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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

[t/f^For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A 
the petition and is
\}/{reported at v IbKoi
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is Unpublished.

to

/On. Xh'tmi ; or,

Ct__toThe opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is
pf reported at v, U\iv/il ii)g, 3-£3. r v (0%^ (bTA)^ 5 or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the_
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.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

[s^For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was A)om £2, 3-8

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

\yfA. timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: —9% 9o.2jl—
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix —J?-----

, and a copy of the

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
(date) on (date)to and including _ 

in Application No. A

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

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

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

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
(date) on (date) into and including____

Application No. __ A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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Order* ^‘fae S$e3 during fkt ift)PinJ of testimony play dd

System of jL'Sfide and S>incoid bd enforced,

iS to lOorlC jvSticl end not' injoJ>f-/cCt core 

ffidl n>v>f H dud tOL'/iSd/ fd tn^ore that tboSC

+bd'ir effect is made clear h> oil

ioealtf to Va. ppp. 7IB, 7 33, 34s 

V, Common wealth 2C) 1/d, ftpp, V7£, VSV' 

In fbis pd»4ldu(dr case Mbicb Petitioner 

Writ of Cerliorari, fbe endoSion of 

!tnesses ioorlted h> Serve, a <jre&t

1
orders art 

pc<"|‘t i i, in i/cl \/ £cl *
plo'inly dnnd>uo6<d tind 

Set 7u'y
S,C. 3d 3 13 j ^ 1*1^0)) U)drmo^fb

u
6/> mm on

5’13 s'e' 7d 4/^y 4^3
iS S^’bin^ fVie Coort b y&*t

pctifionirs d (I b • 6-ocf fdbw'tffij i

i nj'-'SfiCi,
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IdoJ h> 0 If Gcfc tintdtiUoner uas enflled under V>rj',n!a

bi$ Dto.o fekoti&i oortnC SS (2ndp ( oStCufcnS ucilnCSScS by presenting

alibi fitness. See beavers Common wealth 33o da. Hj 

Howto el V. (omP*on LO(Ck IlL Jl 1 Vd, S LfBi 
‘SS'o, ail S.E.3d 3lfc. 3ll L iSai) fSecaoSc fbd trier cf iad determines

Ccff cbertfli 

It, Q SS s.£. 3d 4S'S , (/???);
v'.

rd cr^dibili/y d u>i\n(SseS. Zirldle 

^'5 S.E. S>d 3^, 39 (rfttf) petitioner 

h> offer i mp caching

ot foci fo feject jfe prosecution} uoitnesscs test! men

' ficlivO'H e.v,denct fkat -fends to impeach a tcifpess (f-edi kilil 

dssisfs d &n accvSeds defensc is alloys ad ssoh/e," Hommei, an

\J&, Stfy, $50; 3 3/ $,£, 2d a\(oj

Lorn wen u) ectlfh / $9 l) 0. $&a > BfO

uodS -eni riled

V,

under Vifjrnt& (ou>

'de^ct that tod yd tendency fD cooSe fineCv

tner y*
O n cl1

(tpeafd (y bt'en /d position of fd Virp/nd AppealsXf buS
Cind Suprimt Courts h admit Ony relevant e Vi d evict by the. definSC

•fhtVhetr decisions rest 

Constitution oS iced aS -fft 

accord tU rijhf b 

fine decision» of the b i strict

to prove the dependent S innocence..

V irj i/uO

U< S. Constitution} hoik of dlucb J
bi5 favor, Hoioivcrj

On

Constitutional <J founds of fd

uarontee. 0 »

prestni evidence, in 

C o u rf , io b t c\\ U>d S affirmed by fd Circuit Appeals Court) has

decided -fd petitioner iccS pot prejudiced 

excluded ds defense voifnlSSCS, Xt is tfei

)
when 9d trial court

opin ton fbat tfir

testimony of multiple, on cor co berated oUejed accomplices ' 0>nvnnc'mjt^ 

0otu>dijh$ a petitioners louI founded ConStitolioaat nfht h> present 

tn -f rial court dH, a Complete defer Si. Th <jve Shorn of federal

ltxu) Conflicts u)ifti Several rufmjS of the State Court of lost r-eSorjz

II



floatportan f ft deral tjvestion /d 

Conflicts toifii (detfad decisions

B.‘ 02cid^d fin / *VJ

of this Court,

The, Federal dull on Evidence. d03 ^tateSj ' utniU the

-rt»e ^elusion of defense €videnti under

disproporfionatt 

promote.) uueil established rules 

den re If its probed i vt 

other factors Such aS unfair prejo&'uC^

Cc?n$f;{ufion flop’s OrolmbitS 

Cv[H fttflf Serve Ho legitimate. pur post or that are

fa tint £nds <ffof they are asserted fa 

at tK/ldenct permit {dal judges fa trdodt -evt

valot is outoj>eijhed by certain 

Con foSion of fVt iSSveSj or potential to mislead the jury-
V *

has made. Several rulings that protect 

hi S favorj In Such CoSes
F \jct\\i((OD(t} ilaiS Court 

an CcavSedS djht fa present evidence in
South Carolina. 9U7 U,S. 3/f, S.Ot, 1727) \Has Hoirncs v.

L.ei: ad 5"o3 ( aeofc) ; Hit U,4. 6 83, b’iOi lotCfOnt \f, tCenj odCj 
S.Ct, 2(72, L,Ed. 2d 63hil9te) J California \/. Tram be Ha} d 67 U. S,

lc>7 c^ ct 352%, %i i.Ed. 3d VlLlH^), LdoSh'mjkn i/,

T tras, !>%% U,s. IH, $7 S.Ct, 19 20 > 1$ L<Ed. 2d loici Chambers

v. misstppi, mo a.s. at 3©a, 7s sxt. toss, 3e c.ed. 2d 297
iotY. v. PirUnScS, S9>2 U.S. WiGtdSLj 101 $,Ot. 27od, 9l 

l, Ed. 2d 37 (/?£?)
dtl IheSc monomer) fal decisions, this Court mode, ruhnfz ^

h)s -favor hetcre.
J- v\

rljbt fa present evidence in 

Itotoeves fat U<$. b, Strict Court Ond fi ppCOtS Court of
petitioners

h&S faadc ith ail the relevant 

roiinjs by deciding

y 'convincingly' out uj e / JhT cl 

evidence in his favor.

<X roiin<j tked
roiio|5 of fbe Untied Stales

con f7 lets to iW) no id

Supreme Court

corrobtrakd a ctono/Oifae t{St/monon

petitioners riyht to present

II



Claoit ftppt&ls Court loojid tvea 

ft ppeal ability fa reviews petitioners
I’htL Uf>. bt'Sfricf Coord 

cj f tint p (Ii ■fiCn£fr &

tloi/viS fur r« It^t & Uer dbi bbbuf Courd denied relief.

no r 

Orh'fuoh o f

of f U e (locstion PresentedC. 1-m p>ordOncL

p fiSc ntS u fun.eld men fat ^UiSfi&n In f{^GrdS fa O-

'jhf of but Process do 

token the pr^tcutims evidence apmst

of olit*}td ci ccompit cISj 

clef tad tints rijbt fa

Td i s rase
cl e I inddnfs IH ^ ft me undfvit'nt Con Sh hit on tit

his favor.

is the on core oh era! td testimony 

LoCijhl of fhelf testimony ouiO'tt^h G. 
puSenf fUr coord Loith evidence of tbs innocence r

n

VuS rjvc^tion t S cf Sorb 'jrttif i m fOf ttinc€. 1olCGOSi noiO

fiat United state S iS So polarized 0*d dt'viSiVC

integrity of their tcord if it 

S>elf- interestj and tohcn GnyOnt
faced loiH\ heinj falsely

juSHce is Stt-i/td) defendants must
Courf of true by

more fU&n ever
People Cut cjui c|4 fa Sacrifice the
means fa Serve. 0c\lS h lU

G ccoSrd to iy On Cor robe red C(j

OlCD

fb* petitioner is 

uCco mplict alUfat'OnS; fa enSvrc 

be O-llcaJtd fv defend their Stlf hi fori d
their favor,puSinhnj evidence in

Id is dhe. Cornerstone, of a fair Ond impartial justice

S\jSdirri fa qHClo dnyOnC decoded of G Crimt fa defend their Self,

I ht importance of this ^oesfion Qo fo'tvnatehj extends far °p the 

d’ooicd t adder fD jhi p ce Si dent of the United States h ticK Gil ti^i 
ay doxn ^ most poor Gmon j °ur nation and is enhanced cohen 

lover Courts ja^c it upon fbeir Selves to act ns the trior of 

fact ond determine fhi Coed i h, (llv to be jnfto to

to

loII nesses1

I3



hfOujht he-forCfrom reading thdif trial tear Seri pf. LOhdo d 

a Court ot lo\£ } Ihab h bd heard by d trier, of iocY) if S in

ihi. lodSf (nieri^f of joffice h dllOu) both flod pfDSCcotitn &nd dcfenSe. j

CO Si iS

pfCSCnf dll feln'dnf evidence h> prove the]lx {air opfcrfynl 

tWoey of juilf &nd taaocenci 

ci p piled h> e\Cry person

h1 if

TICs c\ fcomsfaneC. a?oSf he umverso/t 

tkc United stales tuhoSc pot o,n {rial
1

I to

f or (X Cc\r»s. especially.

Petitioner /S Seeling fhi 5 Court tv Jfflnt this tint of

(InScoer h> //i£Certiorari in the hope this Court may 

Question presented that involves & delendcinla Ift™ end /no nf rijht to 

present evidence of bo ion ore nee,} Ond a

£ OVdt^ OSSiStOnd i'f coon Sc 11 Coin if flu CuJenct CejGioSf b//w h

rule on dn

6^ f)mend Mint ri^ht to

idly loosed on oncorroherCited ollejed or compact feStm-’Orj5 o

Conclusion

r-or fbd. tortc\>0\n^ {eo.S>onS>, Certiorari Should hi granted,

Cnarch H, 2o^H 

QiSpectlvUij ^ulomdied^

fUM L Ik

|?obt4 r i/ifi/i4tr%37S' 

sf
Po Box 751

fclj itvve [rap, Cft 343/7
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