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NOW COMES the Defendant-Ap De llantgu [%ﬂ ﬁ"af:’z%t s%ﬂ:ze] gmu-xah'counscl, and respectfully moves this Honorable Court

for an Order Sisfnésn byt his sentence and admitting him to bail pending eal to.this Court
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The Defendant-Appellant made a timely apphcatlon to the Superlor Court for the relief sought herem ‘which application was

denied on /date]. 'S //é /gp 23
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In support of the instant motion, counsel states as follows: e dant § /?g"ﬁ 4
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1. Counsel has ﬁl an Affidavit 1n support, of t mstant motion which details the factual back d upon which this
motion is based. S’ e, Vioiakens pbD vl s De-proil Sl ?N .)5 hlm futo
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3. All_the Uadltlonal criteria- for release on ba %endmo appe(ah R o oemtian OF the sentence are et b)’ thlS
Defendant. e(s é /o.’s+e« kv it St e bivn gl bis Lia bt 20ns & haxrmdt ho iy €axs OF gl
alta &ee

a\ As described in detail in the Memorandum and Affi davit, the Defendant is not a security risk, provides no danger to any
other person or to the community, and there is no hkehhood of further cfiminal acts during the pendency of his appeal.
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c. As discussed more fully in. the Memorandum should the Defendant be denied bail pendmg appeal, it is likely that he w,

serve the maj .myo thjs sentence before the t appea) is decided, /728#’ l(j . /rﬂt,’ 47797 / e /H”é'/ﬂz’g‘)‘ 6#/ Wol
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4. There exists, at a minimum, a reasonable possibility, and indeed, a substantial likelihood, that this Defendant will be

successful on appeal. The Defendant—Appe]lant intends to raise the issues listed below on appeal, as well as others as they

become apparent from a review of the record of the case below. Each of t ese lssue ared cusseig %ore fu%‘ly In Eye é}ﬁdav
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a. The trial court erred in giving an instruction on causation, Wthh mstructlon ?Vigruld necessarily hdve c sed the jury to

reach a verdict contrary to the evidence, partlcularly in the absence of a requested instruction on intervening, independent

causation, where the evidence was as consj } ﬁ with the notion of an intervening, /Eendent cause ofm? /s it"was w1th
the notion-of concurrent cause% ny Stenonohes Repor?s (ol Lfeus Sury Delibevatt
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¢. The trial court erred in overrulmg g L¥fane's obJectlons to the prosecutor’s closing argument, where said argument
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Conssituti ited: States-Gonstitution.
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f. The trial court erred in failing to sever the trial of the mdlctments against the Defendant%%ﬁ%t s Name] ‘when there
existed antagonistic defenses and where Defendant’s counsel had a duty to comment-on his co-defendant’s silence.
Thereafter, the tiial court erred in den mo Defendants ttomeyfthe ‘opportunity to ?bmmentf his-p .gume tu orn
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g. The trial court abused its discretion and denied the Defendant a fair trial by its repeated interruption of defense counsel
durmo his cross-examination of presentation witnesses, partlcularly where the prosecutor had not obJected, anid by
interjecting an instruction to the jury which was not appropri der, the circumstances and, which, te o enhanc
credibility of the prosecution’s witnesses. {>icf ot #lte Ou)w'fl#d‘ﬁs tt W uelvinés égj #we 5 S ag

WHEREFORE, the Defendant-Appellant respectfully urges this Honorable Court to gr t 4
sentence and to order the Defendant admitted to bail pending appeal. ,4/.50 w&r %e 4/M
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Name of Attorney] —
Attorney for Defendant-Appellant.
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