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Whe.h? a-n 0uH~Oisyy&y ZtitTtct/s Jh Y&StJgfi-tiOh? JLhottasds *tO

/hte.t'lsieu/ a. ofe'fihoLiutts t^s/tsted hriTtitss&s bec^s^ the. fcttoshty
MfstfrfcthJy a.fSMJ*itd the, ti/Jihh &5$ e.5 n/tre- adv'tisse- tv the. d&'fwidfrtfi/
is the, 6itt&r)n&y;f jhVZSt'tqa-tt'&ti d^iC/^ij lAf'frrrfrnt/y) y tu 

&hfctysis Whdet' Si>/ckU^d?

ffodd the C&a^t ffd- Appedf ha-pt, CpnSi'dej'&cL the, C/*>;te,d States

StAprcy*?&. Court d&cts/ftoj Andrus K, l~e.x^S/ u/hen B^louuti^q 

App @-l/frh"t~S dfrihn that h/S fetter'hty pra^ided, /hiC'ft-Q.Ctii/^ aSS/SterOL 

d Cmnsd by *Pa,ihnq to ptrtorh* a, thorough Jy?r£S t/0^ tior 7

[/i/ho/thtr the. isue&s pyes&ht&d, bdous tve,rz, rtsoitsecL Correctly that 

iSj in M,CCOrdar££. usfth the, hUppiiCcoUe. Itus*
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KI All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
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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,
[ ] 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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

JO 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, 
JO is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

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.__ A

(date) on (date)

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 QfiRD
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix /nf .

[ ] 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).

j



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

US. a?/VST. CLhn v X 

(J,S. CO/rsT. clmlhcL. xzr V
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
> Petition t.r 61/a. S Ccn*V icte.oL Op ContinuOk 5 SeKuai of his biological dau^h Cter

Prom UiS first h^firriu^e. CC*ft,Q-l7i) RelyihQ entirely OH < tcCtem iLPii~S fr&m hh$, P/uihtLht 
tku Stages CvldenCe onus that pctipi oner had ccband&r&cL -the, C&n%pla~ih7CLHt*S>
■Partly Svbse^U tnt po the- StXuu! abuse, and Was hav&r Sean again unPrf.years 

/uterj ha ynysterlovsly appeared in u cur outside* the 'Polly's uparPn>enP> Cs ft, /?,
up &!,) The* Complainant's fear that petitioner might be. returning is u/haf purpor­
tedly precipitated* her outcry of SeXuu/ abuse* (S FLR, at GlS. Petitioner's 

attorney CalUcL no vs,'Presses Ot)d rrised a defense of mistaken /'denPtyyarguing
the {fin p lainan T had C-Onfused petitioner (asit6, a differ erT knar Udo hadaJsO 
purportedly Pouched her ihappropriatdy, (s ft,PL ot l(PS^' Durfng founishmeniy 

petitioners attorn ey cccpuin Called*- no usitnesseS) and Cslnl!&* pho* ComrlulHarts
mother testified She^ ft Pa her dautghtay had bean Sexually CLSSuu/poxf by peifl Poke/
during thair n->arriags <£■* (- ft-P* ff at 6~$)* Petitioner/ despited haring rtf Criminal 

history^ Wus Sentenced Po ftPa hripTout Pha pOSSl bi ftty Op panol<L, CC.ft, 3-13^), 
Sh&rtly after Sai^tenc ing^petitl oner Piled- a* 

du*vlts Pram three, svitn esseSi Veronica* Su^chez^ Esmeralda, Sanchez, and, Eliza. 
Punch ez# Cc* ft. dLb$~70f), /Ill of them bnere* pu*rt~ of tk* family Unit pep] Planer hud 

joined a*fPtr divorcing the Comp/uirant's knothur- Cc.rt. dLQ$-Hyo), Unhk<L. the* 

States theory of the Case*, kvhich pWltecL petitioner had abandoned the 

Cornplulnurt*S family after h',S divorce*- Prom the. Complul nanltb mother? each of 

Pke funchezeS averred* Phot the Conyplulnant repcated/y visited petitioner 

at their hohntc cUud ayopeccred* Po hare* a* nonma./ parent/Ch;Id relationship 

OtrhlP hlkntCc>ft<Adb8-t70)tFurthiv, the funchezeS Stuped that petitioners first' 
(A/lfe ha*(L been vindictive oondJzulous a*nd had made, threats to put him in
Jut/ before, ashy allegation of SeXua*( abuse ar&Sa** Cc.ftt'KB%-'3.'7(fi, Additionally}
for punishment pVrpOS eSj alt three, CVithiSSeS informed the Court -that petitioner 

hud been a.n eXcel/ent father figure* in their hiu.se ft}id Per Sevtru!years and
hud provided for them fi nunciully and 6. met- 'on a, Hy and never behaved in an 

abusive hnanner, (c,ft.ol6g-33P\

tmerrion for net*/ trial trith afbl~

H
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_ REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
th^ trial Court houud Me trial attorn<tyS efforts 

becuuSa tk e attorney 11 tra$ UnSure it the, LrltneSSeS lA/culd. he helpful or damaging 
-ft hUL dehanSe,!1 C C.P, 3!^ CoL.t*8\ Ahi the Court oh Appeals afhirmed^ftncb'ng 

it" reasonabti, ho Conclude Veronica) absence >( had metre ho do ouith her own un- 

Hingness ho respond ho petitioner's trial C0Uh$e,t -than it did with the 

quality eh petitioner's trial Counsel's repre$ent*tl on.'7 Fotnero art H*Jn aftec/g 

tin a 0/01* (0& in pel it Ion l As Case ShppOrt) the proposition that an inherittonally
lackluster ir>Ve$ tigatior oh a, kcckgr&uud Witness h Justified if the attorney IS 

H Ovary" thah the witness Could be u damaging*'On uncooperative, id. (cri,12-581)
-ZV~ should bee noted that the Court oh Appealf in this Casa never perforat'd, a

Analysis because ih hound the Kffamey'S IhrestiRation pros not deficient, t?oh*erOj 
(9i-0069i-CP p&0elH, fietl tit* oner asks this Hohoralle Court to ttvcuu/ the trial 

cctforney'$ InVestl gatl&n for deficiency In order ho determine whether the Coart
oh Appeals Should haver performed a harhn analysis*

not deficient ih partCveve

ovi

harm

Ah the. time oh petitioner S Case Was Set for Submission, the United States Supreme 
Court hard yet tv decide ArdruJ v. Texas send so neither party cited tv tns Case in
their briefs. Andrus V, TeXaS, 1*40 C.Cf. 1825 (2U20\ fioirevtrj AndruS, Which reverted
the Court ah Criminal Appeals in TexasJ this Count heard deficient tha, background 

In ves timation oh a death penaltj/ defendant from Fort fiend County eras decided
faro And-a hath months prior to the Court oh Appeals decision in petitioners 

Ca,$iL. ffonerO V. State, 01-18-006% August &$ 3L05LO (Tea. APP- Houston £/5TDnt])> 

Th-t Andrui (7pih on speaks directly to the issue oh a Criminal defense attorney's 

investigations In uncover ing a, defendants background, id* Jin Al>dru$}fhe attorney 

CCCtuccHy produced before, the Jury the dehendants mothuy father^ prison gang 

Counselor And oe psychological expert to discuss the defendants history oh
drug USe, id* dt 3-tf, Alevtrhheleslj this Court found tha defense attorney had 
hailed to identify a wealth eh &the.r mitigating background Information
and therefore,} this Court ruled^ the trial attorney in that Case, had provided 

deficient performance.* id* Additionally, this Court ruled thatlt defense Counsel's 

failure to uncover cond present Voluminous mitigating evidence was not 

Just/ hied as cu tactical decision. d*// <

Jn Comparison to tke background, 
attorney appears to hare Completed 

Petitioners octh

estimation of pot, Si oners & thorn ey; AndruS 

thorough background, investigation,
ty never c/tt Lzed sen investigator at all and

/ nr
a, much more.

orn never

s
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{Lcpfod.L4Ci~z.tb &fo fhtefov'f&u/ frith ahy o fpe.titii9tne.fob lnnhotdi&to, Partly yfotfo\btr5> Who hod 
/iVQ,ci frith him Por yaa^S pfo/tfjs i~0 ht$ Ufofo- est, Birt tht /4fodri45

op)>ltafo Js £\9yi$plct4(?udy a(?5lfot ffopfrn fu C?u*sT 0-f AppeAs ahtu!y$iS Jh p etiflofo ZrS 

CoJt. £Cfold it A-ppe.Qsk'i That At^d^uS PuetS fot&l/OJ/ ZopjSid&foed* fiotm ZfoO it, Siut^j
Qt-}8-Q06q%j August 2&3.D ( Tex. tietAStcfo CJ^PbTj\ This

■ -HiHfotPofoC- tcppy&pfoiaTe y'&.rfe.us a^ticL petit-icpfoie^ j^£cfue<~fe this yonoytcbie 

CeuPt Th Qs Cccsd^ bo -fht- Texas CffufoT oT CfotfatfoA App^^3
CGfopSLdey Tints Ceuttts tdacihofo , th Ainds-cts.

rr^w
■ ">•

Cuse is

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ o; i should be granted.

Respectfully submit
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