
20- e: 625O)
No. Supreme Court, U.S.

FILED

1 OFFICE OF THE CLERK
IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Ricky u3h.mams - Petitioner
(Your Name)

VS.

STATE OF FLO(ZI>A Respondents)

on

PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI

to

On iTBt> states Court of a fpeals For the emsyemth ci&cu |T
(Name of Court that last ruled on merits of your case)

PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI

RtcKf u)iLi fAM«=;
(Your Name)

F.D.O.C. #_feM70]___
GULF CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION 

500 IKE STEELE ROAD 
WEWAHITCHKA, FLORIDA 32465



QUESTIONS) PRESENTED
/. b>\4 4ke Courf o-T App&af jb-yy> ploy ihe. corr^cf sfan^ar^ m ^lertviinm^ 

fe.-f c*Jas Kief en-h-fl&cf) 4b issuance cl cer| i4*iea‘fe ©/"* appe<a|afc>i|i4^ 7

ii



LIST OF PARTIES

^4 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 to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

^ For cases from Federal Courts:

The opinion of the United States Court of Appeals appears at Appendix 
_A__to the petition and is;

[ ] reported at ___________________ ___________ • or
1K1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States District Court appears at Appendix 
C to the petition and is;

[ ] reported at us. bisj. i-eyis z.&si43 fs.t>, : 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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.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 
Appendix

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[ ] is unpublished.

Court appears at
to this petition and is;
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JURISDICTION

f>4.For cases from Federal Courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided
202o.

my case
was 3* 30

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case, 
yi A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court 

of Appeals on the following date: 5-ll • '2.0
the order denying rehearing appears at Appendix____

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari
(date) on

and a copy of
b .

was
granted to and including_____
(date) in Application No. 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
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix_____.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the followi
date:_____
at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the Petition for a Writ of Certiorari 
granted to and including 
Application No. A

case was

mg
, a copy of the order denying rehearing appears

was 
(date) in(date) on

The jurisdiction of this court is invoked under 28 U.S.C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

fi&t'itto ner Ur3e4> by InformcL-blon by tU 

Florida.! Brou>a.r<$ Countyi 11n £,etse- rfo- 10-007*12-7—
'in v'lola + Ton of section 8»Z. »3, Florida Stafut

t>r,JU«4« appo-W co»n^|, ^.Po prior -te+r-.al, aJir',stJHU Pal.floorr

a. Mope favorable 7-year p/ea of£er -from

u>4S c.
tb 3u4ic.ta,f Cirsutf (jf 

s C-Z.oo4)^^S t^'tb Strong Armecfy Robbar

eer»

r
h> rejecf

counsel, 4he vic-fi'm t*ms not a N/afive A>v,«riC£in
+Ae SMf*. because 4* dccor^m^ y-G 

an<^ hou>bere hence, no vfc)iVv»|
ho case.

fbi iOlOj fif if loh'tr's
✓•eni reM an

procee.4e<$ fo "Mah b«rm^ fbe yolr cfire, efefensecase
Counsel cisHe-d) the. prospective

" t>oes «n/one here have *np sfron^ -f^e/.nas -/haf ^om/^
ability fo serve as a Wror on issues relate^ to 4r«<t 7 

I • » * j ’
iMpae-f -4be,r ejects!ion or

SU«l<f *f>rujs become an issue, hear anp^}^ relafe^+o cfraas, u>ouM that

^tfac-t alolI>ty to Sit 4S a juror in -jbis c-ase f

j;, t*/i is
b.Pe«e iU. Successfully 4U SM* Trf.l Cour| +0 KMWi p^pWI*, J.rors

U-^o.BLel*, Suli;,*.^ 6r^ H.Wl,JwUujir>f C(l5)ro

77’’“' *•-“«•. «-«M*rM~ -r ah.—P dw
<=*e*'‘*t co««l eXercr.s* a per.^pl.rp Mi+|, „s„c, do jv.r Cls, buf

a.Houie.4 him to Sites a juror.

ant$

At trial, Vafle, -#e purport Wcf»*n*, 4esf iflecfj en the n'^bt in ^uesf ion, he. *>as
uja/Kmj inpuh/ic. Tuo blecK vnen e.pproache4 him. b'/g^er (\4a»t ifie<P as -j-he.

Petitioner} <jrabbe4 him, dnok&4 In*m, an +hretd him on fbe ground. The robbers

accord fe hV, fcrt I,!* ^«>U4 o„4 */4D C =«»5*^ of *,00 dollar fc‘,11 o»4 Z
tZO dollar bills).

V^/Z-fc claimed that he. uiis not <trunfc.

belecfive Trevor £oa<^1n, of the Bro 
he fntervieu>e<^ +he j^f, tiorvzr

inferv’ieuj, !%.+'»4loner IniKallp sal<4 -bhaf he no-f Kn 

nc»f see anp-fhinj happen. RtJ.'fi oner-five* 5ai4 +haf Valle oJant-4.4 t

»<( no4 have. onp.

Also cjurin^ -(he mferiheui, PefifiWr \n\tUi\y cfenM -/-ouchinj Valle, iW^l'iK; 6004

KOar«J C-ounty SheriVPs 04?lee j testified that 
that nijhf. The Vi4co of the- m^zr/leul u>as c>laye<^. Purina+he.
d/ri ^ m h i_ a . I. M < > . Or

9uJ anjr+hmj abouf a robberp an^cf/^
I f In /.IdlwJo.i J. I ... « « * J. |

a etna anepaot0 buy manj
mat^ because f^+ifioner

ujin

10



then stated that 4he. JnVes+igafors

S+e«4ed that he '' com(4 have foucheef M Valla. Further, Rt + iFloner stated that Valte had 
^rabbet# him an<4 fhat Valle u)as "very 4runk, n
,t *t*j?**,V5 **■?*’'f'** ^ *•* falsely told R^ttoner that the mvesf .‘gafors £^4
"« £>NA ©n Falk. * "J«e44e*«e-Kife. p/ov, " -ru. „i „ 3
nof ^ou)m3 h/m fo X ma<Je CnW u,Hh L. ^ ^ f ^ P-*U,W W*“"

t^etecti/e Sooduiin recovered ei^ht ♦ | bi IIton Retittoner.

Petitioner did not testify or call any witnesses. * * , ,
oto« juWf,, t, /U jury. Tto Shd* Trl.l G-rt o4jo4,c«M IV+.|-.<««*'

Cjuilfy and Sentence^ him f© 30 ^&trs 34a"le PriS0*1* ^
On^rect appeal, fbe IW+fc b'.str^ Co«4 oT Appeal of Ffor.Ja, per curl a* affirmed 

uJri-Hfe-n op*n *or,j Fhe Reft toner's Conviction an<| senf-enoe. bU if hams V. S4ate/

So.3«# 7o<?T^/a- 44b fc>cA 2or^).
Subsequently, cOifTiannS -fi Ie4 A timely Rule 850

u)as on Au3-t 6, *OIT. -rt- *"•*« *** -

or^er on appeal, Viliams V. State, 2Z7 So.34 S^sTHa. 44b keA Z017J.

^,5~, filed &F'habeas «» timely habeas corpus petition in 4be United States 

district C-oart Southern k*iS+n&4 of Florida., Case bio. M~IpZ^ZO-c>V-OtiGARO. Therein, be 
raised 13 yound* -for rel tef. On October /, ZO|^( Waft strafe Cfudje Reid issued a Report

te.com mend ing 4b>»t the petition should he denied j and that no C.OA should issue.. bJ/lham5 

V. £e.c.yy bep'f of Corrections, ZO/q US. b>ist. L£XIS 171 3b3 (S. t>. Fla. ZOll).

DFYelevanee, and germane Sub judice., petitioner alleged in Claim T, that his trial counsel 
tendered iineffective assistance In failing to impeach Valle's credib«li+p o>l tin a prior incon- 
515+enf Va||e h>od made. 4o k>ep"ty Sheriff Lee Martin on the n'igb4 in question, to theeffkct

that the 3 sl bills that uJere found in Petitioner's possession, after his arrest, teas money taken
frl„ hl„ to tU rofcbers. H.is h* Pr^v‘°',s «*»«•,

Vl<J lestirnony H>«t to tO«« ™l“to4 #,a+ n-,gk,t »Ta *IOO rf.llm- to/I «"<* 1 »ZO 4oH<tr
Wfls In fact °-t 4rlal, Voile Specifically testified that no singles u)ere taMe*n from hum.

was seriously prejudiced. In that had 4ria| counsel, had beputy Marlin 
is tent u>ith the ‘invent report he prepare^, 4ha4 Valle had stated

found f^fitioner's 1>NA on V«l/e. Af4er 4haf, fktltioner

d uJitkout a

lion -for post convict i on relief It

ffxrmed coithout a ujri'lhfcn
mo

Petitioner

Petitioner's defense

ConSiinform 4he Ju,r^t
to himf that the ft bills that «atere found on Rtfi+Ioner's arrest, the jury u>ou!4 have

+U+ Voile •>•* obvi0Msl,f t>ot bem3 abouf ^Uot, if oto&mgirfas B-foleo bi„. Tbls
« f«r„ „».« hove M (he ja^ 4f,er«4i+ Valle'e oceou.4 Aat

Seen

fuaiy sfoUn

« oTfo+goll^ »-tfc.pW ^#reB| s; , u„
It, reoo/,,,, ^ H,,. elo'tro, *, MV;Sfr^cTJZW ■■ ^

belief Velf, tri.l +eet^.„r ver.os +U pt'.er iw.>s;5W BUjLeof. »

FMI. Respondent does not deny that Ma lie did . *IM 
HiconsiS+enf, '

'.*“r-f-^.» ■■W 30 f. eleor

Vo,,., *.

anythin^ o^as ac
front him,a.nQ returned

theory could h« • # ave

fact, make -f/ie prior

Addit

Impeqohe^ 
g a sovorn, v"cfeo4ape4

ave

lOA



Werviet*j u>)th investigators after the robbery rto r_a^fUf

F«»/hIs V^Ut.'^Th' bT'n, V«»* S*«M «»* tu
_, . Thus, »f ,s ar« uabt-e. +bat
«o impeach Vall-e.. « 3

Pfc-j’i'f lon-er f*D*J j, i* i t *e»p,«fc. t- arX^tuT'' r, H* J- . - . . .

^twt£»K5xi«s *—>■

an express or implied c-barg of',*.c »« *f-e.c-e.n-h fabrication 
robber* r+ooK f>l4o

* 9 »
decided not to counsel r-td sonaby

oes nof 
liWe<f Vatte'save.

Refit .oner also that, "This is not fbe e-ntext F/a.Staf. #9o. Bojfz.Xb'), applies to.

Mor-esc>| tb«. in-fro4“or«on 0f Valle's viteotape<$ mtenrfeui toou|<f not tiav-e in any shape.

°rj°rm, 4J^mU4 tU iH.pt.cXu.aJ y«/Me oT 4* Cr.se. count's gx oTWs prior- i„ctJn- 
St Stent Statement. " r

On bccen,ber 30r 20/<?, tAS. blsfrict JT^dae Orcu\a Du, . „j>

>• — w mh',:X: !e:X;u ** *XVSS <‘”S S«>k*P7oT ^orr-ecf ions, zo|t| ^sf! ^ *£
•eyort 

cOA
^3|43 fs.b.FU,

In Cfe<n, 3, Petitioner a 11^*4 -Boat trial coansef ren4ere4> ineffective assistance in also 
failing +o impeach Valle u>itb other prior inconsistent statements. Magistrate Rei4
f?u”4 " P-lWioh.r "0l r^OhsIs W,es." ,A„<| f„r)u, w »tWj
clatrn ia>ou)4 fai| even if if utere adequately alleged. '•

Frli. Tbis <#etenv»mat/on made. befbre the proposed amendment to this claim 
uias put-forth In petitioner'S Objections.

an no

. objected «n4 aspe4 Cor leave to amen4 to supply tt*e missing - ..,

^IZoVolfalsr^h*’ ^e,r» ^a,,€ «'^o toM heteoflve Goodin that Petition*r tlof

inconsistent Statements regardU*^

exists an even stronger reasonable Probability 4, j. 1/ , " ° , ay stolen there
teen 4! Cerent. Wo ''•'^s ^«s »"*»* wl* *.~*4iX'^ie^.OW*CoXe *he trial woul4 have 

In Claim 4, petitioner ajleget +bat trial counsel u>as mef£.efnre In failing to $tr‘i Kc J^ror-

Castro, uJbo h0<j>t alonj u/itb fbur o+U prospective jurors, /nJi’cate^, t^« MS« ^4<* anythin]
Mjifb 4rujs, *.f u>oul4 a4^ct b«s ability to3<f «5 a« Impartial juror.

Tbe district court m 4-*r*yin^ this c/atm, d&tertnmed here, ‘it is arj 
failure to 5f r'lKe Castro <^ias not 4ef7c*enf. f^f if loner stated that he participated in J«r|' Selection

His consent tb the- selected j ary r}s probative of the reasonableness

forrmanee . *• Furthermore t t+>h‘tfe Castro said

( bo 14 underlined text)

■bo do
aab/e that deCtnse counsel s

andfound the jncy accept abl 
of the chosen strategy and of trial counsel's p«r 

Could a(£?eb his abiht

e.

he did not el auror isit as Athat rugs
that counsel dU not question Castro's ability to bea 

there is a. reasonable ar^um^nt that counsel's failure to
This, on the uJhole, the record indicates 

■fair ctnd impart ial juror. According lyi
mo/e to stride C-astro u>as not deficient. . , . «

In Claim cl, Petitioner alle^e^ tbaf trial counsel rendered inactive assistance in ».«<«' 
Vising him to reject a more tkvorable 7-year plea efiir. Petitioner contended that counsel advised 

Mm to reject the offer because Va lie uias "nou>bere to be found. 0 And that u>'tbout Valle's testimony, 

the State could not Convict m. ^ +U"cfolm ,'s conclusory a„4 fa\h for this
Magistrate « Jso rlcoJLen^ei 4eferri'»j to +b« post convict ion court's rejection of

reason alone. Sbe a/so r *4 t not fall below an objective
+bis claim, t-^blrb reasoned W trial counsel s allejeJ advio ux 'teLl Jdness *outd be a
Standard of reasonableness because the abscenee of a critical prosecutorial unfhe
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Ce]aVant AcJ'or allor hey t*>ou/4 Consider t*j|-»en a<$V*iSincj his or her e/l-enj u)be+her ^

plea4 qai My,
Petitioner objec.'M, •»"<$ re«}U«*-M leave to amend and proffered the -^Hocain

5 Supp°>*f-6sefs:

^uil//,«», COM-f«h^5 fr*i«l counsef's advice Jo reject ft^ 7-year plea o^Jer ha-se<| 
aiilure, to Iocafe the Victim f u>h«.rvs rtbotifs) u5«s unreasonable and predicated on trial 

Counsels failure to have performed an adequate Invest^ at ton.
for msfar.ce, 4«f*«*e oooms^I sho«,|4 W« rr,ov«4 -fbe S+»J* l r

re^uir.n3 +h@ S+*fe +* proyJ<fe, a a. ™ Sf*+* fr,a» C®«W fer^or^r
hav. Valla */#,. p- rposc a#" +.£• ... j" “’-.'T4'"" 4"-“*j"3 *• S+.fefe
b* «IIo^ * +esf;^ , , F, r“ f f‘,K,"3h'«‘»«poa^raBora|s«v>/Ie.u>i>uMn<H-
•Wer-#,. ^Ise asiU.pt,+, . ”*,* ““''"|appr=«s^ tw oTIWSfcW

+U WcKm „„w fc. l.a-M- " ^+r",( “““"“I

sBSv-v^-C-tfc-ss.-i'T' -1-;"—•» m.w~»“*•- «*; laasKar

on his

reason-
yt the pro-

;V— -
retrospect, does hot 

assistance of counsel. "

^ rzf 5o*4f 4so rr^«. zo&

IT'Z^ tWs *■* * •*«-t-NB. her «4opfs .hcorDorJT * ^ ^^arch 30,ZOZO, Us. circuit

^ppeqfak'ilf-L herein. * ^ f^0^or'^or Certificate of

-Jadae (jl)1 Warn H -r a .

—- ^;?r, ^
w l;* “ ^ *•«■» «- k^uZL

herein. ^presented m the attached Mo

necessarily rise

tip alleged prejudice, as

oner had foiled toPetit ioner

* (Att,ached Eyttibf s}. 4 On

If, ZOZO, fh« mafia* ^Q5 denied. 

~fhe instant petition nouo ensues*

IQC



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
Ejevenff, Circuits ef-®4ermin«.f ion p^+l+tone r ozas nof-enf i f |e<P -fo issuance oTa

Courf‘S ^‘S*®** rendered* In Sf rjcfclan^ y. lO^inofom 4^0.5. 
fefc®» '°4 S' C+* 50 ^ W4 f '««*), «*4 oU^e.r Courts of“ Appeal ^ Jons.

CLAIM2.

—OA conHicfs 4f>is

4>*lr**i eaurf acKno^U^es fbaf On fte nyhf m^esf/on, Valle-fo|4 MarfJn,

4^<i4 tfo. 5 ^1 tills, ulhic-h toerefoun^ on f&jifioner after a search incident fo /^g arrest t fetas 
hno««^ stolen fl-onr. him.

Y^sf a4 trial t \la,\\e. fesfifi^di Ine. uJaS rolobe.4 or a. ® TOO till <an4 Z. ^Z-O fc> iffs*. Ife district
, I ton cluJeJ 

C-oufT9 cnir^fiiaiott fhaf,
'On fh'is record, Ike.jury c©«|4 h
**'ior inconsistent

-rU',5 analysis conflicts u,ifh 1U results r^acLeJ * . l7 SZ*>5S%3*
c.in ZO|&). tke.re.in, +u cowrf 4«f«.rm‘ine4 tkat '*«.♦, ° ^ ar,h«|', 7S| F*4.Appx„
p«in ^va^ica + ion, fauf without usino fh& ava'ifo-bl-e. ^ ^ <^'ec,s,or> asK fh« uSitness about
*•«““* .f r^S +° * «« -•«-

I>elWe.4 Valle's frlaf fes+Iave
imony V-ersws t/»e.

1,1 ke.uJi.se here( frlat counsel Speeltfcaty «M Vaffe at trla/,
<9. Mo Sinafes , correct?

A. Ma
Hocoever, 4*£nse counsel fV.M ^ utilise h*,s prior inconsistent + l . k ,

Lfx4::r~:; 73ot™ °u „x;y
In Strickland, this Courf he|4f

ou,es^ etu„t.
SKifl <tn<? Knouufe^Je as wiifl render +h« +ria|

MarfJ,, f0 
corpus

a duty f0 tear 
a. reliable fcsfinj process. Ir

• 4

\f <? €»8.

*] lip -this Courl sho<4t<t «XAreise ils c«r|ior«ri' juri's^itf ioh lb r«s»|v-e -H.U confl t*C,

.«««. u* c,vcu;t, *i, c.,tv re«»„.bi«. p4baL:)/t, r ,vj. , ,
re,uc^ice sf^nJarJ hie ue,.„ P a / < tv of 4 irterenp ouf come• h.s t*.„ ™rUc4 «i4fc «„ u»r«so„«w4 speeuU+W , . . ,
.J^r,£ iU S,.<(, guirm|-«+0 w;sUS ^ * irwvsly

-U/M3

"^he same

■h:k°’“i p:;°r *u.4 ^oU,4 w
nor inconsis-f^nf sfafeme»fs<

of for tin above ei^nr «ppl«s +. c(,;m
^ ^’^■arlyt ft }s

bei^fanej fhe impeoch^enf /ar^ oT Voile's

t-AIIHf

fbe. *( i strict courj- s ^rest o/4 flha/p;s ^af ftf.'f.onerk
Consenf fe ttm. S«l«cfe4 Jurp is

11



probative of tU reasonableness of tbe cUsen stratej), and W\o.\ cOnset's prferM.«« " *|fi ;
«cf uJifbtbe 5ix+t» Circuit's foldings «n Miller v. utebb, 355 £34 fefeteffe#, £*

^0Kas y. United States, Z5&fr34 453( 4te3 fte+b cv. zoofj, therein if held*

J fn seat a biased juror « »®t a discretionary or \

Sfraf^.c decision, fbe Win, ofa biased juror u>bo should have been d.s^ssed/
For cause requires reversal ^ eo»yi©t.*oh. * 7

-C'^m3 United Sf^s v. M«r fines-Soteear

4|j^f +Aa 4 is ft-ic. f court concluded,

"Furthermore, u>h'.fe Castro sa*,d that drugs Could af£>cf bis «,bU^„ l 
7 j!lT 4,4 "7 <54‘lk0ra^' >^^.'a.tey, thereafter, counsel asj^/V
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CONCLUSION

This Petition for a Writ of Certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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