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CinbED . THE Desrfrcr coolT ABUSED ITS

Sracgetzorl, AN SoRrsT of BEASoN CoOlb
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TUe TAlcotrecT PNALY SIS Feo THEU. S.

sIMAGLSTEAIE JUDGE (61)” HE MAGESTRATE STANIED |



> W N Y

©_® N o

10
11
12
13

|

TUAT PEErEolerS HAREAS PEETZoN BE rs-—

MEsSED orl PROCEDUVRAL GROUNDS, AN THE
TrRecT APPEAL CIAIMS ARE TEME - BAPRED
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on IxxreccT APPEAL » PrrrfEeoder HAs No

el TRAzN=NG BIT, TRzeR To PRESERIE
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1> PRESERNE PETErTxoNER’'S ABIIITY TO AFPFEAL
AND FATLURE TO_wzTHeRAW FRoM THE CASE g
CLEAR)Y CONSTTUTED ARANSONMENT, SEE
MARIES, 132 S.cT. AT 424- 2b. Mclianhey 'S
ACTEONS CONSTETUTED FLTRACRISTANARY
CxrcoMaTANCES WhzcH WAS ATTORNEY ABAN-
TONENT THAT, A.) NZOMATED FUNBAMENTAL _

CANONS OF PROFESS=onNAL ’EESPQAS::B:C}_ff:s;%

2 3 FadlED T PERFcRM REASONABLY COMPETENT

LEGAL woiK/. 35 FATLEDS. TO COMMUNICATE

et DerrsoneR , Y.) Fraien 1o TMPIEMENT

DETr TronER’S REASCALBIY REQUEST, AND S,

FATLED TO KEEP PEIrEronER INFCRMED o Key

ALLED TO APPEAY. , TNC~|

DEVELOPMENTS on Hxs priecT A

lLubrng ForuAR=NG Hzr THE B
casE prle 50 ME cal TRy To PROSECUTE Hes

ECoRD AN

reecT APReAL T A TEMEXT MATTER UxMSELF,
170 PRNE ABAfJboNMéN't’j A RULE Lo Qos Lb)

AoNALT MUST SHow THaT Pz S IAJYER AGRFER

s PRoOSECUTE HTS APPEAL , ABANDON o7, AND
CONSEQUENTLY TEPRxVE Ham OF AN _CPPORTU-

N1 To BE Hexes AT ALL . HE PETETENER

Uas SAaTrSEre THar EGEMENT. JURIST OF

REASoN Couk TxzfpeR AS To THE IIsTEreT

coolT's Resoltor oF PE TrT=onNER’S

consErTuTzoNAL Cliams AND JORZST OF

Reasor couls> ConlcunbE Hrs — Ss50eS PRES-

1¢ To _DE SERVE ENCOURAEE=

ETEDS ALE ADEGUA
| o (2-0.)
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2EASoNS WHY o= ssUANCE oF coA
D RE GRANTED

4 Ve THE V.S, TxrsSTREcT CoURT
g DeYS A HAREAS PETETEoN conl PRo-
CeDURAL GRounds wrtHouT ReEACHING THE
OF Errroner 'S UNBERI(aNE coNSTrTUREEaNAL
clpaMs AN THEN DERYS Hxs RULE 60 Cbm
MoTron UNER _FRCP TurxsT of ReAzon Woulb
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o HAREAS PeTermon AND HES WLEF@O () |
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ATE CoNSEL WIUmAM L. McKanNnEY ABMWEOIED
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oy STl COURT ABUSED ETS D scgET=ON

&~ errrg ”Pg?:&?w;z < 2uf o (L)
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MoEcor AND THAT MALE 15 RUEING DER -

ATABLE AN =NCORRECT.

NOTwWeTHSTANISTNG AlL OF THE ABOVE

FACTORS Br=Ers o THE U-S. SUPREME.

coulTs DEcxsTon =N GoNZALEZ N.

crosBY. SYs U.S. 524 (2o05), = Ao~

2ute o () ()'S APPLrcaTron To HABEAS

CORPUS cpogs I THE GonlZALEZ CASE, THE

U, 5. SUPREME coulT PROCLATMER THAT A

Foep Rule ool() (o) Moo =l A 28 Usc.

Eoemres A FEDERAL RUES OF conixl PROCETURE

£ 2254 CASE S NoT To BE TEEATED ASA
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couRT'S EpTWRE. To REACH THE MEEETS DOES

T WALEANT SOCH TREAMENT, AN CAN BE

AleeefE BE Rulgr Uporl BY THE DorSTEeCT

CoVRT We=THouT PRE celFefx=carzon BY THE

coupT OF APPEALS PURsVANT TO 28 U, 5:C. 5=

<« 2204 (B) (%), Aso, A PARTY SeEKZAEG.

06 Leer unner RULE o (o) (&) MoST SHow

E(TRAORUDINARY IR COM STANCES DUST=FEn

TUE Recperzng oF A FanNAL JupaMe wWisd

WAS DEMONSTEATEL BY TUE PETETEEoNER

AND THAT Euiﬁépf'r( WA\;S sprEsF=e B PeM
| . 42, - ;
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