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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendm A__ to
the petition and is
" [ ] reported at : ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported or,
[]is unpubhshed

The opinion of the United States dlStI‘lCt court appears at Appendix J/S_ to
the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases fr_bm state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the | court
appears at Appendix _\2___ to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.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




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was MQ.\I \S, 207_\-1

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

[1A tlmely petition for rehearmg was denied by the Umted 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).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was AthSJr 4, 2026
A copy of that demsmn appears at Appendix _C

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

éppea.rs 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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Fundamental Vﬁ%\ﬁs, Procedura) Due Process
T4 s axiomorie Yhat o comvickion Upon O C\nqce)e not
fMade of Upen a Q\ﬂqt%e. oot Yeed constitures o denial of
due ‘Pméesa. These Standacds ne more Yan rellect o
\Qroo\c\t&‘ ?vem\ﬁe Q\r\oéc \(\QS QRNRSC \oee(\ Asu\&ceé 0 OUf
(‘,or\S*c\lm*to(\q\ %\)S’ﬁzmi Yok o Person connor neul Vne
l6ss of Lloery o an otFense without Notiee and O
(Y\eom\ngxu\ owotk‘r\m\%\f Xo Atg:eﬁé. A meqmr\gﬁu\ opf\)o@mn\%\/
Yo deflend, W ot e right fo @ Yl i¥se\}, presumes
as well Brod o Yoke) Want of evidence Yo sup?ec% Q
C\“"“‘”?;Q Wl condlude Yhe cose 0 Savor of Ve Qccuseé,
.AQQD(T;\\(\B\\.I ;& Convickion \OQSQA Upon @ feﬁoré \,\)\nb\\Y &evo\o\
oy Qny € elevant evidence ot a Crugial element o% e
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A :QA@CQ\ Coucy \/\QS Q é\ﬂt\/ 3UO Q35ess \A(\Q \(1\53(01“& gq(‘)cs
when 1Y 15 CQ\\ecl Upon Yo O‘?P\\f Q Qon'ﬁ‘ﬁ\*u\‘\oﬂq\ S—\—qné,qcéy
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Reviey , SYandord oF Review

The Q\“‘\%\Qc\\ ‘mo\\s;w\{ o fevlew) o Ye Sugs?\m\em\f of the
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S\MP‘\\{ Yo dedermine dnether Yhe ‘\\m\f W0S ?m?er\\} ‘W\Sr‘rrv\cjreé’,
\0\5\)‘ SVO Ae*ermm.e bo\ne%ner \%e Vecm& e\f\&encsz cou\A (ea3en OJD\Y
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Dact could Nave Tound pw@ oy %\x\\.\' \Be\lbﬂé\ 0 (ROSONALVE
?\‘«QA widh ex])\\c-j%

Aoubk The SYandacd tust ' op
Felerencs Yo Fhe Substantve e ments o T Criming)

Nlense 05 A ch\ \D\{ State. Voo,

DiSQO\)er\{ and 1{\5\)&3&0(\ | %(‘O\AY HQ*‘EF\\O\\s

The S\M\)‘P\‘QSSO(\ DS; Q_\Jté\r‘b(\Q,Q “QOMOFQ\Q\E Yo o
QQQ&A%QA 19 \\*SQ\Q ‘Sk&:‘l dent Yo Qmou\’\Jr *b a

dental o due ‘onQe?ﬁ,.

%Y‘O\(&Y Mokeciols ,%m&\{ Qo s

. lne Suppression \DW Fre pro secudon of evidence
§\;3rq\a\e Yo an accused upon fequest Nio\akion
0 ue oncesS w\'\eve %Ae w&em& 5 mowjvé.rtq\ Qi%er

*b %\x\\% ov.ltb p\u\tﬁ\ﬂ W\QM‘, \\Wes\pec\"l\JQ OQ—. }éne %o@é\
Latth of \ood S;a@c\(\ o x\ne P(‘OSQC,U\)(?OY'\,



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

| On Augus% Y, 2017, deveckive Russell A Bassetty $or Yhe,
A¥ron Pelice Depactment made A Swern affidovit 6¥q¥3n3 ColgMAN

Wag Q,ng\\\— on Camera \sveo\\é‘m o 3v\mt S:ro&r ﬂo\‘\xn Side étoo(‘

of a Nicsle Marthew's \nome and fremoved ¥wo TVS, A warrank

- Wag issued Yor COEMANS arfest bekind detechive Dasselt's

?%\jxrsemer\%s " \r\is Sworn aSTidavit, See Appendix F Exnlsit |, Appx.G
Bxn. 5.

On Sep*em\aef 75,201 o \qc\u\; Named Tanisha Vouen modie

Q Pelice. fepock skating Yot wen she pu\\eé o hec c\r\\se\m\(
ghe Sow Somesne berind er house ; out once \N\e\, come inYo

Qe ConYack Ve Person an. Ms, Bowen also Siaked Thot She
N 3\@& %ON e

Ad not see Yhe pe\"son‘s Coce 1 vk Yhe c&éﬁcr‘fg\“\o
Was o “S\ARnﬂ\{ \D\qc\{\ male’ Mg, Bowen ¢ e,pof%e Mot hee back.
0cS Wece ope.neci; bod

( ) ' ) \ﬂ \“0 ’ AO
Windiow LIS \oroken OuY ond ner home SPQQ\A T e was

%\/\C\\- Y\o%n‘m Wag Missin Qrom \r\cv \nome,. A
.srq\/\@(\ R;(‘oé .Xé\{\% O\XSVS\\C\?Q \M}(\AO\,@Q( omne O»‘(\é\ %%W\r 3('0 ‘\f\'\e %Q.\ .
See A??X'\: T2 .

Oa Ockdoer 24 ,7,0\') : Bre BEL Yest cesult Goe Ye 'S’PQQ\A
ot Vood Yound on the ouls! de \M‘m&ousgmme came \nock _“uanooan”
e \ge\ng Con 10 0 dakqloose System %\r\oér CoiMA S DNA prome

\as \neen w ok Yhe Time | See Ap@x,\% T Y

o



On Novemosr 73,7011 M5, Bowen and \nec Son's \;o%er went
Adown Yo Nae Akon Daice Skodion and Made anciner Stokemendt

S‘h\*\ﬂg 3%(\0\3( on OVS\J\ 3m\) O\\f\é\ o, el p\wo\me wege Mi 53\1\3 Qrom
e ome Noe ﬂ‘@&c e tede e Siesk (eport S*q%ms ﬂoﬁﬂ‘er\g
Was m\ssmc\s). See. Agpx.H Bxdn. 12

On Novermber 24 2oV Yhe Very Next dq\{ orker Ms, Powen
and \ver Son's ‘;&énec made Yhe Second Sokement; &e%ec%sve

Tanisha Stewaed Toe e Akoo Police Depackment mode a Swern
Oidoui k- Srodine COLEMAN comemithed Severa) acts of %urg\qm}

And Yoot \ne Yoot on Cx%\n%mx’ and cellphone From ‘inside

Ms. Bowen's home and thot e was (dentitied \0\1 WWis DNA
?W\T\\\ﬁ. A wartant Wos issued Sor ColEMAN'S arrest \oehind,
CS\Q\’QQ*\\}Q Stewarts Suecn obTidavit, See Ropx. F Exh. 2, Appx. H Exh 7

On Scmuom{ L2018 COLEMAN was Omes%ec\\ and \ﬂ&\f&
N Yhe Summit Cour\*\f Sail

On Jonuany 27,2018 Colgmanl received fwo Seperavke
QDYY\P\NM'S S’ccﬁv‘m&) \(\e wasS \Qa\nc:) Q\nm\aeéx on Ywo Counts
ok S(?Q\on\{ (2 Bwa\qr\[,

On Kammv\{ 19,2018 ; CoLEMAN wos ‘ransported From Hoe
Summid QW“W Tal Yo Yhe A¥on Plice Station where detective
Stewart and ancther delectiye ?or&eQu\\Y Yook Inis DA \3\/
Swaly and sent t to Yhe B, See AR 0.5, Appx HExn. 89,13
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On \je.\omcml W 7019 ; ColeMAN vas indicked \0\( the
%mncx ‘&m{ oN \3@%\(\ Counts 0? %uvaz)\qw \DQroe 3v\\ne RYuen

ok Pre BLA Tesuys Seom the Swad Qome%\\\i Yaken on
SQN&?\{ 13, 720\%; Lonih %\x?pov\ceé Yhe Stote's accusstions
“WQ\[\‘W:) Coeman) fie. Su‘s?ec% 10 Count tuwo %\m\a)\m{ and
\De\n\ﬁé Bv\ncee QA\%@A \)13&0 Q)\‘\?‘S Su??ob\—‘mi.\) Counry One
Bw&\cm{ Q\ﬁqvae . See Agpx. ¥ i, LT, A?\DX H B0

On March 14, 2018; o month orec Coleman \nad Q\ceqc\\\{

\DQQﬁ\\ﬂQ\'C\Q\’QA o Cound Two Burg\cm‘ e Bl cesulrs
Cong, \QQQ\(\ Sor 3(\[\% O‘ne'SwQ\D roce%)\\\\( AYQ\/\CO \0\1 Af\nﬁ

Two dekeckives 3‘\’0\36«\3 Yok COLEMANS DNA matched the
ONA Found, on fre arime Scene. See Appx.F DD, Appx. W B 1L

On A\)c\\ W\, 2018, CoLe mAn Feq\ms%ec;\ Yor a pond moediicodion,
e Yol courk tnodilied Coremans bond Seem o *100000.2° for Fo

‘E‘]S/ODO'“ |0°/-, See Cose No.2018-01-0287 Journal Eakey dake © H-1-18, Appx. D Ex\.

On MOvY 9, 2018 ; LOUEMAN® Yrial Counsel ¢ eques%eé a Yral &q—\—e )

the ¥eidl courk Sed Yl Sor July 30,208 See Case No. 1016010287
Sournel Eriey dove i 5:9-18, Agpx. D Exn

On Moy 23, 2018; Yhe Stote cequested  Continuance ok

Avﬁq\ o\ Aug\x%%lol 201% . ColEman AIA not Consent, The rial
Court acated Yrial sex Sur Tuly 30,2018; and 3¢t Yrial Sor

18



Auguet 20,2018 . See Case e 2616-01- 8267 Jouenl Eovey doke. © 5-23-18,
Appx. D Exh,

On A\x?)us% 10,7018 e 3w‘\q\ Coury \10\@&3\ %v\Q\ qnd Se+
IQ' \‘)\Oﬁoﬂ Am D‘\Sm\ss \ﬂeqf‘ms ro A\)\g\,\g-& 7,3i’2c>\e, ; \Qe\'\‘m(& an

;‘\:\ PIORRC Mstion underlined, under Yoree dillecent Case Numbers

RN %wa o %u%\o\r\i CASeS, See CaseNo. 2018-6\-0287 daes * B-lt-19 ¢ 3-20-18,
RooX. D T,

On Au@“yf 23,2018, Phe Yrial couck Wheld o Motion Yo Dismiss

heartng oehind e 1mproper Motion: wkich i denied and COLEMAN
J prop ;

requested Ynak \ns Yol Counsel Wikhdraw $eom his case due to

Wi \l)e\'r\g WelPeckive , See Case o 201®-01-0287 dates = B-25-15, Appx. D Exh,

On Auauer 29,2018; CoLEMAN was O\Ppo\v@ceA new Counsel, See Case o
2018 -01-0797 daYe : B-29-1g, Ex\.

On Se?\'em\gzr 20,2018, ColeMAN Dled o motion o SUPPRSS
the Luidante | 5ee Case No, 2018-01-0287 date » 4-1b-18 , Agpx. G £ xh. §

On October 3 2018 Yo Yeial Court st Q S\,\H)CQSSCO(\ \'\QC\N(\
1\}0\‘ \Amm\@‘er 7 y 2018 ) Gee Case No. 10\3-0\-0287 Ame % 10-3-\%,,A\Dvx.B = x\,

On Novemler 2,708; CoEManS qg?o\a%eé Yetah counse) withdres
ColEMANS motton Yo 5\“}9(\%5% euidence and the Yetal Couct

tosed Yo Sel fmial Roc Z\’muqc\; 30,2019 tohich CoLEmand OPPD&A\‘,
DN en \-ﬁq\ wAS e-Set -¥o<' Sanuom{ AN I?,o\q; w\m\Q\(\ Corteman

OPQWA bk was \\Snore& \o\{ Yoo Couct, See Case No.2010-0l- 0287 doke
W-2-18, Appx. D T,



On November 28,2018 7 CTMAN waived Wis \\\*a\rv\S Yo Counsa). A

\r\eqc‘ma was Selb $oo Derembar 2 ;2018 See Cage No. 201e-01-0287 doke
Nov. 78,206, Appx. D Exh,

On Decemiber 21 20195 COLEMAN walved his Fight Fo counse

(equesked avtswvec\/ o expeck uakkress Yo Yest evidenty, CoLEM#AN
o\so V%q\m,S\/eA anovrec \dord, oS icoion : w\\tc,\n Yoy Ytal couct
d&s\\'éﬁm %Nq\ Couct q\so \)%q%eck Yelal set ro 'Smnucu\, 24,7209 ;
Colgman Aidnod consear, See Case No. 7018-0\-0287 dove: 12-21-1g, Appx- D Exn

On January 4,2019; o (\QWL\U\A%,Q uxs on e ench, Colgmanl
VEC\/\)Q&QA 3é\'\ou\‘ \v\‘ls Sjcqr\a\o\t Qo&m-%\ Vegmggn-\) \r\\s case in \(us

| pL
OS: Q gq\(‘ %m\ See Case No. 2018-0\-0287 Aave \-4-19 , Appx. © .

On —50““*@“{ 23,720\, COLEMAN ews Yrial csunsel enyered am
O“G\\ MOXV\QV\ ‘o d‘[gmkgg S0 X—\/\Q C(B(*ouxeXS \(\\5 S?QQA;\} %(WO\\ }VWYLQ,

\ﬁqa GX\DWQA The Bvr“q\sua%g A (\Shu@%ec}\ COLEMANS Yeta) Counse)
and Yhe Stute Yo It Yogebner {g see wanak %Y tould Gome up
\’\“%V\' A 5350\3?&18 \neqc\

' - 20\9 5 No,
108-01-6287, doke 1-13-19 ng was Set foc FQ\DNOW\/ (v, 2019, See Lose No

A5 D B,

On \:e\bmqr\{ lo, 2019; CoLEMANS Yria\ Counsel cm\\\/ qrﬁuecl that Cotgn's
S Pee&\{ il bhad ex;;‘\reo\; Wich The Stetre relouttled, The Yrial L\ucig)e
SA(O\XVQA &N \X\f\Q (ecocé %\' S\r\e UJQS\’\A’ 30\ r\g “,’0 N\Q on \t‘\‘ I {'\"O‘"‘)

W was an Q(\)‘)QQ\ 153ue , Triq\ wWas S@r?o( \:e\r;mowy 0 17_010“

CoLempn requxzs%ea Yor Ye Relurn Oﬁ‘*“ﬂ"\@\e Fuidance ; fequest
Foc Y on

n
3\ (\q\ Vi c\io Quk&mu p See Cose No. 2018-01-0281 deke 72-L-19 , A?Qx,
DEdn, :
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Gn \je\gmm\( 7,20\‘1', 3v\ma 3wm\ Court \K\Qq’veo\ \7\(»% “\TIQ\
date foc ‘Fe)emm\{ 20,720\9: S%oéc\ng W was ortix up . Cottmn
' Vﬂ%\)\%%ec)\ Soc an ex?a\“% Wikness and Mg Return of +qnc€)'i\o\e
%\si&mm ,quueslc\ﬂ Yo See \%Q ocagw\q\ Video %\s&&ﬂQQ,TM
*ﬁc&\ Couck ocdace, % Sote Yo ‘?voému Xéﬂg Uideo uidenty,

A stakug \mecmoﬁ Was Set Yor ?e\omcxr\/ 14,2019 with a

Friol doke et Foc Ve\emcm\i 28,2019, See (ase No. 2018010287
dote 1 2719, AGpeD B, Appk. § 1o

On \TQ\ORW\\ \9 ;20\ e State Veciues%eé Q Continuance

o Ynidl set §c Feboruarg 28,2019; A\ Mardn 5,2019. The yidao

2uldaneg Tre Couck Ordered the State ‘o PRduce was Never
?VQSQJW%QA‘ \9\{ Yo S%Q)V‘Q - The Courk order COLEMANS *T‘\:‘OL\

C)o\mS/Q\ Yo \Bﬂnj Q \qu@ o the Courrk\{ L\Q‘c\ H Joower H\e
Video @udoncg with MlEManl. See Case No. 2018-01-0287, Agpx. O Bih-

On Macdn 2,209 ; 4l stocked without CoLeman eve

(Rulewing Yha \ideo euidance . COLEMANS rial aounse] allowed
Qov *\«rae e&aﬂc@) \J?AQO Q,\IPS o \Qfa usa& aur\nﬂ Ar(\‘\q\ Ou’\o\ an
1\\eﬁq\ DA et cesuld, The sPeed\( Yeial Widlavion was Never

\DCO\)\S\M( U\? ﬁé\ma Skode U@&C& ‘\\\e?)o\\ e C\Q\I\Qsz_ ‘o Qcmv\)\\Q-\- ;

ColeMmAR, There LIS o euidanty SQWoﬁen Yo ‘d\mes Su«'Hy
Veedict e Of\g‘mc\\ Video \ned, been &S&G@\(e& vk Was

Qxctx\\mkbm./ & uidanty le,\)ic\mnu e Storte (‘_\o&mszcl Wb Mae i al

A



either Yo %u\\‘v or ¥o pu&\'\s\ﬂmer\\: AW Yre evidence Yhe Slake
used weak Ooginst the Bules oF Luidence , 1y was Meaal,

1N0AMS5\A\e . The Mmemoers 0% Yne ey Yound, CoLEMAN
' %\xt\*\\ Yaelmnd Yacks oY on Yhe € CCO(’A.

The Yol Couck Semencec\ CoLEmA Yo e\cs\r\)r \ears

Yo Secve \n ?V\.Scﬂ,

COLEMANS qppeq\ coungel Sailed Yo Com?\\{ wity Ohio Bde
ok AWQ\\O\*Q Peo cedure lu(i\\(’l),\o\[ ot @Veﬁen%mfs s Speec\\{
Yol cloim Yo ¥ne Srake O‘PPQQ\ CousX E)roPef\\{ '\D\\ ‘3%\0\\-\“3
(eozens N SUPP()(‘-\\' S WS contentions Haok COLEMAN®
Constikutional \‘\%\\Br Yo 0 Speedy Yool Was Violoded , with

Citotions Yo Yhe autnorities, Statutes and poct s ok
e tecord which e relied on Yo Suppeck \is Qvaum’er\%,
Tre fecord Contraned Yhe ecrssory %&o%*qn‘r\ﬁmg infsrpnodion
Watetaing e TasulTicient Buidence | “ Tretleckive Assistance
b Teial Counse |, and, Ready Wiolation claims Foe CoLEman'®
appellate counsel Yo \nad Odequetely Present Ne Aaims
on COLEMANS Avceck o\?pecx\ cdnida e Saled Yo do . COLEMAN'®
appetlate Counsel's. deficieat pecformance “\?re'\\\)Aice“ COLEMAN
and wWas the ‘Cause” Sor Yre cloamzd procedural defoult s
which CoLeMAN @x@leined o Yooty Diskrick and Appeal Coucd
ook ¥\ Wos dexed ‘T\'eAem\ CeNhew .,
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

As Coleman ¢ ecogh‘\zec\x DAn Q*‘comé\{‘s errtors Auv\ni\) on q\)peq\ on
diceck Ceviews ooy provide Couse Yo extuse o Pfoc,eé\uvc\\ AeTault
Cor 1§ Yae Oiterney QQ§30‘§(\¥Q<& \0\\ %ﬂﬁ Srake Yo Qursue Mhe direck QP?QQ\
18 netfective | Yne Prisoner has been dened Faur process and Hne
Oppox‘%x,\m&\i o Qomp\\{ Wiy e Stoke's Pr 0Cedure S ana oviain an
0 CaVion 0N Ye meriks of s s, See Coeman \;.T\mmpswx,

S0\ WS, 7225 Eviks v, Lutey Ho% WS, 387,390,105 5.0\ 830,93 LEd,

24 82\ (485), CoLeman was re‘pves'evﬂceé\ \o\g Counsel c&w\n\c}\w\ﬂ é‘\ﬂiﬁ‘\’

QWQQ\. Coltmanl Conﬁ%omlc\y Q**e,m_p)ceo\ Yo Contact his appelloke Counse

efore Yhe Q\\\n\c) ot Wis Q?peq\ el ‘,\Du3c Was Aen\eé\, C_OLEHA‘\\»S
Qppellate C,ounsa\ Yrad ?u\\\{ Control over Yhne Qi\im?) o% Wis QPPeq\
bried . Neitnee Yhe Usided Stakes Constikution A Onio Constidudion
Nor Case \ouy Mandakes ¥ ¥+ \(\\\\m\é\ Ceresentatrion, See Mckhaghle \

Wisoins (1984), 4s WS, |6B Tiod 5.0k A4, T9 LEY, 73 \27.

CoLEMan's QPPQ\\Q*Q Counsel’'s Aeg’\c\e&r Qersocmangg 15 Ahe
“Cause” Lor Yoe Aomed on(‘_eé\urq\ CAQQO\\X\*S Omé jv\(\e, Q@mq\ or
Constructiye Aen\q\ o QQQQ_Q%\\/Q QsSigfonce of counsel Q\%ogeﬁv\\e(‘
\EC:)O\\\\[ ¢ qu\*e_c&“?r%,g\x&&e_ﬂ, /eroug\n several declarations ona
afidouits and exlbits COLEMAN Showed “Cause” and "prejudice”
Yo the Disvrick and A\npeq\ couct Yo \hawe excused Qny Qrotec)uml

& quu\\' C)Q Qe nses.,
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The Sixth Amendment Yo Yhe W5, Constivubion Prov'\AQS
Fhat ol eriminal prosecutions, Y¥re occused shall

enijoy Ve \"\3\\% Xo O 69%@:\\, and (\)\&)\'\Q Mol ,\0\{ an
'\mQQT 5v\O\\ \5\)\\‘\( CTheres o %\AO\V antee PVO\‘QQ¥tQO gr\of Aév\ﬁ
accused from accesy or ndickment )‘\waﬁ\\ Y

Prior Yo Convitkion Ve 0Ceused 15 S e\ded \O\{
| ‘\'\ﬂe pre S\J\W\P*\on ng wne tence e “pedrodar,a
axismare ond c\tmeﬂ\—m\‘ p\"\f\c'\?\e LnoSe Entorcement-
lies ot the Sourdadion of e administeadion oF our
Cowonvnal lowo - Reed v Ross, Hod LS.\ R oY S.ek 2900, 8L
LEd. 24 | (1aaw).

Tre Spee&\{ Teial Clause '\m\a\%m@n}c 5 Yhod ?VQSUMQ*‘M\
\0\, “Pfﬁ\)e\’\\‘ﬂ\ﬁsd \M\é\u\e Omé\ 0??\‘%%5\\56 wnearcecatrion \Df\m‘
Yo lw\q\ . Tt /W\‘\ID“:}j ONN(‘QW ona, Center O\QcomQQn\l‘mB
/\3\*\0\\& accusaon 01 and - - - \'\m‘\-\'[\ngl Ne PQSS‘\\D"\'\*‘\ES
Tk \ong &%\Q\( Wl vepois e Q\Q\\'\%\l of an accused Yo
Aelend Wmimnse\l, Bodkec . NADES JMOT WS B, 53253,
9z 9.Cx. 2182, 33 L.EA 24 ol (1977),

T\J\E BU\Q ’P\"OQQSS C\quge, % Q 30\:6 %U\O«*C\ O\%Q\nSs('
{ uﬁ&qmer\«‘m\\\{ unfour pro secuYorial Conduey . Uniked

Orakes . Lovasto , YUn LS. 782,784, 47 9.0 Zody 5L
L4 2d 752 (1477), Due. Prace 55 Clause way 9e Vivlated.

L4



for instance \oy prosecutoriol delay Hhak 15 “tacticd”

of “reckless”

The litera) Sweep of WS, Const. amend. VI i5 qua\i?ia& BY
5P€C‘u$icql\\/ recoan(z'ma the relevance of Sour 6@9«@%& nquiries -
\M\ﬁ&‘éner o\e\a\f \betore %r?q\ \MQS Umtdmmm\\l \Oﬂ%: whelher Hhe
%WQV‘\W\EY\‘\’ or Yae Criming! o\egenéqn%— 1S More Yo Wblame Sor _\lﬂ(ﬁ_

de\c\\[ , whedhec, i due Course, ae deferdant asserted his F\la\ﬂjr
Yo a Speeé\\{ vrial, and ohetbver e suflered PCQS“.C\\‘Q& as Yoe

CXQ\Q\{S fesult, Y)qt\ker, gqul ot 520,

COLEMAN wios arfested on 'Sqn\,\qv\{ 2, 20\%; Cmcl P\me_ég
N the Summit County TJal.

on Fe_\oc\mr\; 14,2018 ; CALEMAN Wios \W\C\\&&A on \Db\lh
Counks ot %ura\qr\[ ,

On Fc\omur\/ L\, 76\ COEMAN Wias %‘Ne(\ Q. 3\00,000.""
bond.,

On A?r'\\ W\ 7018, CoLeman eque‘a\—eA Q\Omé\ modi i cotvion ,

P keioh Couek nodified s \oond Trom ® 106,600.22 5 ¥ 75,000.%.
* A fequest for boail or o reduction 1n eyl 15 an asseckion
of Yne \r‘\g\rxk b Q %P'Qﬁa\{ Y. Maples . Ftreqall, Uz7 F3d
1020 (¥ Cir, 2005, |
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On Moy 9, 2019; the Yrial court set Yrial Sor July 30,20]8;
COLEMAN eq\xeslcecx Sor ancther \ooné\ W\oc)dg\‘cqﬁom\QuAv wo3 dﬁNQA

0N MQ\( 13,2018,‘ e Stake Vequ,es%eéV a Continuonce of Sea\
et e Judy 30,2018 ) A\kgtx%* 70,20\ . The Yrial Coust Vacated
Yl Sex S Su\\i 30,2018; and ek Yol Soc Ausuﬁ, 26,208 ; COLEMAN
C\\C\ Not Consent, “A o\egr\enclqﬂ‘\' \’\0«8 no &U}c\{ o \Qmﬁ\\\mse\‘; Yo lrﬁq\,‘ 3é{\e,

FHrete has Hrad c&kﬁv\f " Untted Stakes v. \namm,qqlﬂ F.3d 1332, 1337
(G, 200b) (quoting Bagker, 407 US. at 527),

On August 20,2618, Yeia) was vawted bhvind an nproper Motion

Bled oy COLEMAN Wynsel§ (ale A be‘ma fepresented, oy Counsel. The

wnpropee metion Was Sled under Yocee separake oS NuMDRCS
Yhen ¥he 2018-61-02687 ’Bur%\qry 05eS; out Yhe Yol courk Vacared
Yeia) boelind Yhe Improper metion Rled \2)\{ CoLeMAN. A motion Yo
Aigmiss \neqr\(\g was set 5:0( Auau&% 13,2018 be\n‘mév ¥\/»e km.pv‘oper
Movon. Neither the Uaded Stokes Constitukion )3‘\(\% Onio Constitulion

- Dor Cage \aws mandates ¥ ¥x \’N\:}(‘\A fepresentokion ~ MclhasBle v,
Wigopns (\a84), Lps WS, 118 ; lour Mne il csuck Vacaked Mrial and
Sek q \(\QO&‘\\(\S odhed an nDepec wovlon Yled \ml COLEMAN Wade St
\oelwxcz\ Ve’\>ve.5en¥eé \0\{ Counsel .

Dn Auf)u%* 23,20\8; Q\(\eqc'm was Xf\e\& on \X/ve \\mPfdPﬁf

- Motien Siled \0\, CoLeMAN, uwhere \ns Yo counsel said he had
\(\0\’\@1(\(\)) Yo 3oy Concern! ,\3%,\@ tortre ™ e driol Courk denied,

e weDroper Mokton Yo dismiss. COLEMAN fequested \jmf\-

20



\{\\‘\6 OVWD\(\%QA Q_o&mse\ \N‘\%/\é\‘qu) Q\‘om %Ae cose Sor be‘ms
\ﬂ%@e%\vﬁ. New coungel was C\Wo\&cﬁa \L\rvt e A«Q\i .

On Novembper 1,208, Yhe AW\'Q\ Court et Ncia\ for Ta(\lmf\(
30,2009 winichy CoLrmant OVPOSQC\ ;56 Y Yol Couty re-Set

Yoo
el dare fic January 24,2019 ; which COLEMAN opposed; ok
Was ‘\%ﬂb\“eck, The coucy's G verpt Yo sek *lal Pass Sor\ucm(
24,2019, when the date uas O\\IOJ\\CJ\B\E_,’\)\”O\IQCX Yhe Stoke.
%m\ Court used the \om\n) de\qx;s Loedeid as o Tackical c\cl\mh e
Aguinst COLEMAN. * Governmentol A&\C\\{S motvated \D\{ \nad ?o;\lém
harossment of Oftempys Yo 9ek o Yactieal qc\vqn%qge we\a\m

Wneovily 0\3@05'\\' Yoe Opvernment Unibed Stakesv. Schnceane, 321
£.3d 5ug,

On December 1, 20\8, Phe Hial couct: Vocated Hne Mdal
dove et Sor Tanuary 24, 2018; CoLEMAN did ok Congent,

On January 23,2019 ; COLEMANS rrig) counsel entered an
oral Mekion Yo dismiss ConCersnirg %pee&\l Yol \l’\o\o&'\m,f eqms\-‘.ns

*ﬁmso,v\‘)’cs Yo %\,\990\% o \Dv\or\q Sacie Soc &\5(1\\@3&, At weely
Comtinuance. as entered,

on \:Q\gmo\r\{ b,‘ZO\OL; CoLEMAN S Arr\a\

_ Counsel ora\\\l Qrﬁueé\
Yo the Courk Yok CoEmans

5?€€A\) ARy 'tg\m\- \'\o\c& \DEQV\

17



\l‘\b\ofiﬁé\. e Xe Cx\ :B\xévga 63(0}&& on Yne rtecord Yok
Ar Wasn 09 Yo tule o i \secause W wWas an
Oppea \SSue and v\\\q% Me cage Lasty Oping Yo \oe
C}\\Sm\sﬁe& oekind o Fedan QQ\‘\*\I' The ¥ria\ court set
-qu\ Vo ?e,\gmm\{ 20, 2019

’

On Ft\mmqv 7,20\9 ; Yo %v\o\\ Courd \!QQq*ecJ\ Yne
Yo\ AQ_%Q e zov Fe\omcmf\) 7—0;20\%0«\& (e-set \-c‘\o\\
for ¥Q\Dw&r\{ 1%,20\q,

On Fe\m\)\qr\) |, 2019; Yne Sake (“e_quvefm)ceck onetine ¢
Con¥inuance of Yo\ sey foc ‘:e\ovucxc\l 28,2019, The i\

Couct Vacoyed Ne Trial date Set Sor \TC\BNQW 18,2019,
Gnd se Yo S(\oc Macdn 5, 7019,

On Macdy § , 2009 - Up3 Ao\\lﬁ afrec CoLEmans ofte st

| Tela) g\m\\\’ Sh\“)vec\, A one-\eaf de\a\) 18 Pveﬁum\)’v‘we\\/
?VQS“C\iQ\\Q\ and, *r\ggecs m\q\\,sis ot Ve *em‘l\\’\\(\ﬂ Backer

S;O«QBVOTS;‘ bO‘j%e\* V. U\(\'\keA S%q%g51505 u.9. LOL\7} qu\ﬂﬁ 421 £3d
at |02l

13



The S%ate and Yrial touck Vocated Yeial (1) Yimes '\‘\mfmg\notd’

The \Bmceechng%.'Tr\q\ A Aot Stact uard Yo3 on\@ otke
COLEMAN'S Ogrest :Yoe entice Nime COLEMAN Was neld, in sq]\

Wk Yo Ooin Witnesses | evidence, was lost ,and he eXPef‘\eﬂcecl
54e55 and anxiey ' Lnich &es%m\\ed Wis defense . “The 1U¥

Amendment: applying e L™ Amendment ot Yo o Speedy Aw‘tq\
\S %Y\Qomeq\o\e Q%OV\V\SAV Ve %%m%gs as one of Yhe ost \oovf:\c‘-
Cignts Preserved by the Unived States Constimation” CoLEMAN?
Convuietion must e \IQQO:\'QO\;\OQC,OMSQ s ﬁg\ﬁs o o Spee&\f
Frlal Undes Yhe L and 1yt Amendima

Yo Bhe Untded Stotes
Qons\ﬁlnmm wWas Violoed,.

A 5 Oiomiatic Yok o Convickion Lipon o charoe Not made
O Lgon o Q,\(\Qr?)e, oot Aried o

oSFUres & demal of due
Proeess, Cole v, Acvvarsas 333 ... 190, 2015 Presnell

| V., Qqeovs\o\,
H239 WS Y, These Standards 0o More Wan celleck

Q \Droodef
Premise Yok Was Never \beeﬁ douoved WA oune Lonstituriona)
Sysvem * Vo o Dersen Cannot neur e \oss of Woecky For
00 ngen%e \»\ls\v\b\x* notice Cmé\ o m@\m«\%'u\ owbﬁ\m\\'\’ Aro
Aefend, Rovey  E\NoR ;W67 WS, U0q U~ 70, 05, Beddie .
Qome&\cu—k , W00 WS 37\ 377-379. A MQom‘mc:;u\ op\)oﬁu«\\%\/

Yo delend), \§ not Yee v‘\g)\n% Yo o Yeia) rseld , Presumes as
Well Yoot o Yotal ok o} ey dence Yo S\)&?POF‘\’ Q Q\(\QWSQ

19



Wi Condude NMe Coge go‘\tor oY ¥e Qccu%ea. Ta Thompaen V.
Lowsuille Mne Couck \l\’i\é& ook o Convickion oS Lo O fecsrd
Whnally devoid of ony Televank «uidente of o Cruciol element of
Rne D’Wcmﬁe C\ncmse& 19 (‘.onS-\I*\ﬁ‘wna\\\{ e . See o\ Vochon v,
New \\0\\"(\?%(\\\‘&,\-\\‘—\ WS, Wi, Aéxc\‘ec\e\l U Florida, 385 WS 39 Q)-(QSOV\( q.
Chicoop; 33 LS. W; Douoas v Budee WL WS, U430, The “o euidence
ok Thom?mﬂ . Louisville Ynus Secures Yo an accused, Yne most
Clemental of due Protess \‘i%\m‘csi freedom S a0 &,\)\no\\\{ Qr\Q'ﬁmﬂ)
deprivation of \\\QQC\-\{, |

o T \Q%Q\\\I conviet on %u(g\o\r\f Fe\oﬂ\! of ¥he 5ec.onc§ begvee,
W Ohio, the. Sake Was ¢ eo\u\ceé Yo Prove \oe\{u\é O feasonab\e

douot Moy COLEMAN, \0\, force , SYea\n, or &uep%\m , TTesp0s3
n on occug\ac\ Sreuctuce , ustn Purpose Yo Commit i ¥ne
Naoiradion Qﬂ\] Crimiao) ofSense | The Due Process Clause of
Yhe Youreentn Amendment proYects o defendant in o Crimna)
(5S¢ agunst Conuittion “except upsn prost Yoeyend a feassnalle
Aouot o every Lot necessary %o constibute Yhe came wilh
Which e 15 Q'\nqrgealu o re \A‘ms\n‘\pfbﬂ U9, 258 (1970),

TThere Wos o evidence ” Supporting Yne Shakes allegabions
ot CotemAN oy Sorce | Srealiin, or detepyion, Yrespass inan
Oceupied Sreuctuce Wit purpsse Yo Commit n nether
\(\Cx\o\%o&}m'\ any Criminal omevxs_&,

0



Du\“\r\?) Xeal Ye Svote. Used Yhree edited Video C\\ps
and A DNA Yeak gesuly wmen f&%u\%eé\ Leom Q. Suwad Qef&gu\‘\\[
*Q\Atr\ Seomn COLEMAN '\\\e%a\\\( S e of %?b\sanouﬁ Yree”, Yo prove
ChEmAan Qomm\*‘rec_ﬂ Burglary . The evidence Used oy e StoYe
Vidlored Yoe Rules oF Tydence, and Yoy \aw was inadmissible |
“No ton 13 Yo oo convicked on unnsttutiona) esidence | Rockia v,
Californio, 3uz W9, 1S, 173 (\a52, Mapp V. Onie, 37 LS. 643 (146D,

While onYne %%o\ncx, Mae Atare’s witness Dek. Bassedy Yestitie d

Trok e Ofiggmo\\ video ad een des%ro\\ ed Yot SQP\)O@VQO\ \WY
Moke's actusakions COLEMAN , oy Foree , Frespassed in Noe occupled
Freuckure ,and Lommitted o eriminal offense v B oloitakion .
“There W3 “no evidence” proving Makt o Bucehory oceurted i Coun
one ., In count Ywo %\».rg)\qn/ e Stode Used, Q'DMA Tesh result
}\\‘QOQQ\\\! Yaken Seom COLEMAN and Qompcwed Xo some DNA Q\\e%ed\\!
found o0 an cutrside sindowsitl of Yne \ome ., There was “no
exdrnee” %\,\?poﬁ‘mg Yae Srake s accusadions COLEMAN ,\0\{ Qome, 1

*fe,sgoééeé 0 Yne OQQU.'P‘\QA Steutrure and Committed o Criminal
OWense 1o Yre Nalbitatien . The membecs of Yne AT Yound,

COLEMAN gu\\% \velnd faeks aok on Yae Tecord. ‘A Stave
”\)riﬁwner \n\wo q\\e%e& kv\v\e Q\L\Amc& C.ou\é\ Aot \oe_ ¥a‘w\\i

‘ C\r\qmc}rev\’z.eé as suflicient To \mo\\Je \eci o m%\or\q\ Yrie o$

%@r Yo Q‘mA %u\\ir \oe\] oﬂci aft Qqﬁor\q\g\e c\cu\&r 53<q3rec\ Q
Constiutiona) Claim Qogmzq\o\e na Fedecal \naoeas Pro Q,eeé»‘mc\),
" Jackon v \firginia, 4U3 US. 307 (1479,

'The Due ’\)rocefys Clause o$ '\%e Four-%e@h*\n /\menc\men-\r

3\



@VDJVQQ*S 0. criminal defendant goang Conviicklon except
Upon ‘?V00¥ \@a\im& a Teasonavle deust of ey Sact
ntceéﬁqvxi Yo Conshivure Yae Crime, Q\(\CL(‘%QA There 13
“Mo evidence Su?pod»\ ﬂf) netner \5\»@0&\( Conviction,
CALEMAN'® Sertence. must \oe \ocored

A person aecused of o Sedecal of Siale ecime has Yhe
Fightt o bowe. Counsel appainked 1§ retoined counsel cannot
\oe obtained. Jee Afﬁers'mser V. Hamlin, 407 WS, 25 (\a17)
Gidesn v, \Qd\nwﬂg\(\% 1312 3. 35 (163, Tdwnson v, Zerost,
304 US, U8, Tnak O»?stoﬁ uwho \J\QWEK\S Yo \QQ. Q \O«W\)EC S
Present oF il Q\on%ﬂ‘ic\& Noe Oteuged, \nowseve (s ok enoug)\ﬂ
o ‘?)0%\3?\{ e QonS*‘\-\»uqu\ csmmand. The Sl Aprendiment
(ecooizes Yo V\g\(\lr b dhe 0ssistance of counsel \secause W
COvsions tounsels ‘Q\Q\lina a tde Vo i artieal Yo %/\e
Q&\d\\‘\W' ogc %\e Qc\\!ﬁcéqm\ qu%em %? ?m&uc& Suéxr YeSv\\\‘fs, .
Aa occused 5 entitled Yo e assisted \g\/ on atorney  Whelner
TeXolned of appot ated | Loho ?\oqs e vole newessary Yo @nsuce
Mk e eiol 15 Toir, Washningon i, Sividkland, L33 F.2d 1243 (Rez),

For Yook Te0don .\vat Conct nas ’Vemﬁf\(zsaé WS "Ahe
- Tt Yo tounsel s Yee Tigot Yo Yhe effective ossisian ce
o Coungel, MeMana v Ridnardson 397 W3,159, 771, 0. 4 (19),

3L



) ET‘% assisance of Counsel J 1 one of ne ng}eﬁuouﬁs ot Yhe
Sixth Amendment deemed Necestory Yo wdure fundamental human
V'\g\f\)fﬁ of 1\fe and \‘x\oe,<¥\{ " The Suth Amendmen SYonds AS a

Constont admonirion ek 1§ Yae con s¥utional sale uacds
pm\m&es oe los, Wshee wil nek st be dene . Tohnson v, Zecasy,

30 WS, Use, WG (1928). To Yhe Same effect, See A\It(\l v. Ala\oama,
308 WSy (1ayeh, and Seba v. 0 Grady s 312 US, 329 (g4,

L The V‘\g\\’\* Yo be \neqvé wiould \ne. ;10 many Qases, of 'irle aval
F i ned Compretnend e V\g\\q\— Yo 0 \neard \Q\[ coungel - Tyen
e ~m¥e\\\o§n¥ and ac\ucqs@g\ \Q\{Wm Vo5 amall and Some "es no
Skl in Yne Seience of Yo, T8 chacged with esime, \ne s ncapabe,
Aenerally, oF éeﬁvm‘mg) For himsel® Ldnelner Hhe ‘mdickment 19 9pod
o¢ \an He :'\% uofamiliar Wil he Tules of evidence. LefL withsu
e aid of csunsel he may \oe. puk on Yo\ widouk o Proper Q\\che /
and, Cornicked LN INCompetrent- evidence. , of evidente irfelevant Yo
e ‘sl or Sherwise nadmissidle . He Yacs ootk Yee Sl and
.\/\now\eckse Q\éequq\-e\\l \‘o \eve?me \(\\6 d&QeﬂS&, eNen ‘\\'\oua\n \\e \'\C\\Je,
a Qﬁvgec\— one, He required e 3u\c\'\03 \and, of Counsel at every Step
0 Yhe Proéeec&‘\ﬂgS Q‘stﬂ%\— Yien, Widhoud VY , —\_\wu%\ﬂ \ve \oe not %u\\*r’Y,
\‘\e SQO&:% \‘\AQ éomgec o¥ Convickion \DecquSe \(\e é\oe‘j ot \‘mow Yo

eskaldign WS innocence. Towell v. Alabama, 287 U.s. 450932) .

On Yeloruary 2l 2oi1g; CoLlEMAN ™ Al counsel was 1neffeckive

Yor vt o\sgec%‘mg e ndickmend when Ynere washt any evidence
S‘uppor%\ng Yhe Rlements of %\xr%\qvxl .
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On \AU\%M%'\’ 7-.0,16\%', QBLEMAN\S *r'\o‘\ Counsel VQS;U.SQA o
C&e\;mA COLEMAN'S \*\%{\%S Yo O %\Jeecl\{ va‘\O\\,

D0 Novembee Z , 2018, COLEMANS Counse) withdrew s Suppression
\ﬁ&qv\ma , an\m% o éo;ycc‘r Yhe Srokes evidence ,

D1 Feloruary Ls,2019; COLEMAN'S il tounse Saded Yo prepare o
priona Yagie Sor (\A\sQ\'\o&%Q /Yo propecly Qgue COLEMANS speedy Yrlal
tignt ad oeen Violaded.

On Ve\omur\{ 19,70 ; CoLEMAN® Yrrial Lounsel Sailed Yo onject e
drake's Tequest Qo another Confinuance o %ﬁo\\, Faled Yo entec o motion

Yo dismizs Soc a \oda of Speec\\{ Yela) .

On Mardn 5,209; Yea\ SXacked) COLEMAN” Xeial tounsel § ailed Yo
enter 0, motion Yo dismies contering CoLEMANS SPQEA\( ol v\\cj\njr el "9

\5\5\0&@\, COUEMALS Aol counse! ollowed Tacee edived vides b Ps, an ’m\\ecaql
DNA Yest cesuld ,OmA Q \Doo\‘\in3 WP\m}m Yo e \ASQA c\ur‘mg lrvtq\,

BU\(“\(\B CoLeMAN™ O[\J?P.Q\ Mg counsel Foled Yo sulomiy l(rQ\'\“aQ.r\?-\gg Yo

e Courk gupper: "9 Wis o gament Yot COLEMANS Constitubional Fight o
a §peedy Yrial hnad loeen Vilated,, e Saled Yo Tlows Orio R. App. P. lb(AXD)
\D\l not O‘PP\\l\'“j Wi Contentions ,u)H'\(\ Citodions Yo the authorities ; Stotutes,
“and parks of the record on which he relied Coneerning CHLEMANS Corstitdiona
Y‘\%\\k Yo q SPQQ&\{ Yetal had been violaded | A\*\xou@n Mg tecord Contained
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e necessany Su\os¥qn¥\a¥\m3 ‘m(r\ormqlv\or\ Qor\cem\ns e
Qs “Tasuicdent Tuidence ;" Tneffechive Assistance of

Teial Qmmﬁa\“ | an\,\ “ E)mﬁ\{ \ iO\Cx*\on " COLEMANS O\P‘PQ\\@&Q Qouﬂ‘bﬁ\
Qq‘\\e:c\ Yo faise %\r\a D\ow\ouﬁ ec%ovs ; Lo\w\(l\(\ \\\e Disdeiey omcl
A’\>pe<x\ Court used Yo deny COLEMAN Tederol feyiew, da‘\m‘\na
\ne pmec\u\m\\\/ defaulted his Aoz Yok Wis counsels
\wqa Qw\\ Conteol oves Yo Taise ‘,\o\ﬁ Q‘OC\\QA.,

CDLEV\AK\\S Coungel S AQQE Glerr ‘\{)Q“S;o(‘mqﬂ(‘ﬁ, s the Couse
Sor CoLEMANS \mongiu\ Conviekion, and Yhe reason he's svill
QL Prison; which ?VQ‘\\uc\\QeA Coteman) . The inelfectiveness

o counsel resulred n ackual and SUoskantial c\‘\%qé\m\hsa ‘o
Me Course. of COLEMANS delense

COLEMAN'S case 19 Necessary Yo termand o ¥\Ae é‘t%‘vr‘\cjr
Coutt Yo determine whekher COLEMAN'S 'r\g\rx% Yo elffeerive
assistance, of Counse\ was Violated. T Yne a‘ﬁ*ﬁ\t\— Coust
finds a Vis\eon Ak S\ndu\ﬁ \\(\e\(\ éke‘revm‘w\e uinehhec he
Petitioner Sukfered ackual and sulostantial detriment
’:0 Yne Conduct of s c\e?ense, Once ColeMAN mMeets
Mg Ywin Yourden Phe diskrict couct Showld determine
Whether ,in the Context of Yae entire cose ,the detrimont
SWWQVQ& LIAS \m(‘m\ess \oe\{oﬂé Q (‘eqﬁona\e\e dou\o\', See
Pul\man - Standadd, . Swint, Y56 s ar 1oz S, g}

191-92. Woglingon . Stvickland , b93 F.2d 1243 (1982)
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The Pre securion's QmecA%\;e ALG«\[ Yo dsclese evidence Yavordde
*o o defendont ton Yreace W OV‘\S\(\S Yo eov\\l 'Z,b\j‘\(‘_eﬁ\‘\—\\‘\ll Shrickures

Agpiast Mistepresentation and 15 o Course oSt ‘onm\r\en’t\y O.SSBC\Q\'CA\
with Ynis Coueds detision ’\faméx\l ! qu%\qf\abfng US. g3 (1963),5ee
A, ok Rl ((ea\\{\ns of V\oon@.\{ v Me\chan 294 WS, 163(1935), _omo\ Pyle v. hansas,
AT WS, 203, 21590, 87 LEL 214,13 50+.177 (1942)), Brady held “Baak Yoe
Sugpression loy e Prosestor of euidence favoradle foan oA Lpon
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