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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:
^ to

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,
[ ] is unpublished.

paccv ; or,

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[ ] is unpublished.

pace.C ; or,

[ ] For cases from state courts: M | A

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix ^__ to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.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

; or,

aj IaThe opinion of the 
appears at Appendix
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished, m I a

court
N IA to the petition and is
ajIa ; or,

1.
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
s’/nliqwas

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
, and a copy of theAppeals on the following date: 

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix £

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including 
in Application No. fiilL Anifi

AliftNlA (date)(date) on

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

[ ] For cases from state courts: N / A

hi /aThe date on which the highest state court decided my case was 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix H)A

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
_________ tilt________ , and a copy of the order denying rehearing

N /Aappears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to'file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted ,
(date) in(date) on__Ulfilto and including 

Application No. Ai^A. It__

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

ftmtdMeut ])ue- PftoctW, The piffU

U-S. ConsV»4o4*i
wen

o^aran-fee^ 4-KaV>6r\

J° ?efion sUll be deprived 0-f |,-(e l''ke<4ij ,0f poverlu)W,4U
due, process 0 ■¥■ lauj'1

The. <-ou(4 has W-Irher heU H* + X+l^ £uJ«i*eflW 

o\ doeprons* i6 +he flfporW.k +o be heard *+ a 

and trv a. meanin^ol mannerM J

re^iz/rewfin^
meaningful 4,'me

The
11 onl^ i 4 4be. a 9 p ^ Can 4 kas
o4 a. Cons'Vi-^u'V’ional C»<^h\ lg U-S.C . 2.^^) (cl ( t\. Towafte socba

s4fa4e. 4bqf reasonablejun$4<> would 

%\nk HtdisfeicA Courts assesSme.o4 of 4he. Coovb4o+'»on,d cU\M^ y
SUcVx V'.rOc.bamel, S*V^ U.^. H?3,*f8H ,iao L td .

ft 4he i ssues vrese,n4ed \ toVK U-S. *£-E.>US s} were acje<2_i/q4e 4o d

gMf^-Jn'lkr-£Lv.^eKf,HJas.st^sst ,.l5 S.c4 r12

court m«u issue a cerVific^e.o'LPPfaUt'i.fj 
4he.Jenfid<10- <x sobs4<*n4"io\ G^<duj>m a

slnoio'in^ , a ' pefWloner noosT d em on

1(3 or bJforv^
2-000Xor4M
eserue



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

rcu
0^ 4h& p<"6ce.e „ Pe.4'i-lr

iontf raised a &0& mo^ “PKrt*t', CQun<*&I4 ac4i

\oner raised \rUsue^,
£.v/i den-Vart^ Vlearin

10 r\ ion** a

4 he. ■
*2. *& U. r> • C • £.2.55’ rtnd u>a<> 

oo-V ArV» e ;uil^*cV\ 00(\c, issue

(id TUA- sAaAed, " Counsel ItJ -Vo rekii plea,and also Counsel Caused 

pe4i4icn«r +0 W^o a favorable, plea Wed On erroneous advice.+h„4

\n- on o,
4eAran ^ on one i ssue

A EviAen4ar^ hearing oja.s <yqn-Ve^ in re^axis. +0 » ssoe 1_, The pie* • 
WW.cVCoorV apfolnUA micV,6,\.CoKen+0 repftsto++h ’
+he ^'.den + er^ n , Th , ft+,4*oner also «s|peJ h,t
'r.Bn. T Se“r^°r ** Wsb +0 be WrA .

A na-t beino^ 4-he. cqsc, / he shfiold re.q (»(?<4- C„ Xi
4W conclusion of+ht Evident*Vcncin^L rn?V,4cTTdaCT 0O,reH?'A + 

kepor-Vand £eccom^eockTon dtnu;nn C(,\ie4' 4-n ‘ ^ '5SUed
no-V hflAA toeciH ^oc Tucihec reu'.euj . i- >« 5 well as s4q4eA

Xs^Ot q.-V Kami i S>

issue.
e pe+i-hioia'®^ $ 4

(\ 4 'hornet^ ojhy issue 2- 15 ir

+
2-i5 does

^nce- Appoin4eA , {l<3uose[ 4oC pe4;4ione.r 4'4 ) L 
4Ue «-v« or posV hearing brtets 4o issue i 4haA Abe Evident |fTn 

une scKedu led 40riSnd also issue z-lS wk-.cK ^,,5 no| ' 5

fts+beuu^oseoA+Heeriden^r^Trori^rTrT/ot+r"^- i ,
-This tfU^WeloiW.bed «,eac,4ed * Ev.jeoWy Herein ^ , +TTolt T^ CU:V 

A-or a,poinded Counsel aA Uas4 Ao S4ntn34ben pe4;4loner aramnenAs jlV 
Win^ br,<W in SuPpoc+ of Abe. ar juemend ,/r, ,j expanj J +h ■ r+ T/' lef 

Appo.nAed Counsel didn-4 Aile speciAic. objec4tons 4o4he l i / Th
oA 4he (YU^sVnvAe^uAy. and .dendiAu cubub porAion D44- e»“»n.oenda+

4o-in 4he record oA 4he reporA and cecconunenJaAio^ . fa 

Toja^'n ^ single ^oo-Vno-le., which S-U-U4 '< , d'd ofcJe
objecV*on aeeme^ Ue bis4clc4: CoucV aS *s’‘# T*

4-h«. eour-Vs 4-0 -Crwi U05 crn4 ^eoerql obiec-^lon's ^k°
4-Vi^ Cour V- Thu<i (\Q^ecW{\o^ -hKe inAre^r0j^ *Vh€ prodeedinata^ n^Cons,^ce<Jhi^ 

besAr-the peV.V«on£c<=> fnoo4-hp\ece an 4 4i U pceandpos-b he^rio^ bri&4-S acii h 

Oo4r speo4\caUi^ objeeVJ/n^ 4-0 rOA^isArr^e. ^ud^e (^epor4- and kecooi^mencUA- 
and no4- 0W-.oa> peAi-l-'.onec no4on\^h\s b£64rsho-t}bo+ All o4 hi^ bes4 ° ^ ^

rJiPP'opin4c
andposAr

*s a

ions

Sho+5
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d als© Vo be heard tf.nd Vhere-£cc^e had abandoned<5tni «/-

d V\iS cW'im *b and handi P his abi L'-trtipe V> V \onecs. an i c a

bieeV j as uoKen Pe4-iVioner obiecVed Pr«-se His ohjecVionSI O <0

Void hV 0 V • \ drVornehas Vod Pe4iV\onec WasOJ <*„s i s ae an
rs rcVborne^ did So (VVile Vhe. ob^ecVlonS an A whan peWl one

V as p&Vi-Vioner Vlled In hi-s resCcVed objecVtonS j li ouoeuerOJ as no

1 V was I'm a VooVno V-e. j and was neuer a V all Specific i <3S which

V 4-he. record in Vhe lYlasisVraVe, Tod<^e.pof Vi o n O

Ce poo V an d ('eccomme.ndqVon he o (o j e c V S j V kere b Pe4;4-i0neC

sV«.d£S Vhls i“s enou^ln Vo shouJ Cause and prejudice

in an I n‘, Vial ceuieuJ colU4-&Ca\ Proceedings pursuanV df o

d aslAs Vhi5, Uonorahle Supreme CootVfY\grV*ne'2. V»Rt^ar\ V i an

o^Can-V VK\s Pe4-lVi®n an 1 re open zeiT or errand a new '2.2-S'C

Vher reUeV VhnV Vh\s douc4: see -£;4 Vo i>e addressed >and afH6 o

I
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
A AtftenAmtnV b-oc Pcoccs* <c\hV ha^, been ylota-U-A ( 

4ha4
pe4'«4c\ CO(Y\ toner

bo be (near A on issoes ca'»se<b *n kisabjecbi

bfonr> appcinWA Counsel oo4 rvoaspecl-Cl'C objerb
R«.poc b anA Re

was ami bbed an j> on 5

4a ^i^belucW

coZ^ f **•* **M*T
VOCiOanV+6 MAPvtXUti vVua^vV^"!: 7''^? C6|U^('‘'V proceed ,'n

VC.ceeJ.n^ , W *ncc. »nt i s app^-U i +he„ , + ;s H , . ",al

+J'7Clr7 a^u4t re<’f«<*'^°" as rejoiced bo +he 6a ° ^ +° ','f 
S\*4h <Wnd^en4 4o 4he Consblbob^on a s r n i r a ^oct^on and b

Vhe bis4r.cb Cgoc4 bo rtpc*s««V ^ pcV,bionec a\bT^ ^ i apP°>oUd 

vk>as ^rao-U^d i Counsel ab 4-his «llouiJ04| £)( , , ^vdan-Vnr^ Uesr.'n^ 4.^4
Waring betels and also when \h<L Ma^isb'cnde ‘udqe ‘ ** "4^ Cecor^ 0,f‘^.'b.,l 
^oym^feV.-V'.onecs cW,ms, l+ W Couns4+a3 ,

4o bKe ^epoc-V AodCeccomme,nd«4i©os ftnci »<ienV.^^>5pect^. ; ■ J, d^-t-
0 b bh-e cepo<4 ttrA CeccoontneoAvbons in which pebibloner t>b\(>.c.\<, J°} *°*7^, °, ^,ereo0C^ ,

»n )us4 ^osilws a"d generaUbjer-Ws which need n«4 ^ dedded L hhe JlT5 ftoof 

tb oJas debecnnlned bi^ bhe bisbricbCourb Tuei^e in +he\c becision,4hq4 cour^\ *'

0 b^ec-Vions 4o -bhe noci^isbrabe-judcje f€parb and ctccowmendadion was " le^qll^ - ^ L
Therefore. Counsels. acbionS *£> enough 4o shoW Cause, and prejudice. Pursu 

rOacV^ee v/.^oo Sc4 ,and abbecbed 4h* io4e5ri4«^ ob 4he proceeding and uioM-ed

peV.bionecs due process ci<^h4s> . as bhe purpose ob c\ £ v.denbar y Heorin^^s+o^
4he record - There bote, when peii-Uoner 4‘iWd his irnbilal br»a4; and Was yen-led’ (L

euidenbar^kea^iAC^ 5 A.p^>o'm4ed Counsel was 4o be pedlkoaecS naou4hpiece ac4ln^ 

as h>s a^en4 <sA " cepresen*t'’ kis alien4 in evzcQ sense, o 4 4-he

Counsel aevJeC presen+ed andj^^ enriched pe4i4ionecs CkC c^uenoeo4s (X *S ■?

9co-Se \» 4i t^ufi 4 s4andpo\n4 4

• on <,
ccomraen

5 '
•^ardson in

)

e PrC^nd|)«-f
r£fd0MMfn£la4^

on

d.coo r

fom

1 4h le^ql progressionj
bee £v/iden4ara, lleacinc^ , ao A 9os\ £vl denAar^ Ueacin^ and Once 4he )ni li'a l

£vf'idenbaru^ llearinc^ WAS Cone loded ^ an d a Cepor 4 a0 veccommendddion oJ<?S issued Counseloeu»r 
fried, aoi^ spec'lbic objec+?««S and ide-nd-lbu^ coK»th porbion ob £he record be obj'ec+s as 

wheo he d>d objecAr 'ib 00AS in a Single senbeoce boobnob-e which sbnbedj
pe+ibioneC sbab^b bhiS objeebion WaS a •

4 4ke record

o one oji

4m4/* Sijcne oca l aT^urneoVS Av"
<^enec<A'l objet-lion , and didn’b idendirt-^ a, specific porbitoo a
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4i<-iftn4id udkieVi <5i>jec.Vs flnd mas deemed lea^llya imsu

gnd ihece^orfc bnVric.4 0~ud3d d pe4i4-ione.es> ho fe> ce.o‘i t
"Tbis i-o to hij pe4't4ionp.f G i 4~ e. <d 6ac.K V. bnv/is«Sc.l^«»»T^ 1 n_____ _

b\e >sucis4s uoo ul d 4>o d 4hi s 4"<3 bi4 a ■ex4ra®rci;oar y C.icccjns4«nce3<X f €.oi son a
\e,2. v/. C(,osk>y1^«Hzoo^j Naples* if. 4K<oma6*S‘C. 4 >an d Cr on t-ca

S*e4 ft4 t3)k . C 201-2 ^\4h s^W4inez. v\(?y 132.an $

L»jec4{»A* wlii’ckPali4ioner also 4rled 4o object bi£ film 3 iniis ou?n •

specific in n«Aoc-e. an A idenbi 4i e d b-he pocbioo bKe record

pe44ionec
Uie.ce.
of bVve. rAa^'tsbcafe ^5*udre-Por4 and reccomraeda-^ii o ns
obi>ecdrS> t irvouucvjer' 4he.se, o!oiec4ions oje/ce. fu4ile. j and idled i>yom>

4 \o a PPoin4ed Counsel d m^tcUfine, dis4nedr Cooft S and ) ansen

appointed counsel never sub mi4 fed 4h6s& specific. o£>Jge4<ons t/y

bu-s, own words and ce.presen4* toha4 plaio4i44 obd&e4s 4 <3 >

t o,c^urnenbs as iir> « 4»®4>»o4fe Cl^arfyand bi^ ios4 sb*i4i Sanoe o rar> 5 i

4 4hi/s ciffedleA f'ke in4fc^r»4i^l-e r^alW in su f 4'W as icto

© f bhe proceedings an d Pocsuao4 bo S^ac 4ioez. V. R^n 4ifi?S 4 hestS a

d prejudice /n an inrheic&viQVJs ban Aac d, l b s<*4i fies bke. csoseRS I on

CoU«*4e/*l pfecee^io^.

4ke Purpose. o4 fke, £viden4arq Hearing d4flXl4ece.f was 6 ex.penoce

d Counsel abandoned pebibioneC ,bhi)5 resold pe4.‘4i«»nec0 ry \~he. rtiofb <n) an

denied. K\s to&jns pedibionef sbabes bhese cUims p<*€.senbfi dwas
in bhe t^U.s.c^S'S’ was meri44ul and /vadl4^een argued 4ha-l,dU<id 1

p re sen bed b^ pebibioner Spe<ri4ia in fe-^rds \ Cclaims bb«i4 a<"e are

d and bod counsel paired Oo4 bb«dln +he objeeded cl<?if«£ or <?r gt-ecl

i 4 <3 pen bi^tlv^ IndenbXieS 4 o 4be por4ion ©4 bbe /iOQ3n4ra4e l"ud5e

p€.pocdr and rgtc.ops<nend<\4«>n 4/iere is a fe^Sonabl^. problbtttjf'tj
4Ka4 dbe decision ojould be (ji^-^Crfen-b ol-fimadgiiA 4^ iSSU^



htacA ad dhe, fcv'ideodac^.Ueerio g> Qjbncln was issued-in

dhe. 2.9 §u.s.c l%SZ /fcounsed-fail do c&tavg cv pUauce.
si

And ecron&ous a dvAcfc, led Pedid'io ne,f do Torero a davomble ple,c\>

d ler v\ Cooper,t v'.-fbo4k ’iS5\ifcS a 4 liand CepreSe,n4 f*0ias I SSOUf! rye. An

Verbal p lea o 4 ? ^egrs ♦ Insde-ad P&di 1'ione.r(dovernMe.nd ad pm 4ded4 <9 a
4 do 4oaI and fftcifcvfcd 1&&QCS and L-(;e4'»me. pise^.4*«wen ion

d^s'Mjood cesd'.do-Vion ^w^rded -4 Keged v/iedim, sendencej ,O 0. AAO

dlocd ^rCom dri«1 adds r nfcg 4a p4di4*©«er,"V K\<> ms g\l based on erroneous a
UibicU Was clearly pre^ud»oa\ a*. pedidioner sdnded

repoed re deeded a Cadeg org 1 level 32.dtae presenVenc.e. Xnuesdic^.d'ion

and pe4\4\onec was enhanced 8 pounds drom dhe advisory guideline

Secdion or. elemaods -VhaduiAS already em bedded indhe. sdadue. dorC«M/»tdtW/

■Clecded no crlna.'nal Msddedg WaS & level MO« Xdalsand uId; oramu o re

(dojouldod l>tobc.b So evieC.T here d ore. dac'in g 4 h'>s Si do* V eenion t

pracd ical d or pedldlooe/ -Vo nocepd dhe T ‘ji^or plea dh^d dhe govern men 4 oUgcej

Grov/emmend sd<*ded dd\€.*4 dold Counsel od dhe. P^a verballgian d Counselsiabi fe

dold P^d'ib’ionec and Ped'idlonec refused 4b«s paid prWade, aldornegs advice.^>®f4

do pedidioner <9^ 44c Verba|ia ordered pUg,Was no wridde.ru ggce.eroe.od shOlO rN

prood dbod Coonse.1 even dold pe4»4;oner 4he plfifl 4Usanernwy 0fan A dVifcce, Was no

dder'mg jodKer db«m dbe R44ornetd,s words . Pedidioner w^s naHra^Kdadtn‘i44ed 4 o o

Courdgnd vior dice. in on The g/leged rejeeded plea dAa4 came!shied\ o a

pedid'o^ec re4used iTheredore, dMs u)<?s cUarlgprejodlc*«l dhis is

wka pe4‘«dicivgC ci dad NordK Caroiloa V. Aldor A £<4, (hiding adher reasons dhan

defend Arid do p^ea , d LaUm V. Un'idftd Sdafes tC • C.\r -iguild wo old Stnnduce a

< Idgplea . Pe d * 4•'d lnnocer.ee Joes ned OndemVine.bolding pcodevfed ■oner sdodea goiOrS 0

db«4 id would od b-eeo pracdicgl do accept a plfi-Q. and nod be. sob^ec4ed4 o (\
more odq sendence. e >rpesur^ ,44^4 pedldlor'e- d> d nod l^nooo be Coufd



plea. The.ce.?I had he. no-V 4q|A chins ojere meci-j£tde.n a oreac€.
gnd Oifrpoto 4e.d Counsel -hoc peVrlr ioner ak -(-he den-Var^ 1| 
abandoned his cheni bo 4h god fosi -fo iKis E videoW y Hearing 

•Vhus <^44ec4e4 "Vbe. (ndefjCi’Vi^ o 4 •{'be proceeding an d Cause and Pfej^ehce 

is sbouio in no tn\ 4iql ce.i/1 «,uj c.a Hadera | proceeding based on ^bbere. 

4\\ed bcie.4s ,Separade. ?carr> +-He int-Vial 4* led bcie£ 4

q_% §V.<>.C. 7.7.•5'^' Ihal pe+i-koner 4ikd>and Appointed doome,(

encm g

pekkonerromW>a s no

process IO net l didWas a
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted,

Respectfully submitted,
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