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QUESTION© PRESENTED

"The issue before 44115 Court is 44ifid 44\eve is v\o bright-line

Such as voluntaryrule, which would prevent other homicides

nslaugkf vehicular homicide fr< being used as underlying 

'felonies to support felony murder. As of August QOOS}tb states

er orvv\a om

in 44ie United States has a -felony murder rule'i and federal law

recognizes the felony murder rule as well. Xn ^OOt, when peti­

tioner went to 4rW , felony contributing to the deprivation of

in death under O.C.&. A- /&"/<?~f(hX^^^

a

was a.resul4in\TY)inor J ,n

Specific homicide which carried a penalty of one to fide years when

death results. However) the above mentioned homicide was erroneously used

murder. Petitioneras an underlying felony to Support -felony

Cons id era fion ° fsentenced to life imprisonment without Qny

O.C.G.A. IG'12'I. This issue thus

was

the lesser homicide under

presents t-he following Question ,



QUESTION© PRESENTED
- Continued"

CAN VOLUNTARY MANSLAUGHTER- OR ANY 

OTHER HOMICIDE RE USED AS AH UN­

DERLYING FELONY TO SUPPORT FELONY MURDER?

Under the Supreme Court of Georgia'-s Court Rules (pi it states

a party seeking to -Pile certiorari in the United States Supreme

Y-emrfhf UrCourt must tirst -Pile a motion to stay the

which shall malude a concise statement at tke issues to be raised

days after judgement. Pefif/oner dnd fV/e & fiine/y 

motion to stay the vervntKtuY~ along with a concise statement 

of tke issues to be raised. See(Appendix c), However >

within ten

the

Supreme Court denied the motion to stay the remittitur without

reason or explaination. “This issue thus presents the -following 

question I

XS THE HIGHEST STATE COURT OBLIGATED



QUESTION© PRESENTED
• Continued -

TO hold the record of the case.
XF PROPERLY REQUESTED TO Do SO, 

WHILE A PETITIONER SEEKS CERTIORARI. 

IN THE US. SUPREME COURT?

Tke 'Supreme Court oP Georgia in a completely different 

case, V\/j 111gms V The Slate &a (£>$&, qq(5S(qojo>)

presented with fhewas issue of whe+her or nof -the

prior £013 Code Section 0f OX,<*A. I6W3 -1 (bXsX^jXOCX)

-felony confribu-fm^ -fo 4he deprivation of q 

m death

minor resultiry

was a separate and distinct homicide which has

if H could support'itvS pm&tfy Tor death andown

■felony murder. The Supreme Couri of Georgia 

mous/y agreed "fhaf rt\\e plain and unambiguous

unam-



QUESTION(5) PRESENTED
- Con+inuect-

I under O.C-Ci'.-A. Ke'fSl-1 (&X3Xd,,M(e) Specifically provider

VV //
ffpecifio penally for fke deaff of a child and therefore 

canncf supporf -felony murder. Uln Wi i It am 6 V "Tke Strode QQ*? 

Ga G>33, 7<?f 5-£f. a.d 55f^oifc) Allan Ray Williams was charged

wulfipU counfs of -felony murder -for Hie deoHi of a child, 

JUSf as Anthony Tawon Williams in fke presend case. ‘X_n 

bofk Cases one of fke -felony murder counfs \Nas predicted 

or based upon -felony contributing do dhe deprivation of a minor 

nesultiny in decefh, ICn Allan Hay Wlllicuns/ case the Supreme

corrected this obvious error of law, and as

i-fs own

wrfk

3
Cottrf of Georgia

a result y Allan Ray Williams Was -Pound guilty of -felony

COhfribuffna fo fke deprivafon of a minor and sentenced7

fo Seven years for fke deaff of a child, TLn Hie present



QUESTION© PRESENTED
- Qon~Hnue d -

Cour-f , obvious mr»isapplic*-+ionCttSe, now before 4fns

of statutory law haS nof been corrected and jAnthony

'T^won Williams stands Convicted ot /f-fe. imprisonment

opportunify Ots Allan $.ay Williams toWithout the same

be considered tor ttie lesser homicide under O. C G.A. /6-/2 -/

CbX3Xrf-,X,^€'). Tfus issue presents t-iie -following question

WOULD TT VIOLATE EQUAL PROTECTION 

Of THE 11* AMENDMENTS M PROCESS 

CLAUSE LEE ANTHONY TAWON WILLIAMS 

WAS NOT GIVEN THE GAME OPPORTUNITY

A5 ALLAN RAY WILLIAMS TD BE CONSID­

ERED FOR the lesser Homicide of felony 

Deprivation resulting in death, since



QUESTION© PRESENTED
- Continued ~

THIS HOMICIDE was erroneously

USED AT TRIAL AS AN UNDERLYING 

FELONY IN SUPPORT OF FELONY MURDER?



LIST OF PARTIES
[3 All parties appear in tfie caption of tti© case, on the cover page.

k/aii parties do no+ appear in -the caption of 4f\e case on +he cover 
page. A list of all parties fo ttte proceeding in ttie cour-t whose. 

Judgement is 'fhe sutyecf of ttiis petition is as follows l

Greorya t^eipax-tvYven-V ofGreg Dozier > Commissioner of

Correcf ions*

Grinf C. Malcolm) A-Hoaiey for Respondmf 

t^eparfmenf of Law Affo

Georgia.3
rney Generals Office.
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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 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at__
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

to

M/A ; °r,

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at__
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

to

N /ft or,

[ ] 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,
[ ] heis been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[Vi is unpublished.

The opinion of the CorpuK Tr/flV
appears at Appendix —B to the petition and is

court

[ ] repprted at ; or,
[ 3 been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
M is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was _tJJA___________
[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
and a copy of theAppeals on the following date: ____________

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including_______
in Application No. __ A

(date) on (date)

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

[j/f^For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was NiOtf. n .
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix A

[ 3 A timdv petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
----- N fn----------------------- , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix______

[ 3 An extension of time.to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including _MIA_________ (date) on_______________ (date) in
Application No.__ A_______

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

-2-



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

SiX'ffi A pw end mentis "rigM- effective asstVfuHce o-f course.[* 

SI X'Hl Amend wehfs vVt<jhf be infcrrvied of -Hie nature cause 

of 4tte accu safion''

Fourteenth Amendment^ ^ right +0 ec^u&( protection

ft> Oy -faW trial / und^ 44w?

under"

We UW and (ijht

t>U£ Process Clause,f

Official Code of Georgia Annotated I6r 13 -1 60&Xd'O^Xe)

-3 -



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The petitioner, Anttany Tawon Williams, in the case now

before this Cour-f went to trial in 3009 and the State, used
(ge-e App™**? Counts)

underlying -felony to support felony murder.A 

a State, habeas corpus that this misappti-

ano+her homicide as an

Petit i on er al l eg ed i n

tat ion of statutory law resulted in several constitutional violations,

included the (0^ Amend want riejht to effective Cissisf&jic#. of 

counsel y llfM Avrendnymt's riah'f to a -fair trial and the (jfi J\~

Which

Ymrdnxmt right ti be i nton'vud of the nature and cause of the.

accusation. Tke state habeas corpus Was denied mainly on

the. gVound that Since the petitioner- only stands Ci
See(Af>p<mei iv B).

of felony vvitvrder hts grounds are naoot. ^ Further}

habeas court justified it«S denial by statinj that tiiere. 

was no way his trial attorney

on viated

the.

) smce, she is not

cYairvoyatt/, Could have possibly known that another homt-

-4-



cicte Could nof be used to support -felony murder.

I he same issue was then appealed to the Supreme

Court of Georgia Which was also denied s even '■bhouyh

the Supreme Court of Georgia had unanimously ruled 

on the very exact same issue m 'Favor of ano'Hiesr

)

dtfendanf, See Williams V The .&Foote. £99 Gq 63a, 79/<S.E.<PJ

55 (stOKo). The of her defendant, Allan Williams was

■found guilty of the lesser homicide/ after the Supreme- 

Court of Georgia ruled that it Could not support
SeeCAppendix t)

murderl Veh ftloner Anthony Tawon Williams now■felonY

asserts this would violate ec^ual protection under the 

14^ Amendments Due Process Claus 

afforded the Same opportunity #6 Allan Ratf Williams to 

be Con.sid.ered tor the lesser homicude, Petitioner Wso

if he was nofe

alleges that the Supreme Court of Georgia attempted

-5-



-fo "Hiwarf his right to fife certiorari to the United 

States <5uprerne Court by denying his motion to <stay the 

r'ewHttifurj although oitl o-f the required procedures 

Carried out correctly. T”he Supreme Court o-P Georgia 

re-fused to hold the record ot the ca.se -for r\o apparent

were

and without explaiiruhion.reason

-<b~



^ '

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Felony murder \$ a homicide, which effects 90% of ti'ie

Uni-fed Stfries. 'This is an ISSUe of notional /m porfance^«

As 4he IfrW Stands there bright -fine rule, Whichts no

would prevent the prosecution from another homtusing

underlying felony to Support felony 

This C-OUr-f is beinj called upon 4t> establish precedent

tide As an murder.

Which Would prevent Such errors of law in the future*

An ounce of prevention at Wor+h more than a pound

of cure. This issue Could uery Weil arise in the future

and there are Several other cases in QeorgM uJhich have 

also noi been Corrected. HJ-f the United States Su-

pfewe Court passes on this issue} then who uiilf Cor­

rect if. ~The Sup has th eirCourt of C?e&rgiaretne

-7-



Court rules Set up in <x way that basically allows

to rev few a petitioner^ writ of cerWoraxi'fkevn 4fie right 

to the U£. Supreme Court, and ffven decide whether

or nof if i5 w^rtky of review. Tfaw /V a Conflict

of interest (f tf?? highest state Court beinj aJm//enjed

(5 allowed to decide if a petitioner is ait* wed bo pursue 

Certiorari to the United cStates Supreme Court. 'This^ 

issue must he (Addressed to prevent Such occurrences 

in the future. ~The Qear^in Supreme Court should

h Mi mo ri^jhf to prevent pet toners from filing 

Cextiorari to the United States Supreme Court simply 

by refusing to told the record of the 

Tke E(jual Protection Clause of the Amend merit 

prevents the government from treating similar ly situ- 

oAeoi person* differently without a justifiable

Case-.

reason to*

•S'



ar\d Allan^n'fUony TAvv/on Ia/iH

bo+h chawed w/ttk multiple counts
« See(ApP*^d.'/ E)

■for S4w> deaff of A dhiId One of

doin^

Ray Witli^vYi^

SO.

were

of felony mursUn

-felony munierlt in bo4h cates WA6 supported by

fribtifinj to irke deprimfion

miAlf'tnj /Vi deaA. AHm Ray Uhl hams'

Comp^ienily discovered and ofiallm^ed f^,r

Worn icede of fefon y4f e cun

of q miner

trial octforue<sf 

obvious error of laitf prior it frt^l. As result Allan

Sentence A>c theI(lay Williams received A Seven year

of law has n°+ beef0deevU in his Hits error

-Jawon Williams' Case and he

murder* l^dh defend-

Corrected m Antfiom/j 

prtsmtey stands convicted of felony 

Mis were m ft He circumstances, but -they wtr*. fretted

Completely different by 'the Supreme daurt of QyesfQia

-R-



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

9-0j^ycd.Date: 1


