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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

4 Could reasonable qurfsfs d/:mjree wiith the District Courts redfeaﬁbn of

Pelitioners claim within bis 28 1.5 . §2255 welon f/%AzL/nre-/wh/ trial, and

A/p/oe//ﬂfe counsel was consﬁfuﬁom/{zj inetfective_fox allowing the Prosecution b

present false material DNA evidence , and false material evidence ints his frisl that

mis re/n Yf‘_.sen fea’ ﬂ')a evl}jence of f/)e cAJe/’ for Fﬁjlum_z‘oym/mr{% CYoss - exAm/}ze wﬁnassps;
for_failure 1o call allb) wilness: for_talure 75 oé‘j’ecf wihen Pelitioner did nn?

L understind conc ﬂrnj}ﬁ. fesﬁf@zbj. H far._ﬂj re.e.}.}vj And s 2‘/})4/475)3 to_the admission of

Peti toner s lpr/br 1995 hank xobbery conviction (Mt wiss rerne/)fea){y mentioned. on

SIX_0CCASIONS ﬁ?fozzj))ouf The trinl ), wihen R tioner did not take the_sland

7o fesfnfzjj In the 2010 bank méémzju trial , As such Ao’m)‘ssib_n of Felitoners

criminal_history wias im/on}oer And /21317{3/ /o‘rallzdié/"/a/ s fox_Eailuve 1o eﬁc’ecﬁvec/j

Arjue on direct A/D/Deﬂ/ /mc//oozhf ~oul Zo the Lleventh Clycuit that the Distict

Court slated on the vecord that 15 admi? PediBisners. 1995 bonk mMe):j/ conw'cf/o_n

to_the yury would be “pretty orejudicial”and that “the probabive value i<
J J / J 7 J 7

subsiantally outwelshed by undue preiudices for £ailure. 7o aroue on_4ppeal that the
J J J 7d 7 J 77

evidence was msutticient 75 susitain 4 conviclion  and 7 fp;p/,m} in deittar/ )u{;/a such

wias_true; for Lailure o re/a;msf A mistrial or fo Arque on Appesl that the

Prose cgb@.aommﬁ@d.méscmiutféxo;ﬁﬁyijjl.ejm&l;_dng/jéﬂij/ze

cumulative effect of Al of counsel’s deficsoncies weore. not o@éaﬁife standards

of ressonsableness under /orem///}(zj /nrofesS/bnﬂ/ norms And Amounted 1o 4

ViolAtion of Jue/orocess or because the District Court redused 7o Sy,enf an

ewb’enhhx:jz /Iem"l;sz on Petitoners clarm

2 Given Petitioner’s credible evidence via the yvecord N frAnscr)/'ozél-A»J

Su/olonrf/}zj; A#/UAV/’?‘) did the Fleventh Circut exr in ru/;'-y:j that he failed s make

“4 substantial séo;uihj of the_denial of 4 constitubonal r(/)a/ﬁ‘l " sinder 28 U.5.C. $

22853 ()T




PARTIES T THE PROCEEDING

All /Mrhes Appedr in Jhe m/of/bn of the case on the cover page.
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PETITION FOR LIRIT OF CFRTIORARI

7

RONN DARNELL 57ERU/|/€I7om st m/miful/j /oeﬁﬁbns for 4 wirit of certivrari

To yeview fhe qu;ljmenf of the_United States Court o&ip}omls for the Eleventh Civcuit

OPINION _BELOW

Lhe MAarch .’L?f.?m? And )’}7,95 22,2019, Order of the United States Court af/;p/pe/}/,s

| fo.tj}zeileymz%_,szr.,cuzlf_,-denj/.%j,_}%r.__S.ZE&,/A!G‘J:_&d/f[cdi_‘e_aﬁ/_‘?/p/aeﬁhéﬁz_é,(.c0/9) is
Available at, 2019 u.s App. LEXLS 9192, And_Altached s Appendic A. The March 5, 2044,

Ordex of the United States District Court for_the Moxthern Districtof Georju}q, Jen,j”}fj .
STERLING habeas velief and a COA is availshle al 2018 U.S.Dist LEXIS 35747 and

A#Ac/:ed AS /4/p[oenc{/}c B 7/7e 4ujusf/7 .;20/7, A’e/narf And Recommendation of /‘/)e

United States mﬂj/&fm o Jucsze of the United States District Court for he Northern

District of @eor;j/;q; 15 AYAIAble AT 2007 U S, Dist- LEXIS 28857, And sattached 4s

./iploem]/} C. And the Moyember 2 2013, Panel /291};/2») of the United States Cour? of

/?A}om/s for the Fleventh Circust, Aff/}m/hj Wr. STERLING s direct A/n/om/ is AVAIlable

At 738 F.34 28 (Jlth Cir. 20)3) _and Attached 4s 4 Appendix D

JURISDICTION

The. United States Courl of/l/p/om/s for_the Eleyenth (ircuit endered #S,J;ua:?mehf

ﬁ’enjl}vj Pef/'f/bner)s LOA _on Narch 27,2017 (See. /i/}oendl} /4)‘ This Court /IAASJ'LJVY‘I“S'JI‘C#&)’)
undexr 24 U.S.C. §125Y Q).

I Petitianer resPecHu //5 request fo invoke the principals of HAINES v KERNER, 404 U.S. 519 (1972) for liberal

_consideration of the pleadings., As he is untvained_and 4 _layman_in_the daw, and proceeding pro se.//
Petitioner would Also like Apologize fo the Court for hjs Uit bein b/mdu./:i#m Af?cf not f"y/:ed;

AS_he s Currenf{z)/ housed At A /bckdown/or[son And is mf/oerm/ﬂéd Yccess 1o A Z‘J;J/oemr[/‘er

I.



CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISION.S INVOIVED

This 709.*/775;;» mvokes the Fitth and Sixih Amendments s e United Siates
| Conshution '

The_Fitth Amendment /orow'a}e s ih /Der/'ihen/‘ /oAr?L :

I

i “No_pexson shall be. .. deprived of Lite Jiberts. or property wuthout
/ / AR Y B PP

)
JL(E_ [DYOC(’§§ Df /ﬂw ’

The_Sixth Amendment /nmv[a'as i //)erﬁnenf /o/)rf;

eI Al cvim [):w/7orgs.ew.ﬁ.b.n,&,jlzeﬁ,c_cus_ed_sﬁﬂ./f.*a)r‘zj‘oﬁ_ﬂze_mjﬁi__

o

7’2)‘ /I/IV(; /‘/7& ASS/:S/;?)’?CP of roun_sa/ for /2/? r/efense.

STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLYED

2 USC. 52253 provides [n perlinent part:
J I / /

(c)(1) Unless 4 circuit ustice or udae (ssues 4 cerbificate of /)/p/oe,q/,qbi//i‘j;, Ah /30//)&/)/

m,:)j/ ho?L Ae ILAken fo 7%& courf of /}p/neA/S from—

(8) the final order 1n A /Dmceecf/}ﬁ under section 2255.

() A cextificate of appenslability may issue under paraaraph (1)only if the applrcant
7/ J iy 4 %

has made 4 substantial (/)ow}‘n‘j of the denial of A constituional r{c}:/zf

28U S.C. 59 2155 /omv[de_s In /perﬁnenf /rmr?",-

(4) A /D)"}‘SDY)&Y' m cusfba’j under senlence of 4 courl estsblished Aj At of Conjrc;ss

f'/Al}nl'nj the r{cj/zf fo be refessed spon e jmunal that the sentonce wias fm/pp sed in

Violation of the Conshtution or laws of the United States. or is otherwise sufjfecf 7o

collateral attack, Mjme_?%gipwiwbi@ﬁsdjﬁeJMMioMM@ef

Aside oy covvecl the senfence.




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

A. Introduction And Pre-Trinl

On J/Iﬂu/)):ﬁl 14,2000, in 5mjrn/q _GA, A hank roAAer‘j/ occurred A} the Regions

Bank ( /f}o/oena)/k E,Irial Transcript, page (herematier T Lp.")55) A dark skinned,

biack male (T,I/p. 90)7 weﬂrl}qj 4 brown sut (T f/p.m,z) A_FREDDY KRUGFR mAask

(I.L p58) 5 /)jreuis/; bluish hat (779 750 black "or blue’ a/ove;s (1.1 p-25,90,119);

Mrrjhzja A_silvey LORCIN $yam (T.T. P 74)(See also, /)ooenah;r [heremﬂffer /?op oy

the_sworn_atfidavil, Arrest warrant of Defechve K. HARRISON ) ; And A_bla .céwa/,ufflﬁ I

Aﬂj (1. Tfn 103) The robber was £0 feet tall (ZZ/D, [22), And took momj And e

»uﬂcks From the, fe,//erf (7.7, P X;j_ﬂ_uz_roﬁéer_m&iﬁa_bdn&ﬁnd A /Dfnk st
LWAS com/nj from /ﬂm AS f/;e wilnesses Jost sm/ﬁ" of him (f]’o /45)

Based .on vacial orof;/mn. COR/VELA EM)}?F/EU) (the cac/pfmJAnf of Wr

STERLING ) suss /ou//ed over in his S//yer Doddae A search of the Silver Doa’je revedled that

Ir. BRUMFIELD Aand his Jﬂujéfe,r were the on‘/Ju occu/o/mz"r in the car (7.7, p.224, 225,224 ),

And Officer DAVIS nbhserved that no M/}Zj inventoried mdiatsd 4 bank vobber. (77 p. 175, 126).

( (.SMI‘.SMHMZL Zo Officer DAYIS /eﬂl//na the tratfic scene , he Found 4 “black” /oye a’own the.

roAd fmm the /?ea/om Bank . in J%e; o/;r,é/na Jo? of Sun Trust Bank, /7/ P 180)).

78 BRZ/)??F/[LD s vehicle uas foweﬁ? 7b the im/pom lot of e 5mjrnﬁ Lolice

,Je}adnbnmﬁ_léemﬂﬂ?%_ﬁiﬁﬁ_&nfoﬁnijbiJAV/DMKLﬁejowjmck driver
be jﬁn the. process of un/)ook/}zjz Yhe _vehicle when he saw A “dark " black male (/%D'

£.p. 73, of Suppression //Mr/)zj TrAnscr//'ofs of Wr. BRUMFIELD). The black man uiss

'm/'a/a//e AjeJl IA)’IZ% .Scruﬁj;j /)Alrr, k/hc/ of/iﬁo«/:s/)/ weﬂrlr):;jn A A/ue— pull-over

sutestshirt, Khakis and had one dutble M-j' And_one Jﬂrzsﬂdaé /J/)j (7. Zfo,/ﬁ) And_the

unidentified ;‘ndz‘v[;/MLw/ﬁlkaa/_ijg from Mr.ﬁfKﬁf&ZLZZ,fJ_LB), In_the trunk of

the Silver DoJ‘je QF icer IDARONEY , and Forensic S[/wc/h//'c/'MRk)’ wl00D_fourd 4 bag

of miscellaneous c/\cﬁzl}xj /f'mf»:j sthey ?"‘/21}155 they Pound one BRYCOD JENNINGS 2mm,

one. brown f/oooj /mf one. walke. ZLA/A/& hua “hroron r]/&V&S (Tflo 232,25/, 25?37?35;)

(bﬁﬁ‘/jlso.,ﬁ/o]af The Smurn/) Police. Deo/)rfmenf /)rooerfu &fwf}ence sheet) [ No L0RCIN

Immy no jfejush Nuzc); hat;_no “A/Ack A]_qg_j/mzesTm fREDDJMdGE&m‘ska B




o broum Quﬂ" Anc) ho Nﬂck a’u H‘V@ /)/iq] The 5//ver DoJap ulAS. /zeld ln oo/}re, Lusbeu

um?w(jomﬁ examinalibn from Jﬁnu/)rj; 14, abld (the a’ﬂj of the bank m&be,):zj) until

Jﬁnuﬁrg 19,2000, suhen it was velurned fo ROSE HANSEORD (v BRUMEIEID's wifs ot

the 11me ) (T, 7;/0, 27%) Duw}:j the_entive time that the Silver Dc«()ja LWAS 1IN /oo/i}p custrdu

no ved dye was found in_the trunk enhive or exkhire. (Z?T/a.;zﬂ,. 252, 258) [} iwAsn'7

unﬁ/ﬁlf?_a’ﬂjs suése?uenf to_the Silver Doz)je éez’nj back_in the /nosmss;fon of ROSE

| HANSFORD., 4nd 21 _day Msﬁgumf__b_ﬂza_éﬁné_mé&%uheun_ ,Fa'brum‘jz 5, 2010, s,

|| HANSFORD mticed dye on the seat-of her_car.(TTp.279)._RONN STERLING and CORNELL
j P

Bkumﬁf&l).&u&inikiﬁd_micﬁ&tjﬂiyiiﬁ vielations of )8 U.5.C. 2)13 (4).and (d) (hank

rol)beer I8 US.C.8 92 () using 4 Fivesrm in the. commission of 4 _crime of vinlence);

and 18 J.S.C.§ 922 (j)(/)(be;qu 4 felon ;},7onssm;on of 4 Firearm)

Dur)'nj the Pre-Irial //mr/hj,, the Prosecution souj/n‘ to introduce Mr. STERLING s

;m‘m* 1998 hank raMmb; conviction As 909 (b) evidence. The Tria) Couy?, exoressm/

on the vecord that "It oreﬁj oreum‘/cm/ 17 aive ‘jmu it and Y7 £ind f}ze

ovob/;hve yalue is SuASfAnZL/A/{)u ouZLLuefj/:eJ />u undue oretua//ce (/490 E“?‘w/ “From

Pre— Trial He/mnj) Lven fuxiher, on the d/?j fr//;/ commencea’ wzor 7‘5 f’/;ed.urj Aunj

em/oﬁne/ezf , Defense. [ounse/, VERNON SIiTH (hereinatter Counse/ SHITH’ )TconceJeJ And

Agre_ez} to the admission of Mr. STERLING's 1995 hank -roé/m):j conviclion ('7.219, 12../3)

*

{‘1?""5"“.,,
[ SRS

B The Trial

On J/muﬂrj 12,2009 , Mr. STERLINGs }rial commenced. Durz}oj d/oem)‘vj: Statements,

the Prosecution direcled the fury 7o “accept youy wird, and repeatedly divected #he jurn
J°J 7 ’ 7 J J7J
That RONN STERLING was the bank robber( LLp. 34,91,92 .94, 94). The Prosecution adm/ifed

in fo_euden;e_tidbfmf%.tesjbﬁiﬁﬁé_é_ef.,n confiscated From_ the Frunk of the

Silver Doa’je (LT.p. 415, 232,259), 45 If they were the “black "or blue g/oyes wiorn

5g_ﬂzﬁ_méé_@t,”_ﬁe_£mgg¢ﬁbn even stated a’urzkj c/oslhj A):jzumwfs hat /‘/ze‘_j were

“black "j/ovej,[gucA m/k)*e/p)’émnfed the evidence of the. CASQ,/)na’ misledd And

confused the u““:j' L. The Prosecution even brauj/;f m 4 DNA E);De,rf wilness 7o

iesil%.ﬁatﬂailﬁ&l[l@.&__QLVA_QJ,A‘S.. inside_of such ‘b xowj_v_'ﬁ/.oxes. (TT.p#08). [This -




furiher mfsre/oresen'had the_evidence uf the case. and ynislead and confused the. J}u&u, This

15 Also howu) the Prosecution estahlished DHA evidence Ajﬂfmf or STERLING by Ac}m/'ﬁ-/hj

false and MIk/M(J/‘nj evidence ] The. Proseculizn alse Adwmied inls evidence. #he. BRYCO

JENNINGS Gmm, that whs confiscated From the trunk of the. Silver Dodse (1.7.p.391,350),

And the “hrown ”h/#(‘/if./n 258) [ This Luas mere_ false and mzk/mdz);da evidence Mat tonfused

the Jf.urj ,As_the_bank was robbed with 4 LORCIN 9mm , and the rohkeLwﬁs_wurzhj A_bluish,

Uam&u‘sh hatl

I mrl,_SIE&jllﬁ_ex]a/m}_zed_,_i’o_CounéeLSJQ?ij’_.fbﬂfJ?_e_WA_SJ}L Foxworth, WS 4t 4 junkjatd__m .

during the date and time the hank yobbery occurred; and A {unkiard employee Jelophonsd
J J JJ 7J /

Counsel SYMTH. And wrole him 4 letter ex/o/m'm‘nj Such_and_ that he wss wz'///Bq(j 1

f’asﬁfdu to such . But Coc;me} SOTH Lailed Fo call him 4s A witness

On_six_different occasions ﬂ?rouﬁhouf the trisl, the Prosecution made mention of the

nalure of My. SfEkL/NGZs7Dn'or /298 pank ‘rnﬂ)e/)zlj conviclion (T. Lp. 25,310,448, 477,

488, 5100 [ The natuve of Yiv. STERI NG crivingl h;‘dbyj is eyidence that f/;e.JL;:j

should nevexr have been e>;posea/ 7o, Auhj So My STERLING did no Take the stand to
feshty 1.
J

The Proseculion rested iFs case _dAnd Counsel SINITH Filed 4 Ruile 29 Piodion,

v ‘rec/mesf?g A Jucldamenf ot ﬂcfm‘/ﬂ/?,ﬁ&sed on_the evidence wsas insutlicient 7o prove

That RONN_STERLING wias_the_bank _robber. (7, Zp.447;948). The Mohion uns dented.

The Couyt Addyessed Wy STERLING, re(j:/}rd/hj i‘e.s?L/'IZu‘hj , And My, STERLING
Ye_s/oomied that he‘lc//éz/ net und ersiand.” (7'.7‘/0. 951,952 ). [ Counse) SINITH Lailed to

YAlse /m(zj fdurne of o{)jecﬁon 15 this]l. [Counsel SIuTH did noflpuf on_4 defense ]

[No_evidence wm/oresenfed dur[nj the trial that connected v, STERIING. o

the ro.U).efj_,‘zmc}_zzo_am_zienﬂﬁeg'ﬂ);&ff&MLG_AJ__tZze_Ko.éAe)J‘[SlE&IAZG_&.‘SK(/.‘IIOPJ_F )

The. quvdu delrherated for 145 a)/()js ,And redurned A verdict of daw‘/z‘j on_All_counts
I0r. STERLING wins_sentenced o $62 months.

C.The Appenl
/7

_On_sppesl Counsel SOUTH v _ILQJ__MALZ‘A&~IKZZ_L_CQW7L commted exr for
Z g




15T

Ao’m/'ff/'n(j the 409 (b) evidence. of N STERI INGS /D)‘/:\)r /985 bank roééakj convichion

Howeyer i Counse) SHUTHS /)‘);Jaumen/' _he Farled fo /DOJ}I.f—nuf Io_the Fleventh Cireust

that the Trial Courd stakd on the yocord duy/;qj the Pre~7via/ /fe/)r/(n‘j that such

Adwmission wAs pretty prepudicin)” and Hhat the “probatie value i subsiamtinlly
/ J 7 J ! 7 J

outwelo hed by Fhe_undue preiudice . (Aop E.p L, From Pre-Trial Hesrina). Aind Counsel
g 70 FP=ps J

STH _also failed 1o ex/a//h'n To_the Eloventh Cireuwit that thi's could not be harmless exror
because the Prosecution /Dresenfe{l no_evidence 4t Prial Pat Mr. STERIING:

wﬁs.we.d.mhj_“b/ﬂck “or_blue "j./ows that conne.c?fedwfo,f/ze_mééerj_;__

WA.s'wmr[nj A_FREDDY KRUGER mask;

WAS weArl‘n‘j A hat;

IMNAS WMH):}B 4 i;‘)c;éo,/' /fyr 7£4h or. brm,un .Sul‘f,'

WIAS _CAYYuing A SquUAre. Jﬁrk m/greJ c[u ff/o A/)a'
JJ 4 J’

stole hmm:j And a/je/t)/}aés 5 ho)’/DD.s'Sejw_c} bank money ,

cArried 4 silver jun;

STERLING 5 thumb /o‘rfn} did not_connect fo the roéberj/;

STERLING's [M/m /orfnf did_not connect 1o the. roMe.):zj;’

no fz‘njer/nrfnfs of STERLING wuas found inside of the bank;
1o 3};0970)»1):7% of STERLING wuas found inside of the bank,

no DNA of STERLING whs_found nside of the bank,

no bank camera foo?beje of STER///V(;;

no_confession from STERLING ;

no_confession from code fendant;

no hank Pm/D/ojleo identi Ficatin of STERIING;

Jo_one. i.cjenﬁfj;egl_ssffj_{gﬂ.ﬁ_ﬁs_b_e.l')lj__ﬂle.)ioﬁéb_&r_,' —

And Aﬁso/u/’dj no_evidence connected STERLING. o Fhe ro))[aerj.

LHad Counsel Souzs ?1"?‘/3,47‘,2& And demonsirated the 90Y(b) claim on /)/D/DM/ A5 Shown

Abo ve the Fleventh Circut would have veversed the Peditioner’s convichion., I?Af/mr, Yhe.

Eleventh Circuit yuled that the Petitioner’s clamm uchs harmless | because “There was

othe rwj_s;e_o_ue,_uulm_[mlnj.ek I‘AC!.CUQCJ%.MZZf_tD~iu/OfZO):Zl__iZ E&ZA/_G_LC_DAVJ,‘C]}I&)Q_,J)mclucllhj

é,




the. /o}zbzsz"cﬁ[ evidence found in the vehicle the ejzewifnw’s Jescr{,’oﬁ:ms,/ma’

STERLING s un‘ex,DJm'nea' bebavior,” (/?”,0' D./o. )8)

Also_on divect A/Dfoeﬂi, Counse) SiTH failed 1 raise Zhe fmu#/’c/énfj of evidence

claim _aflex /mw}(xj lnroserveJ s Jun)zﬁ frial m his Rube 29 Wolion , in which had he yaised

such_claim Counse) SIITH would have been able 1o hreak-dowun. and e)%b//)l}a 1o _the Lloyend
Cl')'cmtﬁwf cthL)’/nzzj fo /‘/)p Prosecu?’?.ons ﬂ)eoixj 07& #;e c/)Se/ f’/wf /‘/m 799(]55 of f/)& CASe.

show that Aéso/ufeg no_evidence_connected v, STERLING 15 Fhe robé&x:jj] )

G du bS&?K&)ﬂ.t,ib__OJj).Zﬁfj.Hm,ektzfjjﬂ-.}_V_D}’_E»J.A&LJE?,QﬁLB_f the Lleventh Circurt atfixmed

My STERLINGS convichion , in UNITED STATES v, STERING , 738 F.3d 228 (i/h Cir. a0/3) ] /Dué/);@d

oplnion] (App. D.).
/ 7

On /)[or/'/ 18,2014, Mr. STFRLING Filed 4 Felition foy ilvit of Certrorar) with s
Court. On )7?Aj 27,2019, My. STERLINGS: Wi/t of Cexrdiorars wons densed 125 this Cour? in

STERIING v, UNITED SIATES, CAse No. /3 - 9834,

D. The Hahess 28 IS C.JS 2255 Pro(opJ/}st

On_Miay 21, 2015, Mir. STERWNG Filed his Initial 28 U.S.C.§ 2258 haheas

[oeﬁﬁcn in_the United States District Court for the Novthern District of Geprij ,In cAse

no. lilS-CY-1969-CAP ~CINS. Wiy STERLING detniled Fifteen facls And circumstances a(e)mnsimﬁ})j

that his pre=trial, trial, And A/D/DP”ﬂ fe_counsel /omv[cfei_z‘)zeﬁ?ecille_ﬁisjitﬁmg_,_ﬂms

1//‘0//)7‘/)5 his Sixth Amendment Constitutronal Rb}#, 45 described in STRICKIAND v

WASHINGTON, 96 6 U. S 448 (1989), And EVITTS v 2UCEY, 969 1).5. 387 (1985 ), which Are summarized

AS. fo //ows N

8 ko_uxli_&giﬂrjﬂj_fte;mZL,IrJ;tLJﬂndﬁ[o]oM/ , Counsel SOTH Provided

Ineffective Assistance For Farlure 7o Su/p/presx Ir To OAJ{ocz" To The Admission

OF The “Browm Gloves ))Jnfn Evidence That Contained RONN STERLING.S DNA.

As Such Gloves Did Not Connecl To The Bank ,?obée):j:. Bolstered The Proseculion.s

Chse., }Wlisre,ore.senfed The Fvrdence OF The Case, ltas //{j,b{ju A’ejudld'/i/ Zo

_ 5‘TE/QLM/E.,zfnd,ﬂwuldlﬁ\&_ﬁem_]nﬁ_dmkxié.Ze._[):z_f_lzeftz}i[,_/_l/of_}??/sTe;)resenfe.:}




During Closing Arquments As Beina “Black Gloves
J J J J

Grourd Tusn: Duw}aﬁ Pre-Trusl, Trpal, And ﬂ/@om/ Counsel SNPITH Provided

Ineflective Assistance For Fadure To SL}D/DY‘QS.S, or To Ozij'ecz‘ To The Admission OF

The. Tesﬁ}no)bz OF The DNA Ex/oey/’ JEANETTE WENTUWORTH Concerm}?j The “Brown

Gloyes “/45 JSueh ﬂcf/)‘non‘j /)eiaajeﬂ 6’/_0)’65 Lbat- Did Mot Connect To The Bant

Robb ey Bolstered The Frosecutions Case _,.ZZ&S.L%QZI&S_&M led The Fyidence Of

o The _Case., WAs. ._Zzlzj,é_‘/_jm/?):ﬁtg,al/:clhl__E_ﬁ TERLING., find Should Have Been . __

Inadoussible. In The Trial, Ney s vepresented Durive Closina Arauments As
7 J e

3&13::(9_"13141&_6‘]9)@5 .

Grownd Three: ﬁur)'nj Treal Counsed SOUTH Provided Inettective. Assisance. far
Esilure Jo Cross EM@/}&_ The. Llitnesses Con(ern/'n(j [a/ehf/'fj/;qj The. Black

Glove And To A’e;iues /0y Secuve INA And Foyensic 7’9&7‘/}3 On The Black Glove.,

Ground Four: Durfnj Pre~ 7r/;4/, And Irial, Counsel SuTH Provided IneFechive

Assistance For Eajlure To Secuyve. An Ex/oar} Witness Whom Idould Have Testifred

That STERLING Did Mot Lfear The Hat Thal dlas Contrscaled From The Silver

D_ac[ﬂ.e )

Ground Five: Dunhj Pre =Trial, And Trial, Counsel SOUTH Provided Inettective Assistance

For Faslure 7o ]nvesﬁjﬂfé Ard To Pt On A Defense., And For Faslure [o Secure E/;perf

UliTnesses Whom idould dave Re ~Fxamined And Refuted The Prosecution’s Fyvidence.

In_STERLING s Favor.

Ground Six: /)ar/hj Irial Counsel SIITH Provided Inetective Assistance oy Farslure.

To_Cross Examine RONALD CASTON As To The 73/1)9 OF Blue Shir? That He Sau

STERLING. M(’/)Y‘I}Zj, As_Such Blue _Shirt Wlss Comf[&%bj_ﬁfemf From The

C a/or_ﬁzzaLZ&D,e_Qﬁﬁlua_aﬂzb:f_z.édiﬁd)’l@.ﬂfgﬁfﬁljﬁw..ﬁeﬂazdwﬁﬁadﬁ____




Individusl Afmr/}xj In The lm/ouumj Lot Counsel SI0ITH Also Fail CxAmine.

DAVID HERRERT As Tn The Color OF B)ue Shirl That le_Saw The Unidenstied Indrvidual

UleAring
J

Ground Seven Dur/%j Irinl Counsel SIMITH Provided Ineffective. Assistance For Faslure

To_ilse The F.B.1. 302 R%Dorf/?na‘ The 5&'[1)/0)*65/52)7 //eﬁrihj fesﬁ}nwzjz o Discredit
DAYID HERBFRT /’oncern);b: The Fact That STERIING Did Not Fit The Dl&cr//'of/};n

AL OFThe l nc)_/l/.lfc/_tw]_/ie._ﬁﬁw_/n_Z/ze,-an/ogmd_éof.

Ground E{j;h b Dur[nj /?/o/oe/)/ Counsel SMITH Provided Ineffoctive Assis tance For Boi/dre To

/Irjue That The Evidence Wias Insutticient To Susiain A Conviclion After HAV/};j
Preserved The Issue [n His Rule 29 Wotion Dur/'nj 7rial. '

_ Ground Nine - Dur/'nj lrial € oumy.l SUITH Provided Ine tective Assistance For Faslure To

Cross Examine JAMES KENNA FERRLL(AK.A “KEN FERREL ), As To Lbhether Or Not

Did STERING Fven Know That An Arrest larmant Las Jut For Him , Did KEN FERRELL

Condact STERIING To Inform Hiva OF An Arrest Warrant, And Wlhether Or Not Did

STERIING. 7):Ju Jo Fleo. Atter Be)})j Intormed OF An Arrest idarrant.

Gyound Ten: Dur/}{y Pre-Trial, And T) rial ,Counsel SIUIH Provided Ine ttective Assistance

for Failure To ]nwsﬁj,q e And Tn Call Aliki iditness To Tgsh'{)u In STERLING's Defense..

Ground Fleven: ﬁurﬁzj Trial And /iepeﬂ/ Counsel SHNTH Provided Inetfectve Assistance

for /"ﬁjlur_e._Zo_ﬁ_ljﬁctz?zzdjr’ﬁuellmtﬂfwawﬂs_ﬂmldﬁji/?:'jz}z7‘ V) 7&57‘/'1:‘}/1.

Ground_ Tuselve: Durz}wj Trial Gounsel SouTh Provided Ine fective Assistance Fr Farlure

To_Cross Examine SWYRNA hlice OFrcers REGINALD DAVIS , DAVID INARONEY, And
forensic S [aec/h/)kf LARRY 100D, And ROSE HANSFORD., (, enrﬂrnl}zj Uhether Or Not las

ey

___ﬁ)zj_Kecijﬁ.a_iz‘ﬂlhs_ﬂn_Zbe_ieAf_ﬂjjze_.Xill/.er_ﬁadj_e,011_/[/_%[0 [ﬁe_ﬁdj_df_.&e,




Bank /QoMertlj.

Ground Th/'rfeen:Dur/),j Pre-Irial, Trial, And Appeal Lounsel SWITH Provided

Ineftecthive Assistance For failure Ta Szzlz}orpss Or ﬂédff)cf o The Adwission OF The

Silver BRYCO JENNINGS Imm //Ana’jun Ints Fvidence , As Such /Z?na!;c;un Did Mot

Connect To The. Bank A’nAh):Ju,. Bolstered The Prosecution’s Case N ra/presenfea’

The Fvidence OF The Case. s /‘/ia/;/u /’re:)Ja’/'c/;q/ Io_STERLING And Showld Have

Been_Inadmissible_In The er/,_/Vor /Wwf/aned Dum‘;jwﬂipenmj Statements Nor__

C/osma /47 aumeﬂ?LS
J J

Ground Fourteen: Durfnj Pre-Trial, Trial, And /Y/p]pe/)/ Counsel SIRITH Provided

Ineffective Assistance for Sf//'ou/,qﬁhj [o _The Admission OF The Nature Of

STERLING S Prior 1755 Bant A’ozbuj Conviction llhen STERLING Did Mot /'esﬁzfjj.
And Ups Reoeﬁfaa’/u Dentioned /)ur/}?a C/osz}m /fraumen?‘ And Thus [»mrwer/u

Intiuenced //70 (/u ru ,And for /’}n/urp To /fraue ﬂn /Inoe/z/ That The Coarf [bncea/ecf

Thot The Probative %9/ue ldas ﬁuésbmfm//u ﬂuz‘wem/)ed By dndae,_ftbu&

Graund Fitteen: Durl‘nj Trial Counsel SirH Provided Ine Hechve. Assistance For failure To

dh chﬁ And. Ke?,uﬁs_u_m:zZublﬁﬂﬁ_ﬁﬁfmcﬁﬁﬂlgmmﬁd_&wﬁg@ﬁj

m/kcmﬁiﬁm%mtﬂm 7r1);/;/Vnr Did Counsel SHUTH A):jzue Such On A;D/DM/.

../)un'nj 0/,,9 m';(,Ja Statements The Proseculion VouderrAMp/mfedt/j Directs Thé Juv That
STERIING [s The ,eo)xber;'

- Dur/‘r:j: Clo U‘nj /7)"‘)aumemf.s The Prose cution Vouched for And Bolstered The Tesﬁ}nonj of
DAYID HERBERT; '

~ The Browmn Gloves [ False evidence 5 mis r%omenﬁ')ba the facks of the mse] .

~ ﬁurma C/o;/na ﬁraumpn/x Lhe_Proseculion A’eoeﬂ?‘a’/u Directs The Juru That

STERUA/{‘ Is 7/» Bﬁnk A’oMu

= The Red Aap Stam In_The Silver I)oa’ae [m/s/uc[ma 4s it the red due wiAs_tound

in_the. 5//ver ﬂoafjﬂ on_.J/maA)jJY ,zowﬁ-z‘/:e a’,zﬂ z‘_,t/zg_mﬁe%,]

10,




- Du‘r/'nj C/os/'nj Arquments, The Misstatement That- STERIING Lfas Arrestid ) Car;

z’)urmj C/omm ﬁmumm?fv The lmoroppr Comment That STERLING Ldas A Thief.

= Duying C/W‘%umﬁ,_ﬂa_ﬁm“hm_&ﬂ&r Ly
J

W?A/(/n}menﬁoh OF STERLING S Prioy 1995 Aank /eollzgfj/ CoMV/szlen;

- -—Duw'nj (los ;)oj Arjumenfs, The Prosecution Divected The. {///rJu That SIERLING Js 620'/3:

Bt)zij.mml /? '/eeﬁjan/)b/a Douéf S

= The Prosecution llsed False. And W/k/e/id/h‘ji FEvidence [n STERLINGs Trial. The

Silver ﬁﬁndﬁun‘ I

For Gyround Sixteen Wr. STERIING broujl)f forth “The Accumulstion OF Errors

In This Case Violated STERIING /?;j/n‘ To Due_Process.”

Dr. STERLING ~c/pﬂr{L}/ demons frated withm his_habeas § 2258 Whton_ that his
claim was Substontial and had merit, that Counse) SIITH did not pertocm with sound

trial or Ajp/pen-/ #Mﬁj’ v And _thus /Dn:_jua)/'ced Dir STERLING ; And 1hatl 4 reasmmable

/Droi/;éi'//‘@j That bad it not been for Counsel SUTHY debrciincies 1hat He oulcome of

the pro ceedings would have been ditterent Mior. STERIING even cemonstinted st Couwnse)

SoTd farked o call 4 reﬁdi)u AVAILble_allhi witness whom weuld have su#’/'c/em‘/u

undermined _1he co;zﬁg’enge_m_ﬂz&/’ vosecuZins_case. e; s ewz/zj_wjm_Comse/ SHTH

/nre_senfed no_other form of defense .

No con}pefen)' Al rn(eju would AAyelprpsenfed such s lack of ihyesf/bAZL/fm

ﬁqroualauf the enhire case and Faylure To exclude. or oluod‘ To_evidence f/mf had no

n(j:})f fo_be_advitted inZs Wr. STERLINGS Pridl Juc/LAS the “Brown a/oyes “Browm hat

snd “BK){QO_JEZV[U[KQS__ijerfAl/ALmio_fl%&%CroAi @:Ammehwjf Inesses_to _Fuxdher

Shows ﬁyejz',n&; That Wy, STERLING dil not Fi7- dhe }?eﬁﬁf ok C/o/‘})/n(j (Jes'cr‘/f))/}éh of
the yobhey or I A):jae/oro/oer{j on_Appeal sand fo !nm}zf*auf fo the Fleventh Circuit #ha?

even the Trin) Cour? understood that the sadmission of the 40U (h) evidence woas

D re #u D rejAdLuALLJA_dJ_z%gymAAizze_m/ﬂus_s ubs tantia //u ou fwua hed Au

undue, /)J_jua’/ ce.: orjurjw n_AﬁpeA]J/M_f f/m eu(!ﬁnce_w/fs_m Yu#/cmnf‘ %

i,




qu/o/voyf the convichon “when no evidence canpected Dr. STERLING. 1o The rob&erj. Thus.,

Wr. STERLING c/e/;r/;j demonstrated (n his /7,/959,4559 2255 Wotion that Counsel SHUTH s

”re/oresentq Hon fell below an aéjtecf/w standard of reAsonableness AS measured by

/oreVA/'//hj /omfess/'on/)/ norms "as rer/m/red bu #his Courls /nrecm’enf in STRICKIAND. Id.

And "f/mf there is A_YeAsonable DrobAA;//fu f/mf but for Counsel SIRITH unomfm/on/;/

exrors. the result of Hhe oroceed/nj would A/mz been differen?.” STRICKL4ND, 1)
On NMarch 46,2008 the. Dishrict Court dented Dor. STERLING.S §2255 otron /)m/

District Court Also densed M. STERLING 4 _Cortibicate of /f/)/e/)//iéu{j (cos) JZ?}_ule Zhat

“2he _movant has tasled to um:jz hus burden with Tes/pec?L te_the frrst Dronj of

STRICKLAND. Thexefove., the moyants ... claims of. inefechive Agiatmc_e_af_mm;i@_mw_ds

/ f‘}n’ouj)x /S ) Are DENIED. (/?Io,o.B ‘,./D,?). And concern/}g the COA, the District Court sirted

“the movants clarms vaised in_his § 2255 Are w/)o/{jl without meri?. ACCDrJ/}ﬁ {j the_movant i's

denjed 4 CO/).”{/)]DID.B./D 4)

E. The COA In The Fleventh Clreurt

On Dlarch 14,2018, Wr. SIERLING Frled an A/p/p//'u)‘/bn for 4_COA in the Fleventh

Circuit And demonstrated that dr‘urfsfr of reason could find it debatnble that the v

District Cowr?s depial of J0r. STERIINGs § 2255 Motion wias 1o err hecause Mir.

STERLING c/e/)ch): demonstrated_both “cause’ sand ”forefud/ép Y rewnrea' Au STRICKIAND

1d, due To Counsel SINITH orowdea' tneffechive Assisance [ A5 S”IZDWn A/)ove ], in

violation of Wr. SIERIINGS Sixth Amendment.

Desoﬂ% e STERLING s A}mwmq of beth “chuse " and " Dn:} udice in hus cAse , on

Woarch 27,2019, the Elevend Cyeuit a’pn/ec) Dr. STERLING s Apo//wf/on for-COA ., and

held that “To merit 4 COA, STERLING M&Qﬂ@ﬁﬁbﬁ[}ﬁowzzﬁ_of the_denial

| of A _constitulional rm/ﬂL See 28 U.S.C. 5 2253 (2D, He has not mel Hhis sbwf/;rd

And /))s motion foy A CO/I Is DENIED. ’(/4/)0 A,

On /4[0)'1/ 1, 2019, Mr, STERLING f//ed A Motion For Reconsideration OF COA ,

re?;xecﬁ}:j\ of the Fleyenth Civcuil to review the, facts st the clason via the trinl

,21
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And an mﬂj 22,2019, the Fleventh Circuit demed Wr. STERLING s Wotion For

'A’econsfd.erﬂ Lion OF COA . And held that "/J/nnn vevieis, STERLING s wmotion for

‘Y'QCD}').S‘I’UIQYAZL/‘O)’) I'S‘ DENIED bocAuse /7e /7/)_5‘ fo&f@d 0o ey eV/&/MCQ or ,q):jumyz?lli 7Lo

wArrant relef.”

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

—__The_Fleventh Civrcuit’s. decision_conflicts with. _,c./za_/idj_es_tf,é/fs/i_ei_féder,s,/_s_ Litute.

and s Courts /orecec/e)# This cAse [Dresenfs an /mfortqnf o/p/onrfum'i“j for #his Court

L O_Mﬁ,.ﬁe_ﬂn&rd_afﬁMnﬁ/bj_feiem[%mgﬂ_mgnbﬁwfe_of_ﬁff eslabili z(‘lj Kt

(C0A) in furtherance., s‘ubse.?uenf o the denials of habeas 28 4.5.C.§ 2258 claims_of

ineffective Assistance of counsel (JAC) in e federal District Courts and Courls of

Appeal , s 7%31 are_n_the habit of c/ec/d/'nj the merits of Fhe JAC claim |, rather

than dpc;'a’/'nj whether J‘Ll)"l':ffg of yessen could find the claim debateble , 4s is

'I‘ec/:u/‘)"ec/. Aj 28 US C-js 2253 (c)(2) and thi's Courts /Drecedenf m MiILER y

COCKRELL 537 4.8 322 (2003)

If Jett upcorrected this case will result in 4 continuous (jc/e of fundaments/

exroy And m)‘scAY‘rl./)‘jze of qu stice that /‘mlo//‘cﬁfes confidence in the even handed

Administration of iustice.

for all_these reasons, and those discussed moore. fu/{j/ herein , certiorar/

should be 3r/~mfea’.

ARGUIMENT.

I Certiorar] Should Be Granted Because ReAsonable Jurists Could /,/n%uesﬁbmqéij;

Debate lthether Wr. STERIING Demon straled , Both Cause "ﬁndl"fr‘ejbd/‘ce "In

That He idas Provided With Ineffecdive Assislance OF Counsel [n Vislation

Of His Sixth Amendment. And Also That /ZeﬁZeLﬂ?_e_ﬁg?w}:egLﬁbﬁna'Ards

| O0F This Courts Precedent And Federal Statute To Be Granted A COA

13.




This Courts ]Drccedem‘ 1S clear: A COA invelves on/j A _threshold Am;{z}mis And

preserves full Alvloe//Afe review of /oofenf;)o/{zj merifrious clams Thus, ‘4 prisoner

seek/);j A _COA need on{g demonstrate ‘4 substantial s/)owir‘zj( 7 that the Distric Cour?

erred in Jendu;}»j relief. i ER-F) . S37 4.5, 41 327 ((/maf/}zj SLACK v Xie DANIFL,

529 US 42973, 989 (2000), And 28 US5.C. 82253 ()(2)) Ths “threshold /'n?uz}&; ?

Is satistred so /ozﬁ_m_ne/i.smé/ urisls £_¢M_/d_ﬁi7zleL_cil.‘$.ﬁﬁ):eﬁ*WL‘ﬁLﬂ£V Distrut

Cour?s decision or “‘conclude he issues /oreSenfea’ Are. m?e?u,qfe b deserve mcour/ﬁemenf

f’o‘/)_to,c_e_ed, Further.”ld- At 327,336, A COA s J?o]f_conf/}fzﬁ ent upon_p roof “that some

Jur[sts, wiould ﬁmnf the. [nefz'f/[oh for habeas corpus. Indeed, 4 claim can be

debatable ey_&)_’)_?ZDJJjZLWﬂMﬁ_ﬁfieﬁéMl_wgﬁtdﬁ[ﬁﬂj.Afi@l‘.f!?e_c_ad_/lﬂj been

5)r/;nfeof And the case has veceived full consideration, that pelilooner will not

pre vail "ld. at 338,

In_sum _the touchsthne /s “the a’ebﬁf'ﬂéf///‘j of he un c/er{y'/}vj constitutional

C/Al‘m, nol the resclution of that a’eéﬂ/é,"[d. Al 37.2,: see also Jd. a7 398 (scALiA

o, concurr/);j) ( recog n/'z/.r:j: that 4 COA s ‘re?u/}ec/ when the District Courts

denial of relief i's not “undebstable :))/?/%D(jjinj this standard in DILLER £, this

Courl reversed the Fitth Ciy cuits denial of 4 COA 1 A J‘urj discripination case And

exlo/,q/ne_d that "4 COA can be Szﬁonrfe[} /sz sny ev/dence de,monsfrAf/}zj that, des/m'fe

the neutysl e)gathbMM&f}fojgcy.ﬂen?_ib_e_lpg:eIn/afai:j_.xifrz}ﬁe.s,',/iz_ﬁefﬁ'w/_m{jﬂk

wexe yace. based.” Jd at 240 ( em/n)ms;k Added )

I Reasonable Jurists Could Z(n?ue.sﬁbmél/j Debate Llhether The Fleventh Circurts
_Conclusion That Mr. STERLING. Failed To Jake A Subs tantial 5/;ow1}zj OF The

Denial 0F A4 Cbmwﬁm%ﬁ_wjjfj,ﬁiﬂbﬂ&nﬂﬁMlﬂ_ﬂﬁ,‘s;_Co urt’

Precedent And Fedexal Statute.

A) The Fleventh Civcuit concluded hat Wy STERL NG had not “made 4

substantial &"}mml}zj of the denal of A constitubrional rba/ﬂ" y

WRILER-FL detin ej.z_ils_uﬁ_ifbﬂlﬁj_'éﬁj}u_,_/fls_ﬁ_dﬂ})n_féﬂi has_some merit.”

I£2



WILIER-EL, S37 U.5.322

As shown above in "D, The Habess 28 U.5.C. £ 22588 Pro ceedlhj.f v, STERI NG
CLAE[u demon strated both “cause "and orema//ce i 1hat be was densed effochive

‘ /Lss/sf/mce, of roume/ m V/o//)f/on of /2/5 5/#7% /mec)mmf AS_described m .STR/CK/A/VD

And e STFRLING states 1hat had Counsel SITH been perform»fﬁ wmoe/anf/u b4t 47

/ustonﬁjuraw_owflwtéﬂ:dmazwﬂe doub? As 1o his innocence, [n AddiHon
Wor. STERLING would like fo ask this Courl that [ his IAC clatm in e Distrit

ourl_was_ml “substantial L and "hod no merit,) And was notat lesst debatadle

AMOhJ Jumfs of resson ,’ would the Distyict Court have dedated on renJe,r/)cj

its decision Tor three years® Thus, Wr STERIINGY JAC claim had #n ot

least be debntnble Among Jf‘ur/'ctv of reason

) In_his COA to the Eleven }/; Circuit, Mr. (STE/QZ»//YG deronstrated 1hat the

District Courts denial of bis IAC cdaim was err, because he c/e,qr/u e momfmfez/ fo

rbe b)Sfka Courf f/?A} his Sle/r ﬂmma’menf r/qu Jo ehﬂecf/m Aa;/sfﬂnce of caunsd

had been violated.

In BUCK v DAVIS 132 S.Ct 757 (2017), this Court hedd e reiterate wha?

wle have said before : A “court of /)o/)m/s should Jim? its exammation [ al e

COA s.hqe ] fo A threshold. m?mn:j_/_Z'b -z‘ée_wzdu{?UﬁJveutJﬁL thel chaims,” And

Ask on/u IF_the District Court’s decision wias debatadle M%ML__

£l 537 zzs Al 327,348,123 5.CE (028, 1S9 L. L. 20 £3).”" This Cour?s preceden;‘

15 cleAr; A COA involves onlu A threshold Arm/usu And preseres fu// A/ope///;fe

re_)/)ew 07[ oofenf/A//(zj )nénfaﬂoiﬂ r]A/lm T/)us /}[or/Soner .Seek/na A COA

J
Lineed on j de‘moasfmfeﬁﬁi;gésﬁmz‘wgwmﬁj_ that the district cour? erred

In denumj re e 0 1iJ ER L., S37T U3, 4t 327(auohm SLACK v e DANIEL L 529

US. At 973,989 (2000)).

As e);o//}/heq’ 1n_deta) above in "D, " My STERLINGS habeas $§2255 Motien

lp/ec) £iffeen ‘j-.roumls within bis JAC_claiv in_the District Cour?, And Dir. STERLING

sammeriz_ec/ﬁz.‘@.s;eysjjme_f[itegn,_ﬁ):o_wacis_uz?)zj}z_buﬁﬂ/@ﬂ/_én_ﬁ&w? mn_the

IS.




Fleventh Clrearl (‘//H‘ml’)'zda that jturlk'f.:i of resson could find the Distriit Courts denss/

of his IAC Jwim a/pé/}/})é/p} and the an/j w/Zej halt the Eloventdh Circuit could have

veached an incorrect conclusion m c)enjz}aj Wr. STERLINGS COA is AJu c//'srgmrc@j the

Pacts At heart of Wiv. STERIING: case

Even After the Fleventh Civcuit densed My STERLING 4 COA on Warch a7,20/%,

r. STERLING Flled A Wiotion oy Reconsideration of his COA Parsusnt 1o Fleventh
Circurt Rule 27-2., which states that the Petitroner was r@;)u/'rea! fo submi? “new”’

evidence fo_be_ jmnz"ed A_COA. Thus , Mr. STERLING Add/ fmml{ﬂ_su.ém; ted 4

sworn Aftidavit in su/oom«f of s claim , As “new "evidence hat had no? been

ch/uc}ed i _his mitial COA (ﬂ/t)/D.F). On }77/?5 22,2019, the Fleventh Crrcurt

densed Mr. STERIINGS 1atson for Reconsideration of COA SZLAIL/;QUG ISTERIING X

motion for reconsidevation i's DENIED because bhe has offered no pews evidence or

Arjumenzlx of merit o warrant relief.’

As stated bu this Court in DUIIFR-FEL ‘4 COA can be su/ofmrz"ed bu Anj

evlc}ence [d at 290 7/71.:5 v, STERLING wwpuld like 7o ask his Cour 1, w/7e?%er

the ;ubmz/f/n(j of 4 Swern atEidewt be considered as evidence € And adds Banallu

wonld an_ynre Futed And uncontested sworn aftidavit have some meri?

S?M,qre/:);,, M. STERLING _hAS unrljmsbbml{'j: made A sfvowzhj that huis cAse_has “some

merit: and thus Me.s TFRLMLL/MLMAJ&,‘Z-WAZ/&]_MQMAJJ)‘ the_deninl of 4

constitubionsl r()J"a}ﬁ‘. Y 28 4. S.C. 6 2283(c)(a); that such Is debatable , thalk Mor. STERLING

deserve enmumjemmf I praceed further, And_thus the Fleventh Cireait should have
issued A COA. M. STERLING res/oeéffa/gj submiZs 1hat this Court should 5)'/»)71 cerliorars,

VACATe the Eleventh Circuis Jl:c/amenf ,and either fake this case 42 for Ll

consideraton of_xmw_MJz‘}z_ubach;_o_tZze_t&zgn_A_anyzi Zbﬁmgf A

certiticate of A/p/»m//ibz/n:j; to_Address Mr. STERLING s tlaim 2hat should ke 5r/mfed

relief from judament
J J

Is,




CONCLUSION

For all of the f’orejm}‘;j redsons , And_becsuse urists of reason could debate

whether the District Court suss in evr Tor a’eyzzjzliqj . STERLING s TAC c//)/}nI and _that

because MMr STERI iNG il in Facl wmake. 4 substantia) (‘/)0)4;1')'2(51 of _the deninl of 4
consHiutional Nj/ﬂ‘ 1o the Fleventh Circwrt, Hhis means That 4 COA must Sssue..

The /Def/’f/z'm fo’r A wri?’ of cer?l/e')r/?r/ sf?oulz{ be amn\fed-

Dated this_25th d/.?j. of June , 2019,

. - Respectfully Submitted
i RONN .STERU%G,IorA se.

#04119-09 3
United Strtes Penstentiiry

Lewlkburj, PA 7837
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