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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY provision involved
TKe Fiftfi Rmendmenf oftke Untied States Cans'liuho/i Provides ih pertinent part!

l* Nd person skal( Jt>e deprived of liberty Ldithtui due process 
law."

Ihe Suiti Ameyd/nertt (ifthe Undid States Canffituhtoi Provides in pertinent p&rh* 

v'in all Criminal prosecution^ "Hie accused shall enjoy Hie. r 13ht 
ft? LOmpulsory process farobtai/iinj Witnesses in his f&i/or, to 
have Hie assistance of counsel far his defense/'

Did lirtcentb IhnandtYinii tithe United States Constitution Provides in peAmeint

There shall be neither slavery nor involurtary servitude, eXceft 
punishment for crime (Where Hit party sko,l( have been c 
shall CX/sr Within the United Shies!' Ltmphasis Supplied!

as a 
duly COny-fctecDi

TkFourknH? Amendtntn] of Hie United States Consiftuhin Provides in pertinent 
part.;

Wo irfftte skall make or enforce, any. Ickju uokicli shall abridge iht 

Hie. ptLVilerqes or I’mmunities of Citizen? bftke IklteA States' not shall 
OrujCitate deprive any person of liberty, without dut process of la
hot dtny any person within ifsjutisdict/btf the equal protection of 

■fbe lew1.

LDUUi/wA Constitution/
LSfi-CONSTITUTION ARTICLE Li I in pertinent part ‘

iV Is instituted to protect tkeriykts of the individual and its 
bbty ItyiTimait ends are to secure justice far alL protect 
Ike rights, Ihe r/jhts tnumerakid i'll this fli-tulfi are 
inalienable by. the state andshall be preserved inviolated 

by ihe State.''
L5&- CDtvlSTITUTIOW flRTICLF \*§ 1 fn perWnf part!

NO person skall be deprived of liberty \ except by due 

process of la.us/'

XV(



LSfl-CONSTITUTION ARTICLE I, S3 mpedmtA pad:
v f\lO person Shal! ke denied ike e_f|LLot proiecftCM of4kg. )aufi- 

Slavery and involuntary servitude, ate prokib’itadx e.x.c&pi 
aa p uni s k menr fv^ Ltime •''

L5A-CDMSTITUT/Ohl MTICLL K &l3 mperWf pari:
AT e&cb sra^t of 4bc proceeding \ cueru person is tnhiled to 
fySSisianLC of Counsel \ fikarggd (juifPi an odfkn.se. punishable k>q 
impr/somYtenf/'

Lsn-C0W5TiTliT/0ft/ flRTiar /, s 15 m peAnenl part.'
' ProseCLi (In of ft. felony stall be initialed by tndicfrwenf or 

itabhnaTjsj^ bui fl.fi person skull he. held io <w£vue.r- fora 
cxy?) £al orim& or a crime, ynurisko-hle, by b'fe mpr)£DTi 
txctpl on indidmeyrt hy agrand jury //

LSfl-CODE. DFCKIMItfAL PROCEDURE MlICL£ 3X1 wperfmeni
Par-4! r

A prosecution for cm oKensc puniskaUg by dcodk t &r for 
0 if case puruskakle bq life imprisonment» skill be 

insiifuted by indictment by ayro.nd.jary.
Amended by Pei IWA, £x. 5ess. MoJl eff. Jan. h HIS,

y w u



IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF 'Hfl'a.EfK. CORPUS

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

DS For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix fl l~(s> to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
M is unpublished.

Kin. I/)- VW0 2- ; or,

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix ft I__ to
the petition and is

A/o. ft 111' CM-3X0[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

I or,

[*] is unpublished.

[£| For cases from state courts:

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

A/». API*" KH- IF*IP[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

; or,

l^is unpublished.

The opinion of the 
appears at Appendix C II__to the petition and is

court

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

; or,

1.



JURISDICTION

[X] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
Dei.tn, 3L0 13was

[Xl 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.

(date) on (date)
A

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

For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was ,
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix P (s

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
--------------------------------- , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____
Application No. __ A

(date) on (date) in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).

X A



. IN THE
Supreme cmr of the unitedswtes

Civil flcTw/v Mb.:

/ure JOflviD LEEWILL/OMS 

vmui
MlICY VAlV/VbY.VV^dtn
Louisiana. STod&. P&n'denii'ary

Respondent

feAiti'caer

pethim fore writ of mms coms
MflY IT Plt«E7WE court:

, MW comes■.David L, WILUfiftB, mu: PdiW
I’&^ueXTtng rt~dreS{ of LUhrorf habeasCarpus And Keniad of access to Court? pursuant 
to M U.S.C. $$ASU la) Ad) (R)(i)(iiU U)(ii: M U.S.Ltmi (o') 6) V IS U.SX

*lL>£l la): U 1141 x 1% U.S.t.fl $ ±% //3
H'l Pdfioner assert he is in custfidy in Violation of Aht Condi tutio 

Or Treaties of fhe Knifed 5jafes ujhcre loiaef federal Court erroneously applied 
%3,imbar And wliere he had been unable to develop m date court proceed mas 

becflu.se ifaie applied LCi-.b art- *330-IT bar. , cohere. petitioner's claims involves The 
mdtui:tiM or application of the UnstituUn of the United Elates. Judicial Code US.
Sec. 118* lb Sid, HSl and the cmsfructiM or apph'c&h'tn of the Cmst'iiftion d the, 
Lnuisia

JalOsn or

sec.

na.
(AS Pefvhoner is presently unCMstitufiandlg detained in an illegal Custody 

intht Louisiana Deput-fr/tern of Correction and fuUi'cSofty -s Louisiana Stale fen tie nil. 
Angola.* La. Ipy Daerel Vflnnmj x warden x ty virtue of a Void judarnenT Sentence and
CbmiYiilment uJarrantailiei-e trial Court IMS uJi/fioid SuLjeci matterJurisdiction ov^r 

fta. legal ftcifonx m violation U.S.C.fl. Consfifufion /Zmcyidiwe.n'l*5, fla , due.process or 
law ard ecjUai phofecflon of the la il) i L^fl.Cand flrl I. cecA\S*ISjLf\5\LCr. Fan- b%l

(3) Petitioner is entitled fo iMmediok feltase iecause offatal

i a rip

errocs.

£



'1.

jo juvwifi'iSSU ao spimAwfav fmvim 
vj^fT] 'onjoas- pjowy ?ff- ?vv_f ji/3_joj jg jgj4^ v uuojjad pmj ?yj. poiy. rfuu 

Sutpanbu j?ug Jbvdx/? stojoaijij-pvv ssz/i'-izuu v pm psimgg uditmifoAuwajz 
-uqv psunog paiujp svm Adw/jljgci ujcjn pySiA jg jvgdQjj fyjVQ pursue? ^Jpuou/ipd 
jP wtj-vf.udwdZ'i siLj vi jvvois^jvjdvn Pj^vwsvjjvn sum jpgunoj jvpddjj [f\y

‘jwddv uo aoaas>w j.u.pwuE\ssv\yo inEw aupiu wdp'p ipsudvj ajamvim 
l49g4 lvyv*w?v % os<?7 uo/j.mps>Qj(k pafyns m }<p jJsum-j waufn fifmpYuiswj 
psuvm V? i wp surn ay pjpypn JAUJdjjm pug jJiAp zdtp pmyjfiEv buQwpd 10 uoim 
-pJS2-M9JJ Sl(j Ul J OVP/559|I7Jc)un pjljOUOSVPAUIJ 5VW PMVU/JVjldd jJSUnQJ JOIAj ^Qjj

_ ‘opnpiAAPS favj.uniQAiJi pvw Kijagis’ fipopno fayviAi 
'ijtMSTOj au pjYijvubjs s?Fpni fpoyw f?pn^si swi[ fu'/jnu vm pm wdvd

hiyviu. ■ hvifmiuaj Yi-S fjmrys/Aodayf. mi mu jgisuaii bihw^ 

f*iwfwu/<n ufispvpip dbpnf~jwpjaipi jv^ajji 51 Epaj.snj 43U0i.pj.3j (y .
U(?jw/7 SfD<?J/3^'Dp» pjw-lv Tl SVifp adVA PZf.VAVjEfojQ lUaiUAp 1VIWPS57 gUL gj
svtwnl V‘jj. p>vjjzui dpjhpvp j>. U3tjn? JOJJP O/yigjaAPA fUfjJWIMQ'J pnQl \pjj

• VOlinDaSQAd Ul 103f?p A01
-VPl/U 7/1 (7.7 apiAQld 9j.p3JWj.jl U?yV0 40-U1 ?|CpSJ3/»a_/ p[T? JV/4J JJJ

■ juvwjjipui Forifpoujcrj uvtjj apjjva uotjmvjQjui j* jp^ Picj pfcvifj 7<Jva ppjujwjtj&jj uv m
1A01 jjnjgsQjd psmfp j-i jojjg PfCfigrjPAPA ptyfHfmvipirioj fviy aw pvj

pUQSVJJ WJWQ/IUgLU
4oj. fnjpijtp fij/vuoijnpjsuGj S{ pjpjvA F)j\mFsnj pgnmdcj pougmsyuv mmu^piQ/\

uy vj_juvrwfid fijjvfif siij y puiupp Fuiacj pug punudmi si vsuoiiij^ ^ ‘

71 ui S«uufT)9piaaoy497 a/ unavj.uM Uppi m uuoi Jd\m
q» sven wyj wvjtn' mjsvbfjns puy jpdgjdiMi gum i/g/pjjippj wdg Ajjhoj jpj ^

■ jdva pjptAvjffiv 'Jlr:ij( yy -yj fvjj.masQAd jo potpud 

joptjim-djd ppssvdfiij FjGuirnQuy AQjrwsQAj ‘jpnpuojsj^j jD/jojway

’UQipjAUW lvfoj/l w wvjijQ op fniQwijjgL p-Bjnfigd &uist/ sven p 
ij ppoijSJV f)j6uiWQUpJOj„noP9oy ;J7npwsfyjj jvUQjrmswj (£) 1

oyprguQ Pijj so jawijpad pdipLuip) vu<? FAuflpd pdjjwwyj 
gijS 7-njCrl pvvjs gtjfu? huawpsaj yaywiduu op p?5n ttha dnwj pjnorn

SjJQ(jpA ZJIjvd pwpUJUipvj.? JQptAVpiJJV 3JIJQ(j SSJUpfrj f ^WljJIA IQ UIJQj If }J1
iHV‘,49PIH/ PWW1 J0fn}9gQJcj ;p7npwjs/(^ jviAopjasaj^ (|7)
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(11) Louisiana Supreme Court violated petitioner's due. process of Iaa). ec^ucj 
protection fiF Ihelau) i and tight to One and Drily Appeal of rjjfif m l°l%3ujhtri 
if did not can dud independently d inquiry pursuant to La, C.Cr.f.art, 4lD(i) info 

case ito,: HaT&i-ai-moTis
(13) Louisiana Supreme Laud erred in denial of petitioner's Supervisory 

Of Remedy lAlnfpursuant to La. C-Cr. f. ad 430.E it House R)lt Nt.3&3 \ ftcl hh, 
%L5l when his PCftfi and Oilier Motions rue re pending siA (Qmonths More 
lam ment mtb cited.

( ft) United Stales District Court fort he Middle District Of Louisiana sorted in 

if denial ondcisWissaf d Petitioners Federal Habeas Carpus > Motion tif Appeal ibity 

frtiiYi State habeas Corpus proceedings pursuant fa JJ UJ,Cf HR I (a\[h)ic)l3\ 
1% 0*2150 (aL(d)O) ir> meSi cite. Tlidrici dud oT JJh, Judicial Dtsfr/cf^

Wear Feliciana Parish uikich rule.! habeas corpus a ECRR.
and

US) United States Court Of Rppeal ^ FlFTH CIRCUIT COURT OfCQDmUR erred 

in denial and dismissal erf Rppeal pursuant tdllRR bar andsanctiOn.

For Hit reasons slated above and those set -fcrtA in lYlemorandam ]n support cf 
Petition for Habeas Carpus \ Affidavit\ Exhibits arRppt>tdiaes crffaditd teredo ,
Und all ertidhid are incorporated by reference herein a evidentiary hearing should fce
granted,
W/iere-fortf \ Custodian be required to appear before bar and ansuaur the allegations 
bf ibis petition . That after lull consideration, this Court relieve Petitioner of this 
uncbn^iitutional Custody and restrain of his liberty by issuance arVtrit or 
Habeas Carpus, That this Court declare petitioner's guilty verdicf* Com/ichan* 
sentence VdliL nullify AS feeing rendered by a court uSrmui Jurisdiction.

Dfftr farther judicial LDflSldtrcchon by this Court* that petitioner be relieved 
qt ancoftsf(fuf/onal Custody and restrain of his liberty by Custtdl 
State Prison >Darrel 1/annpU upon cl void commitment warrant■> that be be required 
fo appear in Court and stare hi& authority tor holding petitioner in CusSody ,

That this Courtyrant reasonable bona So petihenee dees not havetb remain 
fOflnW under an illegal convictibr d fid sentence.

That tbk Court if necessary > order and grunt 
mine, the Jecpxl issues and legal fads,

That this Coadgrant Such often further and different relief as if may deem just 

find proper. Petitioner has- sought PCMUn trial court * habeas corpus intint parish 
court of confinement and the Louisiana Supreme CourtfW revietpi Pontic herhas 
exhaasW all available remedies in State court And nobs ,s hefoee/tfns LoarT, 
adulate relief Cannot be obtained in any alter form or from any other court,

and

f the La-,iQn b

denfiary hearing to defer-an ein



For 1h(. reasons siaitcl about Habeas Corpus Petition and reliefsought 

Should he.granted.

esped fully suhryuthd by

ML jl/V i/x/yjx*^

David L-Williams » Pro sl
*°!MO Cctwiy 3, fedeon- / Hull 
La-, Pzniiefihahj 
Angola^ La.. 70711

i IW/i {..Williams \ da swear \ declare \ verify and state ot CAtfifu 

under ptnaljy of perjury fhar we foregoing istrue and. tortecHo ihe. bzstof- 
(Yly knowledge >

da^ of—Bpfi I id 10Ltiecultd onf/iis

£Luii.^u %)\(Mfi
Stgna&uee.

Nofary RePull/ic
F* Offi cio



IN THE
.SUPREME COURT dFTHE UNITED577TO5

Mo.

ihl re David Lee Wdliarvis
reiiTionef

t/T/?5US
Darrel Vannoiji. LAlarded 
Louisiana 5iaie Pznifeafiani .

RispCtntftm

M^idromdum eF law m support op mumiokt
RR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS PURSOOH7 TO TITLE 

2g U.S.C. SECTION 11SH PHD REQUEST FDf\ 
f\N E\IIDENT\F\RY HE/1 RlA/5

Original ftpplicdihn On fieh&IT OP David LeMlhams

Pre.pared and Sab miffed by!

David Lee Williams \ prose
CampD. Paltfl/r-/ Hal/ 

Louisiana Side P&riituiYi arU 
/lncjok\ La. 161(1



rw THE
SUPREME L0UR7 Of Tfit UNITESSTATES

WO.

Oavid Lee W^JJ,i am 
ibdnet

\ZtH5U5
2barrel \/ann dli* Warden.

Respondent

mmrundm of law in support of
UPPuunwN ni writ Of UMrjcmm

Way it please m com:
MM INTO COURT Comes, D«i'd L. WOliawf. 

hei-tl'n referred fo as Pehiiuncr i0 ihe fllrfli/e TUtlTlbfltH L(xSei iecKi/ig relief 
from TWf FIFTH CIRCUIT COURT OF flPPtHL, ST/lTMF IMISIRUO hilmj -n 
Wo lT-308n and Mo. IRSDRbZt uJhere Ike f-Duft rliimisseJ hi» appeal
Mad proU/t Cause, lie UuA as^^ +0TO , a 
Comply UlilfHke uMeah of appraUilrfij ftfiWhtfliuiewt»La<ieHaeJ1b 
EimSfpmj IU fee or Me a ywf/pn for ptrM.55l»fl ^ aipta/ « forma paupms
fIFfO diVecflu uii Hi flr-s fourTr IV mas/Ae f.flj twuiEfU 
foK Uaveto pmetdin fotma pauperis in order W-3DW. Ptye(^ ’
Hkt Court ordered 4ftat Pcdlffaner MusifO(j a Mbnetaey Sanction of * IPO it this 
Ccurd. Williams is BflRRED frow riling ana pleading i ft the district Co after 
this Louth cjtnctrninq fits c:un\iictknsor sentence umil the sgneudahas btea

pQid m Cu.lli__ -See Application For Certificate Pf Appealed) ilijy £chil>u ;H 10-
Fatih oner Contends 7k Mi Circuit rendered an erroneous interpretation or 

application erf Cdnsi/fution or Lauss of the United Slates And tie deacon OJi/l 
iridtcnkl injustice or significant Ig affect tie public interest and trust 

in -itiejadtadl pro&?5.5.

ion

cause

7



Petitioner assEti pursuant id Federal Rult Of Appellate. Procedure, Rule AAs 
18 Proceeding In Forma Faupens \ Rult At d)0) Ctrlif/ade. of flp pvdabi I itg)
fkc Fifth Fir rail Court d Appea erred. in fK j ud^ ivi e.nt and fa I incf! Pursuant to
(bKi)sIf an applicant fi es a. nsice bf appeal v ihts district tletk Mastjzendtoih 
tsf appeals the certificate, (if tiny I and the. sidemiBrit described in Rule II (a) of 4/ie 
f\uks (hover rung tfociedinj Under JL2 l). S.C, $£154 (ifang)x atony uiiHike notice, of 
typed. Rulcll(h)ft) in ptrfenent part. If- no expressed replied fora, certif'cate. is 

filed -j the notice dapped constitute, a request addressed to Hie fudges id Ike LouA of 
appeals. See Appendix Alt) klotice of Appeal. fls tht COUrt can Set Williams
is unahle to pay the sanction imposed by fhe Fifth Circuit The fact is, that 
the Court neverjjea/e (xtimeline to pay or to file into its Conn.

Petitioner assert that his claims docs not lie With the circuit court of appeal) 

but Musi be taken to the Supreme Court of ihe United Stales > uuhere the Case \s one 
involving ' the construction or application bf the Constitution ofthe United Stake fwhen 

based an the around that the applicant is detained in custody in. i/ifllcifio/l of Ike Lbndel­
ution of the United Sfalcs, cf Ex parte Jacobi? IM F (t>£I ICC.L.D. La.

ftppeaU and writs erf error may te taken •from "flie. District Courts direct fo the 
Supreme Court 'in any Last Mud inv blues Hie Construction bt application at the Constitution
flf-i/ie United Sfofes/Judicial Code U.S. Sec. 138. c.f Colima B.Pard 0~f Control of 

Louisiana £ia~k frmtrdi&ry \ 3J Q F, B85 ( C.C.A.S CLaJ $l5 \

te cout-

CD13RT ASSERT niVDLOU^ REPETITIVE Jmt fif-WR/T
The fifth Circuit assertion that petitioner's filing is fhwLus and 

tohuse ofuirif is an £.rtane6U£ assessment of the facts and place an un­
necessary hurdon on him to amui^ the alltgafibnib aviod dismissal of 
his appeal and )treinsmtetntnf.

Williams aside prisoner filed petition for federal habeas corpus relief and 

ffeqaesf an avidentia^ hearing bn aonstiiu-fioMi claims that he has been unaBled 
in develop in state courts proceedings. "Trial Judge andTrigl tuurt I acKtdj 
sub fed Walter jurlseUchon » Brady vMion ^ Ineffective AssisUntt otpjimseU; 
Trial and appeal esunsdsx V-i’C-A Const f mend. 5\Im (3* FI i LSU~Lons\. fintcleS 
Ustc.1,1, mJ5‘> LSRUr.f.arf 3^1. Datproccss and[feud protection of 

the LfIVsk Ltcause St ate. Courts U£ed LSflTTr. F. art. T/)b. £ bfrr 6b aUiws 
fAJbuU rid be, presents. and rule'cnlhe merits of such claims, Set appendices as
a uUale,.

3.



In habeas corpus procaedihg^ ^ as in other Civil defiaiis i petition oaofhhnd 
it cummarih} disMissed unless ft appears Without JouJrt that peftttoner UkK prov&no 
Set et Tacts uuhich uioald entitle him it relief* if petition iS not frivdous and alleges 

even though un/ikely* LBould j//strfg qrmting uitrif -th&n pet/f/Wr 

is entitled id have hit? alltgatians fa) rlu tested ffi [I.Sl-fl-O'Blasneu v,
m fm m(c.f).e fe.DJ ms).

fads usbilb ,

Pet tic net as serf that on directAppeal isiott habeas cerpac proceeding ds 

LS&ll all federal habeas corpus proceeding $, the courts didmf consider the, subdantim 

jstope erf the U)hf\ that the merits of the actual dispute ixJtre not resolved*
The Court held tliaf' Uihen Constitutional rights art properjy invoked s con- 

flictmq leiislotfon mud succumb to Hie Constitution. Siat. v. Mena, £50 US(S\H7
rW __

Sfate statutes do not supercede, Tedera.1 Constitutional rights. Slate v.
31L Su.ld 331 CLa.im) Li 5/aU. deny, WSa.UmCbt. IW)

St.
Bernard

flB(J5E OFWMT DR FILING
WIhtlt ttie joi/ernmenl alleges an abuse <s LUi-rf'oe fili"9 ■> burdw of 

&oiMering suck allegation and proving that the uint has not hen abused rests on
^'^Td) hover assert hk filing is not a tusk uobtrthis /ntesl pedtion prt

S&tits claims Hid have never been adjudicated L ^^utfpnfhemriis. 
Set Appendices E I a Mo. Oh VAG I Tl Wo. OS-3011 *7* E3 -No.. A1-3 \00U
es Atl. Dh3ioosi/oi-AvmG,

Under the Antiterror ism and Effective Death Penalty Act of IIH f/JEPPfi)1*
R da/m Dissented in a 5eccnd or successive habeas corpus application shall be

r ^aj7 || e /> n s ljjlll (taMlV Under the ru(<L \ to determine ntielntr
ants I j cali i9 a is ^second or successive* a court mud loo l<to the substance of the 
!un the application raises and decide whether tk petitioner had aful and fair 

oppoeLutoi fo mise Hit claim in the prior application. First, if the. petitioner W a.
full and fair opportunity to raise the cfoiw )n theprior application > a Seranii-in-time

dismiss ed & f «

an

% .



CAppkalfOn jfia-iseiiks to ratsplint same, dam is barred a s'second or success iveZ 

{second* applicotm hatred inhere petitioner had ft vl fail opporfmaity th offer proof / 

of Ikt same claim in his first habeas appliccdion.
If 4it petitioner had no fair- Opportunity. id raise the clam in the prior app­

lication \ fli •Suta'ejuerrf application raising Him claim »s ntff >ls&ccmJl or successive? 

and £ 31¥l lb) (\)s hat does not apfjy,
If the applicant in his Second petition raises a claim ffof he raisei in hk 

firs/ petition but the Ikfricf (dart leff an addressed at its oupn discrdioh % tire 
stand application would no i he sisecond or successive A fie raising a previously 

lu\ addressed elaim is noi abusive by any definmon. e.f. Maywood v. raffersor^ 

XDIO \fJL25lS3TI (U.S.3.G10)

FIFTH ClKCUfT RULING CDMfiLICT'Wfffl ANOTHER FEDERAL flPPEAL 

CDUKT RULING AND THE SUPREME tDtfRT DF7DE (WlTtD STATES

The C6uW Ee/d fWVn eummaiina of the language of 12 XIH (a), 
Rale <UE) andTkpcrf'/ie/irinferpyftf/Ytdeeisiks mdiedes Mthere, are Two 

tLresWd pestioni that must beannu trad More a cfeiwror habeas corpus neJ tel 
TTlau be dismissed as successive, first,'if must be defej-mwed that fesme 

qtoiuul presented in the subsequent application bits drtemmeA adversely to the, 
applicant ml -Hit prior Applkkhcn'/' See Appendix El > E1. E2^

If the same around uias railed in the prior habeas pefirinru »f 
bt defer/niued that Abt phbr dAcrminAion u)is o n fbe merits/' Doubt—
1b these matters art to he. resolved in favor of fbepet ft oner, unte the-court 
has> addressed the threshold requirements and has tone acted Thai loin have been 
■met* if mast determine whether w ends ofjust/ce (iiou d be strveA by considering 
the merits of the subsequent petition. kf. fatten V, fenm/Ki E Supp. ISMrl/f.D, 
fa. iW).: Sander^ J.VniU Sides, 373 U.Sl, I5-/3 SfjMUj)77' lOiM

ia m(\%i)"it at- a,7^ stiff id xx l(a)dns 1 u]i
jlist l Rule Governing i5Wfion llSd Cases \ Rules I (a) * i(b) Aft II-S. L-n.

must then
s a£

ID.



1Z U.&.LR.+21W
The Urnfed ivffifes Supreme. Lautf /ie.id % '* When titt LviAtnce, leads vatu 

Id 'llie CDnduS/on tiiai a fedtral tlaim uidS mdAi/&rfently aver I baked in sftffe 
HS^I CJ) tnfJles tte.prisoner fo an UfieYuombeteJ opportunity 

Cast before a federal COurf C.r. JfilmsorvV. Williams > Z33- S.Ci. !h%l ClJ.
The taurf field m James v. Kentucky Hitt U.l34f flW) If tiiLimy m

Uiki'cii a daft ralt it applied unduly burdens-fit def&ndards tierc/st b+ ms/her 

d/filtmal fluffs dbt federal Court refuse ft htcojnrzt. a procedure Aeiauli,
Ptfifionei- ft^crf Ltmstdbcf Dnclyair Jodutt It in Mian fat s uKmJu 

Corpus relief is nsfjansAeWl, a federal hoJbtas catpw taurH is net dtfry
kbund ffa tonsiJet nor apply ibe liveliness bf a habeas Carpus UAHs
Hrll \/. Bran f an ^ 177 f3u7l)l (CJIHI(i/aJ A062.)

clecLt-ltj
Coufeh

tb Make hieSec.
Is.Adiz,

ton
abeas

SlMMCNi onne case
On January S. IM. m Hkt tarly momnj /.Mrs £. T. urns stxuzItssaM m 

her home. Iltt affeiior Itff offer ftp assnu/n Tak.'nj MtneJ h& shltinn viefim. 
W//* Araiarl, aliffls/ hwWjnUf police offiuis iaj tit amsttj 1W L-
\Klilliam£< peiidionct » for ihe nftertse. ( ~ ,

On January 7. 1781 hi Hi finer u!a$ purported (y v chafed SU Bd/tfi InlormiTton
bOh violJiot offbc tfaUc*. U. *.S. Wfjtt *N»rtU rape Af J07, W HmU
"Obtoil /i.£. WW.? On ttf dy oftr/aH/W/, 5.IW.H™. Mum dKnpU,
Assfc ifet Ml. on MOTion U tit fiurf i stmr tit churns d Cwi JL fin J 
tod praaeedti to tml wilfi tfuiif Iojjwvalu ram-& 6„ Mm IT, l«2 Pof.fionor 

LUqs. sentenced to serin: life miprisonmend ai ham labor withDui bwiefn ot pnroleo 
probaflon et Suspension smitact®

I See Rflpefldt'K 6 Bi/I of In-famofcri
a Set/lpfitnJiK 3 50-3/ RaftrSMufotelOl
3 Set PapenJix &M TxftacidfMinufes lf\drck I5> 1981 

Jl sttnpptitJk ikiradH MihJ&i fday I'll 1782
PefitlDfldt u)as ne.tfei' fried for atwitd hokfcery or any ofker £.hef^£> 
nftrloutwl j|Utlfy of any Cr/Me, Dfkc.Kffo.ri a^t-Av/ak, Kape.

4-



ERRONEOUS INTERPRET#™ BR RPPUCflTlDN OF CDNSTIWTIDV OK. 
LAWS DF THE UNITED STATES A//D LOUISIANA :

{ thatIk EM Circuit Court Df (\ppeaL State. erf Louisiana 

has trronebuslg inferprded bt apfiidd ~fht CDnstitutnon or laaJs Uni fill Sides
and Louisiana. Ihe Laud is, appluing "federal itotule sec.XXiH fa block IfL tioners 

Isf amend, t'ighi of OcCLt55 in federal Court and dismissing Appeal uoferCL hn 

is unable to pay SQncn&n imposed fy ibe. court. Courts ruling anlde- 

CJ sibii mill cause material injustice cr^significantlg affect Hie. public i nitre si _ 
and Irusr in 1k ju d trial process, Ihe. Court error involve* a. side court's
dismissaljf a true habeas corpus as a PCftfh \hlbrc1riaf court locked 

SahjcCmatterjurisdjcfi&n and bill of Intisrmat/on didnot cbccrgta cxlwe \ and 
(jDmrnTment Warrant alas mt signed % ik trial judge, and Counsels in all skats 

af Cntninal proceeding Were ineffective that is 1hey left ikttf Clienh consirudivtlg 

hifft\Dut counsel. Imere Paiitiontr ^assert bt is being held in CUsIbdu m vioicdiba 

bf ik Constitution \ Lams and treaties bi the. tir\ifed Stales and Lauts/ana.®
mj fie to ike circuit Loud bf appeals \ hit mud k taken it%e supreme!
™e iaSE ‘f EntJfvt)^m3 yhp construction at application #ffk constitute 

or me. United Siates .0 Hppeals and uinfe of error May bcicMtn from He.
Lisfricf Courts direct. % the. Suoreme Court'{'«gnu Lest that inush/es tic andrudfon 

br apdicamn of fht Lonsrituiih arthe unfed State£. W The Loud held '' When an 
Act 4 Congress is aliened to conflict uaift, the CDnsfitiitibn, if is emphatically ihe 
province and duty oftfejudkial department io sag Ldtm4He lauiisL, <to determine 
■flie. ccmSTf'f"JTionalify of a. statute.®

Peri i ■fioner assar

dots

CLFK/fl I
TML COURT LUCKED OtUtCTMIlTM JURISDICTION Dm THE LEGAL rltm:

5 1% U,LC. la) x HMt CkU3)
lo Ex parte Jacobi x IbH F. L £1 CC.C. EL, La. Itdp)
1 Collins V. Board at Cam to I of Louisiana Skit feniftnuaru
« 2w«>yiirM£‘4^^?i^y. OUom 131SA Mil,

SlL US. ig4 (U.S. Dist. Ci

IL



•Subject matter lur/sc ut/bn is a courts statutory or coinstitutional 
pDuiet- to adjudicate a. lega action before it, Defect 1fl or lack of subject 
ftriattlr junsdlction Can never be forfeited Dr iuaii/ed a and require tOrreefion 
rCja.l-dlfc£S of ixihetlier error uJas raised in district Court.® /Iltkouejk part’.
, WJrvsenlfbptrsonft/iuttsJrtf/bni 'if is until settled that they tan not consent
u SubjtcT~motrtr jurisaiCTfo/). The court mast raise a lack of sulytct'Platter juri 
diction t,ven if the parties hav/anot. Okjection challeiwp'nj the Courts juri s diction 

fnaij be made at any tune or may he invoked by arujone. at any ttwt a antj LLilrvere.®’ 
Petitioner assert that Jurisdiction over the subject matter 7/t_ irial 

Courts action utas inherently untdir „ irregular ^ invalid , null and void 
U5hic.fi affexis the reputaT/bn of loui Siam's judicial proceeding s and procedures. 
Under suckact/on aJ len it appears that trial Court had wjuris diction to 

r^ndLr thejudgMeaf h pass sentence which rtjavd a and Linder uUhieh the 

person is in Custudj a held mpristm it is uuittin the pnwer and if uui/l be
IKt dtffy of It Co ud it C/lDEfi HlSTilSCHflRGE.® 7k Ccui-1 UddUf 

in Cert Cun CftiES \ Do correction Can he made of thejudgmen' \ uu itre the ccnirf hod} 
under ihe (aiii\ ^jurisdiction of the Cast \ that t& •> no rig In to take coqnizcuncc 

Of the offense alleged a and ''The PersonNlusf Be IWTI RELYlUSCHfiR^Fi)/'/^.f 
‘ • i• voidjudgMerit* uihich include-Sjudgin&nf entered by a court Ulhicb lacks 

juri sell men ouer the parties ar the subject Mailer \ or lacks inherent power tb enter 
■ht particular jucWnTx or an order procured by fraud, "car? lie attacked of anil

tea sr “iia+ew,!»’ ^ p«4;

Its
dan

is. pro-

H (J.s, v. CothrK ai s.ct nsh515 u,s. as fu«s.xooL)
v. Wilson A IbL SlULilsi */77 U.5>/3t (0-S- hlXItU)

U;S. v.SposltoA iDb r.U lORLfC.R.KlYlasstIWl
It) California V. La Rue. a 409 IAS. 109a 11>5x4.3% (MlD 

as. v. Vlreehen v 503 F.U1D&5 fim)
U.S.v/. GateoJocdA 173 MAW (mi)
Stak V.kUculosii SS SoJIlSi ttft- |^|o7

„ ibecuiV V.Detain J0£ h. l$l/IZSy 29 Soufhi flRol)
u u-s.v. flddonrzioa^miis^A^ i/.s.ns (mi) 
a inreBonnerA^UtSi^ISlljXWlflS'W , ,
II Long \A5hereianK Deve/opmtnfCora. fil f.SJSWOW)a C-f 

State v. Thomas a -Ul So.ftd IIS (M&l)

Ku hi man
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Tf it appear 'fh&.i ihtittal Court had no jurisd iction fi render tbrjudy- 
rrtenT uubicb rtumvc. •» and under which the-perso/i id he.1 d a prisoner\ itis Within the 
poijuer and.i+ will Ltiht duly ofdhe CourffivV ORDER UlSDISTflflR&E.®

R defendant may attack suEjcd/naffer jurisdiction irt (iHtob drftercwt lOays, 
facially and Wually. facial attacks on subjeciMaHlc jurisdiction require ike
ZLoiif+merelu in uA and see if the pdlfinner his sufficiently alleged a bas/s ^uk- 

jerfma'frer and Hit allegaiion in his COnplainT artiaktn US True.
In 6omc2.v. United Stales. 1his Court held and concluded fhaij.aim)ly basic 

defendant! riyki in all ctiflcalsfajes of a criminal trial conducts by a para n 
juried idio a 7o preside. BeeausejaH&dietion of a Court is derived kui.LonsTjTtmcn, 

av STafuie and Can not be. confer red by mseniconsent mm aulhAi.e a Judge To da 
aj had lau)has noign/en him Hie power fodo.^9
L5fl-C«f.+iitoii Melt I, CBC.W4 R&W TaftaUWu Kron'>#n4|0(lM

* The Kokf to a prelimuanry examination £hallncT be , H
CiJies /uteedf ufien iht accused is indict td by ajmndyiry,

Petftioner assert lliat none of ihc judges in ni&case. na^Ui^dicTMn |b pitside cue fcX ffi tt*. Jufc jJ* K. Strain Jr. J# TWs W. .««»,. 

dl/aru J. Crain i Hi he re pditian charged tailh aggravate rant aiui armed, j^bbtrij andWbi/lafrfo&tion rrffU the inf.ron5l.nn wid.O 
Kr.sJiJ.Xn orer rjt Chor3e, however, juJ« med .nf,nJ,r,3 prohaUe. (.cmsti 
to hold peti/Fontr fir Won armed robbery ckarat uiben vilTiM tesiititcl that 
no weapon Ula£ inV.ll/fJ.@ if *etrial Marts.faion was iW
diiti.n, if cannot he mate validby an appeal Jec.s/i>« , S'
meat is aflame.! on appeal. if is not therthy renJu-e! val.J. Farther mins

cfiallencjed. directly or MlleralUj.

is a
hlitl)

. LidnJ m Uni) il/rl banner' U Set. 3X1,15. U.S .Pll(im) 

IS lifltMWrrin II.S.. Ill UJ 13(. (1111), PeJetal Dulu ChM.f’rte.Ruleli(W(.)iirU,55fl. 
lit <WD U.S.JS?, IWS£l.itiiMWLtJ.2J‘iJ3(|‘lS1).1‘|0U.5.atm,lll<!5.Of.atX2^,
II stnt MThomas Al SoJJ ilKlW) hirJlf Nlinuk Jon.2S'-l<i®,F(l..i5.l')fZ,/Hir.l5, 

ity&lv See. ftpjiendi'/L W
I# Se,e Append/*. E Transcripts 5lflnd6l« , ,

When 5+oik initiated prosecution by bill of infoHnaW rathtrltmn grand ju.ryif 
merd. t depKoed dAalcoued d rubiedmedieejfAi-isdid-.on ll.f), V- LahtcrA- fcryL,i:vvtn^fc^TTUl.sqt, S.Vd'ld.lSvSlsr (Tex. U. flpp. mo}* pamMiueM« w
hfvvb Ao*l »41*11 111 Wi'5. 117 (l^oM)i r .P \UrLtPA v. TKtE»Vniu^e. Urukd-Siftts. 
35 n*3fci

mdici-

tf-



fetifronEi' is noi ie.eKiruj to have his Conviction arid Stdtntt. Set etziclt, 
bur annulled as Having been rendered by a courf uidhoutjurisdiction^ or 
decreed! null* R habeas clonus case, will be finally disposed afm the. Applic­
ation -fbh uurit inhere, there is no dispute aV&r the fads and they .sh^uJ that 
that the sentence unditv a)hich the prisoner i& Confined, it null.®

BILL OF INFORM ATI 0 if
tOklTAAftY TO CONSTITUTION/ md LAW IS VOID

fdjhtaev assivt u)hert ©bieded prior to fna[ verdict bu Moving tb Gnash 

kill tsf inWmafioi'i \ he preserved. fiLs proc.ed.arfl I right to challenge and do 
assign error tb trial court ruling Concerning suffitntriey of bilffl-finfarmAn 
1o hitiah prosecution ef 1ol,R.S, k):Al p^g. hape.@) ^

Clanri thai hill T information f&i L to Tafe dhnstchallenges Jurhdtdibn^ 
In iht cast of State a. Charles Edui&rdTbnMgsl^ulho Was charged by 

Bull af Information with possession of hero in uifh intent Is distribute, was Void \ heJiaustr 
d offense Mck CO uld Only he instituted bg grand jilt u'uut id toed. LSft- 

..... L$I5 \ i_5fi-C.Cr. P. art. 3£1. Jurisdictional detect 
flrtU IS af-fod Louisiana Constitution flf iWl provided that the. prosecution 

of a felohU shall be initiated bg IndCctmcd or kUmapln,. kuf M[ person shall bt 

heU to ansuitv fora cep.taJ or a crime punishable bu l,h iMpmonwent &ntpTai 
.n&WlqajrWjWj. MiVmalh , LStt-Ctt.f. ut. 3*1 pr^ffl
frouaihb, Iran tffinu pmsUU L deaf j or Ar to 

life 'iMDMVftnmenf i sba bt insfiYiiW bg indictment bu aarand fury- The

offense uulucf, awl»e instMU mlu hji-wdjurtj miidwimud Us^^dt.
R vercl.bf of quiHu founded upon anmfrrnrjfiW insajWnl 

cxna ahiTtne/teWiAnA a sentenW Tbeceuadar * unAathoVi^dPtherefore
fhe Cast wfl5 nof triable by a. jury of twelve.

I & 17.

if charq e. 
nst.MCb

H State v.Louis , V! Sb,Vlk^ l£i.LaMR (La.im)
dO .Sfnfp v. Pirf Ip I-. 355 So.id I3DA (Lo.imU State v fridgen, I IS Sn. t»3.1 ft 7 La.56<? 

set Appendix fi 1-3 bill of information^ & lb Moteonic tkuashl Appendix £ Pr0 5t 
Motion H kuash bill of f/mt-M&norU Motion to Quash end Dismiss pfosecui

& n.c. w rw™.\ Moii^UiTaT33iT u.Upp.iar tu4
°n S-kfp V/. fiitnutnus lh*l La. &T<?>23. So. Id f/9T5 J i JtdtV, M/UJmlM 

152 So. Utf. nZLa.LIl (La.im)

I DO .
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ts verdict of guilty of #C|(]fav/aied Rope
nof responsive to hill of information ds ayy. rape, is not a crime chmryciUe. by hill 
of information. inhere a Convichbn and sentence far a. felony^ Ltiitk no charge against 
accused lay hillofiniormidm Dr hi/1 of indictment are aiosdiife^nulliiiBS i the 
person CMVlcted should be discharged tram Custody 03)

In (Lease cohere Hie hill of information is otherusise void an its ft 

fae duty tf Hie court ft pay atfint ton in such nullities or defect ex propria Mtito.
Petitioner Contend i if /egal founded i and established that his conviction 

i- a.f'apt u)Q5(bris Void and could not he ltga.1 cause af 'imprisonment \ net- 
ilhsicmdincj any procedural default as a resulri habeas corpus relief is, r?fit 

prctedurjUlu barred for failure io assert his claim at an earlier stage Gt* lapes
4 tiraeiS) U,S.L.f\ tend Rmend. SxM LSfr&ml JU /. "l,3, IS \ LSH-Ut. 

P.oA.Stl.

Futilinncr ftisorl a trial uJascour

if isate \ <H)

for
Uii

assert, under the decisions cited and thejuris.prudence- upon 

nlkic-h-they relies -> a fatal defect in the charging mechanism % indictment nr 

infi) emotion must bt noticed by a courts even after Conviction and even US here 
Ylo objection tb the s ufficiencjj oft he information had ever been reused, Lin iudi 
circumstances, ulhtit a fatal defect is noticed even after CCnvicfthn, the entire 

prosecution Mus"' be dismissed * since the foundationJjfthe criminal prosecution 

ulid mdit merit. LSA~C.Cr> f.art fill) tlDdl)
l*la Const. Amend, protects against Certain types of patent error prevent m3 

Conviction for the of(efl5£S 1 tbe lack of jurisdiction of the sentencing court > The 
state lacked Constitutional or lejd politer to fry the accuse forth* of fa use charged 

L5A-C.tr.fart. 926 tz)&

Pett/finer

a va

ih ,/. i)uh*n. ii 5„.79i. m u. mru. n m
15 Stale v. ft naLSAoJd ILriU La. no (La. IMb) l State. V.Jnrdy, lU Li. IDR,

IDS' fa. 3 flaky. Melson, lU U.R13A6? sL tw
% Art«*7o/p7 wflui,qnf.id md.h.ucuttn)iMainmhtp.j/^

422 S.Li.Ltlc^^ A£0i>£l L.Ed id5MlIWlY, Murrlu icLAnier
4T? U.1 hUJ\%> lbl*S.thU39 auMAi U12A3<\1 (ItU). *

X7 rt/d/M/. drtryiM. ?h£ So.USlH ( La. ItlRii .Stale n rcLlnrbnn v.tieiukrsoja.* 
122 So. Id lib fU.ITO) N , ;

vfV/^ti < 3>25% Sa.2d 52*1 (La. rilb).^tateseSdhxSi^Ol Sa^J 4i£\ Xoo^- 
rili ( La. Rpp. 4m Cir. Ad05) (J.S.C.fl Lnst- Amend- rilLSH'Const. Art L szl.A

to

It-.

i



A verdict D-fguif-fy of ayy. rape institute.d hy till of wfarmfinr? 'is n crl 
responsive ft infer mat ion .&) Th Sutton v. Lash \ the court held that \ " Lapse
of time alone, uull not uMrranf the denial of the issuance erf a. ujiit erf hah eas Corpus^) 

d Convicted. Petitioner CISse.Kf person should not hi. accused of aggravated l-ape 
p t hy a group oPfel/ou) citiz£.ns acting mdependerfflg erf either prosecuting 

attorn ey andjudge.®

an
EOcCe

GMND JURY feAuiREMEA/7;
DUE PmCESS OF LAW! and Em L PROJECTION

Petitioner assert he is hang held OSJi Convict in Louisiana Slate Penitentiary la 
Violation of the (Loast itutf.6 n i Lcais> and f readies of the. United States and if 'the. state, 
of Louisiana UJhert l nrotmattofi is Contrary to the. Constnulion and LaiiAS.

Petitioner Contends there is 0 great difference, between indictment and intc 
(dion > mdidrnenf is founded upon the oath ofajurg , hut i/rfornfldie/i is a declaration 
Jhj state prosecutor» Erroneous information is coamzaUe in habeas Corpus proceeding, 
lint term "indictment ° includes affidavit arid information \ unless ~itis the clear intent in 
restrict ihat word to fhe findirtq of a grand jura, ISA- CCr. t art %lLSfi-C.Cr,f.*d. 
3Srj * LM-Const-MiJsXh >15

LSfJ~C-Ch f. art. 383 in fkrfinenl parf -»! fin indictment is a written 

of aik made log a yrmuijuryf," sX
LSf-fCr. P,ftt"f. 3,'n Pertinent Bart • ho information is a uOndten declaration 

of crime made by Ite. district attorney\orljiL Citg prosecutor and. signed by hi«n . It Must 
foe-filed in open Court * till a Court having j urisdiction to fry fie offense),"

LSf}~CCr.P.art.^i$l in Pertinent Part. I heyrandjuru shall inquire, into all 
offense that iwlpose the death penalty and life imprisonment./r

LSR'C-Cr. f. art.H^ll in Pertinent Pat-f‘ fly rand jury abai I tear all evidence by 
iht district attorney/'’ x,

i W*a fyjrandjury shall find an indidmerrt
charging ■frie-dcfenuanT with the Cbtn/vussiDH of ano+ftnie* til hen >n its judgment the evidence. ^

ocm~

accu&a'tton

11 SMissLMjXtQLi Zlf So,Id UHL loohisu fLc.^pXl CirlbOl)
30 -lutfen \Jj Lashi 57h Fid 73% (I97^)(llue-Cirs),< HairsienV. (‘tin* g&q Fid 1392 (lQl2)

Ctrl. Aet>itcMH UX.mM S.Cl 1LLL ,3LLXd.ldUUlflffTlL bears) i H^«m< ./
413 Ltd W (mt>)(Wuears)\ C.l Prdmer V.flshe, 3*11 f/.S.\Wt 11 S.fd. HMbUdld
W I1*,,* finnjulvgma exrel. HermorTv. LlauduxdSf) U.SJILIH, lLS£i.lX3,2TfJ06 
Ltd. J
State V. Davis. Z£5 St.ld tta fL. IWI C.f. St iron* v. U.S., £b S.Ci.llb^U U.S2H flQLb) 
.^4p v.t)eMollet Ul So.M IhH (La.dppXICir.im)
State ax rv»l. Jarksfl/i v'./lender.Sflni Supb- Il73i LSTh Se.ldHh 1*221 So.Zc/£//) 1 L.f.
1^., ISU F. 1A Sifl (MY. man 1. US S.SJ MS2SK)

««J**^^>-Sr£!S»Afc8S,tS8Sw

31

man i/.31

. (e>v K in c v. lYteKei iKen,> ^ 5 1/.5
CW) n>



tLortsidered by it, f unexplained orcaritfaditfed, cuarrants a conviction/'
LiH~C.Cr.Patl. Win fertment fart"It is ilia y rand jury who presents 

Charge- against defendant/'
The Lrand Jury bos the dualfumd/bn of determinmy if there is pro Ladle 

tQU5e ib believe ihat a crime has been COmmithd* (not judge ardistrict attorney h Undd 
protecting tit i zens against unfounded criminal prosecut/ort ©

Petitioner assert that the sufficiency of a dates information is a va.li'1 claim tor 
habeas petition only uiken it is £0 detected that under nC circumda rites Could & valid 
state. Conviction result from Pacts provided thereunder, Cknd that Can he detthnined, 
xV only by. looking to fhe, lauj of the. state ujhtrtthe information uias issued,^

The, Court held in Lx parte. Rhodes, pat '"UJheU? the p re teed my s 
VOld \ the accused may he. disci atytd'T® ,

Petitioner assert ~)hat in instant cast hill d information is Contrary to clearly 
established federal lam where thcQoverrunq legal principle or principles seT forth by 
the .Supreme Lout of the United Maks in rt£(h olding af thet iivie the state, tendered Vf$ 
deasidn. \ IS U.SX.A.&ihSH (d)® /J state. Courts decision is contrary to clearly 

established -federal law xVif the state court applies a rale, that contradidi 1bc$overntng 
lain set forth in The Supreme Crufts Cases Tr confronts a set erf facts that are materially 
indistinguishable. from a decision 0 Pthe Court and. neuefthe less athves at a result 
different f

entiretyart

t trow Supreme. Court precedent. , v 1 p
Petitioner assert that the rig htto njrand jury indufment guards person csl from

uJronofu/ prosecaf/ons by aver bearing state- ufhere-iheu are either falsely accused erh nr
art veiny held to aasaier tuiae, fertht same ctnM™

33 flr/iny Lihi u. tloi/pS . 92 SlL ML dIM U.S, US, bU~27 (U.S. I<y. Mil)
Tl.S.T<rP.m EnqmVe ring Tor., IDS Ud.il 33 M3 il'£.*U8J 111 (U.S. Cal. 1983) ,
i/’S. V.W,M;/i^fr?nf f)T U'___ , IllSS.mSJIW, ll8L.fd.Xd 3511(9921

3H flfeVflnifcr J.M/ fiittpi-, 775 Rid 595 (C.f).S(Tex.l 198s)
35- AO So. %VI,1I8 La. Run. 133b (L1.I8U) n . ,
20> See flDDendices B I5(H/1; I nr k.^r- i/. /?ndrodc,S3Sr U.S.L2,11-11, ill S.CiAiLL

L.u.'id 389 doooi; Rri.iwbvU v/.r/.im . as.-.., 135s.t4.m9,mi, m i.uu
UUlMSU Wn Ad V. (Wen, 558 U.S* 190 *30K l30S.£f.#//» H5LMld 138 U0I6)

31 M/rU iLCllandm,lM 0.£. 338, 343,94 S.Ci. LI3U17,38 LCd.2dS\b (iW)
C.L as. xx.Miller, 105 S,Ci, 1811,411 U.S. 130 CU.S. Cal. It.85)

SI K3rL3)9 (C.AJLUI.Y-l I9?5)u. \Myclp.rrtiyej:n.s

18.



Petitioner assert that Ififs Court Wlu sf apply atest ujhen it is unclear 

UJhtHier a. state courts opinion daju die ah cl A fe.dtra.1 Maim on1h<. yner/fi
so Hat 'federal habeas rev/eiu usil( it differential l 0) U)kaf the state Court 
h&vt dont in siivu far £dseiCl. St ait, v. Stevenson , 334 staA 19 5 (La>
(Hti'&mi i .State V, (jrttn > 34V 5o-ldJJl*! (IVil) (Heroin 1 \ Siatt^v. Dona lonei 
335 .So.&d ml (La, 197$) (second dearet i States. Dams ^ 3 85 So. 2d Il2>
ll^XO) (second degree.murdor) * State. \A Lhffc H 34 Sa.'lA flpp. I Lir.

(second deoree murder! '■> 1I31 St.'lA ^73(LafieplCir. m3)
(b.gcpu\/a\t& rapt)! State v-Gary, 4^IS St,. 2d XbC ( Aggravated /-c.p£l , Stat

Thomas i Abl So-ld 331 (La-flpp.lCif. l9St\ (Htrain)'s State, v. Smtt, 59Z Sa.ld 
175" I L&- Wpp lCir. i989) Aggravated hidnayplngli State v.heMolte, CllSo.ld I LI 
l L&. flpp-t Cir 1993) Uigg- rape.) i State, u- Raby , 261 La. 909> £.52, Sa.Qj 310(1911),' 
State, v. Sutler* X5<\ La. S&0,150 So.Xd 7M (I91l)t State. V-dames , 3b£ So.Od E\ll 
LU'lVlJ})i State >/. 1Usee., HIE So-ld ilS(L&. I9g2.!.

e V.

Rdit/nner assert that under fit decision Cited ahtwe. and'HiejurphAdenee upon 
ujlnch they rely v a fatal dtfect ih a bill of information that-charged no crime., 
Must he n of iced by the Court, even after CamuTM and even adhere. no ohjecTm 
to lie Sufficiency of the hillof information haatver icen raised. In such 
CiYCumsfances \ LiSitre a fain I ditch is neticed even & tec Convictions the entire, 
prosecution must be dismissed, since the foundation of a ernmm I prostcud- 
ion IS a v/ftiid mfornridiien fir indictment.(£& STafe.v. Monk* 2>IS^>o«2J 7J7 ffia.H7s!

(X) 111 here the history at the. Case Suggest Hat thesidt court aJaS auJara.cC 
any grounds for not adjudiceding thecast on the merits. @3)

(3) The Court must survey fht legal landscape as if then existed and deter­
mine udfie+ker slate’s court considerinfl fit defendants claim gj the. Time his 
Conviction became final mould have felf Compelled U rxistfn^ prec 
tondudt that the rule he Seeks uJaS repaired by the LDnsuTimon.U^

Pi! Whether He procedure at issue implicate the fundamental T&it-ne_s£, trr 

triai. 5tt <3f>

3$ £Aato u- James, v 30£ Sa.ld £1*1 (L&. Hutto i/. fmatu \ ^/31 U S. (»7BS tt* 
isCsljmf\MphiiH y. ffieIm^- U.5.( UK{fftf/I 
StAppendix £ 2"3 Bill of IriHrmafion 3 BIO WiTun Ti) (laah n \ lo I o 

fVLoffoit for R Preliminarj fxawiinATi'on.

5, M.

edent to

ion31

nd •meL5
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FRmD OH THELOUi..
Claim deserve To 4e /ie-revitu) tg. tt/s Coutl, uheredai*, sf 

neuilg disenvered evidence- or fc/Y/ or ir}TM-jrc<iribrt. ir? uj&s pre­
sented. fo the FffHi Circuit Court bf appeal axidi uias Summarily 
dismissed ujiftiouf reaching Hit merits,

fursuant to Louie /W.£cAexnaydce,Jr. v* Darrtl l/unnoy ^ W&rdeii,
Ede as U.S-------*No. i#- S3*l I. In JLOO^ y q former tmp>)ojje£
fof Louisiana's FVfff Circuit Cdurt of Appeal shot himself in his coutth 
office. Ike employee Itff a satCi'ete nofe claiming fkirf he. had keen formtnUd 
ku fu's im/olutment in that Court of appeal's secret IS^year policy of sutnMAt- 
\\u denuinjf pro se appeal is Cl Due process Denial of right. The. note declared 
imt no judge kadi reviewed Ol h&lota.s Appli'cciibn filed Uja prose in mate, dur ing 
#af dime's insfeads Courthouse staff prepared ruling thoijudge -Sijned"ujdttj- 
oiif Jo murk as aj lance "of the underlying pefifions at any review of ike. applicat­
ions’ merit.

Pdititncr assert -that his ixpphtafid 
pro st litigants mere being dismissed uailhbJ Consideration

Petitioner Contend that his appeal Musi he reinstated that f \e claim 

of aexiikf discovered evidence, ftlag heard an the Went Cuod theunjud 
dental might ke. ratified and fkt_ Courts namt and reputaiieuft cleared. 
of amp uirorig doing .

ou.se-

loefort the. Court I n L.O01 u)kehn uJfls

Due PRoctss or- lrw
Petitioner assert he locls denied and deprived of his right to 

dut process of loud uiken state instituted prosecution of an offense kg 
hill ofinform ah on that imposed a lire sentence of imprhtnmenf rather^ 
fhan kg Car and Jurg indictment as Mandated ing Constitution and lorn

RpP.^dijC E l Transfer Order, Mo. 07-971*1 n 5 1 JWal of n/lofiem, Me. Dy-.3D2.I7, 
LeMtrio Fifth Circuit\ EM Sc.ke>( naydtt-v. Yannot^ 5£4 L/.j,-----ULOI?J,

LS lYlei/en Ar an order auHiori’zj’na, bio. L) I- 31001 Eastern District Court < bi-XOHS G. 
42 LLS.t. A^Consf flmt.nd.5y I'M LSfl'Cbnst f\A. In sec.l\3,15i LSP-LCr-f.aitt>%2.

set
E3

£0*



Tlit Protection of the Fourteenth Amendment can he invoked ©nluif a State 
deprives amj person or denies* enforcement of a rigid guaranteed GD

Bud Process applies iiihtngovernment at'Ion deprives person of liberty, 
daimanf nouif hav'c leojifimafe claim of enfdlcwenf "fa infereS't ®

Tkc- fout-f held in Ei/itK ia Luceux 4L9 0.5. 3l7i393x IDS Ji,3D->£'i 
L. Ed.id ill (19£S) vV Due process /tglrfs of ftn 
ft due process is* in essence.** fhe. right to a fair opportunity to Attend 

Against the state's accusation and the procedure used in deciding defeats 
VYiu.s{ COMpotf LuiH the demands nf Due Process and E<|ua( Protedifln 

clause of the Constitution.® Due Process Aas-fuio major component*'.
Firsh 6utstanfi ai due. process W«uj rebuke tout! to avoid certain type-* 

of goirernme.ni action ikat infringe, on individual rights and individual 
freedom it action £ecmd procedural due process may require the gov- 
trnmeot h assure that individual art afforded certain procedures iaefot& 
■they are deprived of lifex liloerftj c>r-.pr<3pe.rtij

in making the procedural dut process analysis \ "Bit uses a iuiosttp 
inquiry i first i LL>li£ihe.r Hie £fete has deprived, a. person of a liberty 

tfferest* if there has been such a dcpriVcdian xihe Second luCjXurg isujhether 
ihi procedures relative "to that cltprh/afm mete coasrituhonaUg sufficient.

T)ut frocesi DPLau)* unthin flit meaning of the national Zlensfltufiorz., 
does nod import oneihing w'lth reference, ib iAe pouicr- of W state.s and 
another uidii reference to the pfliuer of the general govern rneni 9 if particular 
proceeding s*» conducted onc er Hie auiWifu of Ihe general govern with 
and involving life (or liberty i are. protiTutedl because nof eenstdu ing 
Hi&T dueproceis of laui require iuj the Fifth Amend naeni ctP"Hie tonstitufion 
ht the United diodes \ similar proceedings'! Conducted under the authority of a 
State \ must he deemed illegal • as not Aeinq due process of lead lo'iHwVi fta
meaning dt -I he Fnu.rfttm ffMtnAmenT. &)

accused in a Criminal trial

A3 O.S.C-A Const Amend. IA* Pule 19 xl% LLS-C. ft.\ Rire. V. Sioux City Mpmnria l CpmA 
15 Sit. fop/1 3AA as.70 (as. lauk 1955)

U\H Const. /Wenl/A; BosuiorfK v/ WhilW* hll So.Ld LXH (LcUAfc)
45 US-C-fl. Const. Amend- IA i Citing Aiggin WfnftM< i/. Lcm^inrmi ffJ7 P.^d. JL17

(C-ft.S (La.) jtol^) i f.f. fhg infers iaT/IisVi sci ph 
102 $\ 15 L- Fd> id X9i ( I A 72 J * C.f. don J. \Aj{
S.a.JUILH* 91 LE&ld lAAfimt

4L> United .Slates V. LaWx 7Q3 FJd kVnxlMl CS-U, Cir. m.)
A7 Hurfado \/. fi»nplf 51 The ^fate. DffaliPrirmo,*

iXsTZTfi^ConsITAmlvidTjSTTAS The are procedural arrdrs so fyrave. as to r&auire 
appropriate federal Couh order direef in^g hehtas corpus applicants release unless 
sf ale^rant netd frial Will uidf. Toujnsentv. 5a) n, £3 S CI 745x312 US,JL9S(U.$. Hi l%5)

j-xHIQ B.S.U4\l94x(ls S.Ct. 
flimar^U* 1I17 USIhtiJoAxIOC’

A sxt.miiio u.5.s ifo Cus hum)

%)*



ujha'f fhe lams ofPetitioner assul crimes in He United Sfafe5 art 
ffe in dividual States makeihenu subiect fo ite limitation. of the Constitutional 
preuisiort 'iiLiTiyrg hill of attain 
Thirteenth and Fourteenth Hmendnien"

But process of laui ts precess according ti-the. Ians cT ihc. land. This 

process in 4he states is rcojulafed hu the Iota of Ihe shies. * hue. Process 

of Imp ' in the. shit of Louisiana in all cat) id cases (and casts of I lie
imprison Men! is imposed ) is hy presentment or hy indictment of a grand 
jury.®

idtrjL and ex. post facdo laws » 
iis.®

and. cri ibe

Th»s Coui-t has latld v Tiis a violation of due process either to send 
Oft accused h prison following conviction of a charge, an aJhicb he was

upon a charge that uJas never Made
un ulluzcu in prison roNouj mqcotwi 
never fried trio Cbnvlct ihc defendant

The United S+ales Sap feme. Lourf has held that Such a that, (as inlhstird 
C.as£ tit. KT-CRT- <310%) is. a. kangarooed event where ihe dtfthdant 
LUas. ( Rail noaded). li is 4he right of? he. accused, fo be tiritd log a legal(uj 
ConstiLied Court. X4 is his right and priviltjeld betried by due. process 
d laus and if found guilty io he senhnce and punished in accordance tiiiti 
Uu)s of "Hifi State of Louisiana * The. accused also hautthe rights and privities 
nirHo he deprhild of (ikerfy uirtkout due process of Icrns ^ fhenaht and 

privilege not tv be sufcjecf io punishmentui'ifhaui due process cjFlatd*^

uisiana

CMSlITUTimL VIOLATION OF THE1 IS^il MtiNDMEh/T
In£35. and LSfl-Zjinsi. flrf.Ii sec. JLi3

AS U.S.C.ft. Const flt-f. f> sec. Itf( Section lD»e/. I > Const fhvtend.. RorJiin V. /lalif/u-nig
71£.C4.1D5^I1 U.SJhfi (l).5.Laf 1952 ^

49 UJXfW.Art.Lsec/?, tl sec-16, I9W ,* LSfi-LCr.P.bd 3Bl\ Cti
State ic Harvey \ 1 Ofo So. 18.159 La. hTI (La. l92fiV .

50 iS*tinge v.Mgnn* IW \}.S. &53.51 S.CI l5£^ \Z L.£d.l% (.lUh)
51 j!iac3Sim!v7lXX4.5%/x34l U.S.ld(l].sTL.I%l)iVlilliam v. !)£.> 11 S-ClSU 

3 41 US. ii ( U.i Fla. 1951)' ll.S.y. Price. XL S.Cd. 1151^ m US.MV (US. (Hiss. HU j 
^ee. Appendnc B 1^3 Bill of Information, B%und 9» fllpLbeticd Index, Cbranaloaical 
lndex.i E Ul Exlracf of lUinufes Jan.I#il9#2i feh- 25-\ Mar. 15^16119^21 IVtay lY 
n&2‘. fi 3 0-5/ ftgqramied 5iatute., Act Ido. 10*1. House 5 !(f fJe,5ZI\ July i Hi I9^()



13 EE Rmtndmtid Of He Un'iteJ 54dfes in Pet-tlnerit Par'! * 
v Kleitfier sloverunor involunhiru Servrfaie.^except fisa punishment for 

(Lhmt where of ihe parfy ihfllrW Ucn c/uIlj Conuictedi shall exist uJTHi- 
Ifl TrlC UfUTea JmfeS \ Orfinij pitted SUojeCT "Vo iheir Jurisdiction/'’
the intend men t Of I he. Linded 54afes in fttiinan'i Part*.

(\lo .sfa4 siiflif make oh enforce. any Iftui uQhieh shall ftl&nc(ij£ the privileges 

or tVlMunifies of eifizens of dheUaifed Sfafes > nor shall any State deprive 

hry parson of hfe.\ lihei-fy’* or proper-fy.* uiifhouf dueprocess of laid, nor 
dtny 1o■ any pan on luithin its jurisdiction -fhe ecjuaf pnitekon. of the Icon.''

Conslifuf/on Df Iht State Of Louisiana /)f IW in Pfirfrnenf Pari'
L 50~ Consf f-lt-i. L Sect Origin and Purpose. 04 Ooue.ro me.nt* to protect 
Hit rights aivd. QJeifai-e. of fhe. people. The rights Enumerated m 'this 
ffrfi'c/e at-1 inalienable by ihe. state, cmct shall be pncsen/ld mu ial cited 
lay tht State*
/4r4. I\ Sec.. 3_* Lue Process of Louii 
Mo perS6n shall he deprived of li&x Irherfy 

due.process of Laui!
Hrh L stc. 3

properhj \ except\ or

Riaht Id Tnein/lduo-l Di^niKj!
't\lo person shall he denied the equal profeeiion of-fhe Lalosx Slavery and
involuntciHj servitude att\ prohibited \ EKCept m fhe latter Cast os punish - 

menr -for crime/'

*3



Iht Thirteenth Amendment i kg its ouin unaided Force find ef/ec.f'* ahol- 
I5hcd slavery find im/oiuntarg serviiude and established universal freedom.

Pursuant to the Ihiffacnih Amendment which akolisked K slavery and 
mi/oluntarg servitude exeepf as puniskmend for Crime Whereof the party 
Shall have been duly Convicted/'

Petitioner assert ke has never been''duly Convicted''of any crime 
initiated t>Lj indictment or information i tendering kis conviction and 

time an ad of skvenj ftnol involuntary servitude* The State is enfWinq 
a statute > SA- R.S, LliAL that has abridged hiS privileges and mwiunt- 
lte£% when kecuas Convicted cf aga.rape instituted log kill of irffornurhoa-k 
rendering statute unconstitutional. He kerno deprived of k is liberty uiith- 
ouf due process of laid and. ecyjat protection or Hie. lain .

The Supreme Court of-fhe United States held> the province and scape, of the.
/3]E and Iijb Amendments are different l tht former simply abolished slavery! 

ike l offer prokikifs the government from abridging tke p nviley 

'dies of Citizens of ike United .StatesI from depriving thaw of liberty ujifK- 
Duf due process o-Nke laui,©

lenience, find Warrant Df foMmitmenl Is Void

Pefihoner assert be is kein9 held in custody illegally in Violation of 
fhe Constitution and Laois of ike United States ana Louisiana's Constitution 
and laujs. The it and I^jz. Amend, i LS/TConsf Art L sec-li 11 \ LSh~CCr. f?
art detain in ihe Louisiana Si&ie Pei'ultnti&ry \ Angola^ kg Custodian
DorreJ Vannoy, Warden or interim Warden Setti Smith fin Ike issuing 
of a void Court ordu pursuant to a fatally defected Commitment Warrant, 
issued kg Ike llnd JDC clerk Ms. Jo Ann Smithii/d ho typed Judged name 
or\ document.

5 ew­

es or iiyi mm -
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fVfifioner challenge. his transfer from parish jail ~h? state prison 
ClS illegal ft)r iuhich Duly Cl vali d Cammitmcinf aJa.rna.nT uiith j adgeis 
^i^na'fwre or -fatsir/iile on diotix.me.ni could authorize, such a •b-anrfW.^^

I he Warrant of CoiYimitmeni in ptfifion&r's ease- is uVValid and. void 
•for inmij reasons '. .
M Tr/a I Court larked subj ect matter juris diCTjSn over the legal Cause of 

actiMK Any judgment rendered ^ any convichtn issued\ any. sentinel 
pronoatta ore \/o(cl Mdnullilies and Ciny detenti&n or£.usfody !s not 
legal where, person uoas nof duly Com/fedcd of ct crime.

(1) tilherc C.arnmitme nf Ularrani docs ftfff ha.i/Ltria.1 Judge, Signature or his 

Pacs/mile endorsed on document nor the Courl seal far Authenticity •Void, 
(S) Where Cltrk (if Court typed typed judges name On doULme.nt')&'

Ixihich rendwejtL4vadocu.rnirit void* aix/ftlte.^ .
Custody without court op,der

IT the. person in cuslody is teim) held net hy v/ipfue of a eourfordtr, 
the LGUrf offer liie hearing s shall discharge or refuse ten discharge 
the ptrsfln from custody as jusf/ce mmy require . ©

BURDEKl of proof
If fhe person in LusWy is heinq held nef by \Jirtua of cl (Court order 
fhe Custodian shall have the burden of proving the legal ily of fhe custody 

and shouamj yood Cause. uih^ffic. person in custody ^houloLnof be ft leased.
fttitioncr Contend he is enf idled te> i/nffledhatc, discharge, pursuanf t&the 

Lon&fitidifln and louls C/W am dtaeUMtat presmudW the. Courf 
ClkicI Supreme LourT LauJ Cases.

B(o

5$ State ex rd Lay u. Cain * isA! SoSd I3£, U- IV\7 (La. ftpp, 1 Cir IW7)
54 Appendix. 6 I toinmitmeni Warrant i &1~3> bill at Information", £>*J 

S+akminf bu the CLE£K-
55 LSFI-C.Cr.pAri Ml 
5fs> LSH-CXr. f. aetSloS

LSD- C.Cr. P. ari 3*1 (I) 111 Cl) W) (s)
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LDUISIMfl SUPREME COURT VIOLATE RIGtfTf 

TO REVIEW OF APPEAL'.
^oarf Maro k l \ HS3 affir-ftfitantr (i$S&rfa fat Louisiana Sup 

Matron of tonviction and sentence is fLviflfctfron of kis XWPrecesS of/uuii 
and l:<jua( Prtiftctd n Bf the, Laid Kgkts M)

Hie Court refused to enforce ftnu torrtctiut measures purSaarff fo LSft 
C-Cr. fkarf 9 clO tl) \ and Hie. sunn eneef of (best louier chaffs emits, has been 
to deny, petitioner's right fa Access fa fat Couri for revieuh onfat merit.
Such aciion Constitute CLn impeeper eleprii/ati&n of rigkf amd is,dt ^etdis 
Ujcth •fLevera policy unde riui 119 Hie reasons forthe Rales• to prove a means 
of safeguard rndwdual liWfy Against unlouofut state aefem. LouisiW 

Sup&rmtLrixjidi/iolcte pdjfloWs right to review of lai& one and Only repeal 
x of njtaf1 utaen it didnofa make an in depend ari haul to] retard im a criminal 

■ (LQ£&\ Lukich may Le. reviewed for discover aUe EfPOP 6V£n m the ah sen ce 
of overt exception and duly Assigned errors* includesfat Caption, Sfa4- 
mtnf of tiwei and place cCcoutfa rndLicTwa^rv-b ariahrinanirt and endorsement 
thereon. assignment. pleadm^i am paneliny &fftieju.ry \ virdieK-j weldment 
Li If of Fautituldr , and in Capital Cast* mUHih Bnthj indicating -facd-Jura 
has been ieaaestereci-^1 "xfn error that is discoverable lot. a mere inspection 

of fke pleadmc ftrvd. pftsCetdiny s and ufittmut inspection aftfe. evidence* Under 
' Under fats cxAidt courts mm Conside anu error parent on Hie face of ike

record .& . . , „
Tfa State choose to dismiss appeal udhtn m cotwoetenr ofiomey Inave 

Ifiolattd Local rales t it may do so.'1 if sack actions does hot intrude uptn clients 

due process rights.

ttmt

SI (J.SX-ft Const AmemcLs cf \ M * L.Sft-~Con$ri Krt l\sec .
5% LSft-CXr-P. art 9W. L saW. L ? LSH- Const (\rtB) sect 

211 SG.ld 337 (U.m5\ fWticlt MM) .

n fSMfSr^’4^
Fv/itk u Lureu. i^SX-h g3(MfcH l).5.3irt C0.S%) WS5) iii ,i
/MbCLftk defkndkn+ counsels Aid not designate assighMtvd tH err oh as S rotator, I y 
r toalfld v Court of Appeal ujas bound to revieu) terror assigned and dry a td in 
lul Uief LSft-CXr.P.^+S. llh m (l)« Alt, t5t ^ Except for patent of
error C Hie revneuimq court Mau Consider only errors
C,P. C'fnfr v.K^Imv 4s2 Soli (U.App.5 O, SfoH u-GuilUi, loo U.itt
^o.aTISTI^tlAAlN

L0
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INEFFECTIVE ASSISTH/VCEl OF TKIRL COUNSEL
Iht £\x.fii Rmendmcnt guarantees defendant a right to Counsel n't al( 
Critical stages of trial-®)

Petitioner assert it nof fir ttial counsels Mt.l’howias turd and 
Sam Cel(eft~in competence, and urtjQrotess/onal pttformanee so ur_

Ifce adversarial process at trial that counsels conduct under minded. 
prayer -functioning of/he. process x that trial cannot he relied on as
liai/'/rtg produced a fair and just result. Counsel's function in rapes- 
senfincj a criminal defendant os advocate > henct Counsel ouie* c^hint 
aUTy esT loyalty , Right Can te. eLentei/ to fi.fft.tr fna of Due Process 
SiiMoly ky Counsel's failingfo render1 adequate, lego, 
a person uiho happens lb h&a laoiuet ^ is present at thal alongside.
Ike accused \ homa/er, is not enough To satify the ConditJional (Lemmand. 

Jd certain Sixth Amend me at Context \ prejudice is presumed, ftctual Ot 
Constructive denial of the assistance of mast! altogether is legallu pre­
sumed To result m prejudi££. f_£o Are Various kinds of state inferter 
tnce truth Counsels ftsSisrance.tiP Prejudice to a defendant' may be 

pr&suwed Aiken to unset fails to subject the States cast to a lYitamna-fd 

adversarial te&t.^
When counsel s Constitutional deficient perfinmntt deprived defendant 

ot Appeal -that ke otteruiise uaould kav/ttoikt*7, defendant has made oufsuc­
cessful ineffective assistance of Counsel claim until into him to _
The six. Rmendmeni does not aliens Counsel simply to uictlk auifiy 
tOrwiction

pstl

assistance. 1U at

an Ctvpeal. 
after a

1
63 Ilflyii V. R lofrKu i 415 (J.S.303x^1 J.cf f IDE. 39 L.fctJfil 3'I7 (WVO

lockhart v- fr etui elk 111 S.M.X3K, Snt„ II. S. StA fO.S. Art IM3)
M me/, Flores-Ortega* IAD 514. i01°i,6l& O.S. WOLU.5, CailJ)0o\
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Petitioner (ISSerf that bt>1h thial ancl Appeal Counsels alert intPfedn 
in their repreSenlAT/e* » because ihty failed to ade^uaTel^ 
infomailori» if LDiWSel had proper/^ reviewed the record and the b',ll 
of In formate on » ihey Would have notice ihe, lack of subjectMatter jurisdiction.

Petitioner Contends the outcome of Inis Cost Would been oLtferevd if
used Mohan

(I). it/A

l-eVieui th-e

Counsel had filed__ Motion fo^uash iht hill df in formati
l<3 0.uAsh prior Coun&e I had filed n fl/lr, Ra-yyie, ^hmmocis.

Counsel nJas M&ff&cfiu<l for nof using any documents that prior
ed®¥ Counsel bad duty

a ion Of

m
LoiinSeL Simmons produei
papers Hit Sfate provided to defi

Counsel al(XS JilcffecfiliMl ulhen ht failed to object to billtffirtfijrwiafi 
btihflr usedto inmate prosecution of LZft'R.S. iklHla
tOlirr\ Lllhen lie Knew or should have.Kriflipn the L 
Counsel action deittved himaf a fair trial$£>
Counsel rendered ineffective assistance ulken hefa/l fo object to 
hai'ncj offerred as evidence, ina. rape.trial* mnJkiJi the only probodrii/t 
musto prejudice dtf&ndant as montuuuas not needed toarove emy 
rape,. nor did counsel file Motion to suppress ary ei/taMct-fey
Counsel rendered inefteefu/e assistance ksJhen hefile no motion to suppress 
underwear as tvidenct \ UJhtndrity mere seized illegally uuifh out a
search and seilure uuerrant.® 'Ll iff)
Coutvsd (MS ineffective. because ht did not Make, an opt rung stedevn^i'y 
and aid not Contest c-ltmenf of-State's Case, .
Counsel u)as iaeffecfii/fi hecftu.Se. he did not flhjeeT to erroneous Jury
instruction uihen fns(ruction did not Cite tssenfial demerit of offense armed . 
wifha dangerous weapon % That junj Must Acc^ifa ir state case m&s clwed 
essential elements f offense t where instruction toe re Constructive amended
to the laui thaf defined the statute of fiCjg- rape to that of forcible.

1o use any
tnst.

m ton
aaq .rape in Open 
airumned and La.ii),on

(4) mone.&
value
dement

(5)

l«
11)

rape.

, J3 10 Motion 12 Quash 0>i( of ihformad/oni 
Motion for fiil/ef Particulari £> 13

lf& See. Appendix 3 b2>* Billot information
Bl\ Motion for Pre-Trial DisCoi/er/i 15
tYlohbn Lor f\ retLminat-CI ExavninATibn)

(ft) Set Appendix. S Ml ExtraLhorZHiViu
OT Stale/. Ru

hus i 7r.7T / \ 12-vl. 
him 55^ Sc.Xd 550 tta fyp. 5. fir. iWo)



TWekj x loujirinj the legal s/ztndftcd for a greater punishwitnt -fried . 
uiould havcto prdvz each eltmari ofthc crime. begond a reasonable, doubt&D 

Counsel LdCis ineffective us hen fouled to fot/ou) up on •&* fiu/pedorg 
ixperr regarding petitioner’s semen sample..®
Counsel ulas inedferht/e Ulhen ht failed to obtain WltditaJ Records inclt- 
pendenflg of Stoat a ti test bialocjiLCil andjjenetic material of victim 
jxnd suspect clothing in apposition to sCabi desdi *35 at state Crime 
lab tutor h confirm or Contradict results. Ibis ulus an assault prose­
cution and needed defending against.
Coiinsel ims ineffective ajhtn ht_ failed to object to the victims in court 
ideniiTLcaxieru uJbich urns impermissible \ mislead/yg * inconclusive and 
^rejudiual uohen there mere no other identifications procedures Concluded 
b Collaborate inccurt LD. . Mr. ford admits he asas int.ffcctve nod 

Cha/lervgLnj tba idtnfmcafidrt proceed in courh lilkn W sdaW in 
Clo^mq argument: Ladies and tentleWLtn . I dint think this man Us 
fiver keen t.D.ed ,Tr.T Rppeadvi E
Counsel ooos ineffective ujhtti he tailed tb Comply with 1ht Contempor­
aneous objeef/in rates. r r
Counsel ms ineffective ailten be faJ id to investigate and develop Jo is 

CJ/iltfi Hi it/ v LUKc/7 \Ztch W7 5{&"h>d Ijf) itfrC^hwiivr-r <Ia n/Ji/tf 4L&

1%)

(io)

Hi)

111) Pad id to investigate and develop lois
, » I | q . n ~ barstakmcnf to police the rape ^
bCLurred about <k. 3S x thar&hc bad taken a hath and tall poltc.L erf m.'2( /Vtfdv^ 
where Uirness for the defense httfed sKtuias -the first to arrive home., 
rT coci^ 3'. 30 con liibtn she ant home. ^ that she noticed thttiwic on the uadi clock.

Tor the. attense it prout reXi (Timer tuas in nwctner place durrna be toynwiii- 
5ion ot The Crime. Ihe six. Amendment ahthc Constitution provides thah In all 
eUmmal prosecution, the accused shall enjov the rioJht to be confronted ua'rtK 
USiTneSSBS aAainsr hivrtl ti\ InAi/fi coMmnciu-ii nr-A/Mcc 
Ifl m£ tiivS

OSecuiibn, the accused, shall tn\ou the tM to be confronted u

M State v- Parish ^ 4(K SeJd I HO lLa ) iStab v.. Ur kno*. Ma*) «$o-2d %5S (l(l'ib) .
JiaPe.V-jWrtfttre.-i 4U Sold lL3h (.5ie Or. l°l£6) \ State ia ftlexonrlfir, 33*1 Sa.2A&l£lVWQ 

O&ifikv /rant x 5l1 So.ld l0SS (3nd Cir IWiY. C.f. Sda4e. v.LanQki/^SX S^-Zd 1160, 
lflBfc-IMl (Ldl. 1007) x fl n/era/. Ill*, n/>R. IM SZf ms.SSb U.S.ldS (U.S. til-100?)
Aq». rape. Statute ir Ret JOT*. Appeindix. £> i0-5l x Ir.Ts l*lM-I %5 

L1) ,Aguiar if. Estelle* dH F.3d 1311 fir. Appe/vdix. E*Tr.T. IcLL Lines IJ-I#, 
posihahle someone else committid Crin/ie ~fr.T. IZ» Lines 13-25"

70 ^ppend/’x. £ 13 \lidims pbJice Siatenttnt Oncl Supplemental rifgrh
RppEndix E Tr.7. Ul'l'ldfix Jr-T. I3Z"3> lML. et. Bryant v.Scott L& K3d MlU (Wl)

11 Johnson V. Zerbsd^ 58 S.C-h 10W x 30H li.5. H58(U,Y 6aJ93$) [sM-fomt Amend*

At.



Counsel cuas ineffective ixihtn be. failed do object nreontest the- Court 
(illoouiny sdcde to £el/er the. armed robbery. charge- and COniinu 
and pro Heeding to tret aggravated raoe charge Cnstthded fey hill at 
bi(( Sr information uJhtn Trial Hou.rtlae.kta subject motter ^urlbdictio/?^
Counsel uias inefApt^ijjhen he failed is admit and 'introduce favorable- 
aui'clencc and re^uwf a AonferViaantL
Com se I ulas intffichtt -for fai ling to investigate and inter duct favorable 
evidence to fhe, jury in the. -form ca-P-tke police. fEporf^ i/iciims poiice 
.s4oaemir4\infucfe uittsespecially reliable because evidence came-frand 
police officers^ And s4cdemmi would bavtand L6uld Ka.ve. keen used fa c^. 
impeach Victimk testimony that she clear S&ud her attack tf fact 9^ 

JDuil fro CCS St vio ia4e.(4 hecrnct proseenffir ulttikeAd evidmte that douid hai/e 
been used io impeach testimony of state's key aJTfnesfi and affected 
Lndibilitij'

l\uefhotesi Clause of Hit Eoudeenife^iyiendi'nend. forbids die. Kaouhruj 
use feu 4he. S-tade. of penured testimony.^

Trial counsel ft/lderea ine-fftcbi/e, assistance token fee,-failed. 4b-file;
G fertef uiitfi an assignment error for his clients fine only appeal &\ 
right on di'rett revieu) CuicLdidnoT folloui vlfinde.rs procedure7' To uAiH- 
dratii at) counsel o-t f£C6rdLQ9 Ihe Couid field,"\A)inen Loanselk Complained 
bf pe.nd)3Mviftnc£ resulted in actual orconsttudu/e denial of any assistance af 
trial Counsel v de.fendft.rd need ned demonstrate prejudice. % because 
prejudice fes presumed-'

Examples oT tneffeclive assistance counsel , Sint px n°.(. /W hy 
V. Buffer x 5~Jif jSo-XoI /(d/ (La* 11%%) flffornejj alfeodid not Malid cm opening 
SfafenOenf) State \/. Rubin, 55 <) Sfi.ld 55V (U.App.Z Cir.Mo) fdomeu 
ixlho did nod object to erroneous jury insfruefion) £f&U i/. Hunter, bl*l 
So. id 3difla. flpp.lCir. i^i) /feHcraeu ujho did not LiTmjr important 
evidence contained in police repoAh the attention at the turii )
C‘,+,'n3 v. Pearti UlSoM ISO (La. m)\ Cuuler u £,i\i„m. 

__________ lOO i.ti USDx m US. 335 (U.S. P&. |q gp)
11 A^pendi'iC R Pi Erfrarttf/Minutes March 15* IQ 51
73 _Lur.ke.f- \/. ?re lesni k > |g| F.3d Vfl (hm Cir. lilt). SieinkuchIcrV, Me3 cfeneK 176,

F\3d (tf&Cir. .S-frirklflnd v. VJiithingtoH,4/C,/. tl.S. L(„j? ( instil
4M S4fldoi/ m-fcn. 5?9 <n.i4 bXh (La.ftoo-5 Cir. I1&6K ftli/erLS u. ^/tHdv H1K3.4 *iK 

-<n Cir. mM

enca

(Ml
.<Th

US)

(it)

l£\ll£ F. .SlAbp- 1A (E.0- flrk. Z606 ) dlppcyidix. E Tr.TH5-Afe 
n lie;;. P^tu Ml F. Id y\ f (W.t) \cl(\5') 5^.e %Widfx & n. MemonmeLum

1o trim Counsels i 6>12 Kfoti'ce and Order offioptoL B W Motion For hpptah 
£!Z0 Direcfviffi. from Louisiana Supreme Court, ^klo Assignment o-P Error. 
Tenson V. Dfeio i IDQ 5.^. ZtiL^SSlFS. 75 (U.S.Dhia IWSi)

75

30.



INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF 

APPEAL COUNSELS
Amendmeni^uaranfee.s defendant a. right iu damnst[ on ki’s 

On-e. and. oniu appea ( of flight. The 5»x f\Mtx\dwie.nf does not allot*) 
Cnunsd Simpltj ra uWk au)aij oiler a CDm/icfion. When Counsels 
stifufjiinal deficient performance deprived defendant of op pea .. 
he otherwise uuoutd kai/c taken \ defendant has made, out successful 
ineffective cls.si sfemee clam .©

con-
Hnoii

NEW INEFFECTIVE RSSISTUNCE DF COUNSEL LlkifA
ineffective assistance of Counsel claim uAick IS .Supported by Yltu) 
grounds is not procedarallg barred in adverse "federal habeas Corpus
petition given tW procedural bar rule docs nef apply to inefftAiVe 
ass istance of counse l duun'»©

Petitioner intend if if uOas not for the into/noetence of Appeal 
Cbun set5 tm/oli/ed in his cast? it is more /ikely "than not that con-, , 
yustion ana Sentence Luould have, baen htiaided amttManded 
hack. to mal Cou>f far ■Pur-fke.r proceedings.

Petitioner assert fdbis apoeal counsels Mr. S.Austin NlcElrou and 

inr. David J. Kniokl ware ineffactive in fkeir rep resentafi ou in lots one 
andbnl^ appeal of rights u)here counsels left client Constructive.fa 
limout Counsel aJken CCuuftScls filed fru/doilS tkfec paqc nonmttd 

hr/t-F te^eshno fcv/caji^ pourt to Rei/faco for* Patent at Error On 

ht ractc^f fne. nttprd ' uKtnout ttrymnem; ana an assignment' of 
Error. ^ find did not fo/loai finders procedure tb ixiithdraul as 
tbunscl d record-

11 Hau¥ , California, m U.S.252>,3ss, Bl S.Ci SrM ,gj5V 9 L.Ed. id Eli (HUB)
ii'n'Lati^arr^(PMen‘fili' ^ \l-Sk’Const Miclesh see. 1,3, 13,’ LS ft-Cir. P. arU 
^ll Lf Agev. Floresr Dhfeon , llOS.Cf. I01<h SJLS'U.S. *H0 (U.S. Led. Xooo)
IS Overruling Beau ieu v. (J.S.\ Iso F. Id #0& i C.f. US. v. fialtouuui > 5T6

IA.3^ (LTl.iOlUkkTnW) Set flppe.ndix.i3 15 Reaue-st for records frot™ Hit Louisiana 
supreme. Loam <B lh> Rus do use fu -fta CourT. , , . . _ , r. ^ .

11 Appe-iadiceS Bi/ Motion For Extension Of Time, Liitk \Alkidi To File 6riet\ B1Z-2.S 
Assignment Of Eirar and Designati op Of Record For ftp peal \ & 1/1-19 £>ritP 

By Appeal Counsels - Anders J. Cali forma US* 1 mMS.Ct.U9L ISLEd.ld
H°13 (Ml)

as i/

SI.



t that insfant cast /sjffiv'erned by ihejurisprudz 
in Lombard v. Lpaugla and Lo$fan\j.\AfhiTltij'$&

Peiihontr aSstr 
tnce pronounced
In Lombard, accused is Const ifudionalLj entitled io effective. ossk- 
tanee. df Counsel an direct appeal o/Yijfct. Therefore-, appellate 
Counsels Piling of ton elusory ' no merit /fbrtet Lukich pointed to nothing 

U1 kuhotutr in record constitute inetteAiut aSsis'antt at Counsel. Tn
_ appeal, L&hoovi submitted a frivolous tuio page
lhe district court referred the cost to a magistrate, uiho 

rtvitused 4Ke slate he cord and concluded that Cakoons "fru/olous'&pgeal" 
bhif Constituted a fatal denial of Counsel. Vfhtn there has bean actual 

or COnsTrucTvi/e complete denial otftruj assistance of appellate. Counsel, 
prejudice prong of <5frick(andfesf is not requited to be shoioi? in pro­
vince ihtffecili/i assistance of Counsel.

Lombard v. Lynauak, 
appellate JW ft,

on
< t t*

±ki L of ton, defendant Lilas denied effacing assistance of COunstl on 
appeal fits of right nfetre Counsel tiled a hno page brief requesting only 
u revieai bf the record foe errors patent\ but lorfkdut asserting any 

grounds fee appeexk and ujkere Counsel did nottollou) the finders DtQced~ 
ure fee uJiiUrattJft/ v bjhief deprived petitioner of bis right to appeal.

Heeased is Lon&T'irutionauu entitled tn affective, assistance /{coun­
sel on dfreri appeal as of right, accused. tiJaS crcftLctIII^ or eonsfruietiVefe 
dtided counsel on appeal as of right»then prejudice is presumtef

fee fifth Circuit Concluded th at Lofftm. was eonstf-ueliveJu denied CisSis- 
fanee of counsel on appeal because h\s counsel f; fed a brief cubic k did mt 
assert arguable error» amL under Pensonv^Dkio reiudice to -Ihe apptlla.nl 
is presumed.

SO Lomhncd «■ Lurumab^lfr LM Wl6a.fi.5lk,) IWK Ipffervv, Wfritk^x W5
£■ 1 rl O' Cf c tf EK C (Yr ^

% { tifs L/.S.75, \ohs.or.ML JO^LL.Ed.2d 300 (\c\g8^: tf. -State v- Beniamin v51z So.tA 
SXSf (La. HacACir. Iceland .Harris vA.Ifeg.) IX k F. Sd 3 Lit uft >5 (La.) &OQ) 
tv.-lh v.Lueejj^lLQ 0,S. 3Mil0$ S.£+.S2£> S'3 L-EcL ZA SlI ( U.S. Kjr. 1^85)



De.fc.nJfln't Cannot it blamed for counsel's mistakes.^
Where dtfendaai defaults claim as resalt of denial of riahi to effective, 

Oss/sfanee. of counsel \ ''tStode L Ldhich is responsible tor denial as constrf- 
ufion&l matter \ Musi bear Cost of OYUf resulting dePaulfcmd Karin to 
State interest that federal lia.»eas rewieui entails

Pursuant to JflntS V. Cnuiley > Hie. Court titlel after deter tnimng -{hat 
defendant lost opportunity to fjft direct appeal in states codirt dut in in- 
effect i W assi dance of Counsel avN fll'daftnoi linaanditional release is nd abuse 
of discretion

Habers cqrpu5
Davit Let Willia.M£\Pfi-titmnet \ seek bis iMrvledt’ate release, or 

discharge from Louisiana State P&mTentiaru upon (jl) tit of habeas Cor­
pus \ Inhere his Attention * CUsfody is illegal because the judcjmeid 
and COMM itonent upon Lukich lie is held ate. void, klo commitment 
UiftS issued uJiHi irta I Judge’s signature. indorsed on do<C\iir\cn.t. Clerk 
Off ourT \ JMj. Joflnn Smith typed judges name on do^umenT uJifb- 
cju'h (l6uti seal • Further ^ The, Court not Lti 
dt'chon to adjudicate the legal action

Habeas corpus mill lie in a federal court in iodic.IP of a person 
00 M/icted of crime in a state Court oaIlj ulkere tb c ju dg ment is absolutely
VDld far uOant of jurisdiction ■ fl person Confined Under final judgment 
of ft State Courl ■> Mcuj inquire into 4hc truth of -Hid cause of Fig detenliW 

Federal court conga behind the record itself and as certain the 
facts tending to shout whether or ftof #ie trial C&ixrthaijurisdndihti ^ 

r "Hie. court' had lost thejurisdic'tiorY uotueh if hud once jdo£~ 

Aio individual or body of rrten has a discrefion&ru or arbitrary 
pouiet ra commit any person to prison. i no Man can restrain of his 
liber Tcj or be in any may imprisoned or confined y unless bt^ v/irku£ of

t^ul judge ass urned path's -

or whether 
Stssed. ©
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of the impressed )auis of the Itind.Offi
Habeas corpus is uuurif tomma.ndln.oi a person mho bas another- 

m hts custedu to produce, him before the court and to state th^ author dy. 
Essence^ or ha baas Corpus" is attack by person in custody upon

d traditi anal fu ncTi&n ahthiLUJrif is to

m ms cusieau io proau 
Essence of ''habeas

ityaliftf of that Cusfadu' and tradition 
Secure release from itleyal Custody 0

Habeas Corpus pte endingby or on behalf of cl p trson in custody 
Shall be inst,tided in the parish fn which the person is m custody

hyXitfoLof or under pretext of a court ardor 
a cop of such oFderska.ll he annexed to the. petition.

The Court fo^uihtch the application is presented shall immdiaielu
unless it appears hy the pcfitiM itselfJrant a writ of habeas corpus > unless it appears huthepctifiM itself 

or by the. documents Annexed to itthai the person in custody ls not en­
titled to he set at liberty. I be Writ may issue at any true on any day 
m term time or vacation •> Qnd sha.ll fix the. place and time f<sr tha 

answer ^ LOfucb shall be 'as acudy as practicable, and shall nod
exceed •Seventlr'fiLio Koafi frona theft nag of the issuance of the 
UlK/f

^ ie P?r^fln upon whom the. writ has lawn served' Whether if is 
directed to him or not \ shall file auUntftin ansuie.r'i Sijyntd and 
■SusQrn to by him siatinQ us tether he has custody of the person 
named m the ujrit. IF Hie person is irfeusioday^ he sfcd 1 pro 
duce him and state in ms ansuaer his authority for holding the 
person in dusTGclij < If the custody is tc$ virtue efa court order, 
the document fn -the possession ofthe Custodian slml/ he annexed 
r& the answer„ The ansujer and the production, ofthe- person in 
Custody shall be made at the placl and time dcsian&ted buthe 

LJmT.

” SfSfpHivitfar““
flcfSeptUMlto^MJ Stat. XI \ 1% U, SZ.fi **« 1VU 
U.S.C.R. Constart.M^cl.l; ISR-C.Lr.P. arts. 154> 251,151:

slPU fcKs), Xl5*KW>
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Petitioner* Dai/id Lee WillraMS assert-that senLence. and
order of do mini [me n't are Vflidarud null as a matter of laid and Const- 
ifiiTional and Jans due fioriflLl Mandate,. US here, trial Co u.rt ai as, ualth-
pui suLj e&t m atfe r Jur fs did ion or pouitr and mLtliflrikj to adjud­
icate d&use. fceftre n fnmslanf cast% teeoust dnmt tlnaraad fay loi// 
or inrormapun impose life sentence. rundiLi'injt conviction cmd stnf- 
tBCS —d nad. Cushd3;iU3a.h«tieU,s;anaS^

'/ 0rdtf' °I is wid . LOkere trial
d%LiT?tr-DtaCS'm'ie 15 "1f ,WlsrH dec ament but tl«K
J{ f^pedjuJgM name, nn olotument uJkick is a fatal defect. 
Mont haraAttf to transfer Wj Ilia ms trow fkepanak Vail to 

start prison and flbontltad autkorvfij fa actepf him intoffee prison. 
VmKrn^ cus+odu . lltgal. fatal Defeat in W/JUrMetien fee no

f°"'/'c+",/Cl > sentenee or inearteration and uiiWaualid 
commitment Order Custodian IS not person to detain Williams.

Petitioner , Dawd Lee Wi lliams %Mo is kting kali as aeonWet
VVrat>r? f id WrkVH '"’'“ktl.nrftfcn/WfM&m ,LauSs

v~ *<

Petitioner assert WWie said Corwic+i'en, Order,judamentand 

sentince are void, ttnrclW, prays fkis Hon. Sujrsmt Court of 

"Hie United •S'taVes aJill issut lUnT of Kurils Corpus to said Ularden 

Uovrrtl Vanno^ dr to Interim Warden StUi Smiftr to appear b&fWe 
'iud3,t Division B* lO^Judidal Br&+rk(

iur /*'. n « ^ft6' ™.lic,\&na\ £>t. Francesvdfe* La. 701*15,
Rt °l> O' ClfttK AilVlv On.-Hit day -of the 11 fipril and td
product the Lodv^. of Dauid in person before. fti£
LOurf and store. hi-S auitor ify for Li?* Cfjstody. i-P amp IniLfi 
a.1 TCM ftXure. to ctacharc^c pedihtme.r form illegal custody.
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CONCLUSION

Petitioner has raised suhsiantwe issues con tern in.q uJktther
reeeived a. fair trunl Ldhtn tritl Cotinsel rendered mkftffecfive, 
Ossis-mncL of counsel Consrracutely .
Where appet lotfe counsel rendered ineffective assist’d.
Counsel coastr active (y, in peldtoner's capital uf ry$kt.

Where trial Court and trial Judge. Uias WfthQut jurisetiehon to ad- 
judteate the. legal atrion and u\Hh oat jurisdiction to p CLside 
me case.
UJhsrd trial judge did not .sign CjOrni/ifiitvntrif order to Transfer petrf- 

i one/' Prom parish jail h state, prison*
This Cast provides proper vehicle for fashioning Supervisory 

and remedial procedure fordefermminA respective rolcsof leiatr 
mrfe.

0pnee

dv/er

PftflrER
Petitioner alleges thad tht said sentence and order ofcofurntWnf 

itihich uhs not sign butrial judge arc Midi thod tie trial court oo&s . 
iviltieut potter ^jurisdiction under the Im to render -the judgment; 
and mat he had applied h the \Jnittd States judge of The Wliddle 
District if Louisiana ftr a Writ of habeas corpus > The. Fifth Circuit 
Court-of Appeal CmcL in cl state habeas Corpus petition and oarVt 
Uias denied to him. He. tbe.rfi.ftre. praus that this nourt will issue 
-the. ujrft of habeas Corpus to ike said Warden to appear before dhrs

cx.u.thor'i'fii^ if Gly\u> Vie has for rtsframiMtf ths 
rammer ot his hbuh, and that upflrcAnal heannA he rmu bedis- 
Charged ar any. rmMj ihe court Ptil \a just and fa\r. ^

fespoof-ful ly subynit/eJ lju\ 

StkxuhL dtA'/Mmw
David L’Will laws pro St
^2^10 CampD,Faieoo:! Hall 
Louisiana 5tafe Perntentiaru 
A-ri^pleu Lol. Ibl It
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