
By the Court I will do that- so dilercd-" (RR4, 13,14)

Thd the Couit stlred ro Mr, Amold: 'As ofiodly's date }!u have got the file.

Look at the file. You will be rcsponsible for $e motids, th6 requests, court

dats, looking at the file, investigator, et cetera?

ByMr. Amold: I will be back wilbiag the ndltwo or thre ddys wit a sdies

of notioDs in th8t rcgd4 Judge.

By tne Courr Okay." (RR4, 14)

CLAIM FOR RELIEF NIJMBER ONE

THE R.EMOVAL OF ATTORNEY WAYI\IE EILI. \ITII{OUT NOTICE OR A

TIEARING, AS HIS ATTORNEY AFIER TWO \'EARS OF AN EXSTING

ATIORNEY CLTENT RELATIONSHIP I'IOLATED HIS U.S. CONST. AMEND. \'I

RIGET TO COTJNSEL AND EIS U.S, AMEND. Y & XIV RIGET TO DIJE

PROCESS.

"....€nnsel, evd ore who no. bcq tully comp.nsr.d for pst sdices or

compemated ftr tuire seNice, cfuot bow out wilhont notice to the court ed the accused

md fdstlate forcver e@sed's rights io prctect his vitd iniercsts. 'Atilm v. Urit€d Stst€s,

406 F. 2d 694 (5 Cn. 1969)

It is cletr that o attom€y/client relationehip qist d berween Wsyne Hill and

Apdicmt. It is also cld that rclatio$hip was strained e evidnced by aU of the

orcponde.ce iDcluded within the Cle.k's Rccord of this @N. The shoined rclationship



w6 caused by a ftilure lo comuicale betwed cousel ad clidt- Clidt did rot lnow or

nnde6ldd whal counscl w6 doing in prcpdno for the tiial oflhis cac€, md client made

uris fact cl€ar ia aU oftho comunicariotr bet*em ctimt od rhc cout that are now foud

in rhe Clerk's R@ord. Stdined 6 it may have been thc client hld a U.S CONST. AMEND

vI & xlv Due Prccss. nght nol to have th.t relatioshiP tevded by the Coun or his

attoBey *ilhout notice Ead a h@ing to detcoirc if that cose of conduct was '€63ary'

ln dy attoocy/client relationstip it i6 ihe climt's intffib ttEt de ldamount An attomet

mdy not like his clien! but that wodd Dot justiry a severalce of th. rclationship ro the

detrinent ofilre client- The right to noti€ ud a hedine, even ifin cmeE. is 5 !6ic dne

prcces right of thc cliat before the 6un co emarily.llow the attomev to wilhdraw ln

this cse it is clear thai the attomeyws allowed to wilh&aw wiihout any Precautions having

bem takon !o e.sure that Appli(n{ would not be hmed becanse of the moval Alplicant

l6t 1is m6t jmporlant wiiics in tne hial, his fathd, duc to the geat iimc lalse betqe€!

indictm@t and hial. Sone oflhis laFe was caused bv lhe rcmoval ofhis anomev witbout

On Novemtd 10, 2003, a speedy trial is$e ** la*@ up bv the Court. Walde Hill

war called as a witiess at that ne{ing, and at that hding hc was 6ked if lbe defedan!

indicated 10 lhe Colrt rhat he wmted ! s?@dy trial- Even though the Clerk's Record oftbis

caus€ speals for itself on his rePeated rcquests for a speedy hiat, Mi Eill rcsponded "I

b€lieve that's wlFt's reflected in the lerler tl,at vou e holding." (RR6, 61) In rcfd€nce to
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one ofthe letteE thlt is included in ihe Cl6k's File Also' at ihis hearjng $e $ate delved

i o the ending ofhis anoFey/clientElsti@shipwitl Alplicmt Whercin the Srare staGd

By the Slat€: "And the way you. relationship mded with thtu dcfendant is _ -

as I .ecall it, wd bsically th€.E ws a hding before Judse St'icklit' where

le said in so lmy word! he didn't wdt you to he his lawler evmorc?

By Watde Eill: I lefi his rcpsentation lt v6 prcbrbly . munrat situa!@-"

ER6,63)

By Kelly Siesl* ' Judse thft mieht be some cases where vou colld pus! the

blMe a little bit or this sid€ ofthe i.blc for a c6e taking so long to go to tial'

ifyou evd wmt to sty tlEt this orc hs iakeD t long time lo go to t'ial' vhich

This, however cannot P$ibly be apPlied in tlis case As vou rcmembc.'

bei.g g6nerou! when I refo! to the defmdet, he is a litd€ @nrnry, dd 4 von

r@all , because ihese ltwy6 wqt not Prcs$t duriag rhe time that Mr- EiI

reprs€nted this defm&nt.

Fi.st of all, ev€rytody in the rcom wolld aeree as lo what a gear rlxtation

theF wa ho h{ing whftin Applimt ws p6ent &d gilo nolicc that Mi Itill
wted oftnc cse. Mi IIiI said nothina atout lh@ being 4v ethicar prcblen onlv that rl vd
PROBAaLY a mutuol sftrtion.



for olr rimiml defense la*yes Mr. HiU ld in t}ln building od in tle corn

louse all doMd liouston, Tqs.

And for lhe defenddt to rry md pnl some kind of blame o Mr, Hill for the

fact that the cde hasr't come to trial rigbt now is pretty mnch ridi@lols. But

you will rccall that the r€laiioship rhe defoddt had wilh Wayn€ Hill by the

tihe rh€ir relanonship eDded, wd pretty mucn . difficdt rclatioDshi! between

the two ofthen." (RR6,68,69)

Tlere c€.tainly is no rco!4 orher thm the lette$ witten 10 ihe cout lhat appeai in

the clerk's {il€ to r€flect th€ intm.l workings of the attomey/cli@t rlatjonship betwen

Applicant ald M.. Hill. Wtat or how KeUy Si€gle. could know abour how the sttomey/client

relationship ws opeEting is not shoM by the rccoid, but she 8we Mr. Hill a cn&ce io srat

why he wd removed &on thc cse ed he slaled llEt he believed it was a mutual situation

Therefore, he ws coret that ftd his p6p@1ive he wmled out, but therc G .othing in the

record to show lllat Applicst had a say in the d.cisio. whatsoever. Also, it is clear tbal Mr'

t{il, when ude. oat\ made no rentid whalsoever ofoy elhical dif6cultie he was having

In this cse i!is cledthat attomey Wayne Hill dd the Cort hest€d ttE atlomey/client

r€latioGhip ofApplicdt ed Mr. Hill s Ml. Ilill's relarionshi! md diat Mr. Hllh lart of

the rclationship w.s lhe .tomindt ponid. Thai is the l€sn ttat ApPticdt was not srven

nonce o. a charce to be }€rd at the dp&te hding to allow Mr. Hill to wirhdraw,


