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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
" Has Hle United States Cour /ofﬁpp@a/ﬁ For the 5ixtA

COlreurt 1m,05;5£a/ an improper burden and wnduly burdensome
C’@r/,"p;‘aa/e a{‘/»?pp&\/ab[/f/)‘, ((’64) stondard Yot condravenes
tHis Courls precedent(sd when if denied Shalash a COA
o abdain o meri /s reviews of his (Lnsufliciens euvidence
and Prosecutorial Misconduet) claims o susfain Ais
convictions of agaravated robbery, specifically when
the only two /'ncm'm:'na/f'ﬁg tor I esses (co-delendands)
recanted their mauf/oa/any /c’s//)rzony?



LIST OF PARTIES

DX All parties éppear 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

[X] 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 2020 (.5.App. LEx14 38800 . or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _8 _to
the petition and is

[X] reported at 20220 (1.%. Disl. LEXIS (p4372 . or,

[ ] 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[ 1 is unpublished.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,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the i court
_ appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhca’clon but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[X] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was I2-ip-20

DXl 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).

[ ] 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

[ 1 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 (date) on (date) in
Application No. A .

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVIS’IONS INVOLVED

The Firsd Ameadment b He d/,y,;éa/_ﬁzéré; Copaii ¥ oion (ranr/>g
There shall be no fao /;9/04)4:'/!}73 e froe exercise af

. \
//fﬁ/fﬁfon.

The Srx/h Amendmend S B tinitoo States Cons Abibson(inpart):
_/f'f.j/m accused shall en yoy Hhe /‘zﬁ%/@@@ Yoo p‘ag/;c £ ,4/(. by
an Imqu?'/;a/Jui‘yppa and fp hauve Hhe 455/é/;nc€of
Counse! for hisdefense.”

The E1ghth Amendment fo e thai tedd 8 otes Consl. fution
Jn /aar;/) Mo “cruel and wawvsua /paﬂ/;men /(51&//1)@)
/fhp/lc/é’d/ ® '

The /:oar/é’f/) A /r’mﬁ’no/mzfn/ /ab %/‘o)e é/;m/és/ 41@/#:5 (onﬁ///o'n
6/‘,/9521‘?/) /Vof ﬁz // czn\/ J/a/e a/e,or/ucf; aﬁ/ﬁffﬁan o ¥
/. {e, /Zch://, ,::zr'pfa/:;er//, wz//au/a/ueﬂfacésféﬁf/au |



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Petilioner, Ahmad Shalash, Fimely filed o Pelifion’
for a Wit of Habeas Corpus , arquing four %r‘éuno/j for
relief on December 1/, 2017. ©n Sune 15, 2020, He
districf court, afler 135uing Fwo (2D recomm ol orders,
denied Mr. Shalash s Pelition and relused fo 155ue o
cectditicale of Q/D‘pea/aér'z'/y,‘ Mr. 8lalasA £1/ed an
Appheation for o Cerdificate o Appealab /.y (CoR ) on
i:"ep/eméer 7 2020, Jhe Up teof Slofes Covrd of Appeals
for Hhe Bilh ircurt @/en/t’a/ /%//;/zcr;e?f ‘s a/fgp/ziraf/f&/? for
a oA on Decem her 10, 2oz0. Hence, s Peti fion fora
Wr/i/ofger/réfa/'/' Yo //;5 //&nof'aé/e ﬂoaffé



REASO_NS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
A. pﬁ/z //ané’/‘ Aa:’: ﬂ‘lt&c‘/éf < !{ﬁaéé/an //a/ jﬁoumg of
the denial of a const futronal /‘/QA/; VY5.05.2253

Pelfioner had asserfed his /‘/54/:070 Due Process was
denied when the Aoate ol Oho lacked sufliciend eudence
to su ppert his con u.rc./zc'ms hecause: 1) Bolh co-defendants
recanted their 7[!?5/1‘040‘.4}/ that incriminefed 5/1_a/a,5/(/ and
2) 7462 Stale 0f Ohio Falled /o 1ns/ruct fhe Sury ana//)fouc

%K&)/ /[e. ﬁ}earm 5/?86(’70166‘( %rc)ﬂﬁ, 5a‘p@/‘>/~m/)a:58@// Ll BE
(7(0 é&) proven Z)é?yona’ja rea janaé/ﬁ d’aaé/

Petityoner a/sé asserfed Hhot Ke was denred 413 |
r*ng/ Ao a far frial, ellecs/ive Coan.éé"/, and an /m,aa./‘//&.‘/-
';/ma/v;u.ry tohen fhe p/‘0566u7/a/‘ inllamed He yury
widdh (m proper /ﬂr\ejuc/e'c_[a / racia! ond religrous

Cc)mmen/:: C?an/ wi/neﬁﬁ V&ac/é[nﬁ,

If 15 well eﬁ/aé/fﬁn/ac/ //a/ “H Con eoil) Sssve 1
He repuir ements of 28 £5.0.% 2253 Aave been
ﬁ/:j{’/ec/. Y See Mler-£ly. é’ockfe/// 537 ¢/ 38, 322 334.
T3 /%'////omff" AR//A&,ﬁ med Ao standard of 5.8 5
2253.

8, Sur /5# afp rec.son C.oulc/ dfsag/‘e.e Lux//( H\a '
district courd's fcgé/u/r'an of 51Q/a5/\';§

5.



constidutional clar ms. Slack y. Mcbanzel{, 5249
U 5. "fg"/(qubt(mg Beore \Com"/. 5u‘pfa'ai!’8‘?3, N,

There 15 a sense of disconfend cohere fhe district courd
ordered two @) seporate recommitbal orders fo Sha fash s
o[;;ec_!{ans bo fhe Mdﬁlf)/!‘@dée.ﬁ gefor/anJ Beco mmendation
("RER ) yet, denied reliet based vpon e second
6upp/emen/a/ RER.

Lo suflicient Fuidence

/”/fﬁ// He lower courl's have a/zﬁfegarc/ea( e
f'C’can%a“/:on of éa/A Cao/efenJanu/l.s /ncmm:na//nj
lestimonies (ﬁ/)px HandZ). The stafe caar/ofappe&/sj
/jocwmlmg lo he /65/1/”\@/!)/01[’5‘4&/45/(.’5 to1 Pe Jeanifer
Neitz end his friend Sake Ptalz, who confessed fo FHleir
ch-/mz,oa//on in fAe ro éﬁenes dnc/o/é’_’ncf‘/éfc/ g d/e/a:'/
Shafash's nvalvement 1o He crimes, “(Aopx. Aatp.4)
Lol !’“u/@z/ Upon w}/Zou/ bo A f@ca.nféa//eéizmeﬂ/C’S
Cheing considered). There waz a semblence of He
recanded atfidavits of Neite and Plalz 1n Shalesh s
fourth habeas claym where the stete courtd denred relief
becawse “Fhe a £/ da vits [3halashdT presen loof coere yrcwed
loifh o rave suspicion because of Meitz's retation shio
Lo Bhalasd “Gppx. A et p.7). What about Plalz's
aff . da UH{? \/ﬂ/'/mvZ we s his motivation to /‘ech% 4

6.



Bo th /\/e//z and Pfalz cere cauagh ///'cr’.q/-jfana/fa/‘\by
bank vides evidence. Plalz woes also very foami'liar
to Hhe law, he and K15 motler were previcusly convicted
of similar crimes., Pfalz's 5(43/7/".5@}(///75 /e:a/f_mcmy
ag'amf;ié Sholash was for one purpese i Fo ged a
reduced prisen senfence . According fo Meifz's af/;'c/aw'{
Hopx. /’/,4 Plalz and Meils toere /Oa///)/é» a room :/casé///efr/
G/om?,j', Lihere , inference be given, He Shate ot Oh o ias |
allempling Ao man, pulate bo/h codefendints 1a/e /65/4}[}//;73
aga»h{)/ 5»46;/&54. WilAh Jhe /3644 'of"/?/’a/zj //c"y woerée able
Ao connive a}»o/man[,ga/a Fe WNeilz inde an agrfémén/r/cz
neriminarde Zhalesh Lor /w/z(mg prore Hlon a f{:’o’ice//)mmn
Sentence Lor eack Nei Xz and Plale, Nak only was-/le’pa/ﬁce
actions /ém ue/yju::p/c./bus Hle stake wenf even Firther /y
offering plea deals of cight(8) yvears fo Plalz whom'
ac/aa//y robbed e Lour bonks and 51c(5) Ve rs /0/[/6’/;/2.
ohom did “case” coch of fhe four banks (bolh reciourng Vs
He sentence of Bhalash). Whe tould not toke Suck an
allroclive offer o sneriminate anoflerCon HMis case
Bhalash)? Neilz a/so wrofe letfors Ho Aor Au s banc/, Sha és//
 Skating how she was guilty and fhat Shalask had dene
/’}0//’///?3 and Aere toas -ba//,na For Ao 7o Lo ry about ==
send'ing folse impressions fo Aer /m:séana/awai/hg Arial,
5&556";&’80/4/, /Velh/a, alferfer release Lrom prison, 50«8/4/

(worce from Shalash . (Hem Lon County Covil ol Pomestic

7.



Relofions, Ohio, Case No.: DR/G01610)

The real ‘qrave susprcion” should be aimed of He slate
of Oh.oo. Meilher Neitz nor Plalz /ao/any//mg /e gan L.
Pr%m reca m/mq fheir Yesh meni€?) /aoweuef, Aa a//%"n/;/ Fo
Jose Aao/ //ey not /65,/,%“@6/ qgamé/ Sha /ccéA . bee Hoox, Hand L.
Where i[5 /Agju,s/fce Ao retoard criminal behaoior 6y Loriher

encouraging ofier crimina /’</y?

Wikkout Meitz or Plale's Jestimonses, Here coas no,

absolutely no evidence placing Bhalash as a participant

Ao He robleries. Moreover, allof /he 18 coifnesses, pone
Ca:a,// relen /{(’y 5/:;,/&5/ q//Ae éan/ﬁ a’ //6 /mne of e
robberies. There was evidence Zhal Plolz cone/ Bhclash
were seen togetler eidher hours bedore or Aours aller on
He samedasy on Fwo of fhe robberies, fhafalone, 15
Insuttscient fo Suppert a conviction of armed robbery.

5660110//3/, of //{e four- Foé[;efzej‘, cm/y i[/,ao c;cbun;{f

Corried o C/aq/gun 5/96‘”6!/)1661/101’3 en han cemen/,

Under federal review, courts are reguired fo look fo
Slate Jaw for "He substontive elemen s of Fhe crimina/
offense.” Seckson v Viraio e, 443 U5, 307, 324, The [fower
Courls Failed Jo achknowledse that the s/ate of Oho 4ailed
o prove (/36)/050." a reasonahble douwbt) He qui /el Mr.

8.




5}\aja5A; $'O@C_.!£1§cc\”>z to Jhe Qun €n )\ancamen% 5/3@61"\[‘:'&0;#!'0/!5
S&no[ Y {o coumls 3&&0[. 5 (&nmec/ robbery>.

/\Laor-cfmg Jo the yury in structions, (jﬁpéc 1{ication 3 requires
voudo specify whelher you find 1hedefeadent, Ahmad Shalash,
did have on or aboul his person, or under hiscontrol, a frecarm,
while commi Hing fhe offense of aggﬂaua./ea/ foél)ery in Lount
3 Land 51. 51,0@(,((‘(,&{:0)1 Y reguires you lo specify wﬁg/lef you
Find Hot e detendont, Abmad Shalash,did have on or aboud
his person, or under b s control, o firearm wihile commiAling
/he offense of agaravaled robbery, and Sisplayed Fhe Lirecrm,
brand ished the firearm , and indica Yed tha £ he possessed Fhe
Lrcarm or used £ to Lacililate te olfense of agqrava fed
r‘oé})e/‘y as a//eﬁea/ ,A dzunr/ 3 [and 51 .\\

Under lese 7/‘&):9 spec f'/’fca)//énf’/ Specification 3 15
fu//y. ” Corpo!‘a;ze 21 24 n 5/)5’( ;ﬂéa/xba &, Lohic A C/é’a/é’ﬁ
an E/SAM ﬁmfﬂa/mfn% vio/la //bn ot an excess e ﬂunilﬁ/mcw/
by Sentencing Shalasl Feice for e some offense . Moreover,
He conjunchiona nd requires tha A Shalash personally
drsplayed, brand shed e firearm, Yond e Hher thdicated
Hat he jo0 s4css5ed He Firearm or wsed v S facil Aode
the offense of aggrauo.':/ec/ robbery.

Besza/e: Meidz ond Plalz's festimenies, He s/are
pa ,"/ec( /o /a/en/r"'v@\/,v&maﬂg /8 édf/nc’sﬁes, éza/&{ﬂ‘g a s 7446

Q.



ONE [n having or possessing & wea pon Or even heing at or
near the bank during the fime of fe robberies. Moreover,
Yhere toas an atlemp? fo /ntecadlvce Neits (Hhereby Sholash)
of owning a quan, however, f/\e qun 'n reference was
faken From Heir home,and was vsed 1n o crime a year
prior Yo Ale row acecused ¢rimes éy e {or. /y mc"méel“j
Saed E/kakla Hopilhon County, hio, Sudae i Nadine Alfen,
Case No.2 Cf17/¢R[37825,12-13-20l/). The police had /s
Gun in Fheir possession when fhese armed robberics were o

Aaue i/a ken p/a.c e,

,A/Ae;f'/ Qﬁguéna/o/ 1 Meilz and Plelz's Festymoniés
are lo be consideced, ey foo admi Aled 1ha / Sha losh
never coent inve e fan k. Zo 2L e, Bhatfash coas coir il
Hem, he toould have been nobhing more Fhan o
Cd}/}jpl'/‘a/@r lo Specifice fion 7 tohich 15 nofa /)ar/m"
He elements coithin eifher spec{ica £ron.

I# could cas: Yy be ;nfc—'rrea///fo./ becawse He trial cour?
foiled to instrac’ %A@Jury that e Lirecrm spec i fica fion
must be proven beyond a reasonable doubl, tohich 15 a
Srwclural errop - reguiring vacating S4a /45/3 .GO/?U/:: Aon.
AF 15508 Aere 15 He complode ommissien of e reasona bl
douénl .5/&/20/@‘/‘0{10/’/)_/‘004) in Fhe instrue bon for a Lirear m |

soecification, Either suay, fRe yury either s under slocd
//c’:‘ 5/96(. f‘[l'cawlrbn ano//or A/q %an //\/ a,//jregarc/ea/ /Ke e/cmeh%‘j

,O'



Hat were regusred by He state, cohich alsofarled to provide
Hle euvidence fo support He second falf of fhe en/ancaa/

47 W

Qun épéC fica //on 4,

A reviewing court may sef aside fhe Sury's verdict on He
groana/mf insublicient evidence only i€ po ra tional frier of fact
could Aave agre@a/lc)//“ e sury ., See _&:uc& v, 5/»»///, 545 US, 2

A federal courd may alse overfurn a slafe courddecision
reyecting a sufficiency of evidence « oo 0onty 1 £ fhe decision
Lot obyeclively unreasonable. See Caves <1/m3 Renicov.
Lett, 559 (.5, 746, 773.

Due to the aforementioned cnd the lac# of evidence, e
slate caurd's decision resecting Shalash’s suflficiency of
eyrdeace /5/@:«:5 not only ohyectlively unreasonable; hut alse, no
rational trier of fact could have aareed with the jury.
Therefore, surists of reason would disagree with the district
Courd's resolufion of Shalash's sufficrency of evidence
clacm. A COA should have [ssued. |

pﬁﬁﬁécu /qf/a‘ / MI‘f)C&ﬁc/uC ‘/

" - )
/4Pﬁeq/ﬁ /o raca /, é?/»(,cq /, o7 /”(?/rg/oaj /ﬂfC’_‘Juo/lfé'
O/Uf/nﬁ /16 COUurseé o[d\ ?/rfa/ V{o/&?lé & c:/éffnc/@/)/ib /Ljf/4

/Iﬂfénc/ﬂ'\e/l% rzg/\v[ /cafazf‘ /r/q/ é/n/ pa/é‘/c«/eg V.

M,



lobrera, 222 £.3d 590, 594 (37 ¢ir. 2oc0)

Vedera! courts fave long condemned racially
InFlammatory remar ks dering qovernmental Summofion
Y54 LTI Supreme Courd stafod WHN He Constlduition
,amA,‘A,',Q rocially -bia 5ea/,0fa:secu‘/oma/a rgumen As,
Boacial Fand religisas] fairness of #he fria/ 15 an /ndﬁﬁ)aensaé/c
ing redient of due process and racial [/relamous] egue /ity
a hatlmanrk aﬁjus/{ce,“ i) ed S fos v Doe, 289 £.5. App.
b.C. 199, 903 F. 24 16, 29-25 (1935) quaring Mclleskey v.
Hemp, 481 (/5 279, 307, 4a 30, 107 3,07 1756 (G987)internal
(?ao/a//oné omi VedD and cfing (His 15 not the endre [ist of
Citations) McFarland v Smidh, 811 F. 2d 419 (2% r. 1579);
C/m‘/ec/ﬁ/&/eﬁ, exre/. /'/aynej, V. Mc/feno/ﬁ/c/(} 481 F, 24//52,
156155 (2%C.r, 1973) 5 Miller y. Necd Lareline, 583 F 24 751,
7wé-707 (40, 1978).

This Fefifioner asserds thaf Fhe inflammatory comments
made by the prosecutor, nod anly violated his right to a fair
Zrial, butalso, o Lailure of effective counsel for his fa.“/w‘e
to obsect to e reciallfreligions comments as being presudicial.
Moreover, such racwllreliqious inflammatory $lurs violefod
his ;}rﬁr/Aheno/ma/}/f/gé/ fo religrous freedon.

In His case, He ,orosecaér s religious Slar was
me[ "ﬁ gﬁc%ea( é}/ rfein ;//;13 0aiz' %AQ?Z .5/\Q/a5/\ o\no/ /‘/el.?/Z

i12.



were mairied af o mosgue while he toas discussing the
robheries == #4,5 Cammen//‘lvaa/zeﬂa 513/9/'/’/24/168 or relevance
to fhefacts éuwf&anc/ms e robderies . The proseCu/or
further c/eg/‘ao/es _5Aa lash's Muslim religion asa refiyions
Céno/mc‘orfec/é/efeavézﬂe Yo 1nsinwate fhot Shalash mus/
have been ﬂfff)é’/)%/a/uf/ﬂa He /‘@AAQMES toAen Ae (ﬂtaé ///.)o
Vou believe fhata Mustm corfe 15 501}73 Zo somée hows be
driving arcund Fown woi?h an @u/;s/a/ef/ Plalz, a $tranger /o
r’Ae pa,m. /y, foéé_mg éan /4’6 ana//Ae /{uééana/ Aa.ﬁ been M'M
him Just moments before and somehors he leaves //e ﬁf‘CJ/«/‘G
ith the ks 1n He van?’ Then agqan, /n v.f}hx:s///:aﬂ Y
C/oﬁmg Jrebulta /, e ,ofoﬁemu/ar repminds /Xe;y,u\\/ /Xcﬂl
becouse 3ha fash 45 /"I'ué//‘m/ Aot becawse Neifz 13
morried fo Shalash, she must be a fully practicing Cradhcal)
Mushm 8 “And & Mushm wife on /op of Hhat. In /Aq/c.u//are,
the omen aren'f even supposed fo be ot toihout a male
relative and we go//tef /*oéé;‘ng ban ks wnitha non-male
celatiwe with the kids in the fruck . Grve me a break . Gue

. 0
me a é)reomk ,\

These 5/@/("0)/7ﬁ/‘c&//‘e//ﬁ ioas comments [5/urs are
precisely the type of prejudicia l remar fs ha f foli/hvale e
Fairness of Hhe trial and violetes oue process. Sce Bains
V. lambra, 204 F. 3d 969, 379 =975 (54 C.r, 2006). The pse of
race foard in securing qjur‘y (/c—:*r%c/ )5 Ohvious Jrosecu Frial
prsconluct. Withers vt fed $fufes, b0t F 20 124, 125128 (4 **Cor1579)

13,




Te ﬁ’*o/%‘:? 34/\';‘5 fw/ua’/lcm iorse , ?‘%é’éé’ /é?raﬁe’c:.u/ofra/ = u/.S/
CGM/ﬂ(f"?/é Lere Aocr .:Su/,?/?.:::»}f:f’c/ éy ny eufg/e/zce V=Yg //@

re C,Qrc/

Zn az/é//'//on, #he Jro88Cu bor o Voo vouched Lor He cicdisi/H
of w:vgne,éfac.‘j, inddvced Fear 1n fhe yurly, God relleccd
He robberies as a “Aerorn /ﬂ/;effﬂv//'&ﬂ‘?l)cﬁlf‘)fi:” The prosecutor
Nemerously referred Vo Bhalash as /anez“a/ééa/aslﬂ
and Codelendants os 'Frivate A/P.{;/z“anc/ ,?o/cm.é/ e /z.\\
The inflamma /om/ 5/0"5 vnfer 74(&7/5/?&/&:5% a G G mt/,'/&ry

/eaJer /a/e(//c'«/af‘/f‘/«t"r/‘,gf/f)/ &//?/M/‘.?’/:ﬂﬁ 7/5: /;Jmf’c\/é AQUC"C,
aga;nﬁ/ﬁatzer/}f—m rEGU NG //e: gsuﬂ}/ f/o f:nq/:ﬁ/:aézf% %u;/’//,

The s/efe couvrF of o poeals Found #he presccutor's copments
ahout Shalash's religion were “argquably mappropria fe
A ppx. A. p.8). Howeover, He same covef s/ated ot #He
Comments “toere not so ’;O/G’sza/!fc;ah/ or cufcome
delerminafive as to oo .oy Shalash a £o.r fria /" in
/1311/1’ of the overwhel/m 1135 evidence of Shalash's
gu{ //. \\Mppx,ﬁ.p. 5), /73&:[?, 7"/}15 lci S f’)o/c:onélﬁ/?reo/
-by any Cou 4 on /Aerecon Yed Festmonies From Mer e and
Plealz. /‘?eﬁarc//efps, Ahe opiniona Yoo S0l coury decision
dd not Guery //Cdf;ur\/ Fo /0/5’,4//;/ é}, W,('a/far/g;ffo/
info Bhelash’s 344///,

Pﬁt/:/;onff a 54¢F°r /:s /;e /»oé ﬁfxouﬂ /Ac\% //\e pfaﬁf’ca://a/"}f

IH.



Conduct so indected Airs frial/ %-/a/// rena/ef&:/A/:s fm'a/,
anc/conuzc/mn funa/a m?n/a//y uﬂ'iz’aiﬂ ﬂf"“ /Qa‘/‘/?é'f \/.

MQYZ/A,@L‘)fJ, E87 .5, 37, 45 (ZOIZD(per'Cu/‘/'am)

Iu f/5/a7[‘ réason Cou /a/<//5a gf'ee we/A //(e a//;s//‘z'c,%
Caufi/i:b fééo/ur//bn 07? 5Aa/a54':> /Jfo:secu /or/a/ /mszonc/uc/
claim . A Couxn s/tou/a/xaue /551/.94/,

C, ja.m:s/s Coa/a/ ConC/aa/e Ahe /55u5’5lpr€5m/@/
arée ao/e?uaize /0ﬁfoceea/ '/’u/‘//e/‘,

/?ei/f’r//'an er asserds fhal becawse e lower courts
have refused fo consider Ahe recanfes festimonres )/
azpf’/‘o/a vils of NeiZz and Plalz a spaclof Sl toshs
Su f]ﬂ/flfﬂcy ¢ laim , #Aa /z'/f;/oa /o be Qpﬂf‘apl‘{a}{f’ ’
‘rf'ar /Aj C;Mz/‘/ e ﬁfmana/5/a/aén/ls C/a.l/h5 /)/acﬂz’ /o
2{/4@ lower courd. As Hs flonorable lours poted, "[TIhe
b/é/mc/(four/ a/za/no/gzue £l consideradion #o //e
Substontial evidence /oe////onef ,011‘/#’0/‘/4 ' 5u/0/0or/
of e Prima facre ca.:se,“ //EA] COA S lor mina ;4'0,»7 15 a
Sepa rate pra»aeea//ng ) O/?é’a//,él/znc/ ‘/’/"om the a/‘)c/e/‘///ns
mem/:;.‘\ T he ques//on 15 fhe de bo fa hilidy of He
L«na/ef/\,mg 6055///.“//0/161 /clarm, no¥ Fhe rese/ution
of that debate, Mller-r/ v Cochrell, 523 s, 322, 3492
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 For all of fhe foreacing reasens, Mr. Shalash!s case

15 .ew‘mara/.fnqﬂy. Ata minimum | recsonahle Surists could
S0 Qenc /aa/e/ thich means a COA must jssue, This
Coved's review 1 s warran Yoo nolon A o resotve, but

to main fain the pag//c. ‘s confidence %Aa/caur/.s conl/
ha/ perm;/a criminal defendant’s Cona;c/;ém ek ere
a sfafe MQn,,ou/a,/ea//coefc("a/ desired festmon(ies) with
/'f'fé'éis/a ble ('/5 Ofa,ao/eﬁ/ra /) ,o/ea aqreemen ///ijon 3en P/encé.

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
Q' A 2{£}\ !S_l'ié

Date:
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