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LIST OF PARTIES

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

#& 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:
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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 _E__ to
the petition and is '

[ 1 reported at ; or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

B¢ is unpublished. ®elieve

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _F___ to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ is unpublished. &e\ceve

[ 1 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,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

X is unpublished. &etieve

The opinion of the court
appears at Appendix _{) __ to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; or,

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

4 is unpublished. ®&elieve




JURISDICTION

] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case

was _Bpsi\ 20,2004, |
< No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including . (date) on - _ (date)
in Application No. __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1254(1).

/ For cases from state courts:

N i

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was _Dec. 13,2616 .
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _ € .

[ 1 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
Application No. ___A

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

-, RSO TV,

NS INVOLVED

A | IAEO

h Yo b€ ke

wsm&wwwﬁm
IB ceatronslo\e pCobsklity IS a orobshility Sulbiont +o umdecming
| confidence Yo e, owteome ), LocKhack V. Techune, 250 F3d 1223 (% |

,‘.on Ccafl




“'>

by Yue Fourteenth Rnendment. The <ight Yo counsel 5uarmd’edd

pacole eligioilidy. The cowt™ held that i€ a defendant claim$ That he
feaded guilty becaude of Incbbective assistance of counSel, the
Second prong of Yhe Stelckland test woutd be satistied by
Showing i Ceasonable «eCobabfl('“F)/Mﬂ; loud €0 € counsel’s ectors,
We would not have pleaded 30»”"}/&1:%‘ would have |ns/Sted on 594}y
Yo Aol MWW, Lockwack, 474 (.8, §2,59 1065.¢¢. 36,370,858 L.
Ed. 24. 2083 Zi0(19%5).

Cuy\ec V. Sullivan, 446 Us. BBSLH?ODLH Stade prisonefl con win a
Ledecat weik of Wabeas coCpus only upon a Showing that the
Stave pachicipated in the denial of a €undamental tight protectes

-

by wne Sith Ameddment 18 a fundamerndal ¢ylet, Acgersingec v.
Ramlin, 407 LS. 25,407 1S, 29-330/912).In th's cage, SulliVan
cetauined MiS own \awyes, but e now claims +had a conflict o€
L AYESY mampeted Ywe advocacy-He does not aklege that
shake ofliciald Knaw of Showtld hase Known +hat his Im\ye(‘
wad & conflict of interest) (Becouste It iS +he Simaltmeons
ceresentakion ob conbiteding intecgit whichthe Sixth Amendmert
9(0% A A(,—Ce,nAan"l'/ he vezd go no Lutthel e +o Show
e existence o€ an astual conflick. An actual condlict of
inverest megw&d e unimpakled \ayL ot a deftendand s
consrhebianatly errhibled o expest Cecelve €com T
hig pﬂﬂ'cﬂ‘h%)/)

Engle v. TRaac, Y50 RS.10701982D)(Rcosecthtion carries the ourden
ok 000l and prodSecwtion must pcave evely element of a (Cime
beyond a Seasmolble doubts)

Jackeon v, Virgaia, 443 US. 301017 En Ce winship pre Supposes,
a3 an eSential of dwe due process guwfam"eecf b)/ +he Fourteanih
Rmendmend, twat no gelson Shall be made 4o Sufber dhe onus of
o etimingl convictHon @ReepP+ wpom Sufficient pe¢ oot - - defined
S a$ ewidence Y\Qﬁ(ﬁéaf}l Yo tonVined a Anel of €aced ‘oe)/oﬂa‘q
a Ceasonnble dould of e existence of evely element od
e of€ente.);Scuiup v% ’Dez:o, $132 W.5. 24831a15)

g.




Tn vie qu:-b.m_@@_'@eﬂn&.‘.oneﬂs;_ﬂykds

;by_kcs,.cﬁ,éwﬂ’,ﬁmzfgd_

e e ‘_.._.*_,‘b..u‘_"(u : .
L ) . F
.
M ?
- . _ =
. ‘ : .
‘o i ¥
.
L] e «
. ) - £
. . p {
: # . by ] f ot
4
. P
, .
[ N "3 .
. ¢
.
« .
} , - o ' g
.
.
4
v Y
S
i .
. .
SH— —_ . 5
.
. - % ¢ i
' §
[ - i .
# ;
& .
2 : "
LI
| 0 . Wt
.
s
N a K
‘
. ' ' ¢ :
—
' \\ ~
. 5 .
e ot e e e e et a0 = o e gt e oen + pmem e —
. . .
R }. - N .
3
5,

et T

Pg 10

e P D



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

7 1 -

‘ mﬁ:h’gg WX W s, See. cgase,ﬂo.é\/-'lz-SOﬂ‘)*TQ&‘,g.‘v.‘( 2056 . i

DI Ms. Shoells . 2 ()

< Honef’S 1 \ \ 4 M ) '
Aduvenile €oc \o\acK =madling W< own mether.




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
Date: w
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No.

IN THE -

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

TAVIS cai\m_u,o
[RENVERIN LOPEZ  _ pemimioner

(Your Name) '

VS

SPMNES KEX @ . RespoNDENT(S)

PROOF OF SERVICE

I, e\wig Lope,z , do swear or declare that on this date,
Me,v X 24 , 2018 | as required by Supreme Court Rule 29 I have
served the enclosed MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS
and PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI on each party to the above proceeding
or that party’s counsel, and on every other person required to be served, by depositing
an envelope containing the above documents in the United States mail properly addressed
to each of them and with first-class postage prepaid, or by delivery to a third-party
commercial carrier for delivery within 3 calendar days.

The names and addresses of those served are as follows:

St % +
. Dis

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

(Signat%e; |

Executed on — May 7, , 2048




