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[Vf All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
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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:

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

to

[ ] 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[ 1 is unpublished.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 _ € to
the petition and is

[\/f reported at 1 20-¢v-2255-7-02AAS 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*’{ is unpublished.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 _E__ to the petition and is

Y[Wfreport,ed at R0~ 1778% ; or,

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

[+1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the _SECoAD DFST7LT HLPPEAL court
appears at Appendix £/& _ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at _2 D /7 - 3427 /Jz)o’lo ~ 0800 : or,

[ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon 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[ 1 is unpublished.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 courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was DECEMBEL - 8,20 20
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _E .

[ ] 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).

2.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

SECTrON 225Y (i) PRIVEDES Tit BT THE-Tr EFEECTSVENESS OR
THCOmPETEMCE_QF. Loy SEL . DURZAE- FEDERAL OR S7H7E CoUATEAL

POST~COMVTLTroN PROCEENTIGS SHALL 67T (BE GROUID _For RELZEF..

L7 “ h ’,
Cavse,| Howevir, sc awr Syroal\[ U4 5Tt A (Provussls ot RELTER:

—_—
A FZAMDTME gF CHAUSE Aard RPREJUDNTCE. DSES. NOT EarFz7LE  JME
FRzSontlR_To IHABEAS. RELIEF .. T 7= MEREL 1% Allotds A FEDNERAL
Cours T35 CorszdER mERZTS oF A (LAZr? TiAT7 OTMERLWTSE

wau%ﬂ&é_ﬁ@g‘amumw/ DEFAULTED . MART=MEZ V. ,?;/xw:

5C6._US..J_, /32 §.CF /305,782 L. Ecd. Rel._ 272 AT AFF

U - 5 < CONSTIFUTTON,. ALTEMD A2EAT &
U, S. CONSTTTUTZ A AN EADWENT /Y

28 U.S.C. § 229y (8)(3). Berord A Second R SUCCESSTVE
APCLICATZoN PERMZTTED By THIS SECTZM I8 Fregd TH

THE DzsrazeT (bans, TieE Aretzefsl 7 AL movE T3/ s

R PPR0 PRZATE Lo pF ARAEALS Fon Aur ORDER Perrrronzeza/G

—— A
€ Dzs7hZeT CovrnT . J5_ CortSzdER . APPLECATZ N -



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
. CLewzs ZS A Flopz DA PRS0 ER SERVIMNG A J77E
SENTEMCE FOR PrRS7T DEGREE MURDER. AND JLSE
L PRISOMMENT, ZTar RooY, LEWTS Fried MZS 0prozwal
R gé&%&%ﬁfzﬁa%"_.wﬁfcy THE US.D.Co MZDDLE DISTRICT
OF Ftorzd (7amen) Newzed (See ArréwsdDzx A , Dzsrarer
CouRrT _0.ﬂbéﬂ> -
TInt SePreEmBER 2020, LEWTS RItEd A ALriz¢q7ronl Fol

LL€AVE T5 FZ € A Stcomd on SUCCESSTUE MABEAS Prvrrront

RATSTWE Tie CLATMS o (7Y THAT IZS RAPPELLATE LoussSil bAS
THEFRECTTVE Fok FATLIMG Vo FEDERALIZE IS SREE (LATAMS
- RAZSED ow Bralcr peprpl Aud (2) Tier TiE FWEFFECTIVENESS
OF CSUNSEL EXCUSED PROCEDURAL DEFAULT.
- L HE ARCUES 5197 IE (OAS DENTEY MHZS. STXTH B EN DMENT

-v i _RreiT TP EFFECTIVE. ASSZSTHMCE OF (UNSEL _JURzab MITS

/
- - DNIRECT RPPEAL . )euwms ARGUES ThAT RAPEC ATE CounlSELS

FAZLU RE To dom/Oz,y WIZTH STHAFE PROCENURAL RULE PREVENT*
. TED Tme FEANERAL CouRT_FRopM. AJUDTCATTNG (HES (LAZS Ot
e TreE M&ézx‘&( See Hrreasdrk-A~ DESTRTCT . Cour™ ORDER_AT F55
| A3 )_-ﬂA/Z) ( RPPENDSTY - B~ §upleSSITVE RASY Plrzrzons WITH Bﬁ:éiﬂ)‘
HE ARCUED TIrAT pers R STATE. APPTNED COUNSELS PERFE 1A NDCE

73 T hr ATTORMEY
FALLS RBELoR LONSTTT 7z oM AL S//M/.bﬁmbfj I PT 7T O0R /

EAZIURES ARE OHARLEABLE To THE STATE,

H.



Secomsd, LewsS _ARCUED THAT THE ACT 0F 1996 (ADPA)

DoES MoT PREVEMT pzm FRom RELYTalG oat THE ZwFFECTIV =

Y EMESS OF HiS APPELUATE CourntSEL 75 Si/otd CAUSE 75 ElcuSe

SROCEDURAL DERAULT of (. az s PRESEXTED Tis Jyzrs

- DIRECT APPEAL, Jerirs ASSERTS Tira7 TE (1.S. SurrEmE

CouRy” Tot MARTINMEL V. By Ani, 566 U.S.1 (2, 12), Heed

THE TMEFFECTTVENESS oF CouwsSEL mA v PRoUTDE CAUSE

.75 EXCUSE_ PRoCEDURAL b&Fﬁaar} Axd TirgT FE AcT oF 1996

- (a€28) Does o7 Bar Sucy A_ctpzm.

On 9-28-R0 Tire p.s.d.c. mrdDLE drstrzer (FLAD

DzsrirssSed LecszS SucciSSTVE PETZIZ oS PURSUANT Ts.
S&c7zon 2299 (b )(;)) ﬁ%EﬂfZ/{{é%;Z{{ﬁZ LEWTS (DAS /2?@912’/2‘5")
Ts OBTAZTN AUTHORTZATIoN FRON) T0& ELEVENTE CZRCuUiT
Cours 0 F ALPPEAL . See APPERIDTX - C~ DESTAZCT couaT 0dER)
Suesé@uawmy 75 Vi€ mIBDCE DISTRTCT 9RDER, [EwIS
FZied. A WRZIT OF CERTZONRART WHZCH RS PosTmARKED
Qa70B ER )2, 8020 Aard RECETVED. (70,2802 23, 2020 3 7 Tir&

CLERK oF Tivg U.S. SupnemZ (Lur7:

The CENTZORARET LIAS REFLRIED Kot TJi€ FoLlOldTailr

—REASoNS ]

— -

IIAT JiTS CASE pauST BE REVZEWED By A U5
Loupr oF APPEAL on @y’ T E HTEHEST STATE CouRT Zal
LWOHZCH A DECTSZON Could RE HAD. PURSUANT Ts 2§

UL.5.0. 7259 Pwd 125 7. [5‘&5 A PpEs DTS = D )

5,



LeWrS Thew Fried A rI7 oF HAREAS Corwrus (STTH
THE Sy PREME CounT OF FLorzDA ALLEGInG Tre SAME
CLAZMS oa/ /§£§§_ﬂ/’_§§;@_1) R 0RO , dﬂ /566(—”’136/2 g, 2050
THE 54«/%5»:@ Co T _(FL/I») DNzsmzssed lLewzs Peyrrron
ASSENTZUE T AT TI/E Lo TS JURZSDZICTZoM 75, TSSUE
exr,w_o/zbzwﬁm/ LIRETS mMAY MOT BE USED T SEEX REVTER
OF AN UMELABORATED DEcrSTor FRom A DZs7aze7 oF
APPEAL THa7 x5 TSSUED WITHOUT GPINIOM o Al
ExPLAMATEON o ( SEE APPENDTL-F~ ONDER 0F SurRE~.

~m& Lowry QZ/M‘.)H WZTH MABEAS PETZTZor Q77 A CitED >



'REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

THE PETZ 77omen [ LEWISD ASSERTS THAT T7 TS Lokl SETTed TdT

—FHE ERTSTANCE 0FA STATE PRoLEDURE NEEAULT DoES Atcr DNIVEST

A FEDERAL CourT 0F JURISATCTTS M9t COLLRATERAL REVTEwW,,

AT W ZCsT V. SyIKES, USS US 72, 5284, 53 L. Eol. 2ol 594, 97 S.CLIY97

(/577).
IHE RATTFELATZOAL o F T5eE POURTEE 71 A2 Epdd) pr & pse Ry THE CZTTIZENS

RAC JABEAS POeIERS EVEM FuRTHER

0 F THE SEVERAL ETATES & r.pep FEDE
WZTH LA _CorRESPOADING DT mzatticront of STATE SEVEREZEMN TYe Tius

E SOVERELGATY OF e STH7ES IS Lrezied By TE Cone 577 7ons

Z7SELF. % SYM ArSTonz o _mELR0 Loi T7a4l TRAMS LT duwmj
Mg s 528,898, 83 L. Eol. 2ct, J006 | po5 S.CF Joos (1935).

'ﬂ/é; 867, LonGrESs tros AcTed BTTH TN . ZFS COMISTITUTZ 0N AL

"7U'77~/0/?Z’7}/ 7o. ZATERPASE  TiE FEDERAL (ouRTS :’,3574{;&&{ & STATES Anrd

THE PBOPLE, AS (yuardzams of TiE PEPLES FEDERAL RZEHTS 75 Prorct

/=€ PEOPLE FRom MM CONSTZ T T=0NAL Alrsoal. Mzrerun v, Pos7er |
- L4 = )

Yo7 ys 225, 242,32 L. 2o, 2, 708, 92 S, L./ 2/87 (1972).

Lot THE CASE AT gap TrE /’)é;:-rza_ué/e LAS LEPR ESEA)TED buéz‘ale’}
Has Dreker Aoeeqe Y STA7E HoLazire) CourlSEL , 44_7”5&4,4%5 LotnraSEL
JZ-%?Z_SEb;%&m&%v/&i@éé&./3»56/.".6/5@_
e COUNMSEL  FATLED T§ &_mﬁcy WZ72r S7i7€ IRAUEDURAL rutes (e -

If)/’ﬁé)&lbﬂ/,*/),- ORDER DEMYINE 6pzgrant. 225Y Perrrrom AT Pe.
2-3. ‘ T

7



THE PETITZOMER ASSERTS THAT +HE IAS DEMTED =S

ConsTTTUTZOMAL RzZEGHZ _To EFFECTZVE ASSTO7HNCE OF
COMIPETENT COUNSEL Ut/ DER THE STaTH ArIEMNDMENT T3 THE
U.8. LonSTz7uTZoM.

_ THzSs ComsTorarrosal BuARATEE APPLIES o i guslol E
COURSE OF A CARZMIMAL PROCEEDTHE . Thzs ALSO SweludES
TE RULE TiJAT DEFENDALTS HAVE 8 RZBHF 35 EFFECrove
ASSTSTAMLE OF CourtsEr oal DIRECT. APpEAL. S¢E, €.9.

HALRBERT V. MZCHIEAN, 845 US (08,925 S.0F 2583, 162 -

- L. EQ. 2d 552 (2008); Evzirs V. Lucey, Yo7 us. 357, 108 -

" 8. ¢t $30, 83 L.EJ. 24 $2/ (585).
Lewzs ALso ASSERT Zog7 TME REDERAL Cours HAD JuURZSNICTEON
7o REVZEL) HZS Perrrror, BeCHUSE TE Suppere Clsurs HAS
. MELD TrmaT “CAUSE AnD /"/&Zdubfcg Dots a7 ETTTLE A
Peé'SoAzé/%,, To MABEAS RELTEF, T3 MERELY. £eL00)S A FEDERAL
LOURT T3 CoSThER Tirt MERZTS GF CLAZTWNS TiA7 ORELWISE

Would IAVE BEEA Péocébuﬂ./)dy BARREDN . MARAIEZ V. /?;,,4,\/)

50 US|, )32 S.CF /307, 182 L. &d. 2o 272 Aragy (2512) -
INIRE OVER Ar ﬁrra/auéys' ERRORS DUNZpIE Azear'ﬂﬁ,oaac MAY
ProyzdE CAUSE T3 ExousE PROGEDURAL DEFAuLT: Coberans v
THomPSssal, By US 722 87 159, 11 S 04 25, 115 L. Ed. 2 4,

Lo (/997).
3.



CALSS THE SERVICE 0F A éﬂ&)yé@-_ﬁqé..‘,éué/z}/ Laym An
136_A/éc655ﬂ/2ym To PRESENT Aur APPEAL Twr A Fornm Suiz@G-
“ L& FoR NPPELLATE. CoMSTDERATION opt 7772 srdRz7s. Eyzss ,

upRd, AT 393 =96, 1255 CF. §50, 83 L.Eot.2d. FR1.

L ewrs ConcEndS THAT HE MAD RTEHT 7o COurSEL, JrERE =
T Fort ATT0RAE/S AcTs AMD OVERSTE HrS ARE ImPUTED T3 THE
STATE. Fon e A STATE TS coA/srzrarzo,k/ﬁay 0BLTB R} 7o

Tt € /)Woﬂ/u’&e/s" PAZLURES  THAT ELl LBELOLI TRE STAMDARDS

STRZCHLAND V. WASHZME T, Y6 US Ll 8 AT 6,

SETFORTH . ZN,
104 S.Ch 2052, 0 L. &d. Ael. VY, ARE CHARGEABLE To THE

STATE, Mo7T THE PRISSM ER /77u/z/2/—)§z V. C’/?/Mzﬂé, Y77 us 478 ~

AT 49T, 100 . CF 203G, 5( L. Eo. 2ele 3TT(1956).

FAND O ripnt & DEFENDANTS (onSTzTUTToMAL RZEHTS ARE

VIOLATED , THE SzaTid AMEND MmENT REMEDTES Swoutd BE

_TATLoRED To THE TaJuRy SuFFERED, THEREFORE MEUTAHLZTZZ -

= G THE_ Tazall 0f THE UZO0LATIoN. ééuzréz), STATES V, MoRRTSoN,

Y99 us 361 A7 3¢5, 197 S.CF LbS; bl L. Ed. 2, SGY ,(/75/)

T ADDTrZoM TiE (.S, Sulr cré_ Counz 1445 11805 TiaT

Tre Rer o 1996 (AEDLAD DOES x0T PRECLUDE A DEEFMDANT
_Fae m RELYTHE 0N _Tiré TInEFRECTIVENESS OF A PoS7~ Cor/VicTZond
CouniSEL RS CALSE J5 EXCuSE A PRoCEDURAL DEFAULT.

MARTEZwEL | Surps, A7 285, /52 S.Ch 1305 /92 L.Ed 2L, 292,

7.



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
Dilaich B. Zivw's PROVIDED TO FRANKLIN Ct
FOR MAILING ON
Date: /2 "R2 ~Ro 2y, oZéL/M/@'

INMATE INITiALS__ 12 v



