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TSSUES PRESENTED

1. Do to erroneous of +he P QP\ :)udgt order of dismissal.
On inelfeddive ossistance of counsel. Cownsel Called
Yo 'ln\Ies—H%od'e, +o Sub(aow the D.OT- lOShBO)/\ recorels
Crom the correct +ruching Company .

5. Counse) testificd +Hhed Cownsel hireol o. privete
fnv(:%Hcsajor‘ to locate. Pecorls from Pedibioners
previous stedes of Pesiolfnc,\( +ot would assist v
Q. Olm@m%& +Pi0\l R



Stadment o Cose

Dw',n% +he ma\{ OD M Yerm, the Lvex'mgjcon Co-uyﬂ—l, Grand
:YufY indieted \Od"‘ﬁp}ontr Cor Q,v:\'m.mC\) aeunl condud with
O minor , 3rd d‘e(ﬁr@,&; wavima& Sexun) condued with a minor)
alnd Qle%r‘e&') and o counts of seuel explottedion of o
minor, 3rol dﬂ%r‘e;e,. App. Q70-AT1.

- On Apr’)l 25, Qle‘PtJrH:lontr)s {riel begc.n belore the
\-lonombl\c, P\4 HN)X MQMohon w'\jr\\ S‘E’,VU’OJ Pm‘\"(“,ml mokions,
APP_‘_\)' APp. do, 1. 29. Elizcbath C. Bllwood and Sarah
H, Mouddlin representect Pedibioner. App-1- Suzanne M&Yes
and Rhonole, Pcd—hrson f‘e-pr’es&‘rt%wh Yhe stede Ld.

AQ‘\'E’J‘ edl of P&'l{-‘mvw‘)‘i 'Pr"ri:}r';o\,\ mobions were denieg)
and plee. counsel Ceuled Yo subpoena e, proper teuchi
Compony Yo Corroborade. Pm%ijc'towzs e&\f\bit) p(’,Jr"l-{'.\QﬂU\ {iEAQ
Gc)u,@\iw . %pv 150, 11. 5. P&Jr‘r\*‘\oner p\u\) %u;\%t as
indicked Lovthoudy “any plea, negohiodions 1n bhis case..”
App. 190, 11. 4- D, /—\pp. LD, I1. 3-1L. .

Sudae, Me Mc&x’on accepted Pekbioners gu"\\\’\/ plea,
05 Qrex,\v) vo\unj(&m\\{, Kr\owing\.y,&n& 'mjoeﬂi%anﬁ made .
f\pps 174, 11 . 3-15. Pedilioner wos sentenced, o Kw\aﬂi
f\{@cmﬂs) ;mpﬁsonm‘tﬂl’ for crimina) sewmal eonduet with o
minor in the %econd elt%re&; G Cleen \lws) 1'mph5e>nm0ﬁ
Do erimnol sewed condud with o minor 1 Hhethird dhegree;

ten \lms" {mprﬁonmenjr cach Sor lovh coods ok sexwad
»explo\jcoévion of o winor wn the Hhird clkgree, App . 131,1.
q* 182 ) 1.1. All sentences ron C,onstc,w\*\\fe,.l\pp.]ﬂa,li.
J-y.

J



On Morch 4, QD17, Pedidioner Giled o PCR opplication
fr\\c;?v OQ\Q%GQB plecx Counsel weg 1neflective Lor Caling +o
i'ﬂVeS%i%ﬁ% stetioll “exm\pcﬁror evidente. - APP 194 — 19D.
The stode Viled s fekurn on June 13, AD17 Agp. 181~ 2.

fﬂ;'\{%oner\e &v;d&v\l’}&n\ hearin LS \r\dd on PEbrumr\%
A1, A0IZ, before, Hhe, Honoroble, J. Derham Cole. . Pop.
A1, Ales J. Zmroczek represtuted) Pd-’\%'\onzr.j_fd_.
Cﬁﬁol\ e, SCMVL%OM Pepmgglrlcecl the "oJVOﬁLe, I_C_i_,

In an orcder Qled on SE(JJCUV\JOW L, JD13, ju()xi%
Cole clismisseq) pﬁwc‘\omo\ 5 \OQP\ &He,godflon S APP*
Qﬁlo’-&)&qutfw\ge Cole. Sound Yot bétouse 1o
adclitiona] exeul patory evicence was presented ot the,
PR hearing ond ) “( plea, counsel ) feshilied +hod she
Sub poenaed P e)v'tjcibner)s) former 4ruchin emp[m(e\f‘\ or
\b%\)co%s (+hot would have corroboraded Potibioners
alibi)."Td.



1 SSUE 1

Wos  Counsel inefledive Por Failue 4o obbain \mprachment
;.n-?qrme%r'\or\ ‘\‘\N wed Qmaver'n’mg Mc\rY F s p&r\h’mﬁ -\*m:\'

would hove, helped in /Pe?r;ﬁomr defense, od trial-

Counsel Yesti Sred +hat Counsel hirec) o priveded invest -
30()@(‘ Yo 'DCﬁd"}i records from ?d;)‘ﬁ{one}s p(‘f,‘\l\\t‘)ws
stedes of resiclency thak Moy essist in o defense.
ousel wos inellective in V\ejfricv'mcx records i Pebbioner

Previous sfodes of (‘BS‘(C!U\CAC))-

Petibioner hed Cdf‘w@% gww Counsel all +he 'iﬂ’)(JOP‘l'OU\‘t

informatdion on o iﬂvesf'i%c&‘ton on +he Pebitioner From 4013,

Bg Micheel Mpx’t%%brrmr\{ who wos the heoael of Kentuch «55

Dep&ﬁmw% of Socinl SEI‘V\K.L’_ '\ n &d&'lr‘ CD\*"{'\(;‘T\'\QLJV iS

locaded) in Columbic, Km{m}‘uﬁo Peditioner hadl brough‘t

o Counsel odbertion on the Saet that Pedtbioner

hed c«\v\e&ché been invesH%ede @3 Michoed Mond omery

P&P%DOCJ((A]‘»;“» A1 on sexuod ebuse, of (kdm%d

ollegexﬁon . hlc-h Cd' +he. tn0| Og' M(lem,l Mbn{’gomw /e,

fnves{rig(ﬁf on. I wos found conclusive thed allegoiion of

sexucd cbuse of o chuld wos not trwe.

T here 15 o Meosoroble. prohabn'lity thot 18 ool Counsel
would el obtdin the chove information for wnpeschment

b



Pucposes 05 to the Pebitioner cle?m?t, od trig) < The
Pehitioner wowld ot hod p\w@? SwH“Y o, pne count of
crimmnod sevusl condust with o minor Hhied degree 5 One
Count of criminad Sewal conduet with Ch’lY}“ﬂD{",ﬁC.Q,Oﬂ(‘,Q
ole.%r‘e& . And fwo counds of sexusl] *eprﬁcﬁﬁon ot & m‘mur)
thing de,\csrm,a And Would hove, continued demand ins Pohifioness
2 Amendment 4o +eind .

“The -wo —qoaﬁ atandard, ad@p{‘eﬁl in_ Strdhland A~
Wash\ngmm for evolunating cloims of tneftective assictance
of counsel Hoere Cibin o.Mann, We r‘e:ﬁ—e,r@:\“w! ‘hed
E\rﬂhen o Conwieded aekm\@n% cﬂmpla;ns of +he inelfeckve
ot counsel’s CLSSis‘{‘GnQLHr_\r\e defendont Must show +hed
Counsels -representodion Fell bk low o obyective standord
of reasonableness bl U.S. of L3M-L%%, 104 S.C4. ok Jol.
we also held , however , Hod “Eﬂ delendont must show +hed
there 15 o Prosonlole, pmb&bi]i{y thod, bud For counsels
%Proee,ss'zonc\l errors,the result of the processing wWould
bove been dliferent. “Td., o L3104 6 ¢, of 2063

We hold ,+herefore +Hnat Hhe «h,\,oapw{- Crichland ~~
Mm}é@_ﬂ test &Pphw to Cﬂho.]lmggs 4o %WH,\( PLBLXS

bosed on Qnep@td—;w, Q55i5+&n& of (‘.otm,sd.In +he
context of gu.i\‘«Y Pleas. -




Fiost nole of +he  Strichland “\P.\A/&%h;ncjl’m Yest 15 DD’('MMC_‘S
more Hon o restedement of +he standard of otforney
Qompe:\'cn(;e cdr’mc[Y set Forth 1n To fers
SU;{)PO\,jc\ncl McMann v Hichardson ; BUPPEs

The S'CCDﬂd or preiu\&’ie,e 3 ‘r‘eclu{mmﬁmL 5 on the O‘Hm{‘ hcmcl
Focuses on whether G,ounﬁe,l)s Qonsl{{’ujrion&lly nelledhive
ptrC'ormo\nu, 0 Fleitee) the oudeome of the plm\ process. In
ofher words 10 order 4o S&Hspy %hc“pre;)wli ce requirement,
the delerdand must show $hod dhere 1s o reasonble
Pmb&b'n\{ﬂ Yrod, ot for Counsel ’s errors, he, woulel not
hove. pleocled, ?Lu'l andl would have msisted on goi ng

o trial, Hill~v=. Lockhart, sl 1.5, B2, 10k S0+, 300

(1a3®) |

TIn He present coce., decxrly aHornay /Cou,rv;e( , Ms.
Elizobedh C. Fullweod r‘tpresm{‘cﬂ'(on of &pp\iwnj( Lell
bd,bw on Db(&u}i\/t slco.mlowd OQ— PQGSOVIO\b[tQ‘G,SS,CO(‘ cm’l,'ng
}o obtaun '\mptodfmwrl’ 'onr‘m&l'.ion Hok WoS Qoncern{n%
Mww\{ F. rlhing ok would have h&\(gt& n Pﬂjr‘\%ioner
defense. ok Lrial

The Pelidbioner ('\wj(lfltr meets Hoe second pr‘v\,';\)d)' e
Me L\ir‘mm(r,)m}d Ms. Elizabeth C. Fullwood C\“\}*““‘J
'\mpe/c\clammk wlormakion e‘onf.&r‘nim} Mcu*\( F. Rrlins 3

.



s would hove substenh Ly essisted the defuse in
+here. 15 o0 Pepsonoble probabi\'\ﬂ Hhad | bt Cor cownsels
errors , P¥ibioner 1n dhe present Case Would howe not
plead wlly oncl would have insisked For oo Frial
Hillw, Lockhork 474 WS, B3, 10L 5.0+ 366 (1985)

Furthermore, , 4he Qﬁor*n%Y\SQondud' i Hill fell bedow

CN Ob;\&jr\'ve, stendard of com etence and as such
amowireel Yo oo denia) of e;e(zui'\\m ossistance of cowsd,

“The &H‘O\"f\ﬁ\[ fou kel 4o do m'm'»mol r‘esmndn which
rases O Gbuns{—ion of (ock Pe%o\ml{nﬂ e level of Compekente
exhibited \O\/ He, Cdjrorn&y ond the pm:}w?'la'\c\l efllects
these. ochons hoad on Hhe pro ceeq) ingg



TSSUE

\\/L\s Counsel 1ne0Cective, Cor Colure, Yo obtain exwl{ﬁwjfo”(

\ﬂﬁ@f’m&ion Conc,‘e,f‘n'm% l%%;{“lone,{"s ] bcol/]j Q.’\OY‘/] -l/hﬁ
COY’DP.Q:k +‘r’u0)‘\1’h(} C.O*’npom\(m&?\' WOW ln&ve, h&lped Ptn

Q-;Jr{%\oncﬁs Aefense o +ripd.

Qouh?i&\ ﬁ)ﬁ-&m) tHhod Counsel did serve o subpoens,
on htoners «emploYe_r & compory called TTLC cbout
work reconds or )ogloooi’\s . In response Yo +he subpoena,

Coursel got +his lether from the com any 5@‘\1,‘”6 +hoct
H‘ d;d Y\0‘l’ hcwc ]og\oeohﬁ,tldmnic Lbsboo S, -Hm& ewds, or

any othepr \C%“/U“‘“W‘JVS +Hod would "WY&, &5+@1»%th

Petitioners WV\;ns hours ; thed Petitioner wos an over
+he e ‘f’h\/\,Qy\‘%f‘, PMCQ O QIC’C\' Qee QO(’ Hhe workh +he,
Peitioner liel andl +hedt Hhis company submitted payroll
on & Spresolsheet Hhott lists the Plod comount recther +Hhon
Hhe atued hours when ther 6mpl?\z ces work TThe Jetfer went

oN +‘€? 61—\)\1 'ul)s ﬂD‘]’ &,YY\O‘{“DP cernier O\)’\C‘J 'iS ﬂDJC m@luu' ﬂtd
Yo heep \og‘owlfxs or eletronie leabooks.

I# C,Db\r‘\S&l wouloj havz, dbm’., &“k‘\\DPOL\GJ»\ 'W\VE;S{’{ cd-l'on

in o'bjrcu' n copies of Feditonen's logjools - When Counsel
receved the letber Grom The . TF was Counsels dud

+o \om"r\% ’*Hn'\s very ;mpowl'arﬁ‘ pm\o(em to Pehioner
adbention leeo?»’mjre,ly,



Bufv' Counsel od notime even Mmenhion ‘”\S e problem
Yo Ptrtionen, Which Petitioner had o.\pqus atoded
maltiple Himes verbedly to defense Counsel in person.
And olso Petitioner had mentioned Numerous Hmes the
"\'Pudﬂfnﬁ Qomp&n\/ bY name In ldﬁt‘s to degmse, QounseJi’i
obtbice -
T¢ Cowsel woule! have brouglth Hus very 'WY\va‘ié@\YkL
Pv"ob{t’m to Pebtioners odtention. pg,%:{;on&r‘ woulel hove
correctedl the, Counsel’s ercor 1n oblalning +he
logboo!ﬁs Crom the Correct %Lmlﬁing Qomp&n?:. ‘m’_dﬁ' 15
DTL Transportantion +hod dicl employ +he Pekibioner
in ADLE end Q013 oS o Qomp&n)( Clr‘ivu\

“The pejcijciomr\s "\oglooo%s are O Very s%mng ond wite]
V\e\I Piece, OF evidence in Pebivioner delerde . Rbikioness
locations , Himes, ol dotes are oll logaed 1n Hhe \ogboobs .
Which would hove ¢ orroboroded £ 5 Voners alibis end
Yoot would hove helped in Pedibioners defense o 4ridl.

——I—F\er‘&. ;5. O pmsom\ole, PPO})O});\I' +m+ \Q ‘H‘fc\,‘ Qounsd
WOuleﬁ hod bb%dn \’L\% oJoove, ]n(—\obmo&:ion Qor impmd/\mm\:
Purposes as to the pd'ij{\or\u‘ d%@e,m& ok +rio\]f



The Pd'ﬁpionu‘ woulel not hod pleac] 3@.&\/ 40, one
Count of Crimina) sewnd condust with o minor Hhird
(‘)\%V‘UEM Dne oLt o@ Q'Pim’mod St’,xuou\ c.onclued w'\%\n a
Minor Second QL?.C&T‘&:C,' And +iio Counts oF sewal explotboction
o} o. minor, Furd degwe,e.‘-Dl’—)f'\l(\loﬁw Would have, Continued
olemond.; vx% Fc}; jr\iov\uzs inh' Amc,na[muﬂ to +riel.

The +wo port stendowd adopted in Strichland Vi
M&M@m for eveluating Claims of 1neffective, oseistance.
of counsel dhere Qrﬁmg Me Mann, We reitenoded tod
Iwihen o convicked ™ defendant complains of the
nebbective of counsels  assistance the defendont must
Show Hhod Cownsels representadion el below o obctive
stondord of reosondoleness . Hele US. o} 31~ (93, 104
S.lx. oF AL, We olso he,\d) howewer ) ‘Hno&“ [+ cv'leevxclo;&
Mush %}\D\J Yok Here. Is & reasonalole. probabH’lJtY
‘HY)A‘, but for counsels mpmpe,ssiono\) errors, the result
of +\nf, prbc,essin(\ WOulcl hove bten di@@eravﬂ‘.fi.d-, C«f%
LA, 104 S o ALY

\A/B hb\d) ‘H/IE‘/PE,CDPE, thod Hue dwio- POH' Sjcmdﬁ\omd V.
Washington est a@ph‘es to C,ho;‘l\emges 46 (?uil%\( pleas

bosed on |netlective. ossistonce of cownsel . Tn Yhe

Conted o quilby pleos.

11



The fingt hal§ of the Shachlond - \\/&5‘11‘7\(})—,"05’) Jest
15 mtsmu\g more, ton oo Pestadement of Hhe stoandard of

OCHDr‘nJe\f C,Dmpdm er‘wft% Sel Forl% 'm -T&H\-;Jck V-,
| Renc\tv’sbﬂ‘ supra, andl M angy v P\ic‘fmisomsupma

L}

.Thf, 5&0.0)’1(:( or pV‘e,:)ud{ e Peiuu r\ew‘mm% , oNn Hhe angrhﬁm{ .
Focuses on whether Cowree s QDV\SJf'iJrLLHoﬂQN inebleckive
pw@ormnw offected the oucome of e fle& process
Tn other words , in order 4o 56:%(5@\1 the pr‘e,:)Ld{m !
Pe,o‘,c,dmmmjo +he Cl&QUldan(' must show Hud there IS

& reasonsble. PrtbabtlH-Y H\(ﬁr, bud for counsels errors,

he would ok have. pleacltcl ll'l.t,JUY anel woulg have
insistec] on qoing 46 +rig). Wl Lockhart 414 Us.
53,106 Q.0+ 3l(1935)

Th dhe preswjr COST C;(E&r‘l\/ &H'Omﬁy owse |, Ms .
Elivabebh Cfu“Wooo\ (‘e,pv*csmjra%ion of p tonen €]
- below on objedhive standard of reasonabhenss For
Q&ﬂ(ﬂg Yo oblvc\"m lmpmchmg;& 'mpormc&t:on 'H\(E\' WS
Qonwnﬁn% Macy F. fertine +had would have \%lpu}l
1y Riibioner olefiense. od il

“The febtioner Rullwr Mmeeks the second prejudice.

(\'C(\/Ld'{‘e,me,v& \mo\ M%Ekllﬁ\b&l’h QF&“WOOCJ CkQO‘/b&;r‘ed
\mpwm;eytjt' “mgormo}'ian Qan(uim'mg Mar\/p&rkl’ﬂs .

12



“Ths would have 6\AJ)€>JMM"|\\Y ossisted Yhe debense i1n
“there. 15 o Peasonable pm\oa\oim{\f et bt Gor eounsel's
Trrorg, Pﬂ}vflldonei‘ "1 n lc'\m preé eyﬂ’ ose, wotdcl h&v& no{'

lead %dkl‘c\/ and would insisted for o triod Hillw:
Lgshgi, M US. 58, 106 §.C. 3Ll (1935)

F&P{’Mmopg)%g c\ﬁchn&\;ﬁ conduch in Ha” Cell bdo\n/
en oQpetive stordand of compebence and as such
aMmunted to dtnicJ of %@G&dﬁm ‘QSSES“GR@_E, b@ Counsed .
“The Cd'{'om,e_,y C&( ltof Yo do miimol Pesesrch Wl'u'e_h
farses O OLLL&%%\{ on 0(2 c&d’ DQ%C\ICU u\% “the l‘e,vc,l Oc
Qompe?re'nw; exhi bibed b\/ the odtorney oad e
p‘t“e;\u&fc,éal efPecte these adions hod on the
Pro@aﬁﬁb‘mg,.

13



LS5UE

Wos Counsed imeffechive for Faulure Yo obtan 'Impmchmev
nformetion on Mcwy F. p erhing ancxmfmg Hm{'ud/xlje
qulnmeﬁ of Socie] Service records andl D:O.T.
10%5 C-r?om DTL TI‘OY\SPO\"{’CCHDV\ “+had wouldl howe.
he,lpeei Phibiones defense ot Hriad.

Qe)riﬂonep trove peference to and incor*por‘cdor
the, fecds in Tasue L ovel I 1n Hus seetion Cor
r‘e,“e,(:-,

" There 15 o. reosonoble Pmb&bH 1+Y +hod: 1€ el
Counsel would el obtain +he above jaformadion

Cor impeschment purposes 6s 4o the. Rehitioner
defense, o driad . The Petrioner would not hod pleod
%u.'\\%y ‘o, one. caunt of ceriminel sesuel corduk with o
M‘Nor‘ Seconal dﬁgr‘%w One count of Qri'm'mol Se\cu&l corpluck
with o Mivor Hird deqree- And +wio counts of sexua
explortation of o Minor, third degeer, . And wouldl have
Continuecl Clemcmclr‘n% Poddioners G Amendiment 4o
—‘"f’\’@\;l .

_ﬂ“& +WO‘ pw‘Jf s%wﬂord &Dlop+e&' N S)rridk\cmd V.
Woshingten for m\mm aims of ineeckive assistance
of ourse +here Q,\lrm% ¢ Mann y We  rerternded Hod



[Wihen o. convieted deferdant complasns ol +he
nebbechive. of counsels assistance , +he deferdand must
2how o Cou-nﬁ&,',)s r‘epre‘éeﬂtc&‘tom @tll below Q
dojective, standord of reasonableness “Hel U5, o
L97-0639, 104 §.(¢. aF 065, We olso helcljhz)wwe,r,
Hod T defendont must show Hod there |5 o
[‘eqsonob\?/ Prb\roabilerY *H/Ylf, \Dui' ?of Qumsd% N r‘De&ssfcm.l
errors, the pesult of the processing woulel hayve @mn

differenct.“Tal., of LA, 104 8.0+, ot Q0L3

We holc) )%we,@bv‘r;ﬁﬂnf e "I'WD-Pc\rP Sjrv‘iclﬁkmd W
\Whshi n%{'bn Yest (Lpp\n'es +o (‘J’laﬂeng'es Yo 3‘*“ H\/ Plﬁas
based on ineffechive ossistance of munsel Th $he
Corvtext of 3&&\%7 pleas " The, Cirst half of +he Shrielland
v \shinglon test is notning more +hon 6 restabement
Oc “he S'L’g}’wlal‘cl, 0(2 O..H“or'n-e,\/ Compe:kmoe, olr*eooly set
Forth in _lo]lelt v, Hendlerson supna, )QY\d ‘MCM@Q
L R\'c,hm\clson y SUPMG»

“The gecond or pwé\udice, Ptq/uir\e, mmt,‘or\ the obher-
homal . Focuses on Whe:Hnu‘ Qounﬁel,)s Qonslnh&ionodh/
ine Mective. pefcwmw\& aftecked the outeome of Yhe

Ple& pme\s's . 1n odher words, \n order Yo 5&{5@Y +he
‘ Pre;)uotfc-x, r\qujmnen]r) Hhe deferdant must show Hhad

15



Fhere 15 o reasoncble PI‘ObG\b;\H’\[ thod, bud Cor
Counsel s errors, he. would not have ple()d&cb LUH’}/
oand woulel have insisted on 36m<3 totrial . _HL_
Loehbork, 4 US. B3, 106 S.Ck. "3l (1995)

In *‘H\e, Pf‘esmgc Coze C,\Wl oaH’om\a,Y/ Qounstl,Ms .
E«\ll&bEHf) QFuHWDDd [\epr‘té oYion Oe‘ PQJF!‘HOQ‘QT QE,H
\Delbw N ob;\v,c}c'w& SMVAQM 09 Pe&Son&bltnesS ) Qor
(}QJHY\S to obtain "m E&ﬂ.\ﬂn’)@’fk "meo\"rvmﬂvlion +h(x,\7 WO
GOYLQU‘Y&f\% MON‘\‘ F. rerhing %M%IWOLQ& howe hglpeﬁo
’\'(\ PEA’;JQ’LDY\@(\ CL&@EILS& 0:’( “h‘l(&l.

The. Pﬂjﬂjﬂ'onfr «CuH%u‘ meets the ‘5&stnof ijuc\im
Pe%dmmm%hao\ Ms.ﬂimloe% Q.Funwoo acquined
’_“;\P‘Qﬁkﬁlﬂm&j& informodion Concernin MO\P\[ F-P:f(’:k;nsc
Ths would hove subs%rmjr;\\\{ assisted +he defense,
in there 15 o neasonable. pmbabllflcy H\&:l)bu& Cor
counsels errors, Pd"\ﬂon%ﬁ in +he @m%ev\% Case WOLLH
hove nok p\e&d uf\ lJm}a omd WDUJOP ins iched) D@r %r‘ic’\,l
Will v, Lockhart 414 US. B2, 106 4. 3l (1985)

Furthermore , the oc&omcgs conducd 1 Hill Sell below

on obiechve. SJfGWngol D Qompel»evm c\pol 0% Sue N
aoonbed 1o o, denid| of c0lubve sssiskance o€ ooursd



- The Oﬂ@rn& @'m( ‘M:D to do m’m\mcm\ oe,s‘md/\' W‘N’id{\ -
paises o, C\/Ut’f)‘l}'\@ﬁ | 9@- foet re%ardi'v% Yhe level of
Compekence exhibted 'b\( he, Cc\%mcy cnal he, |
Pm&u&ic‘;\o& effects Hhese C\Cj{ons \MOQ on M’m
pr‘oaaechmj. | - ‘



| Qona\us‘l'o_w

Aqein, the. pebitioner proys +hed this Court
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