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purposefully tampering with this mail. And again Slade sends this

filing presently in another inmates name to ensure delivery.

II. Request for this Court to review under
these circumstances

- Slade now humbley prays for review in this court so he may

- have "equity tolling", and méy'héve hs day in this Court he forever

prays, and under this Court's additional rules of practise Slade now

does further pleadiand say;.
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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

I. Whépber or not during evaluations, decisions, and judgments, the
AlabamaATrlal, ‘State Courts,

are in complete contradiction to this
United ﬁmates.Supreme Court's'sixth Amendment Constitutional Law where
petitionkr has shown, and the Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals has
admitteé that (1) Petitioner's only opportunity to raise Ineffective
Assxstanpe of Trial Counsel would be under State Rule 32.1 et seqg
~proceedxhgs because. Petitioner was represented at trial, .and under
direct gppeal by the same attorney, and (2) Petitioner's Rule 32 post'
convictipn counsel was ineffective for. Yabandoning” him in the Alabama-

Supreme !Court under a filed "writ of cert”, by removing that petition

" causing '|procedural default without any notice first- to Petitioner,
under thHis . Court’'s tuling in Martlnez v. Ryan, 566 U S. 1,
1308, 182 L.Ed4. 272 (2012) 2

132 s.Ct.

II. Whégher or -not during evaluations, decisions, and judgments, the.
- Onited jtates Court of Appeals has erred in refusing to apply this
‘United Htates Supreme Court’s rule of Martinez as announced under the .

above sTme facts im this case, and in so doing implies the said

Court refuses te allow all pro se inmates from the state of .
fiulabanangcess to this Ba;teé States Supreme Court’s rule of law,

" Appeals

yet' L4
* in prowing this is true, “the sajd U.S. Appeals Coirt has applied this

< g Egh Loy vt“s ruling. under Martifiez-to Georgia, ané.F*@riua prisoner’s
yet.. reﬁj:es to allow Alabama inmates fair review in ﬁxolation of the
First ag ndment right of redress, or acess to Federal or State Court's

in a dd@ process meaningful fashion as applzed tbrough force of the
Fourteenkh Amendment Clause ?
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

. § 2254

. § 2244

t.amendment 1 . 6. and 14.
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pointed l o &

whom ?ued ("IATC") for (i)

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Madison Lounty, Alabama prosecution, due to implicating statements of
|

two othe

There wS

(Heieinafter-"Slade") was arrested for accomplice murder by the

"co~defendants" (Mr. Brian McCrary, and Mr. Jessie Greene).
no eyewitness identification of Slade as the killer, and the
prosecutqon obtained no scientific nor physical evidence of Slade's

guilt aiAtrlal. Just before trial the prosecution (which the court

allowed)idrcpped all charges on (Mr. McCrary, and Mr Greene), and used

only- tes'lmony of Mr. Greene duang trial for the conviction.

Sla;e s defense attorney made only gerneral . objections

_ during
trial, énd filed no motions whatever

to defend Slade, at the
conclus1 n of the trial Slade was found guilty of Felony Murder and
not comp icity murder.of the deceased.

Aft?r trial, yet, before sentence, a

potential "exculpating

Aw1tness"uar0ae for slade (by way of Affidavit), this witness told a

story of%Slade s co-defendant (Mr. Jessie Greene) as being bolsterocus

about ) the police were dumb-assess for not .realizing certain

ev1dencet1tems were his and not Slade's during 1nvest1gatlon stage,

and {(2)

lade was doin his tlmei thus, (3) at a later date Mr. Greene

pistol (possible murder weapen never recovered by the

pollce) n a table and 8tated : "we've got to get rid of this".

AAft r & sentence Qf liferwas imposed (as a fltst the offender),

-and %I “'trial/direct sppeaiwrounsel' failed ta raiss ineffective
ass

ge on himself, Slade retained Rule 32 post convicticn counsel
]

! trial counsel's failure to bring a
ve evidence challenge to "Greene" being the actual killer,
and nothslade, and (ii) Slade's trial counsel's failure to call an
‘alibi wjtness’ (Mr. Germaine Parker).

Sla

substan

de's retained Rule 32 counsel (Mr. Leroy Maxwell) filed briefs
in the A%qbama Lower Appeals Court,; however, after Mr. Maxwell filed a

petitio? for writ of cert" (as state law requires) he withdrew sanme,
and never noticed Slade of the withdrawal. The state of Alabama then

"procedunally precluded” (and the Federal Court's agreed) to ‘deny'
Slade's 28 U.5.C. § 2254 application on procedural default grounds,

stating Slade never presented his IATC claims to the-s

ATC ¢l - 2t tate's- highest
(6)
court.
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i REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
1. Slede filed in the United States Court of Appeals for the

Eleventh| Circuit for C.O.A.'(it_was denied), he filed for three judge

en banc."reconsideration" (it was also denied), Slade argued therein

that (i} because under application of this Court's rule of law as
articuleted in Martinez v. Ryan (2012), supra, (ii)
Clrcu1tneven reconized Slade was "abandoned"

the Eleventh_
ny his post conviction

. counselm(Mr. Maxwell) when he withdrew Slade's Alabama Supreme Court

petitionl for writ of cert, without noticing him, and (iii) Slade'e_
IATC - cl%lms -were not avallable for revxew except under the Rule 32
mechanish due -to Slade having the same trial and direct  appeal '
counsel,| yet, the Eleventh Circuit decided Slede had pnesented no
legal iésuee or cited any peinfs of authorities.

2. This- ruling by the Eleventh Circuit is contrary to Sla@e'é
'pleadinés as he clearly set forth this Court's decision under ﬁae;ine;
v. Ryan)|(2012), the Eleventh Cichit refused to apply any evaiuétibn,

assessmjnt or fact of law of Martinez fits squarely on p01nt dlrecLly-

to alloy Slade an entlre review of his § 2254 IATC clalms, and his

actual 1nnocence under the windows of Martinez in this case,

where if
viewed Ehe Eleventh Circuit will find "reasonable"

facts and evidence

to moveﬂ fofJard to a proper ev1denge hearlng. Slade forevef ﬁérays

_ﬂ—n”‘

" under t¥o recenr atfidavrts of (Mr. Bv;an MﬂCLary) statlng. slade,wud

oy R
not eveﬁ thﬁ'him ‘or MrT Greene this’ mernlng of the murder, anB‘slco

was at another entireiy dlfferent.locatlon. and (Mr. Germaine Parker)

. Slade's'alibi witness has attested that he saw Slade the mornlng of

the mur%er at that very location stated by Mr. HcCrary during the tlme"
s

of thisl muder, making it physically 1m90351b1e for Slade to have
commltted the murder of the deceased.
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CONCLUSION

The petiﬁr{r.on for a writ of certiorari should be granted.
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espectfully submitted,
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Date: Algst : 4th 12021 .
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23, . Dillji'Esg.,. R&IPh L. - Assistant= District Attorney,™ Madison

Office of the Clerk
United States Court of Appeals

Eleventh Circuilt bivision

IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR TBE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT

WILLIAM BARRETT SLADE, II,
Petitioner/Appellant,
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0

WARDEN DEWAYNE ESTES,
et al.l

Respondents/Appellees.

CERTIFICATE OF INTERESTED PERSONS/CCRPORATE
DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

YOUR PETITIONER/APPELLANT, by and through himself Pro 'sé -

litigant,. hétepy certify, pursuant’ to Rule 26-1 of the Federal Rules
of Civil Procedure and Eleventh Circuit Rule - 26.1-1, that the

- following persons may have an interest in the outcome of this case:

1. . Bowdre, Hon. Karen Owen - Chief United States District Judge,
Northern Distirct of Alabama; ‘

2. Broussard, Esq., Robert L. - District Attorney, M

N

adison County,
Alabama: |

=
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County, Alsbama (prosecutor of case in Madison County Court)i®

4. .England, Hon. John H. =~ United States Magistrate 'Judge;

Northern District of Alabamaj;
5. Estes, Warden Dewayne - Respondent/Appellee;

6. Hall, Hon. Ruth Ann - Presiding Judge, Madison County, Alabama
Circuit Court (trial presiding judge):

7. Marshall, Esg., Steve - Attorney General for the State of
Alabama;




