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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

TeTiTh^e-r STroneXy heileueS fhaT The United StaTeS Court of 

ft-rfii Circuits decision SancT)gae<J Such ■ aAppeals for The
deparTure from accepted &md usual Course of judicial proceed )n^S 

by a, Lower CoufT&aJ calls This C&urT 7b exercise Its Supervisory 

power, A-t$OjThl$ \s$uet Specifically, rni&y not have been Serried by 

TK)5 Courtcl/iJ The Tetrio ft£C Seeks C-Car\f)c£Tc?n by This Court, 
The ?eT>r)oner/ during interro^aTion, invoked bis r{'f^T f*r 

Counsel tmd added "for The Sake of my Mhfe. ' lie did further ,
TKaT he did noT mat To Speak coben The. d&cTWe SoujkTT To Confirm 

the ^eTir) oner's request Tor Counsel,

Jd

firstly f the TetlTioner did tudWT counsel for hmsetf, as wef/t bur 

"for The Sake of my wifeu make bis feyuest~ for Counseldoes add.1 
e^uiroabl J

if vjhen the de/ecTlve followed *PeTi / loner1! recjuesr for Counsel
Seeking cbrjflcarlon, The Tetirloner STaTed Ttu£r he did rutf want 

To Speak. Was This or uu&S It noT & clear invocation of his 

Fifth AmendmenST ILiCjbi*,

Lastly f In lljkt of The flrST Turo OjueSTfonSt if This Court finds 

Those To be clear invocations of tie Tetlt!oner's hlfri\ Amendment 

Rujkr -fof counsel and To' remain Silent/t^cn was /T harmful To admit 

Such, evidence In The TeTlTloner's Trial, violating bis TourTeentb 

Amendment Tl^ht ?
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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

[vf For cases from federal courts:

A.__ toThe opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

N/A[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
\\jf is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix *5 to 

the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[v^is unpublished.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)IA[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the VisTr/ci
appears at Appendix_£__to the petition and is

court

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
\0[is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[\jf For cases from federal courts:

The date on whichthe United States Court of Appeals decided 
was _____ _

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

my case
C4j

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date:
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix AH&- .

fJIA , 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.

M/A tOitr(date) on (date)
A M/A

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

[ ] For cases from state courts:

AHkThe date on which the highest state court decided my case was 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix M/4-

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

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including___ V/*"___
Application No.__ A M/M___

M/A(date) on (date) in

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

Z.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Amend fAesJT 'TL
person $h&ll be held To &nSu/es fr a. copiTalf or oTUerc^ISc 

'ia-fcwwoS crime, unless on a pcescrTmeaT of InJlcTmenT of Crr&nJ 

J\jr\j/ eytepT cases arising In 'the land or ruw&l -farces, or tn rUe 

ujkfri i a acTuaJ Service M Time of War or public dances) . - 
SlwM be compelled In &n y crlmlnaJ case To be & u/hrness 
kr-*i$eif} f\o( be deprived of 

process of /aw/ — '

, r^of
d-jaMsT

llfe/ ljberry t or property/ uttfkaoTcdtJe

Amend menT Xi\7 (iK&f)
Sec, I AJo $TaTe skaJ.1 moke or enforce

eS or
cmy i&vJ (A/hick $UdJl 

\meujn)T\eS of clrl7~enS ef The UnJT&Jabridge ^fae pelvUecj 
SrnTeS; nor sh&M any SrdTe deprive ony petes#*i &f life, UberTy 

jpropcrTy, tWHwT Joe process of lauJ / cuyf deny To emy person 

jorlsd-lcTlon Yke eep/cd proTccTfon of the lours, "

,&r
urhSi its

3



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

May of Z^iT/ tcTlThneC OUOS charged by AndicTmeuUT tufTh
four counts of ag^ rivaled Sexual assault of a child young eY Than Six 

years of age of)one count of inJeceACy uiltk <k child by contact. A 

jv/vy Subsequently Convicted VeTtrt&^et oveach count alleged In 
Indictment u>a$ secCTe-nc&d by The Tried Court To fhte consecutive 

ji-fe sentences. State v, Madlock, M?- tRZe>\5-W (w* Dhrtct CoorR 

Coma\ County }Tx. May iSf1 Zoiifj.
Hi5 ConUicX]on$ and Sentences were affirmed on direct appea!t and 

TeXaS CoufT of Criminal Appeals (jeef) refused bis petlTlon for 

discretion ary fevie\Aj f?Dft) or\ May Z'f ZOl%, MaJlock v. State, Ho, /3" 

Ik" 003%$~C R (TeX, A pf>. Corpus CnrlstT EJln bog, Jan. llj* ZOl8/ pet.
retd)'sJAadlock V, State, Ho. YD-ony-tt (Tex. Crlm. Appj.

0t\ Juiy lb1? Zot%t Verltoner filed a State habeas corpus application 

chal\eng lag The Constitutional try ofki$ state court Convictions and 

Sentences cuhck ms Ut^( denied by The l ccA urlTkouT curlrten order 

on September Z(/f zoiit, ix 7arte Madlotk, Mo. SS, fW~of (Tex. trim.
A'ff’)' ,

Petitioner initiated his federal habeas corpus proceedings on 

October f} Ao!%, u>ken he placed htf form peTIThrx for federal habeas 

Corpus relief pursuant To At U.S.C. SZZTtf In The prison maif/ig System. 
3Tn The petition dnj Supplemental memorandum, Petitioner raised only 

" allegation l The court erred In aJ/nirTl/ux Info evidence, his In trim In- 

^ ^fatementj To police In violation efi tduwds v, Arizona, ¥Si U*S. k7Z 

(j6)#) Miranda \ft Arizona, 36"*/ yt$, VJC ff%6)* her a-nstuer^ Re­
spondent (eh&S exclusively on the Ttate Court's adjudication of This 

erllcgoTlon on direct appeal end argues federal habeas relief Is produced 

vndeC the A ED Pa's deferential stondar d t 7kT/tbner!s }fabe&$ cuoS 

denied relief and dismissed tuith prejudice on AugustzMfYet T Mad lock.
V‘ VauiS/ Civil Ho.f)ll%~ CV~ Oiots (opinion by Or Undo t.Cnuda, Chtaf 

UniTed States District Judge),
*’Petitioner timely filed ht$ notice of appeal and Subsety 

Submitted hJS application for Certificate of appealaf fry

rhe

one
at!

vem ly 

To litre

H.



Fj-fr\ CtrculT CourT o-f~ Appeals , 'The moT/oa -for his Coh was 

denied 6 a Tfan/aUt/ z$zl, M&dlock v, Lwnpfctn, Mo. i^'TtSfxO,
The PeTf-ffr\es -file This, ki$ peT/Tfo/1 -for & wrlT&CtAnd fi^vJ

tea\o(6(h
Relevant FacTS:

The rele/anSf CcuTS Surrounding VeTlTiorerfs ConCeSSbA To Th^ polite 

Were accurately Summarized by ThfrleetTh CourTo-ft Appeals od Texas 

duel a# The direct appeal proceeding !
[retiT/cneTJ was beiryj held /Vi a BeyaC County Jail 

violaTfan L^fferJ hrs Three children were
probation

Taken into Custody by Tk& 

Department oC family ad PraTecti/e CenrlceS CUP^l) jjPeT/T/cner was
anesreJ bar The probkl&A violation on October iT^tn/V. M/S children 

T&Mer by DF?5 August /^told], The children had been III lay ujirh 

^eTiTlonec] S wife, but They were Talten by DTPS due To unSan iTary 

V-omt conditions * UJktle They cu ere I Wiry In a shelter, Cone-not TluJJ 
a-f The children dcTeJ ooT In a Sexual Manner, JjDurlny a visit The 

chliJfSA hid ujith Their nw?, TeTrhnsr's Wife, The Middle child, A,H>J Said
h)S oljef brother, Z.M., Touched him In oppreprlately, which lS> when The
PeTlvioAcr OnJ) his cade demanJed a/1 la/estiyationjt As at Cesolt, 
rxll Three children Stated That [PeT/TfaneU had Saxord SonTact with 

Them.
Qn TDerc/nher 6 ^ JclY, UeTecflre Dan^y OuTr yuesTfoned 

jJPeTiTlonecJ ccTThe TSexaf County Sail about The children^ STate- 

and recorded The IcTer/lew, Cd^dio only because Someone 

uenicnTly Stopped the urdeo during The Inter/ieW7. Detect! ur Vuf/r 

read iJeTiTienef] his Miranda. u/asalayS , OaJ (j^eTITlanep) acknowledged 

That be understood h/J f ly It's mj ValunTarlly t/ahred Them, Adrer 
Spcak-lny dvr around -forTy -Cl/e minutes / jPetttioner] wade The -fall 

lay Statement;
JT yueSS TP do ha/e tsSueS , t tint yoiny To lie.And 

you're rlCjhr, They do become euen worse and worse 

and worse . As Cor as The details, TP would like To 

hare M attorney present pi ease juST Cor the Soke 
o4ry uulCe because TTdoty want To puT her of

on A

were

rnemS
ton

ow-

57



$<ny SomeTk/vij sruftd riySf wen/td^i/Ther M 

a ^eslTtaa of b^rvuj Co^i^er<?d endoa^&rm&AT, 
us&S rteoer e^troA around anyway So ThiPj 

toby ~174olj she h&S /loThtaj To do utfYh This*
DeTecTNe Tufoc Soo^tsf (slnrlfitSTloA fro on IdF*TlTione/J on uhe-Tkzr 

be uanTzjt To enA The hSferuleuJ flie dfj nrTf pkase Ce-fer To CeeorA 

for The t&ccecr delhlb * D&TecTh/e Dufar conTiauej aa To aak/ioxjJedje 

TfasT The ^Psn Tinner CejueSTeJ 1he aalsroAce of- caunse/Ther tT 

Is hr onj rUfiT Y^c VoT^oTft/e su-aaoT ConTlnue with hearty cvkoT The 
VoTfrie^efj yeT he asks for c/arlft&morTj r^syonjej YhtT he waule? 

SanTfaue To T~cdky tfeVTfoeeJ Then AUtJe fncrC&t-M^na^ STaT^m^rTS 

of nlTTinj To hovtAA Se^udJ ConTarT col Pi hfs di lid fen *- khfrer The, 
<peVTfffAsr clarified PhoT he fd*(d aoT u/fjh To Sheafs/ 7%e deTesTt/g 

Aid MY SToy T^e inTffCVle-tJ onf) keyf badjefinyj The ’P&TiTicrier], He 

Subse^uenTly IndfcTeJ anj broujhT To Triad-.
At Tried, The stats Sou^hr To \nTrodoce The audio recorjlnj of The 

inTerVie^J (s^d ffieTiTto/)af\ obJecTeJ To Its aAonfssfM. A beariA^ ^ms 

OuTSlde Ybe presence of the J uty, anj yke folfavuinj exchange Took 

jplace beT^een The TrtaJ CourT <s*d jy^T/TlonerJ 5 Tried co\MSef In Cejas J 

To The objecfioA !
Er^e LoO(tJ ,' n We//, cfo^T yoo aatee ThaT the lav)*- iT has 

To be uneauluocafMt/<?ceZftoA of his iiahT 

To counsel?
£fWa| Coufiiejjl hfd, of cootief iTj our fpoSiPoa YhdT )t'i5,

W? SclIcP he ooanTed a \aioyer before he

She

uJt>S

1
ooeTC ouT and---- ”

foorTj* f&ic} be uJoold tike 

ffrtaJ Counsel]l U iT bad To Jo u/ITh his iW-fe,
Cootf]', T Thoxjhr he SfrlJ, for The Sake of r*y td'i(ef 

Tu)oold tike To h&ue aa aTTorney praseTT,l> 
frei*} SoOKtej]' Kltjkr, T Think ThjT!s onecjuivocal, IT<d&/vT 

Think, he hdS To STaTe h-lS reaSenS} e</en/ foC 

huyilnj a lawyer,"

-6-



AH rt^t, we-U} m that castj juSt ustoa 
plaM rule! of ^rfart ^tat tryjlfsh ond

t he jval/freJ Ar$ reavesTfoc m 

at"omey for the snfe of m*
4&c Y^e lake of fatrt for hxs pc&SecOthn.,
Axd rWs eerT(tfft>lj notav\ une-jut\Jcc&l 
CeCjv&ft for aTTofft&y to protecthis fights. ^

TU& trial Court ooerfulej iPetitfonef] s objecthm fanj adnftjed
\Jertce < [Pat/r/onecls Trio,/ Counsel 

the recoct and Stated '

U r l aI Certf] ‘

t^C Inert f*Mdti/\ej Sifai e rtenij two ev
Then placed A/j5 objection

fi Xs\ regard to The leyej ls&oe**. The <defendaAT~objects
To the InTcodoctlon of aM Inert w fnatJACj STaTfamettS 
Concerning Th-hS C&$e -for The te&SoA That the 

defendant requested & lawyer pursuant tb Article 

3 %‘2-lf Osd to Ars rickts pur s-o ant to MhcanJit}the 
(/^ fad 5~n ArtCnd men t[AJ ft the United Stated 

CoaSTIToTlfa\ f and the Corresponding fa^endrtantS to 

tine Texas fonsttToTicm r fnd cue abject^to The^ dourTj 
\rtredi) cfloni} thereof, far reason that these rights were.
\f\oloTed &s well as his rgkts To doe process of leu) 
ad) dot to\)t$£ of low both WiTh record To The 

United States (dnsrhvVon fad The Texas Consttrorion*! 
fhe jury Con\}\c7ed [fcT/rtonerJ On. aM chorgeSf and The Triad cwrT

Sentenced kfrt to li(e without pnrok fr each Count, See Toy, fe-ral tads
A/vrt. %% ti,y%l zldtJ XZ^ozl (\uesrf Wosthu) through zo)7 /**£■£).
Hadlock. w ^Tate j, 20/# vJL SCO&m.

cm

* *>ee Texas Cde of Crt*ntatU 7rocedure/ Article 3t*ZZ
7,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

fhc Tetittner strongly be h eves That The United JTatks Court 
of Appeals for Tkg P}frt\ Circa it lS decision uics To Sanction Sock a 

deporTure -from accepted and usual course of judicial proceedings by 4. 
]ovjeS Court end (Utils Ykfs Court To exercise *ts supervisory power 

AlSOflhece i5 on Issue ThaT r*&y not ha/e keen Serried by This Couft; 
<Xnd The 'PetlTionet Seeks -for clarification by This Court uJhen It 

Cortss To The coles of 

Tiesi *

invocation for counsel during criminal inteccoga-

The Petitioner did Invoice hh right To kaue eoun. 
he further asserted, veckaMy, his desire (&»A fJ^Vr) to reunaba Silent, 
Tke State Courts erred by ignoring ybe precedents Set forth M 
KuasJtk, idvjorh) and Davis ^ \Z\o\sring The Ten none. rfs Fifth a^d
TovfTteuvfh Attend me^nt rights.

The Vctitloner colli sko^j u)bere other circuit Courts have different 

InionS That Contrast That of- The Fifth Circuit uvhero It Sanctioned
$el bS ambl

\SeJ present and

and never Took.the ?etirtonerls invacation for coon uouj3Into coAsl^B'Cfltion thiit The Petitioner dlJ further Intake bis figlntto 

remain s\\e*t.
This infamous precedent Set under M/trmd 

T$U (W^) STaTeS, u£ven after 0 uiHiver, however, tf Tke Suspectrequests 

Counsel, cull questioning /nusr cease,** unless The accused hbm$e\f '/✓)- 

•lT<xTe5 ' further cam/AUAitarlon, exoki&nges f or con'Uersati'uuuS u)tthThe 
po\ite/'Vd. atHHH'HT.

Under fduJ&rJs v. Arizona t yf7 U>$. 977 (%i), This Court deTerm 

Th&TuutiUe(S of Counsel must rdso constitute a knowSru^ and intedh-
privilege or 

articular facts anj 

lud'rng the backrauAcff ex’-
Tci, an 9$Z (tiring Johnson 

V. Zerbsp 309 U.S. Vtt, VdV (t^3f)), A1 $C/ th h Court added in fduuards 

the precedent ruide in phode TTslaad \/> TTnnis, UHU i7,S. t{{\ And
just lost t^rm t ir\ a Case ujhereo. Suspect in custody had Muaked

Arizona, i SIM 0/5,a v.

Med

1gent teXlnrpjIslxmert or abandonment of a \CnovM r ic{bt 
rnattef ^jbick depends in each case 'upon The p 
CifCv/nStances Surrounding That case 

perlence &yf) r&ndocT of~tke

ar3
i/ic 
! //4a ecus

1.



kii MWanJd r/jht To Counsel, the Court ayahi rederred To The 
* Undisputed ncM tender Miranda To Cemtafn s)lenT and To be f-/ 
of inTerrooatlon until he hod Consulted uoiTha lawyerf 
CclTlnCj Tfhode Tj/onJ, at Z^Sf),

Th-CS CoucT hoS Set The Standard iukete

ree
Td. 4TW5~t a

tnv&caTten oPa
and

■ a/i

pec&ods Ttfth Amendment rtjhT muST he an unombryvcnJS 
vneejuivoc&J rejussTuuhere a reasonable police officer should (Md^rsTand 

The STeXTemestt, Touts V> (JnrTsd dtaTes, 5~tZ U.S. TTZ, TCPj (f^TY) r Thrs means 

That fUe SuSjpeZT SonncTT Toy "(det/, nnoybe I’l/ need 4 /oauyet/ 
don ‘t k./u>vJ j-f T should yet am attorneyf11 or “Should ^ 0 Zo-ouyer;
The- mvoCCiTh&nT Consider&J by Jh-fS CfonmT 

&$$£fT\onS In

0 or *T
?«

are were- Simple requests 

Comparison To The VertloneCs request 
tiovjeuer, under Tauis, * TnuocaTion d- The MYrond* rf^fcr To counsel 

f(eoy\(eSl ctt a intoYmum, Some Statement liut cun reason ably he construed 

To be on expression oP a Jestfe for The assistance of on attorney > * JTd 

Hl^O'TYn^ Mcdell v. 'diSCons(n/tbl UJ*, act PT),
The Tetlrioaet Stated during The teTerroyat/on boTuoon he ad TletecTtUe 

Vanoy TXfor Tbot he ”tuoold like To have a* atfornoy presentplease, + t
dnd PoUovJeJ up after Vetecriue Tufur k&pt trying ToyyeT more Info 

™ : OUT of him hy Sayfn^, “ 1 dott cu/sh To Speack, T JeaT uucrtt io 
0j£> Jouun That road aojcdn* fdon'r watt To n& There anymore** 

Detective Vufut did dearly under Stand W VeTiTj oner's ceyuesT 

for counsel because immeAlardy token The Tetirioner Stared ‘'t loovIJ 

h\t£ To home an attorney present please. *+*j Detective Vvfvr SaJd;
Letme — leTme cut you off fed tjulek, okay, /eT 

me explain To you, You Sard you ouetton anoroey 
pceSonT* That’s your Ch^kT You hove tkaTrlyldT And 

T toanT To moke Sure tUot you're dear, Thor tfyoo 

attorney present, TcoTrrdlc ToyoO any- 
mofe, okay. T**, Hutt/iorJer 7b Talk To you anymore; 

you knovj, once you briny up The. attorney Tkhyf I"
Can'r hear uknt you keue To $oy unless you want me 
Tof olt-ay* Tutwfth fhoTSotdf do you lUantTb TlfJc To 

me omympfet tTy hr AOiO or do you ouamT* < *

or

4T

rma~
Ton

OjarcT an



7W rp&n'f\o*&ri berr^ *■ fhrt$oriet tn l^'&yoT Cou/vTy WqaI, Could 
kvoT* k&uc juST 2<>r ledfj ke answered T>u-Pvrf f^u-sT ch
\Ca0vJ uifacf else To Sey,

p)o-fi/r[) / The hcy^TT 'tkM^ Is — uskcT dp ycAC, url&Tdo} 
tukrfdo you Tel! Tkcvn ? vT^y jv^T To w? * 

JyeTJTfwtfj! * ’EuT To hear the wpcdsof- uA^f^ They Sard ccwvMyy 

0VT p-p- ecu r^outk. rt&k&S r*e~ wart To lAV'WT '
■jpu^/Ji "!T udeTSihd _

[?^rrrf^/ier]! x c^Tr To Sy&At A don lr iaMavT To e^c down 

TkdX fcntd
Qu'fv/'
jJiT Tol<$ by 7^£ "Petitioner fhot he, dd) not usoaT~ Tb talk.

YeST Vo4vc kept MlriaT'^ dialog Tryinc Tb cjet Tkg. PeTt~ 

\<eef Tclk'Mj end fiHfkeT (ISkeel, u To you wo><T~To Talk, To 

O^ynaoCe7, " Then The VeTtoaer, lee}M ThcT Vectecth/e HodvC 

UtdS rot just ootaa To jjet up o-aJ leave, the- room cuffhott ^ 
objaMMA d Ca^daiffOAp responded u/iTh, </f/ag/ X7// Talk l T&lk_! 

TAis !s d Aeac vloleTtor of r|i^ <PeTlTloAeftS TlktU. AnenJ
rt&kr evd established precedents Set by Ykc$ 14/jk Court And by 

rvhT(A& TV 7eTfTftroar's $Tate*AetTs rntb eutdevizs atThe VetiTtonetjs 

The VetlTtoAef'j footTee/Tfl AmeAd/^etf Pt^kf was vtoUTeDj a6 v&P’ 
%\aJc lofore-j yUz VettbAsr Jd crate rCoT Ae wated ok 

dXTofoey present ard T)eTecTIre "Du fur acknpvJ lejacd TktT Y^e,
Prt\tioAeS feauefteJ counsel dnj crude SiXe ThaT rV 'P&TlTovieT 
u>Wr he $ejJ. a*J) tUm tV TeT/Tl^er p»,)o~fofcedl hts iWocdTfan by Saylnj 

be AtfT (vJa4T TO 6peak.
Order g,*trh v* Tlltwis, <S(,9 0.$> *t((Mi)f This C&jrT held jfar am 

accused's p^r fe^vesT responses To further irTerro^or/iM rwy rcFr he used 

To <MT C€TfQ£p.t0T(£' S0A0T ovi The cl&rny of The /Airia4 Teau&sT 
1 rself. Tj.

The 6hi, L> Td Vtg&T, voder Crmf/iaJ LauJ H(*A T6/7/ ir’TTaTeS*. 
V/ie rc/fe ThdT <tvt accused /a custodyf kavtAy expressed hn desrre To 

dezX uJtTh the police ordy ykreo^ln courtedf /S aoT Subject To fv/TUeT 

IrTeCfocjeuToA by The a,vrtt&f)T7<zs vaTU couvisel Aes booA eiodc auatUb/e-To

at

iUtfs

0'VUyf*lOTe>
of TcTItIoc] cfls MVocation of coiSAS&i &oetcoas duJare

ms 
™>re. 
Toner To

y-J

cce

weal

3
TrraJl
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unless he validly toaives hts earlier request-for The assistance, 
of counsel, embodies Tioo JisTlnCT inquiries* First, courts must 
determine. whether The actuseJl actually invoked hvs 

and Second, if The accused invoked h-is rrqhtto counself Courts may admit 

his responses To furTheC quesTlon Inq only on fhnjinq That he (a) Inflated 

further discussions with police, and 00 knowmqly and InTelllgenTly cuatej 

The (icjfif he hod invoked* "
-further adds I a. valid waiver ofan accused's C/qht To CounSe/ 

present during police interrogation Cannot he established by skewing 

accused responded to further police-initiated tuSTodlal interrogation*
The Petitioner here only Continued The Interrogation because Detective 

Vo for kept intrtattnej -further discussions, which the record plainly 

Cevect Is*
Z?frd the Petitioner Invoke his rt^kt To have Counsel ? Vld Vetecti/t 

Vvfut overstep his bounds by not respecting the Hole of Lou/■?
The l>TaTe arojueel that the PetiTio fleets request for CounSe/ 

Unequivocal > the Trial court's exact State A>ent uvaS*
rljhr; well, la Thar ease, jufT usfaj plain rules of grammar and 

Zncjllsh and ryoTaXj he qualified his request-for dh?aT7brney for The 

Sake of his wife,- riot for The Sake of ~ for his prosecution . And 

that's Certain ly not an unequivocal request for an otfor nay To prefect his 
Wrst' The STaTe and Federal VIsttIcT courts both affirmed*

Petitioner Sid request an atforney. Yes, he did further add for 

The S&fe of his wife.* This )j where The Supreme Court's discretion is re­
quired I Dees anyone who merely adds To his/her requesT for Counsel, l*foT 

the Sake of m.y -tolfo. /husband revoke theirright To toUA'Sell
tf Such person Said "JTwanta lawyer* amd said nothing else but 

clarified by stating he did not want to Speakf that Is enough 

\evoke his Fifth Amendment eight to be represented by counsel no 
tnatTer ujhat his Intentions were for requests,

OiACj To

Issues arising from The detective Seeing as how the dectect/ue was 

not interested in giving The Petitioner a polygraph Test etftef he 

offered to Take one and juft yoiSeJ one that be Took, at hvs aw a

hr Tb coucused,2

That The

was noi

r'3

To

d lawyer.
the Petitioner knew There uu&S Some Content/ouS

It*



ejc^eose • These , Too^ monT/ongJ In The awd)o recording,
Tke ^PeTiTioner Surely Luct-S T<s> freed The assHtance oPcouas&I

ojh&T’ ums betog alleged he aA$o \>eAnej on probation* Also, he 
ojo6 &wote tWT d&T&cTbMS were SubjeoT 7o vtM& odytUruy hemwoxdd Say 

drtj did a^oAnsT IvNvi fr*d These dosesT To hrm (for example \ wife, children, 
fc'wdk, eXcl). We^ctt The feaSaui tuty The 'PeTJTtofref added his concern 4oC 

Wl$ u>ffo u)hile fovoktWj hi$ fi^rit To rwe cc^^Sel present* The record will 
Show TWT Thsouejnoui rhe W\Tef\ilew the ^peTlYtofret was deeply Concerned 

about w-tfe o^d children.
VoeS d mods wife's Status not

wtTh

Yntlud himsebP? Are They notjoint
members ? Vernd \reM~rC£ Tbzr yhe ?&nrl oner's Cole purpose was to Mwo/te 
Counsel for protectMCj his wlfo, cuouid ThoT noi be protected \mdef The. 
pcoT&ttlo-A5 afforded under The pifoii Amend m-enT*aJ) M)(olaJcl end Ed Ward5 ? 

\jd hotevet hoppens To The YetiTJ oner’s wife **d cLltdfeA equally affects 

htrij & well.
The VetiTtoneY did mention. That~ other Circa Fr Courts had different 

crp tntoAS T\frA TWTcd^yhe Fifth Circuit H This mwTTeY regardlay The 

YeTitIcner's Wwocation afhjj ci^krTo hwe toufrSei, here are Tome o^P- Those 

opinions'.
"Bessons v* grounds , ITS F.Sd CftT Ctr, £oi5f) ~ v Yerh, That's u)l~tT

ask you yjyS ok? ^hre me a lawyer, *tT‘d-* cCt Gtf.
Me keoWn f edictt-\y hr hlS opinion, States “A-n America/1 poet wrote 

mete Than (00 years a^o, 1 cuhen IT See a bird Tkar (walks like a JackfO^J 

Scuh^S like n Juek; o^d Cjuatkj like, (wdude, TTcnl/ YkoT bird a. etoclc, * 

VjheA <x Svspecf S<xySj lghre. me a iowyerj YkXT CeyvesT Wtdksf Sw-fmS,
OudAS like a duck, Tris oa uncwblyuouS CeyuesTPrr a lawyer, no moTfeT 

\\ga) yoO SI ire iy, The STaYemenT'is UA&(j u-ioo cal ~ hr Is aoTa. lnuybe' aY a. 
v perils'- IriS frA MvocaTioA ol The Fifth Af*£odr*4*F~/i*hf~73 cowseY^ 
Xrf. ax Gil J

Anderson \J> Terhore, TiO F, 3d *?%! (tf*1 Cfr* Xoo%) — Here, The pkfjrtjmtif 
Anderson) ST&TeJl he d^d noT ownT To Talk. nboST nji%rsM Qay 

'fufThet Acljed after police cosCrfrured To yuesTioA TTalgad The
fifth. ” The MloTh Circuit SToTed %r\ its OphrUont u£t J$ not TharCoatesT 

1s urAmporTcL^T bi/t It Slmpiy cannoT be ^frufaCtuied by Strnlalnj

my dad asked me. To

Jmore cm

To (aise

12.



0 CjueST/on rey&cdlsyj The hnTen/eJ Scope of~& facidMy unamhldj uoVS i*Vo "
cathw &fr The C !^b T To silence t As The Supreme CouTT has observed, iti 
Uvoic)n& 6. ConsriroTiGAal C’qhT, *a SuspecT need nuT Sperdc iviTk The 

(JiStft SltCThcVX c f- £/\ fiy-fv/J (JffSl / HD, u T~ *7§*1 ("Ort*^ Vt^/s >/'
fix as. Hfzf vff (jm)).

The A/i'/irA OfcutT fufTheT added, * Ml Ola eta retires ovdy Yh&r Y&e 

SuSpccT ///\JlcaTe[] &ny manner — Thtrr he wl$h<z$ To (etnruin filerCT14
XJ. or 7t$ (c)rtntj Miranda, SHT U,5. H73^H)* ConTlnuitt* ™ ^lril Ander­
son, *A-$ oJe CeteA T!y o hserVedj 1 nelThef The Supreme fyurn nor Th/j C&uFT

SuspeTT Seeltr*y To invoke AIS rt^hr To Silence provide 

TechniCaUu - ouorded Than " Z~ have
ha-5 required Thor
ary frafe-menr more e/pUciT or more 

ntnhity To Say, ""'Tdar 7$$ (OTta* Ac adit) v. Hunnetfs, fZ! F 3d Hf% 
#65” S/r. Z-oofd Atders&n conrtudej uuirh This'. *ASTaTeMerrr Taken 

of Ter 'The Suspoof Invoked hi3 rl^tvr To remain fileff 'canoof be oTher 

Thao The prodvcT of Compulsion, SubTle or otherwise/ HA. aT 7%ef~rlc(0 

(c^T*^ t\traAdAt 3# V U,S. ox WlH
whether or m>T The Yef/ffoner, herein TUts CerTlorari, twaS ambiauovs 

u/tYk kis cecjvefT -for counselt when Defective Thluf was Seeking for doc if lea -
T7oA,rhe YeTirloaer did Say TkaT he did no f wish n> spetde.

The fec^J (ovrT~of Anpeds doc The (Jd, also confraffs u>iTh ytie 
fcfh ChtolTl \fiJocJ v, Creole, 6*17 F*3d %3 (yr Or, a&li) "Tfitdlcwyp 

dehT is dear; once a Suspecf recjuesTS two Set cell InTerro^ffroA 

STop uriTl I Cuti crrCorn-ey Is provided esc The St/specJ reinivl aTed 

Con stecsaToA, T)avl5 v. 0,i,_ T/Z U*S> ffZ, ¥ft ([m)l * Hd ar70,
moy hoi/e used a -fouj e-pTra. ovor/s { u/e r&dxr$e To 

(ecjulce defendants To f5^eaJc tvifh lie rJiScclmincfflon of an Oxford Jja* 
f/oMlS, 57Z J,f oT Hl(f fSo"CTeij J- Concurring In judymenT), in order To 

invoke T^CjV rijhf To Counsel * ** Sd* aT f/,
"The ImforTance of- keepino The Two Inquiries dijrfn-cT /S manffeSi, 

£dtA/ords SeY forTh a ‘hrtyhi-hne ride' TnaT cdt yuesTtoni^
actosed fecjuesTS Counsel, folem ia /fumes, Lt(*f a,s. GZ^, &HC 

(1 The absence of fuck a bri^kT^line prohlblTlon, nuTkoriTieS
ThroOCjh badger [jvup or 'overreaching*" exp HOT or Sobrle, dlllberoXe or
{MlnTenTioa&J - nn-ttjhr &TheruJl$e urecU douJn The accused anj persuade Utm

7.

rete -
nnusT

f/Thouc\ Vi codCJ

mvfT cease
afrec On
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\ncrlmtruuie himSelf ArT ^ithsTar^Jt. 
CoiMseJ s

-or'/\jj
dce^A »* 'Zcojftia.w, %z o.t m% ton (fft$ ** - A

Mallei LokNef *CmaaoT be esTaJbhiheJ by $htoAvy only YUTT[fh? eutusejl 

CesponJeJ To fvcTher polite - MlrfaTlbJ <tvsTodi*J hTTerraeyaT'iaA.t

U**tfc W’ " *T ft,
Vl&aJ v> ircoU excludes ujlfk- rig, fwwfefd ouudysls ■ Zh assess lv\^ 

^(M^eTUer The erroneous admission of &/lJence had & suhsPanTied o^d UiurlauS
effcoT &a- The jury's decision t consider] The impo/Tante of-Yhe- 

affntTTeJ jcu/Jesuej; cmj The oueraM srren^Tk of The- p-rosecuTtods t&ser 

(jdcay Vs JoknStA j Z&Z p 3d 5~TiC (?T*C)c. TOOd), ClTfny Urcck Tj 607 U,$, aT

63i" 3a. w
U)fock brfndjS This peSTiTion To ipS cfoStna £u?j 

T\oa bJ&i acPf fyiTroduted uAiaT urou^d The sTtXg h&ue tiSed To Scuay Tie 
j^-ry To C&vurJcT The feTTione/ bey^rf! a feasonaflt doobr? fUe hejef&f 

TdisfcitT CoucT in AnTo/iit) be ! loved Their The STaTe beef overuielm-

&ss tsTrwue ,

J luhremjiy

p i f The inTerro^a -\je^e/n

mg evidence,H fouieueT, The rederaf VirTrhP CovTT S&lecTeJ very feu) 

hyhltjhfs bvT ojheA ConTrasPeJ In hjhr of The fads preSenTeJ TTTried 

UHtUeJT yhe tntrf/ntnaTlcy ZTaTemenTS, Yke Ji/iy may have been TnclimJ
\>eheue The 'PeTfTfwer k Irwwcertf of The Crimes he t*te$ hdicTeJ u/JTh 

prior To Trial* 7he VeTtriorei Is roT bJfjhsAy To raise a * Jacksm "<?r 
k$ToMu issue In This InSTance Aor tUJlf They Suffice because /TUUjhT To be 
Up To The fatT-frndeCS To defer mine, if The. evidence As oVe/eoelmuy

Th^Tvohy There IS no lender a^i arTuaJ jTa*JUrd of u)h&f beyt^ji a
wyJole f&ubr* /6 ? H-oweueT; ia li^lTT of uibeT The P^Jertd 'Vw'ritT

SPTdTeo TfaiT k)a6 ou&(uiel/nfAij, The t&ucT f&JieJ Ts p)erceJi/e tonTexTa*S

&fUee COM f&dTfnoj ST&TemerSTS oYh&C -focPS inTr&auceJ futin^ Trtoul *
The federal toufT Sa)S ThaT yhe P&TlTloAee otoJe hcrl^t/iaTc, 

prlat To htj lAjeccCfloA of h^s richer Vo CoxMSeff Such &$l 

"T ji/$T ujmCT To say no CrnTeSi 
iVi The aAc * 

l‘V>oT

or tidr,
Ts
(eaS*

STaXe -
merits

1 6, ITpo'T r*y hands 

To cuo\t>e * and'C m A01 or, 3}o heof The i/Oofd) of u)haT They Strle) carmAny^ 

mai/fh makes me u/enT To Mo/nlf,00T of Amy
The TeTiTioAei u/as AnfarmeJ by hrs defense douese! for h/s 

probdfio/i AioUrtoA of vuhap bei/uj Sard aejoTMT k-^n M Tand Tan/niTy,UJOS

H.



tx oJktte he was rVe 4a* , TX- tW5, tKs eoflve
/^^aT^a a few; SSpCrcjfitS &S ojMI , VeT] aoa€ <^f rK& prior canwenTs 

emit before Kr$ Ctc^ueST f>r Counsel inert*JnaTed KM . L>vT£/ They 

be Km ] cunyThtotj can be ConsTru&d Ctvd ^d <Uj&tvi£f anybody
uJ^Cn They Sp&ak. To law enhorce^T(whuf <5 Wfun^j. However, Ke never 

a^miTCeS 7ti cP^l/Uj frryThlnOj uacony } he onXy * no CotvfeST, ' YhaT Is noT 
an a^rUsSton 7b ^oiir\ $e jusT WaS A&T <joM^ To areyut loltk The JeTeciT/e 

Cmd 7%s JvvTo a baTflt daaSnsT Mi own cJ^Ufcvif icnowtny fhaT They} ioo} are 

iaascervf <rf Qny urtWej&elMj*
The sTaTenieWfS ore toyhe record* There was also a \t\dto recordicy buT 

r,ov*e)oei\j )a The Bc/af CouTTy Ml conveniently Turned off The camera jusT 

prior To The ?en\r\onec's recjuesT for counsel. Tbs was bcovykr \f JurUy 

Trial/ fnd the TfenrioseT is seefc/vy an IrvuesTiyoTor -for wherr Took, place 

Theft Ka yKg InTecrojaTton fo&m Thenl &*J) was unaware, of a video record- 

toy f w boh was miss try , Then -found) Then SomeThtoy WdS wruncj cVlTh U — 
per Joseph &arclat The VeTtTlwiec's tfifj tusTody O&vnSel aT 

when he was InjcJl -fat This ease, H&weAWT) This aryueienf'Is about uihoT 
record* The VeTiVoAeT STronfy Led level Tksr wfTksuT The Inert*}'

ten 4tjvtTTeJ)t even afreT The 'PeTyionefs

cart

The TMe

>5 oa

hncCTiry SuTfe/neAnS} he wav id have 

Sonf Z*My TeSTlfledt
The federal DlSTricT only STaTed ThtT Z*S>1, TesTlfieJ TbtTThe Veririto- 

ef performed Sexual acTlvtriej on hton snJ his other Two children// and 

Wad Then do Throws Seyoed to noTure To Pifw, 13vT Yhg feJeraJ t) hTrScT 

dulled To cnsnThn where 7..M* was only rectrtcyj uAwT he Saw wi T*V, (a 

record(Mj od hmseJf) jvST prt&T To c&i*Tntj To The toOrTfoe/n, He also 

CidfolTfed To havinej do /n&nory of The feT'iTloner and ht*j dolny anyT&yj 
Chidf ThuSf could rbT C£*ie*ibeT onyThtyj prior To The hospnajf* Z*At> was 

ce-ferrlc^ To Laurel , a naenTaJ hoSyiTat to L>oa XnTonio ThaTf was
tovesTlaSTed and found To Jroy people to The yotnT where They W<? no 

/n-emorlej or ended up w!7h false csoeS, The f&TtT/oner's Son was <x 
restdenf There when he was tuujn^ Trouble tuiTk The fo$T&r par&nTs STz 

fosTT heme he WAS ST/ The TeporTn^cWTof toA-nJly Oaf froTecTfue S&rvtcej 
Th&vtjkT IT uJ&S heST To pvT &. Seven yeoT&ld M-£ menTaJ InSTlTuTl&n 

because he WOS noT r^oitej To be abused by The fosTeT p&renTs a*ij) Tried

if,



To defend kMifelf,
The %TlTtcmef fs wife would had #Udly Testified To These 

STaTeme/CsS and offered Tangible proof^ hcwercC t The 7eTlTfenerls Trial 
£.&of\$et did aoT call kef aS a witness, M Spite of 'The ?eT(Tio/>£f!f' 
feyeSt To So,

As fir 7^e hearsay Comments by forensic Special hTS and VFpS OjbaTs, 
s only yfacr— and ooejkr To be TorTed ouT by aju/yr And Lee5a 

lhap4t The 7eTlTtoaef 5 fvcmef probation off ter/ STrCteJl a. few 

hWj Throws ybxtr w-ecc harmful To The 7aTiTfinner, if They were AoT 
explained nor tonTesTed\ buT The 7etJt/ onet did explain why The 

pro baffoT afftcet Said Some of tufarT she Said', jr was because I'd he 

ddn'r “talk ah out The offense * Tk&r he was sf&ryed with, he would haue 

kh probation revoked. tie was nsTf pri\ty To These **loseJlose*Terms 
&f hts frobtiTi an dSf The Time he accepted The nolo contend re offer. 
The records will (evecd The Terms Yh&TThe YetiTlo/her oyeed to or The 
Courthouse ore ntt yhe Same. OS cokaT he had agreed To dorlny kH -fifst 

prohtflsA \ZI$iy~t Even offer Consutriny h)$ aTTort&y a-T The 71 we, There 

toaS nofhhrj ehe he could do To convince The ~&eyer touTty Sudey. Thai 
he did not atjcee To havMj/ To, to essence, confess To what he did 

Xr was he either abide by kh now terns or he eyes kook. To Jail and 
ftsk, Spending to years to pilson, hie had a wife and Three SrecU! children 
ctt The Time To Talte care of. They fad & four-bedrcow. house hihh 

To pay for, The TeTltionet ffdv he mode Tht best decision) he Could .This 

daf0'reS5etf To T^e, jury erflkus here co£e *
The 7eTiTit>neT Took. The deferred adjudication offer to hopes ofnoT 

year M jail Ond lose htS house OaJ) hts faulty end 

tefr IT would hare been easy To abide by The 

previous Terms of probaTfoe, The 7eT}thneT loves his wife and ckltd*
. he always worries dfauT Them, He would 'fad on. The Sword fot 

Thom Time and time ayain tf IT WrulJ Spare Them any hardship'
The ?eTIT/or)e7 ts innocent of This Side Series of crimes. And 2, M.,

Tkeu are1

new do.

W*6

ka,\/lA£j To Spend 
homeless, fe

fen

The TeTirbnef^ Son t is a yeaT fad. He was raised To cespecT and listen to 
his elders and knows noT To TeSf lies. LeT The. record reflect tlerul 

uifaT Z.M.. Sa-td 7.record. £i/en kow he Id aoT even remiemb^r hisor cou

10.



olecide rfeieyfke^s fiewui » Tt vooutd <ynAy Atake Sense To lcl a j ury 
The evidence )$ credible enaujh To c&mTa yUe %ririnrier beyond n 

feaSonoJoic dovloTt 2T/i The STaXe &~f Texas i under Tie Texas 6&de a/ 

Cririt/i&t 'pfoeejutel ArTJcle 3fr>&7 sraTeS rhar The SfaTe Ae&P &*dy Tie 
TeSfi^oruy of The dtfejeJ xvlrwr ufcT/xi To ^fesenf aS evidence To Try 

C^nd /OerSCcuTe The dcfendonT \ -fhoTThe 'PeriTionaC ahirSed kvs cMsldren 

busy Ualrro/T Parking UT.
Tke STaTe only offered useaJc end easily c&mTesTable hearsay

frovA Merely xti of frs uJlr<\e$$f and Z.M. STaTeJ Thar he 

Could noT remember anyTnteej and

ly

f/Vi a

only re^edTed uikaT he said M The 

children advocacy CenTer Cwhich, edsoj 1$ sk&prable accordiacj To The 

TcTlrbner's Tout Counsel bvT rhe C.A.C, video never presenTed Jo()aa 
Trial)'

UMS

Xr utevlj only he hole -for a perlT jury JeTermfie if The TeJlrloaer 

ojvilTy of The Said cdf^ies cvlrh rke SamT evidence wlrhovT The 
fA£j $T<fTe*\exrs wide cfreC icvocaTlon of counsel. 

vJhecefoce premises Considered/PeTlTloAef prayS This Covn will wke 

a (ullMj Yhrr finds TktiTfbe PeTiT! oAef's (eqyeST for counsel and To
fg^Wrt $HenT were unci^nh’^vous / tMecjvhoca} * And xharrhe Trial couTT 

d\d e(C ky adwIvTlMj fh<? InTerro^aThn afrecThe UvoaSf\e>/\ of The 
frrMoner'S dajhr To have COunScf o*J was h<urtfat hy dolny So.

k-lso, if This C&vfT dees fled These To be True/ CooiJ This ffoo/T 

HEftktAD This case To The DlSTricT CoufT u»lk JlfecrionS To The 

Visrrlcf CourT To eoTef Such orders as are aypCop r i afee and CoASlsianSf 
tulTh ~fhe Sfoyrtwe CpurTls opinion , cdowiMj The sTaTr &, reasonable 

-flrne hn which To ceTry The ^rlSOaef J

IncrlM —i 5

~Af
V* Alabama , 3(el \J>S, /?f 7%rs CoufT

JeTtnf r^taed *aelthef The /ike/thooJ jlsT frn InVolun Tafy Confesst&A 

iMTrue roe 7%e ^reser^aTlon e4 Tie ladlyjldt/af's freeded of u/Jl/ 
Is The £ol& IciJesesT aT 5TaJ<e I a ext/odlay InwelunT&ry confess lots 

&\S\deAce f The abhercrunce of SocieTy To The OSe of Such 
fess \oaS &fso Ti/rnS Ori The Jeeyt'-TooTeJ fee-1 InOj YheT The yshce

Xn f^iockhvrn
iS

Con-

17,



pw5T oiyey The, law eAi^orc4/i^ tfie latAjj&nJ Th&r /n
&aJ) &~f !)fehbefTy soa be &s ewch ^nd-a-s^zred -fr$w ille^a/ 

/AefkeJj used To SotWlTT Those Yhovjkr To be criwM^t/s &,£ -fro-w 

atfued &r)vntrtjds Yhe^u$e,hes, &?e iA /J&j / Supra (zgo u,-),
Z\fJ sr sn)* tJ. or Ze>7

Xc

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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