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| am appealing the decision on 9/284# of guilty of a Gross Misdemeanor.

1 submit the courts violated my right to have the opportunity to have the testimony of Regina Daniel's
to be heard by the jury. | am entitled to have all the evidence to be heard. The court ruled that Regina
testimony would be denied or not allowed. Regina testimony would have impacted the jurors by
allowing them to hear her as a witness for the defense. Even though Regina plead guilty she had been
sentence. She already plead guilty so selfincrimination shouldn't have been a factor. The courts analogy
represented a civil theory vs. a criminal. The courts analogy was clearly misplaced. Regina testimony
would damage her credibility it would be about facts and circumstances. That Regina told the real facts
in her statements it would have been clearer to the jury to find me not guilty. The jury would have heard
Regina tell the facts which lead to her plea of guilty. The court doesn't have the right to make decisions
for the jury before the witness, Regina has even testified. Reginas testimony would have been related
to already admitted evidence. Reginas testimony would have acknowledged the Caregivers testimony
and shown her culpability in the treatment of Hannah Sinnett. All of the testimony of Regina should
have been allowed to be heard in front of the jury. A mistrial was asked for by the defendant and denied
by the court , the courts based the ruling that Regina not yet to be sentenced. Regina had already been
sentenced so the basis for denial of mistrial was inaccurate.

Trial 8/15/13 Pages 86, Pg. 88 Pg. 90,91 Pg.114.116 Pgl18.
Miranda Rights Violations

The officer stated | was included in the investigation of Hannah Sinnett. | was |
was not read or given My Miranda rights by the officers.
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