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NUESTTON(S) PRESENTED-

1. WAS TRIAL COUNSEL INEFFECTIVE FNR NNT CALLING ALIRI WITNESS?

2. WAS TRTIAL COUNSEL INEFFECTIVE FOR YINLATING PETITINNERS DUE

PROSSES OF LAW BUY NAT ORJECTING TO THE STATE FOR AMENDING THE

ENHANCEMENT ON THE DAY OF TRIAL, WITHOUT GIVING THE PETITIONER

THE 10, TEN DAYS ROUIRED RY LAWY TD PREPARE FNR TRIAL.

2. uWAS TRIAL CNUNSEL INEFFECTIVYE FOR WITH HOULDING EVIDENCE FROM
TRIALL THAT WOULD HAVE CHANGED THE NUT COME "EVIDENCE AFFIDAVIT

STRNED REFMARE A JUDGE OF SOMEONE OTHER THAN THE PETITIOMER THAT
COMMITTED THE CRIME.

E, DID THE PROCUTOR VYIOLATE THE PETTTIONERA RIGHTS TOD A FAIR TRIAL
TY NNT RIVIMR THE PETTTIONER THE 10 TEN DAVS REQUIRED RBRY LAW AND
DUE PROSSES NF LAW TO PREPARE FOR TRIAL,

5. DID THE CNURT FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT ARUSE ITS DISCRETINN BY
DISMISSING THE PETITINNERS SUPPLEMENTAL BRIEF 0ON PETITION TO

AMEMD AND ADDPT WITH NEW RELTARLE EVIDENCE "AFFIDAVIT SIGNED
RY TRIAL COUNSEL THAT SHE HAD THE EVIDENCE"

. WAS THE PETITIONER INTITAL TO DOURLE JEDPARDY HHEN STATE

RAVE THO SENTENCES STACKED BUT UNDER ONME CAUSE NO: WITH NO SEFPERATE
EVINENCE SAMF ELEMENTS AND SAME COUNTS AND CHARGES FAILUER TO MERGE
TWO SENTENMCES TOBEATHER AS OME UNDER CRIMIMAL ERISODE.
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LIST OF PARTIES

[ X All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
[ 1 All parties 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

[ X For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix
the petition and is -

to

[ ] reported at _No. 18-51053 ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished. :

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

[ ] reported at _casF np: CTVUTL ND: A-1R-CY-A71-RP : or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

to

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

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

{ ] reported at ; O,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 1s unpublished.




JURISDICTION

M For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
wa. JJAN. 1% 8019

F'x No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

i o ) o e

2’_ .« timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following dat: - _ = S and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] 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).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ ] 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. 8. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

PETITINNERS CONSTITIOMAL RIGHTS WAS VIOLATED UMDER THE 5th, Th4th
Ath AMENDMENTS.

THE UNMITED STATES CONSTITUTION Ath AMENMDMENT SAYS THE PETITIONER
TS HAVE EFFECTIVE COUNSEL . ¥~

PETITTIONER HAS A RIGHT TO DUE PROSSES OF THE LAW UNDER THE 5th .
AND THE 14%thn AMENDMENT,

CASE LAW: KIDPD V. MOARMAN, ASTF.3d.947 (CA A pn11) LSUPREAME COURT
RECOGNIZED A HABEAS PETITIONERSCOULD PRESENT A CLAIM OF ACTUAL

INNOCENCE A5 A "GATEWAY" TO RESURRECTING PROCEDURALLY DEFAULTED.
PETTTIONER RAVE THE COURT A COPY DF TRIAL COUNSEL AFFIDAVID OF
HER‘SﬂV THAT SHE HAD THE NEW EVIDENCE AND DID NOT PRESENT IT 70O THE
COURT.

"RELIARLE EVIDENCE CAN RE EXCULPATORY, SCIENTIFIC EVIDENCE,
TRUSTUNRTHY EYEWITNESS THAT WAS NOT PRESENTED AT TRIAL.

CARTAR V BIGALOW 3%35 THE COURT HBUSED IT DISCRETIAN RY REFUSING
TN ALLNY MR, GCARTER TN SUPPLEMENT HIS HAREAS CORPUS WITH NEW EVIDENCE
SAME AS THE PETITINERS.

THE STATE AMENDED THE ENHANCEMENT ON THE DAY 0OF TRIAL IN YIDLATION
OF THE PETITINNER RIGHTS TO DUE PROSSES AND THE STATE ART: 28.10
THE STATE DIP DOUARLE JEOPARPY RY FAILING TO MERGE TWD NFFENSES
INDER THE RUOCKRURGER TEST PERSON V., WARDEN 2091 UD DIST LEXIS
145726,

DOUALE 'JEOPARDY UNDER DORSEY V. BANKS 749 F. supp 2dA33 ND. OHIO
MULTIPLE SEX CRIMES UTSED IN THE INDICTMENT DEFECTED THE TNDICTMENT
UNDER THE SIXTH AMENDMENT ("WRIT GRANTED™)

TRIAL COUNSEL FAILED TO CALL WITNESSES: GOMEZ V. BETOD 468 F. 2d.

596 597 (S5tk CIRS1972) SEE ALSO STEWART V. WOLFENBARGER 468 F.3d.
338.355-64 (6t CIR.Z006) SEE HODBSON V. WARREN B2 F.3d. 591,600-01
6th- CIR,®?D010) SEE TOUIVER V. POLLARD AARB F.3d. 853,863 (7thk CIR 2012)

SEE BIGELOW V. HAVILAND 576 F. 3d. 2A4 {(CA. 6 2009) FATLURE TO CALL
ALIBT WITNESS GENERALLY CONSTITUTE TAC.



UNITED STATES V. SHARBAN 6%2 F.3d. 593,698 (DC CIR. 200MD3c''sa
EASE REMANDED ON IAC FOR NOT CAULUING AUIBI WITNESSES.

JAVNES V. RRACE 2N0A, US DIST LEXIS 94551 (En PA 2010A) COUNSEL
FATLED TN PRESENT ALIAI WITNESS (WRIT GRANTED)

ARMSTRONG V, KEMMA 534 F34% FT2ad{B372(CcR7E8Y2008)



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

THE PETITIONER WAS LATE TO FILE HIS 2754 HAREAS CORPUS RECAUSE
HE coulp NNT RET TRIAL COUNSEL TN GIVE HIM A COPY OF THE AFFIDAVID
STGNED INFRONT OF A JUDGE THﬂT‘SUMEUNE OTHER THAN THE PETITIDNER'
DIN THIS CRIME AS NEW EVIDENMCE, TRIAL COUNSEL uQOULD NOT CALL
PETITIONERS ALIRI UITNESS THAT WOULD TESTTF THAT PETITIONER DID
NNT DO THIS CRIME. PETITIONER FILED A AMENDED PETI TIDON TO ADD
ACTUALLY TNNAGCENTS, THE PETITIONER WAS DENIED A FAIR TRIAL AY THE
STATE AND THE TRIAL COUMSEL. IF THIS COURT wOULD REVEIWETTHIS CASE
IT WILL SEE WHAT THE PETITIONER IS TRY TO S5AY,
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

THE PETITIONER RENUEST THIS COURT TO GRANT THIS PETITON DM THE
GROUNDS THAT THE PETITOMERS RIGHTS WHERE VINLATER., THE PETITONER
IS NOT GODOn AT THE LAW BUT HAS PUT THIS THE BEST UAY THAT HE CAN
50 THIS COURT CANM UNDER STAND THAT HIS RIGHTS WERE YIOQLATED.
THE PETITINMER STATES THAT TIF HE WERE TO HAVE HAD A FAIR TRIAL UITH
THE HELP A COUNSEL THAT THE JURY WOULD NOT HAYE FOUND HIM GUILTY
TRIAL COUMSEL NEW THAT THE STATE AMENDED THE ENMHANCEMENT WITH 0QUT
GIVEING THE PETITIONER THE TEMN DAYS REQUIRED AY LAW THAT WDULD
HAVE FUT THE TRIAL DATE PAST 1AR0D DAVS TN VIDLATION DF THE SPEEDY
TRIAL ACT, AND WOULD HAVE HAD TO DISMISS THE CHARGES. THE PETITINNER
MAS TAKEN TD TRIAL ARATNST HIS RIGHTS

PETITINNER RESPECTFULLY ASK THIS GAOURT TO LOOK AT WHAT HE IS TRVING
TN SAY AND GRANT HIM A SHEARING WTTH A COUNSEL THAT CAN HELP HIM
TO GET THE COURT TO UNDER STAND HIM.

AS SHOWN WITH THE LETTERS FROM THE PETITIONERS APPEAL ATTORNEY

DATED JUNE 8, 2015 HE WOULD HAVE WON MY APPEAL IF TRIAL COUNSEL
WOULD HAVE OBJECTED TO THE STATE. SHE NEVER GAVE THE APPEAL
ATTORNEY THE EVIDENCE FROM 5X@%. /Y=y

/<



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

i

" Date: - § 1 S 4
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