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CINTHE

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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

to

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

[ 1 reported at ; OF,

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

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.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

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[ ] is unpublished.

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

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[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

[ 1 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: , 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 juris!diétion of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

E{ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was > L\’ 'LD\-CI .
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. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIoNAL AND STATUTORY PROVIGIONS INVOKED
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OTATE men7 of CASE..

PETITionNf FuLy RETAINED CoUNSEL OoN o AfouT THE DaTE of SHrvARN
27714 'LOO3 whicd 1S WS CodNSEC BLeDd MoTioNS on FPETIMONEL( REHALS
Whene Twaze \S NO RECORD DF COUNSEL REPRESANTING PETTIONEAR BEFOE

(SEE Covlt J>0w£'l)
TS DATETARRAGNMENT WAS HELD on oR ABOT 1ue DATE oF JensVaey A7,

2003 ANd PET(TionER WAS NoT PRESENT 598 SAID HEARNNG, CoVNSEL WANED
FORMAL APRMENMENT Ard PLEADED oM PETITIoNERS BEHALF WITHOVT S ConGaNT
(SEE Haeens coppus HEARMIE TRANECRAPTS o 63 do pg bH).PETITIONER WRDTE Counser
ComMPLAMINE oF TE CAR LU STANCES SURRDUNDING ALRAENMENT MiD COUNSEL PUT
A CALENDAR CAUL FoR PETITIONER TP BE FoR MO ARLAVGNED of JVNE 32003,
ONERCOMING MY WAWER \SSVE “To TS ruowt. (96 Cow? DoCKET) AND Tie STATE
DENIED PET (TionERS QALHT To TolmAaL ApparcumEnT on JUNE 974,203

PEToNER FiLes (LAMS ALAINST COVNSEL FoR WEHEATIVE NSSISTANCE OF Loul~
S oN SENERRL GROUNDS. & WAWER OF £ofmar ARLAENMENT INA CRAMNAL
PRoCeepies vvsT BE FNOWIN LY )N TEUL GENTLL oty W1 LLINGLY MAdE AS 1T 15 THE
ACLUSERS ANSWER To TiE CHAREES AGAIST im, %0 or CouNgEL To DECIE To
PLEAD oN PeTmionels Beuars To THE \(\M‘DICTJVE AND mvv’ﬁPUCl’/ox/Q INDIETMENT
WITHouT S CoNSENT amavnTen o ' 6. THE PREJUDICE TRom
TS DEFICIENT PERFORMANCE 1S SHoWN BY e ?E’(ﬂ(oNEQ STasDNG EoNVICTED oF
CRMES HE DID NIT ANSWEL T AND MESE CHAREES WERE UNSUPPILTED BY ENipENtE

To SATISEH e ConsTrTUTIoNAL NECESSITY of UV BEYOND A REASONABLE DovBT OF

ESSENT AL
EVERIVELEMENT 0FT“0FFEM5£—9 OF WENED RoBBEAY AND YADNAMINGS. DEFCIENT PR

FOR MANCE 16 ENIDENT FRom COVNSELS NoTion NOT “To SEEX A PLEA VAKEN PETITioNER
WS WORLIER ABovT ENIDENCE oF 61T WAS PREJUpILIAL BECAUSE PETITIONER Wovld
WAVE ComE ouT BETIER PUEAWS culLTY o TME LESSER INCAVDED OFFENCES TuedE
CAvmES cCoNSTITVTED, %‘m“/ & WTimipgTiond sid FASE 1M PR SON MENT. INSTERD,
- COINSEL PRoCLEDED To TAIAL AND USED & STRADECY Twed WhS ns ConfucT
_ MW W'% THE PETITIoNER aNd PRESUDICE 16 PRESVMEDRL. HT@
§2L)sHows COVNSELS CONPLIGT AnD DIVIBED LOYAUTIES A
Ep COUNSELS PEfFopmANCE BECAVSE CoUNSEL WAS

S

5?33 Pg%aﬂa
M sic N CANTYY



NoT FREE To UTIUZE AL MS SIS To ProviDE The BEST DECENSE T PETiTions -
ee AT Teiae.(4-CH T pq. ). CovNSEL FaILED To CHAULENGE THE ADVEASA-
RU4L PROCESS on BEMALE OF THE PETITIONER And COVNSELS ACTIONS wWortED
To PETITioNERS ACTURL DETRIMENT WHERE CouNSEL EUICiTED MISEBLESS
BUT GRUESOmME TESTIm ony Faom WITRESSES AT, LIovp (HOHT o 24);
Ay Higns (1 HT pg 6o o pg BeA); A, LATURA V166 (HCHT Yo )wiere
St1p TESTImonY DESCRIBED PETITIONER AS PERPETEATOR, A DEFICIENT PERFOR-
ManCE Tea? IDENTIEED PETITIoNER VIHERE WiTHOUT TS TEST\MONY MO |.D.

'S FoRTHCOMING TRoM (o TNESSES AN CounsiL Dib o7 MoVt FoR DIRECTED
NERD! UT T0 PRESERNE EQROL OF SUFFICUENLY of EIDENCE CLaams oN REPEAL .
TRE® CTATE RETULNED 4 INDIAMENT Upon FALSE AUECATONS of APMED

ROBEELY Anp FouR (M) CounTS KABNAPING WHERE THE TRETUAL EVIDENCE

DId NoT wWareanT (T.PETITIONER ASSERTED A PIGHT o format ALAVGRNENT
BY AnND “TieoueH CouuS{iLjA—N;‘wg‘m% TENIED PET TioNERS RAGHT To FormAL AdRAIM”
WIENT, SE€ CoupT DOCKET. TN EXER] STATE Covd SINCE ?E'{mmﬂi coNVICTIoN 7p
CONCVSION To THE FACTS ACKENOWLEDGE 2 GUNS WERE uSED (SEE Covtd OF APPEALS
MrmaTion of CotNicTions ANd FINAL OTDER To HABEAS ColpuS mmﬂ)j)éNOMNe A
Con CESSIon §hom Bofh HE CONET mis THE STATE (H.C. KT, pg181 and oo 1Y) To
THE Fact AT oNvf *&Ugfms WERE USED;A FACT THAT KAS LEFT A Holk IN SHTES
LASE PeetainNG To THe poLE OF Al UNAEMED ASSANLANT. THE NyeTim @YAN MANTZ WAS
LRABEED AND Trgoon VP ABMNST THE COUNTER To obEn THE RECISTER D THEN HE

WS PUSHED BACK UP RBAINST A TablE (1. LT, pg 249 To pg. B0T)Tis NicTivnd

WINLE HE OPENED

PRETRIOL STaTemEST Dip NoT ALEGE A GUN BENG POINTED AT PimVAND S0 WHEN
on STans> THS WICTRM CLaimed A GUN WAS POINTED KT S HEAD BUT EVLDNT SAY
WIHCH SIbE OF M5 Henp Te Gun WS pomTen AT (H. CHT pg Boo) e STATE i Ar
oBUGATioN “To CORRECT ThS MATEUALY PALE STATEMENT BUT DI pNT. INSTEAD, To
Suppopd Te Spemgn ELemEl T THE STRTES CUARCE OF APMED PoBBFIY T REUED
UPoN e ATy To A CHmE STATVIE SAYING TRAT ¢ ONE ASEMLANT HAD A BUN,IT WAS
AS IF AL OF THEM HAD GUNS CH-&-M . fj.\o% To m.m\!LD,A CLERL MISSTATEMENT OF LAW
Tunt :Nv‘%pmes e ALMED RopeEry CoNVETIoN BECAVEE 1T RESTED T VERDICT VPO Ad
ELEmENTYNGT AULEGED )N THE INDICTMENT, FuTHE2 ™1 § Conpu T Tom THE STnTE
v



1$ NoT,
6u¢z ED év;%rf e-»::m MaNTZ TESTIEED THAT ASSATLANT WAS TN BACK TELUNG THE
T DONN
e CHC.HIPS B0O32) ans THEN Py 1HERS COLECTED Tite STATF
- Mamzs RECARDING BEING Tol To  EET bow\i"CHﬁ-W-T-ej%b To Pj.%@m‘b
: € D ’
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SHE WiS Tolb To GET pown’, Tite STATE KNOW/NGLY AniD EGRECIOVSVY EUCITING
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] WITHOVT PETHONERS (oNSENT, Followes BY A THAL STRADEGY BASED UPON A
T ADNERSARINL PROCESS
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& —
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AUECING CRMES UNSUPRORIED @Y PRETEAL EVIDEN CE, anD DURING TRia Thie STATE vSED
MISCONDUCT To PapiE ELEMENTS OF CRAMES Tuat Dip NOT OCCUR AS AULECED, ASSEFTING

A MEMToriouSs CLAMM ACAINST THE PROCEEDINGS THat RESULTED IN A vi5”
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\SSVED,To
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TTHE SKTH AmeudmenT SETS FolTH A PACHT To BE INFORMED oF Tie NKTUWE
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- PETITIoNER wAS Foplen To STand TRIML FRRINGT CHaRSES HE Din NUT Formay
ANSWEL TO, JolNme" 155ue Before THE COURT UpoN CIAREES HELD IWNITHIN A VINNIETIVE
AND MUTIPULITOVS WDICTIMENT WHEN No TRIAL Can OCLUR UNTIL 1SSVE S JoiINED,
CDHavvick v. Stuke, 221 Ga 191 C\‘l‘73>.
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“To WINDER ME F2aM PEFENDING YNSELE, Asd THE OVTComg WOULD & blP#E%M’f
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CoNSTITUTED.

Tih
o (S BReor 15 JNVoLEd WITHN THE PraSECUToR AL mScoNbducT CLAIM Fo& THE
T PENYNG PeT(ToNER FormaAt ARAMEGN MENT

” i\(:;s Z%@:Zfﬂg?:xg;; :Ffé{'f(" 0F Fardl THS LAY 1§ LASTUf ASSECTED,
. Latol yNDER. DIFFERENT CLAnmS BECAVSE THIS
(IoUATroN 16 SuBSTANTIAL ENOUCH To WARRANT |T, SINCE K7 ProcEEpnG 1S YALD I
AN DAV GRMENT 1S NOT HELD-

T, COUNSEL SHovuLd NOT HavE WAIVED FormgL AURALENIENT oN P£ﬁ7'/a/‘/62:§ B
WITpouT HS CONSENT AND s SaTISFIES FHE DEFICIENT ARONG To@sTr 1ckeann Y- |
WashETod, Yot 0.5, b8 ((1961) peETVRICE 15 SHoir B PETTINER BEmE Forces To STAND

TRIar ABMNST CHARGES #E B NoT FORMAWY ANSWEL o ypol A VINOICTIVE And MuLTl

PLici7ovs INSICTIENT A Hp THE PETTonER. BEEN ATFOPOED THE BNEFTT o FortMAL ALLAIGN AT

7o L4556 WELUDED DHENSES OF raspery &Y WTjmypA7jon  AXD

Ve CouLd ME PLEACED GuILTY B0 TH
- g ImALISTNOENT, T THE PIDN CE é%% oAy A DIFFELENT DUTCoME foam 7pi RESULTS,

FoR COoUX.
_ T INEFFECTINE CLAIM & e GBS 7L ING TP SeEK 4 Pen 1R SET TIoN ER BFCorS
YAl yNbER THE Sapkiand TS 7. e £ pgamST
Tug INEFFECTIVE CLAM FoR 7 UNSEL PHIE 7 PR 7 hjﬂﬁf DEZOE AND
i FETITIoNER, Witek COVSEL pogsen? ™ LrpencE TororeS F /z;xkpﬁﬂg -
oI SELS ACTINS oMY SELAED, 7 ympyyeatE FENTIONEE Nt I )

TP

A CoeNITIBLE CLAMK. ’
COVNSELS STRATESE QEASN fOR ManS) oF WS DFFI LIENCIES 1N THE /’é_’f/T/mE% ¢AsE
b7 ALTVAT (oW

2ESTS vpoN HE AT AT BOVNSEL PEOHESENTED LETTTIoNER 2657
FLICTS o INTEREST, AT SuBSTaNTiAY ATFEC 7En H1S Afﬂ/%ffﬁlw oF PETTorbL.

b ONLY WOrLIEy TonAnes PET TroNERS DETRIMENT.
LouNSEL FHILED To MTE AND RESEANE £k AGA INST THE
veedy o CoA /107 Tu PETITIONER SIS A CoNIZI8LE LA
LoVN SEL FRILED To vl Foll A SHRECT VERsI T IF ACPIUTAL /Wﬁ‘/@ PET7iorER

From fLaisié SUFFCIENYT OF LVIENCE tinmmS oA maTiow Fol NS T AND AP,

A DEFICHENT PERFORMANCE THAT PRE  JyD/LED Péfmoﬂfﬂé oASE WHEE miScoNdv T S
VSED To PeovE £rEmenTs cuar6ES NIT

UNFaianESS OF THE PRICESS

L. Tee ?@_se_gy’( oAl WSCoNDY o YT LVZIED ING TS CASE WARRANTS FEUEF
e eBISeoRs LT Feam benyING PETITIONELS RIGHT T0 FoemAL ARLAIENMENT) s
S LoNbueT o oF STATE ﬂ-E’r\;l:dwc A INDICTMENT veorl FAUSE CHALLES



SES ForAH A Pmﬂ G1ol PEEMING ?Eqm@% ConVICTION AS ONE Cow -
Y{CTION, o ey - " NE

Y. Tie EVidENcE ADUDED AT TRHAL DiD NOT QUPFOW7 C@V‘(\“Cﬂo’dg
BEYond A REASONABLE DOVBT OF EVERY FLEMENT OF OFFENSES 0F
ALED POBBERY Anp LIDNBMPING. COUNSEL INEFEE CTINENESS Fo
Friime To PROTECT PErTionees ColSTIToTionaL @1 eHTS And ALS0
COUNSGELS ACTionS WorKED o PET ITONERE DETRIMENT . PROSECITOR
ad To UTILIZE mSoNeT To 08TAIN THESE CoNNLCT1on$ AND
Tf  CONSTITUToNAwL NECESSITY 4P COUT BEYOND A REASONABLE
TousT of EVERY ESSENTIM ELEmMENT WS NoT SATISHED, N ks
LATion oF PETITIon s GiCHT To DNE PO CESS OF LAW, JHECST
. Nieewia, Y93 0.6 307,99 S 27781, SOPORTS THS CLm,
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

| Respectfully suBfnitted,
7/ (- A |

Date: _{YIAN ) 61j 'Z,O\q

| 2~



