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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
the petition and is

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

to

‘The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition and is .

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[ ] is unpublished.

[V] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _L 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[ ] is unpublished.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 31.)(“4'1 3Udi ol Cl'rcu}‘} court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is )

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




JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases ffom federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was _ o o

[ ] 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 ‘ S— (date)
in Application No. A. . o :

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1254(1).

[V]/ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 1 Stgtembes 2023
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[ "]/A timel&petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
I Octobec 2023 » 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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0 an odeission ¥ Uit and na amolnt o craSs- £xaminadon
Yootk o an admission & g8 yury Srom e dedective ¢ould cuss e
davoge S™Me prewdicial stotement. Sothe defenss 1508 Suek 1M
21\ner accerting YoetdsVied sfotement that istoantamount +o an
adeission, or CroS eXAmMinmg Yor an accurate dieplion o Lanat
Broldnom soud which nows odmits Sthen st inodmssible awcl&nc&
(13 pmor?‘&ton\] convictions).

Ducing pretviod mohions Mo proseoutor SLms g e case Tor

o2 \Ldge (RASD): Lo the fEcuiets 1aitn [0l edimccement the devendant
“indicodes ok he got out St cas. et fotne victim, gealdoed hee
ghouldes, tusrned h&r csound and *’mav el ine sond. That's tog
£ hot ‘
“hea ducing il a di Wiran‘r stotement strfoces ok av&n o
Publia deftnder 1008 questioning (1599-619): |
Plendng ¢ Thove e Quott. Locitten, Moy T offvesh my memory?
Soldivac! Yeoh
:Spun er around . T dont Knowa. Maybe trots e reoson
my chest hurts, T dont Knolo. ]hd:s_uhai_muszd_aﬁip_qg_
£ . T dent Knolo.
.Saldum_ The sfeenam™ning . had Me. Brabam been Complaining

- obout s Stecoum Inroudnost Yne inlerieis ?
* Hehadl, )
Soldivar i he indicoted maubs she glholsed him in the sternum

. cncYnoks sohat catised Wim dp ao Y7
Rlumberg ¢ Yes '
AVtais Qomnk e detense. nsed For @ benah gm?trana& o coytet 6
-"Q(‘Q‘.\"\\'\E,s\fry Lo\ ok g2t a misimoression From “he dojechon. This
Loos Yor Dthe Salsify e slakement and 2)hen “ne. handis fiflen



notes the defective Lons Qusting Pom. At notime Loas gither o Ynese
avondoned, ok oy e, The judqe Keobtve Preus on the discovery
ondl oLsay From e Poalst shdement as soon 05 e prosedahst soid
ey LoBre in Y intervisis bot not inthe Sug)p lement, Desprie d%%nsa
Coursels o gumert Sthod e Stodement 18 not aceurode.,
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ﬁmﬂ: You're Saying thod Whoé* vyou have o3t s%n}e,mgrﬁs
. oxenot weluded inthe supplement you have 7
Telaee Right.
Saldivar! Thev're. in Yot recorded Trervigo The dﬁ?&n&t\‘)()s
Lewst? 8o-mey've inttne. cacorded wiervizw bufnot 1n e
. auppRvem?
Tzichlee’ He oppears fo b reoding oW® o prepared Shestinot
, ol Los neY provided to us
~Saldivae: 2 Aok notes ontme video o pregace Wim hs testify
Lot Thon a6k ks Lnal yiice olleging . His Summary of s
_noles 50 W ean '\&Sﬁ:@y 1S SomBNOLY &d\&o\&ﬂ viclohon?
dronsen’ So ony Stotememtsncd oz gong o b glicited by
“re. derdant oy e Siae. hmﬁd::_\)& provided e
defens n Lociting.
Lot No ey dont have o bz -~ you dont get 4o piek wonad Porm
_ you Qe Trem. 50 Jong oS You et distovery. Lanok wey Got
Ao te wiegheat and cotegragned alse 7 They Ltrent &
2omaoLs W o dveovesy violation?
Shonsn accordmg Yo e ruls, W hos bt prbmd&d In
Loting  IY you con give me 5 minudes Yo pull up Some--
Laicd: S 9 vow st it Yage 'out veu dorit e i+in o
laeden ceQort, somehela Lonak, W excluded ac e A
disesiery vio\ahon?
Achonsent VEs. 10 you reooll--
Loxasy No 1272 nest Yoang ol 'aveo

The colurY ecrontoushy ees heavily here claorly Yavor nG e

. 3ok by not adlowing M3, dononstn o Vel moments o Rind 0. 12



- oPne Eudence Lol RePresning e Memory o o Laitness, This
- CloouldNe aholonYme devense. Lo0S correst ancl could hove relrned
C tee Vs stodement and o proper sonchion Por The notes e
" 'ydq‘}; QCES On o C\O.S‘\?'\/ ) ARre e and ABRCFVE e '\h&?&\%&\&d
0 oI EVIELY oeeording o™ nem, Tht Court foXes e gosrhon &he
Sokerent g el 10 boond eee Aeree LThe

Sloderrgnt 26" imporiont +o-tee. SYo3e 108 nst redueed ot synoenis
& o paiee seport.There 1S no Plasivie rzoson 4o leont o ddendants
et Srok s certameunt Yo an adeiigiion otk & ol aahee

Loa oA dust so T'm olear, dedeckverine sholements you're
- odAding o vm gt in e setorded meevieLs 7
L Yes
Lourtt Did you ceduce tresstdo your paiet ceport 7
Dumser eyt just e cecorded imerviglo . My polict .
2ot art 0oSYNopsIS eV Nt Ldhsle iervien .
_fau..d e shSF cloout -~ Y \asthing alasut Wim, hats

- Lok coused me o go oV L:Qﬁjm{m_m&@mgéﬁ
Sz ceport or st e wecorded infeeviets 7

CTaads m‘Tht cecovded intervieto |
Leuctt And tnod you're teshying or Lihok veuse uging .
rover Yo )'\":JM)&' Al ey v&@c«\— oF WV NOIES you mode
Prom yaur ceport 1o prﬁpnm&ion Fordnad 7

Tht court decides to-out e dekeehives notes oaide. me
Con\ Yodesthemi o ol Lourt axnibit. The detechive Aoims Ve treaded
on AY-A-Blane” but hos anctner set of netes Yot ave clearly nat
n;@oﬁ&‘\\\t Av-A-Blanee” ne\es thak \nE,LaoS Yesh Qqu Prom . (RIOT-
L

Lond* You got a case thok says non; o, youre in teouble
i? you give e vecording ond it somzhals Vot reducsd
1o tovihing thotThat's Semthols preyudiciod orin
violohon o discovery rdes 7
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Techler: $ustne faet Yook he domously reduced twis o Lori ting. Hes
. r&aqu o¥F verbodim. Sothe Pact s list Lo0S ot
Lot T ogrees he Should -+ Logve qonna puk aside his notes.

Lonat Laculldd you deseribe st 057 Yust Foe purposes of
discussion 7H2‘s_aai_c$§_2.mmq_iu_bﬁ_gol&_c&mﬁ So
Lot s w7

Soldivact They'es notes he wode n pr&paxro:\‘\on Yor il

Leaied? Lony 7 Teeoust We Wnzto e (ooS Gonna. Ysrged

Saldivac! its a.Quote . TP 'm 03King Wim > Quote. Lonod
“he deVendont soid

Louct! 3o Lony are Loe pet Ploving e recorded m\tr\naw""
Saldivas! Because o Laould BE 0 mMESS.Tne comount ch-hme.

he 40ils about being in prisen ond Thetnimgs bt
SoyS, s 30 interhoingd WS - no.

The defenset orings wp tne Yalsity oF the stolement Gorthe Steond
only fo bt ignored by e court concarning ok

Loued! o e cant mode netts contemperods +o s testifying

4y onel cemember 2022i7¢S Crom oin hour - and-a-
RodY to 2 hour interviels?

Trichler: =P he does ot he needs to orevids ot - Weeause
he dovicusly oS intended o testiby tothat, giventne
Qoct he d_miﬁz* Yy ot And o8-~ in pegpocation

Poc teiah WE cevielazd 0 udio cetocding,
i+ 't-- theee arg packs ¢

it thatdon't aud’a SEEM +o+o.llv aLeurats, Lonieh
‘v hgthe -

Louct: L)&H go ohead and play yourclients nterviels Yaen

i® vou Lot You teind you wo.n‘r ‘o 1M PEAC Nim
Lo tnod 7 Lo onead. putit ol in.

Telehles That lould meon 1aere hoving o cneose beteeen
cights heee, Lot eter have ts thoost nehoten
an cecarole Avpiction o Lot Hr Brobham 20id
or Lot have to admit ol tnesz. sthertaist inadeissioe

hings In orc\&rm ENSUFE. ALLLUYOLYs ROTINE JSRUE.
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TEichlee: -~ 19 ‘?hé. stode rod povided us Loita tee st oF
Quotodions ot taos intended o be slicited Loe

Loould hove onovded ol Wi,

Loudt e notes ot o ced herey NG Joure infroducing into
this tohole poeess, The notes are notne problem. His
recotetion -+ yourt complaining his recollection of
Linot's ‘it Yaped interviels 1she prodiem. So impgach
The hell out of him Loith it ‘

12ichke! he's reacling what he Hoims Jo be dicet Quatntians.
3o if these taece provided 1o us in advanee, Log Loodld Bt in
0. poStion Ho daod: Mot Zim netin @ posrhion uness
The Court Laonis o +oke @ significant cecess ...

Lourtt Lones S0y NQ ‘fh_o:\' \r\‘aQa\li' “ Yot Yoe ings he anid ars
in Quotations.t _

Teichler: Hes reading “them os iF ey ors in @uo%rlrio_r_)s .
Lovet: : 1 Tati F that. et Lahatever
hes got 65 andracitten notes. - —

Soldnac: e only thing he Auoted 1sasne lashthing.

Here tne prosecuttor aftempts o mislead e tourt again while
strengthening his laveroge toith e court. Only evervene invalved
Lt tnis obizefion has agrezd tnat e detechive hos been Quotirg
Drabhom. Mo e ddense. oflem pis to Shoto St Court tre. stodes
Qomesmanship manuever, outtne \udge yonps o ne siodes

de¥ence.

Richlecithe recorded inferview is odh in o position o
be presented to e qlry o3 ais gaint. Sothe Pook
ot tne ~-

Lonet: Mot my Coutt. ot my prodlem.

I2achler fee stade: 1S nowa -~ hos ehedsal Yaese Aunles Seom

“‘fh&d.&"(i(ﬂ"\\l?.'ﬁ(now'mq hod e video s not n o
stede o be presenied Yo e fury |

Louctt T dont Ve e implicahion of Yot zonat, e yre doing

Semething urderhanded by doing nat becouse. your quy
ra%;vad to oty many fimes hes begn 1a geison
Jotore P
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TEichkee: No. I:m 'gw.sjr-say'mq ot soets n o Qosition nets
Mhed 1ot hove To dneoss. befioten Lonad vights--
Lot “MNou dont have thoose beturen anytning. Hes

refresning his cecotlechion Srom s noves, ond you're
Hrying 1o furn it it spmEthing 2ise.

Lot Aelense coursel nets Yagng s ire Srom ne coust ‘ool pedals
~ aLoay Geom nok orqument out ot ne hme doandoned it

Lodd Loeit vou could havt doigeted contemoeraus 1sin-tok.
NoLs Youre trying o furn it ints sometning else.,

Teichler: T did g‘b‘s&’h Lyaich 15 Loy Lot approached e
bench | .

Lot 0lday. T nat gehing stuek inMmis mocoss These 1S
no distoviry vielokion hess , TR¥nere 19 Lonak s it Yot

you Loould asid fise os oo 2anction ? Hes not olloLoed 4o
Qive t&timony alaout tnt intervieto!

Trichlec: Troodid asK ot 1 bt steicken, yes.
Loyt ooy, Breod, Lot (dea.. Mo, Denmide. ..

Lotth only 0010 mimere. c2cess anc e Judge. hngls tepon enter) ng the
tourtroom ot e Stode. eauld ndk redact trevidio reeording. Lould
it even o2 300d ok shale 2x2n atlempled 1o, Lot et Sadt S,z
Lothn he. ahaie wevzoling et e shokegy aat Lohen pat inte condexd
tlearly sholdd Gomesmangnip supdise tockies.

Lot Sa you deleceiingd ok tne 4008 1008 Gonno g adwssiols .
ﬁdm: We 2-Qold. &m&o&lv L.J\’\D* Jou sond; (ES. Mot W, ngee
~1oos et Y SO gtk gt tonvoltded ond Losuld

hove ta¥en a tot f fime 1o do o edit i1, And second-Pold,
‘ xegically » veszd an, NotK, Yhs Fa.
Supseme Lot 25% Sk, A 823, pick et stnlements tos
Loonitd o comt out, and iTimey toanted 1o comz out, aund
Wty tooeizd) 4o elicik Mz sest & tee todements , ey
Could, but then his dudgment and sentences Loould Come
in. Sothaks ouc stendegy. nntthat, putting it ol sut Intee,

Louet' So'in preoaring e detective , you Yold him o use Wis

police ceports o wmake handiocifien neses, ac didl NoU nest i}
have hat conversadion toith him?

He



Seldivnc! oOversne deys . Tve 4old him 4o Loodeh Ynad video
Nnumerous Himes and then Lot reviewoed it and T Avid Yim
iulzju Ldnod T Lsould Yot guestionming Wom olodt and Lihat
T L1303 lool(mg ‘o gj:ank and he Loowld - ¥ he didnt
cemember i+, ed go tooddhthot poction and €ither
Looravorede Linad T 205 Sowing T mought T heard
Yot Losdrue o not.

Louct T ust hove to bg honest, meses doys 1ahers T See

T qot o run From angdolble totne atver, ond T qot o
“locd ovee e Linclening Yo mote sure 1+ dogsnt qet

‘Screwed g’ T qut o run Rom hert o tun vt inece

ond rLn ever There to moke sure,
T mean, T understond trese 1s o (2oening proﬂ&%s \aut

These Bre notine Kind o¥ cogesnod Log gothrough an
entite 120orming Process on. T'm sorry. T+ 0 geds ceally,
C i P ) ) ] JOVES
g\ T ' » Tt veally ‘oecomes aqaravoding,
Tt veatly does,

Dusing Cross-Examination the deVense brought From deteetive
Blumbzro thod Brobnom nevee acdm; Hed Ho steiking, Withing, or

bollering P.F 5 times.
(Tb36) Teuchler So Youl you'te owvosetmod Hr. Brobhorm hiad told you -
or denmed oukagnt sivi ing Hs. Faleon, dont 7

Blumbhera: He did deny thak, yes <ir,
Teichlec: Thod he never it hee, tignt?
Dlumbemg * Loreett sir.

(Bhbs7) Teichlec: agoin, M hroldham denied evee using tnose, ¢ignt?
Plumbeeq s He did deny, yes

(TL43) Teichler: So you didnt actice any 1n'yue 1t §o \is nands, <art?
Blumhtrg ¢ did not, no

(TEAS) Teidniec: So in Kind & ccndu.cim% s statement o you he
mdiendes ac Aells you 3 icatly Yot We demied ever
Witting M3, Foleon, coniy?

Rlumbeng ¢ He did

n)



Teichiert Demed ever steling Ms. Faleon?
 Blukeent Vs, hedid | |

Foilure 4o obide Yoy oo Qmstcutors duly Ho Ensure Yot Sorness of
o.criminal Proceeding i essentiol to evaluating Hee grovity violaded
s cose. The Oatn & Admission 4o-ive. Flovida. Thou orovides 'm
Part ok on storney” Loil nexer 922K +o pislend] Yhe 4udqe or Jury
bv any astifice o Salst stotement & Vact aclols, A heeaah of
Qm@&ssiona) ames, or (S“\"ﬂt \au\'\% more hOJ‘m\)’LJ ‘*‘D“‘(\%. odmin %”t&‘afxoﬂ
& dustict or more hudBd e oublic aporssol oy ne Ygqal
profession Whan e knosledagakle 11se Yoy an adforney oF Yolse
testimony it wdicial Qrocess.

Tis Corst ooderved ok o prosecutor hos o cesponsioilily
bayond Yot oF an odvoeade s ond o higher dudv o assurs Yot
~sushiee 1S served, The US. Altorngy is oorepresentohive not o an
ordinary Qosty s a contravessy,aut of o sovergianity Lonest coligahon
o goveen impestiolly 'S 0s Compelling as its cbligation T gevern
ot ouli 0nd Lohose interest Ynerehore, in @ eevmimal Qeoszeedion s
gk thak 11 shall Lsin o cese, aut et justice shail be done ... Lohile
he may shride hard Blolos, & is not ok Voeety 4 sivive Yauls ones. o+
1508 ruch his dudy Yo «@voin From improger metheds caleuloded s
produce @ torongrid tonviekion 03 it is 4 USE Bvery legitimale. wsans o
orirg obout 0. st ont. Recgee v, 295 U8, 73 (1938). Thus a. prosecuther
‘s 0.duy netonly feNarly preseat-ine 2uidence onel germit o Jury o
Core {5 0N0he and enqostiol \esdick . Deadanis v, slole, 752 so.2¢ 75 (FL2d
™A 2000, Yt olse’ properly Funetion in a.quasi-judicial eapacity Lsth
cdvesence fotae cecused.., pstetnodtng. occused is o¥farded 6 S0
and impoctinl Yol Lonzalez v. stole , 97 So.2d 127 CFL 2d Den @,

A eriminad proseccdion is not 6o game Loher g prostethon can
declare its Ve me Yo Knots ond you toFind out.” Leaigy. slode, Lss
So.2d 1224 (FL1396), 0nd 6. proseeutar s dudy bound to remembec
. Yok doddiring 0. comvietian atthe 2x0ense o o Qoie riod s not

ey



Juastice " Drigos v stole, Ass So. 2d 519,521 CFL 15t 2ed 1984,

Tral towct did violate Beobhoms dus process
cights by cdusing to conduck oo Ridnosdson veasing.

Trod conck violaded Breobhoms due Process oy rENSING fo
held a RidnardsSon heacing teGording oo Pase oF mimja style
Stoords Thod togre Tnthe bael passenger Floorooord Lottnthe
hondles angled co fotoare Hot drivers seod, Lotthin 2osy veach
ovtne drvver and out of Siant & o possenages. The Prestnce Fdhe
Uoords Lotmin readh and ceodilv anailable Ysr ase , 2ugn Lonile
driving pude™ne entice case in a difPerent Light Yot sLopors
e devensestazory of YR Solor cabing Yne charges aaginet
Broldnom o shifl blame Pram hees ). 2 s Loas med Lsin
R e (DCLP\‘\Q.\ ownded O.nc§‘ 0nGey 'y,xdq&\“'\&\ p&“c%'lc'lﬁd ONEC

“breolonosms Iol. 18T s (R334) A Richardson heosing -OKay. This 18 an
X0t OF o W Pnatoledgs. is o dangerous Yhing. A Richardson
nensiing on serting ot doesnt exist ectnad et dont Hnots exisis,
a7 Ly 'S W Aessed O Lo\ i ove o ee dieeleed TV T SfOI}Q V.
Hall, 509 80.2d 1693 (FLI98T) (The 4 DeA hos ceckifizd +he Pollowing
questhon & qeeok URIC Tmgorlancs ! IS a rbdel cequieed Lonenng.
Aol ousts S to conduck 4. Righesdson hgering in gLdry is,)n
The aQinion obnt revitlsing acurt hasmiess beyond a. ceosonoble.
doulot? "Lse ansiagred Yais question intne ol emadive 10 Smith v
Sale 880 0.2d 125 (FL19%) - Richaedson stales ok amough “ne
friod coturt hos diseretion a defermining tohetvie ne stodes
noncem p\nlana%, tortn e discovery edles cesuted in harm o

- orepudics o tne de¥endant, sudh diseretion could he exercised

anly aMec Yne court made an edequods inguiry ints odl the

Lireums\ongs. A oiminimim She inquury should cover such



queshons 03 Latiertee. S\ake's Vicledisn Laos wnodvertart or il
,mhtk‘r\ar“\\'e,\rf\do%or\ Lo Yenviod ac aucslortol and ﬁ\CS\‘\M@D(‘\OJ‘ﬁ\\},
Lndrecteviolotion o8 eeted e difendant’s abi Iy o prepase Ror
toad . Laehie v slale . 24S 20,20 10ll CFLIGTT) . Ridhacdson . 24b o, 2d
o 7175, Relbont. v sale + 432 So.2d 76l (FLAMNA), dismiszd. 451 S0, 2d
2R (FLIRGY: LomdRiglel, 479 S, 2d ot 215 5 (oprt v dale 477 %0.2d 17

(FL 2d DA 13935): Donaed v, sdale 4id So. 2d 231 (FL 193 . Pased, o0
Richoedson . n¥einl courts Casluse tohold e an inQuiry hoo been

AX@ ’J QS .n- . CEVEIS NG, EXCOr,
TrnTaccadt v 3dale ) bl So.2d 223 (FL A en 949 T s Logl)
seited tnoxtee sloles crongrd Lsttn Consruckive Knoldedge and
Qoxesion oY anidenct. Litnkeld 'y Selogents, including \ar.s

LR,

LT OSUE T | - |
Prosecutors did woinhold Pstential Paverable o tne
oceused avidenct Brom delfense unti] oSiec “ne state.
cesteel its cose 13ing e judges hard decdling o
Finish-me 4o tnad right os o shrodegy o Keep e
devenst From qeting value From e evidence

Proseeidons ceetived he evidence ne. morning o tnt last day
& ol Yod Was Biidence of PR prostitiding atne Hotel Mat stole
Lo puiting her e in, been disdoskd 4o dfvenss wmediadzly, 05
it Shoulel have been,the. deVenst. Laould have 028n in o gosition to
mokE Wt SR andents, 1o maeshioae 1t GBeall Lotheses, Yo orfier
testmony Lothnaut having T reapen the. Cot., Lonich Should nat
fove cosed anyLooy, Lompaunding it furtver and groving
qomesmondhip toehies e lade hod eleody relzosed the
Lortn2eues Knslsing oF judge Fredericos voeodion nt next doy
ond e hard diadling to Vinish e triod nat gt Lot



adrendy being lade in e day. Saldivar Luas hoging e court Laouildl
not heor him out ontne suloject, But e court did heos f. s,
Saldnar tnere 15 someting tee nezd Yo eing up . ks an
evolving sifuation. Meure gonna lese your mimd. T'm
losing mint e1ght noLs. BUY T need /o minutes . Thn
a3king hor it L Knoto you're net gonna give it fome
Do you ¢on yust Yel) me youre not gonna. give 1t fu me
ond “Tnen T con go. -

Fivst onz of our coordin otoes tuld mz s morn) ng.
He do&s our travel. He indicoted to me s morning
thot-he viekim Los prostiiding attne Hotel . E
hisw st off brecuse ~—-

Loaet ) Snece did “nod wivoem ahon Come From 7

Soldivac: He saud e viekim acdvocede « Lo e vietim

Louct 1568 sne accesleel fost nignl? fleasly not ehes heee fuday-
Saldivac: o

Lewrd: So Lanodtne hell dets ody &4z have o do Lt my eoss?
Soldivar! T den¥trink Anyteing but Lo -

LeseA - So Lahod are yau Oring it 0p for 7 Lonod dloes it hove --
Soldivar: % 1 8 ' ™\nQ }

beccuse S the nokure E s ase tnd e possible pEnally.
I dontthink ids on {530t aut The ot my marehing

Boddivar odwars ok Wt Loctld nor et brougnk Sorin e suidenes. )
his olon till ond enly did grudqingly beecuss \Wis Superviser
gavt him orders to do so. Llearly violating Brady and Gigho
cules TThen oY 2uch ot me Yot hos no velug 4 ne defense,
DisCUsion oF vedhing and investigating The evidence

omiseS. The gost “ad 15 miasing Yo Lohich=ne preyudict
comes From 13 holo coms i+ 1easnt velted heougnout he
day. anc e lode disadosire. Eventuolly dnt toud qe¥s tor

Louctt Did you os¢tne vickhm i€ ane didit?

Seldivas ¢ T hoven't st2n hee tuday

I /a)



Heres Hhe alodes owe L tne 2eeve . The Lainesses ore not ot e
Courthouss fo ke guestioned Lonterning s olleaation. Onee the
As¥s to gaVecewmony 0nd (c)eolt Lornesses the udge oecomes
QQHQ:\S(L \ina,jwq o ettnfime. Loould be invested n g rid-tral
meshootion ond {featimony for him o moke Wis vacodion Slior ¢

Leassd* You cont do o~ shask on investiqathon afles woposdy
oocknes - LIrah 't you Loont me hs do T I :
Now tonnt me o ghe g the deial
Ond say Lohot, Loee qaing o tanduet an inveshiqathon
foraw 7 Yot Keervtadoy taosnz day .
Asi¥the defense had any tontral over twis Situation. Loherepon
Ms. Constanting enfers Tie couctvoom ond 20ds information os to
“meollegakion. But tohod e stade Sailed + discloze Los 4 Los o
different oWl oF personnel adkne Hetel Hhan Lohgn she ealled) about
e proshitubion. Hoto could Hese pzople have ony relevent
infsrmahion? Leading fo e stokes “Wey tainess having o dental
procedure done lodetnod doy. Anel it stoss uneleas aste Lohe 120engd
oV tohot Picst, Soldivas 2onson (T8 e coordinadior Told HrmSiis
morning andnaktne vichim cdvecate told him, 8ut o¥ter an .
westigotion and o missed depodihon (eqain ja'tais ease), s
nolo e Strr Loy around,
in Aot v.Rop 239 F.3d 9% (3L 2004) ¢ Brody o0t contimed
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Asthis Lourt reeraded,” L cue ... dedloring o ‘proseeutor may
nide, debendont must K’ Tst Yenadie in o aystem Congivihonally
bound Yo AVord dfVendams cue process.” Donds v . DeetRe. $40 LS.
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CONCLUSION

The petition for é writ of certiorari should be granted.

" Respectfully sub ifted,
.
// :

' Date: 23 Moveher 2025
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