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df Kiev*oA ^
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LIST OF PARTIES

[ ] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[f\ 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:

Tim wap-D£N f&r unlock

NGwvofv pfep/Hz-t-Mewr op u>f^ections.
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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 ^ to 
the petition and is ^
[i/] reported at v- the ^nvtgof 2-2.~U?ZiO
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

; or,

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix_
the petition and is
[V/J reported at Tfcfffe£sot>> v- Ttte sr/vie of Nevada-^ no»3.HoM.. or
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

to

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

it
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JURISDICTION

['/] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my 
Au6osr oq 202-3 case

was

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

M A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: August o<&t 2.02.3 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix__

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No.__ A

, and a copy of the

(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 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix______

[ ] 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

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

I ive. -feKe Qmled Sfesifec, &>ns4t4ufier\ previcj-es m

rU^va/vh ?orf \ 14 ^ aid Cnm.nd PresecuW +Ke accused s^(( We ^SsicWc*, 

C-Oana-el ‘fW <4efervC-e.*M 

"TK-t. Coarf he* UA. W>.jy ^sf;+u+i,yvd
W^oaf' a*^ <5W*9 0f pre^ce

’Mwu* CooA^d ws *rfW 44af/y Afeserf *r Wi «ss.s4ind -Hy ^ Wn<j

Pnxeedmg.” U-5. y. <W,fj

err»r

^ cn4^coJ

tt'S, ieH<bt (e&<\ r\.zs C W&fjt

Ae4tU or Consfrac^,^ ^|CJ af CeuMcf ?rtsa^ do resal-f ' 

S\uck}<u\d v- Wask(Ag|pr
in fAcju4lce

a-s.

irv + V«. aW*. =•+ NivaJa, +V. paklit dtWar sWt Owzd a«l oU&4 4kt «4,sw4- 

a(- t«v afagta-f +h<. fretwjInjs.URs. l®I>.0fcoC3)(:aJ. fW of Ca«,5tJ -fo 

’&>/' 5 oK^^U/1^4 CfLUjftdp,

person

A/pp-eo^

r reqiure* a c«ar+ % vacaf-c +*><.+^4 ddt, fiWafa, r/lf,j,i 

YbZtbC, teHU<n,.-,og6.|0Sx»C^). U4er lAwU

$t*T CoX'^vtoY' £oXl

c*rp.

5 OuW-lowv. ^ Co^Hs

'* *V*W4*ry. fc.P.c.ft. 2.6q Cc.)C«)t

[lTn ■every rase -^kc 6su,r+- sWld fee Ccrcerne^ v,
^‘ffe V/K^,Yrt 4esf»le +he s4r»na

^5aMPW .* rcl.afcHy..^ reaartav a *4,^ mkUM< w ^

4z> frodace Jusfe~ result/1
* fcrw,kdflwi\ m -ffee a4w5art«-4 pr«c«s W

*ar sy&fem CoswvVs

sjrt^felm^ v:JvJek>rY^, 4^ a-s. <i+ 6^ Cni^n).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

THe Cour^r o-f /Vffoais the. NfAhk Ci reat held l/V\ this Case that th*. petifi<mer

iSWooA that Jimsfs »t reosen weald fmcl (4- debatable. whether 1ns petition i>4af-?4 a valid

4 0«s . M73(4hy (20c© ^

had r\z>f

Claim ot the «Wud »t kts Ccnstt-fuhiynool r^hts ^YvUr si«ck v. fab&yueJl

\wlMer-e, the record showed two lawyers assigned to his defense had both foeerv ta+aW^/ absent

durmcj ft, OM-KoJ stage o-f h.s> prosecution, Paring that proceed,ng the prosecaW' assumed the.

responsibility o? det-aie Coaaset and made decisions about when the. p-ett-ftovvcids -bioj WocUcA
• * t m

sWf and When a ek&n&e opposition to a motion in I unite Wou,ld be heard,

^ ««„< al» «k«s +Wf p.l.c* <Jeto*v«‘ kntw «- W r«»* fo knw Urf
^ Ww,, +Vy fW peh'W wvfar 4^ IV ^

w«,. PAW <Wd c^j Wl4 ;wWive ^
U,«5, d(?S (

»307\
tor fl<ti/

, <
•the pe-hftsrver de^he kftoiutng the^c -ft„cts, f

l/yg to fie, mofion s to
•Oppress evidence and dismiss the case ag«u/v$t 

i° Which ’d'he, KjmyHv ^cowt disagreed.

Ninth Ctecaf also disagree Wj/Hn petitioner's claim thtt his Counsd“T" ke.
wa*b

metpeidiv-c under Strickland v. WasVunflW\ 4^ U.s.b(e% (iqgnf)j his tenure, to -fife 

suppress a Conte3s/w obtained by ponce because the petitioner hade a 

•to rim*.* s.l^-l- «<l (*>(,<* <*,sr<rr<l«cl 'k',s mwaW m

AV,^.9^ v. MooUv 4Z5.U,S. 4, (wts). TV U,s. t>.sW- (W rf U>e

YerfexJ requcjsf

s> not with
e<*Wy aAdude V.KA.V -Bw. UisHy violaW ouartd md \ty -H«. «,W «T ktb^ 

litigation

Seven years to date.

the Nevada sVte Counts' retake to abdicate. tins g/oand tar relief c)0t^ ^



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

X, fKUWT/+ ClP-Cctt C^ap-T of Appc-AlS HAS DeoiOCo 

Of FfcpePfVL LAW £fo A

Am T-Kipe&wjr qaesrisN
\NAy THAT GoMfMcte \M{TF PALEVAwr b6C(SjoMS of 

"tAlS C Ouf T AMO OTAeR FGOEPAL ^(tz^U-T C0(AfLT<, of APF&ftCS.

TK-e longstanding rule oF +be ^ucfH Amendmenf 4© Fhe U<s, GjosFtfuftnn pr&vides 
• t «

CirifYu ml defendanFs Vw+H Fbe rigt'cH+6 4Ke «sS<sW-e <*f cmnsel for Fhetr defense. tt«6.CA 6

foarF has -elabomfed +KaF n*i &nly does -Hits rsgKF exfend Fb Cn+»«L| c,kges af a 

Preset «.Fi«n# goFK^ry k I ties pie Q^Afy jZ0 s.cF. 25-70, ZS&3 257Q.

absence
^ Czeo^ Wf FhaF Counsel's 

i fs l'fe9®'l,y presumed 

q&& u,s. <?.F Q$<\ f' ^5(1^)1

<Xunr\Q a 3kge &f a preSecaFim » b are his presence 15 required I
Fo resalf in prejudice. S»Anol<|an4^ L|66 U.s. af 

Micke/is v. Tnyjpr S3.C u.s. i6Z( Ikfc f 2©az)o

temple* ©f oAker Federal orcuf Coar+s o& appeals in-krpreFng and kllwmg Fhe diekks 

oaFH/ied alcove 4b defendaitfs 

«A '• Appeal y. Horn,

C'z.oosTi r*nd Mrfebotl v. Ma$<m 

On Tal

malortly Sifuafed 4b Fhe Capfoned peftf«iY*er herd Can be \no»ed 

2.SD f‘2>J 203,^7 C 3d ar.zooij; U-s. y- Co(t>ns^ Ljso pad izs£ Oo+K or.

43zs f3d 732,7H7-‘#€> A.i ( £efh dr, z&os).

Si

Y 26, 7-0\2-1 Peftft oner's Frial Coc^nsel v^tas skfaFon (y required Fd appear For Fhocf 

Oall. Five, star Capikl Gorp. y, Ruby iZ-H Nw iog-0-5o C wo®); pale Z.6^CcXg)j

-F^kflgr/ f2g> s.of, af 2.sqi-<12 C 20O0]( However, foofK dFkreeys assigned He FHe. pefiFioners 

Foktl 4V£> shows -for calendar cM( and Five peFFcyver was Forced mft> a Fn.a( Ao>were.

lawyer ever demon <Frakd +hey hud been prepered For. Mb opposiFm Fo moHtns m lionlne Filed

b, H*. 3h.l«. Wo fV»p^ ».r Art Mo P^pos^l Jary msfr^'ms. N»

AF+er FH*s coart reviews FKc order o* Fhe K)'inFb GrcoF 6A Fh'is qf0WN\ ^r re\«eF otF 

Appekjpix A(p. i-2-); Brd Fhe U-S. PisFricF Coar+s order otF HPP6MD1X BCNfe-17), if 

e^uid remand FFe case back Fo Fhe Ki.'nFh circaF wFb ins+riAcW 4* j 

kmA appotnF counsel Fo FFis, ground joecaasc FHese catAf+s' bebw SeF ^ n

UtaferoiFi^ low sfandard

issue (\ Coh

Fhd sixFH AmWfl\eA+- r^KF Fo Counsel ot\ Fhe p^tflC.oy\

Q?«s»F.
YO



'HE, TH£ c* IP-CUTS £.6As>ow<Nts FLAlMSPj S6V6AAC oTtf^A ft€p&pj\L.

CiV-curc c&ap-ts of AfPfcfVLS caszp^c^rty cAfTUAe th-6 e-eciuif^CMek/ts

OF sn&IC-jLLAMD V. NAj^^lM^TfllOf Awp V. M^P1 soKi

A* The rwnfh eurcuf- ruled und-er ^kck vr Mefrnnict ^ S2q U.s. 475(200^-fHaf

* , 4 • •

+Ke pA+1 {uffr.tr had nof demon s+ra+ed ineffective «Si'sWc<. «»f Counsel de&pihe

irrefutable faefs o-f This. Case skewnncj first^ -ftat a e^u-rf of- compedenT

Jar isdi chan ordeo00 after an -evtdenVfy hearing fhaf because ©f pbttce 

f^'Sconduef the state of Mevada cU J. nof k*ve a reasonably Trustworthy 

ts+afervicnf Aiwa +ke<ir primary vr+res,^ accusmg The petitioner of a came 

«-Ad could nof use 1+ durmg trial as -evince.

Second, Three Nevada supreme Cou-rf {justices. signing an orA-tr aff rr/un^

TKe peffcntrs ccnVuf <onSf buf confirm,!^ tW defect, ves' arrested h‘(rv\ fbr 
• 4
iavest,gattnn • These t\N«y facts. Voere tr.euM to Counsel. Unden li<mfl'\e(fYia/\ v,

MomSOA 417 u.s. *4 307-./-«3^|qg!6^ trud Counsel was Suppled -fo
• * » *

a rnotim \e> Suppress all Evidence police catalo^-ed as a result of afYesfafYj

"Hv'C petitioner -for invest, gqfusn m\d interrogation. under -the fourtTh aiY\endiy\e/dt

To tV. U.5. t>Tns4t4a+im and aut-knty of tdv (or v. Ata batyiu 4 si a. s. a on <e <1 3 

^ pan way v. N.y. u^s. 2.001 z.c-z. (\«w)\ and 9n?wn v.~t|(, Hzzu.s,

$40, t»os C H7S),

Ofber 'federal Ckrca{ Covurts have T>und ktwm-elnnan vioiaf^s 

tAnd-er Similar 01 ream sfe nees t (fS^y. C&dk W P2d i 312. e i 3i7-l^ (fi®TK or.

^ f-3* 1»». ^ c HtK if. mJi MarUn q6 r.^ W<|g,,7
( 6fk dr. NorfKraj? v-TrtPPef f 2-6C f 3d 372., 3$*{ ( Gfh dr. iu>olj* and

Tobnson v- F*2>d i0l4>, lt>(*|'22- 7fk G»r ZAfo).

H



TIms court sWa rewind thu, Case fecu*. -to -Hie Mtnff Cir&u,f -f0 iS5ue 4^ 

and appoint coansd to I'tgate. t^cs U-1 mmdm/m * 4

Old-tnA dgamsl trad Counsel.

B‘ “The Ninth ctrcat held that a Co\h yfis net WMVo/ited under Slack. 

regarding »>efi toner's Shrte-k.la.nd dawn that coMs&j was tnetfectve for

•fail«ng t> til-e a rnebiayi to Suppress * Con-(d»sion police obtuneej in V'tt>(a4in\ 
• 6

M.a,a^ y.JiUk^ M2% a.s,«fc, tos-oi Ow;,- ani AW* v.

^36»M75-74 0^64). fV defendant's wards 

people, would Understand tK-tm,

,3&4 u.s.

<urc -hs be, und-trs.food as orduvg

ap.ac4f.gf-y. Barrett, C|7q (^523, S2<? C^bl).

tfryUr Mosley and fe^reth PetWr!a wards: llTW'S

frRoUT' IT, THAT'S A-fL If- CAM SAy.*1 See Appendix S f’>2-7* M^ant the,
< % * .
tnH/y©gg4im was over* Because the. W. s. pi stmt Court was con{us.ed whether

ry

tkerc was a Miranda violation, see ApffcMPiX 0 p.^q-30j tken under sietde 

A Co A should have been granted tor fine. sArvMhM claim because fke U.s.

Dishnet Court's legal cor,elusion there v^as or ineffectiveness py- prejudice yvas

at least debatable Where o4W Circut courts' ot Appeals have meted correct 

Conolasi^s for fefitiers' strikingly s.Wfed os tk»s pe+i timer. fcndn* V. palm^

ttc v- fchnsan . <2>h7 f.3d «7i lot-in ("Hth dr.013 A 3d <10 fc, qZ2-73(" (,+la dr. Zoife)* 

To 11 j | street mayi y^Lyraa^K-, ^tz. A2d 45o, AS^-fei (Sth dr. ig37 and 

-1"4 ''■^wr,3K4-| 777 F.zdtM.wa-zoOlth&r.WesJ. TkU o*rf s,k.«M 

cjraaf th.^ petition instructing +4* ma+4 areJ- to <grait 

C“‘Md +* propyly !<**+£ -H«ls sWfcl^ ola.m because Wno
i

i^e| support tor the embarmsam^ and arbitrary rubber damp •+ placed 

U*s* District Court's offensive. reasoning .

a CaA and appoint

an the

»X



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: SfePreMBeip. ^>2-3
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