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APPEAL/)BlLlTi THAT UJAS t>£A/x£b ANP AU££tt> TMT 

T/tlftL CoUASlEL AMP AoSTCOhlVJZTldtd Counsel uje/lE Bon/

Ta/EFFECTIVE AMP G>A0SSLY nE&LIGJEtJT.

LlEt bf PASTIES', (\UL PARTIES APPEAR OkI COVER PA6E

Table of comtemTs
3XktoEX OP APPErtWCES

Htable of authorities

5PETlTToA FOR lilRTT OF CERTiO ftflftX

3LXdRlSbrdTIoK).

5STATEfOElJT oF THE CASE

Rea so rAS For GtRakitt/^ the ojrxi ..

CoiJcLUstonJ

10Proof of seevicE. .
ETlj/HSPJ£T£ci\1

THE JiiRlSPicTlOM oE THIS Coder XS ?rJ\lOK€h UtiPEd aXtl.s.c . t/a£7/fi)

2



INDEX OF APPENDICES

Appendix A— LEflEJL To LAtulTA. ABfluT Tlrfi£

Appendix B— BAL LOfnAlAhTl po(J£j££a(ia/& 7Xs>£

Appendix C— ouptli. oF PXSriisiAL o/=- <9<3>5V i/uh^on

Appendix D— bilfi/lAL aP 60 8 m<rrt*i/ ElLEV ‘illilQOI'?

Appendix E— wiqYimJ FOR. ErJ &AMC- HEAtliJC} /3.ZVv /■Q0/7

noTiatJ COf\ HMJmAppendix F— bEnflAL OP 

Appendix G— /vioflo/J Fad d£coiJSlbF#A/ivt^

Appendix H—

Appendix I—

Appendix J—

Appendix K—

Appendix L—

3



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES Pfc. m.

b&PC.K V. ]>AvXS )E7 ScT I3> (A0i7"l

%rAt>ET V. FLA. VOL &S3 F2t> lAlfc (UT,VC1R. 3.o>7')

7^eAIan! V.TMom&oa U\^£T. aSUfmO

4&XI>tON V. LjJAIidwfi’lGI-rr &3 SC.T. 7A3. (IH3)

G0i»flR\> V. STATE: IU SO. £<14 fo.A.mcO

Hailes ker.me£ qascx. tmal L

ttQLLMb V. PLORXFA 130 5CT. aSHT (aoio). %

mflPLES V. THowftS i3aSC-T. Siafaoi*) &

mAffTLMET. U RYAKt J3a &C.T. \3Cfl (SO/A) 7

^O&E V. LJMfrY lOAstJ. Ih8 fiH&a) 

SftKtt>ER.S> V. U.S. &3 £C.T. 10&& {

a>

STRItKLAMfr V. LxJfl^HltJ&TONl IOH ?,cr. ^LOsatri^inT ift
TOUJKJSENl> V.j&AXM <L*T. 7M5 (HC>3)

4



Petition! for writ of certiorari

THE PETITION*££ PRATS THAT A UJGXT of d£f>TToRAfi.i Be LssuEb xu 

MXS CASE C-O^/LtJlbJQ, taJ EfcAdMEoJC 1>En11AL OC A CCif\{cfysc !7-/W929a)

STATEme^ OF THE tASE

THE PETITIONER. IS CUfitiEvJTLi SERVUiG A LIFE SgNTeMCE AFTER. h£ 

\JUAS CohJvXCfEb OF rOuITlPLE tA-Xi^iSS XM IVW. WE APfieflLtt His CorJUJcTJo^J 

Aw* a FLdaiPft meuATiz coufcr RFFitmeb ou sememe a ^>j3ooc) /wp xr 

Uift5 mAKibATiib 0cTo6E6 ^aooD. G(u PlAatH lie aoca. Petittomea FlLeb A 

CoutosE.LElP’ RULE 3-&50 moTioN U/HIC.H ujPA >£wie> AMb THCh APPl/tne > 

S€PTEff\e»ER. c\(3l003 /Mb mAHkftTEb SEPTe/n&E/Z 37,3063. 2rJ /nAACH 3.0OH PETITIm/El 

FlLEb A PRO'SF. 1x15m PEITrxoW An* THE STATE AAGuES that IT SHovLb

6E bXSf^xsSE^ as a«4Ti<nfccM. ~mf~ PETtTloAFa. At lues THAT THE MoYiaU sHouib 

&E EXCWSEb BEC-ADiiS 6P HIS ATToft.uE'/i ItoZfFilCTTmEUESS ANt> A&Art OotJ/YieNX.

PETltlaWEES RETftlrtEfc CjOUU&El Fo(L THE 3.&S0 moTIoM ALLoujEP HIS FE&E&AL 

HABEAS VEAfclluE T6 ItoN 0(Jf BEFORE. MXJiJfi PETlftouE£S 3. IX0 /yjorjoto. THUS,

Trj a0(i7 the bisr/ucT Cou&T t>xsm£<zs£i> PETiTIohe/I Q3SH AS ufJTi/nFLi. TEH 

Years later. Tm apux 3017 petitxohea file* a 6o(ai mono* co*jc£mi*c 

The PiSfti&sfXL of His a35H un+xcp luAs peMiep Aub pctitioa/ee fiiefr mother

LoC&)($) XrJ AUGUST 3o/7 uuhsch ujAs Also >E/jj£t>. PtzJXTloMEP, APPEALED 

Atfl> movEl> fad A COA LUA£CH THE klsTAl/LT coudr HEPustb To 1S&UE SO me 

TO THE il m OS&OJlf AMt> uWS A&AJH TUd/UEb beu/H. THE PcTlTXorOE £UlHSmT

MOW TU&JS TO TH£ (IS • SUPREME. C0cJRf fOfi A UJft.1T oF C£<ZTzo/2/uZI.
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Reasons for. ^rahitimg the ujr.it
f

77; support of this petition tne petxtxonff Ppeseaj75 The

FDLLOu)IN& LAuJS fthJb FACTS luHUH SHouib BE CoNSTPdEb LjJ3££ALLH

POSSIBLE . T«e CLPlmS ALEcElN AGE BASEO OaT ISSUES OF FACT Anb 

THE&E. CAkI BL MO -SEmfiLANcE OF A Full AMP rAHt HEA&JkKL UNLESS THE COUGH

R-EHcHES Aub >Eci>ES THE ISSUES OF FACT /ENPE&EP fly THE bEFEubANf.

j>££ HAINES V. frgfrvae. gwma! ToafAisBHb v. s'Ajla' SHser 7HS (\ui)

the supreme court has heu> that oertaiw CONSTITUTION RL die-KTS 

ARE OF FUfJbA/n&JTAL XmPoRTANCE. To OiUt SVSTEfQ OF ZTURISPRuPeNCE. OHE OF

THESE IS THE. Rl£vn TO EFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE C>f COUNSEL, THE RIGHT TO 

Counsel is the Foundation] of our. le&al sNsretn because the bEftHbANT 

Requires the (Suidinig hanIV of counsel at evSey step iaj the ppocceoincs

against Hina, ujithout xi,though he maw hot be suiltm;he faces the

DANGER. OF conviction! BECAUSE HE t>OES NoT KNouu HouJ To ESTABLISH 

HIS INnJOCEnIcE. -SEE GXDEpnI y/. uJAlMtiiPTflHT ii3 Sd. 7AA flA63) 

lw THE PPESEcJT CASEJ THE PETITIoNEZS AETaTa/eX* 

kEitbEEEb INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE! OF CoUOtsEL^S FAILING TO FILE PETITION EES 

JS.ZEO HloTlntJ iJ A TIvAEH MAa/aSEE.t IX/ oGH£G 7/0 PGESEtLV£ HIS 

TEt>E£.A L — VEAZ TIME LX/YVLT. As HE&G CauNSEL IS UJEFFEdli/E XF HE IS 

UN FA/At LI A G. LUX TH THE LAujS ArJb FACTS OF THE CASE."____ __________________

S.3>50 COUNSEL '
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PosT Coishiio-TION tduNseis PEt€PoR.N)PNC£ Xn THIS ISSUE PPETuDlCEb THE

flXtlTLoNER. TO SHE P01H\-COklflbENd XrJ THE <QXLlA61/XTl £>f~ TUE PROCEEDINGS 

HAS a&E*l oNtefc^TUvefr. counsels Poor. P/ERfO/cmAAHUE H£AE kps HAfr A

EFFECT UfioN THE fljeoCEEblN&s, /UjO BcNDE/iEfr THE 

jJnPPI/2. THE PETITIONER SHOUi.fr

Serious ANfr xmtuRIous

entire legal Process pjrJba/YMSJTn l lH

PPlLXN&S aE AN ofPl.CE/t of THE COURTS ^ UJHOAfOT BE FUNlSHEl> FOE THE 

I& EuJOLrt Tc3 PfoTEcT HXS CLlEtulS EIGHTS. THE PETITIONER Xs> TXrAGL-APACEfr

Akifr utoflSLE- To HttalI<- His convictiow xn the federal- courts , >hus hxs

t?f£HT< To t?L)E PROCESS H A\/EL ALSO SEEM VIOLATES, AEoPUSc THE P>ETITIoNE/Z. X£

l>EtdIEi» HIS &f\Slt PROtEbJCAL OStfTi 6F /? /^U- AND PAIR. POST CoNMICTlOtU

f>e.oL££$iiJ&. rf)ARrTXfjF2. v. /ey/W I33l sct 130*11aoiaJ) mate the lauj clear

THAT * ft PROCEDURAL t>i= FAULT UUXLL MOT BAR A FEDERAL HABEAS COURT E/ZON\

HcARltJG p CLPlrr\ OF INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL, LvHERE COUNSEL (MAS 

InS EFFECTIV/r. 1M POSTCaiJ VICTIOkJ PKOCBEfcf/J&S *

Therefore, the few-rol courts ruluj&s Are erroneous, gecpusc, as heretattorns

ERROR. RIS1HG To THE LEVEL Of INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE oF CouNSEL CAU Cou&TlTuTE

Cause to set asi&e pf2oc.ekje.AL Default." CoLEmaM v. thqmpsosI ni sen ashs (im)

FUPXHcfcfnctfE THIS CouCX HOLtrS THAT CONVENTIONAL NOTIONS of FTnALXT'I

OF LiTlfeATIOfJ HAVE, tsfo PLACE UtHE£E LIFE OA. Ll&EET'i X£ AT STALEf PND THE 

iMPftlrt&EMEuT OF COtJSTTnJTlONiAL Pl&J+Ts IS ALLEGED." £fiwPE£SV. (J.S, &^scT. iOSZClHbS)
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ERRORS OF THIS /CXMt> 'TasriTi CoLLATE/CRL RELIEF no MATTER 

Horn LOhia THEY m/n HAVE BEEN FINAL, Auk EVEN THou&H THEY MAE

HMe Nor Been raised In prioe Peace£binos" £qse \a lum\>y leaser

lm&) THE PETlflONee ASkS THAT THIS LEO PL HEHSOa/X/VL BE APPi fEh TO HIS

COSE /ALONG. UJXTH "THE ARGUMENTS PREVIOUSLY FlLEt> ON THIS CLAl/n, Com&INE^ 

Th£Y PROVIDE CVERoJHEL/nlNG SuPPOftTTWAf THE LoluEE caOCLTs 

A6USEt> 'fHElIL DISCRETION BY FAILING To GsfLANT THIS PETITIONER RELIEF ON 

THIS XSSUE.. HE HAS SATISFIED BOTH PR0N6S OF -STRlCkLAMfr ANP 

THAT THE LOulER. COURT IS IN ER(lCHZ) BECAUSE REASONABLE 

FIND THIS CASE >EBATEA8LE.

have constantly

SHOuJN

hJPXSTs CsJXLL

1HB petitioned ms been pillxOs/jtl^ ft&htujg NTS ISKftaMEO U 5

CONVICTION UNTIL MIS RETAINED POST- Comv/icTicm ATTORNEY ABAfiiboNtb

BirA^v FAiLiMt TO Preserve his federal Tiroe. limit, this reduced 

HXno to pro~se status, But it ujas \oo late to file amithing^ 

he loas Hot even aujare of the situation, clearly this creates an 

EXTJ^RDIMRY circumstance'that has Seen decided in the petitioners

FAVOR BY BUCK V. OAV/I5 137 SCT m fa0)7 ) OTBPLES V. THofAAS !3a^cT. ^ ta 

raoia) Cadet v. Florida £53 fid iai4 ('ii™cir.^oi7) and Holland v. Florida

~ C ALL AULlNC ELTRORDInARY dftCum6TAi\ie.£5 REYOttD 

ATTORNEY ME<2L1GENc£ QUALIFIES To WARRANT EQO iTAfiLE ToLUTNC, IN HABEAS CORPOSl)

Respectfully, The. sawe should apply in this Petitioners

iao sct. as HA c 2x010 Y

CASE.



CLEARLY, e>UT foP THE ARBITRARY, 1>£FIC1EWT ACTloNiS OF peTlTiON&E'fc*, 

ATToRkJEYS THHee. is a &reat Pope ability that the oarcomt of petitioners 

PROCEtBsWSS. utOUt> HAVE &EE«J OlFf Fgi£NT. ^miCkLAhlb \L UJA&HIN&TqnI /o*~N SCT 

^DSi THE SUfi-STAWbAfil? PE&FORmAhfGES of PETiTlDf\lE/2.S LAuJYERS AT TRIAL,

AkH> ESPECIALLY XkI ffasT-EOKiv/lC-TXQNj, HAVE ROQftEb oF HTS GokLSTiTiJTloOAL

RIGHTS TO EFFECTIVE. ASSISTANCE OF CoutJSGLA PATH 'T/ll A L fiAlb !>0E PROCESS .

I HO PE-lITXOKlER. HAS HOT BEEN ALLOuJEb To ATTAck HIS EP/ZoajEooS CjDkLx/ICSTXoN

FULLY AMb FAIRLY IM THE CjOUPT SYSTEM, AnJt? PosT- CokH/To TlOrJ P/tocEEbTN&S.

Over. 20 YEARS A&O XrJ 6ofrPARl> V/.STATE IS6 SO. 594 CflA.^Ho^THE FLO#Xt>A

\v
SUPREME. GODfiT HELb THAT Mo CONVICTION) XS LJAMLANTEb EXCEPT UPON EYXbENCJE.

FULLY AMfr FAIRLY PRESENTED. '' THEEEPoAE THE PETITIONED CoNTEaJOS 7UAT

HlS COMVIGTIOKJ IS" L>WUJAR(LAk\TET> BECAUSE THE EVxPEHGE. uJAS rJol PRESENTED 

FULLY Awfr FAIRLY AS &o&t>ARP AFGOiRES.

GqmgluSXqu

UJHEREFOEL^THE PEtiTlOtslEG PRAYS THAT TWX£> HoMoRABLE COURT WILL ^GAwT 

U/Rrr OF CERTIORARI jDvf ThX5 CAUSE., Ofi. ANY ANb ALL RELIEF THAT THIS COURT PE£m£

To5t ami> proper, this court has continuously heu> that ,vIT is Fad Netted

THAT TEW eulLTY MEW SO FREE^THAW FOR OKIE INMOdEKfT" WAW To BE UJROKlEFuLLY 

CoWVlCTEO.' uJHEtJ THIS HONORABLE COURT ALLOWSTHE EVIDENCE. To 

Fully AnA> Fai&ly it lntll sWooj that the Petition ee tam£s 

one ihkIogewt mAiJ.

Him a

fi£- PRESENTER

£. L VOA/S IS THAT


