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Ft ULTIMO* HAS pASSEo? Oa^oes (T FALLOW pETlTlOpeft?
£K?tRATtoii Date to

6.T)oes UAGiLlT* AmO am* R.ESUCTIMC from AM AClXCEMlDOT S^joEO

UMOETL fbAO PaITH| AwD ITS pRov/tStoMS, PAUL OM A LaMVER That IMAOVECiTCMfL*
0

Omitted iMOURtous uafuRMATioM orthim The acrecmfmt Fr6m a Cuemt .
IMTEMTICSMAU OR AcCtDEMTAu'^OrL/ DotLS IT FALL 6* TV-tC PETIT'OMER^(

LMH ETHER

C. 0 UaJMUTV Amo a mV !M)uaV ftesueri^C From Am agreement Svcmep 

UMOtcR C>ao Faith,. Amo its PROv/tstoM^ Fall om A Prosecutor That iutemTioMallV 

Violated clearlv estarusheq lad Foa Comtractual Oeauuos, or Does vr

oes

?Fall outwit PetitiooeR. .



LIST OF PARTIES

[j(All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of 
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this 
petition is as follows:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

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

OPINIONS BELOW

hXFor cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

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

to

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

\A For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was *2c>2,c>______

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

\yf A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: A-pw i ~7, Zoio 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

, and a copy of the

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

(date) on (date)

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_______

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

[ 3 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).

1



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

1. Restatcmemt of Couriers q ^ ■ g ^4 ^

2. l)-C Z-'t-oH
Amcmoa/iE-MT OF't’rtlt 0 * S'. Constitution

4. ARTICLE- i / S^TION *§ AtoO U OF TH£ \/
3.S l*TH

CoAiiTITUTloX)ilT6IM(A

3



.Statement OF THiL CasE

I. On July |5; £012-, Petitioner C Schuler"), (mas charged wren

CHULER,V]hitmEV *3OmECGUNTOF MALICIOUS WOUNDiNC Foil STAGlSlNG
And OneCountdf Unlawful wounding FoaSTAGGiNC IaShitneyScuuulR

CLater iN Octdrer of Destruction of pRorerrv charge was added,

Amo OnJ another date The one Count of malicious wounding was amended 

Malicious Wounding).
To AGGRAVATED

2. On January 7

A cuicty Plea to f>oth malicious wounding amo unlawful wounding, in

EXCHANGE FOR PLEADING 6UILTV AGGRAVATED MAUClOUS WOUNDING WAS AMENDED

Sack To malicious wounding; The destruction of Property Charge was to 

Sic /JOJ.J.& £>/ios£giu/f And instead the Court stipulated a restitution 

Payment of ^3; 600 to the victim &sr-release.

Schuler, ON THE ADVICE OF COUNSEL Entered mTO
, Z.OFS,

Schuler's Direct appeal was Denied c>Y the \Jir6inia C 

Schuler./ Pro-se, OiO not seek Review from the Virginia Supreme 

Court, ON PlttCCT APPEAL FROM THE CouRTOF APPEALS.

H. On April vb, 20\5, S
Wt argued DoursiX Jeopardy on the two wound wG Charges; Ineffective 

Assistanceof Counsel; And withdrawal From the agreement.
N^arch Z-4; Zoife, the Petition was time "(Jarred CY the KIeinPort K^ews 

Circuit Court. Schuler OlO NOT Appeal To The \j irgini a <SupreME Court.

Appeals.ourT OF3.

Kaoeas Cyrus.filed a Petition For W RlTOFchuler

On



(Jwnro States Disratcr CourvT ' C5. $c. holer Proceeded To thc. ou/tt 

Statesof /Weals- for the Fourth Grcuit; Ak>o ThCnJ imei 0

fou.6WxJO THOSE- DE/JIALS , SCHULER THEM PILED

AJITE-O

Supreme Go

Virginia SuPftEync douarrt ms Habeas uas PEwicd AS A Petition time.- 

fcARriEo Gy Code <§'^6|-4GH Ca^2\ kW, S<

i/J THE-URT.

T?uul £>0CHUtER FILED A

Cb^ Motion ?n> THE OiStrucr Court, AtJO APPEALED THE OECCSIOU TO THE 

Court OF APPEALS. IhE- Tf/HE-fcAR LiA-S upheld ajud Schuler. mou

States .us cProceeds To THC jOiTEDCURT OP THEUPREME

5



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Mgmora&le Couirr °f- a Breach of
Petition is to FullV inform this

CONTRACT BETWEEN THE STATE OP ViROlMIA &K>D THE PETITIONER, UHECtEAS RELIEF

Cam DE Granted, C>ut HAS NOT ISECnJ AOMlMlSTea&D. ?£TIT»0MS foil VS

HIS

arr of

CerTIORARI CRANTS RCUEf IN RARE CASES WHERE QUESTIONS OF NATIONAL iMfoRTAMCE 
Are. iNVGLVicO, Da FOR RnautV. Tetitiomer, claims Amo asserts the 

p6LLOUIw£ I

A. Aw AGREEMENT S16MEO UNDER SAD FAITH IS VOfDA(3L£ K>V ExTmwSlc FfWLiq,

Peftiwemt /Injurious INFOIVMATIOM PeoTAuol.UGoa AM INADVERTENT OMISSION OF

To The AgocemenT.

~ThE STATE Of \(\V.GMAS CONSTITUTION, WHICH IS A REFLECTION OF TRC Q, S. 

^omSTituTIOU, CuArawTees That a Citizen Cmho is u naglE to AFfono Counsel

CoiLL (?£ Affotlpzo CcurtT-APPOjJoTEO COUNSEL CAPA6LC OF PROVIDING EFFECTIVE. 

Assistance. Ihis Does mot entail Perfect litigation, But assistance

icPPCCT/VE ZNOU6H ‘TO pRolROE A CLIENT WITH A FAIT PROCEEDING-. I HIS INCCMOCS

the: Lawyer, beinf Knowleoceagle enough to adi/ise Amo inform a llemt of 

His rights, Amo offer advice That mould i?>e beneficial ano not "Dethi m e ntal.

LEAST, A LAWYER SHOULD iNFORM THEIR CUENT OF THEIR Co.US'iITuTIOOAL.

n this CASE, Counsel Offered the aereemeoT/ advised me.r

AT THE 

rZiG'HTS.

Client t& Sign, ftuT omitted The fact That Her cuemt would BE 

(hawing- Mis Fifth 4mewd/v?ent RiSH^ AMD CivinGThe TfualCOurt authority 

To CWAITCE HIM WiTH A 6RCATOC AND USEEZ-INCcUDEO OFFENSE FoR A SlNCUc- 

ACT. ^0*4 THE TIME THE "PETITIONER- DISCOVERED THC DOUI3LC (JEOPARDS*

1

violation, his Appellate Counsel had Alreadv Filed his Direct

(o



Appeal to the Ccwrt op appeals For \l\ac-w\/\. wo time was thc Purmajum

iWPORMEP 460UT THE UMiVIldC- OF HlS RIGHTS, On. THAT OLE. CWMZ6E: WAS Uw.UECCfiS^a^* 
l His iS NOT MCLTiOUicQ iKi AmV PfloaxoiMGS 6rvwscmprs>)/.<>R Uimrew iuthc PcCA 

AgrcE^EUT. t)uE.TO OUT CHARGE RElluG UNwECESSAltV, IT WAS MOT G&dmaAL

Pc a The petit iou eh. to GeSeutewcco to am unwarranted charge, it was

DETRIMENTAL To MIS CopSTlTliTJOjclAL RiAHTS 4*0 0 FREEDOM. THE

memomemt, "Petitioners laser's servicesContext 6FThe Sixth /

/7-EOuir.ethat she Protect hot Client from Such injuries, or at least 

LoarN Him of The Oailoers. Counsel Gross 

For Fruit FaoM a Pgicomous tree. I
meouccmce mow Sows A seed

F COLOGSEC KoOCilMGLy j_i,Q INFORMATION) 

C>R UjuKNOWINCLV H‘0 iMfORACATloN/ HER SERVICES WERE DEFECTIVE (bECAUSE 

She Mas au Obligation To Provide Competent legal advice. Ihe srauewcEGF

tCV(TOTS THAT FOLLOWED STEMMED FROM A FAILURE To DISCLOSE MATERIAL FACTS,
Amo the Q.ue'S.tiol of law Merc is who Does UARiuTV Fall on. It is the

PtTlTlOVJEII S CONTENTION THAT HE (WOULD HOT HAVE SIGNED THE AGREEMENT

Had Counsel Informed him He inoulo ($£ waiving His rights, and it is safe 

To assume That no REASOAAGLE Person WCUUD DESIRE am ADDITIONAL term of 

IM Pfl ISQtOMOJT iHEREFORE, THE PETITIONER WISHES To HAVE-THIS CASE 

AGRECiVJOJT REVI EL'EO/AMD RELIEF FflOMl OnE Op THE SCNTpJCES •

As The Supreme Court /doted in the Context op a Confidential

Relationship ." [Suppression of a material fact which a Partp is isoumd
v

iM 6000 FAITH To DISCLOSE IS EQUIVALENT To A FALSE MISREPRESENTATION .

Leigh v. LoVD, 7H Arie. §4,^7, 244 p.2j ~55Gt^>5S ((q$z). For EXAMPLE 

CviIwed one Co^vevs a False impression &v the disclosure of some facts 

AnO THE COWCEALMEJOT of OTHER‘S SUCH CONCEALMENT is in effect a 

False Repress Represectati on that what IS DISCLOSED is The IN Hole

/
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// State u> CooDimsto^, 13£ Amt. MfrOjW, CC2 p,2d ITS,l RUTH. 

l5W ^App, \hu&
NONDISCLOSURE MAH’ (3E F&UATEO (ArTM THE SAME 

CEfc>AL EFFECT As FRAUD And MISREPRESEIOTATIonJ. OoTH £|V)(L AND

CRIMINAL PROCEED W6S, SUCH aCPa^SEK/TA-TIOM 'S ConSIDERJTP INJURIOUS

Afoo rcuef is cramteo tothe inured 

That such 'v ineffective perform amce." Constitutes Constitutional, wieffecrvemcss

Previously, THE Chum HAS He to

Amo a PETnlOMLfl- IS STILL ENTITLED To A DECISION OM THE MERITS OF His

LeomArQo, U?Z F.'3cJ St CCa.zCn.mG)JACiLSOM \LCOOST(TUTIOMAt CLAIMS, SEE 

( iqq s\. Like im This case, ^acksoMS Gxjmsec Failed to disclose a DOURUE

dE09AflDV U JOLATIOJU, AMO AdVISED HIM To ACCEPT IT UITH6UT DISCLAIMS HIM
'Sixth 4mcwomcm>TJAcKSoO SUCCEEDED Okl AWj/vivims- his Fifth Amcm omiemt right.

Claim {Legalise CcuMscls represeMTaticm u**=. defective, under 

S>TrziCKLAMD V. UIaSHIMCTOM/ AMD THE PETltlOMEO-WISHES pore rUEDiZCSS 4«D

"To lie Retried appropriately.

c 7 C t/ tw the Guest(oos prcsemted arc: based om the. sameLmMS

ARGUMENT AMD AMD FURTHER UTI&ATlOM 6M6ULB BE FuXILE. IHitfte IS owe 

EXCEFTlDM lJO CLAIM

PARKAS, IN A (bmCfOf GPPOSITioO/LOAS MADE AUJARE

■The 1/oaovEaiitMT omission And chose To Litigate , Instead cf Correcting am

jNdUSTlCC,'AND PETITIONER GUESTIOWG HER LIABIUTV |M HlS IMjunU.

C,. Ihe Petitioner asserts That 'Prosecutea
CPost-Convictioju) OF1Zomu



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

JDate: ( Julv (q . *2fi'Zf)


