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\/\ 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:



TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW 1

zJURISDICTION

3CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

4STATEMENT OF THE CASE

5REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

.?CONCLUSION

INDEX TO APPENDICES

APPENDIX A

APPENDIX B

APPENDIX C

APPENDIX D

APPENDIX E

APPENDIX F



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

PAGE NUMBERCASES

Ulnvtad Stabs v, Woods, W F.2d \m[5\hCir. W3) 5

6oyUin v, Maboumd, 5^f5 U.s. 232 £i4(/0 

WalKiir V, Calduulll, 41U F2d 213 [5&) Crr. 1413) 

ParKs v. Stok, 2306^. isn

5

5

U>

STATUTES AND RULES

O.C.G-A. Up-5'I /AX0,|orm4/lij 2(Jrlloi(b)

OTHER



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[ ] is unpublished.

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

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

[vd For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix A__ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[vd is unpublished.

The opinion of the i^flbl/shOUTl ^upXTlOK

appears at Appendix __to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ___________________ :_________
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
\/\ is unpublished.

court

; or,

1.



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.

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

, 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.

(date) on (date)
A

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

[v/] For cases from state courts:

02/01/21The date on which the highest state court decided my 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _n____

case was

[ ] 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____
Application No. __ A

(date) on (date) in

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

2.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

B-jH-b Ahundmi/F of i U.S, Cons4i+u4ion 

S\i^ AroundmurA of-Au 11.S, (knsA-fufon

FourkioA") Armndminf of 4hi ll.S, AonsF-fu-fion

3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Siph/nbir id, 2013 Counsel Jason Moon 

dtscussd plia offir of lift uii-t-K -Hu poss i bi 1 r+u of 

parolt, irfomuna Pi-h+ionilK -MrVna diadb puna lb 

was btina soupm and advfsd VtMMonir-k, pxad auil-fu 

'pltx am sjuamaeina was hiid Sipbimbtr \a, 203. ft 

-fimilu Mo+isn4d Vmbdraiu <2iuilju TW was -filial 

Odtsbir 2, 2013 and hianna was huld Ftbruarq \6, 

201 Ip. Mobrn was dtnild.Dinial was apviaiia -fc
-Hu Suprinu Coutd of alarm and ladanunf was 

affirm id on Fibmaru 27, aii^notuj'uiafplia, 

was VolurHarilu madt.?t+rHoiw-fiUd w stall 

hahias Corpus Jurw 25, 2017 wf-fh hia/inq on 

Ouimbir 10, 201P. dabias was olunud Oulu 30, 

1020. Ctr+ifiOata &f IVobabll Jaust-fo Appual htaboas 

was f-iUd Suphurbxr 3, 2020 and dim id Fibrua.ru
2021.

M.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

fteblUS Court irred in denuuaq arid because oppdlak 

Council was ineffective for fail™ b inves+iqafe The 

-facte of Tie case, Iloal adhoe pirbintna fetf-ainiw b 

the acoepfance of-me plem b life, and pica, 

council's ineffectiveness Concernfnq pLux adirtce and 

Case inform ad on. Unihd Ahhs v, Woods, 4%1 F 2d 121% 

(dk Cir. 1415) states -Tart an abrniij cannot CJUndlr
has

become acquainted wChtTe iauj and -facte of 

case. ^
The Supreme Court of fieorqcw erred in CffPirmuiq 

judgment of The Trial Court since, per Boudin v. ^ 

Alabama, 39F (J.S. 23?(lib0!), a. pImx of fjuildj -fhaf 

is based on-fhefiar of a non'Cidsrtinrt p-emltf can 

fji neither Knowinq nor inrtelliqert and This flaw colors
The fundamental fairness of The entire proceeding.

Trial court erred in denuinq A/loTon b WiThdrdcu 

Giuil-hj TUa because'teiqnif Warn mtsleadrnq statements 

cf Counsel can rise To a Us/el of denial op olue process 

of law cxnd result" in a vTiartion of The iudicfal 
procudinoj because of ineffective assistance of 

Counsel, Walkir K CbduJlII, 11 C F2dM3 fsA Cir. IQ23). 
Counsel informing TeHTioner thart dearth penalrtj 
beinq souqhrt dnd adnisim herds plead quhTj b 

life, which carroos a, minimum of 30 qwrs, deal id 

PrtTionar due process. Had Counsel new informed

was

a
5.



fjtH+iontr of -Hu non-(LKi^+inf of death,
9tH-honir would have aone-tolrial. In Parts v. Skrk, 

Qa. /s7 (1913) t if a defendant is Hound ^ui Idy of 

murder hi ou+oma+ically receives a life. senlenct 

under O.C.&. A. 2(mioi(c) if -flu death peralHj tons 

not buna ashed -for in -Hu cast. Si net Hudealh 

penally uoas never souaht, ailhouah ftH-Honer uoas 

informed cHuruoise,9oHlioner look <w plea, do a 

SerHenceHial could have been received if she lost 

allrial. Counsel's -fraudulent misrepresenlalion 

deprived Pell oner of her RfH, Six-H, and Fourleerlh 

Armndmenl n'ahts,
“Tht imparlance of Ibis cast and (Hers liKc \I is 

-Hu need H stop counsel from in-Hmidalna defendant 

noi-H Hie deaHi penalty Id ad- Hum H plead duilty do 

lift sentences. Whin asked durina plea hearing H 

Hrealened and/or coerced, deferaanis answer 11 no"

230

because misinformation is not delivered in a -for<ne-fu(y 
Hrialenina manner, bul as fads. Il is noi urlil offer 

-Hi pUa has been accepted Hal a defend and -finds 

oulHal He Hale never filed-fo seek deaH penalty, 

depriving defendant oflht naHr +d withdraw qailty 

plea prior Id Stnkncina, sincfc'il is all one proVeedmep 

and of -He nahlloHia . prior H Hit dale accepfirw 

pUa of auilHrHe a lift sHmct, defendanl shouicr 

bt askeb? onJHi record if he)slu has ever been

(L

advised -HI He doath penalHj u)as beina souahh 

acjainsl-Hem.'Thal will ensure Hat' pleas Hr li-life art

Ip.



nof -tafin dunta -falsi irforma-koo. 1+ tuill insure 4fii 

voluntariness of & pl^a -fWr a$ids 4hi nsf of a. 
difiindata's lifi.
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

mm. ^hri-ici PiYnkwj
April 2$. 203.1Date:


