/ Qudare ; and Lamiluar Lot P‘i{:‘*iovxerj
Case ot hand. So he acteally assisted In ‘H/\I‘Qcﬂ‘t‘nﬁ leandra
Escobedo Gnel Thowmas p\odv‘\fﬁue'z. The +eial court i

_ pnosec,wl-of», and
Ipe‘l'i“{:ey\e_rs '{'(‘:Q( C’—OUY\,S&( Qlﬁo k(UQ_u.) ol 1"’\25 and S"“H there {S

no Dbjec%[ov\. C o critical element o the +eial , threatin
tHhe tooo deense Loitnesses in tHa's mannod Pre_jo\&[ca (l\/ oflacted
Pe'k‘;'l‘:ome.!‘.s SMbS*lvm{*fql rights.e The Court ok C—V:W\;V\QL appeo\ls
not lon ag0, Congidered several cases (noolutng the erronesus
erclusion of evidence €or the defense, The Key coas Yo Whether
a ol*&"@emo\,evﬁ:é Substontial riak woece afbected (045 Lhether the
ecrroneoys QU“NQ Prevev&eol QNL cle_&tv\den‘%"grom preSew&CV\S
evidence on o Critical element ot the otlense . s in +‘r\€.
PQ{:J(;DM rs Case ot hand, S[mp\\qr\/\ 'n P\q%’ L State 119 5.00.3d 933,
&(Tel.ﬁct‘m. /ep. 3_0_@ The 4114\ court erroncously eycluded the
"f?eS{‘:mom,Y ot ¢ O tness toho coould have ‘t&ﬁf:Ql‘ ‘H’\o\’l“ L\e_. ’ja’-/t—
00\“‘435 to the decvenr of a Can, A Withess Cannsk refuse Yo answer a
qu.s{t\oh ‘H\q‘{' doés Y\D{ ;V\Q.P CW\IV\O&t \ner \OELQQ(AS‘L S\ke_ Q,bmld assert H"Q
peiu fleﬁe, i(n response to Some other Zues‘bion- ~ecindre £scovedo
hacl alreqcﬂy admitred 1o Sellz‘nﬁ o poéS?S\‘OV\ o€ de

‘?55 wl‘ﬂ'\ L‘S
wlxy 61\& ar\d T-’/\OW\QS Rootm'f)ue.l Loe re a\re,qdy O e[ov\y ad&l+

pc‘okia*:m‘\o IE\QC\thPq ard Thomas Could ot \I\QU~L ‘eut'ﬂ\er l(m+eqoped
O‘é'o inc‘{—nm{v\a\{'z ‘H\U{'\ Seiuej' 75/7 Say g ﬁ\lu/ both had sold
rugs To he om p Aty | othe~r Clharleny Hines, Pecause
hoth {/\4& ereqdaé been Cohm‘ct-ec/‘ I the Same Og’gf‘d"jud cecal
ﬁ?_{é’{'hﬁk QOOFJC', ‘7 “H/\t Sqrv\*e, D[‘sfmc,{' Aﬁbr’le‘y Cmd &mg T[\;q(
1'-5‘4&3’3« éuer\‘@or "'H«e pé‘OSGCM{or ‘l‘o G S$Sect 'H\e, de&QV\S-L

P I




__ STATEMENT 0F . 4s¢ Convtn

U)I"L'm"ﬁécs Would be_gmrl'ke\r Pl/meled by hewo l‘nda‘c{meﬂ{l PmbOAéon
FQUOC‘.O&;OV\ ;) Gnek Cl,ddf’,tiovwxl jO\t\ '{“l\)’('\qvv i€ ‘ery }Do“H\ C_DI/\")CCV\ULQCQ "[‘o
'['&6+t€t[ on Pve,‘['{'{‘:owerﬁ bﬂkat'ei £<h r‘q‘l‘:or\q[ %QJ‘MSL 'H’\Pec\‘l?tnal “\C
&);1"71{{5583& The PPO‘SE’CMHOW woulcQ lgce, opehC H/Ue, doors 'Gsr a
Docble Keopdf‘dk/ Diolation, Because the State had qlreqdy ‘fc){oi Hee
teial Court S“Aﬁe” Aot Leandra Gnd Thomas toould be Uiolatin
thelr prokation foe a peior Qase in cohich ot had alﬁeqcﬂy
plecd ﬂafl{(/ {o OpthS *’(kg, Lame OLLf‘tcdy, Ooln De€ense (oitnesses
“lf'e.S“:: moy woo.loi }'\va_ bﬂ&h C_r‘o\a(SOLl QU{CQ&V\CQ ‘b éuppoc\k
Pe{-ljttone_cg C,\q CW\ “‘(\w& C.\/\ar\e,\m&ﬁx\v\es \ the QDMP\Q\\\\A{S other
had tndeed had hee davaiter Qmi\/ Jones the Comp\aint around
2everal other men tohle l)ou//(r\ and Under the fv\E\uence ot
the ol rags EOUO\\* oC pardz\qseol €rom ( qoetts only two
O[&“@EV\SQ 64)/(‘}7185585, T, Reese v State | §70 S0.2d mr.fzmlhext Crom,
_APP. 194D\, the (ocrt noted O tbenn titness Lannot refese to ansier
Qa zueﬁt{on that does not fneciminate her Sus* because. She (ould
assert the @p:w(lesg ) n Ce5ponse ‘fo $ome ether %Uﬂsiclov\S. (“/q
wi%ness Mdy not L«.):(‘H'\\\olol Ot“ the eufolu\QQ, deyv\qnc[p,d st L\C m vv\erley
b@ﬁaMSe Some ot “_‘i' mau/ loc pered‘ea[ ‘@rom Offsc;[o 84 re. E\/ “HWL
Ft({‘U’\ AMQV\OIW\QVCH ‘\ F(/t rﬂe tnware 'H/\t ‘\‘\‘ Cq\ Q,oaﬁ’ Qe(‘Jtch\y Qbulal

—_— T, ¢
}’\aue tn Sisted ‘H\a{’ the Sfa‘te, p(‘DSE(;a“‘or‘ \/\olcf ‘l‘o i“B 5‘[‘O\+ea(

position that it @n\y intended Yo ask i€ Frizale, (Escovedo, ¢
Thomags Rodm(ﬁoe:h l/\acf l’.)ee,fv\ Q\r\ar ed toith an o'{%@.mﬁe- &&QCMS&
lether péld‘y ) c?g@ense GSPecfa[a had not intended 1o ask Ciny
ZO&S‘PL\DV\S that &)ool[a( ‘[‘@_v\gl ‘l’o ‘CUP%\Aer \KV\C/(‘(LW\KY\O&Q Y\gc\ SO Dt'\/\e
Trial Court erred cohen it allowed the prosecutor To Conkinve
s [ine o€ threats, @om?n\f) Retdioners Oelenses o€ € the
|Stand in cohicly E5Cokedo had alread, benodnonished by the
—hlq( Qoov‘h Lohich s en the recomd 'n the Trual %PQASCPEP‘P

l@l*ﬁaﬁ_pa_gﬁ_,_l&}_iuawﬁs C- 10 fugest ...
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Ony mMiseonduck by a prosecitor; 6 any otticial ot the Court, s
Shoked in oo Park v. Thompsons €51 Fad G as (P0ls 300\ | Because
the S0 Amendment ¢ reckes (‘IS\«B agoinst only the %ouery\mev&v,
Q Cbnﬁlﬁ‘to&;oml Liolation l‘.’»ﬁi‘é‘}s" only £ the pro secution Coumsed The
Ogﬁu@enoleu&% (PoAt o mers Case _a‘{'\\omoh Al icu Hy lh Qcc,essfhﬁ Yhe Witness,
(“Our precadev& Q\QQ(\\{ fequires Some Caysal Link' be-hﬁ%vx the ﬁouernmenté
Condect and the toitnesses decision not fo testily i) (Colledfnj (asesy,
United States U, HolCman, €30 E.0d 1839,1303, (64, 0 Se. 1983 (A accuised
must, ata minimumy demonstrate gome flagsible nexus between
the qullenﬁed aoue,ry\vv\e'&(d Conduct and the absence of cectarn
%CS%E\MOV\Y:N t See 01150, United States , U Desena 251 F3d 130,16 é’)\ooB\
Nocs, i Bibson v. (Waldh, oty 5. Oist 1445 1503620 | the (ocrk relied on
el v Tevas, 40q 4.5-95799, 93 504351 (978 Lohian Plaant e now
C\\SD L\V\Sef‘kﬁa T}\t‘supf‘ﬁw\& CD(A‘*,- in [A)elob (/.va-q{L the Se‘m‘mq\ Case. on
this 155ue., the Scpreme Court reversed the Teras Coort o€ Celmival
appeqls and ‘@D(Am{ the d&{e,n(&en* hod besavx Cﬁ&htﬁd D(At pFOCiSS
there the trial &»\dﬂe, m%u{%oqsl\/ and unhecessarily S&v\j\erl out
the defendents Oh\y withessfor a le thy admenition on the ofanﬂers
O{ f)ec‘dapyl C!Sﬁarfnﬁ ‘H\e (A)[(+Y\€55 'H/\a }“é he ltieol ke, WOU\/({ e
progecuted and probably’ conuicked of pecjuny s That the %&Hlnﬁ
Sentence toould be odded onto the one he woas 5e.rvfn6 and
i(MPQCr l’u‘d CL\QV\Q‘Eﬁ ot Pat‘o\e.s /7)€{er the's h«hrm\v\\c)\ the cortness had
retesed +o tesd (Cy and Las excused by the Conct, Tn revessing the
5{’0&2. QDOU*\ 'H\e éup{‘emz C.Dur% \.‘QQDﬁX\ClQ& ‘H{\o;\' a degev\den% \?\\3\:\3
to present o cefense 1s net dosolote, bat held fhat the
f)Oc)Qi‘V\me.v\‘k h\c\}, r\o‘k §qb‘5+qv&\(ql\y t‘n{ergere CJ;‘H'\ fH\Q ‘l’eSH mohy O{
Witnesses Webh o Texas, 409 Y5, 957 9¢, 93 a.ct, 367 047&\$€mu\\qm/,
in Cauetts (Pe%[%;}m@\ Lase here, and Since Wekb was decided,
the Third Circat Lollowed éaf‘l'\é{‘q{—fnﬁ that Cintimidotion of
theeats feom the government that dissuade o potential toitness

[ A



l STATeEMENT (ontd,

feom {esti{ﬂ\/[nﬁ May ket nge a detendents . ., m‘ﬁ\,& to Due Process...
_hambect i Blackwell, 399 Fad. ab,240 GALi.3009) Fepthermone,
Oll'H«Db%)‘\ ’l‘k\’; '{’(‘ th:\(/\dgﬂ tJas the ‘i'm*ﬁa‘.[' ot the de@endm% Ctlleja%favxﬁ
ok error in WEBB, the Webh holding has been extended to Cover
the actions and Cendact o€ pG‘OSECiA‘l’oré. See e;,gx\.&\ﬁgaﬁ_ﬁﬁiﬁi,
W Morcison , 535 F ad. 223 (352¢N. [91). (Where the Coart reversed
‘H\ﬁ o[evqu\ 0( 'Hf\ﬁ 'YY\OJ(‘CM\ {or G nNew "h‘:ql\ NQl‘Y\OIl\V\ﬁ ‘Hﬂﬁ OlC:Honé of
the p(‘OSECmLioh denved defendent Due frocess under the
Fou (“l'e_en)t\& Amevwlmev@f—‘ Tl'\(, C.Dw'f fnSﬁ'uc{’&d ’H\a‘f i‘€ Yhe Same
itness (ogs called ot the new trial and invoked her rts\ujc Not
to {‘eSJcIQy‘ Qa Jmolg)tmev\* ot a,ciuhurql would be entered tinless
She i‘/OCtS(jL(UQV\ \\W\W\Mh{stl/” » Fo “oweo( and Ciked BVQMMD&
_ S99 F.ad (ong (999 | And on Yhe hasis o€ LDebh oot Yne Tnird
and the Siuth Circuts has Stated that they toould not require &
"GCV\DL\\V\ﬂ o{ P{\gjaah\ce, fy\ O(‘ole,r 'to Ceperse g QDV\V[Q*\‘DV\ b@.&mpa
of this ‘l?ype, o€ Due Process Liolation, nited Sedes LiMortison, S3E
_E.2d 338 (30,050 102 United Stortes v Thamas G52 Fad. 32q (Lo jand). We

Cg"‘ﬂ& with thelr analysis o€ Webo and held that this ¥y pe o €
aeProcess Uiolat,on r's harmiel per se.\Ward lows v, D Tex. Degt ot
_Crim. Sugtice ~Corn Tagts, Oleisio, A0 U3, Dish hews (33449, D stinguished
}ay, Thas | in that 5:+MQ‘l’lon\@5 in Petdioners Qase at )pmd\ ,“/}n,omper
intimidation o€ o withess may violate a defendents Due process
r:f)\f\)( to Pf‘&S@’\{’ his defense LOtNess i€ Yne [ntimidotion amounts
to Substantial gove r nmental interfe rence toith a defenge toitnesses
‘pf‘ ee and Um l’xam ered Choice to +es+l@ Y'“_“_(/_,{L\L%ed 3%0;‘;&5 U. \Sc\o\no\gj_s_,_
94> Eoad 399,392 (44 100) 1991\ |, Red i omers Claims here 0€ his
‘W)Qna{ the \‘xd(‘m%ul U{O\C\‘HOV\ o€ a 'Qa:r‘lrm(a(,am{
N m@&lsoy Process Clouge ol Hhe Focrteenth qnd _8ivth Amendment
the Conﬁ‘ﬂ‘t‘a*fon Still Guarantees o Cotminal defendenta mwmiv\f)'Qul

OPPDP‘\TAV\:{', to present a Qomp_\&e Oefense. Per Claim here, @)
States Prosecctor Tonya Spaeth Ahlsdhvedes Conduck amounts Yo,

13,



STATEMENT OF CASE (ontd,

”&S(Abd—qnﬁc\\ aouarmmevét nkerLerence With g cle€ense todness.
(9\\ s, Ahlsch woede's Cor\clo\c‘k Cansed heandra Escobredo, and
Thomas /P\odrfﬁmel not to ~Ees‘cf.Qy by ‘l’kreﬁrlvxg them toith peo betion
tevotation(bee again Exibit C (=0 Py 133 tho 149) o€ the Pettioners
Tr‘:a(TMSC/\:f*. w\\qgs W\LSS;V\S‘QWW\ the record s the Prosecctor
Hhreete the totbnesses” before the hewly provided Cocrt
Gt?potvf‘ce aﬁomm/ Terry /Uoc‘mqu (3\ Leandra Escobedo and
Thomas P\odrtﬁr/&xié feﬁffmony twonld kaue. ]oqevx Qauorqb\t and also
VY\C\{C(‘:G&, QQC\'S “cér the Sl‘zu\y. I‘F;"Hf\t Testt mony ot hoth Witnesses
coould ot QCtS{l«./ o€ Shocon the Sury or ot least pi‘ese_y&ed a.
Fméhqb\{doqb% tThat dur: V\S the %:M/\t C.ovvxp\ofwxscs Mother 0as
tn tack anm‘n ) Consoming | of taKen drugs Oround Other men,
Lo toere alse doing the Same Loth these Olrmﬁ)s That toere

JZ)OMS\!\{" Leom heandralacobedo and Thowmas Rodrianez . Gl of
“H\;S tuas Olovvg‘ QJQL& 'H/xe C,\r\‘m\zi Q_OW\\Q\CKCN\T Loas CGlso p(‘ﬂ‘Sevétf
Ccectin Qossi\o\g teasonable o!ou\o-k that Some otver male Could
POSSZ E\a/ %\aue Hhe oppor¥mn;{t/ +o Sexcmlly assalt the clld C,Om\()\o“vrjt
chile her mother jand othwer wien were tnder the ‘nfloence
Ot these pue c\ased dw\%s €r0m The %;Y&Zovxe s threatened
tottnesses. Tt Can eozs[ly be asserted then that the mother of
the Complaints daugrter would dlevise a plan or Story, then
Coacl é‘,ml\y\{—\/\e Qomp\a;v& {o Say i+ was é’}clﬁoner\ tho pat a
l-\mp pQ'r\CS tn her hand wWhile Sl‘eapt\ngg to Qouev-btp LJL\OL{ waqs
reqlly ‘l‘aken plac_a Gt I/\er d(‘olﬁ oﬁea(e,/s ,Olqoe-l &)Nc,\,\ &o\s{' \/\appemol
to be the Placnk:€€s  (Qyteoo deense LOdnesses Thomas
&odv;guﬁl and heandra Escobeds. Dot Delense topnesse’s had
| ‘Goldt' p“oufv\ﬂ %:rs{' ‘(\qva Kv\ow\ec)xaae, “H\GCSC Q\/\a r\g\/\«e, \\qd \rxer
O?ao\ﬁwcerofresen#aroomo( Othe ~ Imen. ‘3&‘&3“&\ Aurin XQV\& after
Em/:‘nﬁ Mg s and takKen these drmas coith both other men

Q*\O( AQ(‘ O{dbjk‘ter 1’& QOVV\QO\CU‘V\{' OI(SO "Hf\ere.-
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STRIE MENT oF THE Case (onkd.

S/'mb.(q»y to Retiioners Case and trial at hand, Retioner cl\so
relies on MM%M%M, reusedd
/lo.qu% 112004 Lacaked by, Remanded by, Scrogains ve U5 543 LS. (U,

a5 sen . oo oosm s LEns 1958 | Sollowed by, Us. v, Vavases, 157 F.3d
_ligsuga (1999 ¢ the. Court Qw\f*\asioleJ Hhat the disteict Court Mff)l'& have
PN’,UP.V\*WJ the Pros»zux%ﬁs misConduck £rom prejb«o\fc,fncﬁ Vavaages' defense
L‘/ QMOp;‘nﬁ aQ Pf‘oper qua‘S "gor‘MaN&,tS l\V\UOC,O\“Hovx 56 ‘U\t .E Lt ﬁmgﬁ\dlﬂ‘fdf
Pf‘l\ui‘l(’ﬁ& or LY Pezu/‘r‘i}\j ﬂ\e Souemmev\\~ to g(‘cwt\c her {mw\bm{&cy @o:~
be N "I"‘fj‘[-i‘mov\.},- See) Unied States v, h’\ow*oyaﬁ\ 948" F. 2d- 1psd 102 (GB4C.r. i44l),
CT £+ H’ an L)ﬂ Sl«own ‘H«q'l’ there kqs been h\CSCbV\dULC:% bt/ ‘HW.. PfOSew‘{'or,
l‘h l(n%e.vx‘uona“t/ Caus thf) c Wi thess ‘{‘o ;nuokt )’\:S \F»{"(\/\ Amendmryd:“
P(‘;Ut‘leﬁﬁs 6 DMQ P(‘o(‘,ﬁjs RQ,(LO:VQS i"‘YY\W\D\Y\Uﬂ/ Jr& \yg_ (\qnjcea';i**:lﬂ).
Thedistrick Court, Wowever, aited Until after Uavsae had begn
Conuicted to ey‘-p\afv\ the wosec,u‘lfor‘s miscondutd gnd took Mo
Cutchive action at Omy'ng_ pvfor‘lwol dering o abter the Yroal, T
These lvcumstances | tue haod that the Conrt Cleacly ecced in Lidin
that Vavaoes ‘had not been pce&u&keol )3\/ the {)FOS?C,UIJCDFS Substantial
I ke Cerence it WManuels decision cohefner ‘\to A(ESMQ(/, Gnd woe
ceverse Vauages' lonvickion and remand {oc reteial,
The prosecator’s thinly u eiled threats o tewoke, heandro, £anbedos
and Thomas p\odpff)uez‘s Prolyetion 1€ "c\nt\, botta Continued 1o
‘l‘es*iéy in Plaintifls delense, and Yhen coithderguo Ony P\eq
Qﬁreg_mer\-\f pre ufouslq;y handed docon and a reedto, Cannat e
Condoned. Courts have recognied in velated Conterks " s /5 very
Im pecat.ve that ps\osecufors and other oficials wmantacn a posl'ure,
ot Steict neutrally tohen adurs (g Loithesses o€ their duties and
{:L‘Oh{g“ (-l\efr role as pabl«c SCPUCM‘ES’ and as P!‘O“{.’QCEOVS ot the in&:’)“:‘l‘y
ot the Q‘qoifc{ql process permi%g \f\oH\tn% less S u. Rick &40 Fad
929,934 (94 L2 0%), The prosecatocs Conduck in this here.

Pet{ioners +rlal Case dd It [fve “p to this Standacd, Llaieln
Constitutes a “Sabstantial governmentc inkerle cente

| &



l __Siatement Contd

Eocther morey A worthess may rot clam the 'pm\w‘tacjt ot the
Eilth wae_wdw\.t\r\i out ot ‘{\eqr that he o ghe worll be P cosecited
Lor Perjury for Lohat he s C\\ooc\{“}jb Say. The Sheld Ggomst Seld ~
iy\@,p CM{y\o&Cov\ 1 such G SH:U\O&COV\ {S +D "‘es{{@y +I‘u+l'\€‘>1uy‘ V\D‘[’ ‘\’6
ceLuge to +e$\~;QY onthe bosis that the toness moy be Pt‘osec(‘/rl-ed
£or a lie, o any 'I’ES*HW\OM/ not yet Yold, To pz,fl‘ t+ n a Short
G.DV\ACQ.‘/}C‘ )\eﬁvxoqu £SQOBQCIO cnd Thomas Rool\‘fﬂqez, d,‘c[ not {a;‘{e,
O.‘\’{':Q,Catq%‘ﬁ e walid basis ‘Qar QSSeC%ivxﬁ the PV\;VI[ES‘L Qac\cns‘['
Sel'g‘;vxcﬁw\;m'\::ok; ahd ‘H\e "U‘IQ\ COLA"{' erred {y\ VEC‘bﬂv\Czt\nﬁ
bot Lodnesses blankel thyocation o€ the Eifth Amendment.
vg_.;e/.whiﬁinﬁ%om 243 EAd JA0. 10y T(é”ﬁc:r H&\Jna recocds ol
Show in Exibits Ctsio- o€ the (oot reporters records that the defense
Called to the Stand , Leandra Escobedo and Thomas Redriquea at pgd%.
Both Loere. SLooen iny A‘P,ﬁ&ﬂ\ 134 - :)\-»a\ the Cocrt Thuoked The Rule'
.“l?fal Qoomse,[ \Hme/\ ﬁoes O ‘E‘D deQbéS L&c\,\a{mfs Qe(ony pr@‘qq{:om
Leandra Eseobedo | oL cmed | gnd Qcky\owledﬁacl that She tinderstood

 She Coeld very Loell e discussi nq Some *E\«\inﬁs Haat miri\m{ lead (Jend) to

her being Cotminally Calpable Yo ackicities that the Statae o€
| imitodions has not passed and <he o She needs to Le admonished
Very Qle_qrh/ abeet her ocon rCSL\%s inthes Case. She tells (dQ‘EeASe/
@.@L\h‘s@(\ S)'\Q wC‘m{S ‘l‘o {‘QSJ:CQY ‘t‘o %koes ‘H/\W\f}sy The C_qu‘k wenk
onto Q(.Khowkc[gt Q‘EQ'RQ}-WO  lo=13) ,.av\ol @Qi‘{‘ (40 3’%1\ 'H/\cvk 'H/\ere, Lwas
ho ObSecthoV\ Yo the line ot (U)es‘\riorxivxs as to wohat other men, and
e Sp&t‘étﬁauy Gli‘:[lé—d docwon Yo that (ssue . L«)\I\Q'\‘ other wMan ‘I\QS 'H'\e,
C.L\C\ol been“OU‘wa\cﬂ ?] ‘hen at MM,T\A&(\L LWOs no olgjeck:ov\. I
@A‘&Tl\:q(c,ow‘"['\‘“\:wk ‘H\fs s €€ ‘Hr\ef‘t l\S %QS%CW\OV\,Y ‘H/\a"\' Aarm\»\ﬁ ‘Hr\:S
+. me Pew‘ocf that +hs tOtness Saw ths Child todh other menm
Tk --i's Some—'&miv\j e Can=—~, [he trigl Coocd &MO{CS& then
Wem¥ on to geests ning Leand re cC.SQobedol QO\W\OV\CS‘RCV\ﬂ her in
;\t‘s Suwon ‘L\Day, /QQJUEI‘ ‘H/w, recCess woas 'lf'cxkem ond h{(()ré- Sona
bac,K o the vecord; Ol Keandra toas St on the Stand
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__Sarement (ot

The State Stacted %thsnﬁ oboit Some. Hiree years Statue of
tfmiv\\‘ajc;o\ns cale about Someone bew an odute Fe_lov\y Pc‘ohaJc:ov\,
Loould be ufo\o\{lnf) thesr pro):)a{Cov\, € “H/\Qy chese 1o +es‘kl€y
‘QO" Onyone f A Cevrainal pfOc_exoUv\ﬁ. ﬂtﬁﬁ@a tent On ‘Qo
Stark theeating heandra Eccobeds | She toold have hers and
MMS PCDb\*LOV\ \"Q_fubke(ﬁ3 pa‘l" *\/\QV»\ N Sq:\l QV\A make Su(‘e
+L\a+ bO‘HA ot ‘H/\em &)oqloﬂ lOQ. Fe,ihd_:c{'ea( On hew C,‘V\ac‘ges
W)\er\ the nert Cl(\awﬁ Iuoy Conuiened. Dor{v\ﬁ Thes Same. tome
Peﬂ‘foc{—\ The Suo\fﬂt‘ QA, and &ali‘e{:,‘[‘\{ T(/l[,[.et/ Lhee o Ther
Qell @\/\Dﬂés C,O\t\{vw) J\(0(“ \_eandra '%Tlr\oW\aS @G‘O\bq‘)c-(»cv\ &L (cers
(x)l'\o‘S bﬁééfc—ﬂg (A))wp, i‘(ﬁh‘k across The Street Fhe Same as
‘H’\‘e new an&- Otppoin‘\'w' aﬂovvxes,/ ,M&‘Mh h))r\ots Oéé:ct
LS Jqﬁ% \\Cf)h% OCfoss The Streed Lrom the Cocet house too.
Qll Haree men, Tervy Uorrmr\. Leandra’s Now Cout appotvﬁrec‘
O‘&Drwev \ ond bo‘H\ T\'\oW\aS QV\OQ LQQV\JPC\[S &daH pw)oajc‘foh
- Scperuisors, er 0fEicersy FranK Trall and Johnathan entered
‘HM; QDCL(“'P fOoOmM .
pdt‘tjc:ovxe(‘ peo QSS@V{S\\(\.Q,.. believes there j(7(7 be a ¢ lear
Conklict ot (nberest toth e Yrial Court Knowing then
Qppof/?fi‘ng Térm/ MNpoeman “co adcice L@,qv\df‘a g.scobeo% ot
h&f‘ N f)h{' Qﬁq:‘r\fl' Sﬂl{‘ [(V\Q(\CMCMMOV\\ QV\J V\'D"t' *‘0 “{TQS‘\'LQY Q{’
all‘ e Yo h.s befr\ﬁ part ot the @rf%{-v\qk &um{ pDO[ and
Veniwe Lon ot omers Case. The C,Oor{j\ ‘cial Q&orv\ey[
éi?ﬁ{'f‘s QH’DW’\QVI 7}!“‘7 /UOF/’YIQ/U ’QI’\d _[—I/Tm\\ey\ qud FM’\K T(‘O\“l
and Johnathan Knew QL\.QQC( ot 'l‘t‘rv\e this ;3 \'\Du) Thinas
coould phy oat. Now € t\wis is not Qlear inkimidation” o€
d@éﬁnﬁ@; Yo Scare them into hot oot the QCS\{\* H\t noy ond
'{“Qa "V\ﬁ Tkt ’I'FC\'['L\ with ‘H/\Ql‘l‘{‘QS‘{’fmom/v \ \(\Qn I dovﬁ( KV\DU\) w\/\g\‘l(
else Yo do. Lause Tin nota traned Qh‘@rney, /Ind the one T
}\ad ap‘{)ofn“feJ J‘O r e;Of&Sen{’ e @ét;‘%,‘oaer\ Qomp\@,{o_ly @q:leo{,

QOV\S*:”\(UU-« a Mator Tnekfeckice Assistance ot Coounsel Claim.
| See§ §i‘\‘(<‘qu"\d e, La Ai("'f’)‘['on yH6L U5, 663 1690 quéhﬁ_
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

e Ple%ﬁs the Honorable aour+, Pettioner ,Ol*eqals he s hot an
State Lertilied Lawyer or Othercorse, Rather he 'S An innecent
man pat ow teial tn a Small Yown district Court, with no
Gddfzw"r& OfLeckie assistance ol Couns el; Gnd to Lohom the
dQQk Las olreody Stacked. Tevas (s the On\y State there o
*@0\\550 Conciction Con be allowed  Lrth J w3t The “fef‘cf\rr\owy ot
a Al thek {5 tnCorrogerated , ond Lot aly /any hot even
a Santlla of actual evidence. Defendets ,Pd[‘h(one;\ only
P(‘o&@ ol thnocent LWl out ackual eu. CP‘QV\C‘Q.) and then teo
have his Yoo witnesscess twho the trial Court and STates
PPOSQCM*OF K\mw i~ ad vane D“E. ‘YF:o\\ LL)Oqld [3@_, éo,bioeaqqd
o ““&S\:’QV ™ {)Q‘H‘\loners &E{&Me.(gee)‘ E bt @\@\ Delense |
| .Ct&‘omeys Ap@h\caﬁon Jto f§5a‘e, éubpeomas. Q)o‘“\ wi%r\escesg Qot“&\e,
- defense Where ok tre Coortrouse reody to “feé\h‘{y that dhe
@cmg\a‘w&q&s toNner Chartene Winds ,bowf)k&, Usedl, an had
he o?au\\%ce( f,m\\u/ the C_cvv\@\c\?{o\ A ol The ¢ Poce o&

es n‘de,v\(*_t \dl/\ol (/k)\\\g\,\e O‘\,’\!\E/r mev\ u)\\QF e OL\.SD OH\O(AV\,&} CI‘QC{‘H ng
an \\vxufor‘m&nf "“\o\* Q—DI/\\A O'é \DQC—C\W\Q ue/c*y dar\o\)e/c‘@qs .€0r
any {Lemale yor UM?;@‘C\LC)&A Lemale's around. Ond that IS SMS{-
)wow %ao{cu 4 50(:‘@.{\/ pmc,teues Sucn WnStenees, LWhere u.‘nj
C{Y\\/ chld (4 ‘“&'\0& *‘tt/pv; ot QV\U‘QOTW\@»VGV)W‘A&rt Cl)OSO[L/fQ[\/
Olhy‘)r\r\t Can 3@ wc‘or\z) o \'\611050%, Saclh as a dmﬂ iV\chc:ecf
SeXugl| Osselt oL Any W\aﬂ\\c&c«d‘z%o

Trhe €t L) 890, and_Fovcteentn Amendments o€ the Uéﬁ.

Constiubion Qo,\QomH—qn*\y ppoutcim a Corminal detendent
With the Q_OV\S‘HJ(QHOV\Q\ ?C@N( 'lto p‘«‘téehlc a &t{%‘t b)’
Q-D‘(Y\QE_\\\MS‘\&\Q' Atterdence. and pr‘e_sev\*&\ﬂ e test mony o€

his econ wi&n&ssssiﬁﬂm@i/«%mm@ 07 S.ct. 98 19,
w&\wﬁ*om v. Texas, 81 S 1930, lQQ |

|L - A




T‘\Cs ¢ v cs\\xc (:S\M\ra\,\\cts *\\oéc Q de@ev\&e_v& Y‘«\a\/ : pm,se.v\‘\c wfjcne,sses
to establidn his defense wonouk Lear of cetaliakion aﬁat\v\s&
\H\?‘L Lot ness ‘3\1 the oue.rvxmeyéc“ oe OW\\[ other {mpc‘opco,r gouernme,\{q\
fn*ef@eccv\te. () ;* e Necunnu<ks. 2y Ead. 2. 241 (hes
The quneww, C_cbu\* «5'5@&@.4 Thal this par‘itiqulaw[;‘;ﬁk{» WS Q'Qo\v\glqm
elemenk o€ due process o€ law" Ldadhingten 390 US.at @, The
30uew\me_v\\: \Jt\\e_fe.Qo?&\ Qo Smbﬁcxw\ih\\y Qy&e.’g&re/ toith a
delewse totnesses decision to %CS‘UQLI Widout Ufola*‘w\f) the_
defenderks due Process cigds. Weld . Teras, 42 u.s. 45,49, 93 St 35U,
MMLM— Pﬁkl%:oy\e s C_ev\*ev\ds 'H\O\‘k Y\o—k- OV\\\/ were_
the Aelal Coorks admonitions o€ perjury are Considered a thoeak
05 Well as the prosecetions, Duk as toell the adoice ot
{}\AQ@QV\AQY\* Coonsel (Tvem\' A)ocw‘cm’\ See ExboX (A\({\\ k: s odvice Las
& COV\Q,\:'Q,AC O{ \\V\A(QH‘LSX—, O‘UE k& Loas paa‘% ot ‘H/\L @f‘t‘a;nqt
J‘(/m/ venvee the day before at Usicdire. T A Lioners
g O\f{s;m\ é\\LD’)\ ¢ §3\%\5Q toeks o€ hdbeg s Cocpus procetdim)s the
tabers Coorts Shorld o€ Ossesed The pc‘e,Sc«A iedal 1 mfact o€ any
Constdtional ecror 1n a Sate - Cocst cotmanal Yool Under the
[1551105%?'\%:0\{ on \\Y\‘&vriom_{ C‘Q‘Qec{-u 5‘%»\9!400[\ ,\\'\\:S Qpp“es to C{\So
Hhe Seventh (oot s€ A{)peg\s‘ ‘w Lavelk UL Sleke L Ao o0 ~1N-6014 1R,
015 (et App.~Amae IOV WL 8675701 ,there the Coctt allirmed TAC

Uncler “H\&e [t Prona &€ é“(\“\\ck\cmo\ . LLWM,
(1984) T Pyreci vy Abrohamson 13 £t Dlo (@) it Stated that the

Ceoiewing Cogrt must Consider tohether o Congtitutional

Uio lation “had o substantial and fnjm\[ous {Lect oc intluence in
determining the \osys Vesdick and in,United &tates v, Lueddell,
o Fad (404,14 A(*"C.‘dqﬁésalSoG\au:vxﬁ Yhot the dCS‘H\c\cf Cout,

Ina Case | Y\UO[V{V\(:X soernmental | h‘\ce?jgﬁc‘ﬁm(‘,t,(qs S imerall
GQOV\& l‘Y\ QQ{ACOV\EFS éﬁﬂ at )“QI\OA C‘L)H'k A CPC@&ASQ w:‘['ﬂeﬁ)
Must QUOL\H@]( &”How E‘H\& h)HV\ESSQSj s +€S+c‘vv\owy C«.)DC/JO( "\QV(/

atlected the jor\/s% assessment o€ The eoi'dence.
The Seventhh Coutt b Appeals; Moo the 45X Slate Coort

a0 DL

el

| iq,



ngeyu)'o(\\d nesk ao 0 O\\(\A l-[—g Consideration ot 04(4“::6,,,\ A
Causation s part ot a hasmless ecror anclysis was and &t s
an Unceasonable aPplfchclov\ ot Clear\y estdblished Lederal lawo
05 determined b\/ Yhe Sopre.wxe Qobd"b Under Cestain Circom stances,

a judges or Prosecutors theeats v inkinidakion that Aissade a Lo dness
‘Evow\ %ej\}%/t% 6¢ Persqades G ikness MSIV\O} an \nkecmediant
Couck appointed OMornes \Qa“\i\\c\f\ W Yhe QLace et \and due

"ro betv\3 pa@{ C}Q/‘H/\e &s\talvxa\ &Dt\f —u—f—H-&uVeJ\Cre\ doﬁs ;vdgeca

L\Y\Qvtvxﬁt o Ceipanal d&@&vxder\% dugvp(‘ocﬁss 0&3\&5, 'S

Wilheuk o doobt Obsteuction o€ Administeation of Jaustice; and
Pev‘dum, of )\esa\\ Etnices, _\T\—\U\S \\ere,) Pekibione rs Llaims Lot Lioktion
tora Lair Jrviq\) Taelleve Qssistance of teial and qlo/)d/am’-
Qow\je,\_ and Jenal o€ s Toordn, Fidin and Sisn Arendimerts
To the Us, amd Teras ConstitMon Lere Uislated | these Plaft

are A Lundamental Tl of the doe peocess Lavse o€ law,
The %q}c\\ Coels | And @mgec,c,ch‘ noy Oisteick Ajcbme\ﬂ Conduct
Q’mwnjts JCO (‘éhbﬁ{m’f\(:q bue rv\mevx“\( \tY\*@.T‘QﬁC’QV\QQﬁ( L)[H« A OQQQ@AS’&
L()H:V\Eift add i‘é s y The Q-D(J‘:ACS O PDtY\ACW\E’,V\A( ot EFN/ /Uo{‘mqm
To QU e O\O\U;S\e Leqv\d(\a 856‘_0 do ‘E?O &ec{ole +C> QL\G\V\@g

)"\E’f “(65{—1\)'\/\0;/\7 Gna @\Qo\d the Tl Amendment by all
‘H\Ls) Cacetts @e“ri%‘oneA teial toas alveady decided before the
jooy ceven ~ad o proger Chance Yo hear all ot The o{e@gy\sﬁi

LOitnesses Side ot the Yrelh. leand ra Escobedo y and. Thomas
Redic Cﬁa@\ %st‘.mom/ Loomd ok been Qauov'abl*e,_ and €uen
matesial tn ProLn Pt Flonecs Innocense , Tk tooald of
5}\514,)\/\ ’\C\\Q.SC,N/ QY\O‘UV\Q_(" $,‘J‘e, ot ﬁf\& <5'3CO°L p OF Ot‘t' IQQ‘S'I.L
Sﬁue then Some teasonoble dookt that tohile The_ Qomplm\écs
Mmother toas I)o\\/t‘hﬂ\ and C,C)Y\ﬂ/tm\tﬂﬂ "F\N&. QUFQ}\O\SQOI df\ug)s

‘Q(‘ow\ ot Escobedn Cnd Qaé\cif)ue;\. T™Ns was alse done.
Lohile Other tren Loece gl Yhe Same Q\QC&W boy!
and doin these Same oﬁmﬁsu Tahoncing a dangerous
p(\o‘o-b:“ﬂ/ \17@ Sorv\e otwer~ \’M\& +<> Se' QGJ(}/ Qzse ‘H\{N

20,



Cow\@\é&nmér of Gy Arer Lermale O even h\q\&\ Lohile
Under the intloence. o€ Yhese oﬂmﬁs These types ot asaults
}\app&m e OQOL \ ond ‘\TO\\KQO\ Sbhost On YThe NEWS,; Not
o mention all jv{\e T Show's (e Law and Order, Special
Vickums Unit. ggociécx, Koo these 'E/pe, of Sexoql assclts gpe
L QC\GAC D‘E Qc)ewydou/ [;{e /‘)y\d ;u&vx J(\\e Pm per oppcrjcanffy ‘Qo
hawe, PQ‘H‘\;DY\QGS ‘{u)b t/a)i’\‘V\QSS S OCkO\O\&V ‘}es‘nQ/ \\H\eﬂkjw\yS
Vesdick frayhave Very coell ot been not gquilty. Also
W en e a& ‘\\m-‘c At\;\ece LAE No ackea &ti‘@@% Q(J/é[ence,
to Show Tndecency ol a Child otk Contact, Sther
‘erv\*\zxt Uncor&\o\om&red ‘)(TQS‘)CZVY\OV\(/ ot the Qomp\af.,\om{,
The 6{‘0\'{"{ oto{ Snnot P\\Ouﬁ. ks b/ﬂ"d‘&ﬂ\ o :ndlecenc'&\/
it o M, They Completely Qbusedthe lesal fustice
«6% ™M, \ Anok QOF\’CLV\ }Y\V\OC,Q,V\% man QV\ p(a‘ ;SOV\a QY\Ot C&)D\\J@Qd_
ot Qebitionets toial Loomsel i toward Yo do so.
To éqc/ he toasry tneflectinoe 18 and Understate ment.
He did WS\ 3{0 @ﬁ\o“tec’c \\:S Q\C&V\Jt’ LA "\(\:\Q t\r\“ltet\ef[» oy
d‘(,tj‘lr;QQs RQ Never ONCe_Aa 5 R&& JV'/UC QOQC'\T 'Q,Of' ‘Q(AV\JUV\ JCO
hire expert delense coitnesses To relbalt Stote’s oxpebt
wi%vvaﬁj'eso:tmﬁ\‘md \\Q ajl(eo‘l ‘Qo( {o v\chxﬂ +0 boy the
Pei ;{'t‘o ne ™ Q\D‘Q\/\S Qrovv\ AC\:\C 5/\\\}6\%»(0\/\ AI‘W\\/ 5”[‘06‘& ‘l’O
Ldear to teral, Aot ence did trial Counsel obgec:‘r +o Kis
Sobpesned Lo dnesses b?/:hs Yreoked the Lody ‘H/Le\/ Loere .
%ﬂt\:&omr Q.br\‘\t@x(‘&s Ne c\se \\&\ci I@Q\ wkem ¢ :0\\ Counse l
allowed The teial Sual%*e/\ Gk @coéeco&or Yo make o
mocKery o€ A Innocent Tans (ucy Yrial, His 8ot
zoes%fg AL V\S ot "er_ Qeme\c&y\av& o \}C\ML SACOU\&*) Omecnted
to “Its all VL\Q\V& Lettle E,m‘»\\’u;lj: Lok Loc Yo and the Coort oo
Delense Q,cx,v\s&k had more Hhein O»W\,‘Q\L) W\M\\;P\ﬁ (ppporkqw\ci es
to make Sustamable Cbjeckions, and. of€er wp Fc\océ to
ﬂ/\& ‘h‘:ql Q_ooﬂ"\ and make a teeocd o€ the {mQ,ovW\a\c;O\/\

o



foc dm/ Appeal  Process, Yhat wodd have been elicited Lrom -
both defense coitnesses,Luhich Cold ok been resecved Loe
the appeal process € needed, had trial Loensel been allowed
"l‘b f}o tv\&o fécobeolo é QOdﬁ\ﬁMtz ~‘F&S‘uwnr\c»«x\eS . yCQ AW;Q( GDLY\SGL[
St did nest Objeck. The vigk Fo have the prosecition ,and
Cuen Yeigl Counsels Crass - examination is not albsolote ) but L
(5 etheclively Qented tihen a detendent Wis peohibited Leom
G‘LQO\SQV\S 3CO the Sc/m{ '\?\/\&{0\(3\15 ‘Qrom thidn &ucovs\qg Yhe
Sole teters oL Lack and chdi\)l\l\\, \Cocdd appro pcicﬁ-ek/ deaco
inLerences celabing to the tacks as coell; the e liablity
&€ the delense Todnesies, There {oce ”/th abgence o€
K @QD@Q(‘ QOV\‘Q_COV\X(C\*LGV\ ot *T:o\,\ Qalls ;\V\{o iuesﬂton ‘H\ﬁ,
Ul Eimate ty\*eﬂr}ki ol the Lact ‘@c‘v\cﬂm process. This od
‘EQS\!\Covxed ‘qux&o\,w\e,vé:q\ VLSV\\' Yo @?o?e&‘ej Sxamin g defense
[/.)H-\\’ﬂSS {hQ\UOQ.QS \H\Q DQP5V'&U“;‘LL/ ~\YO 6\!\00\) not OV\\.V 'H\Q
Couth v bt algo ‘Jr\!\Q ‘Qa(/jv -in\o\em' ‘H\o‘»{— other State oc
defense titnesses, Con and Mmay cven be biased, o Hat
Hhe +ts$o‘mow/ may be Somewhat eroggercded o Unbelevable,
thich Consthates o direct denial o any Sach ¢ ross~
CYaminakion toitwout froper Laiver, Loould be a Constilotiona|
ercor o€ e Licst mag\n‘\*wo\d Lhedher & be olcrede\y rooted
in the Que Bocess Clause o€ The foucteentls Ameadment o in
the Lompoliory fhocess oc the ConCrontation Clavse o€ the
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" The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.
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