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12) Petitioner will be irreparably injured because the district attorney is independently relying on this misleading evidence to meet his requisite burdens in these PD 1172.6 proceedings if the respondent Court is not restrained and the real party of interest is not forced to produce states entire collections of “statement copies” created on both November 23, 2010 & January 26, 2011.

ARGUMENT

1) PETITIONER WILL BE UNFAIRLY PREJUDICE WITHOUT HELP

As discussed above petitioner is faced with sufficiency issues that stem from the trial record, which in this case now includes the fact that there was evidence created by state actors who altered real time evidence in clear violation to evidence codes, completely redacting custodial activates to hide MIRANDA issue, changed petitioners answers from one to another placing evidence in to petitioners possession to meet an element of the charge. To have a key to someone’s house that you’re not supposed to imply an intent to commit a crime, which in this case, and intent to commit felony-murder. That evidence though, in any of the altered versions eliminates the true context of the statement. The altered version does show an intent to commit a crime. In the face of the compelling physical and scientific evidence, this altered statement does cause a miscarriage of justice where an entire panel of jurors were misled, forcing them to come to unreliable conclusions. Now after the filing of a verified petition, the district attorney office relies on that misleading evidence one more time, to cause irreparable injury. As discussed, CA EV Code 1402 states that the evidence may be altered, redacted, but, that the redactions may not change the meaning. When they change my answers, they changed the meaning!

PC-1054-1054.10 HILL VS. SUPERIOR COURT, 10 C3d 812 (1974); PEOPLE VS. SUPERIOR COURT (MITCHELL), 5 C4th 1229 (1993) I know this appears odd, but the DA already filed false evidence and referred to it in his striking motion (DSM3;5-8) Unless the truth in evidence is revealed there may be no order to show cause. At this point no ruling has been made on this evidence. That evidence was illegally seized. (MUNICIPAL COURT, 12 C3d 658;)(SUPERIOR COURT - SCOTT, 112 CA3d 602 (1980) There is a standing suppression motion pursuant to PC1538.5 that has yet to be heard.
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