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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

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

- OPINIONS BELOW

' tv]’ For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears; at Appendix /_4_1,_6+ o

the petition and is

[ ] reported at , or,
i1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished. .

The opinion of the United States distriet court appears at Appendix QE_ to
the petition and is

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

[ ] is unpublished.

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[1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the SMPM 181 ﬁﬁw'l' 9"? Balo(wm) !&—«0{ Keor@,q st Meb, court
appears at Appendix © to the petition and is

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[~1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

‘ [/f For eases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was March 30 ap3.|

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

A[/]/A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: #lay 0'7./202| , and a copy of the

order denying rehearing appears a App’endix

[ ] 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).

[v] For cases from state courts:

P4
The date on which the highest state court dec%'ged my case was Mﬁl@i"/ 4

A copy of that decision appears at Append

[./]/A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
Fob, i8 , 2019 , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix M ___.

[ 1 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. §1257(a).
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wlends 1 ruLg Milke, and aa‘]'ua//fy commences Milkes reteal withw %0

doys s <eaalso, Milke v, Mroz, 236 Ariz. 206,239 . 3d. 656, bb&(Ariz CF
ot )4;2/) 2oW) The. jwctowrces 8F mondic c;[osme,, arvd Fhe duretion ot

MoMA:‘sclojmre_ muu!)"/' The s""w’[’e hod wlgfgeal 1A (19(‘523; ouUS prasecufb m‘af
miscanduct, Td ot 667, se0 z/.se, hooce/Law Entorcomedt tode oF
£ omalud} Standards & Conduct 3 Prstessional Tmage.

T, Brownlow v, SchoField, 217 62, 237, 587 5.8.24.647 (2003)(0.C.
6 A 11-6-4) Failuce Yo dicclose evidowee gy reguire ceversal even iF
cunidative. Frosecwctor Failed #o reveal evidearce Yo defense that o alleged
victim had given a Non verbal dowial & owe oF Hhe acts a’wgd see alsp,
Tamison v. Callims, too F. Supp. Id. 647 (5. Dish A, ,5. Ot Dhio, May lo, |
2020) (Difeome); Kyles v, Whitle, 51 a5, 418,433 434 155,04, 1555,
(31 L.Ed, 2, 4% (ﬂIOr{l 19,1995 s Wearry v, Coiny 136 5.0t 1002, 194 L2d)2
A%, Lewis 1654 (March 2, 2016 [Reversed )j U, $.0.8. 22.549=Rulo 4
Discovery; wited Sites v Aqursy 427 15197 107(1476).
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2w, P A% OFlee v Dshorne, 5577 S, 52, 61,174 L.Ed, 2d. 3547
(March 2, 2009 The Lourt & Appeals alFir y relying on ‘Hx&{)msecf
uTorial J"fb’ to disclose Mcu[fid‘{ag evidence. rew_g/\?ized in fwnf)l,vamfa
v Rifchie, 480 1.5.39, 107 S.cf, 484,94 L.Ed, d. 40 (1487 and Brady v;
Maryland, 393 1.5.83,§3 5,4 184y 101 E. 24, 2050963). While.
ackmow/eégfm_g Hat s pre,cez!ea)f’s “wwolved M//v the :lq/n" 1o p!eé'fn’a,‘
disclocure, Ha Couit concluded Yhit Hhe Due Process Clause also
”@d’u/ $ “Hw_ govermmfk Jufy 7“0 J,‘,sc,jase, (orthe Jefwc[m)ﬂ n‘jfn“
6% access) o p&s‘}’ convickion pro ceedin ; 521 F.3d; zd‘, 128, ﬂwazfgk
stem e trial awd appeals were overythe Coudt woted that he had a

+w+.a_”} viable” state comstititional £20Q8 Lexis 163 claim & “actual

w.«focezuaqo T4 ) aagnso) a/n[ ﬂd:ea( o0 The el -Q;fal, as/wa/ u&sump‘hon)ﬁ

"Hw?l‘as;m{far claim arese under Hho Fedoral Cms"f '{'afrau i ,a]{' 13)

C? Herrera vi (.a”m/.s/, s'obus.:s?o) N3 s.ct 953 122 L.Ed, 2d, 203[1?‘@
Tho Coust held that %&TMS& a+w+;wf laims extended <ome sTthe.
Sl Brady 01)/ alions To ﬁw_{m(s‘!twﬂ vickion contox, (Readered the.

"‘r,‘al 'Funmlnmmf!&ﬂy u:\TFa,if) CS’rrua‘t'uml Error‘),

) ] 1! ce [aY ot

Too, Holssmback vi Whitey 133 F. 3d. 138211+h Cirs Saw, 26, 1996) The.
Failure 3¥ 3 sec{ery cjatwdad'f's Fial counsel To wheview o ﬁfxysiam
regarding the signiticance oF Hhe lack oF medical evidewee a‘FsaJe{n)(
coNs‘f‘ﬁu{'eJ i/ue)FFo;d We ass .‘s+a~ae, o‘F eouwse] and u)arra/olled a wrhl'a?‘\‘

habeas corpus. amd Lu) Dm@" vi The Sf'a/f‘a}323 Ba. Apo, 614 (Sidy 16, 2013),

H




(04 Ga, (3VF P 6297 UniderHhose. circumsTances }we,camc/uaé het 6a.@
Yeial counsel’s Yaslure 16 enlict the services of aw exw‘f unlwess
consTihifed detieient performance. sw slso,Goldstoin v, Shts, 263 ge.
Apo.ly 1-8 (3)(bYy 640 SiE 124,599 (2006) thite v. State, 391 60,77, 3 (%)
1A% S.E. 3d, 109 (301205 MeCoy vi Lowieinwn, 138 Sict. 1500, 200 L.Bd, 2d.
gty (33 (May 14) 2018); Roe v, Flores-Brfega, 528 U.s. ¥0(Feb 23, 2000)
cifig Strickland v, WashingTonly 66 U5, it 681190 anrd Lay lor v Sullivan,

4o U3, ot 394, soe alss  Towers v Sfafe, 260 62,459, 3% 3.E.24,890440).

I/O,@ar£+ v The S+w+a;3&3 Ga A, 614, e S.E. 2d, 565 (Suly 16, 2013)
Sudgment Reversed | Dwrview: DeFondant contended Hhat his il counsel
pro vided weMhective ascistance bl*Fm‘L’zy Yo obtan cortain roc seds
concecnivg the victimy 1o presedl expert toctimon 1y, aud 1o object to
carlain ‘f‘es’!‘izﬂe@(. The aypdlw‘/‘e, war"ffzgrea_cl,w Sim; lcwfy, Fhe_expertt
opinion Hoat Ha childoro’s behavior around detemdant was eovsxtait
w:“H\ Hhair rzpor‘ffs Hhat ho_molested thom was a/m&s‘f M’/’:‘@ Je,owdw“f
oA ﬂbexpeﬂtk o it Hhe records ot lesue. Fur‘H\oxj o cecave ax,oeéf‘s
opirion about *Hw,mry Factors Hat may have fmproparl)t wFluenced He
children’s memeries and in har epivion) reduce. reliabil; fv oF He Forensic
;N‘}'erviw 5‘ﬁ»+emw1'3 and Fial 'fe‘sf’:‘me_/y'_c%opa rled déi/ua{anﬂl's Mwﬁ»»
that the childrew’s al@gu‘l‘:‘ow were wot credible, Fabracated), Thas,
defendanT met his bueden oF a‘@maﬂs‘,’m“"w/q "H\a)h ahcent counsel’s |
errons, Hhere was o reasonable grobab ety Hhat Hhe outeom weld
have beww derentt, 42 (“DYith rare ucef“h‘em% whare a défendant

P&




was depeived & Moctive assistance oF counsel Ly bitthe ovidence.
was nevertheless Su*FFa'u‘eaJ'f’ 1o con w'e)l; The preper rmed)/ s To
reverse[thel deFendant’s convichion and remand Hha K421 matterTor
o e Frial ), <o also, Greod v, sm%) 291 bn, 287, 288-2240), 128
B 2 68 Ceideting United States v, Cromic bt 1S, 645 (1954)

and ﬁy Joe v, Su”fvaa/)‘ﬁéus.m" 34,

Tu Evitke v, Luca_y, 496 ihS.238%7,395,397, 105" 8,01 ¢36,
83 LE4. Ad 821 (Jows. A4, 1285) * 3457 As we have wade clear; HNET
tha. _guarau+e,e_ oF rouncel “cannot be <ifistied by mare Tormal appoist-
mu‘]}ﬂ Avu)z vi Mlabome, 308 1.5, 444, 446 (1a4p), “That 2 persenwho
happorss Yo be o lawyer is presesit ot trial alengside the accused, however,
i8 nat QI\JDL_tgl) Yo sa‘{’n‘sfy ta constitutional command, dns accused ic
exititled 1o be assicted byan a_ﬁ'orm%y , whether retaived aro,opa;bf‘ecf; who
70104\/5 the_role Necessary 1o exsure that tha trial is ‘Po,:r:s Sk .’c]c[aud Vi
Washiugtors, 466 ss. it 65% ; caa-also, Me Mawn v, Richardson, 39715,
159,77 ), N 14 (1970)(“Tt has long beew rcognized Phat thoright fo
counsel isthe @h‘Hb Foctive assistance o counsel "3),”} Luyler.v,
Sullivan, 416 3. at; 344, Last term, wa_emphasized this poialt while
ciar{f\; iNg the Standacds 1o bo used in assessing claims that trial
counsel Tailed to provide. Fhoctive repreg enllition . se United Slates
v. Crowic 466 US:648(1984); awd Strickland v WashingTaw, 46b .S, of
P* 830 cupra. HNGT Because the rghf' 1o counsel is soTundamewtal 1o a
Faietrial , the. Constitutionl™™ 14] canmal tolerate Yrials 0 which counsel,

I3



though presw+ n wame, 15 vable T asaist the difedant to dbtain
atair decision on Hw, merits, seonlso Smith v RgAst, 528 .S 259, A1
CED\AJ: ’q/ 9\000) :

CIn, Tatew, H auﬁu‘fauj 296 Ga. 636 (Feb, 27 2012)"8. Tm&‘ﬁn/lw"lt
vacdfed ond case remanded withdiscrection. (290 6a.36) Dpiniron. The
record shew's and the. stite concedes that Tate aiced elaims & ;N-GPFéd;’Vé'/
assistance oF counse) based on counsel’s... The habeas Lout, however,
Failod fo addrecc thase claims i s arder dew Ying relief, /}ccoaiwdy ;
the Brder oF the habeos court is kzrdo_y vacated and e casel2%06a, 6371
cemanded Foc tha habeas courT 1o consider Pase claims, The habeas

Ceoun“' may Camdmc‘f' auo""lwu kaam‘gg cm shall issue aul oro/ er /'A)dudig_q
‘F{Md.}\_}gs & Foct and conclusion aF law upen which its docision is hosed.
The habeas court 55 also directed 16 welude The cequirm ents Tor
appuolimj 5 orders s also. ﬁapa"/'e. Vs Ray, Lrbbaly 2y 5Y1SE, ad. 155
@06'9:)}' Franeis v, S)csmgg N5 y TA0 F, ad., ll‘?DCHi’h@M,MK@) cex‘lfclwfez] ;
Y10 U5, 1059, 105 $.CF 176,84 LE, 94 835(1985); Silva v, LoodTadd,
279 F. 2d:825 (4th Cir.; 2002); Holmes v. SoifhCaroliwia, 136 S.ct 9272,
164 LiEd, 2d, S03( 2004,

Improper + Erronleous Sury Charge and Tastructionss s |

Ty Woods vi Clafe, 244 Ga. App. 359, 535 $.E. 2. 524 (2000) Xs

ervor 1’0 c)\aigéd'ur)l Crime /ﬂ@/ lm, wmm:#u] ‘Ly p,i'er SF ‘)‘wolmeiﬂxoo{s
whow indictment charges owe <pecitic. mathod. <es also, Dukes v, Stute,

273 Ga.ﬁf‘lb“) 537 3.E. ad. 55% CMCW)}, Garceau v wood'}:eral} 275 F.3d. %9

A}




(ath, ¢, ) ADO1) ) Cage vi Louisiana, 498 5. 3901990). and T, Skillecn
v. Stite, 240 Go. App. 34, 521 SiE. 24,844 (199D 1 theut a limited
wslruction d?md?y_q Jury 1o cowsider a/\ily monNer c}ugeu/ 0 indictmentt
r&a.rsal i< r%:red whe the trial couit erronee u.s_l_y gave the d\ag@
and instruchions on the etire 0.0.6.4. 16-6-4. Due process requires

il aoar‘} sJ ucy dmrge and i‘ws’l‘mdfoms 1 corre,spoud 1o /“”"ﬂ uage
oF indictment, seo also, Cockerham v, Cainy A83F 2d, 657(5H 2003,

Tomes v. Kenttucky, 966 45,341,104 $.ct 1830, 8o L.Ed, 2. 344 (1984);
Sullivan v. Louistana, 508 U $: 275, 1135,Ch 2072, 124 LEd, 24, 162.01463)

S"}'offa, s""d w+e, dm[ mo+ ‘l"a‘w, ,Omeeo[u\/"}' over wn}sf‘f'u‘}'famaf 1, mu?/
udge had Yo give requected charge awd instuctons.

TN, Duncon vi Stale; 3492 Ga. App. 530,541, (63,804 $.£. 2, 150
(a0r( FQ,VQJ"S;/U,Q convichion whew an iNs‘l’rmd’ fon ‘Dech vd)( relieved the
tate sF F5 burden to prove [consentTas an escewtinl element oF He
ceima) &t aggmva‘fed sexual bittery and theeddore was w6t harmless.

s also, Laster vi State, 340 Ga. App.96,99, 194 SR, 2 454(2017)
eifing Sohwcons v. Stafe, 283 6,59 L1, 230 S1E.2d, 569 G976); saa also,
Madicon vi State, 320 Go. App. 556,866~ 267 (Novi 26, 2014); Harris v.
Shite, 273 6o, 608, blo, (0,543 S.E.2d, Ne(2001); CraTtv, State, 20166a,
fiap. Lexis 598 (Oct 23, 2018); WeTsow v, STate, 297 6o, 118, 120-721,777
SE. 3d,657(2018) ushich hald that 0.¢.6.4. 16-6-32.1(d); He sotua
battery stohibe 3 requires actual proot ot Hhevictim’s lack o comsent;
'f;_Lga;mI Jess oF tha viehim's a/@af and ovesruled cases weluding Hymzs v Engle.
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e “Hm?f )oer{' PRy “Hm.a}»wge penstheless amousted o “clear ar sbvisus
etror” uwbu- 'Hw_ sec"amc’ pro/y a’): Hw_ plm‘u arrer ')‘egf'

2w, fawl v, S")’af@ 212 60845 , 5371 5., Ad, 5% (2000) T i impreper
Tor judge To ecpress oc suggas‘f his epintonssealso, Chapman v, Shte,
U Ga. App L4 5 52,34 206 01995Y; Sworddlews v, Sipgletary, 135 F.34,
1AL L2, 1948); Browa! v. Shate 277 6o App. 366, 620 5.8 24, 594
(2006) and Hareis v. Tha Shifs, 252 Ga. App, 849,55 5,E,2d. 452 (2001)
Ckarﬂwj ‘H;ijy Hay cauld comsider fwitwess) cred b{lfé; N Blar
as it may l.‘/q}]";ma.‘f‘abg appear is etror.

Actual Tanocence:

TNy Murray vi Carrier; 4770.5. 978, 494,(%; 106 S.ct 3639, 9 LEL .
3¢7(1886) H OWAVEryRS we_ndted iu Eﬁgla,“w approve iife cage< Hha
priveip Jos of com}tl and ‘F.‘uo.l}b Hhat iatarm the ce,ugept 6T cause and
p(ejucf ice “must e ddd fo the im pe./"at‘vv_ oF correct T a‘FuNJamuiz’a{{y
unjust wcaceection. 456 0.5, 135, 1 L B Ad, 783,102 5.0, IS5,
We comaint confidentt thatyTor the most pa,r’l} “Victims ot aVundamerstal
Misearrizae. st jus‘l?ce. will mest the [iv1us, 54 93 cause dw{,ﬁre:jual»'ce,
_hwdard .”wz Accard z'ugl)/, we Think that v an ef}'mum/ inary case,
whace a constitutional vislafion has probably resutfed iwthe convidions
6F one. wheo i actially :mmmﬂ 2 Tederal haboas cauH'my grw‘f#w;
wrik oven i The_absewce 4T a s%ow:‘uj oF canse Toc the pro ceducel defaudt
saalsa, Schlus v. Delo, 513 ths, 296, 15°C.ct, 451, 130 LEA. 24,08 81,(1995);

Brown w Sect Fla, Dest o Corr., 580 Fed, Aopx 124,727, HN &F Gitth Cer, Seit 8, 2019).
¢ ) poxX 1A 14Ty y34ph: 3

2




Lw,Dean v, Williams s Lexis 16109511 +h Liry Nov. ) Qo@KDBadgroMJ ;
(M Pstitoner's due process rﬁM’: have heon vislated because his
ConVI rj;‘ou relies on pex ured fesﬁmou)/,ﬂ;z trial courts c(u:klw“"odeiv_y
botibonar o mew Frial because The vichim has wot'beew covvicted oF
violate Totitiover's Ju,e.pmcess rig hts Lecausa,‘Hm_juJ iclary a adﬂww’b’
failed ‘i’o’gmm)‘f' celidl. id.at 13-14, mal.sa) Napue v, Tllinoisy 3604.5 264,

29 8.011193, 3 Likd, 2021 (1959); Merillivw v Sohusony 86 F. Sugp, 173
CUth Cavyy M0, Ale., 1995} Childers v, Floyd, 608 F. 34, s (ith v, 2010) »

Tny3Led 14, 1991 Due Process - Rerjured Testimany : Seo Alio-Td R,
CrimiTro Rude 33 L4 Zutre duction; general rule: This ann otk ion
Sapplemwf_s He owe in 4 LEL.2d 15 "5, and ic idesTreal in Scope Therewith.
Tha rule stites 1w the wjgwa/ aonslation -that Hhe due process & law which
s pr&+ec"’ad from <tate awd Fedosal | L(’Fn:nigmw’} by o Fourteesth antl Fofth
Amondmente rapac‘ﬁ'mf)/ 515 densied 19' consiilion oF crime Yallowin 4 4 Trial
> which pecjucy Teclimony on a wiferol pb'm‘} was knowivgly used
a/a,aw.z;‘l' the accused ) it least where it appears that the accused ciffored
prejudice éy virue & the use oF cuch feshimaony s Truds sappoFi’} express or
implied,in each oF the cases discussed harin, 2o also, Biglio vi Uwited
Statos, 450 u.5.150,42 5.0k 13, 31 Lédi 20104 () Dawis v. Singletary,
353 B Supp. 149801tk Cirs) .9, Flany 199) United Chates vi Silveiva, 297
Fi Supp. 2d. 3494 CNov. 1Y 2003),

L ) Robimson vi ﬁr\/omo, S13 LS, 8Ly Us S.ch 1299 JBILED 24, 129

17




(1495) Accused a#ac\/\-)y did el waive.right to complain; abeout
pfasew‘fsr's LIrOr in Faili/gg To correct pegureal hs‘ﬁ&nay s‘Fgmsew‘l‘raAJ
i troesces by Fail inig o call ertor To attestion oF cout. and T, Nash:h@?l’w
vy Ha,asma) 299 Ga. 358) 788 S.E. 24,362 C'O—uiy 5’230@ S"uoggmw\f Reversed :
Lace Summary ! pw_seau,‘f'ar allowed Ho vichim hs‘hfy a(esp:‘ e bwosing

‘H\alleLL was !ying ve

Tw, United Shites vi Dunwigan, 5070887, 13 S.ct. il 122 L. 3d.

945 Fab. 33,)992) awd 15'14,5.0,5. § 1o, Ferjury generally - Whoever ()
W ANy declaratien, w‘h‘ﬁ‘wfej verification Jar.g'/‘a,‘l‘emurf woder pewally
&t periury as pumﬂ'huf undec sectron) 1796 oF HiHle 28 .5.C. y wl'//‘Faliy
subseribes astiue any materia) matfer which he does st belisve fo be

Truetis quilty F perjury ... seealso Frady v. Chite, 245 6 Aga. 832 (a00m).

Tu,Vel, & Chagtec 17 1Y ox [T
UWitness use e ehins, Ta many fostances ) witwesces who teahify iw
erimival Trials will at <ome Fime in Hare pas‘f‘ have used ramas diFferent
Trom thair ownert o1 it may ba s ‘uj;\),’ﬁaw‘{’ wsotar as iV amomsts o a
Misrep resanflation b Hha witwess asto wlsrmation coNcerning himself,
Thic rule afpl ios in all cases whare aTalse Nama is Gived, reﬁa.mllus 6F whilher
the wame ic a Fectitious, one ora real o we_ adogted woithoit permiscion.

f«fﬁ . Turbeeview Techai Tidted

T, Michaels v Me Geath,y 531 u‘s,mz:, 14y 12 S.ct 813, (42 LE.
24, 120,581 CSan. o, 2001) Roversed becanse “ins ve.s‘l'iatofl‘ive‘_ 'f‘adwfzwas

were. }m]p mpu',’\ A< ‘H\L Cour"t a\&o“kecf?- evea/ F%pomdwll's ap,aarp.wiy {‘ea[.’z.w!
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that their ;m"“o_rr%a‘h‘m) T eckc\)?qf;c&s “Louse coitain childrnts use their
imagindlions and s"frg Trom realﬁ‘yﬂ [380[3-31, see also,State v. Michaels,
£92A.3d,1372 (A15.1993); Sfate v. Speans) 98P 3d, 560 Ariz.ChAgp. 2004)
U\igl» _{y szyﬁe,si'i'm MI@r@gd‘hoﬁ ﬁc,]nu.”q&@s Can d?sibr‘f child witmwesses
raca“ac‘l’io;u at ww"'_'s}. m;duwfs,sup M (h :/a%/ Sugq &S'hVe, and impeeped”

(@4.{"»“%529 oF Theaw - yorur old reaviced cetvial and ¥ull hearing hite
quostionivg Techniaues. sa also,31 6.5t U. L, Rev, 15 (o1, " aus ilegal wod
undawtnl cudlom ond policy diredtly related fothe ifecview oF alleged child
vichims in any case oF child Azprimﬁem, Enacted 5.8, (Semate 8:1D3LS
ﬁprit 13,2014 ond H. B, (House Bill) 2014 H. 8, 499 ActID5 abrugtly elim wated
aLraPﬂy olimisated all 159 wwb pmbwl commiths in Yo State oF
Gasrgia and guLSquw'{‘ La\g“s lation dw@aé Ho_lwclscapa oF ehild abuce
investigitions 2013 5,8, 365 ot p. 34 sec. 2-4. e alse, Barlow v. St
2110 Ga. 54 (Sest. 14, 1998) Raversed bacause trinl cout ecrored whan it
rbused o pecrmi ¥ deFondadt b istroduce expw"l’ evidente contcermi ©g
ﬁm"’wlwia&o.s used hy a Pol:‘c& detective in a \/id@@‘?&p@d ilerview &t
the all g}@o{ vichim. ’ /}H@m;@ a won sHead ing coretoker fo hcpre&mfﬁ;r%
;“A)‘l‘arv?aw oFa chi lat vickim the. it view f’ujwn??%p_ was Flawed und hgh_ly
S%a.s{';‘m oawd corcive. S,QLa,ISo, me.eiy Vi Lam‘sramaj‘ 5549 Us. 407,444,
145 (Sune 25, 2608) asd 86 Cormell L, Rev. 32, 34, 8247 (oo0) y Leci o

Fri eA/va)j The Suﬁga&‘f’ibi fib{ ot Childrew : ScientiFic Rasearch awd Leﬂal
Im;:l."aﬁfoug y(there iz ‘fgfra,«g avideace Yhat childrew espeu‘u%/ Young
childcen )y Gre Sugga.sf‘.‘klo. % a Siﬂ;d:“)ta‘aaaﬂ" degree - evew on abuse- related

.,\

Quies YONS .

9




Totwolid Tllegal Sontenice:

Ty State v. Allmond | 295 Ga. Agp. 506 (1997) Tha Georgia LowT of
Aopeals kq)d }no‘fwiMs‘l‘amd:‘agg H senteme ReForm Act oF 1994 : “that He
provisioss oF Hha Binst OFewder Act would be <hill availoble +o f'}m_seml‘wd@
CQur“f”; which would meaw Fhat person who commithed a serious vio }wf'fdo;gv
could be seatenced $o loss thaw the minimum masdatory fon-year sealence
with probation, sas also, Lateons v The Stite 297 6a. 118,117 $.£.2d.6m9 (315
Ga.385) (sagh 14,3015); and Ty Mullins v. Statey 134 6o App, 234 (0,244,
AU SiE.ad. 1 O1415) Tw addressing Hue matter &Y invalid sw‘fwaa, the same

cwr‘l“ Mol that “a sw+emw which i< /oe)‘f auﬂon‘za{ ly law is a»uu![ity,\3 }
and Tusy Mouldin v Stafe, 130 Ga. App. 13,227 5. €.24.862(147€) Tus Hhe case.dd”

bar; moresves Hotrtal court ecrored iw sw't’wc}/ggfi‘kus, H\LTm‘dJ‘ udge
ahused his discretion to seafencing defundont to the maimum seines),
and Tn, The State v. Riggs, 799 S.€.24,710 (May 1 2017) rder 0.C.6.4. 17
lo-L.2(b) Hold iwgs : A defondonit comvicted o a sexual sFonce must
recoive a spH' <eslovce thatis 3 a sonilonce that ivcludes a mwda‘f&gy
minimum Tecm oF 1 mpr.‘.;oromwf followed on avadditiowal ﬂmlxd‘ea’ sedlence
6T at loast one year,

IE,'QI Ecmgg A

| Tro,SmeHh v Robbivs, 528 U, 259,264 (Siw. 19, 2000 .. The Digtrect
(oust oedered California 1o 3rzw+ re_SPQAOJM%a bew apf.zw[ within 30 days or
also-releasehim From cuctody. B8 The Court did ot dacide whethe~ aRichrict
Cons award &F relief was preper because couvsel had Failed fs beieF tha tive



agguhble, issmes that the ditreet courd idestified, The Niwth Cireuit-remanded '
howewet, Soe the Bidteict Cout fo consider respondent’s I claims oF Frial ecror.
152 F.3d,af 1069, The. CowT reasoned that i Robbins pmvaileo! ou@[”g
& these claims | i would lw,umwessa/ry b arder Phe Califscwic LonT
o A,apwls. Yo /mm‘ a niew diredt a,o,ow] ' N&ﬁf—w\dld cectiorars. L6 LS,

! 1603£1499),

‘im., Gunit v» Nowsome, 391 F.ad, 191 (4t . , 43, Y, 1988) Diteoma:

E The Couct P semad Ho Jis‘}?—fj" coucts avd pwet‘s desicions jm,\)‘/?uj

a/)p&”m_pe)" Homer's wrhl & habeas eorpus ; unless Ha stite refried

I hin w{“va 120 dﬂs.mjw i’ms‘}?’m‘,l{'iw had wdwxx‘f?’ )Lw‘{z‘waﬁy

i shifed "’Ats‘f'dak bucdod s and Yhe trror was weT hormless, se alse,
Kuox v Collins, 499F. 24,524 (5thtie,1893): 028 .2d. 657
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I/d,.ﬁ”mup v. \Ouml‘y\)] 164 Ga. 721 y 30 S&.E.G%BOSWXMLW

corfou_s i3 pr‘e}pa "’:M ram/aé( 5? /ﬂu_cw w»w'd('ed W mw+p res.‘M ever
(Jb/ uswp@r). L0 w‘so S?La/f'e, ‘Pa.é‘[’ﬁouv/‘ai' 15M Ramui:‘es & leiof \/el. | -
I3~ o4~ 134D 4§w1‘~37a Habeas Csr"ous Ak Under Geog?a Cm[e_,‘?v

M-1(c) ) 4-H-tods Q- 1453 Lrownds For Roview a‘FcMu,‘a":ms-wJ
smfemces - Unasthorized )u.oljn, iuu.af.ml ovec tha Frgceaieys,
(5) Aw vsu e or an uwmitherized deﬁe, .pro,s:‘cfec‘ suerthe
proaudw/q_s w the aouv.‘c,‘l’r‘mﬂ courl in which the pebitiomer was
conviced. y <oz also Blacks Law Dot ren/ary ~Usupor; N. - ove who
saizes power or ,Ombu{‘ withent [‘_’31‘%7 as'lq\ofgﬂsarpﬂr 5t o Theowe.
Viy S d ot seizures aF Power, pas}“h’o,«)j righfs, Fuwctions R eher |
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Lacts
Stutemest ot Case:
}) The Qour“}"s Lo,la‘u) Yailed 1o Yollow Hair awn pl‘ecedw’i'amJ
pro,udw‘f established by the United Sifes Supreme Louct on p@H’:‘ow}
United Sitos Constitition R)_t{ht( ) Fourth I F Hh Sixﬁ,ana( Fourteenth

A HﬂWmeﬂ Vie la;hbms awal 'H\L Cbmfks Ldow ‘lta,ilzd 1o address 'H\L

merts oF ,od’ iHoners Unided States Constitition -Aﬁlﬂ[‘; claims.and
ptifiones’s m otion Tor teconsidocdtion Tothe Georgia Suprame. Court wos

m‘!’ la:l’& as So_ogﬁe/s'fad Ab“}' b/ ‘]‘l\o,prirod masl bex rule.

a‘ a) /ﬂs.%mam?ac@ls_s was a,gpo)m?ld b}‘H\L Grrpﬁbjuc{?uh,
fublic Di¥ervders BFice To handle pd‘."i’ 1oner s ap,oza‘ ,3-@(7'!3,300&,

) Lotter fnd‘ sHener Dctoher 33y 200k From The Coust oF I‘}ppeals

& @as_sg ia OFfice 6T The Cleck 5‘)’@'17/35 ) par+ Ytil suech time as Ms.
Tamara Jacohs Tiles a mstion For farmiscion o Lmud Wihdraw as

_ysur Counsel 1nthis Court au‘kl wﬂ Sucj\, +time as‘Hus Cow'é‘jmu;}’s
‘H\.a.“‘ Mo ionl) fﬂs--.ja'.caks simﬂ L.L lemm},your cabwsd a‘F re.wr({j\ ]\]o

metion Tor Permigsion to witkdraw wos Filed os:grm‘/'ecl n yatifremor‘s
a,bpml Yor /Ms. Sacobs. sea Aachmant 1.

c) Cowst o Appanls P @wf_giu tase sumber A0 A0S ﬁypzaj
Swenrmary fgge showing - %m/ej ﬁgfs‘fér: /}H"er@ Yor Appel lanit:
Ms, TamnraSacobs & L;szg &Tuoki T+ does aot show ro dther
a‘}‘hmgy o subdtate For or rep‘a,c_e, Ms., Sacohs as pd.“l’femg,r‘s ﬂ%om(y
Yor poj'}‘kawuk a.p.pep,!. S&AH’ML\M‘,‘ A
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ti) Motion) Yor Cootinuance Filed Sap+am13&( 5} 2006 w0 the Coudt et
ﬂppmls ot Gwﬂi Q l_xy p&)’?’l“:‘o»u& a,apd_“wfl' counsel Mo Tamaca Sacobs

. £ d’igg oy pwr‘}# r(7. WMJ&F;SBN%J ﬁo,wfs 1o rav.’a«lﬂm'l’m}suiﬁ[‘ml

cothee with appdlm)"’ prier To Su,bm',’f‘|' g wbrictT ow aﬁw_a' W %. Tt
would violate Ap,{)@”m‘ll; Stte and Federal due process riﬂH‘s} as well as
his right 1o adequate cowasa‘) For The umdersﬁ;/ud 1o deaft 2.0 agpeal

without prepar resaarch and SAwegfyaa‘bam " Ne ﬂﬂéwy’y Mo anyors

O,I.Sﬂ,co/o\hx or ceiosuH“w% Too:fime,r a])au‘f’ his afapea‘prior‘h) .SuLma‘H’fuj
aJ)r;‘tF o) a,o,owl sm_ﬂﬁ‘aolamw“/‘ g,

@) Ms. Tamara Sacohs remaived qu’;‘k'omox's mﬁy atforney o record
w paJL}‘}'.‘oA)er}, afapwl in The Coust &f Appeals a ngia.S&Af‘?‘adAmﬂ% b

"F) The ng w#oru_ej EF r“-e,c.orrl i .pa‘i‘[‘?l‘faa)ewk app.z’n[ Me. Tomara
Tutobs Never Filed the brie in patibionecs appaal . ses Alfschmant 2

g) Ms. Tamara Sacahs Never t:or\‘lSuHeA ot CDA’FMQJ w;‘}L ,odtfkbm@r
aLou‘lL his q,bpea,‘ Nor J.J anjonse. e,lso,,

‘\) mS: nmam Ua,coln.s Never ‘le a mélLfoAS 1’0 w7 i Dor a

m:;‘ll?ea) ’fb s@s’ti‘!’uﬁ ccuﬂs&[ Y pﬁ t’l’ roNers appﬂ-nj Ror A:Zl anyone Jva_

i) Pe:ff‘}‘{ma,r had wo reason Yo baliewve that Ms Sneohe was vo iem_)ger
rzpre.sw‘llit)g Pd?"ffem on his appea' for the. | awyfer Me.Sucohs .p@+ ?’k‘omu

.Be.l?e,vac‘ to he Ziﬁi'awﬂ_y r’e‘pre,sw't':‘fj him had afoamlmal “H\Lap}a.ml
without leave & court, se. Atuchments 1,2,5
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3a). /J#emg Sa_se.pi\ Saia s nel pq} Hower's aﬂ'omg of a’f*}‘% &
oF recard in pd?‘}‘fefoer's appwj Saa. ﬂﬁwlnmm'}} ha,s"

L) No me‘l’-’am Tor _Su.béﬁ"‘l‘w‘{';o& 5¥ ceu&ée! SF M, 'ﬁrnam"&cabs was
PATAY ‘P;lecl sor served on peHTwe,r, Soo Aﬁaal\m‘,"s LS,

Q) ﬂ‘)‘l’omy B’asefﬂ\ Soia Never consulted ot cantered w:“H\pd' hl»‘wer
re_c}qrdii)_g pel'}' #.‘eo\ler‘s appml o agy‘Hx?@;,

CD ‘Pe"’»+ loner Never hod renson ‘f’o MI eve. "va+ Esef)l\ baia Was

paj’.‘+ oner s a.Ppeua.\# a#omg am’ matle,/ue ﬁfﬂéxn,o“f"‘fb )\aw_ a@){ tzpe,o‘f:
a#o Y ckm‘f’ re,lafianslwlp with po:} sVoner. s ﬁf"’aohm“}j l,2,5

e) m.hf'@gje&,pl\ Saio had o ned waiveable actual impermissible
contlict in thal in a subﬁ‘]’mﬁ‘aﬂy related simulacly 52+uafad case while
702‘} ?+ ‘ordars ap,oea[ was pwdf}g prior b a brieF bav‘idﬁ Tiled Soie f'o.f(‘ééedbt!
TerecaNawise. Louic the ou‘f‘a/rj avd materiol witwess in peﬂfwu‘s crimifal
Fial From whizh pe‘i’i"’{omer a.ppﬁaf«ada Seq A{T%QLM'{"—%

\ ‘F) Teresa Desico Loz 12 also the mether & ]od’i{'.bmerk aﬂggwl
Wt‘,‘hm C.P., sa 4++ad'\mm+3 '

q) Tt Homer's a‘lﬁgul vickim O i also a vickim 1o Phat case.
where Saiu re,nmseoﬁ.al har methe Tecesn Newise Louis. S&Aﬂact\mw+3

M“Pd'{’}?emu L harles Lowis is also aﬁaifj 5 tha case in which
Sara represw“}'s the maHW'.Eméa(I)waL Lowis )“Hma., 9:;"55/ awd mw‘l"@riwt
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witness Yor ﬁwpmﬂ@‘hoﬂ A ,oéh"i‘f oNers LTim ma/l ‘f’n‘w‘ Fram »J}v.‘er ho
apfmlaal [, & petitloner’s allgu.ci vichim C.P. 3o fachmesT 31

i) Because & Suia’s contlict Sala was )oruludwl From s ing the
_grounds pecymry Mulse "}'e,é‘}'iMe/A_)){ oF Teresa Newice Low's awd C.P,
e grounds f Brady violafions Phe /@roumds ot acual swmocence and
the. ’groumds &F ronaMechive assistance oF Frial counsel Sohw A Bea,", v,

‘J) Boconse & Ssia's cosMhicl Sain was precluded From FaiSing
. grounids e Hhat Toresn Rewisa. Lowrs rade theYolsc allegihions
aad plasited the idea i hor daughtoc C.1."s, pehbionars allegad victim, mid
o keep petitismec Trom  gething ws‘fsﬁg oF their Fivo som's oL and D, L,
i The Ja,a ravalion) case That was pemi«‘ng. 0 whith Sata r’eprmmf-ﬂ Hhe mther
Teresa Dewice Louis ot 7aa:f.+io~er‘5 alleged victin C.F ant) pefitianier also was
@ pa@ to Hhal coce.,

10 Pue To Sains Camﬂic‘f/»o a‘er nf{&mig w?‘H»?,J Yo Griftn
Oudtesal G ru/t‘v"" Bublic R eYenders O‘H::’co_, was aﬂ&w’ecl ¥ repmsw‘f'

%&Pd’:?’n‘o(\?@r 20 }h_S aflpeaf. mﬁﬂu()\mw‘l‘ }; *3, 5.

4) o) The proseciction i pefitioner's criminal frial Yasled to Fien
all a‘mpead\mm‘i' evidence. regarding the credihi iy oF fuvﬁﬁ’ga‘ﬁ’nﬁ
DFicar Tvory Ranee (Sames) e Collum Yt will show she made False
accusabions gga:‘m‘f' oThars awd MeCollum’s mwzlm/'/‘y and dicregacd For
consthitionnl righty avd hod adverse. disciplinary history From onsr choit |
o5/at /2000 Fhrough o0 or abodit ev/oaﬁléos. so0 Aachment 17,
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1)) The pfosa,cu'h"m A9 pd'f“}'femu‘.s cri mivad Trrad 7%.'[@:! 1 frrw)
over/discloce to ﬂa_da‘Fwdmv’f that s witvess Pmsczaﬁ‘ AL O eer

Inig forvea (Sune) MeCollum used the alics Mames oF Rervas Seomes
when she submitted hoe a.p,ola‘ca/ rons awd adavits Yo obtaio wartail

wd on the warrants Yor )Ooj{f‘fennﬁs arrest amd used the olias dame
& Rewea Melolum whew she Yestihied at petibioness crimimal #ral
i ovdas To concenl hortrue legal wame/identity o conceal From the
defomse. that <he had adverso diseip I;nﬁaf/vy h:ﬁs‘f‘g'y Feorn oo or ahoit 05/
Q\é/aaao %r@yk on or ahoul 01/62 /2603, MAHacLM\I} Ny 7,18 .

&) The prosecaition Yai led, to provide the 2 Forenssic iblrview
Tipes ot p@ﬁ’ﬁ‘ew‘.ﬁ a'/@wl victim CoP. o f;a'f' Hiswer’s Fral wﬂ&»m_e:y
Tohw A Beally 1V and Io petitiones’s appellant dtlorney Ms. Tamaca
Sacobs which chsTrucled pefi Honer [q_y state eFicials From pursuing
errocs and tairkd Yorancic iforviews oF his nl@e) vichimC. P ot el
aod o ap,oeal anid dam"ag habeas CortPns pmamdia_vgs o show LiF) was
Le}_zgg coached jy her mether Teresa Dewise. Lowis who was pr&ﬁwf'
Jun’)gg the Torenssic ilorviews and Fhe mothar was Hwﬂf%f pmsew‘ﬁ‘m&

ou+g_:~y mf mw‘/'em‘al wfﬁmss iN ,od‘i f?‘on/u's ah‘m}mx[ f?fe/,sm.ﬂ#‘adr\mfebﬂ 2
PatiFioner was abe To olitain | (v torensic itervies &F Pe 3 o0 o4/is/703).

| cl) The prosewi‘fm Tor M o J:‘saloes& aﬂal Spp ressed evidewce.
Trom Fhe jury izope:f:‘l—.‘mu's criminal Tl evidervee matorial to %@es’f?mo
B gui [t anid nnocence the medical exam rapo?b o‘F,odhL;yyu% alleged
victim CoP. ‘ﬁmf shew “the ddéa(:m.ffoﬁs ‘ﬂmf[’ Lharle denvies .pem'f-- anal
M+rw+{ DA;\ na? QJM A aJL o‘? p&‘h"’f&w:s c.)wge,s MJ Quom was Ne rmwl,.
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Sko;d;/iq no sjgms 9~F a.nlcu[ )Awo_‘ho‘i'?e,o or \/_%?mal pwe‘f‘rd‘:ems@,
R’H’@c}lmw‘}'} Y E)‘M[”'%sb) Hn T,5, K.
&) Tha prosuuhwd ‘}:a;le.cl %cf{sc{'ese. arvz[ 5uﬁ0rw&j a.via(adca

trom the juey that wi W shew that the Mother Teresa Denise Lowis oF
)ae.‘f\'l‘{ou@rk all_e_gwf vichim P, arod oufa_ry malerial witvecs $or the
prosecution in pd‘;howe& crimiwd sl that Mic e Lowis Talsely
accused pd‘.‘%’fsue,r oF the <ame a/gaf?’a,dséufs cga;,vft— pa‘l‘.‘k‘mﬁu%
a3 L. whe dewied %ama’gdb‘?ems. i achments 4.

5) Pebiboners ‘J’m‘al-a‘Homg rwcle,r’w! sndective assictance hew:
& fetiioner hed mwsfaf Fom hictrial a‘HbeﬁM A ﬁm%ﬁz

o copy o di Scovery and o,vey“ﬁwlg Hhat quﬁ'!e(] Y pd’?‘!'}Mer's Case
prier b Tri0l and derfriah, Boall refused 1o ,orovicle, poj‘-{'fez\ier with
a Lepy or A.iscos/e,g or a/\y"H»in{g else per“'m‘u;,llg t izd’ﬂ%mu's e
Whew petitioners Mothar Me SoonHedsy reminded Beall prior fo
teial Hhat ,pd’ tower vaeds a copy &t Ja‘.sc',ow{y and eualglf huy else.
Fled 1 pafrhioner's caso. Bealls responsa was he doesstowd thaf™
“H\a,'h lrrelwad‘k frter so.vum[)/ws F Beall rﬁus‘}yg 1o give p@{',‘ll‘:mer
anly records pa."f‘;'h‘ome,r Viled a griwnuce with the Stite Bav 5? gwfg?a
and in Boall's esponse he clatmed ha_,i”e;f'aimd Hhosa records because
ha was pte and pas"' Trial mgresw’h’hm, After several months &
co r'ro_spewdemae_ﬁd‘umw #@S‘f‘aj'e, Bor cwal figfe)/'/'{?‘omerm g‘ll’a/‘('e, Bar E’A

Beallbo il give gititiomer his Fle  This s wohaw pefibionecFiret
disen V&MJ “Hwa,f‘ Leall owJ ‘ﬁw. P rose,wﬁ“w u){ﬂt)wlcj ‘Frem Hw.j why M&lﬁv@n/t

| p&,‘"f’;‘euaﬂ@ witial madieal exam repoﬁli o Huzaﬂgw/ vickim O
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‘Hud' showz(ﬁ'ka_rl&ed? Ve.é*'a:“ds l’_harlé AQN; u[ ;)w; ,“arwa,t ﬂa«%j‘mﬁ(n‘an) Y
one ot e main) elemants n) all oF pe?l‘:‘"’?elu,u's dmagas N This cage and

a/uJ Iw,r exanmt wos A‘)SF‘M&L‘ jhow:‘i\y N©O é_fg/ds o‘)? aAm[ pe/t)deTe/d,

fotitioner also thew discovered that his Trial aﬁar@EM A, Beallz2
anvd his appe,”m“l' a‘H’WA_}QB \y Rymetafs owd Me Tamara acobs
did wet have The 2 Forensic {n‘f'wviw ’]’5;12.5 oF the a”gecl vichmC,

P forencic wterviews or ﬁu;prosew‘hiﬂg 10Ves 3afbr Iw»:\[ Rerlee
(Tames) Melollum’s pers onel Fle o £,0. ST, records that shews
he_ had adversed Jisplz'loay Lx;ﬁ‘fag made Tale accusdtione a/qm‘uif
sthers and hae mwdac\'iy and ol.‘sre_,ga,ro/ Tor wmsT/Tfu‘/?bua/ n‘ghf’s
Hom on or al)au“' o5, /c%/ Moo ﬁwwﬁk on) of aAau+Q7/ﬂ3/J005, /4[50

ﬁuﬁo"‘ Hwi' she used a,l.fa,s Names oﬂt Rewes Samus and Reneo
MeCollumto hide hertrue l/?ga[ Name; her ‘F»’rsf'ﬂamfmg,‘l‘o hide.
HheTact Yot she had adverce d.‘spl inary k‘s‘f'ag . The 2 Jecensic
ihaview ‘fhp&s will shew ,anF ower's a,//gw( vichim P be.wg
conched, st Mhchments 1917116, Y Bchibs D) H, 3,5 K,

B futitroniers Wial itforn 2y Joha 4 Beall I pever )wuﬁ'ﬁa‘l/éd
pajik‘muw}, case and Bever idferviewed any witwessos oPheethaw
3 cehucthl witvescas, Roall 1oFt f‘f\n,}uues‘@;afk‘md awdl r&ﬁpeﬂs;‘éiiij/
47 fm’zlrwfe,w pg”}'wﬁ‘zz/ wilvesses up T M“/’TGNWB ﬁ/\/wr olol Son)
&n‘#ypha Lowi< and Beall ad mi#@J To s FacT in his ms)@ofvae.‘f’p
pé:}‘:"}’abmu's State. Bar Crievavce

a ‘Pei‘."l"famu} 'h’n'a/[ a"H'owglE lw an .Seall,nz “T‘:L}lul Yo u‘hli‘ ze,
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~cer a)(,m.ﬁL wi‘llmgc for ‘H\a,ﬁd' #m?l"ﬂ@m.uﬂa,s NO :ﬁ?/o n‘?a;\m[ pmil‘rn‘}':m
whan The main alement o all & péﬁ“’ﬁ‘on)er's r_ew\f;‘séha_fj@s was The
a”ﬁaﬂl‘fem a\): pw:/ anlq,/ ;Jwej' m"f?e/\) awc/ ﬁm ajosen/cL a‘i‘: 'Fadg ﬂﬂﬂ_

are. /Jramqgs.;"fa_ ‘Fo(‘ Msw‘/’an}cas_ga‘vw 1‘3 ,O&L/‘?l?‘ameﬁ

d) Bdbioner’s Trial a‘Hbm&yTbBM/ A Beall )ﬁada! f@'f?‘k‘m:&r}
aﬁadlﬂu"" a"‘zl’@mlejz‘s ’ﬂarrd{ &, @u&ﬁk{s an!a( /’Zs,‘i?vmo«m\swoks ‘Fai!éd
5 obifain H\o_ad_egw’ vitim C.0's ,oeJia‘f‘r.‘c.‘w's rers,psyc}m'a He
vecords To show /'yow_ghwma/dz;Oula{% amd lres ) hor school J;sr_.‘,olfmgl

ro,corcls to shaw z'mu) che wgulol lie on ‘H\L "}'aut;lou's an/cf oﬂ@a anﬂa’
chudonts _gd’ Hoam it Frouble.

e) ‘Pefh""fgww‘é, ‘lLr:‘al afHB aley ﬁwd “Fa,.'/ QJ '(’é ul/ rl'?L @n/a/
uf}.'liLe an) oxperf‘fb _sfww the ‘Fem/vsia M?"erv:@w‘; wu&‘f&.‘u‘f‘é&’
anﬂa] ﬂwf H\.Lal(%w' vielim C, P oas b&:’/_g wao‘;ddﬁﬂ#@ﬁlfﬂ%_{"é'

§) fefhioner's Frial a?l%wg Beall Failod Ho havethe jury
Voir dire ) OpLning §'f¢+z)rm}fs, clasfmg dfﬁumwfs ) bech CQA]EJ‘M&%;\
and prd’rfwl wsteucTions o rebudal witwesses Mo Soan leﬁz owd
Ms. Evalyw Vercher recorded ond Frawscribed 1o allsw ,aaﬁ“h'mar due
process and é{ua{ prd’w‘ﬁw T he able o c)'\al(eﬁq@ aid rossetiial couft
erfocs amJ H\L Tnséfrugj?on}s 7% /w;ﬁ'l’fwdu's ‘f‘wa fe @bw‘fﬁ[ n/t"fmas% ‘#»a‘b"

#»y could wot elaborate on agy‘ﬂ»@ amd could m&/y Answer yes of K0
whes) "Mf{?& .‘Ay. Boall alswFailed o have recorded amd ramseribed

the )ur)l ru_l'\aga aNJ }n}_s'f‘mc:boms and ﬂf!ez:l ‘7”0 ob‘ ed'wAN peﬁ'i’foﬂ?f
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was ms’f pre/_s’w'l' i Hhe aom?lL toom bocause ho had bees Tuken Lack

12 ﬂci__}m; | Tor hunch . There i w0 waiver couséf,'e{f to by P@ZP iomes

Moty be prosents s T p. 159 lime 213 and p.160 line 20-32. can
N‘}’a&kmuf“ ,m‘
/q) ’Paj' :1‘7‘94\)@1{5 "”rf al aﬁorﬁy Bwjl ‘Fm‘ lo,o{ '{’o sllja,d’ '}B effonNesus

|
| and impropes /}uy c}w_w} o< anid instruchions when D thetrial conts
iostenction’s and akarj.e's Qri’o)\]eaué “Fopk auy Hhe jssue oF 2 child
victi's lack oF consent From %guqu s T T, p, 180-147, 2) e Frial
ertoneous \f y /qawa,“HLQ c.lwge/ antd weltuchons owthe entrre9.C.6,
I ANb~b-Y . caTT. p. 190 linve 817, 3 e trial cour\f'_cjavefﬁaqtmgek
| ond J,vs‘/'ma‘hbm’s Hhat “you showld Find and bal i‘eve/lsf_ymwl/ a
| reasonable doult Thit ¥his detondant did .. The. ju vy masl )n‘kgly
helieved Tivy Sl»auu f‘nﬁz/ and w,‘emd&wp/m@u; [_7;/ see Lip,
198 line. 18, pu 132 liwe. 57 p. 180-197 1o all counts, H)Tailed Fo
qwea c,)aa(,ge,"‘”o (_om)'}-q. <o0 T.T. 5 180 and 151, 5) The_ Trial LauflL
Fa {gfi_qiva, @ t_kw and inactructions 1o mo‘f’\gu;@ o count | a@/
_fBave al»arﬁa. '."B/oa believe ha's 3“; 4’73, oo You é}n‘?['e.. 3&1,‘%", seq
T p 193 ond 184, Othe Frial coudt L gave improper clmge oF
sexual baﬂgy NoT charged i The vodictimedl: <@ 70T 4,190 fine.
M-25 awd p. 191 livel-2L. D e trial cour+3wwaimp repes c;)/na/g&
o fc}jmt/a'}'eJ EofH’gj Aﬁo-}”c}wgaa) in Hhe swdictomont: sa T pel 1l
Line 13- 41, ‘Pa‘l"{ﬁeuerk Frial aﬂ?r’a}e_,\/ allowed Hao trial muf& 1o
v {ala”ll’e,paj“ Howers constitidion F_ff{/ﬂLs as ho_also did.

Wfctitioner had & biased _;w@e, becawse histiral ju@iﬁ?élwm‘&
To rfzs/.%q/\) umJ@r )mvestigw‘l‘im o§: se.z(uw[ I’Iarl‘%srrw‘!" S ﬁ#ad»mem‘té £,9.
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fetttioness Toial Fw_dﬁe.jo}wme). Caldwel] admithed H\u“ggai‘ams
o¥ Swml Mrm&smm't wa 'I"elev.snoo uo','w. ‘ew m}: ch ccw,szo’ hia méru,zﬂ’
res Jwa?t’aou while_bein 94 w\/o_{i'}a‘}'ul by ’wafﬁwlma[@ﬁi Qualﬂc ca’(‘ o0
Commission. m%}#a&mwﬂ Exchibit 1.,

é) a) The De‘l%e, Ceuﬂ Pictred M rasy's DFfice. requested
e Fﬁla‘H’o_ Cowjy Superior LeuFi‘ Clecks OFFce Gresal coud clerd) T
,olue.‘H\a.de"f‘:Mus Case oA Ot J/o,eﬁalalm,u callender, Patibionert
Coco_ wos ass /g»eA by Drder 1o juéga Christophar Edwards and thore.
i NB order c’_}\cwﬁ g the ass ;/a,n/acl _juz{ge,‘;;’amjué(& Ckn%‘fa,o}w’ ~
E_c{wa,rd.s 10 /Ue:’"i Fovers cace. The Dictrict Atfoso ey e and The
Cluk kmu) or .S}wwu }mve, kMMA_LVOLL afe,AzﬂLaJ(wJec{ 7L9 Qw'[’ﬂa
/}m«!ga)/ou wortT 1o haor the case.,

- b) fetibomer was dewied hic rj}be speeé/ fiinl wheo ho had
ujf‘HeA) ’As a"H'omﬁy +wu,e,Md ir W&S'td h:s a:{'l'bm)izy ma‘:&ad@mﬁwf
ﬁr o Speaéy #’sm‘ a;oa( hks aﬁbwy ‘lew! ‘i’m Thm..ns D wn‘HZw waiver,

C\)Tl'\ﬂ_ Mol QJW+ w a” 0‘5: 'H\L PZ} hwl)e)“s c_l»a, J@S 'S peldli
a/duj pemdl’m'hoﬂ and “H\Lan’gea Vrd' M +&+“F€J szu""h L pems ul?_oﬁe "y

N o«

anus every Trmo.  thafs all he did every tng. s T, p 33 Live 8, \em13 *Nfs’

: _ﬂw_maciycal mpoft% o% ﬁw,a”/equl V:ctmc 00 .S}ww_é nNo s_gA)s Q‘Fan/a/l

wd’ rajfmll) a/a/c! Y\ 'H'w)SQ/ rep ei’ks "ﬁwdd’aﬁf Ve, ST'f'es awr d@/d/ eof ﬂW/l
ama’ peﬂw‘l'ra,inaAi“ . Sea,#Hachwa‘t‘: 4 E;ck:&rk.&f, Aeves ‘f@{{? ﬁw{ f&p@fnﬁoﬂﬁ'
"'”chLeA hor or l’ul)loluj Lw‘s pm;‘s on hﬁl‘ @h/)\u‘e,wdc{ S;Q/dw}wf ﬁu.s
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0 'ﬂw_ow_ *Forws H }.«J‘)’uw‘eu) “Hm?t‘ po:f'f'{'a‘mer was m‘f‘ able 4o aAﬁfJ
u/ﬂL;'/ A,om‘ / l§ SO} . ﬂl’ﬁwgk pe:l’:"f’fp/def Wns c,hwwl wel a‘o‘/’ed anid
cowvicted oF child molestation by rubbing his penis oo the_alleged

Vic:hm CJ(]. and eAfl' c'('/f_/y a child Tor }ma/ecwf’purpw 1o wmm?!' "H‘M&'t
&F child molecTation the al[ggwl v?a‘lf?m C.P. wevertestitied Fo the

pd’»“}‘iwu rulabiﬁg his penis a/ni)(w/@l‘@ o hae or “{bucj'uilg huagyu/}zm,
T}\Ldﬂ/egaa’ v.‘c‘h m C.P, dewied This iw ﬁﬂ_a/ve'}:erws/‘o }J‘faw’eww

,oa‘k‘ln‘wu was able o skitaiy ﬁfm'[ 3, 202l which also shows CF
be_i/d_g coach od. s /)‘H@&hm&aﬂ' TR With Exhibits D, 6, F)S, K.

q)‘f)e,‘[’{ {"fower' app@“awf aHame,); “Exilw' fo in ve,s‘ltsya,{“e, obtai
and 0ise. any oF the. ahove in 1) ‘wa_agh Y) ‘HWADI V»'ola’f'iﬂq $he
pd f'l‘n‘ea)u's Cous‘}‘f‘”w'h‘z.w @gkﬁujhmt\ prf:;owlfceal tho. )(Je)l'fﬁ'emam
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

To Aapr.‘vg pd’;{’:‘en)er ot his oﬁ)'); Hedive rem 20y would
A&b+ a/_\ﬂy bo c,oA)“i'm/ry to the mc‘-"mm%y Jo_mamdsv a?_jw&"’“:'ce. bt
destructive. oF o cons%‘?tu‘f?ma,‘ _guaramf_y s)owﬁ‘co_%/ cla,s’gnaed 1o
prww+ WU ;‘gg.‘E; a pd‘;‘f‘a‘mu who has shown Hhat heis a,cj'ux@
Easloocg/o‘l" oF “H\La”ged Crimes cjfmge,ep.

The UnIJro_cl Stitec Couct oF iqppeal:s Yoo the 114 Circust has w‘ﬁm&‘
o decicion aF impgéﬁm" ®deral Q&o‘st‘oufs i paJL hewors case Hhat s
i contlict with the decisions oF sthar appdlaf’o_ courls and Fhe 1HA
Cirersite precedonca. and revelant decicions sF MS@W Court sF
The Uisied Stites 3 a8 SJZJ’ forth 1o p@"'ﬁh‘m)u_'s Case Citatron 67 Aaﬁwfjs(

Pﬁa— HWD%“ ) a/dcl has <o Yar Aﬂjoa/r;f'ed ﬁom%.a.acc%a'[éd cwc{ usua(
Course. e“zjujx‘ L'.:‘al ;lmr.zﬁﬂ?.s \rar 'Fm'(w} % addre‘ss ‘the. Mo,n'{’_‘s o This
pd’f‘l’ 1oners Constitictio ﬂigl)t vielaTion’s claime,

A)Of M_/y du(] e C.ouH’ L&]ow‘ﬁxi[ to adalre.s.s “Hw.mui{'s &‘? Ho '
pe’h‘%‘emexl claims EF Coa/sﬁ‘l‘?d’io,\) IQJ_qHB w‘yfa ows F i o?ﬁuc}\ A)af?an)a’

impmhmm oF L\&V@TM .gu/)fem o Cout oF Tho United Stites decideHhe
(Qa,{hems 6¥ 'Hw, ma n}‘!’wfa a‘}: Cemsj': hﬁ‘mu gfjfds v}a[ai’;‘ms {u “Hu‘s

P@h‘l’!‘t)l\)u < case A9£J+ @ ¥m‘ 'H«E P@l’f‘l’fonﬂ@r’ L)u:" 'Fel" 0%5 wz‘vﬂ are. ac my
Lawmo, Sfmilu:[y srl’mai‘uﬁ a‘s.“ho ca,[l For 'a;o oxereaSe. é): m_(upro,mﬁ,
Cout’e supa.rviscy pawere,
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The one_Torensic mwlerview re.wralf_a_lg ot the ﬂl(eﬁu{ vichim C.P
will show et she. dewied {d’ {‘L“fen)u had rubbed his peais on er%aimj
her p&h’?bmr's c’wge‘s i his ind ictmont cousts lawd 2 y awd will shewld
was LQA\AB, coached . The medical exam rupor'{'s will show “the dotective.
S?la,’l'e.s C}wwrlé' dewied pesr ’ cwa,l pwd’ Vw‘bfaf wd hor exam was ;oemml
.S’mwiu/q Mo Sigws &Y wwal pwdm’t?m ,od%’moul« ‘J"“i‘?“ 1 counls 39,
Soand b T his wcl:cj mel, Pe+i+,'9uer wiazs /056 w“@“"o receve a copy & e
forensic. iterview usthil ;%or? hs, 2021 Ak tivwer m&g.s‘} his ca,se,ha__gen“f’
,JMLC o the Fri a,( Csw’{‘ or ﬁw’H«M oldum.‘m}'k‘m & aa"i’ual inAbeonce .

s Atoghmant’ 65 HwthEhibids Dy H 5 15 and
CONCLUSION

The. po)L Frower proys Bt the Sushice’s oF thic Honerable Court revied e
pe,+i+{om,r‘s c'qim,s &F Constitulion f_{_:ghi'_s wofai'fqns awd actial iwocwoe,ma’

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
v’ .

Date:

oo Chacls Lowis €L
GO 142262
Baldwia _é“fafl“a 'Ph'soa)
£D. Box 28
Hurdwich, Ga. 31034
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