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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

QUESTIoN NUMBER ONE

:PEﬂTloAIER',S CounSEL WAS I NEFFECTIVE 1N
FAlLING To ConDUCT A REASomnARLE +PRE - TRIAL
INVEST\GATON. THS VIOLWATED PETITIONERS
RIgHT To CounsEL, AS GQUARANTEED BY
AMENDMENTS 6 AND 14 To THE U.S. ConsTiTuTien,

QuesTioN NUMBER Two

PETiT\ONER WAS CoNVWTED on THE Basis OF
Rauity Piep THAT WAS THE ProDUCT OF INEFFECTIVE
ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL . THIS VIeLATED PeTif) ONEPR
RIGHT 7o COUNSEL AND To DUE PROCESS OF LAw
AS QUARANTEED BY AMENDMENTS 6,5 Avd 14 To
THE LS. CoNsTiTUTion.

QUESTion NUMRER THREE .

PET\TioNeR APPENATE COUNSEL WAS
LVEFFECTWE W FALWG To AVBMENT THE APPELLATE
RECORD Wittt TheE REPORTERS TRANSCEIPS OF THE
PRELIMNARY  HEARWG To CoveT CASE (# VoF00d7
To SHoW THAT PET\TIONER'S PRIOR WAS TWVALID . THI5 ViekATeD
PETITIONERS RGhT To CounSEL, AS GUARANTEED BY
AMENDMENTS 6 AN W To THE ULS. ConsTITuTion.



LIST OF PARTIES

D4 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. '

[ 1Al partiés do not 'appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows: '
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts: s

to

- The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendlx
the petition and is :
[ ] reported at ___ ;or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendlx
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at _ : : ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[11is unpub_l_lshed ’

D& For cases from state courts: ..

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _A___ to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at - . ; OF,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported or,
W is unpubhshed

The opinion of the ’ _ , court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is '

[ ] reported at : L . : or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished. . r




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case

[] No petitiOn- for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the Umted States Court -of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including _ - (date) on _ (date)
in Application No. __A } ’

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

B For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was c;z I LI &0 | g
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix . :

"[1A tlmely petltlon for rehearing was thereaftel denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

- appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petltlon for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. _A '

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 12_57(2).



:(ZbNéf;:l'UTlONAI;. AND STATUlTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED _

'H) THE SIXTH AMENDMENT - A PERsON AccysSED OF
A CRIME HAS THE RiGHT To # SPEEDY TRiAL BY JurY
AD 7o A LAWYER WHo wWiLL PRESENT HIS
CASE Avp CaALL W TNESSES To HiS DeFENCE

B) THE FoURTEENTH AMENDMENT - ToRMER SLAVES
ARE C\T\ZENS OF THE UwTeD STATES. ALL
C\TIZENS ARE GUARAMTEED EQUAL. PROTECTION
UNDER THE LAW

C) Tve FIFTH AMENDMENT ~ PEoPLE SusPEcTED
OF SERIoUS CRIMES MUST BE FoRMALLY AccuseD
BY A GRAND JURY . A Presow cawNeT BE TRIED
FoR THE Same CRME TWICE. OR BE FoRCED Té
UP EVIDANCE - AQRINTS HIMGELF

D)‘EIG\HTH AMENDMENT = +E OPLE ACCUSED OF A
 CRIME ARE PrOoTECTED FRom UREASONABLE
~ BARi.  AND TIiNES ‘HA!D ’FRD/V\ CRUE L. Punisiment




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

ON APRIL 2016 PETITIONER WAS RARRESTED FoR oNE CoyuT oF
BURGLARY Pen. Cove 453 ( CT. No. kaNnasqs). AS PETITIoNER WAS
Gowq To COURT ON THAT CASE, PETITIONER'S TRIAL ATTOR NEY Tokp
T:‘};E ?ET\T)OME:;R—HTHAT HE HARD Two PRigR CONVICTIONS FOR BURGIARY.,
PET\TIONER THEN TOWD THE TRIaL. ATTORNEY THAT ONL
THE QoNVICTIONS WRS VARID,  AND THAT ySHgHAIEEDEY ?’gii{oz:fcﬁ
Tie PUOR COURT RECORDS OF CASE ( # VAo7009%F ) FoR 115
VADWATY, BECOVSE NO PROPERTY WAS EVER TAKEN  AND THAT
NO SPec\ri¢c INTENT 10 CommiT TREFT OR A FELOANY waé EVER
PROVEN BY TRE COURT., T NSTEAD THE TRIAL ATTORAEY FAVLED TO

LNVEST\GATE THE VAL(DITY OF THE 8002 BURGLARY CASH #yAcTodt
T HAvE APOED A copy OF THE REPORTERS 'mnuscnztgvs Q\:(THVE

PRELUIMNARY  HEARIVG, Tp COURT CASE (#1076097 ) DATED APRIL

5, 32003 LABELED RepENDI\X <—, THAT £ JUST RECWVED A monTh

AGO, FRoM THE SUPERIOR COURT FoR YOUR REVIEW. THE TRANSCRIPS
WiLk SHoW THAT NO PROPERTY WAS EVER TAKEN, AND THAT THE
ELEMENTS OF TRE CRWME OF RuRGIARY ARE Not PRESENT (i) AN ENTRY
AND (N THE SPECIFIC INTENT To Comm T THEFT OR A FELoNY,
PETiITIONERS MATOR PREMISE 15 WACK OF SPECFIC INTENT To
CommiT THEFT OR A FELONY,  WHEN MORE THAN FWE MINUTES HAD
ELAPSED SIWCE THE INITIAL OPENING OF THE DodR |N QUESTION, AND
PETITIONER WAS Np WHERE MNEAR THE DOOR IN QUESTION, WHEM
A UNMARKED SECURITY OFFICER TRIED Tp QUESTIoN PETITIONER. FLIGHT
FRom THE PREMISES 15 TTNVRLAD AS A SPEGFIC TNTENT, TF PerimioveR
1S NOT IN THE PREMISES OF THE OPENED DooR IN QUESTION  AND WAS ONL
WARKING AWAY FRom A UVMARKED SECURLTY GUARD, PETITIONERS
COUNSEL WAS TNEFECTWE IN FAWWE TO ConDUCT A REASONABLE
PRE - TR TNVESTIQATION: THIS VIORATED PETITIONERS RIGHT TO
COUNSEW, AS GUARANTEED BY_AMENDMENTS & AND 1Y To THE W.S.
CONSTITUTION.  SEE WiGGINS V- SmiTH, 1235 CT 252%F (2003)
QQ.YIMSTERD TRV, ATTORNEY TOWD THE PETITIONER To TAKE A
EAR PLEA DEAL, TN Wiich CASE ( #VA0F009F ) WAS USED AS(Q
5 YEAR PRIOR STRIKE EJHANCEMENT UADER PEN. ClODE 667%.(A) (1),
THEY TR\RK RTTORNEY PROCEEDED To TELL PETITWONER THAT THE PhEA

DER\, NEEDED To BE SIGN ON THE SAme DAY THAT Twe TRARL ATTORNE
CNFORMED PET\TipNER ©F THE CQURTS PYER PEAL OFFEP\' WITH NOTyM‘i:—:

;o THWK ABOUT THE PLER DEAL OFFER. THE TRIAL ATTORNEY FA\LVRE To
-ORRECTIY EXPRAIY THE 5K AND BENEFITS oF PAEADWE QUITY Vi LATED

¥,




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

ETITIONERS DUE PROCESS. +PETITIONER WAS COVVICTED Own THE
gasxs OF A e\[gt(xjcrt{?,‘meﬁ TRAY WAS THE PRODUCT OF INEFFECTWE
ASS\STANCE oF COUNSEL, THRIS VIOLATED PETITIONERS RIGHT To
COUNSEL AND To DUE PRoceEss OF WAW, RS GQUARANTEED BY_AMENMENTS

5 ANV ¥ To THE U:S: ConsTiTuTion. AFTER PET ITIONER. SiNGED THE
‘2 YEAR PIEA DEAL, PETITIONER FiLED A TIMEIY HAND WRITTEN 60 DAY
OT\CE OF APPEAL WiTh THE SENTENCING SUPERIOR CouRT, WHERE PETITIONED
CEARLY CHECHED THE PRWTED Doy ~ABELD #2,, REQUESTING THAT Tiis
‘ - E PEA OR ADMISS100, AND THEW
OMPIE TED THE REQUE 8T FoR CERTIFICATE OF PRORABLE COULE ON PRGE #Q.
ETRE FORM .+ THE Lob ANGELES COUnNTY SUPERWOR CoulT AND THE CouRT
T APPERL SECOND APPELLATE DISTRIC, DEMIED PETITIONERS REAQUEST
‘ol A CERT\F\CATE OF YROBABLE CAYSE Y ALAWING TRAT PETITIONER CRECKED
HE WRONG PRE-PRANTED Bok ON THE 60 pry poTicE OF APPEAL Folm,
‘LAIMING TWAT PETITIONER MARLED BoX % | \NSTEAD OF BoL¥2, T wave
DDED A CoP{ QF THE 60 DAY NOTICE OF APPERL FoRm LABELED AS
PPEN DWW @ THAT WAS RETURNED To ME BY THE QoulT OF APPEAL
ATED Mapc 13 5013 THIS 15 N6T THE OR\GINAL CoPY THAT T MAILED
‘J";‘;\gf m‘; &:5%233% SOURT A MONTH ‘ERRLIER ON FERUALY S‘T_‘r*u m;ffﬂ

W \TTEN  ( NoT &y T W PUTE IT
W SIGNKTURE  Ab By *QB (N LLED OUT wiTh A GOMPUTER

CNECLED OFF, REQUEATING THAT APPEAL CHaliange

NE VaDwTty OF The PI\Ep OR AOMIS5i0N, AND REQUESTING A CEPTIE
)F PROBABLE (LOUSE o;\f‘ SEVERAL ACCAT]onS PET oz 7 FICATE

KED HI5 APPrilsrs

ITTORAEY To ASIL THE SUPERWOR. CORT Fol The OL\GIWAL 6o DAY NoticE 6F€Apfgélz1
WAT PETITIONEL BAD DRIGINALY FILLED OUT, BUT APPELLATE ATTORNEY FAILED

% ASY- THE SUPERIoN. CoURT Fol TWAT REQUE &Y. LN ADDVTON PETTIpNER ALKED

WPELLATE ATTOLNEY TO AvbmenT THE APPELLATE RECORD WiTH THE RePoqres
RANSCRIPS OF THE RELImivpp Y REARINGS Tg CoplT CASE '(=H= Vo1 0093Y

O SROW THE APPELLATE C.OURT '\ E "R NEEDED THE CERTIFICATE

)F PRoBADLE COULE, BuT APPELLATE ATTORNEY FAlLED To AUGME AT THE

t;g %%C\g?\.gﬁtmglo"rgi {(P%tug&t)&?{ REARING TRANSCRIPS AUD RERUESTING

Al N2 : < |

s oo D PETnE) o FROM THE SupeRiol c.ouRt,

‘ \ONERS RIGQWT To CoUnSEL AS GuaranTeg
%,? PxN\EVNDN\ENT 6__AND 14 T THEe U. &. C@/\I)STmS:\T‘oN =
SEE  SmiTh ROBBINS  53% U.S, 289 (2000\




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
ARGUMENT SUMMARY.

_ THE Following FACToRS WERE Al PRESENT v THis CASE:

) TRIAL ATTORNEY Wag TNEFECTWE IN FAILING To CoNDUCT A REASONABIE

PREE -TRIAL TNVESTIGATION To SHowW THAT PETITIONERS PE
‘WAS - TNVALID.. RIOR

Q) THE TRIAL ATTRNEY FAILWRE To c T | ’
AND BENEFITS oF PIEADNG Gty Mﬁigz'w EXPIAIN THE Risn

PROPER TIME To EVALUATE THE CoypT5s ?IEF')/MS\E:I?T‘TWNED\THE’

3) APPELLATE CounSEL

6.



%

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submltted

EDCHP I HREHHNO
Date: MHY, 7 a0|8




