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In re: WILLIAM BARRET SLADE , II - PETITIONER

FILED 

AUe 17 2G21
VS.

STATE OF ALABAMA / et al., - RESPONDENT(£ )‘officeofthf clerk
qj SI lPREME-COLl.nL. LJ S.

ON PETITION FOR ISS0ANGE ©P AN EXTRAORDINARY 

WRIT AS A0TR0RI2ED BY 28 U.S.C, §1651(a) Or 

28 O.S.G. f 2241 t and or / 28 O.S.G. § 2254(a) 

in all respects as aay be construed by this Court.
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Pro se, WILLIAM BARRET SLADE, II,

300303, J-48-1A. L.C.F.

28779 Nick Davis Road

Harvest, Alabama 35749



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 revievundet 

these dircuffistaaees

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

have "equity tolling"/ and may have hs day in this Court he forever 

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

does further plead and say;
now
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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
Whether or not during evaluations# decisions# and judgments# the 

Alabama |Trial# State Courts# are in complete contradiction to this
I.

ates Supreme Court's Sixth Amendment Constitutional Lav whereUnited
Petitioner has shown# and the Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals has 
admitted! that (1) Petitioner's only opportunity to raise Ineffective
Assistance of Trial Counsel would be under State Rule 32.1 et seg 

proceedings because Petitioner was represented at trial# and under
direct appeal by the same attorney# and (2) Petitioner's Rule 32 post 
conviction counsel was ineffective for "abandoning" him in the Alabama 

Court under a filed "writ of cert"# by removing that petitionSupreme 

causing
under ttiis Court's ruling in Martinez v. Ryan# 566 O.S. 1#

I

procedural default without any notice first to Petitioner#
132 S.Ct.

130S# 1^2 L.Sd. 272 (2012) ?

Whether or not during evaluations# decisions# and judgments# the 

tates Court of Appeals has: erred in refusing t© apply this
II.
United
United States Supreme Court's rule of Martinez as announced under the 

above same facts in this case# and in so doing implies the said.
Appeals Court refuses to allow all pro se inmates from the state of-.-
Jilabama ijacess to this Baited States Supreme Court's rule of law# yet# .

■ ? 1 V 'W'1 in proving this is true# the said O.S. Appeals Court has applied this 

ruling - tmde£- Martliffez-it© Georgia# anC'PlorfSi prisoner 's 

yet: refuses to allow Alabama inmates fair review in violation of the 

First . Aqt 
in a d

ndment right of redress# or acess to Federal or State Court's 

process meaningful fashion as applied through force of the 

h Amendment Clause ?
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVEDf:

;t
28 O.S.tj. § 2254 

§ 2244i28 U.S.
i

U.S.Const.amendment 1 6. and 14
•I
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

(Hereinafter-"Slade") arrested for accomplice murder by the 
Madison bounty, Alabama prosecution, due to implicating statements of 
two othdr

was

"co-defendants" (Mr. Brian McCrary, and Mr. Jessie Greene).
There.wan no eyewitness identification of Slade as the killer,. and the
prosecution obtained no scientific nor physical evidence of Slade

the court 
, and used

s
guilt at trial. Just before trial the prosecution (which 

allowed)!dropped all charges on (Mr. McCrary, and Mr Greene)
only testimony of Mr. Greene during trial for the conviction. 

Slalie 's defense attorney made only general objections
whatever to defend Slade,

during 

at thetrial, jand filed no motions
conclusion of the trial Slade 

not compiiicLty murder.of the deceas_ed.
yet, before sentence,

was found guilty of Felony Murder and

Aft|r trial, 

witness"!
a potential "exculpating

for Slade (by way of Affidavit), this witness told aarose
story ofl.Slade*s co-defendant (Mr. Jessie Greene) as being boisterous - 

(i) the police were dumb-assessabout for not realizing certain 
evidence^ items were his and not Slade's during investigation stage, 
and (2) Slade was doin his time, thus, 
pointed jto a pistol (possible murder

5

(3) at a later date Mr. Greene
weapon never recovered by the 

"we've got to get ridj of this".
a first time offender),

, IlBdfeJs - strial/direet £?ppea;i'«?:ounsel' failed t^railS ineffective 
. assistance on himself,

police) on a table and stated :
:

-After a sentence of lifer was imposed (as

Slade retained Rule 32 post conviction counsel 
whom argued ("IATC") for (i) trial counsel's failure to bring a
substantive evidence challenge to "Greene" being the actual killer, 

and not jjSlade, and (ii) Slade's trial counsel's failure to call an 
'alibi witness' (Mr. Germaine Parker).

Slave's retained Rule 32 counsel (Mr. Leroy Maxwell) filed briefs 

Jjabama Lower Appeals Court, however, after Mr. Maxwell filed a 

"petitiori for writ of cert" (as state law requires) he withdrew
in the A

same,
and.never noticed Slade of the withdrawal. The state of Alabama then 
“proceduqally precluded" (and the Federal Court's agreed) to 'deny1 
Slade's ;^8 U.3.C. § 2254 application on procedural default grounds,
stating_i.la<|e_neyer. .presented_Jh_ls__JATC._c 1 aims-ta-the-s-t-a-fee■'s highest 
court. ^



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
de filed in the United States Court of Appeals for the 

Circuit for C.O.A. (it was denied)/ he filed for three judge 

"reconsideration" (it was also denied)/ Slade argued therein

1. SI a 

Eleventh 

en banc.
because under application of this Court's rule of law as

supra/ (ii) the Eleventh
that (i
articulated in Martinez v. Ryan (2012)/

4Circuit Wven reconized Slade was "abandoned" ny his post conviction
counsels(Mr. Maxwell) when he withdrew Slade's Alabama Supreme Court1petition'! for writ of cert/ without noticing him/ and (iii) Slade's. 
IATC claims -were not available for review except under the Rule 32 

due -to Slade having the same trial and direct appeal 
the Eleventh Circuit decided Slade had presented no 

or cited any points of authorities.

i

mechanism/ 
counsel/ yet/ 

legal issues
; ruling by the Eleventh Circuit is contrary to Slade's 

he clearly set forth this Court's decision under Martinez
Thi2. s

pleadings as
w. Ryan: (2012)/ the Eleventh Circuit refused to apply any evaluation/, 
assessment or fact of law of Martinez fits squarely on point directly
to allo|w . Slade an entire review of his § 2254 IATC claims/ and his 

nnbcence under the windows of Martinez in this case/ where, ifactual
viewed Hhe Eleventh Circuit will find "reasonable" facts and evidence

v. -■fof’vard to a proper evidence hearing/ Slade foreveb prays 

under t4o re-ceni?~af fidavits of (Mr. Brian 'McCrary) stating: Slade, was
r .. •. .. 'iiw

not even witirf him or TMrt Greene this morning of the murder/ aricfSlecie ' 
at Another entirely different-location/ and (Mr. Germaine Parker) 

Slade's1 alibi witness has. attested that he saw Slade the mornihg of 

the murder at that very location stated by Mr. McCrary during the time 

of this! rauder/ making it physically impossible for Slade to have 

coraraitt&d the murder of the deceased.

< -to move'

UTSS
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CONCLUSION

'
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)
IIThe petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

; j
Respectfully submitted,
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iDate: ^^gvist 4th -■< 2021
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office of the Clerk
United States Court of Appeals
Eleventh Circuit Division

IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OP APPEALS 

FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT

)WILLIAM BARRETT SLADE/ II,

Petitioner/Appellant,
)
)
)
)v. 19-13966-3.No.)
)WARDEN DEWAYNE ESTES, 

et al
)
)• t
)Respondents/Appellees.

CERTIFICATE OF INTERESTED PERSONS/CORPORATE 

DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

YOUR PETITIONER/APPELLANT, by and through himself Pro
litigant'#, hereby certify, pursuant to Rule 26-1 of the Federal 
of Civil

se
Rules

_ 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 

Northern Distirct of Alabama;
- Chief United States District Judge,

2. Broussard, Esq Robert L. - District Attorney, Madison County,• /
Alabama; ?- r%

- V -rjT, _

- Assistants District Attorney,;= «adison 

in Madison County Court) ;'5,

Ra'l^h L,■ ,i u.“3, Dili;- Esq 

County, Alabama (prosecutor of

m-
2=3* * / -

case

4. . England, Hon. John H.
Northern District of Alabama;

Uni ted States Magistrate Judge,

5. Estes, Warden Dewayne — Respondent/Appellee;

Hall, Hon. Ruth Ann 

Circuit Court (trial presiding judge)
6. - Presiding Judge, Madison County, Alabama

7. Marshall, Esq Steve Attorney General for the• » State of
Alabama;

p.l


