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Bealin's Departure
<8calin's voles in unannounced cases will be invalidated,

4-4 splits do nat creste a binding precedent and the lower
court decision {a affrmed,

Circuit conflicts = unresalved.
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4 Texns’ abertion center regulations - if the
splits 4-4, Texas' law stands becnuse
e lower court upheld it. =

_ OIIY OF.LOS
| CENTIORARI TO

~ TheNoTell - Hote" Case

+Motel chal) Loa Angel
Munid;ma (Lmdnqulrln; Ilg:m to
give the palice registry information.

<Information includes:

CEIELcel oercta el

&n o etihen "

#guut'l information;

%dats and tima of arrival;

$departure date;

<tha room nm::;;

“rate charged,

<the method of payment.
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Eu:t m:anh nu!llhlo l'or bqub;‘ A .h
misdemeanor puniskable by u
menthe in jail and a $1,000 fing. ©

| “To enter o mun's house by virtae of
a numeless warrant in onder w
firocure evidence Is warse than the

| Blails m ":'P Laan: 15 e Spanish Inguisition: a law under
Entick v, which no Englishmun would wish to
18 g--d:?:sgﬁ%u 1029 (l’ﬂl). live an haor
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- = _WEARRTWo.CAIN ~ —
©Nearly twa years after the murdar, inmata Sam Beott contacted
nutharities and implicated Michas) Wearry in Walber's desth
+Scott changed his stary four times before trial
$AVTrial-BeottTestified =~ TR
| Playiog s whao Walbes drev past wsd Wearry decidnd i 1ot |

e e L
Y %@%&W o2z, Hutchinson shoved the ||

e o ‘dw .J-...__ﬁ_..m':ﬁ_ _Lﬁ- I
e o
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4The state court erred by denying the
defendant’s Bmdy claim

+Also, foiled to mention the statements of the two inmates impenching
Seatt.

i e o) o mmy
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*Bath Balts” o one uses in the Bath, |
¢Controlled Substances Azt sec. 841 requires
the government to prove tha defendant

knows it is a controlled substance.

L. MCPADDENs UNITEDSTATES
©Tha Controlled Substances Act regulates certain substances:

< Congress defined some drugs.

<DEA and FDA defines others.

4The Centrelled Substance Enfi ent Act of 1988 extended
enrnrc:::ent to nll “controlied substance :ana.l?guu.'

©2012 - Staphen McFadden was found guilty for
[conttolled substance analogues.

SMcFadden loct his eppesl in
ha Analogue Act pe

the 4'* Circoit that

-




'MORADDEN ¢ UNITED BTATES |

2 T R T e T e e

TTHaE

government tha dafendant knew
du!ing w:th [ eonmum e!:lrm under tha Controllcd
A:? the Controlled Bubstance Analogne

reement

Hahed by evidence the

<+ That ba astablished a defandant kmew
luht:;:e lhd, regardless nl'whe!herhe knew the

- luhuueu identity,

0 evidance the defendant knew the specific analogue
har{vlgdwibuﬂn',m if he did not know its legal status
f pa an analogue.

¢ @R BJ R E B
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| HOTTotLFREE [308) 303:4453 & {0032) 302 . 4453 3L =ABLA LIFANDL




©Luis took dozens of overseas trips, bought
luxury cars, and gavs millions of dotlara to her
family through shell corporations.

A
ﬁ.‘s\'ﬂ'\‘ \

Skickbacks for patient referrals and
billing for unnecessary or

345 million fraud. g
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e — = s -
+B Plurality Opinion: “[The pretrial restraint of
kg lq:Emu, untainted assets needed to retain counsal of choir
violates the Sixth Amendment.
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'LUIS'e. UNITED STATES =~~~ =~ =
ts whose innocent mssets are frozen in cases

like thesa supposed to pay for & lawyar?”

<Defendant has & :Ehl to use her §2 million “innocent” and

“untainted” funds for her legnl defense.

- 4This money "belongs to the defendant, purs nnd simple.”

- & In this respect, it differs fom s robber's loot, 8 seller’s
cocaine, n 's tools or other associated with the
planning, implementing arconce: af a crime”

©The district court compared Luis to & bank robber
tndicted for stealing $100,000:

+if the robber can't use the $100,000 that he stole he also
shauldn't be able to spend that $100,000 and then spand
> different $100,000 for bis lawyer,

= 1 E— [ - ] (= = = T [ =

-
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. LUDTUNITED § =
4 Thomas Concurrence: “the the
Govarnment from freezing untainted axsety in order to secira
a potential forfeiture.’

.- EE o
¢Kannedy Dissent:

<Sophisticated criminals know how ts maka criminal
proceeds fock untainted,

%+Thoy *disguise tha orj; { their funds” and il
wnvlm. none of the lll.-n‘uh:nogllu willbe left.
i EE (E E

e
<+Eugnn Dissant: Bound by Moasanto.

E: T G W §

 Ineffeotive Assistanan of Counsl

+Reversal of Maryland inefTective
assistance finding.

%1895 trinl FBI Agent Peele testified
regarding Comparative Bullat Lead
Analysia.

&Pesle linked a bullet frmgment from the
victim's brain to defendant’s gun.
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land Court - dd'endanu lawyers were
deﬂ for unearth & report eo-authored
by Paela In 1991 tcmlld have been used ta
undermine Lead Bullitt Analysis.

G
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widely accopted ...

dedicating thelr ttma and l‘ucul
lements ... that di invnhrl poking
:'nethodnhﬂa! 1."."12'. then-

uncontroversial mode of ballistics
analysis.”

RANDY. . WARDEN v, ROGER L WHEELER

T ON IEIITION. WRIT OF CERTIOIARL ¢ RIXTH GINCUTT )

LR ;- Dechied Dovembur 14, 3018 ©
CPERCURIAM,

Jury Salaeﬂnﬁm -@h A,meudment B v‘"—-‘_
1987 « [aullnil:ﬁpuﬁu found the bodies of T
Malone and o7

+Tnal Gourt ted a proserution motien to
ﬁfnruuu for inconaistent

- =
% Kentucky Supreme Court upheld trial judge. ' l
#Sixth Circuit reveraed LY |

10



X% Jurce 653 anawers:
j. ¢°T'm notsure that [ have formad

+1've “naver been confrented with
that situation in a real-life sense of
haviog 1o maka that kind of
determination.”

|',’ [N+ SoRadificult .., ta fudge hiow
133 wauld 1 guesa pct”
#Ha was "2 absalutaly certaln wheiher [be] could reslistically congider”

tha death peasity and deseribad hinself as "a bit more eontemplative an
E:mla_uufhldua'lil’ond.'uh.whm or not we have the right to taks
‘.-

%Ho stated be could consider all the penalty options.

5/11/2016

% Held: Juror 838's exclusion did not vislate the Sixth Amendment.

[ {1 { \ i
> f . b th ‘\ e\

Extra Eloments of the Case

42004 ~Musacchic resigned as president of ETS.

#2005 - Muasechio started 3 s
TTS, and soveral E15 ngeats mived & the pes
company.

SETS became W°“ when potentinl new e
mr;:;::pe familiar with the tetms of
conl "

1) and other ta had ccessin
e e T i heens

¢2010- the government indicted Musacehis and
TT8 sgenta under the Computer Praud and Abuse il

11



T
lnmnnuyinltrumdthe themmneuthad
ta prove more stringent elements than the sta M tuts requires.

¢The government did nat object.

5/11/2016

. Deite v, Bouldln, No. 15408
“Whether, after a judge has discharged njur: from service end the
runu have left tha judge's prann:e, tha judge may recall the jurors for

further service in the same cass?

e e imas
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ODuthluumofmsLﬂ:MtuphdddupkelllBluhmd
Hispanirs furors excluded. :
¢ HactocAyala casvicted ol murdering. [0 00 T

y Hagnnt: sentence should
. be reversed because the exclusion of]
ity el ey
diring i Beia “substantially influenced the

e el e #Vd bass for the Court’s canfidence

tudice,” Ayala that the prosecution’s peremptory
show. g, il i ot :hnuenlumnceul::tnl.

B oy [ @R BE BLE WY

._ & “has been held for ... most of the past 20 years ... Ina
it hmml;;ullmhmrthn:mlalpa% g spot for 28
a -

r‘Tbc degr;e of cvllization in o sociely can be
Judged by entering Uts prisons.”

P e e w0
A to' ‘aﬂa'l.ll'l:

than theus
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becomes
'." justice.” Weems v, U,
217 USB. st 378

D W
-

o Ottixonabip peats
-&Denahzrnh:at!mll'l fnm of

grtun for td fnrlhn

dividunl

lhl i
56505 55, 100 (' i
*VB.

+Rummel v. Estells, 100 8. CL.
1138 (1980), the Supreme Court
held that a [ifs sentenee for

%"%umm

punishment.

14
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___ GLOBSIPv.GROSS

< Hold: 'Dnth-minmhnfnﬂodbalhblhhulihﬂbwdnf
success of their claim that midazolam, a sedative, as the
firat drug in Oklahoma's lstha) injection protocol viclates
the Eighth Amendment because it fails to render a person
insensats to pain *

| ¥ While methods of execution bave changed, *[t]his Court has

5 oaver invalidated n State's chosen precedurs for earrying

ot out & sentence of desth as the infliction of cruel and
___aueual pusishmant.”

Preioe Beson e pusatnen i constionl, thas

= -ﬁ"s‘."" ool ool eryig oot

B h panalty was accapted at !
dxﬁm mcznumf?mamnmar

<Hanging remained the standard methed of
executiont through much of thelfth ceatury, b
but that began to change. -

15



< Hanging and the firing squad retained in some States.

% affirmed tha penalty,
:ﬂa H G‘l?iﬁ'wmﬁg. ﬁudl:‘o:!: pmagnfgntgad

4+ Oklahomsa adopted lethal injection in 1977.

['-f'.‘.

5/11/2016

(2] heBreyerDiment
+TRather than Lry to up tha deally penalty’s fegnl wounds
t o tima, 1 azk for full bei Yasic
;:::u:::: whnth:::'hc death mﬁwwg :ha tution.”
I

X °£‘E' v. Oeorgin, 428 U. §. 153, 187 (1978) - uphekl the death
ty.

disscal ' | 9410 1978, the Court thaught that the constitutional Inflemits
. lnlhodahhmultynu be hraled; the "rtinell'u:t =
delegated o t responsibility to the States to
nmeulung t would pretect agninst those constity
problems!

#°1 believe that it s now time to reopen the question ”

16



= = *{1)serious unreliability,
J ©(2) arbitrariness in spplisaticn, and

£(8) unconacionably long delayn that undsrminas the death
pelnlty‘lpmﬁ: o;;m Perhaps as n result, .

©{4) most places within tha United States have abandoned
{ts use.”

5/11/2016

'DOLaCLn denes tn by pas
pecple have been execu
The evidence the death panalty has been wrungly imposed
(whether or not it was carried u?nﬂ. is wtriking ® by

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNTTUD STATES
ANTHONY RAY HINTON v. ALABAMA
WAIT OF CERTIORARI TO THE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS OF
Ma. 13-8441. Doclded Fabruary 34, 3014

Justica Broyer: "Last Term ...Anthony Ray Hinten, who
!!ud been convicted of murder ... wan exonerated ... becausa

the forensic evidenes used against him was Aawed.!

~

1 ' Il i@ d S
+The One-eyed Defenss Ballistics Expart
¢ Hinton spent 80 yenrs on death row.

E e L T S
¥“In light of thesa and other factors, researchers estimate that about 4%
of those sentenced to death are actually innocent ”

. ] VR

17



S=ha i tmryimwnn Pl
the rule of law.”
© Despite Gregg’s hope for falr administration of the desth
penalty, 40 years of further experience show the death
penalty is imposed arbitrarily.
¢ Circumstances that ought not to affect application of the death
penalty, such aa race, gender, o geograpky,oftendo.
ﬂmliﬂdmh accused nl‘mutrude ing RACE OF DEATH ROW iINMATES
whits victima, as opposed
or other minarity victims, ara. 0 D
more likely to receive the death (] Hspare
penalty. W wie
<Gender of the defendant or the
gender of the victim makes & not. 1 O
otherwise-warranted diffsrence.

5/11/2016

SStudies indicate the disparity reflects the

dE ... the power ol ths local prosecutor. r£ v
; AL mEn e i

< “From & defendant’s perspective ... thot sentence . .. is tha equivalent

ofbein:lhu:kbyli;htniq;."

; I i B WL
§ { Lﬂ L) .

]
“Gousual i

N At .
R s

unusual...
A g
‘Gﬁ.{fﬁ'ﬁmﬂhlu.munt for 80% ol al)

s b

-ri.. Doath Penalty has becomo
z

LI I B

REIR TR LRI Y |

(LTSS wreind dask wrivamst B ale PARALTY

°ﬁwllm%%-in BE% there la
[ b tia s .
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| ©2012 . Miller v. Alcbama |}

| "lifetime incarcerations without [
the possibility of parole” for A
children viclates the Eighth
Amendment.

Death Pealty Cases
*+No grant of certiornri o conatitutionality of Death Panalty.

*But Monigomery v. Louisiana and Hurst . Flaride mise serious
quutlm about the nature of critne and punishment in America.




- og RIS

..1 url
ering s

Wi - oJu uquirudlnimpou [fe without
- .s&: {1 ""Sf"*
1 I' épm%mn&? eng?n’tyh
) . :
S
for rehabilitation.

[.:_" ;*Wmmam ery's Miller elaim under |
i N

—

5/11/2016

" . MONTGOMERY o, LOUIBIANA' 1

1

[ +Afiller aanounced a new substantive rule that lppllu
iH retroactively to cases on collateral review.

1l +Under Miller "penclogical justifications for life without
parut::.:nulpu in light of ‘the distinctive sttributes of

mmmeuwﬁﬁw S |
"!’."._..."'"l. ael
ixnnl.hn-&ycfm!h.'
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pumery in inbls pacly Toweoda madfi]

bt it

L ey T
®Issun = validity of Flarida's “hybrid® capital leatan_u% scheme.
¥ - 7&2000-%%11_ gtenced 1o death for murdering his
‘I e-workerw! n%ﬁtn]mﬁpm'l Ruat:nnn:.n
.| ©Tha jury voted 7-5 Hurst waa eligibla for the daath peantty.

“+Following Flerida trial , recommendati
oL 12 LT e e proevae, secoendation Sua

¢ (@ B g Y

5/11/2016

Santancing:
* juries gave advisory verdicts,
which need not be unanimous, as to

sggravating factors and punﬂmanr.
% duriea tald their verdict is merely advisory.

Ne.,

21



“¥Ring 0. Arizona (2002) = under Bixth mdment the
Jury and not the fudge deumlnutbaduth penalty,

©The Hursi fudge articulated the aggravating factors that
aligible.

made the defendut death

5/11/2016

HURST v. FLOHIBA
©Puls in doubt the sentences of 390 Florida death row Inmates.

Al Cou Swvsiwam it Piries Bevaer 315 o JOt

LH_._H ummm: W83 J--,n.uu i

#Last majority opinion written by Antoniz Scalia.

Held:

<1) Judges da not have to affBrmatively inltnlctjurlu about
the burden of proef for establishing mitigating evidence.

©2) Joint trials of ea E: defendants "are often preferable
when the joinsd de| ta’ criminal conduct arises out of s
single chain of events.”

E [ W OE

22
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%Trial Court should effirmatively Instruct that
the dafense nead not prove mitigating
circumstances beyond a reasenabla doubt,

4©The Carrs should have been tried separately.

¢ Inal courta need pot tolform furors LESt
;5, need not be beyond a remsonable doubt ™
" 8 ¢ Becatss the jury instructions told jurors te "consider
= mitigating ﬁj;-z -« jurors would not have mlmnden'lg?d
these instructiona io prevent thair considsration of
constitutianally relevant svidence”

¢Alsc, given the evidence at trinl, the joint trial of defendanta
£iven the evidence at trin. 5 | tally

1 *did not render the sen
9 unlair”

a A2 E 2§
+Diasent: The Supreme Court lhnuld_noalvn WE
thesa because Kansas

=
did not viclate any party’s

cases because
constitutional rights.
4°[ worry that cases like these prevent States &&m h::’rvin

Iaborateries for experimenting wi
:x:nnm ael‘end?nu ] Ini‘:-ru'inl.'

to

él’ncednn.l issue easa.

Nat ta the "heart of the death penalty.”

©The 5-1 vote in Ught of Justice Ruth Bader
md,Jultiu ﬁﬁm puvm‘h l:!is:;prwll of uplnlcmm
punishmen|

23



©Ocasio and cther Baltimore
police officers sgreed with
Mujostic Auto Repair Shop to
steer ears accidant victims 4o B

5/11/2016

Issue:
< QOcssio prgued he cannot be guilty of
conspiring to commit extortion with Majestic

because Majestic I a victim.
# The victim of n Hobbes Act consplracy must
be & perssn outzide the conspiracy.
e would cow describe 2a” state public
- T ;.I-ai—;
B T T e

24



— T
@A consplracy to extartion can invalva the victizs of
the extyrtion as members of the conbpirny *

03?: You E:ﬂm and a conspirator at the sams

conspirators have to be pursuing the
L Tt
o :
tbltthetnhhnﬁnn&‘naubeeunnt.&edh all that is
necessary,

5/11/2016

©Under the Habbe Act definition of extortien, people
cannot conspire to extort one of their own bacause sl]
those involved would know that the person necepting
the meney is not entitled toit.

Q9 B W W EEe

%The majority opinion endorees an unnatural
reading of the Hobbs Act, which crimfnalizes
extortion “from ansther.”

@ § '\ <A coospiracy ta viclate the Hobba Act must stil

focus on 8 victim that is “sther” than the

conspiratorial group.
[ [ i E har - = L -

L S

- m.l = Y %
nﬂmﬁﬁ G
Held:
<The "residual clause® of the Armed Career Criminat Act is
unconstitutionally vague and viclates due procsss.

%T =5 e v thiree o o “vlent
—_— e—

| felany anvietiens. S
S W

25



TLER Aryued Revembe §. 301 pued Apri 30,
#rlt:g.ﬂ.c { ] !24(0)12)(3) deﬁnu a “vialant felany” 88 “usa of plu-licn.l

.~ another,” "is burglary, arsan, or extortion....

|

*Tha, Fresidusl cllule\"

imm@gutwgﬂmh

¢Samuel Jmanhnun wosn hfalon;uimlnal and
whits supremacist.

©20]12 - Indicted on multipla counts of felon in possession
of firearms. -

*The residual clause violates the 5% Amendment.

¥ Bealia described the statute as n “failed enterprise® that
invited "arbitrary enforcement.”

i . %"Acriminal law so vague that it fails to ordinary paople
., [airnotice of the conduct it punishes® mlet‘u due procesa.

o L U T A A

. Welel: v: United Slales, 15-6418 (argued Mar 30, 2018).
* Johnson is retroactive.

: S

5/11/2016
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¢lssue: Does 18 USC §922(g) bar a third party from reesiving a felon'a

®Cunvictad former Border Patrol agent esuld no looger lagally possess
kis 19 firearms.

+Henderson wanted them to go to kis friend to sell ar to hia wife.

5/11/2016

+é8!1.8.alme)mnkuiufedullcﬁnmmmh
tersiate commeres mwnmna.iu Dﬂl:ﬂ llhiﬂ‘
threat ... to injure the peresn of nncther.” 2 o~

Holding:
Sdury instruction r!quh'!ng only
muﬂu&:ﬁ B me B

Fl L [ | A

s = EUPEXMR COURT OF THE UNITED JTATES. ‘
LOGRHATSTUNITRD STATES 1

m T

-ﬂ.lnder 18 UEC §225%bN2) m conviction for poueulnfli:ﬂd
pomography gets a mandatory 10 year sentence ifhe has & priorsex
abuse conviction.”

®Lockhart had a prior for sexual sbuse of his 53-ysar-old girtfriend.

+Ha s ed claiming the qunhﬁer "involving a minor or ward® applies
tothcp\’:i:lleurlu. making his prier conviction to not trigger the
sentancs enhancement.

[Held: The phrage modifies the final jtem in the series, upho
the 1 El_rp “lygunlenn imposed on Lockhart, ]

27



(5

Toylor v. United Btala Nc. 14-8188 (Argued] February 23, 2016)
< The nexus bctwunhnmqm marijuans and &denl:m&:ﬁun
over interstate commercs.

4 The outcoma here cguld limit the federal government's jurisdiction to

prosscuts defendants aceused of a drug-related erime under the
HobhA:t. 18 USC, §1951(a).
I E 2 g e ‘B« i

5/11/2016
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us aral rofel Jreguls o _.
e o

nson, 80 it can po r mﬁntn oraul any
sente:

Je=
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T REE S TR

CERTIORARI T0 THE UNITED STATES COURT OF AFFEALY FOR THE ETOHTH CIRCUTT
Ne. 13-817 Detlded Dycornlur B, 01

s Negligence case — vandiet for Shaners

* A juror claimed that Regina Whipple, the jury foreperson, said during

deliberations that her daughter had been at fault in & fatal motor

lv“ehide accident and that a lawsuit would have ruined her daughter’s
{3

. Wm maved for a new trin! arguing Whipple deliberately lied during
vo
* The District Court denfed under Feders] Rule of Evidence 606(b)

i
S Hly&
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i _ri’"' ITOF TIR.CF ‘”1-.]_5.-. x

HEA L

*Rale hmmwllom Validi
ofa Vi uzur Tndictmen o The R4

(1) Prohibited T‘nﬁmm or Othear Evidence. ...
1-(2) Eucpﬁom. A juror may testify about whether:

h tho} “r?unehl lu!'ormatinn was impmper!y

©(B) an outside influence wan improperly hrovght to
Ar on sny juror; or

5/11/2016

Edward Bushell was a juror in the case that
uqumnd Willinm Pann of unlawful assembly

32



The jury “shall not bz dismissed
until we have s verdict that the
caurt will sccept.”

“Tha Verdict ofa Jury and Evidency ol a
Witneas are very diferent thingy ... A

witness swears but to what be hath heard I

orseen .. but a jury-man swears to what
he caa infer and conclude fram the
tuﬂnanynfnchmtuu&ubythuul
and {ores of his understanding . .

5/11/2016

steat = Nullifieation |

'Itwtﬂdhmlhurdxu&rmnuhenqwﬁh
aceept the judges’ view of the law agninst their own
opizion, judgement, and conscience.”

*{T]t ia usual for the jurars to decids
the fact, and to refer the law ... ta

the judges. But this division of tha
mtﬂectliuwithﬂldrdhmﬂm

CERTIORAR! TO THE UNITED STATES COUXT OF APPEALS FUR THE MINTH CIRCUTT
o. 14-86. Docidod Hovomber 17, 391

"—'_H"'_’__.T"-“__
+Jashua Froat helped two associates commit armed uhbetlu
+Tria] a Prost testilled and claimod duress
SFrost's lawyer wanted Lo argus both:

1. State falled burden of proof, and

2. Froat acied under duress

4The trizl judge insisted tha Sefense chooss
4Defenso argued duress

. Ls of pobi
oot o burgiary, and e counts of axianly oo+ of siempted rhbery, ane

3 l- ILE‘ ﬁ \i
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