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QUESTTON(S) PRESENTEY FOR REVIEW
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IRTAL CoUNSEL GURANTEED 87 THE SIXTY AMENOMENT OF THE UNTIED STHIES
Ecensnw"rwd? WHETHER THE LowfR COURTS RILINGS ARE o vIoUATIen) of
f'mi FIFTH 3 FOORTENTA AMENOMENTS OF Tu6 UNTTED STES consTIToTden) ?
éwﬂﬂg TAOR'S TRIAL COUNBEL FAILED T TENDER  LESSER - TNCLUDED of FENSE

;wmvcmﬁ T W18 TREE covTS of AEMPTEDN vUROLR,
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JURTHDTICTION

iT“E pATE oN WHILW TUE UNITED STAMES URT of APKEALS 06CIDED MM cash.

WAS MARcH 20T 2018
A TIWMELY PETITION foR AEMEARING WAS 0FNIfD 89 TUE uNITED SATES covr® of
(APPEALS oN THE COUOWING DATE : MAM 16™ 2018 | § A o of THE ORDER OENMING

[THE. RENEARING APPEARS. 43” Appio i B,

[THE JURIDICTEEN of THE couRT 15 TNWOKED vvaE@, 28 .5.¢. § 1254 (1)



COMSTEIUTIONAL b STATUTORM QROVISTONS TNVOWED

AMENOMENT ST of THE GNTTED STATES consmlTuTIos 5

Ao PERIEN SHALL BE HELD 70 ANSWER FOR A cAPTTAL joR OTHERWISE TifAMoU) cRIME,
;\WLES$ ON A PRESSNTMENT cR mOUTMENT of A GRAND JUR ;) EXCEPT TR CASES ARISENG
TR THE CAND R NAVAL FOREES | €R TN THE MILTTIA ,whbh TN ACVAL SERVILE S
?*rmf, of WAR of OvBLT( 09?526(1, NGl SHaLl ANY PERSCN BE SuBJIECT FoR THE
:sAMﬁ BEFINGE 10 BL IWICE QT TN FE0AROY of CIfE oR LIMB jNeR sHALL BE
jtm PELLED P ANT CRIMINAL cASE TO BE A WTTNESS AGAINST WIMSELF , MoR
EB& OEMTUEP oF LIFE., LTBERTY ok PROPEATY , WITHOUT DUk PeOCESS of AW ; NoR.

fsunu PRIVATE. PRIPERTY BE makEn FOR PUSIZC Ush | witHerd JusT CoMPENSATION -

AMEBNAMENT TT of THE UNTIED STATES (onNSTITUTION !

Em AL CRIMINAL PROSELUTIONS ; THE AUSED SWAWL ENJOM Tue R1&WT TO A

SPEEON 4 ADLIC TRIAL | BY A0 TMPARTZAL TURN of THE STIE J 0T5TRICT wWHRRESN
:ﬁwﬁ CRIME SMALL WAVE. RFEN cOMMITTED ,WWILW OISIRICT shall HAvE BEEN PREVISUSLY
ACELTATNED 84 | LAW, ) TO B INFORMED of E NEVRT 3 CAUSE oF THE ACLSSATIoN /
—w BE CONFRONIED WITH THE WITNESIES AGAINST WIM' TO HAUE comPULOORY

PROCESS FOR cBIAINTING WITNESSES In0 WIS FavoR ,$ To HAuh, TWE ASTTINCG  of
COUNSEL FOR W25 PEFENSE .

SECTIoN 1 of AMENDMENT AV of THE wITED $1ATES consTEToTaen &
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UNTTED STATESD | Net stlALL ANY ST DEPRIVE ANY PERSON of tIff , LTBERTY )
oR PROPECTY S ZTHOUT OUE PROCESS of (AW [ NoR DENY To ANY PERSOA

WTTWIN TS SuRTIONTION TWE EQUAL PROTECTTON of TRE LAWS.



STATEMENT oF ™ML cASE

| TASLER, HAY OBROUGHT —THE QUESTIoN PRESRITED FoR REVIEW B4 THIS
;Mommbui CRRT I PRDCEEOTNGS T THE UNITED STRTES SISTRICT couR foRk
%ms_ SOTHERN DISTRICT on IN0BANA , FILED T3 7wl foRM oF A 2264 “PETITIoN FoR
WRIT oF WABEAS CoRPUS " eN NeVEMRER 25T, 2005 ARBNOTA M, on Joiv W 2617
THE DIFTRIET couRT PFNIED TALOR 2054 . on UL 2T | 2007 TAHLR BROVGHT TUE
QUEMNTIEN FoR REVIEW T00 PROCEEOTINGS T THE UNTIED STATES CoukT of ARPEALS
E'eso\ TE SEVETH CIRMVIT TN Ve FoRe of A Y FITTIoN FOR CERTIFTCATE of apsaLannLIY !
AROTX & . o MARCR 26TH | 206 TUE UNTTED WIATES COURT of AREALS TaSuE0 A
:GKDER OERMANG TA4LOR'S (EPITION APKNOT R A, oN APRTL 2% 2018 TAMLR
ém&m WIS PETITION FoR r\anﬁA&w&", AND O MAY joiH 2018 THE UNTTED STATES
:CWRT oF APPEALS TSSUED A oROFR ofnqING TWE PETITION. |

TAMLBR ASSERTS THAT THE QUESTIeN PRESENTED R REVIEW IS of GQREAT
:MEGCXT } TMPRTANCE . SEEING TWAT THE Lowff CooRT'S QUUINGS ARE I8 VIDLATION
of THIS HONCRABLE CooRT'S RUING On STRICKLAND V- WASKINGTON Yo v.S. Wbk Gagy),
fALﬁo THE LOWER (WRTS ARL I émﬂ:ﬂﬁ‘ AS 0 WHETHRER § AQGRAVAMED BATTERY ia
;Aﬂ&WTEO AGGRENATRO BaTTERY ARG LESOTA ~ TILDRO oFFENSES cF ATIEMPTED mum,&;j,
{w\m\«w\ A CATLORR 7 TENPER LESHTR - INULUDTO 'o\tmﬁ'& INSTRUCIICHS caN H7I5HY
Ek INEFEGCTIVE ASSRTANCT of codNsEL CtAIMm,

TALOR WAS DENTED w15 XTGMT of EVFECTIVE REPRLS ENTATION; GURANTEED
BY THE UNTTED STAES congTTIVTION » WHED V1S RIAL COUNSEL ARGUED TaYioR'S
ALK of aTENT o ¥ILL BT FAIED o PRESENT TAMLV'S JURM W & REAYINABLE
VEROTCT ePTIowM » LounSElS STRAEGY 7o ARMVE Av ABHERCE oF TNt 0 G
‘Iwm\w’\ TIESTTAATING § REIRCTING LESER ~ TUUDED o?cém&‘o?na.\ss WAY

UNTHTORMEND | AND SWOULD §5T B8 HIVEN OEFERENE UNOTR, SRILLAND v, wASHINGTEN,
5



HAD CoulSEL KNowN TG LAWS B VACTS éELQVANT T TALER S
cast pHE WIULD WAV (oW WIS ARGURMENT wWAS CoNSTSTRST wiitd

V. LESORA - TNOLIDED  OFTIONS RATWER AN & ALRUITAL . COINSEL 030 nNoT
CONSTOER TWE APPROALH BCAME WE D1 THvESTIGATE P UDERZIAND TVE
jswrvé. oF T AGERAVAMED SAITERY oPTIonS 0.CR.TE pq. 49, LeundSEL ASD 910

AT GUOERSTAND ~ME SIMUE FOR KaowW3Ni 3 INTERTLoNAL BENAVIOO , CoUnsEL
ARGUEO TAYIRS ALK of TWTET 10 WILL | WRIH 18 TWE uEeM GLEMENT
iol‘mwfz\;ist\’:mﬁ ATTEMPIED MURTEQ_ FREM TRT. AGGRAVATED BHATTERM oPTIONS.
;CENM")SL OTO NoT QEITET LESHSER ~TICLUDED oPTIoNS T4 FAVER of AN Yall o0 NAKTNG
PREENSE - P RA 5. T1-T3, A1 TAMIOR'S 05T~ ConVICTIoN EVISNTIAY HEARING
Ecwmsu REPEATEOLY AESTIFIEO WE DID NOT DWESTLOATE P RETLT THE LESSTR ~ TNGNDED
Eeﬁﬁd‘ﬁ OPTIONS - WITW CONSEL $T87ING THIS ERROR wWAS woT STRAMEGTIC RENOTRS
;mg PEQ FERMANCE OBFLCITENT,

' TAHLOR'Y cAst MET  TaE ELEMENT REQUVIREMENTS of TME  (FSSEQ -
;tnmm‘ao cFFENSES . A0 WIS Ul HEEY READ THOSE TRTIRICTIONS Nty
iweum HAVE SEEN TWIS, PRLIUPICE TS M7HAT TUTRE TS5 A REAWNABLE PRoBABILTYY
THAT | 86T FoR COUNSEL'S UNPROFESTIONAL ERRORS TWE. RESULTS 6f TwE PROCEEDTNGS
iww WAVE, BTN DTACERENT.” NIRTUQAND UbL ¥.5 AT b9Y . TWE LowER cou('S
INTERPETHTION OF STRICKLAND TGNGRES THE FACTS OF TWAT (AL . COUNSEL Faatf
Ao PRESENT FAMLOR'S JURM widTH A REANIABIE VERPILT OPTION CONSTSAENT with
MID ARGUTMENT . COUNSEL CONCEOEP TAMLIR'S AT of SuosTING AY TWE (AR

TR AKED TR QURY 7O AUTT TAYWR of AN wRONGDOING | EFFECTIVELY

ToeTNoTE

PENTIONSR Wl QEFER 70 ARTAL TEMISCEIPTS AS “gRIaLTR."

BTITINTR WL REFER 1 PoST - LonvieTIon PEARING TRANSCEINT AS “ PR TR
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LEAVING TAMLOR WITH NO OEFENSE AT ALL. WITH CounsEL STATING TWIS wAd
;NG‘T STRATRGQLC, TAHLoR WA PREIVICE AN A RESVLT oF wid e«mv\’s,'aowsu‘s
}ﬁk?\ca\i DeEd NOT DESERVE ITRATEGRY PROTECTTON ; BECAUST HE 010 NUT ARRIVE
,;AT THL TACTTIC oF NOT TENDERTNG LESER- TNAVIED OFFENGE TNSIRVCTTONS
AFGR TNESTIOATING TUE LERAL oPTIONS  MTERANMIVES (AVORABLE t© TaMLoR.,
_' COUNSEL'S ARGUIMENT 15 SIMILAR P THE ARGUIMENT T BARNARD V
jLAuE , 819 F.2d 199 h““aa,‘\%ﬂ L WHERE BARNARD'S CouNSEL FAILED P> GIve
HWIM A REASONABLE VERDICT ofTION CoNSISTENT Wit WIS ARGUIMENT ,
BARNARD ADMITIED 70 +WE ACT of SWOTTSG MAKING WIS oNU{ VIABME OSFENAL
STICICATION b MARNSLAVGWIER TNSTRUETTENS . THE T (TRWIT RELD 2
THE SPECTRUM oF couiafl'S (EGTTIMATE TACTTCAL TWOLCES
50ES WOT TOLDE. ADANDENING A CIENT'S eNLq OEFENSE
s THE WOPE. AT TVE URY'S  SHMPATHM WLl CALSE THEM
To MISAMPLY oR TGNCRL THE LAW TMEY HAVE SWoRkns TO
FoUOW . B FATLING 0 ENDER -TNSTRICTIONS UAT Would
AUSW TAE VR TO CoNSTIER AARNARD'S JUSTLFTIATION
B OENVING THEM AVE SPTION oF FINPING WIM Guitty
of A LESSER OFFENST ;TRIAL CouNSEL DEFAVLTED TN Wiy
OBLTGATTON T© BARNARD,
TAYLR L 3 BARNARD' S cASES ARE ALMSST TOEWTLCAL . TWE onuY
DTEFERENIT IS TWAT IT WAS A 4ACTICAL PECTSION &Y BARNARO 'S CounsstL
TO NST TENDCR LESSRR GFEENST oPTTONS . TAYIOR'S Coushl OLCISIoN TO wmnoLd
TRNSTRLTIONS WAL NYT STRATREIC AT ML .
AT aHUER'S P,0.R, WEARING CouNSEL REPEATEDL TEsTIFTED

TWT WE 0I0 NOT TIVESTIGMT. $ RETECT TENDIRING LESHER ~ $300ED cfFNSE
Y i



OFTTONS . 9 C. R, T B, 2L°LH, 24 3, 4S5-UHb . In ol of THE TINGTANCES WHEN
COUNSEL WAS BEING cROSH - BXAMINED W€ MADE TWIS AOMISSION %
THT TRUTHEVL ANSWER 13 AT T 0T0 NoT
CONSTORR A LES5ER-THANDED - T DTONT ConSTORR
SPFERING ~TWOSE TNETRCTIONG 2 » » T OOB'T RELALL
EVER GIVING MYSTAE e TAK oF WY, Mou ©aow,
T OoN T wWANT T TEMIT THEM WIT ANM (ESHER -3
DoN'T TRINK Tt EVER ENTEREOD A4 MIND To B vERM
BLuwT ABWT TT, P.C.R.TT, pq. 23, \
BECAUEE COUNSEL' Y ERRGR of wWITWHOLOTWG REASOMABLE YERRICT
OPTIONS WAS NET TWR PRODUCT of <TRATEGY (TAYOR WAS OENTED wI) RIGWT 70
ECEECTIVE ASRTTANIC % COUNBEL § QURATEED Ry TWE ST amENdmENT of T™e
VNTTED §TARES CoRSTIVTION » AND THE 1OWER CouRT'S Ruilnvgd 70 SnE CONTRARY

TS TN VILATION 6F THE ST HIH™ AMENDMENTS of THE SWITED STATES ConsTENNTION »

!oa



REAGENS FOR GRANTING PETITION

TAYWR  ASSERTY TWAT 3T I35 oF GREAT -TMPORTANCE THAT IS WoroRABLE
;fea\m EYERCISE TS HURTCIAL OISCRETION 3 GRANT THIS PETITION 1 3 SETNE e
CONFUILTS } VIOLATIONS WITWRY WIS PEYITIEN .,
' THE, WOWER CoulTS ARE T CoRFITET AS 7o WHETMER  ATTEMPTED ALGRAVATED
BATTERN  § AGGRAVATED BATTERY ARE LESSER ~ TnNUGDED OFFENSES of ATTEMPT MvROER, .
AREsox £ L THEY CTIE O (ASES THAT 1S neT AWULLM)LE TO TAHOR'S st ,
AS THEY OTOWUSS THE AGGRAVATED BATTERY ofTIONS 130 RELATION 70 MmuRDER casEs -
&A%Lcﬁ ASBRERTS AT THT AGGRAVATED BATTERY ofTIONS ARE THNWERENTUY ESSER ~
TSUSOED FFENSES of ATIEMITED MURDER - TAMLOR CTTES 70 APPLILABE cAE LA,
$ NET THE iR coulTS ARE $F2UL T0 CONFLTCT,
A THE GWER couRTS ARE ALGC Tal ONRICT AS o WWETWER A FASLURE
To TENXER  LESER- TUODED of TENSE TNSTRUCTIOND cAN SATISEY A INEFFELTIVE
AKITANCE of COMNSEL CLATM , THE TUOTANA (oVRT of APEALS T THETR DECTSON)
STAED TWE cANNST SAY THAT TWEL ovERALL STRATERY of DECENSE ceoangL
RENORRS WIS PERFORMANCE  DEFICTENT,. » HOWRVER  EVEN ASSUMING, THAT THE
PERFORMANIE. of TAYISR'S TRTAL counSEL wAd DREICTENT TAYLOR WAS FATLED 7D -
SHOW THAT WL WA PETOICE., “APPEOTX E il .

THE LoWER CouRT'S WATM THAT A FATLLRE 70 -TENPER LESSER - INCLWDED
OFFENSE TNRRUCTTONG DSBS NOT SATISFY THL PRETVOICG PRSNG of STRICKLAND ,
TS IN CONFUILT WIT TE. uNTTED STATES CovlT of APPEALS foR T @™ czecusT
RULING oM CHAMBERS v, ARMONTROVT 901 F.2d BLS . TwAT STATES &

“THE SUPREME COURT EXRUICTTIY RECOGNTZED THAT PRENOTCE

AN SLCUR TN SENTENCING ALong , TH, THERE(ORE ; TF THE

POSTIOILITY of A SHORTER SENTRINLE ConSTZIVIES PREVINE
k! A



W

S THER TUE oSYLBILITY of A CLonVILTION of A 1855ER
CHAROE RESUUTING I A SHRTER SENTENIE ALso cows-
TES PREJUPRCE., !
TAMLOR AGATN  ASSERTS THAT SINCE WIS couNsELl'S fRROL of wiTHHoLDING
_,L&S“oe&— TRAOIED TISTAUTIONS wWitd NS SRATEGIC | Wh wAS PREIVDILG AD A
QESOLT of TWAT €RROR ., TAMLER ARGWES THAT A FATLURE Yo TEOBR. LESHER ~ T8LLuPED
gaFFEﬁSE TOSTRICTRONS (AN SATTOFY A TNSFFRCTTVE ASSITANLE of counstL cLatm /
GNPER  STRLIVLAND V. wASHTNGToN) didle U5, ¢b$ (1994)
LAY THE LoWER couRTs mamﬁs ARE To vICWTION of RS
HoNORADLL CoUPTS GUEIG o SRILAND &, WASHTNGTON, Hlle v 5. b L1ag4) . 1oier
'\ms USED WIS couTS QUEING oN STRICKLAND ; To PROPERLY ARGUE uaS @mnwﬂepm,
VIOLATIONS . TAHLOR  ¢rofERLY ARGVED BoTr PRoNGS NEEDED 7O $ATISFY A TNEFFEETIVE.
ANTTANCE of COUBEL <imIM SET ovT ‘TN SIRLCUAND Vo WAWINGTepni » STIUL WL
LOWER, CouRTS TGNSRED W19 CoNSTITVTIONAL v:umtan%'i.ﬁ MAOE. RUIINGS 2 VIDWTLON)
oF IS CoulTS QUG e STRIKAAND V. WASHINGTON *§ Ta vIOLATTON of 1HE

BT P IM™ AmEVOMENTS of THE UNTTED STHIES ConNSTITVTEON

Conclusaion
R e S S —

YIS RRTITION ok WRTT oF CERTIORART  swuld 8F GRANTED

BESPECTION  SOBMTITED |
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