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[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[VJ/ For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _A ___ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at - ; Or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[T is unpublished.

The opinion of the _De. SopeciaC court
appears at Appendix _& __ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[V is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was '

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A :

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

. [Y For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Mﬁi,&aﬁi.
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _ A,

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[‘1/An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including fpe:\ 23, 20tq (date) on Sope 1, 2019 (date) in
Application No. 1 & A 944 .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).

J



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

United States (onsituton ; Amendment 5 provides; in pertinent Fa«r‘éi
Ko Pason Shed\ o held to answer Bra ng’:‘fé Ljoroﬂ\crwae/f‘/\ Laon 605 Cme,
Unless on a prasenémnfpr:‘néra#mm{*o@qém&‘sun( voos Noc Shall any peson
De 50b teck for the Same pfensc o \oc—hu.‘eg put in {eofacdy of 1i2 orlimb; noe

She\ e Coy«\(:;d.\e& tn any Ceimnal Cuse Fo be a_ withess 0\7«;/151/ Aemsetb, wthoot
Adwe process of law. (U.S. Const, amend. V)

United Stntes Covxsrfef«‘m'\, Amendment b provides, i n Prrd:nent puf!
Tn Q\ Cesminal prosccuions, dhe occvsed shadl MjoV e fight 40 ¢ vso bhave bhe
ass.stante of Counse] Rrhis defense, (Us. Corst Pmend, \/t)
Unki ted Studes Constitudion @ mendment M provi ses yin Pertinend pacte
No state shatl wabie of erborce ony lawd Wiieh Shall adorisge Ahe Privileqes or
immunities oF Citizens of the United Stafes; nor Shal any Stade deecve any
person o€ Lte, \;b{&1,ofpm[3u41lw;{hav€ Ave Prodess of \ond, I\afduu( 4o oy

Persen wWithin 1S Sunsg,«e,—émn Y e‘iuul Fm‘tecjr:or\ OC{)@ fauws (U‘S. Const. panend.
¥iv)



)

- STATEMENT OF THE CASE

feditioner Lo tWeam Windsor, Cheresnaf¥er (elerred o as " indsoror Cedit ;,»c,n;i)
U Chargcd on /5t Conts an 1212 (Deckelnot ). Loindsor was arciqned on 63/
o113 (docket no.5) Coirndsor lead not guitty. windsor plead gos /{7 on 09/ 09/ 13 (Cockef
10, 32), Windsolsnd ietment was amended /a0 pen Coort, tomdser twas vod /chgeal’(i)ddé’/
Mo, 1), (I rn dser Was Seadenced fo A gears on 12[13/13 (Docket no, o) Lurndsor{iked nofite
0‘£G1)Peo.k on ol (Doctel no. ), Coindsoc's qgfza( wes ablrcmed ©9/15/1¢(Docket 1o,
69), Loemdsor Lile en mofuon foc Correation oF senbnceon 1[10f1 (Docket no,11) Matron was
6 rderturthot Mecdf and Sensedon 110a]id (Docled 10720 Luind sor £iled for B eonvicdim
on 08 23115 (Detet 10.73), motion for Pasteonvicteon felef dis nissed on o330/ 1sBocky
n0.74) Loimdsoe filed an notise of appel o 47/410//5”(/50c,kc15ho.7{’ ) Meton of appesl wos |
clcsmed an 100155 ( Doebetro, Bt), Windsor G wstion Gor postonocetion ek on o6l
13l 1% (doctet no. $2), Motion for postconv ieton densed on 07119165 (Sockekror §3), Windssr
L\t o appea Lorbtn Del Supreme Cosrk (Docke? nor ¥ )sappeal tons densed on ol az/ra(sgn

2nDix Q).



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

ME: Windsor presented 4o the Delowaps Carls Nealy discovered evidnce and @
Claben Yk & e e of Constitotional Lawd made (edroachive i his Case and f (endered
nis conuickion plea invalid.

The De. cs. denied W appliacion Because it (vled Haf ascording 40 i4 cole (16
Gi), e Consideration of newly discosered ouibence ok new rule of woithdrawnd law only
 ajpled o @ Movant thad WS Conuieted af beial rot oo movant Hhad Hook a plez,

This cestecation Cannok Sknd as if Violntes Hhe 5 cmendmend’s Due Prcess Classe
code appliocable 4 Hhe Sties Hhcaugh Hhe 164 amerdrent and equal fteedson Clecseof
Me i b amendment, |

ﬁrvﬁk the Stte Conts ru\»‘mi/' it Prevended O indsor Ecom b nw:nﬂ‘Gr{‘h Q\v(bqr\.‘Z&\o\L.
Cthamendment Claim, frevending Jhos argument Violkted Lo ndsor’s gl

For \ouek qraund purposes, Hhe rewly Aseovtred avidencs s o olFi dauit ‘/ég{v'flom( proving
Wis inpo Cence and fendeed Windsors ples in voluvxjmr1 . The Coort derved Hhe euidense When
 coled windsor’s o dautfs were ambinuous eresags itk fh S operiarCoord (uting s i
it mabes Hhe Court Hhe Sole foed Finder. T an . Sirke, 650 A28 23¢ Del, Boos) Sttt We
alss (QCoV\c[‘n i2¢ thad 418 the $le Provinee of He foet Finder 4o dedarmine witnas Cr‘ex\/"si\i*qj
Ceso\ve Conflicts, in festimeny ) and desw ang inferences Kot pver fcks. The feed Finder
i5 Flce o rjeet ol of fock o ang witness faskimang. Th ek Finder necd ot loelieueeven
UNOnTro veced 4,257@,,,0,,7, We will nof SuhStitote our judgement {%r%he.év{f ndes
Q&Sessmendt in s avea’s ‘

The Coved tAed on ik wihout an 20ide ey Waaring » T ke Courf Los 4o loe he focf
Finder, 11 did 50 tosthout art the ks,



The U6, quremc Coort Coled on Lee sl s, 137 5.64.0958,799 L. £4, @d 474 (aot1) and

Classv.V.5.,i37 5.¢1, 299,400 L. &, 24 37(201%), matmT the pw s¢ withdawal of plecy.
QRbvgackives Th Windsor's pet ion he agued Ihaf the Lower Cont tocld ot ol fow hin o

W th&rasu oF Plecy w in %€ also aqued inelective agsisdunce of Coonsel, Yhat coonsel CoCared
hem inds Jf!,\bwl %P/@. The LowerCourt bas den el tindgocthe g #0 Gegoe Jhs news
Constifotiancd Law, 71 Qoing 5o VrolAted Windswr's Corstifofione (rhds,

Tn e, Kenkocky 471 0:5.319,93 L. B 8055, 107 5,04, (987" Fadure do cpply @
ﬂwg Seclared Constitvtonal cule o Criminal Case ,%nd/'nc[ A Qirec) rUCCW Vidlazes lossie fosmg
of constitotisnal aé&oa‘-c,c;{mr\'f 7o princi ple quided Hos decision. First bhe problem rot qPP[<1 tng
New (oS o Cases perciing on divect review s e octwal me7u.~f7 ot resvlts vho Hhe Court |
Cheosbes wich of @any i ?,ar.1 Sitvated Aelendanks shadd be He Chance benfieier 1 of o new

e’ Second Mk o new e for fhe Condict of Crimi nel prosecution /s #> be appled
(etwockvely fo all cases, state orfeécra[, panding on Actecd review or Moty e Lval, with no
Qtcephon o Cages in Which the News e Constitutes & descloceal” il bae post Y This, the

- Courfs Yoo @he” 55 applied #mpresmLCasa ){Léafe Cass, dnd any Cases Pencsing ot frralyon
Qicect Cevian orapped ory ek notlinal, The_new e 2ven appies o Cases wherr Clgems Loxs
al ""“\‘{ Qﬁe&”é’ by alowr Caurt Xrses on Pevoc Pfecéc\,e,m‘ b ststil sob S ect Lo dicect

Teusew i /lte&/arem Coutt



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: Sune 2, 20/q




