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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

T. The teial couet denred Pelibionee Wood's due process r’ng\ﬂ- undec the Fouckeenth

Hm.en_o\m,q,n}_ bsl .n_o"‘_g(‘qn{iing _\ﬂisjq” c,(‘zcl;'\' poc 1930 cleqs aftec GSS.U\’.{wg h:m_dur_‘mﬂ
e pleaheacing that such ceedit would be granted.

LI.I- T(‘;Oa\ CDL\.\!\S@,\ was ‘mQ.CCe_C{‘i\le, Cov Fo\”;nS +0 ‘M\\se. ‘\'\(\t C\o\.rz, Pr‘oce,ss C\Q‘lm
W Wood's pos*-sen"u\u‘ns motion for addtienal_credit.

T.T_I QPPQ,“C\‘\‘Q, Q,_D,LAQSL_\ was tn‘\e,ﬂ:‘z’,c:\';\uz.. Co(‘ pq'\ \\ns “‘o (‘Q.l\,sg,_"f\ne. CXu.e. pro Cess. C,\c\j\m
on c\‘)\)e,cq\) Equ.\v\'n_s Yo raise Hne. ‘\SSqe,‘;n a motion Yo correct an invalid Sentence

- undee MR ©. 119, and (—’c\i\ing 1o ralse trial counsel's \nefleckiveness on oppeal.



LIST OF PARTIES

[V{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

M’ For cases from federal courts:

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

[\4' reported at Wo s Lzs af1s ?.O\c\ .S, enss 1470 ; 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[ ] is unpublished.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 Bt
the petition and is
[V] reported at oo acllie. 2013 U0, S, Disd, Lews 30ti2 (€D m:

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[ 1 is unpublished.

[-\/]/ For cases from state courts:

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

[\/]/reported at BLMQ@J&NMMM; or,

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ Sta¥e “Vru el court
appears at Appendix _E__ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,

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(V[ is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

M/ For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Mq\{ Lb_2019

M/ No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

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

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including _ N/ A @ate)on ___N /A (date)
in Application No. A

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

[v]’ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was ay 2 2010,
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[1A tlmely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:

4 , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix R

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including N / A (date) on __N/A (date) in
Application No. ___A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. §1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Sixth Amendment LiNat]

Tnalleriminal peosecations he accased shall eajoythe right to a speedy

and publictelal, by an mpachial jury of the Steke and district wherewn fhe
crime shall have beon commited whnen district shall have bezn pre \l:éus‘\’
ascectaimed by law, and 4o be infocmed of the nature and cause ef the
becusation; Yo be confronted waith Hhe Witnesses agawst hims +o have

c;mpu\sory process Foc oblaining witnesses in lnis faver, and +o heve the |

ﬂssis}ancb oc couwse\ Cbzf‘ \J\\.S c)\a(‘mm,

Foucteanthy Amendment T1Na1]

m\ pecsens born o natucalized (n e Unted States and sukyect To Y
Lurisdickon thereof, ace citizens of Hne United Shetes and of the Stete
Lahesein Jr\no.\I (eside. No State shall make of enfocce ey law which
shall abridge the pr?vi\agzs o (mmonities of citizen of Yo United
g)’to\\'zlssmcf shall any State depcive any pecfast of Life, ‘;bei“\‘\l’ s
‘onpec’q) witheut Jue process ot \awy nev deny to any pevsan RV

s ‘S‘«u\risc\(d‘l‘on Yo equs) pcs*e.d.‘an of Me lavs.

34
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE ' ‘

__,_."_.Th.@..coﬂ«\lis—y\:\'gnm\dg,oac\A.,&bq,\_\g,nse_s,.:inﬁt&)l;?dl_\'._\'p.,nv...o\sio,sgaemm,hs_s,t,m,o.lyasm.p.m‘."_u.;ln:\.\r,\lo P
mdividuals in_the intentione) setting.of c\__Q(,r,e_,,o‘a,.‘S.e_pir.gmhe;r“_.ﬂ._l.OvDIS,,_.,c_«.it._@.v;_Ca,p_sx;\mfni_,cgmlsxi —
anordes 1o Py s out” Bregory Baines cnd taen kil vim. The, fice_did_nsd_kill_Beines_touk
.mégl.’t&,é,.sT_t\.\;\f_\.&,_Cig.si}:x,t?gm.&&s,bﬁm_im\iyjméa,g!LS,Ih.e.ic,\low}.asméa:;rB.ﬁai.ou,wg-s,&baﬁua.ndm&iil\sob.legauM_ym,___‘_
.Lo_b.gm\d,otog\_w_@s,ch&%&é_w,i;\\f.\qmyu:;?l.e.wmm;c&.u;,c\m&._?,i,u:g_exm,smof&za_ﬂs,&smﬁqx@*ﬁ.gf‘n.fc.sws,\,o,_u.o:\,‘{._aﬁsmﬁ;
b_n.\*.uDﬂ.M_e\.Lch.‘E,.'LQL?;,m e_plead_gu C,H\\‘.,ff.o.‘sg,c snd-degree murder in the, shoatin g0 se Jhecowcd
S&D}\&AL%A-bim_tb”’"’b‘b“m‘bﬂjhs-—bj-g—gﬁii'&’—°~3lgif-s-°—mm¥fjs.e.ﬁ.mg.n__w.s':\"h,c,r_e.fo\{+ for 1930 c/\w{s,

J.n,ZM_O_DA_QQS_LE_clcg}eg\_w_iih_c»,ndsp.;r_a.c_ah_m.ur.o‘\_eg,_.mp.\_q es m_Qo.\':__{h.z_f’)&pi:zmb.u“ﬂ.rlo 05,
apactment Pice, 00 _June S ~LOIR_after

= lais Q.BSL‘LLQ\LL&Q_EDAL&@Q,&§;M&¢§Q,.L\F_--PJ&ﬁd&s..&i@i&s“‘

mthe atson case o o,ng...c.c.u.n.LuE._Ss_.gm,d:...d_gf_g)ﬁm,,mmv‘cﬂsx&};n*%zs._&bsg_gg.*&rwi'b&,‘c.\,.is,m'\ ssal_of
,\:hg,g}lgz.r..:;hss.f;gg—,sdlur.s.u_guoj_ﬂ_o‘.ﬁ_a,sr.eemzn:\'_,un_d.e‘c.wco.Lbs,ms,(}é..m‘.‘V.\l.._').,o?\_lbimideck\._lﬂ_‘j3)__,(__\3,” _—

LMSLLGM),MQDA54$QJ.LQM.&S&,¢QQ.L& would not exceed
é@i&ma.i_\dpp.é\_b_comi&eﬂ_a@iwp;ﬂ&ﬂ*\j&_ecsio_‘\:ug&ai\';iumq&g‘%*\n credit Coe fODY

Doys, o Cum_con cutrently willh Hae <:e,.,v.\imse.,\'mp.nsg..c\,,,qu,r,.cht&_.nasis,.mk«m\g:v:.nwroiodgso,.u,ghma\_q\,Qﬁa_ngmM
*_C:_(&Q\ﬂ;&_r__g_l\ ”Hl\o_ *(mm kz .hr.cx ‘ne.an ‘w\ cafcerf«'\'_e_g‘

since his_aerest fc ar0ess mucdes in_Celp-
,r.u.c;L\'..LQO's — Q!,,_‘\:Q;\TAELDLQ,SJ’._(A_,M:S_;Q;Qg)&i.n.s.:\:hc&w‘).b:\'h*cgASL«S_.O‘U),.,SR., ouk, ol

0ot o ..g..us.n.\@‘gLa...s;c«s)«s:pj»ﬁgg&\,);}sw, -
M_&LM-S_MA_Q ece thece Coce celated E\g_,ggp_,g‘c_,&wégmﬁ‘cl_‘_‘_g

M req .u&,s;ksme;q.,g\sijsialom,a,\,u&c\_ﬁt}w:.,m# e
IQ‘E:.LL§2£.S.¢J_.&lc_d~.,<2\mp»_sjz;s_&o_.tz.n.,c_jhng_.m«oﬁo n foc addidiona ol cceds

Ys,asking. Poe couct o
S S SR
"o T . w "
eorceck Yae ocigina) S&.Di%.ﬂ.(—.e-..,gf_&dﬁ_&s.f“&qM.Q:S:\‘_&A,___Q)*Q,SS,L»\.S9.._\/},’.0&.(3.‘[)&4’-&..‘5

Ap,g&c_if;c.a,\.l;y,fmzmlgnwéd_o.axib&m.
.‘lssmmg_s_a?&s-ﬁcpmi.r&f&u.ngo.S_EQJL‘Q&Q\_L\-_O_F__Q_\~m_os}_ZDALdgq.sLE\_e.i\r_n's.\_c_cguv_-\-._d.em.;d_‘lhe '
moYien.

) . ;
teo rz_n‘\\‘ 2 TR N2SES_ M P ssament. (he Courd

TN o

,__\A( 00 _g_\;\.cg\‘a_dg._\g_\)&AAQ\J?APJ,i_c_g:\'_i.o‘n Lor leave do.q ppeal ,mq,ggsg \'n 3.}};_ g‘;}h& doial couct evced a | ,
,A&ﬂé\jﬂ%»hl.&_te—,qu&éﬁQ&.ﬁﬂ\Ajji&\m,\_A\C»lé GE_TSQ\.L\..C!:QAL‘L_BI).R—..MA;,L‘I.\J‘,C_)F0,,,Cp.u£,.‘\;~¢2€,a.9.p.€.!-’aﬂ\,s,ﬂ.de.n,ii.zc\,@wo_edkm____‘._,

entec :_,,c_-.v,s.,g\ﬁh.e.,_M.Lc_b 14500

appMieation fuc lack ,_0.(‘,;m&‘ﬁ@.ﬂ)&_gf‘bﬁ(ﬁésup;ﬁ@.S ented
.J!—L\lgjbh&pjp eel. See ch‘.\o wMooed 40 N-\A\._lic\,.(olS.((‘M\lphglpﬁl.‘:l),,(,t'hgm)ﬂ

.—\dﬂﬂm\m@iojb&_hﬁgoﬁr;\_gﬁ‘é}'\ | e

‘led o onedion foe (‘e.\\'rmc fmmr \ P) % o .

\ : T P "*'-Qyus-‘hﬁﬂ--,.ﬁsmM__f,_g_L;_g_y_L&J-kg_-\-
.&h.u\.m_e‘..\_g‘qg:j,?g)l‘e_c_\_’m..&«.\_&\_\._t}_s..,p.c.emj,s.z.wqﬁ_,a dditional yail:bime cre Ak cendered_lhis_olea ip.
,.u.s'._\.xmife.f_y_g.od,_de poved him of bl ) q oy ‘o due Pioces AS,EG\J)A_&G

g g - A ~~}~"':C;£l!_6a4=9;P ellate counsel uieve, :
»;még&s—-’fj-i& ol QM{Q_P_%;S&AQ_ 4 @_J'.,Sé*m&,_,.,_'ﬂ;g_ P RN e

S Jﬁf..‘,.;._l&gsuj:,clg.v;i;ee\,_%,@,,mofg{gn,*Qx.pl&mLng.’rh.«},(\)_ﬂ,_z geile
r_CJ;L.é\JLQ\ﬁJm_h&A.Q‘\L&QA&Ihb&&QuQQQ.SJ-CXSJZ&_Q\,_CQ),&\nﬁe‘;&sE\ZQd;

; ,:VL.,BH Prezappeal. motion aPu:rm,qg\éiinn al.se, nggé;@:‘q;_
.L(:t-d..i_‘;anp\_o.m__d.fi‘zck_c.‘ P,P_g,g\s_(z)_{fb.z.f:;t.‘&J_sni_sisiuate,._&l‘s;b;,sjc.y.\‘..c_um‘pA'J.u\m‘,:ﬁv,{sé,ﬂksg.l.b.,.tza.é_f—ﬂ.ii.igya__,'__
Ad et ollow for additional Sad_ceedit and (R) con ,i:_.ce,c;, Ao Mocdic_a ssechion, Hne courk m cde o _plas
m,{.s;&,ib_wg.&d.ﬂjc& Hae GAAH';(W\ o\\ credﬂ»c : 7-

taoald h@wsf;‘i‘V‘*”—,..(L-&\h_sﬁm‘i%&\in\g.-wgqih,{ih.m,m\Lch‘\‘.gqn,
LMLG&Q?M_M&“MJLLL;%&&S& seme. Louck denied e

c} de, eave ﬁulpps.g.\.‘fea,?)_ga,,_\d,@,ge\,.%.’?.’LM-@.».Zo\ R84 (Micw, 2016)__

y&sm&,.ﬁ&uji,,ém.\Lc;L.___,.

/

4 See RAlctrmont 4
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Tn his $ 1154 petition, Wood argued that (1) the +eial court o\z\niu:'\ him
due process by denying him gail ceedit Cor 1930 days where tr had pcag_\.::jsly
assured him that such ceedit would be granted, (1) taal counsel weas m\}\-
eflective For Co\;\;ng o M\muc‘*el\’ pursue the due process cAowm m l’\.s
post -sentencing mokicn o additional ceedit, and (3) appellate counsel
was tneffechive for failing o caise the due process elaim on appecl, (arling
Ly caise dhe iscue in a motion do corcech aninvalid sentence under My dnigen
Couct Bule ©£.429, and Cailing to raise foial counsel's neffectiveness on
appeal. The district court denied the petition, concluding that Wood's jail-wedit
claim challenged the IM*'“.P%_{&*(M 6nd opph’m‘n'o—n of skete s*q’ru%o«\) f oo
and was therefore not cognizable on habeas review and ek Wood
Cm'\ux fo establish H'mjr either Hrial or appellate counsel was o efective
The court deddined 4o issue o certi ficate of appeclebilify. Tn an

Rugu S‘\' 7_0\ 9_0\?) DG‘C\QJ‘) we grg‘n‘\lca \AGDO\'S apph‘ca‘\';an Qo{‘c\ cechificate
of appeclability on all three issues caised tn his § 2254 petition.

Tnhis QPpa“a*e briec) Wood argues fhot the disteict coucd
mis consteued his cloims. He asseths Yaak in his Piesk claim, he was net
acouing Hhat he was eatitled to additionol jail coedit under Hae shie ceedting
shatule; rathee, e was avguing that the trial coucts promise Hat bhe would

N’—C-;Q!'l\l‘l— H\“— QAA“HD'\G\\ .3‘0\;\ C\'&O\;‘\' ;Y\A\ucQA h\fn '\'o p\cack No conh.ﬂ “\’n

Second- degree murdec wn violation of his due process ﬁroh\-s. He contends
‘“{\a*\n;s neffeckive~-assistance Aaiwm concerned Yrel and o\apa_\\a\e, wunsel’s.

Fai‘um "o tarse fhe due piocess c\c\{m) aot an clleged Cailuce ‘fo C‘“““Mg&

‘“’\z denial of credit und et stare laws.

Q\‘“\Ous\r\ '“‘\Q. Adiskerct couck Adid not addcess ‘“nq, due process clewm,

-"\\q,, QD\A(" oc APPQ,O\S (‘Q\l\_eb) oc “\e_ c.\a;m raveals H\a* \—\' \ccks Mu("\’- B(LCG\KSL
NOOA‘J\O\S no\‘ shown Pt ““M- stete courds Gt&uc\i cation of the dearm was a\m*mn, “0 ovr

tnvoly 2d an unceasonable application of cleacly esteblished Pederal |4aus Aftachment L

[N .
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_ REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
The triol couct shollid st be allowed +o propase an effer of "being liberal as Hhe law
a\lews i giving additienal {ail C(‘zC\H': as o consideration to the Pe:m'{omf‘)' 10 order+o indace
o wn€luence the petitioner to piea; Lshen the offer of the benefit e bemg libacel as the
law> allows in giving additional jeil credit is not aven ottaincble Foc fhe petitioner t feceive
as pert of the plea Gglezment, Neithee should Hre deial court be allowed 4o continucusly place
o bendfit of additional ceed it infront of e petiticner in different Coems (1. "Ie you

EPd;Honer c\ccqﬁ e P(oposc.\ T LRial Couvtd waill feke Qive yeavs oft of your I yess miaimon,
%B Ptemlk“( +\> wme [‘l‘ru.\ Cou('\'l \\' Seewrs \ kt aQ QGS“] dQ("S“’“) ﬂnA/Ok LA‘nQn ‘W\Q‘ Pz'* *'anr asku{
4'\00_ trial coucd Aﬂt\ we 30:" ouc fime crec\\\- et we c‘\qu\, had m *o Which the frial court fe-

S‘,o‘nd&A "You ot 2very doy Yot you have spent unable o post bond on this case (referring +o
'l"ne» 1430 c‘w,s), Your lc\w\lus ace 30".-,3 R ask me and T c\scwc\ wihn, %i“:"s Hhe mosk Liberal
Uiew acwp.sk’ Yrere request Cor additional credit Hoet heve e tthes praceeded yaur arfest

and you were vn federal eusi—ec\\, ot there wes seme breck in custody (.fl("ﬂf\‘n‘g {o e 21‘%5.
da‘l$)a T ?)olmf_) "‘9‘5;\)@ Yt aNexy considecation c‘,"\&'u)?—)“ wew if as °P‘u'\‘f os T canto the

exkent the taw allows it 5o thet could macn additionol credit (rzcerr\n3 fo the 2248 c{a\,s).

But ‘i°‘;‘ can't go_\' cmxr"\'n'ns less in ceedit Hnen 2very c\c\\i Haet you spent v darl uncble to.

PO.S\' bDnd Iﬂ Joutr (ase, 1 ‘\'\I\W\K \\’S uR +b ’ 2000 df\\'s, ‘)é*;+;on¢r'u 19 30 d“isn ‘T;“"\ Couek:
'p'\ SV\‘\’

Th context Hne L) thet e teia)l couct vses fae werd %u‘\’“
b voteoduce Hhe 1930 déys ther hne peh

meens 1+ used the woed

Honer would feceive; \n contrast to whet hae elrecdy
b@.cz.ﬂ Mzn’\“o\(\ﬁA - ‘OQ\V\& \lbv.\rc.\ as e laws cliswas Qu( additienal credit of 2295 C‘a\l et
Hre Ve:\ Wonee spent 1n Cederal cust od\’ Hact pet

iHoner's lchb.)\)er Qbm\d ask ("Q(‘.
The frial courd shou\o\ heave Rnswn when iF stated " But yau cant get any¥hing less

cczdid then ... 1930 c)a\|s andfov l" wculd teke Cive yeavs of€ of the pet
i€ Hhe fial courd accept e pfaposo-\ " Hoct Hoe p et

‘honus Iy y&ed m"‘"“UM

toner wowd have celied Sa‘e\\} on what

Hne, feral coucd |y “\'eralIY send ¥ weuld do G Hhe PQA tioner G q promise the teie) court

would Culfill and/sr ae consideration thet ~|—\/m Pdi*h' oner could ps ssibly benelt Cram

aceepting Phe plea, -
5& See Hﬂachmcn 2
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
\/“\e,n " NC«“*‘I the additi snal SQ” ccedit gs part of Hhe p\‘l‘*« ogrezmzn+, to the pd‘;ﬁcnu‘
could nevec be 3(‘&#\‘&, Ot awarded o pd(’n’onw \')\( law, which e tricl court chauld
\(\a\le, Rnown 1 Gdvance before 1+ offered Yo c‘c\d\'h’onc\\‘_\.c«;\ credit hb%”-?“'{".{‘"“““’"

as pact ot Phe Ple,c\ asre,eme,n‘}.

W\K‘l&ma 'H\e “ri 0\\ Cauf‘\’ cmr)\ “)e, Um'-‘ruk S*c.*e.s Cm,c’r 0\3 QQPQQ\S o\Qaisfon A i‘n Ccon~
Plick with the decision of this Courts and Gnoter Unted Stetes Couct of H?Pu.\s decisian

on the same impoctant matter as o wiolation of petitioners 9™ amendment and has

p nent a
O\epa(\'u\ Crom the accepted and UBual course of ‘Sudicc«\ pro u.u,\:nﬁ as i+ pertains o a
P(omfso b&;ns made '\‘D Q pe:“r"“uhzr b\' Q ‘;udge—. s -

And [ Oc the state court and the United States Courk of H?PP‘C‘\S has decided
an ;MPO("\’GVQ'\' C\U\LS‘HOV\ of CQ_dU‘“\ Vaw that has ot been, but should be, seftled
‘D‘) Mais Court as it pectains to e teial court bemg able to offer additional jil credit
"'\3 -“nz, Pz:lﬂ-l‘cnu‘ 0SS an il\’\d\ucv.mzn“- o P\"-C* N Hoet Went onfulfiiled,

5‘ RHéchM ent 2 -
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Hosnen VS

Date: _June. 4, 2019




