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SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

Uhether Hhe Lotver Couets Committed cansf,-fuﬁb,gl error hen i1 dm:cl’l’ke,.
Peti 4;onec's pesttonvicton metion P@,Sen/'a'mi Newcty drscoverad evidence and a new fule
o€ onstitutoonal Jaw when i€ deemed he wns /ne!.-? ble betasc did nof go o trel bof
took aplew.



__BRGUMENT

The fedidionec amues thad Under 27 U.S.C.A 2257, that +helower Courts
Committed Constitutionel ecror tohen it denied hig motion fo. Withdmwal of
Plea, The Petidioner pres ented theVowerCoorts Loith Newly S0 Covered ev,'dente
and o Cleasmm thal ccnew e of Constitutional Vow mede retrocctive in ks Case

" The lower Covrts denied Peditioners GPPIa'Qa:h‘dr\ because it roled ot aceod ing
Jo its (ule, 4M¢cn5:‘dcro»+.'or\ of newh' Aislovered euidence oc New h, fi\e of
Conshivtional Yaws only app led 4o e defendent thaf was Convic fed at 4rial not a

_cefendant thal {-wtmp\en... This Godrredion Gnnot Stand cs o4 viclptes +he B4
Amendments Due Process Clawse made applicable 2o The States through fhe 1M 4k
Arendment and Equal frotection Clase of the 14t Amendment;

Tn G fedn v, Kendueky, 479 0.5 34,93 L. £, 2d 688,707 8. ¢t (1942) Hai\ure 4o qpply
°~ﬂeu:l1 declares Constitotional vule fo Cormincl Cases Pmdrn? ncicect feview
Violates boaste Mocms of Constitutiona) aé\',udcccch‘or\': Tiwo princ: ples 70"4@ dhis
decisions Fiest, the prdolem not C\-P‘)\z.ll‘ﬁ(l New Tules to Cases I)mdm? and diteef review
's the cedual :‘nectu-‘il.i that tesutts tohen the Covrks Chooses Lohich of Many Si'mi 7om,
Siduetes defendarts choold be the chanee bensfic i ery’) of onew cole. Second,, Hhat
A new Chefor Hhe Condoel o€ Coiminal prosecution s'sfobe apilied (etrooets vely 40 afl
Cses, stote or fedeca\, pending on diceed reutew ornot et Final, ik no eceeplion For
Cases # n hich Hhe new Cute Consttotes a Clear boceeX! with the ,0151*: ‘ Thes, the Courts tew
fula /s opped tothe present Cases fibur e Cases, and any Cuse ,aend;n? ot trial and d. rect
feviewaon cxaﬂ)en\ a(“.’a—k no\ & m:-.\‘-’ The New Cole quen Qpplies 40 Cages (Where “u‘ Same Claips
Was ojmé.1 {‘{jec-l'eé b(l o Nower Coork lnsed on prio r}:redwien‘l‘ , bot sl Subseet fods rec«[~
feview in the .Sqf)(zm( Cousd,

Detawase Coprts denced the P&‘h‘honcr;‘j mofon, whieth Violates Wis Blh D mendmend



AREUMENT

- Cight for newly discouered. evidence, Which ars. Ahe affidavits 2 see (axh:bit A),

This Coorks as Cded in khe Same Focks in ClasS v, .5, 139 5.¢4.7 9%, 200, L. 63, 27
Gotg) A fickval pred ceude hak Covld ok have Veen Previously discovered theough the
d()\‘c‘enef,lmé-kh.ﬁds unc\erlc,mel theClegm Lvold be SoFfCient o establsh Iy
Clear and ConV incing evidence Pl bt for constibutional error, Ne fewsonaole
LockCinder Looutd Nave Cound the aPPL‘ch— quitty of +he uné{d.1.-n7 offense,

The lower CLourts adse Uiowmtet Rebitionery 6Hh Amendanend rrq\n-i—, co Lokich the
Supreme Coort (Oled tn Leenutls,, 1315.e4, /95K, 195, L £4.24 974 Z,;on), The adopdion
of the pio-se cole,

This Qouct oows o felidioner Fo motion For w ihdrancd of pla, tWhether he
Went fo trval o Cen oo Peas The \ower Snodd wave Fo foitow 4\\:; seme Cule,
Mosd importantly %aco“—\ran.-,\? effeat of Lederal law vnder A8 US.CA, 2244
(022 (b) | Lmieh allows Cotlateral atlack with np Limidadion Loken &
Pebidioner dnyes o Pen, was violated thea the stpte Courts Gosred o Lollow his
Lrdwal laws g Suth, Yhig Pedidioner ceguesis a {‘d\e&ﬁ‘nti becate oF the Cm’df'd’-'hr,

ebect o Federal law not followed by Ihe state Lovrts,
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CEATIFICATION OF COUNSEL

L, Witiram WINDSoR, Pro-sE, the pekitioner presents dus metion for
fe\\eaﬂnc\ in good faithn ana not ‘Fo(de\m‘ becavse s motion i 6 (estrieded
fo the qrounds specifed in the 0.5, Supreme Court Role 44, paragraph 2, S,><c;90q[{1
beecuse 0 -lhe,Qon{m\lmc( effect of federal lowy,

Dofed, Qedetner a4, 2019 (s Ldandaen
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