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Do IN THE UNITED STATES DISFRICT COURT FOR THE
o NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ATABAMA
SOUTHERN DIVISION

RONALD PATRIOK SWINEY»
Petitioner,

ve, CIVIL ACTTION O, 96-p=2823-g

CHARLES E. JONES, et aly,
Respondents,

comes now the petitioner in the above-styled cause and respectfully files
with this ponorable court his reply to the Respondents' answer to his petiti-
on Fer yrit of Habeas Corpus ;

the petitionexr recognizes that the duty of the writer for the Respondents
is %o defend & oouviction onee the conviction has been effirmed by the ocourts
of appeals. However, the petiticner believes that it is unfair and sgainet our
Jurisprudence to defend a ecenvietion for a capital murder vwhere the record af~
firmatively shows that his c¢onviction is the direet result of/ mt:flesal
representation, yor examples WO Motion for piseovexry was filed. yo motien for
the guppression of statements made and evidence to be wsed at trial, was ever
filed, How can a man receive a fair trial under the above and other circumsiances?

Petiticner further believes that an objective reader ( after reviewing the
evidence used to convict him ) would have no other sltsrnative but to sonolude
that petitioner's trial counsel was petently unprepaved to represent his client,

To establieh that trial counsel was ineffective, a defendant must show that
it fell below an objective standard of reasonableness, and there is a reascnable




