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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'

to

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendlx
the petition and is _

[ 1 reported at _ ‘ _; or,
[ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[1is unpubllshed

- The opinion of the United Sta.tes district court appears at Appendix . to

the petltlon and is

[ 1 reported at | ' : ' ___;or,
[ 1 has been des1gnated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[Jis unpubhshed

]X(For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merlts appears at
Appendix A to the petition and is

[ ] reported at _ ' : or,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[T is unpublished.
The oplmon of the Kewnvuce Supreme (ouRT ' court
appears at Appendix _ﬁ_ to the petition and is '
[1] reported at ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported or,.
[T is unpubhshed :



'JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases frorh federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was . » o ’

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

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

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

- The juriSdiction of this Court isvinvoked under 28 U, S. C. §1254(1).

[4/For cases from state courts:

The date on which the hlghest state court decided my case was QJDBER 2‘4 2019 .
A copy of that decision appears at Appendlx '

[,.] A timely petltion for rehearing was thereafter denie(i on the following date: -
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

~ appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a ert 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. §1257(a),
WerrRY v (AN 136 5. Cr )OOZJ 1008 C‘;?m@)
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Smtmn Or Tie Crse

PET\T\ONER DID NDT ?ELELVE'A FAIR TRIAL BEFDRE AN IMPARTIAL JURY AS

Currpvrech BY THe R Soemi, s Emwgawa ArendrenTs oF The

me Sraws &Nsﬂvm oM.

Pﬁ”moua?\ WK CONVICTED OF MURDER IN THE SHOOTING DEATHS OF &A [ee

: /Y\AG(ARD AND @LN&VA \(0\»\)6 B OWING A THREE DAY TRIAL, /HF, SHOOTING

ecurred AT T /RGeRRD Home 1 T+OR)5AND5T(CK5 Kcmw« o Doy

22, 1944, ~

o

1T W\ THE. TOPULATION DF /JrOVSAMD_m:iAS /(E»WCKY w1844 cows 15TED

OF ONL\( Savww ThREE ( ]3> ?eoDLL ( CENSUS, EFOLA @ CENSUS va>

6F THE. sa/r,m- THREE C"?S) PeOPLL LIVING | }HousANDST\cKs K,;vwm n\/

MQO\ THREE () OF THEM PLAYED MRIDR ROLES N RBnnover’s rsz THE

SYooTING OCCURRED AT THE MAGGARD RESIDENCE, AND /V’R M/J’GGARD WAS A

VICT) M KHTH‘( DF\V)DSON WP MR M%CF\RDS /\/‘é GHEO? PrND THE PROSECUTION'S

ONLY LI)TN&S& 7O ZVEN ARGUABLY riJcc:a“ ENTIONER 10 TH): CRIME ' AND 5\)2&7‘1’5 :
~ NAP&LR _ANbTHER NEIGWBOR, SAT ON THE SVRY T)M“’ HEARD AND DECIDED THE CASE. |

].-;I AMITION TO THE SPATIAL- CONNECTION * BeTWREN THE VILTM, THE PROSECUTION'S

WITNESS, AND THE SUROR DELR\BED ABOVE, THe SURDR AvD THe PROSELUTION'S

WITNESS WERE CQLCAE CHILDYOOD FRIZUNS,

"JURSR. NA(P\FR/. iy s Df\vmso';v—me PROSECLUTION WITNESS- ATTEMDED B)G




CREEK E,mun'm\( SCHOOL WHICH 15 LOCATED ON BOB ORK &“&sua Coum?
K:N‘vckt{ BOB RRK |$ ANOTHER <N\ALL RURAL commvzun'*( LItERE THESE TWO

WOMEN WERE NE \OHBORS, Ay WHERE THEY ATTEA/DED ELEMENTRARY. LH0OL
ToGeTiER IV THE SAME CLASS FOR NINE YeARs = [Srirouen BACHTI GRAGE,
DuRiNG THESE FORATIVE YEARS , THESE TWo CHILDREN AAYE) ON THEIR
%cm@),s BASKETBALL TEAM TOGW&ER AND VISITED ONE ANOTHERS H@MEﬁ -l
EVEN SPENDING THE NIGHT TOGETHER. TN FACT, ThEY WERE ‘FRiewDs,

Aerz & ERAMWATING ELEMENTRRY SCHOL TOGEDHER, 33?0& M%Pse,:\ avn /b,
'])Avmsom THE PROSECUTION'S NTNESS AI‘TENB&D Lesus vy Hs&;%pasfaou
WHERE THEY GRADVATED ToreTHeR . J4%6,

laree Years LATER , DURING vo R _PIRE QUESTIONING AT PEHTH)AJER\S mm—

AL OF THE PROSPECTIVE YVRDRS = INCLUDING /V A/AMDR WERE ASKED (F THEY KNCW
KWH\/ a>P\vuuc>ﬁ/ /Y\s /\/{4@ e DID NoT REsPonD, Ms /\/m ER LA ULTIMATELY '
SIATED A5 A JUROR, HEARD THE CASE . A AFTER THE REMOVAL OF TWD (2. purerumTe

JURORS AT THE CLOSE OF THE EVIDENCE VOTED TD COMVILT }%ﬂ TIOnER BASED
AUNCET ENTIRELY UPON THE CONTRADICTED = AND CDNTRADICIDRY - TééﬂMO/\N OF
HER CHADKODD FRIEND Ky Dm/ DSON.,

T)\/ 2005 /\'TER LEARNING OF THE RELATIONSW\P Bs-;n\t&sf\/ PROSELUTION WiTN&BS

Drwmsou AND JUROR /\/P@tak Pbﬂ NONER  SOUGHT RELEF. M THE TRIAL COURT
PURSJANT TO KGNTUQ{‘(E R Y2 ERTING A €LAIM OF JUROR BIAS.

ON MAKLH B, 2006, THE TRIAL COVRT eomau D AN BV @wrm?« ?’%«ﬂhWé ‘




COA/(,ERA/ING INIER ALLA, THE CLAIM OF JURDR_B3iAS, TRDR /\/ADILR PROSECUHON

WTN&és IG\TW DAV\ bSoN, ANMD_TRIAL. COUNSE Sm@hw CMRLL& TESTIFIED,

/Y\f) NN?\ER AND /v\5 (DAVIDSON TESTIRED THAT THEY HAD ATIENDED BIG &CEK

ELWMR\( Soﬁooz_, TLETHER | THAT THEY HAD VISITED N ANOTHERS HOMES —

1ISIVING OVERMIGHT DN AT LEAST ONE OCLASION | PAYEN BASKETRALL oM THEIR

mLs TEAM ’YDGaTH&R Ammab AMD GRADUM”:) HIGHEL RO Toeem,k AR
AT THEY WERE. IN FACT ?\au)s, '

L}

ommmars,

JRiAL BUNSEL TESTIFIEN THAT He MAD MT Beel AWARE OF THE RELATIONSHI?
BETWEEN THE TWO WomeN PRIOR T0 OR DURING TRIAL | THAT HE ONLY BECAME

ALRRE. OF TUAT RELATIONSHIP A5 A RESULT oF Rmmoness ROn LUz, ]

A;@\ND 'HRT HAD NE DEZN MADE AWPK“ (\r Jie RELATIONSHYVP [tE NDUL/)

«
HAVE. MOVED TO HAVE /‘/\5 Moer sty mox CAVSE, LIICH THE TRIEL CURT

LIDUL MAVE CERTAINLY Gkﬂmm/ PRt WOLD HAVE EXERCISED A PEREFMMTORY.
LICHALLENGE TD REMOVE, HER. . |

\-YU‘(DK (\/RG)\LR Tes T FIED C\)R"‘HWP THAT SHE Eaﬂ:.mbw D~ AS LATE A MR,QCH)

2006 — BE)NG Aﬁkt—:l\ DURING O\RE DIRE QUESTION! MQ IF_3KEe K Kfrﬂw

DA\/K 330?\1 THAT SWE RL/\AR\ML/J SILENT WYeN ASKED IF SH" KNEW /V\S bAV!D.SON'

BECF\\JSE S% DID NOT RELOAMIZE HER 'MARRIED Nﬁm 3\)7“ THAT SHE

ReCOGMZED /V‘s DA\/J DSON THE Momg A/T SHE SAW HER rA/TﬁK THE C&URTTD _

TESTIEY, Avb THAT THE REASON SME ReMAMED RETLENT THROUGHOUT THE

REMALNDER OF THE TRIAL= AND FUK THE ALOWING Sx (b) YEARS - LOKS THAT SHE

NN T KnoW Witk TO DO, DESPITE THE FACT THAT™ SHE MAD Been/ EMPLOYED
Ao A LEGAL SECRETHRY INCE BEfDRe SHE EVEN GRADVATED MIGHSCHOOL.,

.




K‘W\W bAV\DLSDNs TESTIMONY 1S THE ONLY EVIDENCE TD (:VE«}\/ ARGW‘BL‘{ CDNA/_,(JA

Rﬂﬂomﬁ O The CR\wwe }HM' Tcsﬂmw\/s IMPORTANLE TO THE P%os:cuwozvs

CIBE WO RELOGMIZED B¢ THE PROSELUTOR HIMSELE WHEN HE TDLY THE JURY

DVRINMG ARGUMENT TA AT " IE vov pon'T BElIEVE ‘}ﬁ‘m\( DHWDSON/. THEN

SUAME. ON_wg AND NOU LET This MAN 60 HOME, "

/V\s wamswﬁ TESTIMONY |5 C,OM‘RM\CT@ BY HER STATEMENT 1O ,%uce © HER

BUSBANDS STRTEMENT TD muc,a, AND._The Pr\os LUTION'S FOREA/SAC. x%@‘rs

TEST {V‘ON‘/ I‘ RS ATTICIKED ON EROSS~ EXIM NATION B TRINL. CQUMSEL

A/ME"H&L&:SS THE IRV OBVIOVSLY LUrisE 1D RELIEVE T Howavpk\ 1T 1S Irp0sSIALE

™ DET‘LRM\NL WWAT EFFaceT w?OR /\/A@)&}z,s Bel\EF N RER rel;ﬁ/bs

HONESTY HAN ON THAT LHO\LE, A PELIEF JT/&OR me R_7ESTIFIEE SHE RORMED
|PRIOR 10 TRIAL BASED N THAT FRIZADSHIP

ON e 24, 2008 TE TRIAC SVDGE ENTERED AV INTERLOWTORY ORDER. CoWSISTIHG OF

Pkec\ﬁa_‘( m CS) PARAGRAPYS, (Amcb HERD%D A A%ND)X C/) /16 15 Reap) LY APPAREAT |

ON 1T FAC,L TS @?DV/K UOEﬁJV’DT ADDRESS })o"'}n(‘*Né?\ﬁ {LAIM OF JUROR BIFS,

NOVK ACLRDING TO %DGf MWZ\LLL WKS B3 /NTERLOQU"DP\‘( 2VER 'i‘/‘Eﬁ/éﬁﬁ‘ 0 ADDRESS

e UAIm oF XJROR B, ( AFF‘DA\/H Q- J‘GF/ MM‘L&/; ATIACHED NERETD AS

-AW&M)*X b) /\/wcmu;ss LVERY COVRT THAT HAS REVIEWEDH TIHG 1SSUE W THE

INTERVEN | NG TWELVE .32) YEARS MAS DASED THEIR DiCIS\OW oV THE /ALSE
i
|MPRESION THAT THE TRIAL JUDGE OVERRULED Pon NOMER'S CLAA OF JUROR

As 7;@ EALT ’{s&wmfdi Mo ONe WHO EVER_OBSERVED THE Demée)OR. OF, OR_HEARD

| ”HE TESTINONY QF X)ROK M”Pﬁ”?, HAS ENMTERED & RVLING o0 IDDT-I 10}\/6%5 CLANA

&F _JUROR_BIAS,




Reasons R GRAN_’HNGT;}F, WRIT

L, . DOFS THr, Co:\)sm\ﬂon REQWIRE THE m\PLlEB BIAS DOC)’R!ND7

/Hc CURRENT STATE OF UN\TCD STRTLS SUPREN\E COU

- U\)R\SVRUBENU‘, ON THIS ISS\)E_ IS D&ﬁ\ﬁ\&\!’l‘h\._ T0 T3

STATED 6OALS OF FINALITY AND ENCOURAGING PUBLIC. (ON FIEACE

IV THE AMERICAN JUDICIAL SYSTEM, /Jrl’/ LACK OF GUIDAYCE

PROVIDED TO THE LOWER_COVRTS ON THE QUESTION OF THE

IMPLED B_JAS %@C:FRWEHAS_ INCOURAGED A HODGéPODGE/ OF

(ONFLICTI VG ANSWERS THAT HAVE RESULTED IN LITERALLY

THOUSANDS OF CLAIMS OF £RROR BY DEFEMDANTS WHO

AULLCE THAT Biased TURORS WERE JMPHOPERLY EIPANEUED,

WH\LE THERE APPEARS 0 BE. SOME UNANI MY AMOUNG TRE VARIOWS S‘Wfr‘; APRELIATE

COURTS. THAT SULLESTS THe 5 IXTH Amx:mnmf“k 5 GUARANTEE OF TRIAL BY A FAIR

ANb_IMPARTIAL TURY. REGUIRES ﬁ“"PL\t.AT\OM AF TRE )mP \ED BIpS DOCT’\ N»

e 2.0, CVMmomkirﬂ»I_a V. COLON 294 AZt)L 326 327-% CPA SRR, f%'> "

WAEM fﬁmmowwEALm 695 SNM 404 4o (;(V S Cr l%s) @Nc_smm\-\-

: A Snm 82 o 3 761, 7Y m 100) Boore v, :&&N 30 o G Aer Y

1, (6o LR Repuzez v Spe, TN E 34 33, s (TN zom)

SmMA (oo, 0 23 3 203 Oy Ao 2cox> A )”mrav ériH,

uga. N, L\[’Zol 79100 (_Ms !‘MZB The ARE THOSE THAT

A\

D ueT, See e,

(JEANGM §Trgz, 330 SV3o\ ’?o 204 (TXZO O>Cﬂ+c aawAc, CONSTITUTION

B NO'Y' BEEN HELD TD REQU)REAN (V"@Ll%’;} SR’S JOOT:waL !

| Te FeperaL C)mm“ Cooms ARE DIVIDED ON THE 15SVE AS Well . & €.,




UNMMM&_@W .

PR VIOLATES THE S\XTH Amwawtwfr ) ANMD URAMGAJL Dm/Ls %3 F 34

/
- 282 282 ( S GR Qolﬁ)c m-, FouRTH AMD /\/ IANTH Can's HAVE FOUMD

THAT THE DOCTRIME. 15 CLEARLY ESTARLISHED LP«W; he S\xm- CJR(;UW "m-)(&s A

i

DSITION THAT AT 1S NOT... ).

- 43
-Re TWh NSt ReseT \)Nxm SWLT&; 39}:{?&31‘&@ CQ\)RT‘ DECISIONS TD TDUCH ON THE

&U&sﬂmu OF IMPLIED BIAS ARE .Sff\_wn_v, R%ié\é%i 55 U 5\ ' ‘ 82.)

/Y\r bome\}c}« ?MMV @Reaz\;ma. 4o Y U\ S, 548 C\%q)

NEITHER OF WHICH Mu, EVER BE RECOGMIZED A5 A BASTION OF eLH?\T‘/ 0N THE

sureer, Ly BT i Pom ceses JusTices FAT FOMPELLED To LRITE (OMDRRINC

OPINIONS T CARVE. CUT” BXCEDTIONS IN ATTEMPTS TO PRESERVE THEe DOCTRIML OF

. s [ ) ) "
RlED BAS Jwﬂca DCONNOR IV SMJTH/, SALD I\, WRITE SEARATELY

7O EXPRESS MY VAEW, THAT THE CPIMION. DOES ADT FDRECLOSE THE USE OF (IM pLIED

Bm‘%) IV APPROPRIATE C\?cumsmwc@s” ﬂ@ 7\2" ANG Tus’w:s BREN/VPM/

W
AD /V)RRSHR;,L (‘DNL\)RR!N(, M /V{Cj}za/owﬂ A1 Wﬁau APPLYIWG THIS STANT H’E;

A CCURT SWAILD Recoc/\/vze THAT (ﬂw‘a BIAS OF A PROACECT\VE JUROR, MAY B(L

sl @R ;m.auaﬁ o ! RUOTING UNJTE?LSTM&S Ve ’Néog 299 US. 23/. 133

(la3,). TA @ 558,

LA 1one Aco 2 1807 Cues Qustice Joun MagspAl Recoonized The ImEORTENT

RoLr THE IMPLIED BIAS DOCTRINME PLAYS W Amamuw ‘JDRISPM)DEA)GCL P?cs DINE

ONER THE T'R\F\L, oF IA\‘\ROM BUR& [OR_TREASON 1/\/ Tlm- KNG OF Aﬂﬁ!‘/&éﬁ _

Hmmmw, Coner Emu: MarsumL WReTE 2




——

7HE END_TD BE_OBTAINED 15AMN IMPARTIAL m)RYj TO SELLRE THIS ‘E,Nb‘;-.
A MAN 19 PROWABATED FROM SERVIMG, ON T WIEE (CONNECTION

WITH A PARTY 15 SUCH A% TO INDUCE & SUSPICION OF BARCIALITY,

7;5 RELATIONSHIP MAY BL R?‘”*o;y THE: PERION MAY MEVER MAVE

SEEN The PARTY Me Me DicIARE HE FEBs b PREQUICE N

THE CA%E\ AND YET THE LAW CAUTIOVSLY WCAPACYTRTES ,‘Hm

FROM SERVE NG ON THE VURY BelAUSE |T SUSPelts T*?&Wgstﬁ

 PECAUSE N GEJ MERAL PERAONS A simu AR SITURTION

Wovw FLElL PRETJUDICE,

uxuma Stioes v B\)gi,j 25 F (as. W%) 50 @; Mq 1397}\

TE USCASiOI\b IN- SYVH’H g% MC))]U"){){}H BCFU’\ ABSDLDTELY. No RESEMBLAMCE TO

Thar or Gﬂgr Dusnce /\'msmu,s m \3\1}23 AND T 1S THAT DIFFEREMCE 7'?4%\"'”

NAS LED DIRECTVY T0 RULINGS THAT THE "a«c,awqi, LOMSTITUTION, HAS NOT BECN

NELD T0 REGUIRE. AN 1moLied Ms) docTrine. LR ANEA v_imaw Sv?m

N

D lp B 15 MoT Desl BERATELY ebwwﬁw@ BIAS MAY ANOT BE INFERRED. lmxe&o

The MOVENT FMVST SHDW ACTUAL Bm‘s. Umta@ Srmes V. SOL()P@) 237 )”309

580, 505-4(, ((ﬂu (iz_2005).

‘(Nowu:bec OF THE FACT THAT AMG,R‘CAM COURTS Have SLID o FAR FRDM THE 1DeAL

OF#P FAIR AND 1MPARTIAL JURY A5 EXPRESSED RY CH' er W)sna, //WWS}%%LL

0 A Pmce WHERE FRIENDS , AMD évzzA/ LY MEMBERS OF P/?osawmsl, W?T?J;%Séﬁ;

D VICTIMS RIUTIVELY 4T AS QURDRS WOULL CERTRINLY 4PLK THE PUBLIC
CONCIENCE,

10.




Svoud Twe Tmepen Birs Decrrive Be briren

- —/\ I p [
T Toose Tvres OF " areme Sivvamions.

(BLSGRﬁLD [N 0 Cowo&ﬁ GJNWRR/N&

@P\N\WJ T;, jmms Vi Pt»na.,ﬁs :?

k-4

TMPé TLFFEKSON THE- AVTHBR. OF OUR DGCLA?AT\D)\) OF ]:IDLPEI‘//),!VCE

AND THE MOST (ONSPIEVOYS OF Amchw ACATILES. 05‘»’ Dem m%&u@ W

HiS FIRSY INAGURAL ADDRESS |ISTED PROMINETLY T;,R\ALVB% JVRIES
' ' il " .
IMPARTIAL SELECTED AMONG Tose PRINVCAPLES FORMING Tife DRIGHT

CONSTEUATION WHILH HAS GONE BEFDRE US. AVD @u.m OUR_STEPS

TRROVGH AN _AGE DF Rgvoumw AND RCFme;moN (Cm \80\)

= ‘/1 S"ﬁ(}‘(\

8% S\W.24 530 590 ( /Y' S50UR1 A?A mD

%me X ((,) Yﬁmas Lf\rr,k C»m;r‘ \Iiﬂu: DOW /ﬂﬂgsﬁﬁ,i__ WROTE N Um
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