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i)15 Q CflCMal AtfeNAatct (jDNStftutioNoAj ^.Nfit^\c_ 

to afair “VfvaV tfora m tr\Paftlal juAye. IxMOXS NOT 

(LCsRftltPT to 9fe.sU?. aWt fvAe. over h°s trial Court Pfo- 

CeeAlNys 2
Si) Is a state trial Couft iWt V\a5 Wew Aeeret CofCufV. 

CMititutloKaly CNtltk. to a PresuraPtloN o? Comckess i
3) Oats a CrwoiNal defer Aatd IraveQ furdaiAeidal GDNstttut- 

, Uwa\ rlsbt auA a liberty mtrest to a fotf PfoceeAXy m 

the. state. / trial Court &
M3^0ots uvi lUitwt ockiNot AeteuiWI Irwe. a coNsfrktioNal 

C'SWr to araearlusiful Aired appeal m a state appellate. 

Court o
5) IS QM jiU]3?Ht CT«Av«a\ AefertAmit CONStrtutloNat eu~ 

tltlet to Know u)ho his Couusel Is on At ted aPPeal > or 

it he. is Wm°MS fePresiNteA on direct aPPedl by 

CoUNSel at* all 1
C)ltoi5 ON wAlyeid CCUOtNQil AefeftoWt W <Wld h°5 Sixth 

amdiAwt CoustltuttoNal rlsht to effective assfsWcc 

of CouwStl on Aifcd appeal i if a State qPPoinHpA appellate. 

CowSe.1 fa°X t& ItOTlf j the AefadaNt tWt PouNStl Ws
beeN aPPoluttd by the trial Court to ((Present the AefwcWt 

on diced appeal1
7tHa5 QN iNAded CfUiwal dfWdt becM tewd KiS 5ixtb omlt- 

POtMT CoNStUut lONttl rioht to effective OSStstaNOe of CoaNSel 
on Auech appeal) tf Cousvse\ files aw iNdtexuaie brief to a 

State appellate Court on bebalf of the defmiWt auA 

NQTXPltS or allouj the defended ta CveN view the bnT 

that 15 uP for fevlau 1

never
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CWm$ ProceAufat barfeA If tU>. last 5Me. Court tWt Pr* 
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StvWiocM rbfvt to Ut Process bi aUowiw°i biro to 

Sorb Pacts of Ws tna\ WwSCfifts to tbe
fekal aistnci court °\H orkf to Perfect K\S aQ5M fckot 
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JgftsAu.VmN Statement.
^TKe ftffK C\rcu°\ Court of appeals euWe 

<iem?otJ was ewfereA on Feb war D it son.ON(Vn *
Sow Justice Samtl A.flUto extended Petitioners Krne^fl''5*)
fo frit cx-. VX)r°A cfCtcKoran to Jab It aoi‘1. The 

Jurisdiction of tWs (Mt is Mfoked under S &■ 

w, S X. 12 SH and SuPfcwt (Wf rule 10

JMML ■ ■
In "Sub op S013 [.Carter] was CONVItted ON two 

Counts of o&Sravatcd Sexual assault of a CV\11A> 

(SeNtc^ce.) 11 aNd 5 yeao CCoNStcuV'vtb), onc\ tWet 

Counts of ?N(kctNCj Wftk a cKfU (jmtance) 8 years 

Cad\ cawrt CcDUcafrtHtb). TW. total Court. in wtlcV 

vfWst (oNVwffoNS Cant Out of [ ^“strict Court]
'u)a5 found to be Coffuftl PeKKotw (eWSted a direct 

appeal, wWtb was affiWA N«o?W Wdtrm (Pet.flfP.F)^
\\$_ fouttK (owt of affals fi0^ ^tornc ,lx], fefiWpRT fewsted
a fAo\vo«\f for RtWciMg [fro-S^] u>V\\cV\ tm$ (We.a Qecawf 

IV) 9.0VH ft Carter filed a Collateral attach re^uestiNj
ON Out of tfrtt appeal *No SOU CRUeH 'WC WR'StWO'Ol • in 

tW Stale fftW court. TKt WoeaS Court ordered issues
to W. cVSQN^ecl Jicktlat ° I * .

a



THl 5 We WW5 court pecoewded \U\ [Carter] be
a\VouoeA bo filt aw oub-oHime. PebfUoM for cKscretTortafU 

fwituJ, because appointed appellate Counsel [ftajmtd L FacVi5 j 

u)as ^effectwe ^xbilptsfh'lbl Tk Texas Co«rbojF^Cripmha\ 

appeals Gifted and allowed C Carter! to file 0 PetflioN for 

discfdloNar^ fevku) “hbllrt S"_ ° Om !une art^oik [Carters! 

fro-5e kbit uw for discretionary) fevfeuJ uias RCFdSCO by 

Tk Texas Court of Crituual QfPtalS ^Vxbfbt °ik.
C. Carter! filed a Collateral attack ON KiS ftiNVitfiuiJ/ 

Sentence. Petitioner brought uP ten <dfoavid$ om bis State 

U 07 weft, iw uibkk U State habeas Court recomeNded itat rrtlfW demtd.TkSUtWWs courts order a\so said 

+WI Petitioners grounds TulOiTtlfiU) fOdRiflVk blT) SiVl j 

and, flC-iWT reUln9 bo the trial courts aWd»scre.btoM
t».

wt iwasirm" ;r"T" wn
The Tews Courtof Casual uPPeats denied u,o7 State runt oW
3U1U017, Post-Card UMfWlftlHbO OfCISlOM. ' (firt.AppT*)

[.forty! filed W! 355*1 federal writ fn the Western district of o 

+ms federal Coufb oN Aimst JUOfl.The federal Court denied 

fedeoxl WWa5 CorfaS relief ond d'5frtssed the Petition with 

Prejudice ok April ^12o« C Ptb.fi Pp.Cj. oMNLilo£Jbe^ou[is 

order \t Said fWt on states kaWaS review VW fourb found
PKftPfUUKHILb firtRRffioMdasaPmli 

bnaheas Cevkuns Foreclosed. ICartcrl fTltd a pfobioM for fe- 

CoMSiderobioN in the federal Court, which was denied ON
Afril 30, m 51kV,M1IL.
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bjV\°\e LCodtfsft fdOMS^tfo^wM (AoftioN UOGS 

Vckko °u fk Ukku d°k\c\ d Te^wvS ^cAtfa\ Coun.m smmt mm o? mikiiuo yft\ux
ftf \ 0*. Xu \Msom v. SeAWs flg S CXAAii^!-:
fekral habeas ccod ft\neu)k°s on )d°k
Cowd dt&W ok fk tnerfts sWft x'lMd|SD^: 
AeudoN i& fk \nd RfiftHO 5~ftV. Cooft AfO^inu iWv £C_
™\i»7c\ m\im mim\. oA fewe M tk ftk

kckoN oiodd ko So<oc rtcxWwi^.
tCktalukf ke MU) STklS OMT OF 

ftdiftk [f\fk C\avk] o*d (medeA a C/Cr ft. , 
wkdi vwaS (kmeA &u UcNOmW Tli QQI^.Xk The CMS
nriirr kskkTW A°k°A c,ovd ufWU fW fata Courts 

AfWmntio* 1W1 dockVI kt FfocfSj Cklbm to Sevtxal
ina\ court (wiwfls wteo Pf'OC.fbkklk Aemk
kfvkNic 5 C.~0~ft moWn CSV kftS)^oe3
LkcklktN fM a fkkn W f(W\M3 fo*'oa«c \k
kt ftfk GfcuTV fe<W\ Coud, ok. Iw kt
Good a?p\j fk k Vdodaks lcost-The.
f ifk ctfcuil AekeA fk In Wc fOotW ON fokuafd

[LCoxkVl Is NttvJ fi\\tk Qtd fdd\oN\u3 kTWl 

Milk CMIT Of TWi ilTfO SftTt5 foe a
VXKif of Cedfocan.

ft
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Pei i Vi o Fite 5
bJRXT OF CFRT10RBRI

To VW. WoNomYAe. lu<kes d FW. SlWfRcorn of THf. mm smcs of ftmcft
fetihodeC VbWikf Ut Ok Fee o\nmV\. Wiio/tS 

FKoF Fkst ffocefAmk luvoWts oNt of nofe^vi«sV\oN5 

of excepFuMxl iraforWice, tYvcrtfore. ConsuWoFioUS by
CSX.0.T.\i.b.~il5 necessary .
In Fk mWst of jusfict [FWF lee. Cake kyusoru

tpcj'o\naui J
Is bm\KtUm cusioby by [ftspokeNF lode Oksj

°t Ni vfolaFfoN of fbe CoNsFiFuFfoM Of Ww5 of Fk iVlcA 

kales of ftwvcaj o^aksF b°s unb.
FeXtVTot^er CforVerl umU fcuaest k TV\e Court Fo

CtsPecFfuWS Fak m CoNStdroFfoN ujW rtvfavlivy
fttfFIWs UJRIT OF C1RT10RARI KkFal \s 

Hot a WytrXGrfWlTs a fro-se mAfaewF bFIscwF 

ujW baSo been Park0) TasFtct ok Kb ckWts <Ft- 

K°Mb in bis Cast.In [Ckwsl Cast FWt are C0~ 

kfoveeVX Cfwiousl^ uNTtSolveA FACTS, uKcb aft 

PSoifenaf Fo FW ItSaRFs of FVie ftlttfoNeft ConFi’m eroewt 

FbaF tkF aasAbavt. %F Fo be ccsoWeA. PeXKotfer 

ha<\ a rnRRUfURlft\_H\Oh? rAwoas(VaWhl ko
PfesiAeA over Fvs Ff°a\, c\k a CoarF a^ouM offdUV.

(RwjSelFkmk t. YvacVvFF <Jm nwt KoftCic^ feKFAw of FIs sipcesw* 

+°oK as CcwtSel en Mf apped. 5.



I« Tte SfMmVh UmiN
CKuft Sat A*.' A brtbeA juAst IS AterupA fodtbA
ujbateifef fad of \\t (Aatter rAa'j be.) tbt Court a\S0 

Sad tbat a CCiruKaA AefeutcWt boS q FtDtRHL
CMITUTlGUftL RIGHT Ho He WA. before on fbv 

ParVtoA aAkAtaator or juXied
Xk LCaders! Cost b°s tna\ Court uios Pourd d hr. 

CorruetXAims ftesiNtfl tbe teia\ toAse v>b\a Pee-
siAtA

San AuWo, berar CouhG. \mS in Tuts of 9QIS uias Carv 

osittiM Corrupt actants before-) TunuTo^TTfAtc [Codecs] 

tdab

(V**’)

btttWrs tnot out of district coart fooro Wclover

LAmSus (bcsmtT] cxAmitteA to tabbs bribes Goto
WioUerS) W a\$o aAnd-ReA to Ci'k'iN0! qnA NaNiPu- 

Vat?N3 crbaitiat CoSes ok tbe bench as a Atsbiet 5uAs& 

in SQpiftMWto.Ti. [Ansos ftcXNt'j'l p\d SaittA iH s,o\5 

to OWL CoaNt of ha Nest Service ooffe (You A unA vxJOS 

ScnVchccA toi boo sears Fn FfOtftAl. CRTSOH for bis 

CouAuct b'i JuA<ie ladee Rob'd vie 1 of the UlesterN Ab 

t<Td; gf Texas feAeCatCourt 5U hcbfbt 'fa*'
CAnsmas PtcXNtXl AFA noT snocd trs )bvt be foFleA
tota\G usWw \t CarOL to oAidVrster justice XPtftRb

XRUAj be Adlberateb auA repeated b abauAoNeA VX 

oath of neutrality far Kb guon PerSoKod TcmnVHvis 

is a COWaUSlNfT tbXunfTIGb that b dear 

QUA COUNlNcFviPu

L



[btf°MS tVyuTyls <kc\5ioM faaKury as o,b adiu<Wior 

6f \_ftvO,0 f^W^T NOT" be edited to ariy Protection
v< Uf urns Comn'XXXb ‘5 a fact by Lao) g^A-L'.
Im most casts Goads PfttSWTf. tWt tbe toot 

dudae was uaforVid Im tbe case's before, Vas (bee Goad, bat 

as ibe 5 UP mi (.OiKT bas recoyfad * TbffiillhsufipTxmrs saiMOTfiOTrrm: urnST
7Whfn9 Tib fOMXCTiV) OF COKKUbllil^L

li7S.fi, \1WL*™
[WiPuWtd wjA &-

feSafded s\a\e. avid federal U»»S fbfoayb out tbe PfOtffdi 55) 

WKXb W'Ttfstifi! btert cbeckbyaMy CmcJcfU^, 

O’eKKoatc S Procedural! y barrel cWs aud arW<g whch
effected tbe mi-Cant In CCartersl rrva\.
In Texas a State d°sWt lie b« tbe [XHiMSStllXXT« 

obiiifo sfiea enmd im\ bWhro<;e\f. Megs d »5
fW. Coort uobora ^tf-dts u)bat evuWce \P_avPbtbc To A jaj 

See or bear, boua both co ousel's way bebave in rroHT or ixe 

Tory, a)baV oryuvneMis Cray be wade, bow they Clay be.flak 

owd to vobora they may be ranAe.in.XM iexaS tbe Coitf-t 

Aecides oJmt \eya\ fabaP^ tbe jury raast apply1 to 

tbe case, arid eveM to a s°yMif icad deycee whojoiiLiii 

oi\i tk lurylfbms (bcyidd] bat tbe Power to maNiPabte 

a\\ of iW$e fbtuys, vob°cb be^ did tu t Carters] inal „ ibe.
Side of Terns Siaxt (GAnsuS (let w hi 1 aVered Cookt, Phu ah 

fWer, PuUX ?<wr, tesfoawty Pomtr.aNAiVs a fa! beoWeA 

VKua AVll' b*s ixtsufi a Cornett JuAae.„
7.



The fftvttVfAV ftewWiA o? be \1.S- Ln 5oh5 

v tsto SUW Appfwt om Person <£ llU orklMXll
mwm a-oa M«a

has \>em AebweA oviA AenteA bis f hUWPtUlhl- BftSIC 

hlfciHT PW\ W sW\ o? \W $\a\t m\ ('foceeXhJS, Ao 

io rv f ftMTTl\Wk \&rn ftwb %H\M'L±^a^ 

kesUeA over tcortasl ifla\. Abates W\ etfWVA dmwis 

cT ?utfiWnttta\ vtafoWss.TWfcoceAufes \W\ weft uA\VzX(\\)!} 

Ik Mt\o CBUMvd auA eTklM AWWftkYWe. in 

VioWkn oHk MXiAmS Mubb AVr&V^ 

fuYwffi HOdTaYm'ST kWb are FWA In [(WStfS 1 Wi 

SufforA an inPereuce AWA PeTAWs An A was bAeeA Ta\u\d

or

tin l l iWWVW A \ A j \u \ \\v) 1 I \ \ \ (> i i \ a> \ jl \ \ j \j\ i \ • l vv 1 ^ ^

lieges MublKaA au m\«ts\ m \W m\
Cotoe oV ?e\TWes if\a\.Xhe CqvnA aWA'Vs d\$eretwn 

+Wxah auA be bux\AA»ms tk Wl sWVeA W oYbe. 

3eNt«ce5 in CCwtefl case., °n orAer To V\°Ae or ccxktnsooe vor 

\\i kcA bA k \oas ToVTm^ WtVs, rieflVi. yA [QaN\fiAWkS_ 

rc°mka\ com\ m be WncX as a ^oAe AfeAflctJMik 

tfoaxsjkOQ^^’^ ^>°a\ kNScTpAAkeoAefS ktotAT uxtf Ho\

■Scos PW aPPeiwie. fetaA WP\\A m be a??e\Uie rauft wvw 

w \aa Aa3$ aPWbe AAebe wkwee is JofoscA \N pPeU (DGn,LH^3^5 

(TcXtib] s°wd Ws own orAtf ok i ms aw W* Jm\e.cofG-
raUU^ CftfCvisd cicAtvi'V'ii oh ke beNOv re.kloNtf has Jy.PiTT. i-Trk 
<,4^? and iAffrtl faifX 4WHVtt. ft<r AdlSSTGH at^A lR\&&UlWlIAp_
pTAft^rtig -i-o biRTWTlS RI&WSiTiN wS fast. P^iT<. aP bp.Teld Aft 

(mr.i osr nr vowt «cW\ ocawceA Aanao rw ka\ rrorNffT
ceeAt*j5S. S



'CknonLCaitecsl ’foiab, f\c‘Modal AtA ucY 

V\cU bW Wbawce Mw£ ■ cW atA tout bdvo«H V State
aHi V M.WWiffi5a.,
In C (kttf VI Cose CfVw (Aca^N^ai CtHwed bW. sWbt boon

tbs dab bo ffovt bnotk a eeasoNaUt Aokt .lu Uoitf 5 ] Case 

+V\t(t ms m oat ■ to j vw?Vviess, v4o SWi OSQ(kNo.\\on too 

foCtUSic inWOico), (CelCa\ oC bo\'<-0 adcadted nb
tub We im tW Cast Wilts F'' Wt tVse. VWl
0J«tUK«A aWA IN tk|da\ as I tks were, tads.
InUacVsl hciaWlkms f\«wbl aWA bVt state a- 

Wsi wUVtW Court to noWte bCcxtct si Constitutional 

chWs boon hk ksWtf} ab tW bfottss. The Coculi
toatVbdU Vo (Wide tW. ConsVi tuWat owmmtA ot
Protect too! (WniN^ tCaoWsl trial. btWtcS ftcwp \
(AaN'fvAaVA and discarded 5 Wit and fe<W\ Wa> ^ 

[WtVsl W\> 50 tV\ k cou\d canof Wc W Cffm.. , 
Court as Wuooa\)\e on! onc uiooSttks justice, no. vk.iN'SS 

umWwWcSS bo accc?\ aVV bo Vk Ct\cuN<u casts. td\s 

a\ot aW Ms vitu) ob iWkJ.Tk mksntaoV 

LCWsl trial and tk ffocess oJtft f\owtA.XW (offixn 

IdaL ^ bVe CMrnd bond ''WmmWM k enbibbt 

-vr> a nmmxcxi c\f cntwcmti.
cvffum v. i\<oUfA ^vnAts u.s um sxiditt
Talice'msb"Sab°5h bk aWarance ab Justice.

r-j> A /A o ! * I \ o Jl° V ^ Irt I A Anri- I «L«i n 1 fAt

TH5 UNHID STtVTiS.
q.



In Harris v.ftfivWM u.ssss, IQS S.Ch. \os8 The
^mtnt COURT DfXltW.O: A Procedural default
Toes Not bar OOWSuderatioN of Q federal claim ON wtW 

direct or habeas fateui uNleSS the. last state Court fet\idec-
m a juA4p«t in the case dfcarb and expressb

5tates that \t’s jahmmf rest on a State PcoceWat bar.
Xw LCarter si Case he filed h's Second state.habeas CorPas

Lw-ftil^ouaikit-wa/wa 8uao-oa,at\d brought up s^n
<W Process/aWse ot discretion violations, regard Try the 

that Cmrtlwhch was Wdtobe torraptd The states taWs 

Court Sa45 in it’s recannendatioN to the Terns Coact ot CC 

"cni^tal appeals IWt the sroaNds %vTMhLTltAXllttN RhbLl) 

hlRTfT flPfSft\%AMchisthe exact soM statement that
tWShfRifit (MT SftlP In barns Nf.he.ccLtWt does Not 

bar fedeiat KaWs Corpus cevi ew. The ^trAe^haWas court New 

says in its frconnwdatioN that qn3 y round is iWcduraVVy 

barred .The habeas Courts statements wereXSllOUbf) \\fblt_
MM hAIII m mux (Iff PC and tU the breadwhi.
shdA Not be used h JtKaatf. natters uohich should have been 

raised on direct afPfolYfet.ftfPX PacT7),TVifSC, staWds do Not
5ath?y tve(pv(\ib smmm mwimms) ios sex
lQ&m^ they fall short of Uftidt feWice oN an A state, 

law uocxwer as a ground tor rejecting am aspect ot bCaetersl 

cWis.aNdtn [fork's! Case the State habeas Coarts hecfsCoM ts the 

last state Coart to Provide a RTUtTtO RATIO HAL RUXVflNT 

OittSM.CMJPX) 1

ON

10.



The. Texas (bad of ocvuital afPcals [Thu skies KraKest 

Coatt uotaw U Cones to Cnnmal CotMicimNsl Sad Wl r+5 

Post Cur A Anna! to LCafHocsl u .0^ Tak ViaWas CflrPas.'TVus 

Fs to aAnsetWA IW Court HaS AeidcA w°\Wt uorvIKi ofAer tke
aPP I [ cal I ON foe uocft at bataaS CpfPUS ON tW f udd95 of We 

+na\ cauft uJtloout aWtVlX'tVTaas Cortot cxtnWv
appeals wm ms W its UNMLRMXJliailM. tWt ,
QM4 qfoartAstVwP QVtcf] W«h\ uf weft PfoffiWaW9 baCfcA > 

buf fbtCoud Aoes Aenfe tW. U07 aPPKcaToN CPd-fiff.Dt
TH liLSMCftS v.fllUM «m U.5 HQ.H7~15*1

Tbe %m?)l court
SoaAl A Stale toad ttad \dskts to fed on a ProceAumi
baf rule. \Maj3Nt litre. Pro-form oeAer PastW can ux?te.PWV 

Ce.\\e.f o AeMieA foe reasons of PcooeAaca\ AeWt, of course., 

if IW. 5ia\c toun imW ^fafe. \auJ cWsseS HoV cel^ on c\
PrcteAufal bar iN SucK dfeurastawee, TVTW TWfRl XS HOsmimMmmLMms mmwusiwtrto CQMSIDft. THE niRTft OF THi fTOTKfil curry' 
M ftfal n.aors The SiiPRfn? cmrt hsi n: in mTH.n v.rf uwsxpi m 'fST^ ^ms Coaf^

■nfeSM ? ?N,¥ XkMJneBL
l\ i Jr »i i ,loU? Wt last re.\afeA slate, court teas ton
+Wf prouiAes a feWant roAiowal omA Presume Wd tW unoccUVA
aemioM aldefteA the Same. <W0N?n9.TIT LOOKfWROU&b

drmoOOLOby"

11. i



L Carter! Next raovnt forward and RkA k°s W5t federal 

habeas CarfuS uocit ?n Re OJesterN d“ strict uf Texas ft' 
derat Court '"'NO 5 A' H' C A' 00 T3/o' DPI £. [Tarter! WauRt

uP tkc Sane. swew due Process/aWse of dPscrotW vfolatiRts 

fa Re teAtfad Court. In tke Courts OfAec (Pet. ftff.C. PRC- It! 

tke PeAent Coolt Sa^S %v0N_$tatc.l\aWa5 ff.\f°e,w tke court fount 

tW.se darcas_________ _________________
review is toredose and [forks! c\aW o>ce dismlWA uaitVi
PfUuAicR. IBs Previous Noted, PdfRoNer W rkrooNReodeA
that MeJfdVvejC Re. State habeas Court or the Texas Court 

of Criminat aPPads ''5TlRT"expV\C.?tl'j Rat (Carters! claims 

u)ere PcoceAutly bacfeA.Tke feSPoNrteNt lone OavCs and Re 

Texas attorney PieNtfal[Sarah Pt. HarP^voeaAgEl ore Re 

<3Nes uoVio to\A Re federal d\ strut couch (Vi tWe anSuier Vo
[(Wtcxsl ^35*1 writ Rat k°s dawns wwe PraceAulld barftdf'SAilX
XUf.t Ulfftf l\fOT„cwd tke federal Atslfid coart was Not Precluded 

ftorA atAresstNy Re federal violations cW«os tkat (Tarter! Present' 
td ON his aaw federal haW CoCfaS unfit. 1W fedecaX
Court a\sa Sad ?f t Coded Cun dc-OoNsfcate.. Cause far +ke defaudt
cud PfeMke Re Coact w°i\ catRder Re PfoceWatR defaudteA 

dmcasTMRPPXTwAd)
CPoc^ m^T TUg. eesfoNdwt (Lotv.(W°sl was ProceAatutb and Con-

^m!10cp£i¥W" *6 aHcA pof^s ot Rt State Court 

Tto omTTaMco^'a^S^ff,&Nd iWvi Vo Serve tbssc exhflots 

V-^.R^IONfiri tosetkee with Re answer Pursuant to the aPP- 

NccMe Procedural fules.This was a fact Necessary ta Re oPera- 

W cdfuksof Section MkH faSC3.'This dfdvtet Wfhi In (Codecs!
' m* ^I'bA'ti of the records will N&t be tkwarM h Petti V.

j he fPdPoNagm aid Mar CoropiM arirt-ls, fu\p »; (£ ser\\m 3g§ 31954, \ta OiSiwtf 
utaS iMCnmPleTp —

?rcMieAalW WfeA a^A a$ a CtSuUs V>a\>tas\)MfrL



The, Atsifid fekA cmOrUrlt afrits affWIToM
of cWh tskUish SllffOm MJ freccAejnV Harris.

v.m^ id. m ?w piftiN swm m\\immn.
UCafterl fiU aeOatwM fH\S6tu« a C'Oft m the fifth 

^Cumlt LfeAefat Court! of affoab.k the Cr>uf\s Of (ter ft 5a^S_ 

°The Afstnct court uPhetA the slate, coufVe ArtemfMahoN timh. 

tCarWsI Aue Process cMWies To sp.veroA trial rrvafV (\AInas_ 

uoefe fronAucaWa WreA'.'The roart therefore <WeA the, 

motioN IVet.iTff.fr) w ^
Ml ST V. NuNNmaKtf n\ S.CT 2510 TV details

of State law Need not bektufred inIo unless, if the}
5VmU Vie. aS fKe. hab&\5 fdHioNtf Q55tft5/iWj ulotxU 

Constitute stfoN3 evince that the PRfSltfuTlQU a5o
atplikjswMl. The States habeas Courts statemrb, which 

affTSWmU have Wm fmsftoM Afreet af Peal" Wtefes with
the enforcement of federal ft sht 5 m CCartcrs] CaSt QN(t the 

PfeSamptfo^ has loeetsJ oPPlfed wroN*). irJ this j~flSe. The d'stndr 

federal Court was tftver freda^ from QW€S5 iNj [Oners] CW5 

°H the first PWe.'jtCMT that the LOOK TtiR6\tfntV' U)il$on V-
jp.lWs ns? S. CT n%ga°1^ Is reluireA, Federal Courts Com de­
termine. wheVr the slate habeas court rejected Petitioners Tat/ 

fWe55 > aUse of Aiscfdfotsl cWn5 ON QM itdepeKaetJT or afeiuede 

State W) ffocaWA SfaunAs. The federal Couff uifll Toad look to Ihd 

last state courts decision that CftwlAesa Rdd/flNT KfVnONftLt ho
determine the basts for the state ^courts CeJectioM of Petitionees
Claims, which In [fatties! Cast is Aa to aw affaiMted affiliate, 

CaaNSel Ujho witter told L Carter T that heS^ Petitioners 

Counsel ow dLfred affeah-iiiiMiill

(mi)

1*5.



_1_m[Carters! (off., Cause. qh<\ PrmAfte at tv-_
Umt faff tW. rear!. (ko> cited \>^ tW CoffufT Court^
aPPeiVtecouhsd [ftiamiA 1. fucVis otasS'Igo] 'never ^ 

mfomeA dVtKoMcr kat he uoa$ Counsel of (ecpcd for _ 

[Coder si Affect aftoti ojVuth uoorfants V'ot J \\OuLl 

PTT CrN AF PRUl\l)ICl k tWs Cast.
The Texas Court dr crfcuNal of Peats rendered [Iks laoud 

l.Fuchs! iNeffadu/T. lu PdTWc’s Case 5e<hc\\iU'G \ 

not foikkt aWotssac, oAmcV\ tta 5fate has Snored 

hcKtdVkat do to toomseVs failure, to com?la uiftW 

State Wo (M [Cocks] cast. fWa vTurntf UTULJL 

\bUS.LT. CUTTT IjMeffective assistaNce of
dffefkte ODUusd a saffTTT awst Jo excuse a WcecWat
default kaktiViowrs Case,If fWiisWaS QAt.

CFocofi Mrict) L CmV] WsuaVt aP Irta Aut Process IdWseof discretion 

Clatas tV first oPPortauib W. aot) uskfcVv uJaS ON IT Ml 

Stote. UWs CorPaS writ.The State.arid tf\erg\ Courts tasfota 

ufau PutkWma ICM for nrt raisiN^ tW rWw^ ON^avfta

Counsel cVo Called to raise! the. Issues Not C(taW!. ?et\\°o»Kf

5 ee

tae,ve eleven Ww cranse! uaas rmirt Q?to°wtfA to represent 

VTn on Afreet af Peal .These WtfcoceSf faWectAiraetfkN vio- 

latfoNS, ujkfcio Weraent art m [tMAstoJAWw (taiVtaiiL 

CfMuT doMifd TWetitai rtacta°i [C&ttas! tm\. n 

do Not af?ls to tW APowtds.lk!) W NWtf been oAditsseA or at- 

IvAWfeA om tW merits in m'i coart of law ta Arnica.

m.



! k. <W ffoctss I aWstof d?strd\oN violatWs tWi
hone. 1ml" keew accessed oc adjudicated ow AW 

(dents tv! QWO cauft of \au) aft aWt [f\h°MS flcambl 

c\ CMRWVT ddfjfiU discretion duawo [Codecs] tc\a\.

1) [Carttil was dented a Uc triad owd Kfs dot fcocess
fhkts to aN fmPaftkd Sun \x»S Violated ) do to a
CORRUPT CjOQRTT aWstof discretioN.[Supporting fadsl.
Tke trial Court ,wk°cd usas Cocatft around tketW of [Cadets"! 

tda\ manipulated state and federal lauhitaceToce, preventing 

Tke eraPaNeWnt of impartial SuLi memWcS uiko CouU fo\\au) 

tVvt law f(oo ke°N9 Placed aw [Codec’s] Jury ^fdoVt *yv"

9) [Carter] wo6 denied a fate tciod and kfs daejto«s5 

naKk rotfe. violatedi data a CORRUPT COURTS falk 

k make any nxllnSS fmdlny CCoda's! motions duuns 

flat trial. LSafPoftiN0) Tacts ]’> defense CauWStl Inform? 

the. Court tka\ Jke PCaSeaxVlon Us Nat 9iVeW tke. 

deiasiSL kioYi^, \V\t Pccs^cu^toM oAiA?dis VgiW C,QR^A\fT 

CQuKI dVicx\ \Wy Wx\f£ ucti vtN ike. notice.
I he CoRRwfT COURT 'Rivers'' crakes a ruliH°n Its wtiV 

Statement in gPcn Court is Wins VWia in (tke vote'Aka
Cawdt $%kf[tV

15. A



3j?chhotfCr OJCXS A US id a fair hid (M(\ k°S (\\kL ?foc65 

Trthts were.\flolatsAd& to Ike trial marts abuse, of Ats- 

adioM by Aeuylhy [Cork's] mdloN foe wdrudeA \ftrAict. 

CSdfoftluy fads!' Couid owe. of [Carter VI InALWcnI a\\e3C5 

that The offusse OcmcreA on or aWt rtVmuocrt. The, 

Good Wad ttsttmoNy odctatce fcom date auA AeWse u)\t- 

Ness.uohlch Pfo\feAtV,at Ncltkrr Hve. Pd'hower or the. coi*\- 

jHfMMoad feslAeA or \Ut°M Tms on or arousd CViMiXOO1!. 

I V\£ Court lack jurtACcftow ard VCNvit Vo (orwht VfafWA,
Toa\ Counsel rauesteA qn WsWfeA verAlct as Vo court X. 

wblck the Ctot AeuieS. seefxtAts ^PCX'"
h) fditloNer urns A»rleAa fair trial aid his Aatffoa55 (V 

^kls \xMt \rtolaki, Ao to the (Ats-cmdurt Vurtoy the trial, 

cmA the. Caoj\ aWsdjVs Alstrdlow for m\ sWfdy the. 

mk-CauAod. [SuPPort iN3 tacts'V The PfoSemtloN iN'rokd 

rtTrtitlt se.ohl oV the dartof thetnahbat later on in the 

trial It uoas aNCovereA that on in tern foe LlonKa hum net! 

(Tk States haW Coffas hdae in CarVcrk Case) had beers vfo- 

latui^ the rule. fefeatb.The toad doesjNfrt hildceon what 

wos SalA unA to whom ft^arAl^ the vtolat loN of tVerdt.
5CC dbiof 'N"
t Poors Nok’rt

ftlso at the 5ame. tint as SrouidH is 

kaPtkMy in the .CrtRRltfT C OURT •, f (SiThett (hmatd] 

the faCatesat aid wife of AtfeNSO (MNSdQtWA Camdt 

Comes in the Court-room from out in the, halt voa1} auA 5ap)5 

out Wdth GPeN caart to ex/tkoNC, uoho °s In the (dart
nuTTHfkf Tf.llTHh TV\m UMVTYft kfflrt

AefaiSe CoauSd cebudd a raf^defat wWahtk Coart AtN°tS.TK?s
h.«S bttM H£lD OFF TUL RiCORD A-6.



5) [Cartas] <W fcoctss f\ta\s oasA V\?s do
A 'fair df\aWo6 v “o\ade<do As to dKe. dread -foodds aVvSt 

c£ A°<>(st\\m W addoeum's Or. Uftwa kddoSAS desditam 

0\TLr Mwso Comsed's oAkc\\oN.[5affordrN3Cad$~W(cta'- 

f €tise. emusd k\\i dW (m\> avivHfe. of neAfccA aPmtoH 

dW\ Oc.kddwS tVt woadA WtaoAwuxoAe, atfA dW\ \ds Hot 

wuknoe do cmArr qn oPinW in dWs f&rdfcadar case. 

TW. Cowed ovtrradts auA a\WsS Of. Hanes kldo’SS do "WdefA 

<X5 OlH elWrd w?WeS5 wtCacdcrVl dcla\, wMAW_CXLd
(£oaiMk.d Or. Nancy WHoWs dtsdWorty ai$ an oefeed 

iWWss Tn jar A dr°W> We. Wu deeneA V>y tar feffi OhA 

|We owns +ojoe d\awA(5aThe Son flnWtft pour') dW) Say 

SWWa5 iKiroiWra Audit oaS fWfcad PiWtoW wku 3?\RN 

aWVW jafDlnoO. ''5«*#kst\W"

([wCarders] <W process twKds anAmVA do a fade 

dread usaS Violated, Ao do dW. dfead Courfs aVuxSt of A°S' 
C.rn\ou voc Nod ttlWiH LCadifl do die. Pftseud u dVe CoafV 

Poors dams a\\ oO dW. dnad PfoceeAdHAS. BuPftscdks facdsl. 

■n Mode. donjVe jar1! was send dodW cooed auA fedtdWemas 

dWeA Ws c°Wd dokt PfeieMd a^A War or oWecd.AW node 

umks Send do dW CoRRWfT fftttRT od dW twA of dW WH / 

Wocwict P W of dVt4tW\.The Node Saud'awdk Wd- 

ngssgs NotifaA tWA dks are. unite oadi andd\ a dWad of
Piclvxcy \f IW^ \ i t OU W\t SVoHci, tkiVdcVd sVdGvddj Aoa\)\)
the iM\l|I (MI QUO TRIdlCOUHSAL \dOTH DM1
CCartal htS mWt To Dt PftSClit, M\T'

11.



1) [Carters] Aue. Process ntetes arid cwU to a fate 

Anal urns violated) do to tW. C-QRteXfT CMfttd aWse.
csf Atecatu*! for Apiyirn Atteuse. Cmusclt rtlaesi far 

a (A°stri’a\X5uProtttei!} Wfsl^TWjftftuxfTow mates a 

Comment te front of the jucS i wKicK fs' tKe defense would 

W agree a\Ae" to a states exWWte Wt tKe defeat was 

4^5 Not. Defense ftwstet a md tr tel. Tfm court (Wfe5> bite Kij 

do so Ft's m<w°Palates tW record to Ac? ft. ^texKrfd''(V'

LCarter] feats tU tea HONOMIL 5fMnt 

CMtT OF THte IAVII.T1D STAT15 exercise its 

discretion in t\\ts Case.) because ttsese fundamental
CoNStitut tonal CfPorS \K fttrltenefS tftte Scnaaslt def­
ected Itee uteeyrtte ■> fafrMess aced tta. ?u\A\c fetetodiow 

of tW judicial PfacerdiNte.
CCartccte went to Anal °n lute of fto(3 in a COteRUf T

COURT antA Pled not teUXVT t ' An all of AW fter ye S
against tero, WlMSe. LCafV] \S IMUOC£Nf of ttet OWS 

JU y Has loan tovtetrd of ?N a COWT fDWtel. 

rctertj0KhC& Canute vkte [Arms (YtfaA'j] was fMdfT 

im K°s AriaK Vv\s actuat maturations ouerc Vudden from 

review i KuA LCarter A Cqn skaw from kte Ref of tort Record i 
wKfcJa Kas Kern "alter "and certified te Court itfarkrA Wl 

terHiNOtrl WteAugus Ptetenten disregarded and (Aau- 

iPteoted state and federal Lams \u [Codecs! tfiate wUte\ 

lr\ave*n£i££* been ftvievjte by awy Court \m tV \Wrted 

‘States of Africa.

IS.



rmfcAaffnn ^ 

tLS app U*\S 1S3.MXm Gomel! v (Wriemaw (200$)

The f if \b circuit Court of affeals ScSAX (\f?e\\a\e co­
unsel dr.dcYeofbew ''hw; ft" notdtIIO Carmel! oP 

Yds anointment as attoc ncs of record thereby lemony 

Carmell btW deWWO entirely unaware. of what was 

oecufcius w the appeal process* The f fftT cTodt
also SaulG These oyyreyated errors hUdercdue the ft-
liahiUh of m P80O55 and they are Sufficient mr 

ynltude to warrant the HtSlWtf t XQU Of Gfd tUOXCl.
and for as fa Caudate that Cornell's (bustitutroHal r°stV 

to efF edu/e assistance of Counsel oh aPPcal woidinWfaL
Xu [CaXcsd AuedaPPealXRaymd CduoWoTwo^ 

oAc'M'Ws iWsc
errors MdAltLl. Raymond l Fads was Court appointed 

CachUPT COURT to represent [Coder] oh Awedby a 

appeal.
XCartec] 0006 "hmX1 NATlFXhf^ by appellate 

Counsel, trial Counsel, or the Corrupt trial Court, of the 

representation of (Ar. fuehs as attorney of record for 

LCarftrsl Atced appeal. [Raymond i. FuXsJas appellate 

Counsel 5au)i wrote or coramurcateA with
Petitioner "hts&X about anything CoNCerniny a direct 

aPPeat, which war routs a PR15WIIQN (X PRfMQ 

In [Coders] Case, and was tddmmlfo Vis 1ml mkts awt
cVt ms.

IX



CCarVtrl dAiVdld odW\pfed fo f kid out uda 

was affoiMHA as kis Counsel m duecf appeal.
LCodtrl wro'Vt fW in of (oudj fruA Counsel aid
tVt foarfk Coufi of affea\s [Saw Adorno, Ul, W"V
Sot^lO RfSfQHSf' ff0(A QH3 of fW\.

dotfs v Lacts iQ5S.C.T^Qi^3C»^ A fifsf aPM
a5 of fdki iWefore. 15 Nof adjudicated in accord

w\fV\ OWt fR0C£S5 ofQ laos if tW ofpdWt does m\ 

have fW effective assistance of au attornes gm 

DiadT AVPlAk.
[RaaccoNd t. fucks’onwoo] aPPomted appellate. s<< 

C0M^C\ ujeuf on avid filed on °N ad equate Witf/4L-
*\N fkt fovxcVVi COUfV of aPfw\s f SaN A dodo Td ON beWAf
Of [Carted] Jtk-oat feiftWs KN0\»)U0M OR
ACidiOUMT. [Cacftrl 'Ml" Saw fVc Wf fWT
Was SuWded fo tW appellate. Court, aN^U ffC 

poud offuwd tta Convict ion. fk. k^cVxs not
one U)V\6 sad [Cadtfl a Copj of Wt Wief> a was 

fbc affeltatc Court a\oN3 uoifK if5 ARMOR AjWfl
OPINION ,wkfck. staied-d Bp CAU5S CARl f.RR—

trtw ooa mot mm uuaw ' « JM
MSOTID WO TtwafOKllDHiVtu.
(felftpp.F) ao.



i The, fourth court of o??c.als,[SaK AnWioTk] also Said in 

i Vs ofUiotoTf aK affefWt s objection at trial AoeSNoT 

(Lonfaft with the issues fofseA on afPcnbthe issues foTeA 

on affeal We Not b«.N preScfveA foe appellate fwftvJ-Xu 

rdc. Paths CifffAavtt to the states V\o,W5 (0UfV he SUjS Ytt'fc
amed the reporter's PrcocA.fV Fuchs as afpeWte counsel sVv 

. ouU We. Wu Wat the Point of error on diced aPPeal 'iPUiiit
Correspond to the obj«tu>N made at tclat. Vic.Judrs ffora ex­
perience. Should We. Vaoiim that aM object\oN states or!€ 

le/fol theor j dw vnea) nfot be used to Suffor I a A°f fermt \t~
PSaA theory on Affect aPPeal. Hf. fuchs Aid Not bn ns uf tbe v ss_
ae that sbouJS L Caster] IS iNNoteut of aSIavated Sexual QS5- 

ao.lt of cx Child» 5g|xbibtv ■ t Ramroond L. FacW^cnSSSSOol 

brmmht uP UONOUsteNCf. (tains to the fourth Court of affWs
ON Wia\f of f factef~Xvd?tb-out *e\ief" infmmiNy fctihoNef»
c____________________________________ _______________ ____________ ____ ___________ _

.AKL V. pKlabofOa ICiSS.CT. \fi%1, IflSS fundaauntat fa'r- 

NC55 CNfiflp aNntdibeuF Attendant to qn adetuate offoctuNitd 

to Present hiS claims fairly urithtu the adversaf'i Sister// [Carter! 

uras denied this opportunity because appellate Counsel ms ob3 - 

ecWly unreasonable in faWny to sbou) onA find arguable 

f reserved issues m the. Reporters Record foe Hie aPPelWte Court to feifteu).
In ttafta si Case [Raymond [Fuchs UlaS foaut to be IN effective

fw'uf Criminal aPPfatSibecause be failed to inforraCfactcbl 

ttoT niS CoNVictiaN baa been afTfcroeA on duect affeal and also because 

OouNSd tailed to aaviise Pepr-ffoNtf of hts r faint to PtfftfoN Pro-sc for 

distrtWu fevW. XWttTX' TV state tots [base W to 

address tbe fact that LRasmond i facts! -'Nfi/FR'1 iMf0meA [Carter! 

tWt be bad been Court offointed to represent fetftvoner on Afreet 

appeal. The States habeas^Court does designated this as aw issue |“vifttYt
Which [Raymond l, Fuchs! admftts to °N QN QffuVit tothehaliMS 

Court
fll.



_ \A Ca\\^rMia 3X3 A.S 353S,CT—-
lAi^} Tht MMQLMliaiL* $J<&5 vnud fro-
naXl aPPowU CfiuN5e\ \o CX?pm\ M«Wns

OM afM^sd forlMW ttctawe. Pfoc&W iWousVx 

uok”cd afPomU Couusd's fcriorrviNce Cau Pa55 CO'
HdliuKoml ifAWSptr. Xm Te^ccxs> (uo$W If Nof a\\
a?ed\a\t[appom^X CDW5t\ U)P\\ dtVm^atft
*W\ WftttoS tart Hit U \e^
pftStMi a (PeW<Wt on VuS bwA aPCeal, t\\V ^
or cxttcotea m"s\. In TtM, m\ if rtoWW cxPPomleA 

aPPtWdt cmNSt\ wJW Sch6 % <kCm<Wf a Cofa ot 

fce. k«f M W. UA o« «!\>W fc ** “«f>
Court w WMf O? 0 (kW^. KSaai.»f;' f 

a5oNofc>\e vm\Vx a AitoiU Ws <Wd ^ j5L
food aPPofdd gppeWic cpmseA \_v w.

Xn

£ Coders! fML
■RoWY^ ?Ji>d\S OlXu.^, ---- —-5------------- rt:
qifl i\.s W7.V»« ins s.rT ON iNAv^eNT deVeNdoMi
15 cirttM to an effaj wi atijnw im
Ws *CNS AM r>\ Nr appeal as of MWT, flWh QCP0
k a STfftt W10? MMj.I CAcW Not fC-o
CtWo CecKSoHo,V>\e. dtcdrwt (xssistaNce of Cown^ci . o^'Ny
fW XVd aPfeai Process, fViaV WWt ^kW fWiWd ftlwreS. 

fel-J Xtf ettf’i ^afe.<^ftW\a??licoXV$ fWf fCaiVl W|7\d. We.
Vvi5 AoU \Ve fom\s ,\W\ oPPi\\cAc. (ou.«sd CRaVwa l.futWl .
iwPomeA PtWwMtr \Va\ Re was aPPmtM « eowtftX of CecocA, a^A AWt

(Vmikkp\ vVe\ipr^ CQtArXvxtslicaAtA \ajUVi K<a iMll" Qdoox cmnJ^iW^ aea\i*]0 

TFU W\S Afreci aPfrot uWcK vmxca^fs Tttl WSUWPTlQM OF PR?JM)1C£ • ^9. ,ujt



thl sumra court w> Hao:TW ta
CiXt oP access to roods °is toauAeA m t W due,
?roce.S5 cWst QMi^assuCes tWt no Pef50H uotU& be.
AenieA toe oPPortuwlb to Present to tW. buAicW0
aWeoations Concern it 3 vto\atToM5 op PuuAaram'tal
Constitotional rdVts, imlp.tuff U.S at ^7°i r&adWt-

5, c I • at Q080) ‘tifcASaU11
-------------------- <W$.CU\«rt

On finest i M~l [(kterl ftVA t\\5 WA PeAecdWW
CoffUS WfitXCarWt was tolt to tV law 5taPP L^'iotl)
tU W ro'AA nX StnA Pads QpJXXnat Wypfr to joe 

PAfa\ district Court unless IWo wre Specificalb ffluesM 

V)u tW Courts. barter i \S an wofaent iwt wfr »,w\ 

corot, 5o he. hat to use the tnA^ent Process ujoin tv\e Prisons
Icwo \\Wo3 to SoA VnS Aocumds, uKcVv W\\06 CofijS Op. 

KXWl was AtnieA^Wre flXt to sW) WAatAtn\o\ \C\oUtw5 

oP Con5t\tat\ona\c\#S to frit PeAccat district COOct.Ao n 

to tV\S State irapeAwwt, because V\e\5 \no
TWis hindrance, deuieA tCactccl his oPPorWit y to Present 

K?s daws farsuen 0X5 in PuWto the PeAeral distend Court 

for cwttuo. [Codas] trial Court ims PoaNdtoW CAft ml- 

The trial 3udse was CotWidtA £or bribery/Corruption.*
[Coder! cbtmdd to sent pads oP his trial Ww to 

tw Petted Courts,which sW)tW Corrupts XjAvs [dims 

fAcsidt] abase op AlsatWAue Process Violations during 

P.barterS"l trial^auA raofeXut was AewieA this A.ut ProctSS 

fhht. 'Xb



It has be£M cWb esVaWTsKeii b the SUfRlTO 

CftltftT. that Prisoners have a CONStitutibualb 

Protected dht of access to the fnarts,fioubsvsKtk^
and Po(t of that (\°s\x\ S.NCOifOPaSS MY) U-S j?D iQt 

q Prtrthwer to be able to provide
''RUMtrr''i®ofWs td\
tcawseafts to the. federal court for (h/kw of h°s 3Q5t 

federal habeas Co^PUiS usrlt. LCacWl fTltd a Stef OWL 

Mneyawce, kn 5lAfWf *1 ahew he was Prevented
ffoiA SwAto farts of his trial tfaNScnptS to the federal 

Courts h the Prisoab law librae pi staff .The PesPoUSC to^ 

the Mfhv ante, which! 5 SiVed bo the warden $totes* AtV 

mvestmtlow has been caMduded ndo Mowc coraplamt. Law 

library staff state that Mou cauwat Send hurt transcripts 

unless the)) wire s Pea H calls requested by the touch.
ThtS state yoauiefe Slww the oPPocWilty to p)a\l the 

transcripts to tour aMorwey hut Wu Chose wot to do So.
Mo further action k warranted]

Mi iTLimJdli)

C%uiiwk.) 3351! federal habeas Corpus litfsatioM StoAC,
q fro-se Ida cut (hitler is Hot entitle to avt abac Hey, and 

I L farters! Cast on direct aPPeal, which by tauia MlWt 

“s entitle! aw attorney, f factcrl was Melee,HQTILL1I1 

&f af?e\H Counsel appointment as attorney of record in h\5 

CaSt.Uaftrl uxxs never ylvcw the opportunity to 3? re aw y - 

Hits to aw atbrNcy, because- Petitioner Newer Koew he had owe,
k a violation of traders'] federal Const nationalf con the. Start, uihick

rf#c, *?MW' at.



The. touch sWie of tue Process is Protect kW of
the iNth/itual against arbitrary action-of 3oV-
drN'ne.wf. Pro cun nr v. nartihez gi(o a.3 Z%...
W S f.T iHop IQKefe Policies of State penoA ms~ 

fffuf'ows are iimlvtti federal Courts geNefall y tefer 

to The appropriate Prison authorities, but a policy 

of luAfaal restraint conn of on con Pass QMS Failure 

to taKe CoSNizoNCe of vail A CoKStftutioNat claims 

whether an si NS m ajetefal or state twstitahoN 1 

when a Prison peculation or practice of feats a fuu<k- 

nwial Constitutional Guarantee, feTeCal Courts Will 

discharge their duty to protect Constitutional 09ht5.
A_n C Carton! Case hi5 <W Process rights have been 

(AisfcOarteA through-out, but hu this iSSUC, ft 

ts transparent cnt easily SeeN, because Petitioner 

iS Poor on A rntneut ooA Warrern-Wlu a Texas 

3ta\e PfisoN he was tenet a right to sW> MiolafW 

of Consthufiouat rights to afaW\ district Court, 

which act about a PfiMUPT TRT.ftl TWO to, 

who was Sentence to ff.fMfll PftlhOU . when 

fersftet over CCarWsl trial Court Proceedings. for these 

feaSoNS fetitW LCaritf] betih/tS that the Honorable bUfflftt 

COUhT Should grunt hlliiotwd u)Cit of Certiorari, an! 

reverse the un-constihtioual CONNictfow of a Cfffll
STATt TRlftb COOiKT.uihfch ftitkec WAS Su^ecM to.

T5.



(M.U 1ST ON
-LU [Carter's] Case tkere. kas tarn a lack of tke.
?fo^tr fuMctuitta of fW oversaw Process and 

'Vs mtetcvb PronfW start.
A CQ&ftan onA VARTXAlJuAg&fftmas AcM fre.-

SiAeA over fed if tour's trial Court PfocteAkSS. IkeM on! 

Autd appeal fefil'cNff ts* NcMT" UATXf X£i) tkat [few* 

E.Fuckslis Court affomiifA to Pef (Went [Carter! on! Afreet 

aPPcal.The Court aPPomtkA appellate Counsel files au 

moAeiuatc krtVf to tke. Qpfrtlatc Court ou WkalF of, 

f Carter!/Auueprttimfr UOTTKLK'oc £MtM SewAs [Carter!
a Cofrt of voWt W kas frUAu>tfk tke aPP&ls Court.

[Carter! fries an U.oi StateWW Corpus vortf QUA 

kernes up daks aWf a Mm TRXBl A tiOrtn 

akuse of ArtcTftuufdue Povfs< vmlatWl,uikfcX occured 

ductus tke frtat. TW States kaWs Court Says AWt_Xne

wkTcX kaslcally fSeaNS tkat aPPolidteA aPPdlatc CouNsrt 

Vfa'irAonA XFacW! AosteA [Carta! lots of’Poctuurt'i to 

Comply witk tke States PooceAuCtS an A okta?n aNf Orta" 

uAltexfW ON! tke (Ae.f°t5 of YSs ctatoostw tke State.
Courts i udvick f co\res tkat aPfe\\ate_ counsel uoas in- 

effeetwe ON! [Corks! Afreet aPfcal.Tl\e AlskXl kWl 

Court ouA tki PPftk cWt ffAccal court SaM tkat tke St<% 

Coack ProcecWlh Wrd [Cartas! Clauos.SrtPkfrtf f OQfXl
fftceAeut is tW ouh Qatkoats tWt to CorrtfolkuS 

QU(\ ~t\\af Qiytkocrh 4Wa\ Udactcc 5^/ clams afC-
Wtft WceA a^jaAfcatcA

•ftic Tfvverl -Vs *
W-tjrtW 

Pate ^ u»t aonSt*


