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Questions fresented

(D a. Si\ouu courts f’f’o_‘;‘?«;‘ura'(\f +ime<bar o pro se
IAmat<s habeas Corpus when « Prisen ofCicial with
a  Serieous healti ‘\“‘xess, Suchh  as COVID-IQJ

is respoasible For “the untimely «P;l‘n\j v

Or, sheuld ”Ex"\'rqorcli;\my Circumstances' be V&COSA:ECA
and  Equiteble Tolling granted |

(This 15 of naticsal impertance with 4l CovIb-iq fam-,a).

L- Skould courts ru.og..‘.ae, /’Ao+uq| I,\,‘omae_“ and
constitutional righkts Vielatieas as  arounds +o Femove
Procaiuml time-bars  a a habeas é€orpos [

(Low&( coucts are divided en this “‘15;“&), |

@) o, Sheuld TFrial courts preveat deferdants tle |
use of «exon«e-ra‘i"lmj DNA (lc‘oul aad L\a{.’) sim‘o\‘_’

because The DNA {5 net y et r"-eﬁ‘\s;*'eru( &

ctiminal  databose and the +‘\;(C‘H‘qu+y donoe 13 Uv\know;\?

b, Should  +rial courts S’u‘a‘olaa*f' scieatific DNA _
evideace  WiIth  mere  cCircumstaatial evidece, or
Would this lesd  Fo a surge  Tn lorengful corviehions
Naticawide, Sijm"\-ﬁc-aa’ﬂy G‘\‘M‘in.\sl\;r':j e pu blic
confFideace 1n e :)an‘c.?a ! s'ys+¢.M?
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LIST OF PARTIES

[ ] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

(v All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:

Keith W. Davis, Warden

Hareld W. Clacke, Dicecter Virgica Depacties
: O-P carrc.o""‘;cn <

Kefpode«d"f Ceu'\;&‘( Marl( H&rr‘,ﬁr V;"B\'G« I‘H‘For«e;,

Q-&«er'a.[ ‘
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORAR!

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS. BELOW

[\/f For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _.A_ to
the petition and is ' '
[V reported at Www, catf, uscourts. SOV Case 20-T153); or,

{ 1 has.been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ]isunpublished.  Proceduem) Time Bac . Febraw, 23, 203
Petition For l?«&laa-ar;:\j Dedied  Apri ¢, 2021

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _8__ to
the petition and is

[\ 'reported at kﬂ:p_@uu_._(za&r_.gpv Oxge TUS-ev- 595 oy

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

[ 1 is unpublished. frocedenl Time Bar Septemboer 30, Dolo

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

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

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

The opinion of the | court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at __ | or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.
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(Ha\oeas Cﬂrfwt.t) Ap(ears at Hﬁp',%d x €
ad 1S reported at recedd WNo, 171028 CliHooaz
Ma7 22 20(¢

The o {,;A: on of The Cicelt Cout of  Ambhect CO“-“'I‘7,
Virginia (H—abeas Cw‘pvb agpenrs ot Vq’epedix‘ Q_
and VS repocted ar CL(Hoodqzi-oo

,/vu..y 5, el

Tl\l/ 0‘0‘7/\‘1 oA o W v; "5’? At Su'orewu, Cas wrT (b‘qréaf A’ﬁﬂa‘)
am-éars at ﬁfp&d i X E R-ecwn.{ Ne. [|3voig

(b7P¢CY Prepea l) a’(pdar's' at Ag’g-e«,é ix F and s

\"t(’orf'-wi at 6‘ Va. API’" 223"’13'1 S.E. 24 LFo (2-”2)

The 0(24.‘40/\ ef e \/ir‘s‘m‘-a Court of lAﬁ’eak,
Py
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JURISDICTION

[\}f For casesifrom federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was a o2

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.
[VI’ A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of

Appeals on the following date: __A@ei] 4?,. 2021 and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _ A .

[ J An extension of time to file the petition for a writ 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. § 1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied 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 writ of certiorari was granted
to and including " (date) on (date) in
Application No. __ A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. § 1257(a).

Grievance Office



CéNSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Acoumesdd One oddcesses the "Due Brecess' cCluse of
He St and 191% Amedaests os el as Ahe
”E:'czwl l’ro-kef’ﬁon“ clawse of 1la 1477 Amedeed
TIh  addition, sinee "/qc’/fual I.AAO"&AC(“ s J&ums‘fh'f’ea/,
the  isswe of a Nﬁuw‘am‘l’a! PMiscacriage of
Sus‘«Hcc“ i -Fom,-nos-!’ as Courts loraoeéural(7 bee
Clasms  Which  should  be LM«J on Thelr meritg

Y d D |} N
E)d'f*at?ro“-\ary ;C:rcums‘h;,\og:‘ a,\‘l Ezu:‘hﬁbt(, -r;“'ts C"KS:J@-&HO;\S;

Hrﬁume«»‘\' ’Twe: addressces +Hhe //DM F’roces}.“ chawee of
e $th and 14T Apgdeests as  well as  tle
ompulsory Process” and “Cofeontutma’ clavses ofF the
AL ﬁ'M\AW+‘ The vight o  Cross--examine Geves aaat
Witesses ad do call witresses G5 fedamec)  to
o persels ﬁ)[& to a S teial, Defedents have
the cight to put on @ Complete  defenss’ which
Vacludes (oﬁf}‘l"fns +s ‘H-C«:—J-'{gqrfy 3'...‘;.(..{- a~d (‘/r-e»ﬁ*..j
an  alternative “H\Lory 4v  a crime., Sciatific D.NA

dM't,sES‘ ~l-S k"-/‘; +‘00‘\w'037 ’¢oc’ Qx-omra[fskTS Hat +ask,

AEDPRA  Stehte of Limdationg
28 Uscs. 2244 (d)

Grievance



Sﬁ\"’%-e.n‘*“ of the Case

On m\, b, 2008, We.sle7 Eacnest woas indieted Fec Lics+
degree murder of his eSteanged  Wite, Soecelyn Earaest
ond use of a Licearm n Bedferd Cow‘l‘7 Crrewit Couet
in Bedford, Vicginia, He was tried ond foud guilty

of botl offecses on /4f>r‘.| 5, 20te, The verdict was
set  aside ea Tuly 4200 ond a misteial order entered
Suly 26, 2010 dee + tle ey rub}v{,\f) impermissabie
ratechals alw‘mo deliberctions, A new Frial Was seheduled
for November &, 2eio i r\e,TgklperLj Rmherst C'—owd'y as a
6‘\«/\‘9@, ofF veawe Was ‘5rm\+¢J. The sSame Judae Tanmes
W. Updike, Se. agnin presided and  en Novembe (9, 20/0,
a  guilty Verdict- was  returaed k., The :5“'7 (T. D?éﬂ
The &“7 recommerded e  in prisea plus Theee years.
(T. ;ssa') Cn jcw&‘t“y 25, 2oit; The court Sextenced
Pettioner in accordance with  The Svu'y recotmmendations (SJ.S).
PAtioner  appealed his Convietions o The Virgiaia Court
of Appeals, and the ydamet  of  The teial cowT  Wwas
officmed. Fetitionee appecled T the Viegaia Swpreme Court
bt it was  refused  Tuly 29 2613 ad the petition For
Fehearing refused  September 23, 2013 A petrtion for Wet
of Certiccari +t the 5. Sepreme Court as filed Lot
dentied Fé/&?rua,ry 24, 2014, Fetitioner Liled For a weit of
habeas Corpus in AmheesT Couaty Ciredd Couety Amhest;
Vicginia. Judge James . Updike, Tr., The Same as the
teial :ywlfye, denied p.e,ﬁ‘Ho«er's request $or  relief withest

Qan 'QV;AQA""\er wa}vﬁ on n/‘a?ﬁ; 201, The V;rs‘m.‘a Su,areme_s_



Couet denied the ‘pe;h‘f'ton oA ma 32, 2oig, The U.s.
S“Pr%e' Couet A-&-\\&-J Cert: erary av\ 0"""]_°]’e4—- '{ K018,

The U.S. Digtacr Couet ‘o WefS‘f‘uf. DistereT of

Virﬁ"m"av Roans ke Division dismissed f"/h\ﬁoﬂe-r‘.s Federa|

Habeas Cocprs sqo"i’-eml—;c,- 30, Jozo witTh « Frou—a‘um‘
Time- Bar.  Aa agpeal s £leed orrn The U.S. Cout

ot /-\,o‘pw\.s “r the Four’rk Clrcwit asd mj alse’ Frooeo{umf(7
HM%— Laa rp{.J P‘?rﬁ‘!'>om‘— Fé‘:ru\q ¢-7 ;3( 20| 5\7 '1-“6 JQ\IS,
A P'G'F"";OA ‘For re~ L\{Qr:,:s £En Bq,\c W $ +‘rM¢‘7 ‘€; ‘eal

and o T-Lﬂ\'porarv S"hxy ¥ Mandate 1ssued March ql 2031,
The petitition For rehearing was denied April G, 2021,

Cour+ Df;t\:o.xs /Draers

@ k/ul»u, Beiaga L arnest v. Comm,\ueal‘fﬁ
Gl Va. App. 223,734 s&. 2d 650 (et agp. 20i2)

@ W“icy Beinn Earnest V. Commonwentth, Rocedd No. [3eeiy,
Order of Fle Clecrk of §u(rem-e, c+. of V""St';!a

@ Wffél%/ BrTaA E/an\u’r V. Vfrbtnlq‘ Rum\ No. {3--77719
Of’der O'F m U.S, SIU‘O(‘&M{, Ceur‘”, F&bfmgy ;7“' QoY

@ Weé(ey Brica E'“r/b&ff V. Ke,?-]'L L\/s Dav s . et al.

Holbe_nj Coer\J ;A AMWS"" COM"‘7 lerck:ay— CO‘«‘T

Case No. CL |4oeqx(i- oo, May 5, 2e17 6



@ W‘&S'ﬁxf gr;q,\ Emrwf v

. Keith W Davis, et al.
Habeag Corlous Cose No.

CLi4ooaqaai|~ oo, Recovd Neo. [“7102g
Virginia Sipreme Court; Refisal Moy 22, 2015

@ Wu[e\/ Br?qa Earacfl’ V. Ka?‘j‘k l«) Daw‘s " et el
Habess Corfms Case Ne. CLIYoo 924 ~0e,; Decket I\/o. [8-57728
U.s. Supm Cour'f', Certiocars Dea'.aof October ls’, 018,

@) W%le-y Besan Eacnect Vo Keith We Davis, et al
Federal Hubeas Corpus No. “7:18 - 00595

U.s: District Couet Fop The Westun Disteict of Vigaia-
Rounoke Division,  Dismissed 5e€+%be( 30, 2020, Time-Bacr

Wesley Brian Eacaesr v Keitin W Davis , et al.
Fedeaal Ho b s Cbt’(a( No. 20-71531

U.5. Court oF Mppeals $or Tha Fourth Clresir
Dismissed  February 23, 2021, Stay oF Mardote Gended ©n

MWCL\ q’ Q—O:}l; 'P-e;f';"ﬁo/\ For R-Q.-"l\-taru:s Er\ Banc O‘@\:JJ
Reril 6, 2021, Time~- Bar

The —-ial ‘l'm.\scr'\fri’ with P aoye Nembe~ 1S &SB““"‘J
Lk’ ) CT. Pﬁjeﬁ.) a,s& "m Sen %ff\'ﬁ ‘l’m«su»‘.(l’ (,AH"L\

(5. fne ).
The Lederal Dighret Counet Website and App,a,,ol;‘ws are ot

https v/l Wow.gacer-gev  case  T:E-cv-oe59s  and  the
YR Cicowit pebsie s Wwi. cal. uscoucts.gov e o153,

7.




Statemest of Facts

Wesley Brian Earmest maried Toelya Encnest in 1995 and
Mmoved inte the fracital residence in Fedbond Cousty, Virgiaia,
They sepacated {a 2004 whan Mr Earnest buily a lake
house about an  houes drive avay Gom The mart=|
residence. Earnest was a Fuet:g sch ool educator 67 lperLss:M
and his ife s aan eXxecwtive 5‘4‘04er1$0¢ for The ‘dge
jafucance Company, Genwortlh  Finasctal. Bsth Eacnest aad
his wife nmoved sa o othee relateonshiog and  official
diverce prvouJ&:}s l"D"" N -&uclY Jdocé, Earnest beﬁa« Ja:h'ﬁ
o black female and $nced numerous racist lacidexts

n Ahe area. the Jook <« 5"-" n Cl""SW“‘-I VI‘B\“‘““ and
Moved over oo wilec away in 20057 He had almest ne
contuct with his erfcanaed  Wife, Knew nsThing of he-
t‘&\a‘\‘laashrcps, bher 04\4239, (a \ob IOCA"'—;OA; ner did  he evea
have  her leuef number, Diverce attormeys Wect bherad !;:\3
macital  bills Tor  assets So‘m‘i’ly owned as fko.\e7 Wea s
tn esceow from The Sale of a eat=l  house ‘“\ej suined,
A mw";-j was  held witia E«mes-f—, Mrs. Eacnest ad The,
a“'ﬁr,\eys n em-ly 20677 +o discuse  ascet distabution

and s was The kst n\ex/'Ffﬁ- Earnest lived and Worked
over oo  mules avay in Tidewater; Vigisia while  feparated
Lo yenrs Fom his Wife. He Was a Lbk Scheo | G$SSHact
\or‘mol‘om\ [PN Ck&sa‘av\lie, \/i’ng‘m‘.q CTo QS"IQD where the on\7
eye  Withesses a this  case tfesiified Earnast oas o
the  day ad aight in guection, December 19, 2007

Teacher~ CEN(\/ KL\3 [T. szq—:mqs'j‘ Compde‘— +€»C«[v\.s'°57
3.




Specialist  De. Al Kagas [T 2396 2313] gnd Chesapenke
Taco E{/“ W‘u7% Wayw Sf.e,wa,—'-)'["]'. 2333-23647 a i
teshfied Eatast (was i Chasapente, Vimida at 4imes
Whea + s imlpo”‘.ue 4= be Joo o les Ay in
Bedford County, Vingiaia. [T.257]

Ea.(med"’ VO‘HA“'@!’;(7 met  with detectives ,2/9.]/6‘) and
answered all  of thesr 1%65‘Hof~5 ?Aclud-':j bis W"W‘La‘oocf?
ducing  The entive  [Heek in question, ll»//éjb? +o l2/21/07.
The “l’MASGr;'o"' reveals £arnest prvv:‘J«J alibi  names ; a DNA
Sample Phone nurbers of aliby Withecses and  ageeed to give
evwf\’k::s A erﬁg. Detectives did act contametr The
Lu«J.rcAS G-F f‘l‘Q'GF' M%L&r‘ at” l\,‘_g L\}Sk So‘«sool, A-\r “+r;a.‘,
prosecatecs accnsed alibi  wrnesses oF fyt,\ﬁ e \a&?:_ﬁ wmista kea.

Ia ma7, 209, i+ was revealed that  prosectons hid the

txca\patory Videe evidewce b Carnest at #Hork ia
Chesapenks; Virgiata. Seated  Seowch Liarmacte  wad  been used
and Enraest Was Unaware  of  betng the tamot of e
iavest gathion, ond he was atrested pmodths later.

This Case 15 a Complci?,‘./ Ciccumstaatia| Cose WiTH

.
mere ff’-e,c,u\q'f’;oa\ ond  wild Theories, Eacorsts arcest wag

Justified by a Fhuabpaar on tle piece o paper
& e -\-VJLJ, suicide e Luad  atr  The old macita]
cosidence Whice Earaest  lived o o decade [T7 4761,
Tan addiVion; in December, 200¢, Jeanifer Kerns ad Mra Earaest
rected o moving truck and removed all itews From

Ear,\,e‘s‘{‘; lak.e, L\pu se ;I\O ‘uol-‘:j "Fu fn.s‘*"*re ) 0@;& S'V#opht_;l,

Computer printer, ete. [T7 %9-50c, 73772378

&wvxpu‘h— Pepec .




DS'J‘-!, 2417-2419] The next "{“71 a femol&-dse lrde j»ear):ﬁ
"‘:DP ‘H»e, A:Vorﬁe WSos l'\‘&u }/\ Mﬁro‘ Cal\l’éu;"" C«auf-t'

duﬁp which  The cowT gove exclusive use of Hle lake
howse o Earnesr+ and The pacital resdence P his uwit,
[T. 86o, 13713, 2¢us)

Keaneth ﬂfol}.-j and Andcew Jbhason ere called LY The sthe

as Q)g@r‘ar‘. ~t  ana iys s and ﬂey Loﬂ\ a:_f)"‘&ed ‘F;’be"f">~"t5
Ca~ last Lo decades, Ever Hitleck -P?gerprbd:s cce. SH I
“M\y-z-alo(e Mf’ Some.  ]0  \ptars loates. Er. 2023 -2 =2,

2053, 26-2147, 2162) For This ceason, 4 motion o

strike  as prometed L7 defernse cCounse) a~d all charses
asked Fo be dismissed. .

Riding alse +esti€icd the alacan systems Keyped was nct
Submithed For {:ﬁwpaﬂ;f analysis no— was The ‘ﬂ\awsﬁf/;
Qg Windows; deorknobs, computers, printecs, phones, ete.
submifled even ‘fiwvsz heed  and ‘o(ash'c sufaces are aoved
Lo ‘9345:\5 ‘Qrger(r?/d’s. ETT 2o57~ 2055] The condban wmﬁu,‘?
\Mo(ueJ cadosr and box of Condons fourd at the
scene were also ot submithd  foo Sinaerpetar asalys
[+ ¢53-4s%,671) The 0/\[7 ttemn  submitted  for Poprpior
analysis was  the Suicide note, 0F which five witnesses
did et see  prier +o detect ves acriving ot Ao Scene.
Twe Emts, a deputy Sheeiff, Mrs. Eacaests twe  airlfrieds,
Marcey and Shepheed; wece all at  Fhe seeme before detechives.
Detective Woyhew destified FHhere was  no  forced estry,
o e house and all doors and Windows iwere lecked
and secured [T. 819~ %19), There Wasr « security alara

Sys-l-u\ en The l\°<—t$¢ as wWell as new lock s El'. 2&72-74_1],
{0.



Mrs, Earaes+s divocee a*i/-)—omey Festified thatr M. Ecrnest had
no acecess t The house secarity  alarm  Sysiem code ner
any Key to The new locks on the hewse [T 306, €31, 1441-42],
Mrs, Earnest began an iatimate, Tormautic relahiongdl, winy
Morcy Shepberd in 206s. Whaa Fhe suicide note weas
read  in couct, Shepherd dentified hercele ac the “neu
Jove' refertaced 1 The nete. Slegherd was marcied wify
Chitdeen  and She lived Witk hee  husbad ta @ nearby
Subdivisisa [T. 10§52 - [0SS, Joge]-

The statel medical examiner; Dr. Tharp, perfermed as avtypsy
Verifying Wirs. Earnest died of a Guashet wound  t>  Hhe
head, and she testified Hhere (was geashot  restdue oa hec
r“tbk-t' hand. For Moaths, Dr. T‘\m-'o wrote l/udd-o_rm‘.,‘,e,,l“
on the oeath cerhificote as + Suicide o homicide,
She  Chansed it o “hemicide upen Earnests atcest. She
festified tlat  pecple do ot shest Flemseles ta the
stde of the head [T itez~ 111, 1155, H9s - 1209],

A Small Frame <357 cevolver pistl was recovered at the
scene. The sStates Kirearm expect testicied it was stanike
i sime b the “Llady St revolver markefed o Women.
[T H25) Earnest  Stated  he boagk-t- Cthe gua o his  Lotfe
years earlier T~ 1999 ad selected i For it Small frame
and esst oF Operatiea. [T. 2269- 2274).

Eacneste  father, who ewns a facamn i West Vigiala,
testified Mes. Earnest practiced SANH'?AJ hee 357 pistel

ot kis Faem and hee  skild }Ltoo+:zb.[‘r.3225'7- 2269 )
Diverce  documets For asser distabogren Fevealed she IWag

SHIL n possession of hec 357 revelver, vt The court
i



ruled ¥ was”i\ar¢sa7“ and not allowed 1,7 Yhe defense .
The medical eaminer stated she could not  determin,

o FHae of death oa e alght  ta questioa, 12/va [a,
However, an electronic Tiame of deatl ¢an be
estmblished ot “ffrox;sm+-e(7 7230 pums Mrs. Earnes+
Seat- an email; likely froan hee  Blackberr, | at 7i28 pa,
and  His is The last Keowa commusication S O
[T. sic, $94- 8%, 2487 A+ 7:35 pm., hec home Security
alaran 5751'-%\ Was  Aisarmed u,s}cg The Kchaapl and
Secur'yy Code L. QHo—9q42]. She appacestly Just returaad
home From @ Counseling session with  hee  weatnl
health  therapist The $eCurl+7 systean had motion,
door  and  Wiadows Sensecs.

N\abcy SLafLoxol Staved she had a dete witn Mes. Earnast
and ey hnd  texted emlia.r['r. joll- loﬂa. Houlever, aF‘Nﬂ‘“’:Zf‘qm.’
dogpens of  text e SSages and phons calls g0 unan stdered
the everiny of 134407, Shephed stated  she  weit ever
to  the house ThaT evening thinking Mrs Earnest  as Witk
her other 5?\«\43@\&\4‘, WMowssa m\d/\‘-&7. S'lw—rvken:! steted ot
Mrs. Earmests cae Wwas ia the o‘r‘:ve.wo.;,, but+ V\o-‘DoJ7 Care
Yo the deor (T to3e= 1oy ], Al of the ext messages
and phone data oa WWes. Earaects E(Qo};(,e,.? ere deleted
while 14 the custedy of detectives ad  Gecetaevable.
Ske,f’kon& U the police about  her +eoxts and Calls +
Mes. Earnest Lo tHhe ova«?j ¢ '2/(‘?/0'7, however her
Pl\."\\-e“ Was net exarined o Seized unk) Loeeks (a+e,.
because Shepherd refused Yo coopete [T 789 790, lo?l]*

iWhen SktylverJ ‘F':&all\’ did v-el?..i\..:si\ hec rLe.\z,/ selective

1.



Ttexs messages €rom | 1/;61/.9-7 hod been deleted ol

could net be retcieved (T Ta5-7197, 10ee].  Sheplocd alse
Failed Yo aitially repoct hee  infimate relotionship witn
Mrs. Earnzest Yo detectives .

sL\CfL&rﬂl stated she wend back +o He house the
next  mecningg ll/;;lo/o7, T the house k‘7’ and
eafered  The house b fid  the body. She  called

a mutual  aiclfriend, Maysa Muasey, whe arcived at the
Scene  prier to any  ethecs. Shephed called M and
Fwe EM&-:jm?, Medical Technictans arcived with e o(ef-,u-fy
shec ft. Neither /hu45,7 or Sl\e.fkﬂl RYPTS yarooe.s.ted Lor
3uas£w+ residue nor  Uece 4ol Cars Searched,

[T stz 759-T¢o, 34?].

Eaclier in the day of (2f@for, 1l day i guestion,
maysa MuAsey as arcested and a‘pf»—eﬂﬁcl fh Court

in Amheet Couty Gor datity Heft od . res.
Earaest MCeM{aa,{,-aJ her o conet, and i+ Appears
e M&‘H#Y Ateft occurced Leom Yhe  human rescurces
alefa,—f'rwud' where  Muase ) 5Lefl\zm! ond  Mcs. Earnest

all Worked ET. 3“3‘1"‘24‘-{&]' my all  wocked Lor G\uwo;ﬂ',
Fiaasetal, and "He7 all Hook the week off of oeck.
Uder  ceest- examination, v’Vluuey destfied she could net
“remember oo she  shle the idedib, oF Hle pecsea
£or whom She e Gt\nr‘j{ﬁ(.

On  13fa0fe, detectives cecovered blood and  hair at e
scene, The Dna  which  does 4o+ L-doj +o Féﬁ‘f?o«_,.
Earaest o0 his wife. Al Sciendific  evideace €xecludeg

P»QA’?"'] oner Eﬂ rn€$ + ¥l " et mere Sf& Lula"".l-on }5 w $€A %a‘t ~$+ L‘IM.

{3.



DNA a"“i‘ﬁ"‘j Rbdn-&V [A/oo[@m—‘ﬂ\, testified Tthe [leod
ond  bare r-&ceVora—c( do net (:'ve,lozﬂ +» a47 Kaotoa
persea  nor  as H ia A crindnal datmbase.

[T Ho-bHe, %12, 2193-219Y, 2236-2237)]

A bed sheet, condom Wrapper, wavpened condom and
box of cCendoms was not ‘ama&s_c-eaf 2= DNA.

[+ b53-bLs6, 4'71]

ITn December, 2007, Eacnest borrowwed David Halls +ruck
for I-WA-H,:; and  outdesr activities as well as  Uoving
resibences  in  Chesapeake, Virginia. Eacnest and  Hall were
fiends  whe spet  Hme  toqethe owtdecrs. Ta the
'collow'mﬁ moith, after e a(ou; A 7wx+7cA, Eacnest Lou3L+
new tices Lo e teacke da janw.r),, Roo g and
suporsed  Hmll  with  the ot [T I849- 1882, 18Cs; 195¢,
1889, Je55; \§66- 1969)].

Hall Yestified that £ " ¢leven mw{ﬂ\s“ he ad his wite
+»(J_ detectives Mot Eacnest did aeot bave Lis truek
e  Tle nbk-f- ia olued—io,\, '?—/l“l/om H’owwe,r, Hall dw-»so.«l
s 5+or7 and Mece Sfa-waled‘}e,‘ was used o Caf"' ’
suspicien on Earnest: A wild theory was  formed of
Eacnest +r71:j 4o hide e evidewce That never even
exz;%rd,' The :)“‘fl-.ﬂ"" even Said, o WNe have rules agavst
allowing  This," yor  allewed It asgues. The police
Y(omml Halls Yruck and no evideace relevant +o
the cae Was Fovad, heowever The extive Pw.swu""l\ca‘s
case used Hhis pild +Lve-o(‘7 as Thei- K47év-;‘JeAce..
[ a82] RiAittoer Eacaest subwithed Halls  hiddes cLa:j .
of shry as a Beady violtin as clam 3 i Ly Habeas Corpas.

iq.



Bedford County Deputy Neal sfated Google Maps says
the deve From Earnests employmect +o Mot facaedy
howse Fokes H hours, [§ minctes of deive +ine
alone. Neal odmitted Thic Hae does not Hake st

tons.deration tratfic potrerns, rush  hoar raffic,
Wedather Conditioas ; \/ary*.,:ﬁ reutes, L,l?J«; e

For ct“‘;‘s""‘““l ete. Dé‘av.‘l'7 Neal made The drive at
night tirae and clamed  he  could Sfua{ across Tla

averaoyng 92 miles ger howr o~ The k.zkmr Neal

|
|
S‘[’a“‘ﬁ l‘r\ 3 L\owrs' L’O MTMA{"&S kaT(Jn' Wou\d f’-&z\—t:\‘e.
|

admitted he filed to simulate the Jdiive at Fhe rush

howr  Traffic ‘HM% Whea E«r«&s'ﬁ' ould 3-9—#‘ off
work, [T 1740 175, 1165 =1773) after 4700 P
Nonctheless, Unimpenched eye  oitness Festionny by educator
De. Al Kagas proves Eacnest bms at Work at The
k’.‘)“ school after 4l p-m. I'Z—/l‘?/o"[ still dressed ta a
st and tie C:qrry‘wts ouwY hroraeal Fr},\d(al o‘u‘l’?«sf
Rwyxs “"ZM—?{;&J Earnest as back at werk I2/29/0'7
betweea 7130 Am. and 745 Am. Ar?aktzs cotfer at Yle
staff  colbee pot and o(na*tﬂ-:g with Co-paorkecs.

[T 229¢-2312] Uninpeached witness, Wagne Stewe-t
of Tace 64”, test fied ELacrest as LTs Lustome
acound (130 pm 12/1‘710‘7 and oven desccibed his order
of a "3m:\c|-e meal' From e Cl\bsﬂfb-l‘-b/ Vi«jnra Store.
Stewact ad  his  assistant manager, Stephacie érﬂgwy,
sigaed & wedte. stetemad I’Jic,.ﬁ:,) Eacnest  Las

ot +‘\L\\f ET;‘c" 6'3” over R0 "\(l'&-.s Q(,\.\a;7 ‘Fr‘o/v\ 1/1\1. Scgne.,
[‘l’- 2333- 2309 Cel\ phene “ousecs prove Eacazst in CL&;aF@h,\/A.

CT'- 23 z.ia

Is,




Arsume«'l‘ One

F%«“'H“:aneci a pre Se. 'iv\ma*"'; Wag Proo&cjv"‘f*“y ﬁ"“&’bﬁﬂ"“(
57 Fwe da\fs Ly The Unided States Disteict Cevet
for He Westera Disteietr of Vieginta, Rearcke Divisies,

a~d +¢\ﬂ— U»&‘l’d States Cogc‘f’ of Arpeﬂ-ls _For _rLC

FOU(‘"‘/L C:rc«.‘d—’ 46$P1+€~ ‘(’ke Ser:ously .I‘\ rr‘:éof\ 5(;“::(:(0‘
"[’ah‘.,\s Ful( ('&SP"ns.‘l’:i:t’y_ 'Gm— e \-M"FlM—e—’7 'C‘“'j'

Pedidtoner moataies ' actunl ]AA&OMG-&“ "”'\ro":ﬁk £ive
clavms  ia b habeas Corpus, but  neane hove bee
heard 00 The mecits due to tThe proceducal Fime-bar.
The Arial Couet y«bﬁ, Vs The ody ceviewer oF recood
as he was alse The Vimiaa State Habeag :3“‘)299"

The AEDPA statte of limitatons  allows one yeac ‘o
file the federal habeas corpus plus statuatory  Tolling, and
pettioner  submitred his (el  documents To The prisen
ok licial +o make The cCourt- (-—uzqi red (‘3al Copies i
r\mri7 A& meith To  Spare. The prison fficial was
Ser'uousl«? W at e time ad  teck 23 Aw,s + retura
the legal copies Fo the petitioner, whe Filed The pettio,

‘i”La-(’ Vety da 7.

The Coucts refusal +o grat czzui+alo|&- +o(lf‘.j £or  two

. k " . .
days i« a  Due Frocess violation arou»o(e-af ta Tle

65.'“‘ GAJ Iq‘r" HMM’M&#S and a lSo Aan //E-iuﬁ‘ P(“O‘*'{,L"—'\. On

of  the laws' Vielabloa of the (476 Amandeadt
16.



The U.5. Disteiet Cowr® reguices petitioners 1o Subadd .

Di:*s:a\a\ ‘\A.Lcc..,s Co(foug' F_,'“_s +wo Cop‘le_{, TL&- I\O(Ml Fr;’“ﬁ

Frocea{u-r-e. £ e e K leﬁal cor‘:es s o Vasmates
ge t- The lew “larm-y, Hewever, dve +o tle vieleat (acidess
of a staff membe- foe7$ Stabled J>~7 an Mm.od’e,, e
Prisen Wet on [ockdown. The officer oetting stobbed
cauvsed \oar+ioulurl7 haed  lockdown with “ne  mevemedt
ad  tle |aw (”orar7 was Clesed. Extensive docu meatution
as fnv';&u[ for The cort Via signed statemet of Cerrection
officer Suym—r Nocels  Counseler Stephens leTter, affidayits
ow & C"ﬁ"b“‘:‘“’ Counselor  Dennis §+€‘p[«&ns. netacized af€idavit
https:ll Wol. gacec.gov  Fedora) dictriet couet cese THT-cv-595
Apperdix T paces bA; 68, 7,8

Www. ca, useoucts, gov Lol Clreait case 26=7153

See “Statett of Licitations" page 3=19, Appedix N, Affideit p. €9

The doccmentation proves ” oL*H‘L\‘..S legal copies Tor the
Court Was n.t (os;:bu“ and Ne  phete coplec Wece avaikbie
to  inmates" With The lockdown and tle law librar, closed.
Upon  such ‘ocko‘vw».s,- The prisen  procadare 15 Fer  Tnmates to
Gve l(ﬁa\ matecials  to Theic Counselor for making The
Court - rulu‘u-ecl pka-\"oco(]es, Nomnw uS?:‘} Y his ‘oroceelqre_)

. i, H
Co;r\(a.s Qe Wclb Nt"”l\‘u\ Aus'{" Lou.rg’ o a‘f” Mof+ a c(ar-

On Octeber 24, 2013, petitiorer gave his federal habeas
Corpus te his Couase lor, Deanis 5+ePL.gM/ +o vrafke The
(-Cﬁa‘ C-o.o'i-c-‘. Cou«sc.lor S‘f'qakams A;ﬁ'aff-earaa/ "('\Or 23

days bc‘FGre. \“/”'“1’«"3 wiTh ‘04:{*\!‘-'”:04&:6 Pq,‘aerwork.l @ce Nm &9'23
7



CeunSL‘of S‘f'ﬂft\ms) ‘H\z Fﬁ;w\ ot eial r“{,on,;],(e, {;‘_ “the

1

do(a A Was ¢ :‘k i th ”Cﬁ néec a'\J recey v 1 llol\zMoﬂ-‘-"Qm
. .
“\"rca—lw,e..d"s‘ as outliced 4 Lis affidavi+ P&‘H“Honef was
rc@&dtc&o& L7 The Fr?s on PQ’CLJ vee For maks o) Fhe
Couet~ t'-(,czu‘u—&ca l"DG' ‘:OfZ@’ Q.Agt ‘r‘-\e. A’&‘&y Was b‘\oﬂy
ECJO'J ‘0&1’1*’;0.«&:5 CosFeol. Ceounselor g‘i’w&f-keﬂs +akes €61 {
responsib Viby for The &el'ay ia his affidavit; vet the
Courts are +tak gy @n DV1¢r‘7 .S‘fr‘nﬁe.:)' stance aaatast peﬁﬁmu

This  iaflexible approach is" agaiast . U.S. S;*(M Coet
precedet and  even the H1h Clcets case law. Certninly a
prisea ef€icials  sickness awsij ““ard.:.&e‘_( will  be aa ssve
with  The past Vm?s Covib-19 ?aulem‘u.. frisons across
The Couatry hove bee locked dousa P _l?.\omp“u closed
ond  namates Stack Gehind  cloged doorg yedling ouT fFon

Assistance in W‘}%g cowrt oLuaJl:nes'. Tanates are at
the comflvh— Mercy of prisen Oc'ﬁ'c,:qls’ theic L\.MH’Q,
poarastine reiplations For stefe, quarmine Tegelatives fur
tamates, Iﬂoslp;‘fuli%a*f:oaﬂ ete,

While Yhe AEDPA Hme restrictions seeks -t eliaiate
buk\cﬁs Tn The Federal habeas review process ‘& does
hot aim to be so riaid s T da«\, Coas Hitutional
r—‘s:)k'k's. Houwston v. Laak, 4gq us 266,215 % (‘7?6’)

long age Teceonized  “obstacles’ which are uxigue o

pre S€ c‘e:?e/dmd's whe ace in Prc‘sof\ and  even The 4t
Ciceuit rw‘)n\*%'&’ "r‘b ,Pr:SQA Ma.)box rule U45 VY. Maom. /

24 F.3d bad;62( [‘H’L\ Cir. l°l‘?'-i>, Ve e re,ceaﬂy, fkctf ruled



Yo «(3 ‘OS a +m~e«(7 M*{'w .o ‘Fro se fw/h“f'-d ners '&“ Numesr ow s
‘M(Nwl‘ws&/\‘f‘s nct €X’o~0—r\-eaohl L7 a('f"o"'\&‘jS, and Ccur'fs ha e
t’w LAl d el 'F‘&Kib{'e ir\ l’ccgj,u-?wj lﬂ\f&d;w&nﬁ l")‘\°“7

thet Equitable Telling s Hpropriate hea there 15 dn impedimedt
RY‘“‘”‘ the Co»‘?’ro‘ of iamaﬂsv Ta Pr?so.\. Grm V. ‘jokng_,_n_,
| 575 F. 3d 29 e, ?0‘(-30{(l1-t’k i 20o3>d,

I,\ o\:‘d&(' 'l'o 0\({1\7 -rt\,l— +;M I;M:"'%"':ﬁﬂ.s Urwler AED{"A

“Fpuitably, Thea Equitable Tolling shevld be gearted.

Petitioner had udtil November 13, 2012t filed Lis

'
'FL"&""‘ hobeos 6""?“5[ howaver due o EX“"(‘aéi‘dL\.ﬂ? Cir@w\mﬂs‘\

the prison official picked wp his pepecork Yo be capied
or  Ocrtober ;2‘4’ 20t8 anrd Foiled Ho cefuen Tt un|
NovVember 157, 2018, upen which (¥ (ras Ciled .

his  habeas Cocpus and a‘fﬁl'zw Jo  locatel the courselor
dicing  Wis "disagpenconce’ For 23 days, Tebitieer  had other
Coreechional  offhcecg a»w/ [wusfzj Untt Fe.r;o.me,' Cod(«'a:)
oo ad  Frying b locate Counselor  Stephens. fetitioae
avidly ("(’AZM-&S*?«»[ The  Ulhereabeuts of The counselor

as LL ‘sﬂ\c! m On‘z o EEZ o‘¢ iao;[—r{-.oaers )oa‘pe(work
S‘f’-&\ot\c«\s Q‘F’F! Aavd’ e\yen So.75 Eam\&‘* C‘ ’ise«d'l\] LaJ

|
P@“';‘i:taqer d%md’fn‘f’d eafcnable Olu& A”:ﬁf—n"—e if\ 'F;(:t:s
|
|

other cerre,c\’;oml b#iw.{ Ca‘\u:s e  On m rad (o and
‘u\ *la o@@ice o +eack wme dowr\.“

pef";"}'i‘o aec L\AS 51&0“:\ aQ +M¢'k rme OF {;';3 l"ou_(-“""
prpers A a +}m|7 Laslion as p=3e 4 o kis ‘C"—de:v-f

L\abwt prus “{'{’Q/\«:Zts’ 'H\z aa""bS. Eau[\ ‘C;(;:) Was w;"ﬂ\:a
pe1R



st days of fle Coucts ruling. On 4lis  occasion,
petitionsc rectived Fhe Courtd relivg from Ochiber (5 20w
ond  he sebmitted The ertie Ledem| hebeas 4o his
counselor Hoc ?Lo'i'oogf,;z_g oen OcAdber 24, F20oiF.

An  acgumet Can be made That This T The date
phich Showld be used o calewtatke the one~-vyear e
liawirotion o File. The prisen offictal  had  The Linal
copy To be plotrcopiod for  the U.3. Districh Cowrty
Which T requices Hree £t cepies. His  dniling o
tetvra Tle i\a.Lu»;” Cepies uats| Novemloar 157, 20i7

s iccefutabl, an Exteascdirary Clreumstarce begoad
codrol., Tt Sheuld have only taken a few hours

petitioner's
Tn  Holwd v. Flecida, 560 U.S 631 (2010) Fhe Supreme CoueT

Cted et 27 Uscs, 2a94d) G5 seblect te equiteble
IA)L&\ , ,o.e/‘H‘h'o.«er ”5[1,0‘\»5

“"‘0“:":5 i aﬂp,.,,?(;aiu. cases
(D that he has been pursving his  cights  diligeatly, asd
(3 Hat Seme extracedinary Cirewmsbuce Sted ia his Oy
and  provested  Fiwaly  iling.

Potitione  nuets both  staddads for equituble tollig o
4o Fwo A“)" e federal habeas Corpus  Was late.
e court abo sard, " The Flexibility isberent in
%Vi*'“bfc \Orooee'«rc enables Couets 1o meet new Situwetiong
Yot demad  efuitable Intervedicn, ad 2 accord  all

11}

Fol

the  relref necessary 4o cercect P“"H"“ lar Taiws{-w‘aes,

Serjous heal+l, Tllaess t>7 prison s—h:-P—FQ;;, CO\”D-‘H) is a new ST‘!"M-\—{%'

pefi';“}:o/\;,( s g ue,J ”ao“'u-a‘ i,\,‘owoe_“ where DNA o l?]owl
)

aﬂo\ l’\a‘er e.xc‘uo‘&s {Q‘\“}f:w ‘Qu"‘" Was “not angeJ .‘>s7
a2,




e toar court yodge Fo point ot Fhid-pacty guitr
frosecutors pee vided, ia b?scovuy, Joifaess reportzs of

Pohc-ﬂ« misconduct Where a dewne  detechive boa«jseof of
Plarting  evidence, but deferse counsel refused o lavertisate.
Two k¢7 Witnesses Testified on Hal  Traaseript That 'ﬂ“”7

{r

ok"/\std *L-&}t" 5+0|:\ e s € "ev-eo\ MOA'H s u (q’j—'e(’ Lu’{/ 'r‘\r:s
wae hidden Ly rroswu"f’ws, a _B_f“f\_é_% viclation. M FLL
Withesses wers deried the oppe e ty 1o fest 6y tor

He J&F-e«se, f’f\o“u“\,ﬁ an ex.oe.«-h New |7 oll\Scova evideace
I‘Q\/-eah,al PDoSa cwforsg ‘ﬂ?& exo,\mi».':j Vj‘cle,o e/vr\o{e«;a of
WFH cner ©Ver o200 nileg ey aad prevs ~4 ”or;f'm [ a 4.0‘6/\‘6:'

antler  Brady vielaten. Brody v. Margled, 313 w6 €3 (93)

Al of these Claims  are (isted 1 Puh\h‘w‘_g Leclera)
ho bews Corpus, but ‘i’l\ay have ot been  heard  ea
He rets due o e precedural Timehar, Many courts
have "6&05»\3%’6‘! te newd T2 geadt ¢oituble Folling
wder & Vadeh, o reasog T, U5,V Gabalds.,
52> F.3d iz, nzl CI°'f1\ dr.)oog, He court ruled that
When  peison officials Confiscated an  tamates ‘-esq.'
prpecwort) e Sheld  be  granted equituble tolling, T
Pd—-}ﬁme( Encnests case, The P(\-so/\ sCCicial, or éomse(cr,

bhd not  actually confiscate  his (-cgal matecials, bt Tre
eCrect Was fhe Same as  he d?sq‘pfmr*—ql wWHL v for

;3 oLﬂys . Tl\&' Seco~dd PPN o Mpl& &K S 1At (a, rq\}ﬁ

i Valvede v. Stissen, 224 F3d 129, 133131 (za o z“o)

They also  ruled Ahat  equitnble tolling Ts  permited Whe
the _\avﬁ*f'few %) JubSed'ul o medical PnuJure,g Ju-r?j

23,



the -Fili/B period- Hacper v. Eccele , b4= F.7d 132, 142

(2.4 Cie. .;lon>- I. pertiFoner Eacnests Case, mP(fﬂon
oFF:c«‘a\[ Counselor 5+epMsl was u_.\_dersc';3 a  redical
cordition  and Frooulue; which caused The pehition o
be two days late. Tle pricipl s tie Same, an
"Edtroodinar, Circamstarce!! beyerd  petitionse cotel.

As lony as fhe respordent s aeT pregudiced by e
clblay, eqwitable folling  shoutd be allowed accecd i to
The Sixth clredtn Soloaman V. U.S. F.3d 925, 973-35

((o’“\ e, 9'0005. Tn  petitioner Eacaests Case, a« ‘f‘vvo-o(qy
Ae,la7 Certalaly Ad  net prejwdice  respondects The sixth

. . . i t
ceenrt alse FECOqa i< actua fandCence ! as 9;-0..,415

'Cor" %v‘hbt/& +°“.‘:ﬂ Qas f’“‘u :A So«d’e,r V. _—X_o.»e,,_« j
295" F.3d4 577, s¥8-Co2 (b-rk cir. Qoo$>

PN "
(oﬁ-}—ww Eovnest Qrowes Octunl l‘n«m,\c&“ as  meattoaed
)

befoe and  all eye withesses ta the case tesFifled e
hms  6ver 200 piles awsary at  faes  previag intocece .
However, prosecutore  accused Thepr  oF (\7?:5 or loex“.j
mistaken, Naetheless, the et DN eviderwe exclhdes
petitioner and  poicts o a Thiod party as The 9=ilty
im,d-y. Crimina Complarats have beea filed agarast+ The
prosecvter  for \Caom/ peryery 1o his  affidavit Whea
I'*&,S{oncl':ﬂ to e neul7 discovered  hiddea v)Jea.(Rﬂu.‘MxO)
An  ofF veral +MA$(/'\'::F‘F proves ‘e tvo ?ovAT'S o€ Persu*yi
ond the lidde~n Video was abxol.,mly CXCU.\.fm‘f‘nry evidence .

_ﬂ\T.S Case f‘xovu LC' ‘\MPJ on ’ﬂ»& merrts. (Affwcd‘lx D iy



Tn Slock v. Mobauel, 529 us 473 @eeed, the covet
Fuled  Hlat o Cetificnte of Appelabitity (€om
shewtd b& Dm«+“-J whea The Oistrret Conct deased

Przso-ver‘s b bt s cerpus f;{;{%-l—:u\ on ‘prpo&otvu-a‘ 3€‘9“M’L$
withoot  reackiog the prisonecs Underfing Federnl constittion!
Clasans, whea The clatms are Vald audl when the Digtrior

Oow"" e r‘d on m Frobea “wra l o “’631

Th Earnests case, he has solid Constihtional claims and ke has
showa  The Disteict Courts ercor ia failig Ho grad equitable
Folling, Tn addidion, petitioneds achml lacocence! cloiams sheud
remove The procedurmal bac as hightigited L7 Schlyp v. Delo
513 us 29v (1995). The DNA alone as pooef of "actral Innocmce
ond  evidence of a thied- pacty’s  guilt Shewld  resmove  the
proceducal Fimeloar, letting  tThe <ese be heard an the
mecits, Houge y. Bell , 547 Us. rse‘?‘i,ﬂ Sehlap (§13 us 327,38,

It

pe){:l"’:o/\of- alse Claims jrefPective assistorce o +rtal Counse(
& _‘;‘;“3 :h, "‘V‘&é“h\aa‘t’e ‘?oi;‘u s conduct t‘e,fo;]'sl S‘Osﬂsbkt'fos
Ao KL7 Wwifnecses whe CLA,D,_" m,_ _\_'654;;«4».7 a~d Tle
Vide hdden buy prosecuters. T Mactiseg v. Ryan 566 US|
i32 <.ct. 1309, 162 L &d 2d }7"(2""7') ad Treviae v. Thales

s |
529 WS 913, 133 st lqu, (§57L Ed- 20 fowg Gorz), the court culed

\\)

a “pacticalor  Zoncers' (A Hhe application of  pProceduca|
J-anuH', esfw?«l\y When  tneflechve acsishunce of Couasel
i datmed, A P(v&eolura| bar showtd aot prevent e cla
tp be hewd on the ments. Petnilc of the iaefRctive

agsistance op &D"‘"s'&‘ ;’ :f\ QIA‘tM 3/ O(&:A\ 3 a_,_o( M_&:MS-

as;







of petitioness federal  hobeas cocpus prepowed  Boc The
disterotr couet:

TA& iou(“}’k Ci t‘cw:'f'f( ‘FB:’:»;\D “+» j:‘m‘r %u:'f‘n,‘;/e/ "'D {[;5
i a "Due Prucecs’ violatioa ard Egual Ffrobectio Violation
as the court ('tco}.:.;e,_s exttroo ol ;mry C"I‘C«MS‘{‘n.‘«—&_; b&f/u}

P”HH"“"‘:‘ éw)'rol, bt has  not” y et done 5o (a This case.
MeQuigain v. Pocking , 569 U.5. 383 (2013D Pecogiizes o Y doonte |
23 J

m:.{mr?agt b X\AS'}‘I‘W“ s"‘“'\’hﬁd - wa‘:; o irnar Lar aud
"HJ’/ pa.Llro (’W‘HN\ DF m :\‘*‘Lr‘ff“"‘( 57-‘*“’*‘\ ;5 :"tpaf{'aa"k

The case Aqatast f&‘ﬁ""}w&er‘ Was @A Ciecumstontinl Case Witk
mere Speculetion at times. Si Arthee Conan Doyle wrote the
Sherdock Holwes nfovels ia tin 18705, ad Doyle s actull,
a \Oﬁ’wwi'e detective of socts. bvylﬂ— wro'l"c/ ” Circamstnatial
evidence B a very tricky thim: T+ may Seem o puilt very
Steaight o one ﬂ:.j, bt i€ yen ShiFt  your oW point
P view a little, you mag Find T poickag  inan equally
Unomp fwas‘mj weane~ o sonefhingy entiealy d¥are it "
(_Sku—look Holmes | p- 307 ’

D"'/L” £inetad I’7 ““{?3; //Mw?« an  inaccet Man has beea
L\QN) Lo The sallow.s due +h Circumstactial "'v?ola\oe.“ He

weste  That nuu—\7 {90 \years  ago, and ‘i’l\t/7 did  no¥
have DNA  scdecti€lc analy sis back Then, which exorarates

(«ef";‘ﬁow & his case s L\MPJ oan the wnerts, T+

4 _
ould be @ 'Fu/wlamm-l-al Mzsaxrﬁa:ja of éusﬁe.a“ for thic

Case. *l’o not bcf l\ﬂarcl oa The wmecrts, &_H,};w\“.} ﬂdd’uq‘
shoutd be §N4«c\ ﬂorovﬁl‘ ConsHenat A u€e°‘° “7
2

W

lnnocentl-
b .






whe n (eviw:'n the police misconduct ouxtliaed th claim 2
of  petiticness habeas Corpus. A Witness Came Forward
dicating  The Iw detective ot drunk  and L”‘«ﬁﬁe“’

vf ‘alcwhg the ‘Cfl:jorprm‘)' and “other eyidece This
Witness  Came Foruwacd prioc to tal ad  edted T
96‘!’ W off his chest' how The detechive saJo! he
Fiaa")"c‘ €nomgh evidence o f)wa pet Honer a [.e,ﬂq[
\.\so.c'hon USM:S N (" juo‘lcwc' system. The (ortness alse
named theee owun"w.m/ Wifresses he were ‘Df“&-fe-’"f'
duing Ahe  draben  biags. (Nomes and addeesses were
provided iA Appuolfx T, Response #2, Habens Corpug, District
Coouet l«!da{v&) Even 'kubi\ +los fol et Misconduct L
?rm/d.ul L7 prosecutocs n bistvvt—rji defense €ounsel
refused o avestisate. The stute golice  Ues alse ready
¥o  (avestigate a3 §«Pu.a+¢a¢le41' Colone| Steve Fla Ler/7 said
ia ks lefer, (A!so Rppendix T, alony wr‘l’k Multiple aFFuAawt)
Thus, an neffectve assisteance of councel datim  Loas Kiled
as  Claim 2 P&'ﬁj“?m.{a‘: habeas Corpus.

Thece s a great dea! of Clircunstntial  evidence s’k«w:,ﬁ
pelice Miconduct 0«‘0.»:5 with the A\cl-eohves Confession of
cerru‘p-\ﬂm Crveial  cell phene records W’—fe (o"’l’ or destroyed

NC\;'Q tA CMS‘]'on of the o(&f'-&c,*f"avﬂs, as Mrs. Earaefs‘f'«:‘
B\aokberrf {oas &wvx‘ole,+c/f7 evased. The stutes Q":)""?f"‘* analysd
Andrew Tohason, testified he covld net read “He date oa
Yhe evideace 'f‘aﬁ of “He 'C“Aserpr}»“’, ‘e Very one Fle
de.‘hg,(;H ve me‘s 3&0’ of Plaa‘l’u‘vj!- b‘((‘ +L0’ A&‘Feaﬁve. Cai«m\s'e
He dete afte,  plating 7 Thee s the old saying,

7, . < [

"Deunken lips el the  Sober tewth. The detective



r[wd’ed Tle 0A|7 evidence in the cage. The Witness
even described Hhe detective L@t,ﬁ ‘n o Wheelehale
writh  twe broken ('\L‘f-(S, which  weas +rue oand wrtkneowa
to the public. He said  tle detecfive bragged of
—FrauAulea‘H7 Co”ﬁf/f?‘ﬁ b orkecs Comf&«wﬁw\ becacse e

was ac+uall7 ?A:‘v.re.al while drunk aad }wp}t_o) off a
badge. This detective  had oaly been an lavestigater $oc
one  \ear accom(ir:) o Warrarts, bet he said the
Sher£f heaed about his P("‘H'ﬁ eyvidence and s
Being Yo veassign him  afrec the teal, which s Wt
There  Was °"‘7 an  iadividual "l’Lerr.'“-f— on “the suicide
nete; ne  ether peoats as f The paper  Liece he(d —
he rac‘.?rocqﬁr_\ﬁ '(:;zxscer?r';A“—S! Keanetl Ki 5»5, He states
‘c'(\/bupv;/d" Wl‘{s‘f; feshified  The oA|7 Way Thot Heee
Wece no  6Ther  priafs s € the defedat used

" Humbless gfove,s.“ Obvieusly, This tdea That a persen
Would  uge  such gleves  in  a crime is silly, asd ¥
Furthecd  sugpests  The detective br“ﬁﬁ“:j of i-p(mﬂ,g VF.
[ 2623~;IG;!] As mentioaed eacliec, ne etles (teag

Wece  submitted on detectives Lor “C’?né\e:‘gr‘-«“" onalysis,
D"l‘/ e suicide note he E"“jﬂd N Pl«a«d‘-ﬂ:ﬁ ‘e
‘Fizg.«zrfﬁ:d’ upon.

The unwofaﬁs:w!:sm of He detectves s {:urﬂer I\Ejkifsidd
in 'ﬂ\i\o use of a ”‘Gﬂie, doc'for\} in collusion WAR e :saﬂ
Nurse, Mr_;. Rosser. Af+ter P¢+:+:m6r:¢ O\rre.s-(" he Wag
Pu\led out of his cell €w oan Ur\re«lues-fu( dochor Visit
Nurse Rosser (er‘FormJ a Secies of cl;‘aye,sﬁc. tasts  and

29,



Congulbed Wwith +he $ake a‘oc%c—, complete 3ith e wite
lab  coat and stethoscope. Tkey afoc med P&‘Hﬁ"aa-r he
Was 4_7_:%_ ard  teied T et petibene confess
in seme Sect  of deatli—bed confession. The Fake
doctor was a Bedford cvw"'y Detective as defeuse covase|
ruojafaw’ him ofter (&4'7 Foer norified han of e
Clircumyesting of te atterae,. Later;, Yhey used a feke
Counselor in  anscther aldempt P frce @a confescron while
CTrcqu%—a—:,j F&H‘Hmu-‘s aftorney, Afterwards, petitioner
vecewved boad  For m’.arl7 two \pears, but detectives
formmed o  plst to have boad  reveked. The, called te
have petitioner plek  up his Impeunded cor, bud gave
KNim Of\‘y a 3S0= minvte  wWidow Fo J_«» 2o. fFotrtiones sext
a  Yow Fruck instead of +r\{\g.t5 4o drive The car ad
two Fow-truek operators  Veripied the gas  line had
been cut oa the Gar. When e car Was put oa an
anjlc ; 3asolmc Powred st of Fhe back of e car, The
tar wold have broken dewn affer a wmile  of clr‘,vt,tj Ity
and  defectives would  be ight Here +o viclate petitoses
boad  doe +o &r‘w‘i?\ﬁ on  Qa e,xP}ru[ reqisteaticn. 'ﬂey
‘i‘«yowd-u@ the cCar about [0 mMoa¥hs earliec, and ‘he
Tags en(trd.(ﬂn of Hhese Issues are detailed oL

affidavits a Pe,{-?"f";o.«.e}s habea s Corpus oa e Aisteres
Cout and Ciait court ebsides lisked en:(:.e..)
Racism s alse apparest as Pn,mwf"ors selicided
Festiamony Leom  multple  witnesses obout ioe;}—iﬁoaer‘s jotec-
racial  relationship. State Withess, Nenifer Kerns ), Pepectedly
+es+fied  of pv\r‘r‘ﬁoa@r‘s ”.Io(onCK‘\ 3“\—49‘:.&.5(, [T sob, 831~ 36¢)




Outside of Hle presence of  Fhe Jury and  alse W thei-
presence, Kerns FestiFied of (eaoi’k ok an occasion
she stalked petitioner and watched his  iatlamcy with
a "b\a\oic“ Wosman. Kerns even oes boek 4o \let?fr,
llge wias black

Ansther  State Witness, potice officer |nbde Sattfefield,
testified peﬁ-f-‘coaer wes “atfmcted o black L-'oMeA,‘\
ond Hhat Was &SSenHall7 s Sole —{—eph'w,v.‘rk:s
Sattefield neglected to mention how he mocked petitroe
saging he  had 7 Fusle Fever' Locause his e\ ead
wos  black. He was r'&‘q‘piﬁ P-o/‘f’f'i"wa-er\-: i Ll end F an
ape n the 3««5(&.

Numeroos ‘o?d'ur&.s of petitioaers black 3\“‘{“9“3—("1 ere
subamitted as  evideace, ad *+ 15 cleard, dere 4o
preyudioe him  9a the Ceafederate seutl and o Mﬂ'y
all  whide 3\."\/. O ieia) police Taterviews re(‘aad-eél:,
refer +o The " black" Sirl{:rte«uL Tn a wHrasscipt of
Moysa Muasey, she fells police, " You Know she's black."
Noae oF This racissm should  be 5urior:5‘,-:\5 stace

.LOV“’\Q V. \/?rﬁ‘m?q Oﬁé'b L\.ms o~(7 O Aereration aae,
patting  an ed o inpeiseament  For Anter-cacial
Macciages, ,;u Wwithin V;ra’ih‘.-a.

Whea The 4F Howrs' Ll crew come down for tie
trial, they ‘IAZV‘“"*J of  petitionee  Qqbeu¥ The tzefsen
Ta  Bedford C'ou.dyz V33‘\~?o‘. ’n\,cy had  been  Waraed Ly
Co-wockers about The r[Beisan, and W)‘ were abwnd,
m7 Were From Ni’/w %rk, et ‘f1~e7 hod been

warl\.-bd L\7 Co-WorKerg LMAO(TQAS O‘F w~ ‘&5 qwq7!

0.




The |ead defective ad The prosecuter were CauDk-)' on
oF L i cial Pol:% inkecview ‘f‘msw‘.{ﬂ' +a,~\'pe.r‘m3 Witk a
Withess and hee Free Will t testify. Stephane Gregor,
a black Lemale and Taco Bell Assistart W\mﬂ.‘jer;

- Was Fheetered o be Cl\p\taéel as an Naccess ory +o
Fiost dearee muddec W Sk dd At give the Video
o Fhe Toeo Bell deive~tthew 4o Thea, Gmﬂm—7 hod
Written  and 5,\3,\,,4 with a Co-worker o |etter of
aliby  that rvﬁ‘\")oner Wos afF Heir lace Bell Ta
Clhegapeake, \/t‘rbh»}q at b:30 pta- om The alght ta
q vestion, \2/l°)/o-7. (Appewlix M, pages 20‘73>

Becavse she Was  toe afrald o ~+es+7‘€7, The /'e:ﬂer she
Wrote s et allowed ot a defense exhibi«

T claim § of petitioness hobeas Corpus, newiy discovered
evidence Was Freud'-u‘ of a hidde. video of {9e,~l-1~b‘w
ab werk in Chesgpenke, Virgicio at  Fraces preving Tactual
L rnogence. Attorncy Eben Hanilton of the Hamilton Firm,
PLc, taterviewed nNumerous (u‘pfe, a~d J@‘QFM\-A&&I prosecwtor
committzd @ Brady vielston T La&:g exculpats, Video
evidence. Ta Fhe process of 'pl"-‘:rj Conct  Avcanents Tag
Yle Ledero| distaict Cbuc‘i', prosecutoc We.{ Nance iled
an  affidavir ia which  he lied Sayia he “never attempted
+o obtoin" he Video beconse he Ahoght T Was net
s ;DA:‘F;CAA"*’. An  ofFicial FO"\“- {aterview +MI\S¢!=:‘(0T' praves
Naace Committed e counts of ‘gezfoxy .9-&:-3%7 YA
fedem)  court and  criminal complainats  have been $iled witr

'*/l\& U‘S’. 5‘\")’4'9:«&7 \V\ RO«.Ao k&' V!'!B‘w\ia. (AFPMA;CGS LIO" ﬂQ) ,3“



R r“'i"‘d— ,Dod"&”ne +elevision show [\9:_‘.&,} L7 NBC news
anchoe, Lester Hilt; odds Locther insight to the dotective
Lmsj?oxj abgu‘f' P(“*""”\j +‘J— ‘C;/\j&t’?r;n“'& I.+ 5‘\606{“ ‘4’“0
«@lwu“’S. Nunber one: A p(amlreo‘ @ﬁﬁu‘oﬁz«‘l‘ ﬁc.‘t's
i"quf&J Ltc«»(e ‘\f' Mmast ‘C:r&‘(" be +m,~$€e,n~u1 O
everr

o medium. Thus it mokes a left Thudpast to at

ke7

$irst 51&\“' appeac 4+ be a cight  Theabpcidt u‘ooa
petitionels acrest, accesation Pos  made Hat kis clght
Fhumbpriat  Was €ound - “cwever, petitiones had @ Catastrophic
N his gt Thumb ag o child, 50 the G«J:ﬂ
Was (,l.,,\le%w'« Aftec a review, tH Was thea Submietved
as (peyi%’ﬁona‘-s !_e:f_-f' ﬂ\umkf.r‘,&*—, *y.s-i— as The M
foreasics expertys ‘f'-csﬁﬁd.' Nomber Twor The expects Sad
i+ Lorces a very awkuadd, Feversiag of the bhaud in
order o ey o F[a.d’u{ p:zﬁwpr‘m"'- This is  alse
Gty hou the shatel pl‘nﬁer{,—m,d’ expecTy Kenneth Ridis,
Am’ﬁ.qy.u'! He  Stod vp and awkwarof)7 hetd  the
Plece. of papes back axd behiad himsele~ ‘h'hclly Uanatum f
Loc («wdl'ub ‘e paper. [‘T‘ Qo.zs-aieaj

Whea all of 4he irregularities ard  unprofessional acts

of Corcvption Were Ciled  ta ?UH‘Hw} habeas corpus, oa
assassination atdengt Was cacried ouF  aapiast his  atteraey.
A pofessional = Style o ssassiaaticn attempt  ageatast AFFvnas,
Joseph  Sanzone In Speing, R0i5 lauded ki s e hospil
with o hesd  Woud From a  guashetn A press cofecence
was evea calted do  LKighlight his foctune, and  ne
Suspect  Wes ever idedified. A of these corcupt acts

Sufporf P“‘l' + \WM-G"{ ”GO'f-vm’ ‘\Aaodena”i\ C’/lotwv\, ﬁ\wﬁ Wity DNA evfdnﬂm,,
32,

T Rereyort

In &R ComiRal | ORTaBe3e  and 1§ UnKadlorng
+ fe Court o (rz.J Fa-‘f";ﬁbw C-.ouu not Pr‘cv\e« a Cese
asaTas‘f’ /PN \Ank/\ov)v'\ fex;o.\. —]7\‘;5 ru\}fj C/['\qADeJ *‘se

'pr-&SUMp‘H"A O-F Lmooeac-e.}_ Pv.‘f' ‘r‘.e, L?MIJGA of P(no‘@ on

33,




'rf;}"ﬁe.«.r' and ¥ t?er'ml-a'\'c—cl Tle eatice tretal. Pettioner

Was net allowed o Foramn an  alteraathive "('W-oe-;, +
the crime and s demied The cighr Fo puten a
Comple te defense. The Frial :yv&éo s e 6»~\7 sae
+o  lheac this claim, asd 1+ lhas never been hitand
or  the merts.

Th todays Crime iavestignticn, DNA eviderce Ts the
scietific  stondand + Clencl] peint a1 a gty pacty.
A bend Leaa.,:} pas held €o- petifiorer cue t Yhe lack
of evidewer ot The preliminar, trial, ad petitionse was
3«W\+¢4 ‘Poml Lo ncm-lf two gears ““"“*"‘_’_}3 Feial,
At the bood l\,ear.fzﬁ, Fro;uu+or Na«ce used The bloed
Lound at Hle scene To prevest 'oe;h'-l—iom from t-\ex;e‘wfh3
bond. Nance Aw}wﬁf and 'hu—o.‘{'r:coll), fﬁ’t\ouv\oeal/

” We have blood !.“ He Was a;;uM‘;:D e ONA L-e/fotﬁul
e p&ﬁ'ﬁowu in Ga a‘f%v\fa-f' Fo bolster his Case, howsevecr
the blood did_not belony to Eacnect. Uhlike e CSI
movies, all DNA restts by, The FBT analysh teak
up o e feacs, and  Some results ere (nv?ale.é ust
olays prioc 4o the teial,

Due o politics and public pecception, presecutors cefusd
Yo dismiss the case. Tastead, "1’1\»7 created & p('om +»
p.—zwzm‘t' ‘ovﬁ'h‘uer from us‘ng DNa i~ Lis defe. ce
even ‘ﬂ\ij\ *tl!;},, atfempted o use it as evideace
of Su“.H". The :ymlse. de"‘(“:ﬁ e use sf DNA
poiat  at ‘l’k:mbpqm—y 3u1(‘~:— s So waheard of, 1t s
"Shocking 4 the Senses b 1

closam 75 C/OMP[G:F&'7 Surf;er—'}'o,el L»7 all sciedsere ONA ‘ev.i&a\c.e-“

- % ¥{
Pe-‘l”h"-'\%r‘ '4\9‘[’»«\\ -, ?Anece.«c.e“

34.



With DNA <evideace e,x%m'H.:s Wro,\:)ly coavicted people
across Thae coustiy, i+ is evan mece oF @ '%”‘5:"“5
ercor on the cowrt, The (LS. Supreme Covet  has
held  that o defedacts cighy to the i oppoctunty
to presest & defeonse “Whether rocted J-‘x—e.af’l7 N
He Due Growss clawse of The Fourteedt Amandaedt,,
Or in Tle COM'oulsor7 Froese o Confrtotion Clauvses
o He Sivth Amendeedt; is Vielaked by trial coudts
exclusion of va\'o-vf-e«d', reliable  evidence centrm| o
deferdasts clalm of  janccence.

Holes  v. Sentl Corelina, 47 US 319, 324 (300)
quetes, Crane Vo KeaTucky, 476 U (F3, Lo0-91(145¢)

—]_L-&, +r;a| CGM(-FS 'QXC‘\AS"Q,\ O-F DNA +° ?0;'\_*_ q'i" .fL"rJ-
party  ailt ia petifiones Case  viebted his Coastifetion)

r?jki—s cential to his Clomm of  lanoceace.
Qespm‘lwf"s own Words on pase 3‘0«9 his Motien o Diseas s
said, “The petitionec clains Fhe Heial court  erred n
excluding What he calls “thicd pacty" evideace, This incbded
DNA avidence From hoir Louad 1a _The bathroom and blsed
Lfourd  on the rug wnear the body and  Variewg other
items .o, Cordoms Eeurd ot '~H\,,’Scu&-:r

T he batheooar Trachcan Was 6«‘9‘1‘7 05 1 Someone Was
_b(ws“.\s | cleaned up ['To goq~ 8’131, There Qere m?ss“:j
lead Fragments from He ballet Suppecting “The idea

of an assailast }?}}wﬁ"ﬁ oneself Th Ale S t\oo*"l\/\ﬂ.
Petitioner GHW"’LJ 1o demonstmte a  Llood i acress
He s Crom The Loo’y +o the boathroom but le
Cowst vefused this  evidace o prove  onetual Mm"&tc‘e.‘\
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P‘e;lv:*{r?o%,- Was no‘l" alloweA *f'b ask ‘20»&.‘1‘1\0»5 o Cross-—
eXam, potion reﬂm-ﬁ:j L[oe&l at ﬂe Scene a“»«oﬁb T

a 'H«.‘u-o\"‘oou—-‘!‘y assailant, When +«~7.“,\3 to Cross-

X ot the 5'(""-*’&(5 L)'ooot m(u,;is ’C—Jc‘oe,r'f'; all ?ue_s"":‘oms
Weee  Stopped, and  the defense (was  net  allowed

"‘"D Cﬁc\“:rax\.‘r 'r‘m& w;ff\"“SJ AAY OC')’W —h F’o?m‘r’ ot
"'L:rJJFar‘i'7 gu“l'{’ an &ofsvﬁxqm?m*}';cn lozs d&\:‘d

by the cowrt Thie Ts o constibutional right rocted
A‘é‘o in e Constitvtion and “F‘Wu cou?5+e,\~f/l7 L,7

Coses Such as _Dmr?'s v. Aaska, His US 308‘, 316-177 (J"ﬂ‘l)

Dlden v. Keatucky 458 us 227, 23) (998D, ad more recastl,
Crawford v. Washionfon, S US 3¢ (ze0q).
E ven —“‘6 F.osu-’n-\ Clirent, (Shere +1\.TS Cose bp’}si,\a-j-'e s, rccobw:-;.—as

e r?j“" o confront Witherses eand r‘c‘jorov‘sljf Cross —exarsine
+then Such as 1A Bau"?@— V. W‘&Se;ole} 52/ Fc?dl 4‘{3(‘(1&(:}(.2608"2

The  couts Thidd-party guilt reliy alse preveced e
defese From lel.":) Sevem| Withesses Ba his beba(f,

;4 A££€A¢Iﬁ.«+ [\as ‘ﬂw r‘i‘ﬁ(«‘i’ ~+o ”C'r-os.:-examl&e. ao(verse,
his  owina b baig,"

Witnecses a,\o( + *o,-e‘se,.d' Wit sses N
Chambecs V. Wi :‘nssi?f_?_, Hio Us 2584 Q?‘7 3).
TI\L Fowr_n c:r(.u:;”' ‘«4‘ Q ’50 "t-n u a V;@ (&*—‘Ic.‘\ 6"P m

CQATFnﬂ*‘G-‘FL en 0(;\»5.2, wL\ﬁ-ﬁ +‘\L louel ll\Mlﬁ"‘e»d' CrosSs—
U.S. v. Seuth 451 F 2d 209,
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The  defedot being allocded to call o Withess  peoved
The  FRed-pacty, guilt of  Semsons other T
tle  defendant:

When evidence s Matecial +o The case;, The Heiar
o  Lact must hove the oppertusty +o ceastder
i+ in deliberations. Ta  Abdul- Kabie v. Quactecman,

550 US 233 (Reo7) i+ was ruled At  Jucers

Camat  be Mocevedted From  giviny meationfiul Considderstion
+o constitutionally relevat  mitigatiag eviderce "

The coucts dtew?«j o use oF DNA o Hocni an

o ltecative -'l’Lcory of the Crime P'-*‘n‘h\:ﬁ at e oed
pacty, Ts Fhe mest Cundometnl Viebhon of petitioess
Constiyutional  rights, T. this C:oM(Lex‘f'-&ly circumstaatiaf
Case; + Jeny Scieatific evidence o -pu‘f" cn @ COM.p‘vfb
deforse violates “due *o,-.,ce,ss“ ta the STh ad |IHH%
Amedaarts. The couwts refusal 4o allew pebhtioser +=
Call Severnl (oitnesces under tle ‘”\.‘rm/-foaafy 3u7‘|+' rv‘t‘ﬁ
Vidated ”COA\P«‘S:;V Froa,s;u n‘-a(d"s S The G Arrendredt,
The unkaown donors of the DNA  ould  have alse
ached as iwtheesses of ‘f’k‘-wl-‘,m—-i—y gui I+, The
Courts Sf‘bf(?nf) all  advecsarial questions cf SHate
Witaesses usu:g) e '”\Ar-al—-(«e-l—y 5ml-+ r«(g Vie lated
f&h Ponees GTh  Amedeest © 55\,1' +o ¢°~'Frozd’ L tresses,
The couts —H\}‘.,I-FMJ—] guilt uling permeated tle
eatice teial, prevedted seme witnesses foe the defee
Stepped  adversadial qutstions and preveted petitions
£ om Chea-H«tj ov aliwall"j -+ ’M/ a [fecantive "f’l\e’o7
of Yhe crime. .



DNR  secleatiic evidence hos been w?olel'7 Fecoqn 2ed
For  ever Yheee decades in TdetiFiing  auifly
pacties. T+ s commenly Known; and  expects anree,
Yhat an assailast  offeatimes  inyures oneself (s The
Commtission oF o came, This Loct toas ‘\Bk\fﬂk*—e‘(
in e Komovs O.F. Simpren Fetal when presecatecs
brevsiht™  Forth bloed at the scene with DNA
be(w\s‘ms +o 0T, himself,

C\e.a.rly defectives and prosectors Lelt+ DNA Wa s
Qb}o\uf&ly Crveial T Tle Case, becouse oa l;)/al/y-,,
when \p.e,-ﬁﬁon-e( volqn'{‘ar‘.l7 met it Ae/‘f%v-c-s,
'l’l«&7 1maediately r—«ezue;f-ee( a DNaA Sample te
“r'u,\.e, hivrn  owt as & Su};‘oec:f'.\\

(5’% K&S_Pm\(i“f; Exlibir ¥ page &5, poliee {aderview "hmsa‘wpi)
All accoss the couatry, wrenaful  coavietions are be.iaq
overturned due + DANA -i—e;'ﬁj results. Evea  DAIA
Companies [ike Ancn.s'ny.o'om have Ir\z&((u[ sSolve cold
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bloed patteca expet and A FWC“':WI &Pinton of  tThid-
pacty guilty the vedicf ould  have been diffecet. TF
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ieloted o Waysa Munseys  acrest oa He very 347 (A
7u.c$+?b,\] tie verdict toud bave beea an “@wfhk The ‘3'«:7
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Ceom Mrs, Earnests Luu-kf:lm.ej Ve,  iavelvemed and Slle
Vo-{-ed'?a‘ -t /\‘urvlvpar‘fy Susfg,c‘f‘s +  rmateh The DNA

sedifie  evidewe. Tn The  legal €ield, Tlere is a
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Commen alue-l-e 46 the effect of, “t (s betfer For loO
3usl+y pecsens T Go ree 1 L.M Cor  One  lnnbeent persea
o be Wroagfully Coz\v:c.fe.J- TF+r would be a

I L nd ameital Miscarciage of :)usi—fr.e“ +o ?3.«»(«;
435 cloim, Colenas V. ’Tlsom{,,m, $o1 us 723 ((qq,)

C l“'\é‘ USten

T{ ceurts aroud The Country are allowed &tny
the Scientific evidence of DNA T pont ot thicd-
r>nr\‘7 %u’;H-' wm.\j(:ul Convictions Ll Surega.

TEf cCourts are allowed o .Sulpfla«‘}' technslogical
advances toth sz,cu\a'i"roas ard  Clircumstuatial eviderce,
Hea He \\w‘w‘a! Sys‘f'cm woll S"'e.( backiards — puore
thaa a century  add the public confl dence Shatteced.
PeAitiontes Censtitvticaal rs_ﬁLﬂ +- cou-(-rp;f' u:+~e—$s¢3
'/(C“":PU‘Sory“ procecs in (.o.”:wS itnesses and “hoe Frocefj"
Were  vielated, otherise Fhe vedich would bhave
been  differect. Petitioner was prejediced by the 4rial couct
For these r1eagons, a'o.:() it Fe/h-hma“ Y nctael
;aaom clat W~y a W T of  cectiorar Sheuld
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(‘v.\ub e"—\ Ex+raor¢£ IAary CGFG«MS‘}?’MQ‘ cu..:l qu‘,h‘,lp, %“}«3,
This  will Ger“'nm(y be an i<sue itk The COVID-I9
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