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GooflSel foiled 4r> Mafcc a Gan+empornncooS objection Vo prasecuVorial“Trial

MisCfi^ducV •
Trial Counse.1 introduced e.M ide<\c.e. VbaV anob-Ver chvid bad nvxlc. ace.usaVvo«\s or
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fvjrc.V'f pre.vioAvcI<x\ cviide-Ace., -VW.ee. \\Vlc\>( vdoovd Wvjc. bceaa dirrcccAV
Vicx&VvA^VoA, <A«, vl.S. C0C8 Cv°nH>,S>Vc\cX-\aAd. vi •Oo-VcotAc, oV VriaA . 

o<\rVvc prejudice. addresses AW w^l va. vAbieVv VVc «ior^ \S c.-'i.pe.cVcd -Vo

respond -Vo AW. e.vAde.Acc.5 iV \oo\cs Vo VW CapacaV< or* W cvide.tx*. Vo 

Pe.cs uadc. bt v\\<-9iV\*aoiVc. iAcaaS» or VW. Ve.Wc.Aof or VW cmiAcacc To 

S»«33csV a dccAsioA of> oa \<aproper basis Xf^rcx** \l. SVqVc>*TIS \I*E. 3d 

(xaA.. V^^JC.QlooVva^ \a PoberV \_ovoeW Mu\cr> XAdicAO.HoS> qoi
PraeViac % HQ’S, \oa ACT SL8H C\°i85} - uadcr XtAU«\<v P*o\es or PeoVessWed

CoodueV ,P*vAe. 3>.H Gc-) cxa ortVocne.'t SWxu OoV-> \n. VciaA , aWodc Vo a*vi 

.KortVer AVoVjVW Aavo'tcr doesroV rc.aSo<\abVt Ve.Ut.vJC. \s reXc.vjaA.V orVWV 

vmIU noV be Supported Vc ad wisSaWc. e.\n’deocc_. “VW ■VesVvtAoA't was tv>V 

reVevonV Vo VWcW^cd orrensc.» aid appears Vo Wic-becn uvsdfAissAVAe 

underVW e.AVirc_Moor SccVioA.or AW X<diam. P^oXes or Eb i deAce *

TVe ftAvjiVi pVc_e.rpors_or_Vc'vo.v .Counsel depewed P.\cWr or e.V AccAvvc 

assisVance orjCoonScA aid V\'vS r i^W Vo a. Voir and WporVioX Oor't *

TVxtdssocs.or rC.Adarr\cAVa\ Error CcsovVln^ Vrom vaerFecVivic.

ocV Vcvo.\ arc. CoV Waived * PJeVerS1 CAair<v oras&isVoAcs. or CooascA 

MvseoAdoeV U VW- SVoVc m tdXXiti* V© vtwicsVt^pVc. cico\poAor'f 

evidence, and VWvr .acVvoAS \<\ aVcwipVio^ Vo \nVecrecc w\AV\ a. 

\e^\Vvn\aVc v<\^_y\rvf \aVo AW\C ocVvoaS MeriVs PAcYex a tdtvoTr \<x\ •
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esVaVllsWd 4-WxV FoidafnenVal Error fAorf \ot raised In 9osV- CpnvieVlon 

Proceedings oix-VVvou^K \V was avidllaVale V>uJr <\od roused on dlceeV appeal. 

tv \s avavlaVle ctS rctcS^(d'fti Err^f \V W HeMs VW S>Va«\dard or

Vundatnen-Val €.ccor and Mo>f avso be raised order We ConcepV or mcFFccVwe
\ r* v- ^VaVCi C\<lc\0N), x.nd. SSo nI . £ - ad So <4 F jjA .assls-Vonce or* Counsel - 

Aa&o See SVtpVeoso*x v* SvoiVtj &tM M«£* 3-d loaftCxM* •

pe.V\Vlo nec Vo&tNaV waived oV»ueaVlan&-Vo violations oT ^cad'f V • 

lAar^\and» 3T3» U.S. SXS.CwV's') Vaeeavse -We violations N^erc. c*>V 

VCrvavj4«\ aV We V-lme or-V\\e-Vrlal and. Vvxvc SVlvV rvever loecAVuvv.'x 

disclosed - idone or -W Issues raised on appeal Wve Vicen waived Vdc 

Pdlloce -Vo raise -VW.cn cm dlcec-V appeal Vseeaose Wls Woovd Violate 

OueProcess order We m+k Amendment* .In NiouVorlC v. V\Ul>S3g U.S»

\\0,130 S» err. Q>s°l > IM5 £_. £c(. ad SG>G (.Q.000) TVc Court explained 

Wot- vaVn\* s«rriees Vor \nial vor depends an-We ci^kt aV issue* k 

Fundamental rl^lvV Mai onl't Ve Waived upon SVovoln1^ WaV We 

defendant Made an larsctned and Voluntary vdalvor or We. C \^kt •

TV\c Cl^M-Vo errfccVlve repreSen-VaVion Is one. SueK r l^KV . 
tdrooVCWrV V. 3dnls » 38M U.S. I > 7 -8 C l°iC.C) * kddlVionaU'j, au We 

VSSoes raised V\ere are Issues Involving Fundamental Error In Wat 

Wq Woovd deprive RlclCec or Yds Cl^WV -Vo a Pair -trial VeFoce an 

Unbiased joe*! regardless or \Ml\e_Vker Weq arc Considered prosecutorial 

MicrfttducV or \<\ert'ceVwt assls-Vaneeor Counsel*

TVke State appelloVe CourVs ruling VVd trial Counsel Was fpV 

Incfrcetlvc ¥"c»r lntent1 a«\adrawing FdrW We So^cs-V (on Wat 

VviS Client tod Molested anoWer vfooW \S VlCon^.
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