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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

I. D&U.BLS. IT£/SPAf\-DY 1 f*g4i4i an.i4r U/£LS faiLiud *rUfl4 du.il4uv of WaLiCd. flluftlCr 
fcdiLnil Dfde^ t\\n.ct^£ of i/udicfmeAi + 'i'lLoHXX ^fiu.1I4y1' of felOAiu mardtr
f tdiXnif +106^ Charge O-f 'iAjdid4mCAi4 'Y'lfeH'l#* 2/wly OhJ£ ifudiuida.a.1 itiUfllued
■H)e Same euid«.Aicf. uJas used+6 prove £a.cb charge, of iMdit.+m>a>u4. 

a^AmE/LlDX/tlfc (bi+triAifif XnJDXC.TWEaJT> Pe4»4id w£r ab\ei.4ed fa -Hie i/udi -
c4/yicaj4^pe+i+ia/uer abjet4«d 4ba4- 4be feioxtcj mu.rder did njoi go lalfb jmdi— 
cim€Aj4» The. £<sur4 $4a4cd\# fm 4d CKaM^e. i+- 4d r£a.d\.did
"H\£ d£a4b of jCrarfle mtrri soaj 54=Johiu^ bim Lu'r4b a. ku’rfe*

Ba DEF£CT£D f\)ott 4 IrUOX^TrnEAJT-, 1V\£ lAidfd.4mC.M4* f4rue. L»il l^fdLi Is 46 

iwd.lu.dt: $4a4£j CrimiAJal £ode 54a.4u.4fir vfai l s 4d i/adludt £d.tb £$S£/d~^ 

4/a.l €LerA-CAj4 of of4enJ$es dWar^ed* Special preseAi4m<2./u4 £aif&reA txf~~ 
fur iwdic4meAi4 Wa.i ame.Aide.d bvj 4ria.l C.cuf4»e4t.

I

dau.se

H. Lt\Sl AsSlGftimx/UT ulOLATId/U Jad^e irakai Qager uuas cL$ff^w£<4 

4o 4ry pt4i4i a Alar's daS£\jaHiu a^oger c.aAi<du.c.fed uar Aire 4a setec4 4rial 
jurij* ELeue*j bou.rs /L44trujards v fried Ue^axi iw 4he doiurfroom of Judge
tuilliaro Da.wi4l.All jii.dgir»GAj4.s rendered Inj U/illi<L/n Oawiel (5 uoiddedA.

* % ** ^^ t

y. Xaj5u.ffx<ixImT fikxde a\ 12.*. ujVfwCsscs 4cs4ifced pe4i4iaAi<.r did Mel tave 
possessiajj of kA.»i4a duriMdj s4ru.<jgl£» pe+i-Waioer received Ge.ue.ca.l kiui-Pe 
ojcLlk\Aa du.ri‘idg s4ruggl e»Kurfe iwutuued uJa.s M64 iAi4rodu.ced ajot admi44—■ 
£d i«j4fi euide/u ce.. e4*

to. Pft.05£CUTaf\.XA\. mxS^dAlDiJLdT; Trial prasecu4or repea4edlg mis Veiled 4h4. 
L/xujj of 4b e s4a.4e af (jearijlcj^^ prasedu.4or iui4kK-Cld uiHni-ccsas Sfa4eM€xils. 
prflsCcu.46f asrif^fcied UJilham DaAliel 46 4rij pC.4i4iJAiCr'j £ase,e+c. '

I. ahJlAdiFai £OajF1M£1T»eajt i Du.e 4a cl\\ of 44\e DiAluliows domm»44ed to) 
pe4i4i«Ai-er's 4rial £.aur4 +a 0'b4i*.» d pe4i4iawcr'3 toAiui e.4*oaJ % pe4i4i^AiBrs 

Cdw4ifLlemeAi4 ii llmI^aJ-PuiL. Pe4’i4i^wCr baue Ald4 COnwvu444d dL/uUj cnmt,

S.fUtRT Xfi APf£AL DE/yixsld* Pe+ifi'/SAiar's r»«jK4m4a app£a.l Ws kee/vi dewcfc4 

a.5 rua Supcrf^r \ S4a4t Supre/ae. Cau.r4 % 54.a4e Kabcaj.* carpus CdurBsPetJer— 

a.v di^4ri'c4 'Court ^ ^leuewfb dircui4 dou.r4 of appeals \ Viaue ruaed +he 

'rnenh' of aLairvis raise pe4i4taAiac.
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■fbe ''/uai ga'rIft^" verdict uu<a_s zl A.i aj allaJced itr the rria/ure murder {to- 
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LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ ] 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:
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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

to

5 or,

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

to

[ ] 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_6__to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the Tr/al £ourf 
appears at Appendix _B
[ ] reported at ______
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

court
to the petition and is

; or,

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: ----------------- ----------------
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix —------

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including----- :—
in Application No.__ A

, and a copy of the

(date)(date) on

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

i-j-3063The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix —0-----

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
and a copy of the order denying rehearingmtirdh 3.013

appears at Appendix —

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including___ _
Application No.----A

(date) in(date) on.

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

(VHTE AjOfTl TruT 5T‘ r>it. perSO/J Shall he Kald id a.Aj$wer 4or a. £api+a_L,
6r tfHltruUiSil inJrndULS trl (Tie. ^ ixkjLclSS Oiu a. p t-6.se Al+m«.id4 or i/ii Ai dm—» 
£/ili df (L Ijra-hid . - « ftidr iha.ll aui^ perso/V be Sabi£fc+ f^r fhe_
kme a-iietJse. f& bt. -fuiice pu.+ i/v) jeopar^ &£ L»4e. or L#mfe>% mar 

he. cfepr/ued o*f Life\ Liberfjpor proper+yNUhfhea4 due process c£j laxa*

ftmEnjomE/vj-r s', Amenjozmcs or XiuoxciratniT. 
flmErnOmfAiT l*U Uihith o-pplies in 4he S+*4ts 4Krou.cjh 4he -f»-f4\n Arntt&AmzMc

Am£/UDnnEAJT 5\to: DEFECTIVE /UOXD^ImDlCTrn^mT.

ftMEnJDmEAJT 5*: DULE PR.OCESS \JX/QLftTl0/vJ 4 th$£ ASSIknimEAlT*"•/
ftmfnJQrnEMT S'" DUIE PROCESS UJOLAXio/iaXiusumciUrr EulbeuCJE..

ftm£MDmE/vn l&\ due process uxolatioak Prosecutorial mxscoiarsuLcz 

Rmf/UDme/yT aniLAuiFULL £ o /uFxiuzme.mt*

AmE/uOm£AlT H4, ftX&riT T0 ' APPEAL * Dul£ PROCESS UlOLPniOU, 

AmiruomEAizs Ss 14’ Dux process uioiiytxoak Successive ProSICuriou*, 

fim£MDm£AJT SylHaDUX PROCESS UiolATIOA)>XmPAoPER A\UVi TalST£iLC7:&jajs,



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Af-ffer pefI4ioAier's ooniutefiaak ped’thajJ&.c -fi\eJ a. vIYIo4iqaj'' for 

Iw 4he SupC-ndr ZLourf of PutiaM tOU-iu fys. pefifidAieri mo+i 
Pe4/4ifiioer filed o.*mo4»ohj' -far TBt&nimABraAiatJ Iaj 4he Supreme of

ikAar^itL* p€+i4i*OAjerV wa+iuaj lucls de/vded.
Pe4i4fdmer Su.b miffed pefffiOAier’s Sfaf-e. habeas LacpuLt pefifidAi 4fi 4tie 

Super/ar Courf of Caihou.nj £ou.Aj4y aw ll-ld - lao^h pe4monj£.r prese/dea 

+u/^ai4<^ d/Ue Ola l mi -fa 4f-i£ habfias £Ou.rf du.n<J<J hearwug.lfVe Superior 

e.ou.r+ of ColhouiJ Counifij ole/viied pefitioMer's pe.+i+/a*J a»i4kOu4 ralmio 

6ju ttie me.ri'fs" of <Ll<uim reused iaj pe4»4io»u.The ^urf ruled 4H6.4 E.iyh4— 
£goi fj£)of Claims raided were pro eedu.ro.\ Lcj def\au.l4ed aiu did iviflf ru­
le OaJ file‘'m£ri 4i" af OLaimi raised*

CL fUeoj 4nai 
a.u ix/a$ deAiied.

Pehhoniec £u.bmi4+e.<:i cl eer+ificoAt of probable t<LiL.$e. 4* Ike Supre — 

£our+ of CbtcfQ a.\ oai ftiareU 2JN 2-od to<» 4be cjfdr^ie% 5apre#n£ £durf 
dfi/uied ptMiouer's ce rifFi/Zaie etf probable £aU5e ulifhou.4 ruliKl^ d/u 4he 

Serifs' of CLarrr»i raised- fUd. $ 05 HlS^S .

foe

Pefififluer Sufmi ffed O. Fedtra.I habeas Oar-piA-S pefifrtb/u +6 fhfi ll.$. 

Diifr/ef CciLri far 4ke middle dufritf df georyia.\ <4be £ou.rf O-dopffid 

4f»a deeii/oAj of -Hne su.prem& dour! df georgia rLiud defied pefiil — 

fioePs pe+i4i‘fliJ Ldi+bouf rududcj oaI +he ''meri+s* of eLai ms reused.
PefifidAier appealed fhe. disfncf Cou.r+5 decifiaai 4o 4he EietreAjHi tir-- 

£u.i+ 0<»ur4 of appeal s, 4he Ooar-f adopted 4he decision df -Hrve UUS.dii — 

4rio4 ddarf zlajcl defied pefifid uer'5 cLppeaJ. -»lA/rfrbacL-f ruli*j<j Oil‘'nrverifs" 
df CLaJms raided.

Pe-Kfro/je.r iubmitfed cl JSfcL4*e bobeas norpur pefifioa +o fhe Superior Lourf
oP LinleoX OdUijfijx tx be<a.r»Kj0 vuai Ueld^ "H\e oourf d&Aited pe4»di*ziiJer,i 
preWf/oAi uijfhoLuf ruuiiAjg o*i eiaiiws rou'sed.
PtfrHouer Subioiffed cl AdrVift^ofe fl-P probable dou-ie 4o fke. Supreme 

L&u.r\ o-f O|tor^ia.^ nJo. XaH «* OV/- i 1? % 4He Louri defied ce r4i-fi cafe, uiifhauf 

rubaJg oai "rifleriif* 6-f Claim* roused.

fehfiowtr Sub miffed a. peiiKoiJ Par Leal/e 4o file a.
Vni 4be u.5. dourf 0f oLppools ELeueufb drCaifx-Vbe taur4 dfuied pe.f»4ioxi. 
77)£ Lcwtr tduris deciiioau dif/tiiiiim^ p^fi'oAier's pefifioili -far failing fo 
f*aiSe e-laim* oai cLpptcU. oaAifluefj LuiVb 4Vit ULwifed SVaVes Supreme CTo" 
u.rV*j deci iUkii iii KfluFrhAid u U_.s.x 3^H lls 2i^ 11 i^d Idinl scHatiti 

flJE^L v. mtflAJiMCi-LS'iSUS inX'\26iZdlJc\'1r]n\5 SUWXfmft*

1 * *
jsixceesiiue pe4i4»OAi



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Petitid/Uef 5 uir<+ oft certiorari Should hfc gra/tltcd because of The. £n— 
deosioAii made by the .sfuperuir Court oft ^ultO/J CzSuAlty vfhe- 

Ceurt's Aeauous uiotated -SCuercU A/oeudfliewts of the. ilaited states CfiM— 
£Titut/flAj„The Saptrior taurfs decisiflAJS are iai Co/dfliot u)ith the state of 
£ecry/a. 5upreme Court deci ii'oids \ the LL.s\ district court deei siOid>ythi? U .S“* 
Court of appeixl-s decis»oacs n o_/ud the u..jSuprem e court diciii o *)s.

The. .supreme Court of georyla deci-sioas at £ iw CdAifliet Uhtk the U.#s» disHtt 

court JeciiiOAif \ awd the u.s, Supreme Court decisions regarduig daim* raised
)iu petit!owdf'S petitions.

The Supreme Court of g Caryi
JetLif OAiCi) regarding Claims ruined i/a petitioners petit! omj« The Supreme Coil— 
rt oft Georgia, im 'IBra wtd \i / fticke.ttj\ de-tide Jv/'oiue reuiejju d/n-Hn earner— 

its* whether du habeas carpus' ''or* d/u appeal a-f eaAiuictidAJwj Jiiffde/vit itfb- 
B/u flj£itber facts mor lain haj Cha/Jg€d'*

owtaaj

deeisia/ds ar£ »*i Conflict uiitk the Court's AitfoI CL

The Superior Court of Cu.iuou.aj County uioLuted Brown \b (Ticket-tavtUhen 
^he. court tailed to iSj£u«. o.Aiy decision* on the * merits” of clu-imr raised ini 
petitioner's petitikn^Petif/Oner's initial ffirstT State habeas Corpus peVihfl/u.
Broun V. Rjckeftii States* Whether Oai habeas Corpus *c>r0/'idflt a.*i'' on (LOO— 
eauthe court's decision »ai Broui/J V- Puckettst nr»£o.A)j pe-titioAier 'Aid mot* Yia.ue 
to raise Cl dims Siu the. Superior LOUrt C/YloKou £«JI- Aleut trial Yi war ln^rfrfie 
Court oft ^eaf^A before petitioner's cXcjms Ca-nfcouuO be. raided iw State hub— 
fiaS corpus petit! on/3).Claim* raised by pe titioner "were notVis wet” protedural- 
iy defaulted - KfluP/nAfU M. ti.S. n lls du'Ulltid Id ilVhlH Set lfilo86tUocl') « 
dtilZfiL s/. me AwXojCHvS»3 a 5 if32, l3cslidJLd v US’ <5C44HQX/Wt (HTS'T.

The firro/Lieous decisions of the superior Court % Georgia .Supreme Courtyttifc 
U-.S- district court* CLAid the Zleue/uth Cireu.it Cdurt of uppeaVSNCLre wd CO/dfl"' 
ict u/itk the deciiio/Js of the LCwited States Supr-cm-e court.

Xt is of flJatioAial importauce that the \xiv\rted State Supreme Court 
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

*Y\jS
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