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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF .'Habeas Corpus 

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of;, HABEAS jissue to review the judgment below.
i

OPINIONS BELOW

K1 For cases from federal courts:

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M is unpublished.

to

5 or,

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 16 to 
the petition and is

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IXf is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

Nlft ; or,

The opinion of the Carolina A^ml o!
appears at Appendix____ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

court

NfA ; or,

1.



JURISDICTION

M For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
April \Ot 7019was

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

M A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: flAavj lHj 101°I__________ , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix D

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No. __ A

(date) on (date)

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1). A& U.S.C. §ll.5T[fflyi ill 
Tt\\e.\ni mb fttDW,Precludes AjPrawt (Wl revieuuyiw OPPQalor cf (arN dfilisiort bv Cirou-i- Ooarf
Ol arffeais 3wnknS or dewilns auHvorflakcn for .stofo leaner ‘to file sacntl or SUO£Sitoe, awhcotoh -fev- 
haVms CorOut. rtUA. In felKcr v. Turtm.5lft OS-tel Mitel .-Hit SuPftmt Coach unaymcull uPteld

Sftuwi^ Hwf W M net Mdse, all Supreme Csurl rewimJ,
ParA of Ha flr\4\»\ftUurvid\<Aion.fhe tonsliKHiomlN of fois Pmv/jsoS et\ Hv. 

for ttamrie, Ate CmA couli hear successive Vataa RHttton as

[><| For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 5!\B !2018 .
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix__C

[ ] 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____
Application No. __ A

(date) on (date) in

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

&



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

AMEWfMAtttf IV (Til
The. fvshf of 4-Vie PCOPie. Vo be Secure in their Person*,. houses. Pa?ers. and effects, against 

uYirec&onGble. Searches. and seizures. Shall aoV he (dated, and no vdonunff shall Issue. bc\t 
aPon ?cbWt)\e cause, 2>uffbTted bM Qath or affirmation, and ParHcjiarW desa\ tains the PltocG, 
tb be Search. and the Person or fhines -Vo be seized,

AMNlBST Y ml
Wo Pttsfcn stoaM he held to answer fora capital, or Mtaerw (se infamous crime. unless on a 

Presentment or iwktinfcwV ot a l&rand JurS t except in coses ammo in the land tor naval forces, 
or in flAiinia, u)ti€r\ in actual Sendee in time of Ular or Public danser; nor shall ami Person be.
St\We+ -pr-r toe Some, offence to be tui\ce Put in ScoPew-dH of life or limbs hor tt#
Shall be eaWivelled in opn criminal ofttefflKe; case Vote/a tU\W& nsamst himself. nor toeaeFrived
at life, UtaatSi or KoFcrtNi Without due Process of locus nor shall Private PwPerVl he tataen -(or Public US:,

AMENblVlEMT VI mi , i . . .. , ' i l, ,
In all criminal ftasecution, the accused shall emetf the risVrt to a SPeedf and fbmic tml. £N on

\mPartial uuiN of the $>tate and district wherein the crime Shall have been committed. ixikich dislac-h
Shoall have been PrevicuslN ascertained bN laui. and to he informed of the nature, and Cauir of7
the. accusation', tube Confronted with the witness asuinsf him; to have. eamPdlsorM fVuoess
for obtainin'* witnesses in his faiorr and to home thE Assistance of Counsel for his defence,

AMBMtBAT ViV tQlft
SEQlWd \. AM Paeon horn or noturaliltA in Vhe Mattel States. and subject to the iucisdiction 

fherocfv arc ahuens at the United States and ot the State wherein ttaet reside, Mo State Shad Mate 

e>t •enforce ar\M lain which Shall abndse. the PfwdestS or tawvumrtieS of citaenS of the United 

States; hur Shall Owl State deprive anN Person of tlfe.htaevt'li or Property. uuvtVi&ilt clue PfoceSJb 

of law's nor denW anM Person within its .iurisdlek&sA the e$ual Prefect.an of the laws,

WClt L
iecnctt 8 and <1 and IB fteataWW. sas W ntM« ttw fclc«l an BWn ta/trfWt 

«oU an a PasTfcrin ta on a Wtt of otaicr-TY* PrWiltad nf the Wlrfi at Habeas

Shall net be Suspended 

ARTICLE. III.
SE£UfcM 1. Respective^ i S&S that the Supreme Court Ws ortOinal Aurisdieften over Gctses to which

the State is a ftavH and in all other ffiies is ^reinted ctPlhtfenf durisd(sti6A to laa! and Act, acibiect to 
>Such EVfcPVtonS emd and Such rcSlilatims 3. os conSfe» Shall vnuKt. Fetter v, Turf in, $16 u-S. LS*1
(H'lu)) HBt tjvxdlcixnj Met

oan

I % a u

3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Mf.Tbn Williams UJ«S indM on hjo Counts of fesSezaran buifh frrhfn+ fo imnufecWe, 
SeWjnttd deliver CPWIMSD1') a eonfrol ltd substance, tfne Counf of rnaiiri Wining a du/eilins, 
and Wabifual fobs Stafus, On December 1*1. 2.013 Williams* Median f» SuPPredS Was hswrt.
On January 21. j 2.014 V\i.S Mofion uiaS denied <and dismissed,

The Case urns fried of the. ’January ft; 2.614 criminal session a? Iredell Cbuntv Superior Courrt/
4he tfanoroVAc 3u\\a GmUef Presiding. TYiefucM found Mr, Williams Suillv as charted, For 
Gne caunf of PWH/VbD o canfmlled SiitoW^i Mr* Williams teas sentenced +o 90- hZOfnonWd 
MYffrssonmcnf. for the Second Court of PhilMSD a Canfr&ll&d substance and maififaininS a dwdiioS
Me VjUWbrtS was vrvWrd fo o ccmaol'tdcdtd consecutive ferm of 40-12D month", Imprisonment,
Mr, \4\WiS 3aue naftfe. of appeal on January ID. 2014,
fvSorfo Carolina Court o? fWeals *IH-Mfct State v. Williams, US 3.£. 2d 880 vacated in ?ari 

on XaV* Z\i 2.515. Tile. foilouiinS Grounds tuere raised 1 Variance.) Vac Vi of Subject ■ Master Turisdicfon) 
Qemai of Motion fa Dismiss one of the fuse> Idsnfiml PWl/YiSDi Denial of /vtotiofl to Dismiss 

(VWtrtaininSi a Qurtlins.

Mr, Williams fhen Proceeded Pro-Se, and filed a feffion far Wni of Habeas CorPas on Ac&usf 3lr 

2015 in fhc li.S. District C&urf Western DistrirtflSJ i5"CvTI5’'F0W) and raised the-PoilouiinS Ground'.
Did -Hie friai Court -err in ckfliiiS Motion to Suppress? The Court dismissed the cast ouifhauf 
Prejudice as cjneihausfed an ar abort October JJ Z0I5

Therefore, Williams -filed a firfvfren for Writ of (krttamn in fte Worth Carolina Court d-f fiFPcal 
about late. October early Nd/ember 20\S resuestind Faderuof inis Motion 

tc> %iWreSS heard in Iredell County otv December IT, 2015 because the claim Cucas fteecwsd 

Tar appellate. review on 

December 5l> ICIST,
Williams fhen fled a Petition far Disc refiaivarM Review of fine M,D, Ccart of ftPPca/ order 

ih fhe Supreme. Court of North Carolina in or arm/rt Tavuiary 7e>lc.TTiaf Petition
defiled in or around March 7.Slta,

1,

T.

3,

on or

the record h4 Williams. tkuei/cr, fhe Petition 0v*3 denied on or about

K

1



Pe.H-fioner Hntn proceeded. bneh +0 tiif. (IS. Western DiJ-fric\') -believ/fl-l fa hai/e.

CLired ,Hif. StVade exhaiiS-Ved prr/eduteft auecess-Pnily, He. flied a Pe-tehon
•lb-

for UiriV of Habeas Corpus C 5lile-rv~ U- FD\M) m /9prii %( 201L> on -Hie.

grounds* Did fhe frial Omrf , M, (!>■ COI\ t on cl Ckiprewic, Conrf crP AL C> err

in denin^ Pefdion5 for revieuo of his Molten fa Success. Lihetotett

fine. (teart denied anr) fiiscvnssed ffv, f-Hifion Istedinc^ in if^ordic fheef drhe.

Unusual procedural entile peftfimrr uldiie

flf AWVf rpwfdvj,______ ____________

k

uondrar -Vo suffice Vhf. gyhausftuas

Thfrf£oreM UKiVtamS appealed fn the tl,f\, (tearf- of Appeal for the. Cir. or?

Tanaar\| %\t ?QO. The appeal uuas Infer drsmi6Sec\ an n!) Febnmry

S) ton ^ I kite 2.3 (5 1 lb ~6V"Ul - CDWO dfcn'fri^ Cerfificcde ftp Appeal6.bii(’4v|

UnpuMbWci per curiawi b\j Judy WilKinson, lye .nan , and Tfvtcben William

also filed rebeanm a<\& e<\ W^c.. \V Vo q\s6 denied on March 13,2^1'L

n.

5L follcmirtcip a Pefifktn ter A’rfinmri uuas -fieri in tine (j.S. Supreme Cbarfj No. 1 1' 5Qi?0

in nr nmunci 3une, 2% 2011 pursuant to the U.S. (tear! of flppad order in ^ lf0-7(^5

Qcfckr Z, ;jQ/7.( 5 liu? - a/- (jI - FDW) Vo usVuih mas also denied on

HcivxJejjejr] SfmaVWieoudkj a/ifiy ^ 8 aba/e Mr. UUIUoms Hid file a Motion. for

Appropriate ftelrrf fin %Uf 70{ ?QI1 fn Iredett Paiin'fy Superior (krf ,ffr f5 05 SZf&Lj

ers 523(33/ (3 Crsl53Q on -flie jimnhi Ex pn*,i-fach>j Lnrt of Subject'Merffer

JuvbAtnvh, and over person j Denial of Due Process; Meuoiv| Dlsro\/ergd £\l'uUnce

5>



*

On For.?. CVfr&UL) o\fvl cx^ /Ippliecf fMQ SCiElVlTCR)

qivl Xftd. Thi tviofion rr,’suited denied on flajosf 10/ 9.017.

ID. Mr. Williams Appealed, Uf Pried ft Petition fcr Ulrr^of ferfionexr't in the M.F, Court
App^ak (^PP~7/5^ on Se^ember 7F, 20P on gnandn *. tVtafate f Irvrrintitutjmod

OH Ws Faff fvftGiiiSl anfJ nS Applied CMC) S(MGMTER)-j Denial ot bne Prnrrs^j

TlAP.j K\puRj hiyauerecl FA/irkncf.j f r.rWs e>t thuhjrrf - Moft-e r ■.Tiirtsd.frhaifl

C\U jteRSftMRMV) and £X pnsb FactcA The feSuAt of tVie fieAiVi»r\ naeiS elfnt^rj

e>fv Printer M, 9611.

UtiU'uMY^ thru PiW<L a PeVthofl -Par Vint flt feriiorau \A the ftnpRme Court ot

United Tt-tef) on Mn^ryihir 711 9017 - hnuueverj it

Clerk Oafnh Lev/i-Wrv friafio^ that the t5S*ifS had -Vo bp rendered bvj 4hd highest

Court ot the State. Vr> uih'idn a oU-Kirdn could bt had.

11
mailed hack b\| the.mu as

lelitinner VIf\en {-ilfd Petition tor Ulrit ot fiettiofan in the Fuprerne. Court at Af.fi.

Febmoirv| ?D; ?CMfo and uuas denied nr\ Mmj IS, 7018. issues ^kk<lftfl(')).

1L
CRPlI,-?! £JH

Mr. MiliiafflS then -Pi led n Chiton 4>r Writ O rb atari in the Supreme of the Linflcd States

3ifa Time. 1*1) 7.01 ft. LilCeuaise it •Vo yuas denied

iiL
Qckbtr I: 2018,ton. 18-softs OnGO t

Ld>



Mr. Williams Piled a PeVikoA fir UlriV-nf HabfM (Wpufi on April 201$

iy\ VVig U,S. l/diskrA Pislridr federal Murf (5'. Ift'CKl'li'FDUl) htcame Ke

bdifeVeA W\ok Vie r-arrcl \W, rMURUal pr6eeAtvra\ fmVf, foeewse V\t VM

ftoV filfrV Viis Mftfc ear\\rr m his pro-3e. ptoceechne^s, H^eyfr, ting, ILV

Pvf^ridr C.c*>x\ 4V>e, fnaWrr for \tvcfc af javiselicHon of ntibjrii- -matter

on Dgc&wbgr V, 9Aift.

Finally, UlAliowS appaAak The. UarVcA FAtAea CmT oT ftppeds Ur %t Fotirfh

(Yif. Mo. i$~75?U CSWZ-M'IH-FDV!) pWkI Ihe appeal Wc\ An Oecmber £0,

7Q\9i. ‘Ruling ui45 made on April 10; £01^ & pehl/ofl 0>r rfchfaffllj fcfl brine

akts Ma<| lLfl iGtf fry laA^t Mfg.yn^\jer; iWri.S, and $>tviinr XuLy

Shecii,

JJL

Pr/frtinner has bern fcVfrAtcW. nnrl rnm/icW

7 - ? - ?.G l(c Vrv 4Kr inTTiwjyrt l‘o' Cll‘5 SSjfO-

Duirtna hhe fmrer of fhis Case

a^tKin ftr -fhe 3awie 6pfenf£ on

fS f.KS 3S%t ffc ^ewe ck Pui-kAvf. g>en4encp n$- Hi-GZ wingd-hs.

Via.

1



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

I The. cotviudicm under reuitaAi iAiaS ftbt&in bv use ftp ev ideneft ft Waited bS flnraascmbte 

Search and ^setiure. /Worea/erfy no Jurisdiction, ujos established aver Ihe defendant or 

his ProPerW of +b£ time a? the Search and Selims ftv\ /MaV I) 2.013 UJhen Statea/ita, 
fhUee Cenduckd a Search at IS5 OaK Khali Dr.,- a Private residence eoteide &f Siafesuiik 

C.fW tim'd 5/ uiitecmt a warrant or Probable Cause mr Permission. Petitioner in as arrested 

•Par tratfi ickmh In f!/lDi\AA althoush Police. Pound no evidence. at /WDM ft. Thtl inferdaim 

Pa have Pound a svmli cuiantvb) of bath suite. Petitioner's /Motion to Suppress utaS
titeeKf and Pro Per is filed and
after kf. was conuicVed. TVils ^oorfeaid tent u the Guarantees of the Prohibition of 

UOffQSGfiuble searches and seiiuces of the Fourth Amendment and fiMht ta counsel 
Guaranteed bS tee SiKth Amendment i are Sooth to be enforced QSalnsV the States 

Uncle!1 fine fourteenth Arctardwent according to tee Sar/ie standards that Protect those 

Personal riatets asainst federal encroachwenh MaUesV V HoMf!, 3 7& LLS.af 16 

('RUVh MaPP V, Ohio, $Ll U,$, (W5 (i%l).

Atetticner's Cmiichcvv te v\ violation e>f tee tl.S, Pcmstitu-Hoft Amendment JfjfV and 

Article l. ;\ec l%emd bv aPPlicufiam oP neiv tau) or novel interpretation of existing 

21 Post facto; in indicWnt IS CAS SIH^L utah PlMSb a Chemical Canttatad Mdiwlsne 

and has a future sentence Vo serve Par Possession of M-ZVieteYffcthOateinohe after 
heins, feta dieted in IS CCS SS&S, Neither Compound is fisted as a Confrafkl Sufctenee. 
tte Nortti CordiM 6a, SU, 5 ”10- 8<t CS\ RrV. 1 sec. 10 of Hit U.S. ansi-.
The State Courts treated bate tadltWeds as PravidinS Sufficient notice, under Af,£./2>,>SFteT'&A 

(S) (ft of Pbses&vn of one mittere coiiiauuM mcHivfone or *t-tYltMdkaWiruMo »o 
+u)d fit separate ottenses and neceSSonW Vm Plied That at least one is a no--Fault 
States oPtense. The deftavWt need nut hove atai Unowledta or reason te suspect

the Presence, ftf either or both mete outer Structures, Petitioner had no uiarnites 

(%t Vn‘,s radical depasture fimwi dearly established cowman I mu and hie Plain lansuaee 

fif Hit Statute and no offcHutaV/ te trs Vo coiifisrm his behavior te the r<L<Uiire.meok
&t the M.L, Court oh fVfteals itaPfeSu&ed decision, See Aaider v. Bull; 3 LI,Si, (ZOAtel 

$% (n%Yi Eastern Enters, v. flptel, SIM u,3. T/fc.SDZ. dm)

uorfuscnDhte denied 3unu/ir/ 21, 2jOH 12 daNSuUaS

II.

8.



\ flppp.llurif.Pp-jrfimftr rer^ivM \ne$>>r\\\Jt. /ks/^avue n-f' A^unS&i ; ~7nnl

~TrinA rmnvi FaiU4; or flhnnrlismA -i-o aofx&t purparfori

JiL cmv.

Cfin^fnirfi^a ftnog/idfnmf' fa inrlirimmf I,? C<?,5 K?H&? principle. /-Jiciry

tiiaf rfsniW 4o ce.\?ejrsal on cippmL Trial •PaileA 4o Rift a Mo\iav> for

Bill of Porli calars Fo ptalftp (Wi-Honf r *a Pi ah-i- fe> bp Tee Q

Jeopar^f in Violation o-P fhe Fi-fih firyicnclrntni U,S, Con s-hP-Pan

oWer mis? np,p6se, -fr'ia] on Iht fharAj ifKnffificni Cha^g, ios-VurmTf.

ftprrtm v. fl/W\|land 1 <335 U.S. IftH ({%<?),____________________________
HpppljtinV Counsel inducUci MlViciflfr'fj VmirAVi ^mpjvlivipifTVJ Claim m his proposed

issues, assiyuYigjrvt- qP error, houje.urr j failed, Qnrl niicl f\handpf) ihe 

C,W4m^, 'in his brief. Therefore Pf-frhnn&r's MronjeS't, mosf cbi/iV^as.

fYtosf Aasisf presold anrl carnprehefidzei LSW runs Aee.m waived, fippellanf

Boun^l shmild Krwf, Krsatxih Ihal aifeil established- IriuJ UJoulrl have Ctfiam fy

Man/Med mpanimtal rplip-P as la nil murrls not just nne„ t/ampdrirt ruunstl

MDtllcj further Kout anpHcjpffW thaf a flVPittlC {(IfTOPi'j iQiil1 iht idea tiff

flailsirWi of justice justified as a simple Cofistrctdii/e, nmend^icni i'haf Would

Anli/ rest life! h fclnrhcWd of -fht offerne,

Mftfp.l BnHi Counsel's fiilure. -fa choline, the, 'issues W.rfin deprive,

Petitioner in this rase rvf effirtup, ass island.

_____ (liicimn v, Ulfiinuiri^ht f Rl? U.S, 3,^5 (Mojf)____________________
Trial (Counsr.1: Samtipj 8. Wintiirnp 1)7. f.Aurt $>-V, poBnX ThL( Sj-ai^vjlkth!L 2%L17

toil \>!&rcitr? c

LOT.

ft* AppellunV finurmh tiwinoK l.aue 123, West Main -PCfi Arfcm.A/.C, Z7/6I

S.



P&Viimirr uJflS rhatvfA in a ri&janciive ima\hm2eA shati" form inrltdrmeni

Conkm/ fo the, tl,& Cnnshhifion Ar/ffo f\Mendnnmi, Thp, irvlir-iwiif -for PkiliVL^n

ft ftrk i f.nnVrfttWi urprp fa-ykj -PlnaJ^i hermit nprfter allf/jfA

a ftuW^ancp. listed m Phe (lon-frolled Stlhs-kmcf, f\(k anrl rkA mi ptoMidz
flfiVirf pj\Wr &lVffanrf -fill uYtVVnn M,L &en, AWt. 1 %- 89 /dT) Cj)_______

lj iijiii. Moreftverlv|, dhe corv-frgf/oj £dhsWffi Mra in Pnn Ma-krin. whmiht_______

iriral fmd- nrij cl ciyd 4haf bgWi jnrkW/lls •S’lnopk| -PaIt (jj/fh'm he. C.rji&rdil______

'ftnyio&e, of iMorfh ruling figi. £4tfh§ 9A-fi9 jherrfort* Lvhrfi jht pritdpgl

Cfiim’f jiAn uoas overturn PpMioner ftVvuU Uue hern re fenscr}. hirlhermre.,

W\t Inn! roarf \nck stifye/d- fflcvHyr jurKrlirfmn h e.uen jhot-

■jfif. subsW* t.vm.

Ihtv) uMf rWrlij flof listed anrl ■fhn-p'fnrp r/fllflWl Sp.pnftdiAn aP papers

bePwePn tV nncl ht [paidrrhre, tfl ft Qlivrr, ?>^ U-S- £51

ul

included \n tW MX,. Cnn^folUrl ,9akW^ f\c\ when

v

lb.



V. If mc.umWr^ -foot- -i-hin fWirf fhf. Unifal Sldfea Conr/rkffion

('fX9.rcJ\3£ it pouier dr iecdergkp &\ie.r -foe, branchs of Qwemr^cfr one! rks Crh2&ns

4V\& l ifitfeci 5iW^/ +hd' -Hits he.auMil taunfnj 3-fill has a -fttundcrHon ujrfhin Our

C<an5foyn»rt -fruTMUjlo 4-be Articles and AnenJrtfefifs tW Imitr flOiirh one! offtcals of

hftifel In fthe|,

Tfe, AInrfh fsirolim imp&nalisni Jushc£. sysiv/n fia. 1 a hard on for

cin<-l -Ploi(jrarttl\j violating rtis oion /fluas but mart, impadun-flij ignoring

ar>4 Qflci Cjii/li Ptijlnte -fkr purposes of Self gain such as Career

S-ti-rh cxenuseci -through earuipV praciitieS. This injasbee, V-5, ioX-payers eXf&nst. and no

Qpporlitnilvj for iht A-ftp- Rsiahc nnd tite SO-Ca\ldci bincK race has no have ujrfhift

4he CrtftsiHtf(i(vn fo be. p.gtial ftittpip, n-P -fhe ilnrfes SkfeS cuhen 4tie fiwtrnM&nf -fails do

eftWe ~HIt fWi^i4ufig>n on haHi Sides cjoutthmenf wl ir>/li\/rc(uci\.

The linitied ?>4sAts DisVr’ic^' Pi&nrb r\pim 4a Kav/^ lack SahjeaT- rwjffcr ^umd\rhu>n 4o_____

en4ft4aift 44ir ynerrks of titiis said Ptithan. <3ef> (^/)pp, B Doc, __________________

AUWiqW Prthafw rappmlerl, fhe, i 1. S, DifiW-'i" CiOurt Order ci&nincj Habeas rNiPixi -far lack of 

Sahjed'-/Yir/ffer junsdich ocij dhe Cssurt of Appeal*; Par ihe lindecl fyhrPs decline fo i55Q6 a P&ArPirsiPe.

AppmlaWlrkj based upon ?e4r4ioner]3 nnauior-^^S and n«h trained ~tn IolO nti -Bt& proper manner

a.sautvTm^ ikcT Pht NofiCf.

cuaS rmsof'iCiM f ck^A aderjijQle nftViit of cha((f/i^iyvj Hie____
li,^. HkVic^ Crnrl Hopjever, fhe Cnurl Appeals -foreclosed /is decision, (Apf, A )

5ltrk nre.

blaJbinl,iv|

/7J, Ciit7^D5

r>4- qjvjptik^ 4V>t of H\e. ap^i ye,4

Op Appeal C App, E)2 b&C.TeX-f ^l)

J(. C/QfrgcWi Pi4lV\<bn (CP)



rl appellah* Kancjarao

pmrhceZ, %i'rf'it\nrr has brer\ procerLml bar to any otiirr daims.

"This CtnurV is ew powered •Vo grand •Hie. Wnl of J^abra^ Corpus of an ethnortdina.nl

|jjrrt~ a(ijtinri7ed hy tft ILS. C. ^ 1L5T( (a} berrui^

SmA iViiVion, to grartf a dransler n-P jurisdidinn

oioarg. af dW. proper manner

Conr-'fla tile. rYdr.n-f nf Alorfh Carvlifla iricil ah

(A pp.B)

of- Hid cifliiyi /wenj-'tondA if] ihz

beitArJ appeal apr! ar Pelihon,

of appeals, ‘Disrrrft

on

MiV)(^f,r mas r»vV mnnnj r&t\e\ri}

4he: movers, Ppfiljanrr ffjtes upone4n. an/-] rPXfcjyprl no advif-e. aP OXiHSel an

M.C, flaire erf- Appel Mr, ProreAnrt mcludirtj (?l) and fpAfml hi(es erf Jhmlunr.

lo ^rarrf Mrii of (VFtQran and tfflbms Corpus taken limes haJt laffircl -for

.Sud-i h ht $ If A, in Wrier -fa rfshvre, lekhnner'S Cmerkkrfional, Human} CJ\ziiL and

\9MitWy %jhi.

I Df’fendairTRl fight do dhe f.-PfecWe, assisd-inee. rvf touasel is vinlaWl token Hum*.!

'Fails -do ockft'se. himfhtr af arnf appeiindre. rigVif pdf. „, (Spp Pedrlfon herein )no>rp 1

(LW \J. Wainj>urio^Wf- e/sdafilisWl ddil basic right- to counsel in l%3 as a

pnrt~ nf a rl^nridtiis Surfh and fwriccih Ameneitneyrk Tight. BIZ U,5. 555

0?U5), IhiS Court clarified in Strickland V, Washingd "Hiafj Pnrlenn ru^Vrfhf)

4t> counsel S-Vanz-Wl is AWd reasonable. effective assistance. HLL tl£, LL&

LSI (m*),

Thg. irvliynd criminal r Men riant is dWn enVittrli to ~Hvj4~ fmsonaMy d&dive.

aSsVskmrg rvd appainfe/d Cm Mel a\ every stage in 4he proceeding sphere Wit*
^Lllo^cifiVial rio^s oF -Hie criminal actirteA may be aPFerifd, “ "fhift flonri

helA Ia Mftmp \<\ 19U8. aw u.a. (\<n£).a V>

(l, r.P



~IT\f riflenflan4* alone fine, ^ ui4ifWilf ‘ abnuf whether fo ~fake

m appeal in w\\\lW 'Miiionflr rjiri fb parstiarrj- io Viis Motion fa Suppress,
(See, Peti/f/on pg» ft, i and *l.lli\ nfmrditvj tin 3on?<; v/. . deaded

ifl tiniR dmrt in M8&, fJ,$, *lLl5i IS! fiyfti), The defendant opinion

y be •fi'/f/r.fannot he ignored even vf 4tife atiWneAj tkinkfo tihe appal hjou

armrdiifg tin AnrUn V. d/fljiforftia } rirnrieri b\[ fall Juprettie flnurt in 

HU. (L$>. (\<\VT).

1W v, Hares- Ortegat q Z0C>r> Supreme Cntirti- r.nze., nine line fo make a

bricjWH'me rule 4Victf Counsel u)ho failed tio file notice of appeal ujt-fhoui

A4fttrlnrfl'^ roryS^rri- urns per.se. meffirfiVe, btrf/nsfnv/ made Ihe, analpis

ftp fbtmSelK effectiveness ittSfcl on tvhdher CfjunseJ fonsulled miik cJitni

flkrtirf his nfpdtirfe rights. SVh fl,S. £/7f3J, HlL- l°l (?££&).The Same, ruh.

Apply io •Hifi pef/ticn cA~ hand, (Sec-fXji fi,l and tfJlri.UliK ihe, ffine detihl

did noti

on

mrrokl or abrnyffe fhe dufy of canned to adviae climb*, of iheif

r^Vif fo Appeal, insfend, 1W highlighfpd ttif ftirf fhaf Connse.1 has a_____

r.ms4dtiti>>nQlly impost rlnif tin consul milk ihe defendant rfrprding his appeal

. Oi rpaSonrM? defendanti uxxiid ujarrf tic"appeal or dhiS particulartilhen

defendant rmsonriViiy rfemnnstiratieci 4o counsel tihnti he. tuas inferesWcl in_______
appealing." .Id af HAD. TKp, ?\nr (V>firf considered tiferff the fact fhe defendant

pled not guitiy and hnrl n feinl a/as highly/ rplpvfrnnf f?Wort (rme^m^f Anmonsimh^ 

fn Cnunsti ~Hvif ihe, Ae^mrintrl inietrshd if\ approling. Xrlu;c<s

/.3, ci>



2, (\ beltf^fJ appeal, evirriorAina.nl IVMian appropiak rtmerlj for a AefknAairf

umcnaslf~fu4~( onaliy r/p/iiVJ

r4lf> 4r> \neffiy4u/p. a^isi&nre rrP naimsel, (SeeTeffhon fig, S'IC))j fV-7)______

Hip, ipreme fi-ujrt- in 4h& 1985’ care o-P forHa V, Lui&y helrl ihcct Hlft 

rl^ppnda/rfs r^Vfr io appeal b no-i- iJaiN/ed uahpn, due fe> fht ineffective

not -hmekf -fiiA %9 6L1, 3&7 (7735)

ta nrv

ria^- +n fiifher appeala in 4Vip lauier rourfs.lahase OJAS

nssisfaru-p. rrf cannaei, 4~haf appeal

Thft FnnrlK fJrtutf fourf of Appeals CoiTsidergd a similar aifuarfnn over c> chpeade.

Coiner j mARZiSK C^Cir. H1Z)

appeal^1 but his iQueens refused -fo

■file nnf loer at ise -l-hp ckfrtvhrrf hJu*> indiyrrf, J-d r/f ?L> 'The, Apfendarff tuas nai

nrlujse cA his rir^rbs 4ft haw. "ihe. Male, prmcle counsel and iht te.aUizthi_____

frapsnripf. 1 &nf\ fhf F/rnrih Cirmiir C/iuri /rf /IppeiJs dnund jhaf kln'f o'f____

•fo pprrorf -fhe rleknAafti io hai/e. a htiaifJ appml f^hrdrJ have betn

tjJciS

earlier m -Hie. 1T72 ease or Wiley

lUe IaIiI&I %b:finner ^ riesired mul ?snu(j^if an

Cp.rfia ran

ZtZrl.
The Pourfh Cirmil Court of Appeals t&&jni?ecJ tn Nelson V, Peyton m /?/07< Mr,

n^y- effpt-W n^is-Vnnre. of rnnnspl pyfrn^k pasf 4~he. nwifSinn of fried ‘‘-fer

of jpqfrf aa inhOj as if i5 necessary -fir rcnnStl fa ndvist* fhr cJ/erri eyf ht3

fkjbf fn qpprrJt fW manner mprl 4rnie in uihlYfi 'fo fake, an amW q/v/

LdkffW on appeal has ary hspe of Stirred,1 H15 Eli 1!5LI, liSl (j^1CjY. /%rl).

TFiP- Uriilprl S^a-tr.s Bialnrl T^nrf -for -fhe /l/liddfe flfciricf North Carolina

hrA.d Ike ocra^ian revieu^ n Simitar Pfose et?.4he A//ley ifl

V. iA Sl5 F, 5app. $% C/W.NC mt\l^fillnu.inv\j

11i-tl



in fjrfinijntj fhe hahms pe4r4i 

-foe fjWp rnui-h "Vo ~fakf. prophyladif, action fo pm/e/rf ■j?\rPeihmj. cJr Vne

appeal’' mken fhe pehh'aner rounseJ jmpardiypS -Hv, jtekb'Aner's rk^kte

■fn nn appeal. K\n fYci^n p>GSrf~ ~fe» penal tie pd'ii/tiner -far his Counsel's

-foiW./ J-rL r/i tiHS-HH, Ihiiiinn^r rtyjesf the same, irecAmtni as fhe

/ft#n»f>r's m GinUm^ and UliWy tijprr, unkUed h I a grnirrf af /zxhi^rJ/mrj/

'Mfcn ppmlH-inj km h file a he]aid nffrd nr t/ahm<> Corpus,

incuMhetdr-Hie Co/irf rtofed 4haf v> it IAan an

3, ~fhfc fyierijs of Ihe pditioner's appeal need nof bf. al/ayri in a Veiiihfi -fo

Ufrrf nf P/rtimwi

Pedriionpr whose nc^vi' fn nn appeal hns been dnisdrarhstf r/neS noi have, -fo

appfi-fy dine. points he vjjoalri he misirg Vi^/her nqjrfr ~h npperJ ijJp.rf,

foinsfafprl affording la fhe Li n/fed fifties 3up

Karin fjiie? V, Untied &Wh?& j 3V5 U.S, 3Z1S 330 {Mtetf), f Afttparl: a pefrfinner

ma&V nrikj make -the shmutn^ cnntewpfaW by ffre /Worth Cato lim %alt a-f_____

Appellate. traceAnre 21} thfif >5 provide Hie Pacrfes perHnerff in rfr/Utsi~ and 

priMcle 4W reasons 4hp. mn-f should iSSlie,

r

/Wirfa l°l(°9 ftpin ion inrtmtm

As fprp^rl\| a* i\um& t)Ll ‘?QltT. the <Snprrme Unnrf p/wphn^g^ file -Anilure /o j/i/e

cieWlf nf acWy/jQ-le Antirp VfrArjfgS Aup proogss. fifth /?rweflr/mW- provides * no

fee, deprived life., liherbj, or property, without- due, process of

a

perean .shall

[fiui.1 Qar rases e-alfeUish fhaf ffie Ga/mwe/rf Violates tiais ajciararfMe b'j fttkintj

► j- a >

l?. r,P



QuJa\j S6ftf(ZQnt>. life, tlWfyar pmpprfy under a criminal \an) so vague

4^of- i\ fiiil.C 4o (y*/£ ftrdinar\| peaple ■fair notice o-F -t-Vif* ranrluri it

pUriisVies, nr So S^anciorcHp&s HteV tV i tn/ii&s nv-h\4rav\| enFora-.me.n4, ‘ * 

Xihrmn \/, HniW .SVnFp*? } 576> j ('ZOSS) C Ctilflj knferiArr

m*l (LS, 352, (\ qfft\(RrY\phaSiS avrirfi fSep. %hhon p$. S, I f and ib.iv)

tVFriiQner ConFeivk FWiV, b\| ripFiniVton, tF a dfFf.ftfinnf does ncr4 Wat/e. u4ni r

Uiarnin^** of uoWd cVy^inq^ anA St-jrvWnrir^ fscheme he Faces he Wi5 ioeem

rippnVed elue {VrAfftSS rsf irm).

fis» r,P



CONCLUSION

The petition for should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

/ *

shkbm
cfi i/sjm
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