IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

/1 - N
——— e, :

L=C 09 oo

I |
Tl ]

[_OFFICT OF THE CLERXK

RoNAD EUG-ENE WEEMS PETITIONER

(Your Name)

VS.

StATE oF AlA BAMYA — RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

ALA BA MA Supgg}mr COURYT

(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

ReMALD EusiNE WEEMS #

l
i
f
i

RECEIVED
JAN -6 2021

OFFICE OF THE CLERK

(Your Name)

L-¢-F = K DoRN 75~ | A 2877 Nlck Dhvss R

(Address)

HARUBST AL 35749

(City, State, Zip Code)

(Phone Number)

L SUPREME COURT, US. |




QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

'Z’E) DoES The Sivdh omepdment o€ the US Coust, Alow AN ATTORNEY FO

RePresemt @ Clicpt [N 0 Postr Comvietion Petdionl ushich Gliepes ot the
GHormer Mepresenked the CLENT oM divect AppeAL AN [S The Sub&fm\
of the 30eMeckie aosstapee o Coubset | N the Doct— ol chom pe

.[\_D DocS QUL!? éDq)BH) Q“"‘l’&’&h Yo /A [)D&f C_‘DNU,‘(_‘HaDJ p&’%\l—f’c\/\) U:{’EN
the Stitgeemt o iswaissing Hhe fosk- convicha petton /s Vo «

TID) Do=5 the 14Th G tend ppart and e Lirst, pmendmant of Fhe U5
CovshbutroN QuarAptee *he [pht b Scet Tedress ol the denige
0t clfectiye assistANce o Gupel at G CrMYicAL Stag 2D

1) Ras dhe ALBAmA Suprme court Sanctioned Golions of

+he Aower cours /N Fhis Case that has se$ar depurted
Lronm #he Quari ptees L +he

U.S, Conet, Pt Condl:
v +h Pl‘fcgbdm\j_ s 71—‘% N C;/_S

ot #his Couﬂt/ Yo caL Ry +he
Exercise o4 this Count .gﬁ/ﬂler“l/r‘ﬁ'o/y /)szo/{),



s

LIST OF PARTIES

[#1 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

to

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

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

[ 1 is unpublished. '

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

to

[ ] reported at ; OF,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.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 COURT - oF Clim, APD court
appears at Appendix B-c-19 to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,

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

[#1 is unpublished. ‘



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was _

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix .

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A .

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

[ 1 For cases from state couri:s:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was S ~ 020
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[M&tlmely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
Yg 7=2020 , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. A . :

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

The petid ioNch L hereinafiers W cems Filed @ mokioN Yo Vacate. +he
Colberk county Mabemas, Circuit Counts Sudgement entered oAN the
2% day of Apripders Qs Void pursuant o Rule bo (BY W) of Jhe
AR C. P Weems Alleged i N Hhe MotioN +hat courks Sudgement
W s Void becouse it Qcted iN a moNNer [N coRs sSkeprt With dze.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The state count o€ Last Fesort has Sanc+ionad the cctions
of Yhe hower Courts +hab have departed so far Lrom the
P(\O\HJ:ONS of the Lourtesnth amendment of the united
Stotes  ConstithoN, Section L which Stes IN pertiNent Part,
Nor shal Avy Sicie depl\.‘\Je. any pPerseN ¢ v(hqr, r("bef‘é}j
OR property , Without due Process of Aguos bor deny +o Ay
person With:y +S Supisdickion CQuAl protechon of +he Lquus,
WeaeMS OVers that the Ctrculy Court i Fhis Case has deprived
him oS his Mgt to Redress his iNe®eckiVe OSSisHINCe of
CouNsel CLAM AvsQ 4N Conflict Lith Orffs N V. 741 noi 5, 351
US, 18 L /a54T where +his Court hewd, " A defendspl has
AN ADSo lute Nghb Hhe e ectve GsS!stANce 6§ CoyNSel onN

dil&’c\‘ appeAl. WeE MS Comtends that oy direct pppeil QHorhey BT
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bricf o0 Weems behtf, WEEMS therealler<ica hia Serond Rule
B2 petlyonN 0 ol LAPPY, B Foortote 27 WeemSLirct Pule 32

Petition was LILEL YIS Secyre AN out of tie Appeal TAPY H Ftioredd
WeaMS Allaged N his Rute 32 petitioN dhat he had Beew
Q)al\')tac\ ‘H\r e—(\‘pcc*-f\)c QSS:sHNce of ‘}*/\,/,QL AN ﬂppasu,o%-e__
CouNSet- The Clreu,t Court SPANtR Weems AN EUfQGN‘LIMy
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,COU/OIEL CANMOT BRE EXPECTED TO ADVASCE A CLAIM
THAT THREATEJDS THEIWL PROFESSIoNAL [EPOTATION AWSD
LIVELIHoOD A SIEWIFICADT CODFLICT OF IVTEREST ARSES
WHEY A ATTORVDEY'S IJTEREST [ AVOID (D8 DAMAGES

TO HIS OWD REPUTATION 1S AT oDDS «ITH HIS CLIESTS
oTEREST ' Mapies V. Thomas 1§51 LEA 2 §09 L2027
lo The PrRECEST CASE , ATTORSEY 3T, Garporr T.1. ;
COULD WOT EFFECTWE Ly REPRESEST WEEMS 10 A PosT-
coouneTion Kore 32 Pevimion THAT Awegedr BT, Garvosr
TR, ‘L)As IDEFFECTIVE 13 Uﬁ;m_g DIfReECT APPEAL PROCESS
WITHOUT PLAC |6 HiS PROFESSIOMAL REPOTATIOS AAD
LVELHOOD AT RisK , THEREFore , 5.7. Garpoer TR
INTEREST (9 THE ouTcomE ©F THE JCore 32

PROCEED IAJ6S WERE AT ©PDS WITH THE IDTERLEST ©OF
l»)EErls.

'ﬂ:n‘; ALABAmA Coort oF CrimimAL APPEAL.S 1> DEIYIRE
Weers 1ore 60 Ch)(MD) mots TO VACATE A VOIS
TODGEAMEDT MISSTATED THE FACTS PRESESTED Ry L)EEMS,
ADD 1D FACT, REWROTE THE CLAM PRESESTED ApD STATED
o PARAGRaPH | oF APP B “crrciFicarey, Lrems ARGoss
TRAT HE WAS DEJ 6 DOE PROCESS RBECAUOSE HE JLECEA\WED
IDEFFECTIVE ASSISTAOCE ©F COOWNSEL DORIXE HS PREVIOuS
KoLE 32 PETITIO0 ASD THE APPEAL OF THAT PeEvVITION '
7—:;& ACTOAL CLAIM ~MADE RY L\DEEMS ] THE /ZULE.
60 Ch) C‘/) MET (0 L a»p FJ (S THAT THE TRIAL CoURTS
JUDGEMESDT (S VvOID BECAUVSE IT CLEARLY ACTED 10 A
MADDER THAT (S [DCOISISTEIT LIITH DOE PROCESS
IOHEY LT ELECTED TO APPO(oT ATTORDEY KT 6 Ars~r TR
To REPRESEMNT Uefms o5 HS CiAim (5 THE Kows
32 pemiTioy THAT BT GARDOER TR. WIAS INEFFECT VE
oI\ (OeemS DiRECT A?PEAL.) WhicH HAS RESLOLTED
(S THE ToTAL DEPRWATIO~ OF LJEE~MS DUE PROCESS
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RigHTs LODER THE FIRST, SIXTH, AsD FOURTEESTH
AMEDD AMENTS ©F THE O oired 57747-55 Co,osri'ru*rna,o,
Tnz ALagama Coonrr of CrimisAr APPEALS FRAODULEITLY
MISSTATED THE FACTS AOD REWROTE THE CLAIMS
PRESESTED TO THEAM AJID ToTALLY [BUORED THE
Prece DevTs OF THi(s CoorT (2 THE PRESEVT CASE,
THEY HAVE FAILED TO AcKIOWLEDGE THAT [A)EEMS A4S
AS ARSOLVTE RIGHT To EFFECTIVE ASSISTAOCE ©OF
COUMSEL OO DiREcT APPEAL UMDER THE SIXTH
AMEDDMEIT, AID THEY HAVE EFFECTWELY FORRCLOSED
TO L\)EEMs ARY REMEDY TO APPROACH THE COURYTS (o
THS MATTER . ThHe Srave CoOORTS MHAVE STATED (D THS
CASE THAT RULE 60 Cb)(‘() HAS 0. APPLICATION TO A4
Bore 32 PostcomvicTion PETerion LAPP B pira 27 women
1S DOT ooly 1> CooFrieT wik THE AudpAma Sorreme
CoorT in Ex Papre WRigHt, 60 SO 24 1283 LA4 200y
IDHICH STATEDS | PosT— cooVItTios PRoCEEDWLS ARE C(IL
AcTio0S," Aob  Far V. Do, 372 U.S. 390 L1963 post-
CONICTIOND RELIEF (S EVED FORTHER TEMEVED FReo~
THE CRIMDAL T/ZlALrog;HA.\) (S DIRECT A,P’PLAL AsD

10 FACT, CcowSIDEREDYCiVIL 12 AATORE Tre Autpan
KULES OF CRiMIsAL PROCEDPORE RE®RUIED THAT (/L)EE/“If
PRESEST T0 THE TRIAL CoUORT (D A Kore 3%
PETITIOD THE ciAim THAT BT Carporz T/, wAS
[VEFFEcTWE O DIECT APPEAL ADD FoRr THE TRIAL
COURT TO APPOINT lWreems ATrorosy B.T. Garoorr K.
TO REPRRESEST QEEMS [ THE PoST-CeoVvVIicT O FTETITION
WHERE BT, Ganvwrt T R. As THE SORTECT oF THE
INEFFECT\WE A—SS(S'TA«)CF OF COLVSEL CLAM (DAS o
KIOD OF DUE PRocESS THAT LUEE~S 1S DOE  L~DER
THE FIRST AAESD MEST, STH AMESDVEST, AID  fooz-
TEFATH AMESDMEST, ADD RECAUSE THIS FEp R AL
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TaE STATE CoORT OF LAST RESORT HAS SAJCTIONED
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

%%Mw LIeEms

Date: L/TH; Decerpen ilOZ’D




