
be oonsid€ed that therc could lllve b€en no Nfficidr trial sEat g]/ tojEtii/ hial eounslt

aclions or inactiqs as sei forth in the prcoeding isss, whicb, in reality, is the only horcst

position $at could t e taka. Ifcouns.l had a good st ategy rc6on for $ch actiom, rhen rhey

would not have hGilated to eswd &e questions *idrin efibns " H & I ".

ID tbe qse ofEx plrte Axel ?57 S-w'2d 369 (Tex. Crim. App. 1988) th€ colrr

"We hold rhat trial couNel, rct.ined d appoirred, hs th€ duty, otligarion dd

rspouibility to cmslt with dd ftlly advise his client @nceming meaning

and eff€ct ofthejudgment Mdered by thc @urr, his right 10 app€al &on that

judenent, ihe n@essity of giving notice ofappeal and taling olher steps to

pursue s appsl, d wcll ?s ex?Gsins his profsional judgnent as to rhe

po$ible grouds for alpeal md theii tudit and delinealing advantages and

disadvantages of appeal."

Thatlolding should be conshned to include rh&t the dnomey al6o has 1be duty and obligarion

lo .tuwer fie questim of why?" ccrtain trial adids wde lrk@ when rqu*ted by the

clidl on app@l or wit.

CLAIM FOR RELIEF NIJMBER NINETEEN

APPLTCANT WAS DEPRIVDD OT HIS CONST. AMEND. VT GHT TO

DFFECTryE ASSISTANCE OI'COUNSDL ON DIRECT APPEAI, BY COUNSEL

TAILING TO OBJECT TO TIIOSf, MATI'ERS SET FORTTI IN THIS WRIT AS AN



INSTANCE OF TRIAL COUNSEL BEING I\EFFEC I IvE,

CLAIM FOR RELIEF NT'MBER TWENTY

APPLICANT WAS DEPRI\'ED OF EIS CONST. AMEND. VI RICHT TO

EFFECTIVE ASSISTAIICE OF COUNSDL AT TRIAL BY THE CTJMULATIIT

EFFECT OF THD INSTANCES OF INETTECTTVE ASSISTANCE SE'I' FORTII

HEREIN AS INDI}1DUAL CL{MS FOR RDLTDF.

Applicani would ask the CoDn ro cotridq .ll of the issues within this srit

conplainanr oltrial counsel's ineff@tivme$. To thh coBidd the cuDllative effect ofall

ofthose individual instmces ofineffeclivo€ss claimed herein or the €ntne triat. As each of

thc clained action would necr lhe IiFt prcng ofsfticklard, supra., s wouldlho cumul&1ive

effect of all considered tosother. It would gEatly cnhuce lroof of dre prcjudjco prong by

considdng lhe enrire ctrmulative effecl ofthe instancs of iieffective asistance clajned

herein- On this basis Applicatrr would 6k this Conn b ganr ihis writ, ed nlrimatety order

his release frcn the unlawtul sdtence ofd€ath thal he is now sfling.'to ultituiely reveEc

rhc convicrion herein, ed remud lh6 c6e to the r.ial coun foi a new triat.

Likewise, Applic@t would claim thlt since direct apt@l counsel faited to raise th*e

issues ofineftective assisian@r', that faor i. and ofirsclfis inefective a$i6tance. This issue

is beiig presented, as a cautiondy move rot to waive these claims. T 'lle sam€ prccedurc for

'" CouNel acknowle<tsG thal Dosl oflhe tAC c66 tnat mi.ale tom lhis Coun
disounse IAC as a claim on diet app€I. Eva s, lhis i$ue js pl&ed neEin $ rbar lheE will
be no doubt b rhat all of$c slate Medi€s havc b€d ex}lausted 6 they pcnain to rh6e claims


