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L
T, Whethel +he PR Tudse ema; in Finding Aespondent Satistied
LK bordan of proving that he did not Waive his risht to counse]
wheve hespapsent’s prioy and giandby counsel testitied Fhat

he explained to Aaspondeny the davsers oF Sei—lepiesen+atior.
PFiOfand SraﬂJB Counse never f,esi.f.,rl‘ed +h4/‘ ;;e é.ﬂﬂlﬁiﬂed f}ib

1/&/\_9&(5 of Self refPresentestions ' ' .
IT, whether the e Judse evred in ¥ nd g Respondeny satistied his

batden of Ploving thet his appeilare covmsel wios ineffective

for £2iilng fo raise the issve that his wajver of Lotibel LJas
/nvaiid w/:eife_z Respondent+ Made no oblection to ploceedipg
Pio Se, leaving the jssue unpreserved for appeilare leviei,
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STATEmMENT OF THE CASE N
reo with the South cays lina Department- of
CoUVPS ordel oF Cormmirrmes)

Valk Covniy Eiand Jul)

ReESpor/ DEAT s incarcer
Comeciions Pursvant to the YorK cownty cierk of
ﬁ@SPémJa nr was Indicred wirh A cersified Trve copy,
ar the may 20jo term 0n MmayY; 2§ 2olo, TWo Jays Afrer the Trial
Commenzed Qnd One smanih After The wajver of counsel Hearing s

<.

See Certifie True gy -fb:ﬁéfme/r{’) |
On " Aprii =I5 Jb, 20ls, ReSpondent Oppeared befole Honfable. Joy c. Wes, IIT,
for Q. pretrial hearing. During that pear,

N /mMms. Ca/'fp . ~f}ed oy {
that Respendest was rndicte) by +he o n desty erdoneous]y

Grand JUly of york Cowunty op
ong LowRLl OF £0im; Seiesal , '
e, Bk o I inal Sesual Conduct 1% 4 minar i the forsy
2gree., L /ma§ 6= 1/, Solicivor Ms. cojton Furher
crwﬁeowsif testified an mcoffect Jrve Bl 'InJ,}zme;- Numbei
and dafe that M. cotion Said fo be Tune I8 or 2o g
Furthermore cownsel mp Peiancy and Respondenr addresse,) +he
co%» about pfo cee.a/mi’ Pro Se See App o— /0,, |
Solichol Cotion festified thoy She was hesHan + 4o Zall the £ase
fo Hial ard detease not have an #He disc Ly, The Cond!
Honofabie Tohn c. Hayes erfeneously Sajd that he told the feSpenden ¥
About the dangers ane/’ oliSad vah iapeS of Ses rep ?eSen)-af/’o;;. |
ond the benifidS of havior an atrerney opd @ﬁtﬁ,;y Ahe
Respondent Loith Qmher Cifeni From arother ZOwupy Procecding
in the SeH epiesey yation Process thar Neler taker flace
Llth RespPenden + See APP. [0, )ires 11— 25, Invaiid expeft
witheSs WAS In Fhé CASC Af 4riAl in Child Abuse Fielys

I Con#ar}’ TO The State’S Petition for iwrit and Fine( Bp,iar/lffa+wf
OF fle case’wihich is eSsentialy frivolons, Respondents Starement
OF Chse Amd Brier In FUll pecss Jo be invessibarey] Compierepc”
ﬁ‘égpona’cnt; Stalement oF CAS€" IS Fondamen tel Fop Jusfice Ao
e. | _
LAl WAL o
nMall ROGM. e



Stated that the Responden +

Ho‘ﬂﬂf Qb}& jgﬁ,n Ce Hay% -fUV‘ ﬁ?@'i’
. the ﬁdpaMﬂ% Convinces

Lill be Lopthowt an atornef it
him o CeeSe /. pelaney from fepresentisg ./‘?&Siﬂvﬁe/% fa

The TRedse Puthar Stotes that £ /0% Delaney (S felieved,
the fespondens Will Dok Fave an Spporsaniiy 4o get Gnotber
Qitorne) and M. Delanef W2 Reifeved As Counse] o)
Apcil |6, 2ole, See APp. 13 JineS =8
The Process _am’ Pf&éedt)m of Pelieving counsef and going proSe

S Conducted From Apreadiv 9. 2— 13 [ines /-9,
Affer coumse] WAS Relieved, Judse Sohn C.Hafes briefly
explained the fpie of Ml Pélangy Qs S+and 5)( Counse]

and Solicitor Colton lied about Resporsent having

aji the Brady materiaf essentlal o the case as Well
Qs Stating +har [BSferder /My be Lalvitp Zertaln
discavery fnaterial. |
The Coult? Tohn C. Hapes $aid
 beliebe Hiat Respendo+ is really waiving ¢ overy .
The Bespondent asked Could he Get an attorney o
he Wanted one on Mmay LY 2010 and ’f'/\ﬁ Judse, | o
TJohn C. Hayes aid Thet Respondent Covld nor get
Qhsiber Counse| aﬂpomf/r&/ ard coud only Cet

7‘/507" he does 1oF
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coursel I¥ Respondent Aird one betieen

.chf%d
100 See APP. /7»2_/}

/may 24, Lolo ard /M7 26,

Jines [p=22.
A TJury Trial tas efforesus| X taker AWy See AP 22

Jines |- S. |
_Re,spnzlen ¥ +hen on Mmay 26 20lo prior o +rial Requested
A sury #rial AW The. court. Hamrahle Jude John
C. Hares Said Hat he tas Certain/y ot S/ma/’regf,
Hhat e Almost Anticip red the Resporda + chanzing

o
i mind Aboit 7 Jory +rial. The Judse further

Sinte] That He Respondents facticS pras Avoidence

in effort fo Mmanpulate Fhe Courts, See APR 23=2 Y,
The Solicitor Heon ermneosl? Called the case IN A InvAlid
non existing Fndittment unbel 2009 G5-~96-2867¢

The Indictment Number /A1 Fhe

77/% OF Res paﬂ,/e‘,,f_“ S Pro se Pmceed/’ry Lrhith w45 (5‘@7_;55 YooK

_(:39’3’(,@@ Hages fFound Respondent Guilty and Sentence |
o him 1o /'/”Prfjaﬂmenf- of 3o fears§, Respondent Filed
o Notice of Qfgeal ot the South Laplina Court pf Appealse
Direct Arfesl Aadovey LAarel C.purant Filed her prief For
Respondnt AFTL the  Pespondent Filed their Brief And She
S ol Lilltd %5 Knowityls, Tiilellisent/v Ard Volaniaril s
aived counsel and Jury 1614l and regiecte o shite

Hat 441 Tube Abused his Die
_ 2/ refr Cjhitial Bri
_(Aoulr/ Lhave been Fiied Firskbesore Res;o;r:oi’:nl /.?;Ze f;,la;q// 381/071}7
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STATEMENT OF FACTS

Regarding the process of proceeding plo € on the
Luritten fecord prior to and Jeading Lp fo the Counsel beiny
Relieved Flom Representation oF Responden+ Starts on
APril 16, 20lp Appendix 3. Jines /~ 9 and Aoril /54,
| Any dsze‘qffr’ﬂl’ﬂ-ndix' Paes or /ines aprer rohat /s Men fio ned
Qbove /S irreveiunt of j, 2ely fefations pp priaf Jldpe
4%“!/ /Ml Qe/dne)’ P/:ScuSSf@ any Warnings, pan.. :
D/Mdf/anmyes ot frbcecg(}ry Pro se, sers and
See the State’s pefifionfr wiely of CERTIDRAR T, PCA
Tudse ORder etc 1 Will State that RespondentLas Thdictef
the M4V |3, 20lo Ferm OF the POTK Counts Grand Jucy whie)
s Conf/ic-ffy bvifh Respondent Aei’V ProSe jn April 20/0,
Invalidly Wiy An/ being Depied Cowmsel And Jury +iA ]
While not being rndicted See Apf. /7 —=2) Jires j5—23 and
Apf.ps. 23-2Y, | | -
TWo difs arter the rial the Indiciment tas stamped ar He
forit Couaty Clerk of Court as A Certified Frue Copy Seqf

on MAY 2§, 2olo [ oY pm.

/NR. Pejaney $+ated on the record thar Respondent does nof trust
Aim Or bejieve that /ity Delaney 15 being honest tvith fespondens

afonp with Coun SaV office of Discipiinery Counse| Bein s
wriiten 0n Seveps| oceasiopns. 2t .5~ 8« In this case s

as =efo eVidence of rape, Specietion And €Mrnesus te5Rmony £
Solititor and Inadequate e xpelt tiitnesses and Hsseut and Batters
HiEh A321aVAred yature fime Serve whs the PleA. Pg.31-3¢
. eR R Pr. 57- 63, £s. b9-"J5. ‘ . ,
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Tire Served +o A Jesser Fn cluded ofFense wifs A ofFer on Severdl
DeLAsions See PeR Testimony Flom ml- pelanef. FF s honestly the
oniy pieA OFFed.

/nenta] flealth Aecords eXpert w?+n6552$ witnesses, Jocuments oI evidence
and ZnvestibAte [~ WAS petitioned A/ Reguested to be Prodeces

| 47{-7(/1,2 PR WeAring In FAver 0F Respondent B)bny oF pef
Counse] See APP. W 269— 250 Ameanked PR

Applic ation pirtled ¥ _udicial Notice of Adoud icated fact J,:,'

Respordent WAs Denied A Fai}‘/ Full Bite A the ApPle.

ON Direct Appeal He State Piled theiR Respondents
Brier Bere Diect Appeal Attorney LAne| Captey
Durant’s Inital Brief Aml Bow Briefs Mas cpmpadible
As I WAs The Znitial grret Fled Firs+ evdic )
IndicAtes Fraug. *~-~ﬁe~i//ewim‘ the lecop) As 4 1uivje o

See the codut of e Accused, 7%; Sﬂ//is—/r‘éf%’v’fa/), N
And Cittumsrances Sumanding Ho fosaity of Hhe Case
TS Supstaatisl 10 be presested, revierced, nvesti i e,
I A Case IOl InValid woaiver of oy Seof iihere
Medical bitors Fernsic Specialist, 1rial, [rimina,
Sesusdl Confuct |5+ Igree trith A Mingr I5 44 pag.

/L Luilliams AlwAads § tated HIS Zhhocence /Mo/ Ackoiless ey

is confusien At Hi4l on the St Tt tuas piscovefy nof

Alloived +o be used In mh Wiltams favor becouse o4 116(2[“5}2_;/

alledsedy and ‘Ae wAS pPreJudiced by mediCAl proceSinfes,
ThvestisAfions and Phsecufors cAse See 4/,0 74 " g
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- CTANIARYD OF hevie

T.n Criminaj cases, the appeilate Coul $i1S fo ReView

errors of Law onjy, State k. Baccus, 367 S.c.Y),58 625 S.E.

24 206220 (2008). Thus An Appellate Court “/s bound
by He [ circaif] cours's Factual Findings ¥niess Fhey are
Cleariy erfoneous,” " Td"™ ThS Courr does not re~erafuate
the Facts based on I4s own View of the Preponderence
OF te evidence bt Simply determines L‘/Ag/-/se/‘ Ahe

CC’-F Cuit Co“f‘f;j;S /‘u/i’;y i$ Supported by A0) evidence™
Srate k Wifson, 395 S-<. 6,595 S.£.2d4 827,829

C Y /)e Aﬁfé//&fe Couft .S'Z/ope of Reviewv }S Limited 72 Lhe thel
batrve Va/Me.anJ Great d'eference

Hhere 1S an/ evidence of Pro
JrtY determinafionse pfa}’fp/) /.

fo The PCR Tudpe’s credrb

Craw, 3)% S.c. 4, 9305& 20 $17 C1993)- This degerence
Pequires the courts to Aecelt the Per Tudges Finding Fhat A

L fness 1S credible eren Lvhere fhe PcR Testimoany S Directy

Pefuted by the Al or Cuilty plea Record. See-S2lamoy
e, 313 5-C S2é Y43 S£.2d4 570 C199Y)« See— [ oLlE
' $.c.578 Cojo), 690 S €24 73, See

s.c.135, /38, 63] S-€. 2d 260,2 6] (2208 .'
Dempsey V. Staté 303 S.c. 365 368, £l 5 2RI 92,417
[ 2005). This Couft Gives Ereet peferef'cg.fv the Post
; rFOurtS Findings oF facts 0/10/

. Srate, 386
Smith 1 Stefe, 369
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ARCUEMENT
T. The post- Convicfion
.e{- — J : , - - . . |
h ‘Re/; | ;u /é Aid not erpr in Finding Respondent Satisrres.
/S burden oFf ) ' |
5 of Proving that he did not propersy waive his
Right to CLounse],

Under]ying Facts
\“\-—

Re spondent was ’
hot Inditted o
Coursel Uas Belioved which afiocrd e s, 250 Lhen
. . _ e rrial J
Subject matter Jurisd ction to fejie ve Counse/ / ;aée;
. e Q{S ."

[’/ef,lora 0 other pre and %f/'a///’a SF 76141 pro cos &: e
the Indictments purpose and sy, i esses, howerer
‘deprived Respondent of Knowwi e INconpporersibly

p sponcknt- OF Knotiny what he twwd be facin / e

NN RY v . //'y £
hfffv‘/jf}’ oF ;‘/v.e Criminal Procegs, The Aespondent was never
officialll Indicted in 2009 4s The Soficitor MS. colton

S/‘a-fe,a/ on the Feconrd, -fur%/mrm,gf\e the True Bill Zndictmen F
as not A Certified Covy document until 740 dayS A Ftfer

the Al WAS Obela
when the Respondent /NI, Williams adfressed Hhe covrrs £

the First dime he SAid " Uh, You tonor, Yes sir, X Thinik

T want. o represent myselt tookf., Coujd T be able o

represat Myselt thioughowt my CAse joday )" See Apf.5—6.

Goos State V. baker, 390 S-¢.56, 100 5-€.2d 490 C ch, 4pp, 200D Whtre
Sun‘gunJinj Circum§tances the Cowrt found that bajer wa s Pfe‘)w-ﬁ[’ﬁaf
A5 he Lwas undoubtly tolen by Surprise aﬂJSiﬁ”)fﬁCanHy limiteo

his AbINEY 1o Combat the chatses Approsiomnatel! Fhuo 1o pos
$tote PreSen ted BaKers Co unse| Wit), WCM/

s case A+ bar Ancther Fndithment- WAS
before frisl see!App oG

In
Before Fria| the
spdickments, En
ocfoneonsly on the re¢ord SecondS

' /;ﬂ'e/S I—11.
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“The Judse tolf Respondent that i+ Wodld be danserows
For the Respondent o represent himseit~ becAnse the respopden+

/s not an atterney. The Tudpe InRmmeyd Responfent ot
tas A Right #o Aire An Atforney any 7o &Aive A Righ+

to Cpunsel Without 90119 injo Any detAil oF the Beniits
oF on atorney or the diversitication betreen A /?/’//{%7‘9
bire an attsrney ond have one Aappointed becanse the
Respongent WAS Peor peasentry With Ihoigen - public
defende T he Respondent wal Q. Years of Age wii-f:ﬂb(-F
any Mmen flbﬂ/)y oF his A9 educAtiongl 60(,/(‘/0@‘444// Crfm)ha[
JriAl experience or- Court Record beiy Questioned by the

Tudge, attsraey 0 any SHate Govelrnment a_ﬂenﬁe A+ e Fime
OF Lhiver, fespondents mental heatth of history WAS

Never Questioned 2nf the ReSpondent AS FAcinp Life
In prison While Nothing Shotviy Intel(pence, Lepal

Ard emdersianding Lgs 07 Jisplay £rem MR-
wilams. € Apf. € /lires J2i— 1Y wihere Fhe Respendent .Saf/ )
Hm:f he does not wiSh 4o bother his attorney /‘&Af /)pL/
When 7‘/\4 Nature oF 1he Ciré“mfhﬂéé&/'ﬂi’oﬂ’/@ ‘/./'4‘6,./;/;/1'\6,.
J Rerts /s ot St pisic, thatis A Lacik oF tnfersiand ing.
 The recond never reflected Counsel S@ying he advise]
jnprmed SpecHically any iy esseatial fo ga-ﬁsf?’ Fhe UhderStand iy
of tle Pefenden+ 1h Such A Ser®us decisien makiy flocess.
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/. pelarey pid maie it clear that M Willians Jiyd no+
Frust of believe Mat counsel was being Aonest writh +he
Case and st Aiscpitnery Coupsel wvas Loritten Severaf
Fimes LhiCh /)om*/f A% /)?/.Srfea:f/"'af fossfélii ties shat

Liould make Fhe wajver result from miss+reatmen /? The
fecord reflected Hat mr: tilliams F1led Speedy #iql Mpiions
anl tvanted e eariiest Al JATE PoSsible which proke
mn ivilltams, ’ ﬂésiﬂana’e/:ﬁ ~veve a/‘femﬂfe/ 7e a’-e//;)/ o

/V)Qn,pu/af‘e, +he pméeedmj, In 7he plocess of ﬁesfpna/e,ﬂ,f—
gt Lond Beilry

Foing PhSe Hhe Respordenf WAS ASKm |
AT Coulf g5 #o %Fio.éo

Set, the #rial Fudpe WAS Discussiy Lihe
Priaf 7“09’11 /77/;1‘41‘(&/ conrt ploceeding s of R%ﬂm{e N tath
Another person (2ardi’y oy proSe. Counsel whS
ﬁe/reVeJ pecquse The Jude felt that Respendent Emrmz,&/
/,m b do So accgrg/i(l} fo He THdre festimony See Ape.
[p— 1% lines -9, See AP0 /e [|~13 wher he
Hse; Tudye ashS 'pe«F»ande/H— WS he }?/M/H/u fo opt 1o go
Lyith ove AN Attorne¥ And Respendent SAX s SiK.
Seo APP- 2 ), Jires 92 when fespondent WAS Asted
abo%f— Aany Juestians Abouf /J/J riphis A An/ mn williams
. asked could he bet An ﬁ++0fn€¥ And AS Penreddy
the Tudge 77 bet Comsel. Ae;}ﬂmz/eﬂf C/@ar/)’ did hot
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when attempting fo determine the Voluntary an/ Inteilisent-
hatvre of A WAVer OF Pie; the coilofuy ordinaril) Serves
as confirmatien that A Zrimina( defendant [s baiviry
Fhe rish+ 4o reise certain constitutional C/Q_I‘MS., Seae— Rivers
Vo Sirickland, 26 S 2l 213 $€:2d 7T, 78 £/775)-
/s that A plea o Guilty, Voluntarily and

The Gereraf Rule ‘
utes a bvaiver of /19h~

undersfandingly mMadE, Const !
Sucisdicsional defects and defects and dedenses, /nc Judiny
£ constitutional fishts prior fo Fhe

claims of Vielation o
jousness of the matter; Fhe

- Plea. Hotever “['6Jiven the Ser .
Constitiution insisss, amony other TingS, Fhat the  defendant

enter A Cuiliy plea that /5 Vojuntory ard tha+ Fhe
defendont must malte ofher LVers Knotving 17, Fnteltizently
angd Sufficiant @lrareness of +he /‘esz(%ﬂf‘ Cifcumstances
and likely Consequences united $Stntes V- ARui=>=—,536 L/5.
L29 (Loor) (Gquoting Brady . " ted STates, D 97
Specifically, “a defendant €nterin

a Guilty plea mus+ be Aware o+ the natire and crecial
Llements of the offense, the Maximum and any mandatory

minimvm Pe/mH—)’, and -f:(e Nature of the  Constitntienal
Fiohts beiny Loaivey,” Arderson V. Stater 310 51654, 57,

S37 $.£.2d 649 LS| £2002),; citing state V.jjazel
s Sc. 372, 27( € 2 g bo2 (1780 The Valid ity
of o (,/e'Fenz/omtS. Laver does nNo+ fur‘fq on /)/ff ComrNUny e atjor
Wr+h Ccounsel, AWL rathrelr oy +he preSence oFf A ﬁe@fa/,
Supporting +he yalidity of Fhat Liailer.

G2,
Uu-s. 792, 778 C1970) «
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Gee (cHe ast 399 S.c. £9/,732 5.€.2 f70 Jn
this Case sy The 7Frial Court and the Per Couf‘-)’-
ba—ﬂ» Condvited a Q/ef/"ci-en-/-_ AN2LYSS oF Petiticne ¢ tarber;
The record /s Devaid of.any evidence to Supporsy 4 PCER
Courts finding #hat #rial Covnse[’S  discuss/ons (ega.rdiNg
the trailer Lrere at “Lensi)” or detaile’ petitioners il
Counse| @ttt Could ngt fesiify Fhat he o/e-f/‘i’l/"f‘/)/
expiained + petitioner the diffefences beticeen A Tery +oi4f
and A fench 4rial. He AlSo could pot testify Lihethe r~
Petitioner had any questions fesapling that distine #1947
because pe Could not+ recal, but je inexplicably Lrge, Abje
fo festify that petitioner deFinitly Lyaniey Fo Mmole.
forward tith A Bench +rial. The recopy Feflects #ha+

there Lvas ho Colloguy 5,?7“'4’66/3 the cCovry and Petitio pers

Tria| covhsel 21 petitioner regardin, he tva el
pediticner festitied #har he compieted onfy the Tt Crade
ard that he Canmit (ead or turite 44 A PR . 4
" olloquy * ]S defined as “any femmal d/f;cusjfbn,, Stec/,
as an pral »éXc/)a/y)e bettveen 4 70{afne, the //bfecﬂr%af/‘
fhe detense counsel and a criminal detendant /N ishic)
Fhe udpe A5 Cerraing the pefendants Lhderstand /g
of the proceedings and Fhe leFendants R h4s,
Plack’s Law bidtionary 23| ( $the4. 2008) Alse a(e—f}né/
Colloguy A5 A hlsh Lete] serions piscussion”. trebsters
- NVineth et Coi/»g;}.aﬂa bictionary 2 bo £ 9+h e, ‘?5@ See
Ve trorld Dictionary 280 C2ded / 77¢) efining Co//ag/; 5%
AS 4 | ConverSation, esp. g 1+2(Ma) g/};s';mjsfb/;. Confefence .
In Lafry Gene moofe, V. State pf Souph Lafoling,
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[cie as=399 S.c. bff, 732 s€.24 37)
The exchanse that FooK place did not meet even 4 bana/
definition of Colloguy, and falis Far Shors of the “Alsh leves
Serious discussjon) pecessary to Seppoct the Leajber 654
defendonts constitutiona] rishts. Trml cCouvnsels Testimony
at the PR /}earmy does Not meet the “Any eV/a/eﬂce 5#4,,/”49/"
and Jid noa i require the Coupt o Gomfres AFFIOn the PLR
TUuBe ruling. The PR Coury Fovnd that petitioner Luajvey
his rishy fo A Dury Frial, howeier the onty €eVjdence
Supporting At EIroneous determin ation iS iaf covnse s
festimony. Th at festimon y 1i1&Strates A Trial S?l“fa'/"ﬂ’g)’
and decigjon ~making prcess incompadibie Lrih Fhe Pemans
of H-iS Cob (1S WAIVer FuriS prudence., The bare FxeAf
Fhat the Tesiimony eXiSH dees not Mean thar the

‘f.ejaﬁ,,,\cny ConsdiHutes evidence of A vAalid A}/)/’ch e
Under defer-e/\ﬁnl Stardard Review. The tvdiver jn Fhls
Caqse S 50 ppor-ted ,é)’ﬁ Ceomplefe /’chor*g/ 7he

PCR Covrt erred in Findity Fhat fetitioner mafe 4

Ktowing amd Velentaly tvajber of A Sal fpSanc + CUAF

| -ﬁ‘mj in both the State and Felegaf con stivutions, |
Fn this CAse A+ BAR Aprelirte Case Np. 22/6-00]5$3
See spp, 26— X6 C PR order gfanting pe R)ehih

he e »
Lolil Shotd Srining Simularities. Jre stpreme Coert held ot by pige
of Sch Are effecdive onld i /MAde Krotring] ) amd Volunta rj)y,
zdoat 192, 6685 S.€- 24 ar b7]. The Lobrf efamins the
Parfic vlar #2cts and cirtamsteices in Fhe case, backspuny
experitnce and Cordnct 0F Alusel T4, a* /Y3, 56;;62‘/

at bo], See—Spocte V. ST 3] $.L. )35 665 S £ 2 2239
Cl00g).
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Apcuméd T L1,

the post convicHion Relief Judge erred in
pondent Sa sisFied his burdery oF Proving $hat
ve Fof Failing Fo
Tnvaiid

whe‘”\cr‘

Finding Tes5
preilate Counsel Was Fnerrect
jver- o Counse] WA

dectior)y to proceeding pro Se

his A
Raise phe is51e +ha+ his wa

where fespond ent made no ob
he issue unpres‘enfea/ for appeilate Beview

The Ts54€ that Direct appeal attorney Lanel C.purgnt
addressed Was not ob Jected #0 at #ria] and her initia]
Brief resulted ih A Sub stanrial ‘unreasonabte Appiication
of Clearly established Lav as determined b +he
cupreme coury of the united Stares ang har S {matass anl
Jecision making pro€ss ios based on A Unreasonable oetem-
t of the evidence in the $rial

jon OF facts inliyh
whith Eeswffer/ in her litisation berny
Trom felevent Supreme Court Precedet.
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o rohts and that the 10721 udpe AJvised defendent
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nse negpiected fo Stete that the #174 (

Sudse AbuSed piscretion 7 A" pre friaf or Colr £ fhase«
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ConclusioN

A Crimino| defendent has a due process rrig ht +o have his

Case hear‘o’ by a fair and Impartial Judse. See— Sc}, el ter 4,
Mecjure, Y56 w.§. /'S’f, XY C/?g/ j:)', Dve Process Demands /}W/Jarf(fall}’
On the part oF those wwho Funcsion in Judicia |
@af’a-ci-ﬁes) Simi/a rity he has +he right to
2% }1(3’_ CASe jn A Manrrer free from BiaS or fhe desire Fo g
+he Outlome OF the proceedings, COUD Yo Abdase gia £ luence
ST, S7% ot cinyg 797) The Tube in fhiy ¢a5 de,;;fo/ fesfij ;
Coutsel, zur) trial and Said that he Almst gncpatey m;;m
lelltams troutd atfempt-fo AVoid Chayes oatcyme o #rial any
mancpulate The Ploceediss diectlf 6295t 71iaf as he o sectively
unreasonably Relieved counsel, oenied covnsel, denied Jury 4pi, [
SN0 pelares festified At PR heariny See APP. LIL— 233 [ings

|13, See ArrPap T 3o, iines JS— 23, See App 256~
962, And see the seal on App LEY Lokere }’or_/c County

Ceriified #rve Copy is Stamped. See App. 264240

anj Based on +he Citinss in the Concliusion and il gF the
BeSpandent has estabiished @ vieladion 9F his

| or qwq5l..‘/&d/’£r‘a/

have 4 sugpe aSsipne,

fore going, |
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o #/,3 Court o AfFilM Fhe PCR Tudse Qrder
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