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PITTTIONERS MATION FOR REHARINGY
ONTHE DINTALOF WRIT OF CSRTIARART

T Hhe interest of Sustice feitonee SOWARD LEE
CARTTR "aidnw7 15 being held Tllesal f Custody by
The Texas detactment of Criminal Sustice , feseondent LORTE
GO\QVIS W ViolaTion of the United States ONSTHHuToN and,
F5 laws, agatwst his will. Pextdioner vesPeckfully fequesta
(eheartng 6F The denial of his wett of Cee¥Sorart, whidh was
£7led with the couct oN Tu\y 12,2019, fetitionee was aronted
oN extension to File b Justice SAMUEL AL BLTTO an Ma 4,
2019,
Petitioner CARTIRG Clatms and questions Yo the couct

Not onlY 020145 ts Wis Case s but Yo ony ndSaent |P+iaant
PersoN Tn the Crimina Sustice SYstem Paraugh out the Unided
Staltes of America. feitionee CARTER bos been T Puresst of
Justice and s Yedeco\ ConstHuTanal (fants dS\Caently Crom

e tomenT he "PLED NOT (UTLTY iN 0 Texas stofe Afsirict

CCBB(AT that was CORRUPT and DLGHONSST.
- Angus Meaigly Bexar Gounty Teras courtroom 1a4™ ]
T

Avstridd C(M’V,B'u\ﬂ \0, &0\3]\»(15 found Yo be o CORRUP
L Tu0GE, Cetitionee wwj
o f(‘fq\.




(L) CORAUCT TRTAL (QURT TUDAS Ansus Meafts 244™
tstetct couct Bexar Coundy. Texas Presided over f)cﬁjrzqwers AETARTY
Ju\ of 2013 Anaus Mesinty admifted Yo tolina bribes From

law9ers: moniPalodtNg aNd (1981NG Crdmnal Coses o the bench

05 ¢ Shafle disteict Sudde I San Andonta T . His abuce o€ A% -
cretion of the law and Yae leaal $s50e5 S Pekhanecs

Case waceonts 3ustification of feview. @ CORRUCT TRTAL

JUOGE who makes Flowed Veaal tulinas T o defendants

T wl 75 NOT \}3 YY\ENS-YY\XS) ey are CbN%J(?JmWONQ\ \/?cy
\ations that Should be feview. Petttionee has beouahd Yhese
CoNsTirational violationsto Faht fn his wett of cectioracs
‘OM& theoudh-aul the STale and fedecal \Triaation Process ,
TUWMTCH HAVS NGYSR BEEN AD Ju0TcaTs”

detthioner CARTER Yoelteves that heee has boeen on fandamental
iscartiade 0F Justice Tn this €ase. The Protedutal rulfna

boceing fedecal nobeas ¢orPus Ceview Tn the \ower federa) coucts
15 CONTRARY 4o SUPRIMS COURT rullwas Yot was established

OVes 30 9eats a30 *“Wrels v, Reed 109§ (4 1638 “* [TH5 PLATN

STATZMINT RuLZ ] T CARTERYS State obeas Croceeduas the

5tate A4 Net relte an an adeduate ond Pndefendent state law
waivedr Around Yhal would bac Federal \aleas coctus teview. The

Shafe said the *exact“same thing that was said InN _Hacels vReed 1095 T 038
“THAT THE GROONDS THOULO HAVS BESN RATSSO ON DIRST AP AL

The SURREME COURT HELO: TN Hacris v. Reed 108 § (4 1038 4%%Y

Traf s Stafement fat\s shaet of an exelict celionce an any (
State law warver 04 o Ground for CeSecting any asect of fetitioners
Claims.” Accordingly the Statemend did wat and daes Nt erec) ude
fedecal habeas corPus fevtew by o dicteick fedecal court” bt for

s5ome (easoN {1 did In CetiHoners Cose.




These extraordivaty Ciecamst anees i uhich Pefitionec Pro-
Pecly Presents ace dbout o |

Aucia the Yelal thal cenders the Proccedinas completely Yoias

and unfaic. The fedecal Constitutional claims have ‘Never” bee

0ddeessed of adSudicale by ang couct Tn Bmectea. CARTIR'S

Lt of Cectiocact 1 Not feivolaus ar Maltcions. CIRTTIORART

Should be aronted Tn the exeecateation of being oble to decide
@Hn@_ questions Presented to the honotolole, SURIME (HURT.

THT SUPRIME [OURT HILA L T Mactinez V. Ruan 132 S €4 1309

An adtorned s ecrors dueing an offal on AStect cevtew Moy rovide
conse to excuse o Procedual default for I8 the aftarned offoin ed
by the Couck to Pursue tae dfrect abfeal 15 Sneffective, the odi-

SoNer has oeen dentted faue Ctocess and The opPortunity To ComPTy
with the states Proceducs ond obtein oN adludicolioN ON The

et of Wi clatms. ReXtttoner CARTSIR (eauested o c&?ceczv QPPG%\\ otee
eentne Conviched S the CORRUWAT (OURT. Cedthioner s tndiaent

the Cooct ‘\)5 (equiced To apPoint Counsel and counsel 15 SuPeose Yo tnform
The defendant of the refresentation on dicect ofpeal. (ARTIR Was
never told e had counsel on dSrect esefeal . CARTIR was ~Never
Ya\d that edoetef Yo onabPellate oufT wos betna Filed Tn his Taecest,
(ARTER was Never” Shown o betef that was £5ed Yo an affdlate.
court on his behalf untill the memorandum offuton had aleody
been Tssued. CARTER was ‘Never " told by owg-one 4t [ Roymond .
E“d"sg 87498400 1 oppolutled alpellate counsel was teflecenting hes
InTeresT on dired offeal and that he had Filed on Preserved. ¢ \aims
to an aftellate ourt oN behalf of CARTSR untll after the
aftllafe courts Sudaement was mode.. Radmond §. Pucks, afPciiited
olfelate Coumsel admitts i W afPtdavit o Hhe State habeas
CoueTLTHAT CARTIRS ALLTGEATIONS ARE TF FACT TRU)

" Zakht W Wk of CecYlorart, Tevas deemed offelate (ouncel
Rodmond 4. Fuchs tneffeckive ductng CATIER'S Alrect afteal .




Thes question Yo the couct alone 1s o Intecvening Cie-
curmstance of a substontial or contralling effect when ¥
Comes +o PeXitioness cose and an® Tndident defendan! who
(equest o Avcect afreal (v the Stode of Texas. Does on
have o due Peacess viaht fo Kaow , Who

ond 7€ he 39 beening e eresended by Counsel oN dired alteal 7
Does on indident defendant tTw the Stafe o€ Texas hove a
Aue rocess clant o Know udnat ?s veening €5led on W Yoehalf
Yo on affellate court concerning s Aicect affeal before
;)uc\qtmwjf |5 YV\O‘L‘\(’. ? i,XS?CC\O\“‘j for ow OKO\MP\Q \Tke (’c’ﬂhowecs
(05€_uohen the el \cx’sc Couct afECems and {5 aPixton $a4s thaT
the issues Presented do noY compoct and ace Faece fore walved.

T+ 1o o foct and elatd Yo see thak fetitiones (ARTIR was dented
s soxkh Amend Constitutional tiakt Yo on effective adiorney
duria s d\ced offeal Process and the Shate of Texas has OAW\IH’GC{

Rekiioner T fact wias dentied tnts tonsiiiutional (1ahy ﬁf‘_ﬁ_—l{/
werk of Certiotoli

T this cose he lower fedecdl conrts has satd ot CARTIRS Cloime
obout o CORRULT Feval Sudaes atsceetion, fouctenth Amentd violations
Prat Wollen ducing s Tetals which CARTER cassed The €50t chance e
Ao were Procedually varced on SYade hobeas ceview. Cetitoner (ARTIR
has demonstrated that the SUPRIME (OURT LAW Ts Contracy 4o
Yhe \ower federal coucts ofinions and Sudgements ti s case.

A Stade oc Gedern) ouets dederemination 15 CONTRARY 1o

TCLIARLY 29TABLTIHED FIORAL LAWS uwhen 4 arrives
ol o c@N(‘,\uéon 0fPostte 1o Yhat feached by the SUPRTME
COURT, which s Cxac,’r\ﬂ what has occocred S Petitioner

EOWARD LTE (ARTERS C\‘\S?,




ON feetl 17,2018 THE SUPRIME COURT HELD ®

The WSan V. Sellecs 138 S ctuar (% A Fedecol haloeas couct

Cenfewing on UnexPlatned SYale couct decision on the merits
“SHOULD LOOK THROWGH” that decision fo the LATT RELATED
Sfote coueds decision that PROVINES A RZLEVANT RATIONAL
and Presume. Yhat the UnexPlatned decision adoPted the same

easoNInG *THI 100K THRAWGEY MSTHARALA Y

The Couck also Said * i o straight focwond ey whenthe |
lost SYate couct Yo dectde o Octsonets clofms exPlatnes 115 dearsion
on the MIRTTY Tiv o feasoned oftntion. I that case a Federal habeas
couct 53mely Ceviews the sPecific feasons aiven oy H\g_ shate
Couct and defers Yo Those (easoNs (F hey oge (easoNable .’ The
couct o\ sard ¥ T4 moy frove facktculorld ATEETault where the.
Tsq0e. Savolves Stode low. sudn as stofe Cacedural cules that
Moy cons trat the scofe of a Ceviewing Coucts summacy de-
claton a mattee Iv which o fedecal FJudae aftew ladks com-

Pocakive exfectise” The LOOK THRAUWGH LAW falle uf undec
the fundamental Coreness Q)(&PWON a Waler S\r\eac)\ m\e. beec\roc\(‘

Proceducal e\ement that 5 essential fo the fateness of o Proceeding.

When Hats Now “ requieed tule of Constituttonal Low, which

Aeals with Proceducal bacred Tssues Ts apPlied Yo CARTIR'
Chodms [ Case 14 will Mot onlY show That s Clomms were “wewee”
Proceducal oorred whnidh ace obout o CORRUPT TRTALS
COURT JUNGES Atsceetion ond abuse of the law durfna
CARTIR Tetal. The wokesshead bedrock Peoccducal rule us\

also Show +he ineffechiveness of afPellate coungel on CARTIRS
Afreck apPea\, which 15 cause Yo excuse a Pracedural default that
the Stode of Texas “wevee e\led on v the First Place,




CONCLUSTON

Cebtbioner CRRTER went 4o tctal and PLED NOT GUTLTY

Yo, Ywo Coulls of 099tavated Sexval assawt of o Cwild

ond theee counds of Tndecend witho child T o Texas
Stade Aieket cowet Phat wos EOUND TO B¢ (ORRUPT .

Pctthiones was corvicted, Phecefore e Cequested o dect ofeal .

Pelthioner was indiaent. s0 by low the couct ateoints counsel €or
e dfreck affeal, CARTIR Was “Wener” Suformed by ons one. SF

this Process.which 15 feauired by \aw ever ackually took flace .

ON November 12,2014 The foucth couct of offeals [San Antonio, X1

affirmed CARTIRY convittion, The Coucts Mmemorondum 6P inlon
Stated > * Becse CARTSRS obection fo the expects testimond ot 4rial
does NoT Comort witth The Ts5ues tonsed ont Arect aifPeal . the (Ssues
were Not € eserved ond are nerefore waived.” Bethionee (ARTIR Never

Knew these unPreserved claims wece been tatsed and Ecled Tw hos
belalf. CRRTZR ‘mever” Saw o oetef Yot was beenina Celed S
W< behalf and CARTIR Newes” Wnew Ravmond 9. Fuchs & 34a 8400
~was affelate counsel Yor his diteck afPeal. feditioner CARTSRS
T TRIOL AND DIRECT APPEAL WERS RATH FLAWSD AND UN-CONSTIT-

LTITONAYY, Tie 9?08( Andus Meainty was Corruet as o Astrict
Sudae fn San Ddonio Tx of and around +he same fime a5 CARTSR S

tetal and Aftedt alleal. Be wios Sentenced Yoo tuwo Years S Sederal Pr-
TsoN because of his corcult Conduct. Wig d%cretion of the \eaal

tosoes T CARTERS Y\ nave Sewec” veew teview. T4 a fack

Prat Ravmend L Fudh was demed Tneflective by the State of

Texas for CORTIR'S dfreck afPeal, *““sihebts (" anditi
9(*10“00\!‘6(‘5 \MCH af Q{C‘\G\Q(‘c\(‘?




Petthiones CARTER Yo diligently and (efeated |y brought uf
the Cedecal constitutional vialations From the €ircd Clrance.

e was atven Citor Stote \r\a\oeacxs CocPus 1 ond og a fesult of
Sheee \chdveov}mc.a ‘r\/\eac\mms nhove “NeneC” beern evaluated
base on the tntetnsie fiaht awd wrana of the madiec.

The federal cules of 32 1.5.C 52254 entiHes o Prfeoner 4o an
UNENCuMbeced oPPortuntty Yo wiake Wis case Yefore o Federal
3udge. whew the evidence \eads very clearl™ 4o The conc\us fan
fhat o fedecal latm was Invadectently overlooked Fn Stode Coued,

ALDPA

Pecriits de Novo (et T Hhese tate case’s whena State mudt
(de o federal clatm (n o wray Hhad Ts Condrary Yo ¥ eleacty

¢ stollished Sulteme toued Precedent s Tn felitiones CARTER'S

(i€ Fhe western district of Texasifede courd ) The Same diseick
Yo' sentevce Angus Meainty defded Cedihiners clatms on hig
Fedecal habeas corbus 2254 i o way thod ts Condrary +o Cleorly |
estob\ished Gupreme couet Precedent The claims about [Angus Moyt
abuse of drscretion / fourtendh fimend Violations thot habfen dwuring
CARTZR'S 4rial Shauld have “never” been deem Praceducalld bared
by o Afshelet Cedecal Couct. Thae Slode of Tevas Nevec” said

e Clotms were Crocedurally hatred on Gdate \nabeas cevion . They

A net addeess o adiudicate the clams on Yhe mecits. The Sate-
ettt that Thed made wag 3 The acounds Should have been Fg?seo\ oN
c\(\’wed 0(’(’&\1\ and Jr\na)t ‘\\\(’ Iteat wert S%ou\ NO* be. USeA to H‘Tﬂd‘} e

maties wihich shodd hove been tadsed on dicect affeal The State.
hoving Knowlediae o the some Hime Yhat Yhed,Lihe stafel had
already Aeeed P Cointed OQ?Q\\QJYC coumse) Raymand £. Fuchs
Ineffective during CARTIR'S dtcect offea\ owd that Rnsus
Meginty had fled 48\ Yo Corcupiton Chorgers as o Stade
Cx‘s‘ﬁfd‘ 3uc\‘3€ ?N SQN HN'&'ON?OsTEXCAS‘T»\& chose Nc))( Yo ac\drcﬁ

recefore walvel the pro ecl (‘QSGNJ{QA‘ ?cc\e,m\\ CONS‘\“H’QWON‘(X\
Q\/Né)\qﬁor\}? %\\q)‘rmépsmti& (‘Yfe‘.ie\zjf‘)u\ Yo the Fedeca\ dvsteict court.




CORTER aas demonstrated the ecessary tontinuance ond
Aue dilliaence N xercising Wi bicth 9iven ciahis as o

Ciitzen of the United Sales of Bmesicans thecefore CARTER espect-

- fully feauest o feleacind an dhe dentod of 1S5 W of Cectioract
- ondd frogsthet the HONORARLE SULRIMS COURT JWITICES
dectde. (ARTIR'S uestions thad weee Yimely Presented Yo the. Coucd.

CIRIIFICATION OF
COUNS L

L ZOWARD LEE (ARTER , Lo s and untefresent by Counsel

N s W\g’(kf  Presend ﬂ/\?ﬁ Cerhi€raation along with motion
for (Eneasing on the dentia\ of wielh of Cextiorac Yo the Gubreme.

- Couet of the United Stafes T 9000, fofth ond wat Sor delay.
RCSp'ec‘}Fu\)g Signed by i, dog (oo

7 10048 0(R12967

willfam R. Bayd untt
2A00 SPuc 113 Teaoue , Texas
‘ 75260

Todaus date 15 November 3. 218
The +ime 15 19;35 P&

CORTTFICATE OF 91RVICE

S ZDWRRD 197 (ARTIR, Lo st rndiaent \titaant hereloy

ety Paat o Yooe ond Cottect 009 of Petthioners Motion for e~
heacin® onthe dental of weitof Cectioraet olona. with cectificotion
oF Countsel wos Placed T tve Williom €. Roud unit PeisoN marlboX

ON November % 2014 at :325%* and should be sent by Fiest
choss mocl to the Cerk of the United Stales Subveme Court ot
the Follawind addiess & 115t oF NE washington  DC 20543-600L

Restecrolly S1amed by fo\m}':é o (oo
7 O #1267,
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