
(RI?5, 25). The j!ry found Applicanl gliltv offte offcnse of capnal muder, as chdsed in

the indichent, (CR 1., 167;191 192: RR25.89)

Applicanl comPlains ofco6titutjoDal eftor slbje'r ln hamless dot review TE{ R

APl. P. ANN,. ,r4.2(a). As this Coulr cannot detemine bevond a reasonable doubt thai the

rcpciition ofApplicflr s Privileged Darit l conmuicanorc, €ither singululv or collectivelv'

did not contrilute to thejury's vddict, in ligh! ofthe factual insuffrcimcv olthe evidence in

ftis case asdinst him, G@ Poinls of EEor One, Two and Thrce, above) and the States

argunenl emphasizing thc ihpoilance of rhis evidence, $is Court bust revde ApPlicanfs

jldcre.t of conviolion. TEx R APP.P ANri -'r4-2(a); Chapman v californii,386 US

18,8? S.Ct .824,17 L.Ed.2d 705 (1967) .

CLAIM FOR BTLIEF NUMBER TTIIRTY.FIW

THE TRTAL COURT COMMNTED CONSTITUTIONAL ERROR BY

NOT AILO}'I'INC APPLICANT'S COUNSEL TO CONFRONT AND CROSS'

EXAMINE TAMARA LLAItr{S, A KEY WTTNESS AGAINST APPLICANI'

REGARDING UER FULL CRIMINAL ITISTORY' AS IT AFFECTED HER

CREDTBILITY AS A WITNESS. U.S. CONST. AMEND. !'I XIV.

CLAIM IOR RELIEF NUMBER THIRTY-SLX

THE TRIAL COI.IRT COMMITIED CONSTITUTIONAL ERROR BY

NOT ALLOI4'ING APPLICANT'S COIJNSTL TO CONFRONT AND CROSS"
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EXAMINE TAMATIA LLAMAS, A KEY WITNNSS AGATNST APPLICANT,

REGARDING HER CUSTOMARY PII,{CTTCES,\ND HABITS OF EMPLOYINC

JUVENILES IN INTERSTATE TRAFFICKING AND DISTRIBUTION OF

MARIJUANA AS IT AFFECTED HER CREDIBILITY AS A WTTNESS. U'S'

coNsT. AMEND. Vl, XlV.

CI,ATM FOR RELIEF NUMBER THIRTY'SEVEN

THE TRIAL COURT COMMTTTED CONSTITUTTONAL ERROR BY

NOT ALLOWINC APPLICANT'S COUNSEL TO CONFRONT AND CROSS-

EXAMINE ]'AMARA LLAMAS, A KEY WITNESS ACATNS'T ,\PP[ICANT,

RECARDING HtrR CUSTOMARY PRACTTCES AND HABITS OF EMPT,OYTNG

MINORS TO TRANSPORT WEAPONS ACROSS S'TA'I'O LINNS IN

FURTHERANCII OF HM CRIMINAL ACTIVITIES, As IT AI'FECTED HIR

CREDIBILITY AS A WTTNESS, U.S. CONST. AMEND. Vt. XIV.

CLATM FOR RELIEF NUMBER THIRTY-EIGIiT

THE TRIAL COURT COMMITTED CONSTTTUTIONAL ERROR BY

NOT ALLOWING APPLICANT'S COUNSEL TO CONFRONT ,\ND CROSS-

EXAMINE TAMAIIA LLAMAS, A KEY WITNESS AGATNST APPLICANT,

I{EGARDING TIER CUSTOMARY PRACTICES AND HASITS OT MAKTNG

IIAI,SE CRIMINAL ACCUSATIONS AGAINST OTIIERS, AS IT AFFECTED HER

CREDIBILITYAS AWITNESS. U,S. CONST. AMEND. \'I, XIY.



CLAIM FOR RELIEF N!\4BER TEIRTY-NINE

THE TRIAL COURT COMMTTTED CONSTITUTIONAL ERROR BY

NOT ALLOWING APPLICANT'S COUNSEL TO CONFRONT AND CROSS-

EXAMTNE TAMARA LLAMAS' A T<EY WITNESS AGAINST APPLTCANT'

RECAIIDING HER CUSTOMARY PR{CTICDS AND HABITS OF HIRING

OTMRS TO KILL W1TNESSES AGAINST IIER IN PENDING CRIMINAL

PROSECUTIONS' AS IT AFFECMD I{ER CREDTBILITY AS A IVITNESS' U'S'

coNsT. AMEND.'!'�r, xlv

Apllican! filed prchial botio$ entitled 'lMotion 1o Discover Aftesl and

corvicrion Records of Witne$es" dd "Defe l'nfs Pre-Trial Molion for Disclosure of

Detaile.l Excubarory Evi<lsce ' (cR 2, 37-39; 4449) A hcanng of thcse Dolions vas

condDcted onNov 3,2003 (RR 5, l37i 141: 145-149) Thef idl coun srmt€d Applicalfs

Motions, specificdllv, "as ro a arvlhing to bc used 's iDpeaclment udd TRCE lsicl" (cR

2,37i44-49;  RR 5,  l3?:  l4 l ;  145-149)

Applicdls coNs€l atienlted to crcss_eEmine d<l imPoacl Llan6 {ifi hor

piotcnsity to fahelv accuse othes ofacts thev had not conmitl€d' to mniPulale olhe6 and

kill otlts solely when and if it suited he' owr dd! and Frposesi to tdke advantago oI thc

age or ndivete ofotheG if it turlh€reii hor own silent ag4d6 Applicant aiicnpted to 'ross-

examine Lldmas regarding her habils and roltine pracrices' including her continuous rytng


