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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

TheDoes Wte State of Missouri have the AudharUy under, 
Station 0 ( The Untied Statu To charge, -try d Gonulci;an

Con ' fir si degfUt usscuill/ 

Missouri /-dcu
k aJorfj PM'oher oif^degm robbay 

and Mo counis of armed c/'.mlnal action, adder
050 and571. OiS.) And I*. s° *>.•$

(Sections 5lort.0dJ0;ShS,
(a'J to disclose exculpatory and .'mgeadiing adduct na^fd 

(One) U.s. Deportment of Justice/F, LI. documents dlsdoseupon 

4 abou-f My Todd Wcujwtr adho
ira'm by fk F. 6.1. /*. adt/amud identification s
(act Is not true ■ Andy Ud Wagoner ms the State of Missouri's expert 
uJ'dness In petitioner case, (rm) Soothfast Missouri CrlmeLabiSfM

Crw~ Lab returned Andy Todd WajonM' FrainfnJ
with iht M&Sour! Uafe ftyhuJff Pdrol*

(iCCM/ttd.

dir oa-lh cjaltn hr ui&Surnr&jiues

j and Currie atutf i/Ua&

prior to the. lot, merging
from Wr'XXX "his personnel (He wos later given h hts fo^ alter he dot 

(Three) The Pemiscot County Proseuttors Office U/'dhhcld exculpatory
In. POIZ.
and Impeaching evidence, of 0- nearly discoverd if an. Pemiscot County 

Sheriffs Department (m-X<ti)kedlo Undated May !% tW the dry
two other males looting (or the rmoneydoei

dfcer -fhe. robbery shou)>ny 

•fk roW>ar*
The Ouesitonh) Presented are, does the State of Missouri have the 

authority to deprive petitioner of his Hhertymder The Captation 

Of The United States, The fourteenth Amendment, Section /., And overrate, 
braclu V. Maryland,313 U.S. S3, S3 S.Ct. d.,£cl. dddt5 0l&3>(
hlapue v,Illinois,31^0 U.b.M ™ S.0.073. UrUJldH llW, W

f\r!z* V* Youngblood/ d%8 CJ>S. & / ■

u.



LIST OF PARTIES

\/\ All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

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

A list of

III*
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

RlPETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORA

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

to

[ ] reported at----- -------------—-----------—— ------------------» or>
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet. reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

toThe opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

_______ ____________ '_____________; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not ye; reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] reported at

£/] For cases from state courts:

merits appears atThe opinion of the highest state court to review the 
A__ _ to the petition and isAppendix

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

[ ] reported at

courtThe opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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

[ ] reported at

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

was _— -----------------------— ' .

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the
Appeals on the following date;---------------------
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix —

case.

United States Court of 
_____ and a copy of the

An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
(date) on ---------------- ■----(date)[ ]

to and including —------
in Application No. —-A

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

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided m 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix —A-—

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
ft/yfc w k tmwJttwMc> . and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix —----- -

y case was

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
(date) on_____________ (date) mto and including------

Application No. —A

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

2.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

The UMufortMfa (MlUllSMtS, fo^teext*
Stdisn l

Atoendm tni

. -&Mi

K

3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

teitrain from the free exercise of hi* liber-tff *+
Missouri alter

Petitioner Is hdnfl
ih& Jeifeioonty Correctional Ceniir in Jt&sson t'bjr
ceculpetonj mdlmpecrAlnj edderra u{hMd (,an fh&Jur$
Competed petltim tt o( First degree kohbiry, first degree AssailH an
two counts o( Armed CrinineJ Action. On. dune. ?£, t9*)i He Circa!)

Court at kMlScoi Count#/Missouri sentenced Petitioner as a f 

and ptrslstenf offender, and sentenced petlAonU \o IS years <*nd&

years consecutive,!# C°f a tttal of dO years,
The basis &r the charges Stems from a robber# of a HAftstort 

la, Uaytl, Missouri. The fact Is not a person identified petitioner as 

the robber or shooter, the od# testimony I Into,# petitioner Is the* 

UeMrmm of AnrL held btiagoner tbeStirte ofMfpurt experturttness.
hMlontt appealed the. judgment of wnvlcily,State </. Hamilton,

9Ua S.w.dd ■T#s(Mn.kpp.S.b.fi<tt), timej# fr'/Ja ZH6p°*t-
comddton motion,denieduAthoat on Mo)# Macig.Ums 

appealed and, denied, Hamilton *Sm,3l S.«MV“ 

Petitioner tlm&j filed a federal HJseaS Corpus piMHrnt U.S. DM Lour , 
Uum Olst.Mo. Ho. ct'.OtOlbSmA Rented. The Missouri Sup 

Urt In. DecJf, o. State,Id SM3d MS (Mo.bonc MM)abrogated

Hamilton e.State,3! 3d M<) (Mo, Aff.S.l’, MO? .
CL Petition (or Vlrlt of Me# Co\pus pursuant to

tttksourf date, /A*
of Appeals/

riof

rernt

Petitioner filed
Lt. I II,M He. AlmuttAoudrtf dole. &o»gfi
He Ac-CC0003S, denied. Proceeded fcAzM
Wester* district, CarcVo, IdDBlOst, denied. Petitioner sough)habeas 

relief before the, Missouri Supreme Hour), dose do. SC 91333, dented.

Vssoaf/

H.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

This Honorable fouri rrutfj exercise !tis dsetebonio 

tnMa\n tik adhn because of tie, miurt and circumianas 

i oue$i(on(s) presented'/'$ Such public typoHonce ikai tit 

PjtlauJ issued by this court <tndHul failure* ol Me*Side, 
ofpiij seHledlaou as c/etinblnd ty TJitUdleJ

df The,
SCHi 

of Missouri fo
Sides Supreme Court.

n& State, of Mare. to disclose Cpccu/pator g and
Impeach^ evidence., The States expert finest And# TadrdUag 

falsely Claimedk ouas traWM^chool in. Qua'ptlco Virginia, hr 

advanced finger print identification., In Sad he attended a. seminaf 

frorfi/K Virginia hr Aanpoujder end Primer KeSljat School. TheShtE 

of Missouri violated petitionee right to due. prate« of lauJ under the 

Constitution Of 7 he, United Starts, Fourteenth Amendmentficc-M I 

also the settled W of Scanty * Mapjhnd, 313 US. 93, *3 S.Ct.
Ed. Ad AiEilfQ), Mrs Moraiie fo petitioner Mm

\/s ej//destoc a/as

QAtf

tlHiot.
'tnif?hU h excM.r rj - j

cUhir u/lii fitly or f/iadv&r-terity Jandprejad/tn /&&$/ Aaoe ensued,
The Qflltj person ihed testified aboerf 4he pahvi flnT tiabtinti 

petitioner* crime. Sem exit door of 4U m store anas Mr. Vlegoocr. 
Mad the State-of Missouri disclosed the docameMs that it favor die to 

petitioner Mr, Wagoner would Me hetn Imparted ahoed his training 

uJllhout the ncudjj dismvtcd document petUipner uJO& prejud.ee, 
Avidly Todd Waflarwc icsiiwovy Under Oath uJQ& fals&d!5 deception 

oT tie Court Ondjurors ty Me presentation oftinoian /a/se ej/fdenc& 

/5 incoMpatiUe utitt rvd;area jay dewaadr of justice,

or

S.



£>(gho v, United Slates / d05 us, 160/ iS3(9^.S.Ll 7to3/ 31 

L, Ed, dd lod (i9ix)e The- State took active deps lo erase, //t 

bad (Jdh his adtlon at the, Sooth Ta&l Mhsouri Crime Laboratory,
,Under Hie f/Htfoutl Sunshine. /uiu Section CiO>/ Ahcfg Todd Wagoners

\d all doca faints 

'&■/ Vo disclosure under
ffalnln^/ certification / currleu/am Vljae, cm 

used by him testing and otherwise fssabji 

the !auJ< The. Stall ofMissouri (s£ Mo) Laboratory returned these
yjlththerecords fa Andy &dd Vlacjontr prior to the Laboratory merging

/ns£00b< it hMK50Ufl Stole, Highway Patrol Crime, lahomfoy 

unknown fa me uJy /fir. Wagoner u/odfor the 

bal his personnel flte alter he passed away Lc HOHL usas given 

to his famk- A c°py °f the, flies wother da-aments under Pattern 

laaJ mast he, held, feMloHcS posh on Is that’ die [Wagoner u/dS 

lei go prior to the mefgiy to present h(s fraud from 

discover by the, Missouri State Highway Patrol that tutsgolny
to be audf/cd anddec redded ire &OOt bg ASCLb/Abb,

of Missouri Jad

Jab ended In, dd%J3f

This utas done \vu bad faith andltt violation
/petitioner rlyhl

fa due process o{ taov, See. v A'* u founybkod/ CZ8 OS, €ly *
ills false test!/nony runs contrary to AApue k 1 t/inois^loO US,
Md< 79 S.Ct,7/73/3 L,Ed. Hd tail (19Si), Pdifiwtr was,prejudice.

The doomirifa from the U*Sh f)epartmerit 0f (Justice /T\ &iX
favorable evidence andhmadtr/ah duels a. reasonable 

probability that/hadtJrs ew(etweeSce/c dtscj%edtoLJ?6 cdcdcuct,/ 
the result of the proceed/gj/ u/ou/dhave Ltest d//dcre^tdyfcs d 

vJMIy,SlU US, U/9,V33,ltS $,Cl ISSS/iill, &/. &/</?& MW)-

Section to lOj Sunshine tutu and In violation 0

are

k'



The Slate of Mk&W, (hm scat County Prosecutors Office) 

beparihwitfaflB-
, Officer 603 radio In

failed -to disclose the* It^hcoi County Sheriffs
£JtZ Radio kagj dated Waft 1% IW 

the tolhujlrg/ R€A0RT or *, 8lK /HALES Itf BLUE <IDR
C/WlLiR COM jo COOK foi THE 

MOMZf OM (o l RT SAS STATIOhl"
Radio Lq$ yjCLSThe fad dial the Stcdt fail to disclose th

prejudicial, Petitioner stood trial dop e. with evidence,
/rilled in&> Ctlvrte * dust trow

IS

tvas
petmtUpj to others that waft ha^t *
the, Hadio.log two others /oof, active steps to/ooK (or/he. many) 

on 6/ ok gos stdW. The- U Is /hoy u# U /he. s*|ito 

/h&, Qua used, to 5/700/ a vic/lno u/as Pound and cuun^ 

from a ma&f u/as founds/*- ft/ tmih&ntsMof /he, 
5-Hvln dole- and dantf CuH(c Jt. identified, /ujo 

S' & - S'8 " !t>Sio /75 IbS. The. o/ke r L V"or

/he ex'd char o(/h&

com

robhp^jo 

men Ones up os 

more
IfctyS Store and never Identifiedt&Ho footprints that dfd0°/ 

YYiatcM pelltloviefS shoeS, This Dewlft discoverd Radio foft /S 

faoorable evidence that is material for 8radft purposes* The 

failure to disclose this metier;at cvfdesice dev dedp&tftimer 

Due.process of LmJ under the Constitution O f TM UnitedStates 

fourteenth f\ /h endm enl/ S&Jloyi Lj • f/adfh/s oeevz- d/sc/osed fhcrc 

Is a reasonable probability that the results of the proceeding 

would have been different. Sradft t¥laqylancl/ J73 U,$, £3/ ^5

S, a. llrt, to L,u ad XA$ (MbX Kyles a Uhit/^ 5/ddS, 

Tt?, ¥33/ 115 S, U /SSS, tt/lr £d. Zd 990 (m*)'

dPQIbs. Two fingerprints user found on

7.



5 fJonora hlt tstui fnd* that a 'Solidr&HHont
One. of a. violation of fhtMunih /?fendmenf, S«*Im !v

r°s
hfiS happed

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

<iT/jfo p /jtS j £(7*20Date:

Subsciibed and sworn to before me ttiisJZday 
M in tiie year

#% SUSAN DITCH 
My Commission Expires 

May 27,2024 
Cole County 

Commission #16322131w


