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STATE X REL RASHEAN WILLIAWS MO, ON-CRASTAAED BT

2 IDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
VERSUS

PARISH OF WASHINGTON
STATE OF LOUISANA STATE OF LOUISTANA

FILED:

DEPUTY CLERK

JUDGMENT ON POST-CONVICTION
WITH INCORPORATED REASONS

On Aprit 200 2019, petiioner Rashan Willioms filed o pro xe application for post-
conviction reliel  On May 8 20190 Williams supplemented hix applicaton with further
documentation.  Aber considering the application and the applicable taw, the Cowrt finds the
application niay be adjudicated by summary disposition pursuant 1o La, C.Or P et 929,

The record shiows Williams was convicted alier (rial by jury of sccond degree murder and
sentenced to lile imprismmcf{fé« Hix conviction was afTirmed on appeal inan unpublished opinion:
writg were denied by the Louisiana Supreme Court, Stafe v, Williums. 200 <0457 (Lo App. | Cir,
F3714701Y Qunpub*dY: serit dhenied. 2002-0144 (La, 1/24703% 836 So.2d 35, His convictien howmme
{Tnad un January 24, 2003, Since then. he has sought and been denied, state post-convietion and
federal habeas roview, See Staie v, Williams. 2003-1299 (La. App. | Cir. 825/04) (unpub’d): writ
deiod. 2004-2580 (L. V1728705 916 So.2d 131 andd Willicins v, Cuin. 2006-0334 (1.0, La
5/700), 2000 W1, 1260282, ¢fi . 359 173 Appx. 462 (3% Cir, 2009). cert. denied. 339 LLS. 1073
{2010}

This Court Jenjed Williams™ second xtate application or pust-convietion reliefl hased oo n
chaim of powly-discovered cvidence. in a Judgment signed on August FR.2016. Willioms sought
review of this ruling and a wril of review was ultimately denicd at the Louisiana Supreme Court,
Sve Stte v rel. Williams v, State of Lowgisicme, 2017-0303 (La. 5/25/18). n wddition, the
Louisiana Supreme Court ordered that unless Williams can show that onc of he narrow exeeptions
authorizing tae [ling of : suceessive application applies. Williams has exhausted his vight o state

callater: | review. Jd. On August 13, 2018, the order of the Louisiana Supreme Court was noted
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mmmmw e ol T iltiams cliallenges La. Const. art, 0§ 17(A) and La.-

C.CrP. art. 782 arguing that his non-unzmimous verdict violates his 14™ Amendment right ol equal

protection. | l'c relies on the evidence produced in a post-conviction evidentiary hearing in the case
ol State v, Mavie, No, 13-Cr-07255 in Sabine Parish. to prove the prevailing verdiet scheme in
Louisiana al the time of his conviction was introduced with discriminatory intent and that the
perpetuation of that scheme has resulted in o continuing discriminatory offect. Williams avgues
his federal constitutional rights were violated when he was convicied by a non-unanimous jury
verdict.

Effective Janvary 1. 2019, the Louisiana Constitution was amended by a vote of the people
10 regutire a ananimous jury verdict lo conviet a person of a crime for which the punishment is

necessarily confinement at hard labor when the crime oceurs afier Janvary 1. 2010, GGOREET

Coniiicy oéourng. belore TRy 172 W IS RGO BT e A A D R U BT
a person can be eonvicted by a vete of 10 to 2 (amended in 1974 from the carlier 9 1o 3 vote) ol a
crime for which the punishment is necessarily confinement at hard tabor. See l;a. Const. art. 1L §
17¢.\).  Similar changes were made to the provisions of La. C.Cr.P. art, 782, the statutury
counterpart (o the stale constitutional provision. Since Williams was convicted in 1999, the siate
constitt ional amendment does not impact his conviction. The amendment to La. Const, art. | §
17(A) a vy impacts those ofTenses which aceur affer January 1, 2019,

Ihe issue which is raised by Williams in his post-convietion application is currenlly seitied
law in bath the rcdx.:ml and state conrts. o Apodace v Oregon, 406 1S, 404,92 8.Cr 1628, 32

! See | anseripl. December 2. 1999, p. 226/R.. Vol. 3. p. 1018,




1.I3d.2d 184 (1972). the Uniicd States Supreme Court ruled that a non-unanimous jury verdict for
a fehony conviction did nes violation constitutional principles. Relying on Apodacy, the Louisiana
Supreme Court has denied claims of o violation of cqual protection for non-unanimous jury
verdicts in multiple cases. See ex. State v, Berfrannd. 2008-3218. p. 6 (La. ¥17/00): 6 So.3d 738,
742,

However, the United States Supreme Cowrt granted certiorari in State of Lowisicna .
Ramos, 2017-2433 {La. O/1SA8): 257 Sa3d 679 (Mo vert. sronied suh noi Remos v,
Lonisiane. No. 18-3924. which mtises the xame issue raised by Williams here. Oral argument s
sel for October 7. 2019, and the opiniun from the United States Suprenwe Court will be issued
thercafter, Similarly, the same issue is pending a1 the Louisiona Supreme Court in 2 case entithed
State of Lowisiana v. Valenting Rumon fodge, on direet appeal from an October 2018 distriet court
rafing. Tl oral argument in the Louisiana Suprome Court is expeeted 1o occur on ity October

2019 docket. which is not yet published.

Accordingly. the Cour{ Wc application for post-

conviction reliel fHed by Rashan Williams,

Franklinton. Louisiana. ilxmsi. 2019,
. Q o

Ny o

Hon. August J. Hand, Judge
229 pudicial Distriet Court. Division B3
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STATE OF LOUISIANA
COURT OF APPEAL, FIRST CIRCUIT

STATE OF LOUISIANA NO. 2019 KW 1189

VERSUS

RASHAN WILLIAMS DEC18 2019

In Re: Rashan Williams, applying for supervisory writs, 22nd

Judicial District Court, Parish of Washington, No. 98-
CR5-73282.

BEFORE: McCLENDON, WELCH, AND HOLDRIDGE, JJ.

WRIT DENIED. For offenses committed prior to January 1,
2019, non-unanimous twelve-person jury verdicts in Louisiana are
constitutional. State v. Bertrand, 2008-2215 (La. 3/17/09), 6
So.3d 738. We note, however, that the United States Supreme
Court granted certiorari in Ramos v. Louisiana, 2016-1199 (La.
App. 4th Cir. 11/2/17), 231 So.3d 44, writ denied, 2017-2133
(La. €/15/18), 257 So0.3d 679, and writ denied sub nom., State ex
rel. Evangelisto Ramos v. State, 2017-1177 (La. 10/15/18), 253
So.3d 1300, and cert. granted, _ U.S. __, 139 S.Ct. 1318, 203
L.Ed.2d 563 (2019), to address the question of whether the
unanimous jury verdict requirement of the Sixth Amendment to the
United States Constitution applies to the states through

. application of the Fourteenth Amendment. Depending on the

Court’s ultimazte holding in Ramos, relator may have grounds to
raise this issue again in a future proceeding.
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COURT OF APPEAL, FIRST CIRCUIT

Tt R d/
U\ "DEPUTYVCLERK OF COURT
FOR THE COURT
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STATE OF LOUISIANA V. RASHAN WILLIAMS
Supreme Court of Louisiana. ~ August 14,2020 — So.3d - 2020 WL 4732040  2020-00068 (La, 8/14/20) (Approx. 1 page)
2020 WL 4732040

Supreme Court of Louisiana,

STATE OF LOUISIANA
V.
RASHAN WILLIAMS

No.2020-KH-00069
08/14/2020

IN RE: Rashan Williams - Applicant Defendant; Applying For Supervisory Writ, Parish of
Washington, 22nd Judicial District Court Number(s) 98-CR5-73282, Court of Appeal, First
Circuit, Number(s) 2019 KW 1189;

Opinion
Wit application denied.

JTG
JDH
SJC
wlic
JHB

Supreme Court of Louisiana August 14, 2020

Johnson, C.J., would grant and docket and assigns reasons.

Weimer, J., would grant to address the retroactivity of Ramos v. Louisiana, 140 S. Ct. 1390,
206 L. Ed. 2d 583 (2020).

All Citations
—- S0.3d - 2020 WL 4732040, 2020-00069 (La. 8/14/20)

End of © 2020 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Govemment Works,
Document .

WestlawNext. ® 2020 Thomson Reuters
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WESTLAW
STATE OF LOUISIANA V. RASHAN WILLIAMS
Supreme Court of Louisiana. ~ August 14,2020 — So.3d-— 2020 WL 4727052  2020-00069 {La. 8/14/20) (Approx. 7 page)
2020 WL 4727052

Supreme Court of Louisiana.

STATE OF LOUISIANA
\A
RASHAN WILLIAMS

No. 2020-KH-00069
08/14/2020

On Supervisory Writ to the 22nd Judicial District Court, Parish of Washington
Opinion
JOHNSON, C.J., would grant and docket and assigns reasons;

{ would grant the writ to clarify that the Supreme Court's recent decision in Ramos v.
Louisiana, 140 S. Ct. 1390 (2020) should be applied retroactively to cases on state collateral
review. Itis time we abandoned our use of Teague v. Lane, 489 U.S, 288 (1989) in favor of a
retroactivity test that takes into account the harm done by the past use of non-unanimous
jury verdicts in Louisiana courts.

Regardless of the words or legal grounds a defendant uses to challenge his conviction, and
for the reasons | explain further in State v. Gipson, 19-KH-01815 (La. 06/03/20), 1 believe
Ramos should apply to anyone convicted by a non-unanimous jury.

All Citations

--- 50.3d -, 2020 WL 4727052, 2020-00069 {La. 8/14/20)

End of ® 2020 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Govemment Works.
Document
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