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S A T T T T
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_ REASON FoR GRANTING THEWRTT _

T THE PROSECUTION ATTHE PETITIONER'S
TRIAL DENZED HIMDGE PROCESS OF THE
LIWIN VIOLRTION O F THE FURTEE NTH
AMENDMENT OF THE 0.5, CoNSTZTY 20N

The Prosecution at Mp Davis'Hpjal g)o-«,—w/y acted fn bad-Faith
&MUQ?’I;&! }2;)‘1 due Frocess ol the Low J)‘y phzﬁtiz'ﬁhg Lulse 'ewfc(-ufﬂlcﬁf
tothe Tavers o histiulfonto M anipulote the Turons fo Conviet
him a5 an accamplice o purdee Under Tadinnas accem plice Lishildy
Statute Lok, See Thdinna Codes £35-Yj-2- 4 ;’W’C{ §35 ~43-1-1.

At MR, Davis4ofal i clw;ng The pmﬁﬂéi}ﬁemiﬁ clesing argum ent, Stite
Prasecutoir Angy-ﬂ/m Meezz] CM@HUZH i hepe ?ﬂ) Without any 03;3% chiens
Foora M davis! defense Counsel J def;bepatel y Misrep reselrfed +he
frithfothe Tumsns about-A e Lawsons (Lawson here in) Frin fjlfes'{'/‘ivlah}/
Staterents, [oiison Wasthe Vichn cla(!;: rter s and Wis sofnelve
Year ¢ id ch}[fﬁ Wheﬂ S’}rﬁ 7'%514‘4’;@4 G*ﬂ{ Mn ,}DW}S“ "h‘f c&(@ Mcc[‘ fa“ZZ! 710 /J“?L}tﬂ
Jorons Fhot Lawison hadectuallyFestified Fo have Soerrs M Davis at
thecilme Scene, and o have Secit M. Davis purdy,| pate inthis came,

When Medorz; Wag M'\/ QHANE FhotLaitson had never identHied
M DaYis athisHrial ag anyane Whe She had Seent gd-the Sceme of
Theerine) ot haveScen pnticipte In this crjme,, Mattozzi Was
aare that M Davis s not jdendified adhis H34) iy any o the

theee Skdcs eyew Hln"?ﬁ 4 anvone bhothey had Seen ot Fhe ¢ iime
Seenejon 4o have P aw{'i‘z:?ﬂ uted /n This criMe.

M { Ba\i% Wﬁ\,s f:c’?f!\/fcffeci a»“)’ }’2;5“:[(“; 0\} Ltmﬂ e C-P— M ﬁd"‘/‘a ZZE’S‘PMS@
Statements &%o@%_hi%}saﬁsﬁ'fﬁhxf "}’;S‘HMﬁﬂy StaterrenttS, Mber M Davis
was canvicted Moutter2is Shube ments iwepe bepeated 62 My Davis* dfrect
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A P?wi«‘ The Tudiaha Count of Appea IS Stucke CHA"T Lastson “J"%ggﬁﬁﬂ d

FoSeetng Mo Davis papdivipnte Jnfhe crime ; bepeating Fhefuls e e " it

thod Mattorzi had-fold the Torors ad M, Davie Hoinl This Shecler it put
oit J}’}/"H?‘tj ndfsne Courd of Af F‘ﬁ@‘tfg Condinps “Hz it j7 s belioved 1t
Thefulse Staererde abeut Laisors Frie]Festraon J veas Fheevidence Fhit
be. i/qggl the Stide B Tndianohy Conviet Ma Do e 7%?3 EITMEs

There are Coprently Thee cg?ﬁ‘gff:?‘@iﬂ’i Ceurts onthe recerd ot
5‘2%%'{5‘19 ’ﬂ%ﬂ"i 450k ée.t( NEYe e ”}bﬁfl ﬁid 7ﬁ‘" §a’fn9 M T Dé"\,\"?& WF%A@ crite
Scenejorty have Seen M, Davig P “ﬂ"ﬁc?ﬁf-‘f}e inthe @i"?m'&a'f/}e newly
CourtStuterreicts have notpan ly Camected thetucts fo Mo Davis i
Cuse Fhe newly Stadements have dismantled He Cote ogainstaim;
haveShown thet he was denfed due process of4he Law dueto pres ﬁuf%@
M s conduct ot /I}S‘h’?ﬁi ; c&hcl%/ic’t'f; he 78 Corrent), bu‘hg; Elt'ii‘ﬂ?hfic/ /7
Prisen UndepFulse evidence Fromthe Prisr fulse Statereics abeot
Lawsan's fia| JLCE)LI'MG’M\/ »See App. A vee AP B i App- Coin

and Apps .. . (‘ﬁsr% Seethe Prior and pew! Y tatement Jﬁy-ﬁn@

«

Covrts Cenceen Mg L awsonsp ia| festirzo ”y)»

MnDavis'case s one ofHhe rare, extraord (nanyy Cases Fhat
1) ke‘?ﬁc{tmi habeas Co PpvS i"e;f%eff}/ vias creoited For, The reas o for
o nanting Pelfef 1o Mn Davis is hecause, bls Canvighen notenly Vit ates
+he die process clavse of %ﬁ‘i_‘vz’aum}em‘fh Amendm 8’771"%6 he United
States Constitution, his Conviction alse Vslite Cleanly established
Federal Loty aSFhic Covrthave Cﬁmrﬁfy Stufed That " he fostteenth
Arttndment Cannot folerate aStocte crlyina] Cenvichion s btuined }53/ |
Hhe Kitelng Use otPulse evidence” See M@@ne}/ VY, Holohan ;234 U5,
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102,85 5.¢£340,79 L.EL. T (I CBE)SLL Nepue V. Tilinors 360 U.5,
64,61, 79 S.GLI72 21 EdAL IAT(1959). See Mller V. Fucte i
386 U5, 4.7,875.¢1.745 171,E4,2d 690 (967).

M Davis ‘case 15 Similantethe Case o “Miller V, Pt Supra,
The basis oP+his Cavrs decision in Millen V. P, JWos e due process
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Bailey 138G F, Ad.398,393 (4 oip, ]747},17, /%e,ﬂe prasecution
deliberatel y Mistepresented Hhe evidence ot-frial by Stating Fhat
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+he Prosecotfon Was ‘Puif\/ Qun e ’Hw«rf Lhe shine Were V‘eol/a e,{\i?m‘h
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deliberate Misrepre sent octien 0Fthedrith about 4he evidence
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Fourteend h amendment sRthe United Stnites Constituklo 1 /C/t ar! Y
fe llewing B lecision n Mg ney Vo Holy A%SL’P ron; Stuking +hat o
Conviction obiuine] 5‘/ the ise of Palse evidence Connothe
Tolo Mﬁc(ﬁ The Kﬁ@wsh@ Ve of False eddence Vs lotes Fhe Bortenith
Aprenilogeut 0%“”116 USCa nstitotien s Accend tng=oFhis Countls picr
Cl*’-‘fi'% fﬁcji’! inMdler v, ﬂﬁg Suphen / MrDavis! Conviclien Cannet de
‘;0 ke “‘mlcéi/ and rusthe Vuxcoi’ftja

M y Davis }zcw@%aw Vl‘H}zﬁ C@'W‘%*U)w(' fixccp‘,[fan c&! c\ncl frafe
Circumstonces exist Concering his Case,; Wanpardjngthis Count ‘/‘a
2 r\;;m'{' ;’“)3",“5 Corpus ellef, A H}@«"U;{h Mn Davis'Jlue process, Froseciiter
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i was discussed jnhe Centefit o o diffecent Cluip o T4 called
x Nes‘f’ccff;lgfm 1. Klse JSec Redriguez Vi Sofllia ;193 F.3d 913 A6
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ostiee becaise ha js actually inhocent,), My, Davis-Bled-Par-le

Innsctnce oledrionto pass Hégatesny "WpderSpho, buttbis pefition
Wes dented , The Potiisne - have, Clated B Innocence ';p e, charge,

and Cone ot nag alnst A im y aind Wold be abledo pass the, %a%‘ﬁﬁi V .
fnne a«ena%\%mi»@m@/, "Lecase I Viyght o 1e evidence as o ivhole;”

/,

1+ ]s meve Jikely then het-thod po peasonable Sunn Wewld have even
Convicted Mp, Davis See Sohlap, Supran s Hibeas Lorpus js an extra—

o rdinapy ’3“€'Mfcly’:‘hﬂ d1s 9@%%@”[@% reserved torthose Sitoations
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0 THE PETITIONER'S TRIAL JAPPELLATE
COUNSEL DENIED HIM ERPECTTVE
ASSISTRNCE OF COUNSE [ AT HISTRIAL
AND ON DIRECT APPEALIN VT 0L ATZoN
OF THE STKTHAMENOMENT o & THE
UNITED STATES CoNSTITQTION

MnDavis'Heial Covnsel Kt:\f/f% Milne 5 Was alse his Counselon ch pect
appeat{ Beidnmen Murphy Was his Co~Counsef op o ;%g@%ggpep‘&&f)ﬁ At
MuD g";ﬁ\;"},ij‘}“ﬁcgﬁ )Kg\fén Milner (j MM i nery here ?n) Wes obl i aided Fo
@ N% M‘I‘,- Dcw i o\clec[ v @Uh pep f‘eS‘fm“ﬁ,ﬁ‘an ) hcitivﬁm S5 iX HL zamf.n(j/?zfii/if/;
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Claim o fnseflicient evidence on direct-wppeal in Mp Davis! be hutf
and d(fol net meirtfon any g vmenst Concernl ng The False (et
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have been o Clear Ninher oq directappeal jand Would bave beent
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dey elupth-Pmm the Due Precess j Prose cor Miscondvet Claimthithe
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O, THE PETITIoNER'S CoNVICTION
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UNDER STXTH,FOURTEENTH AMEND.
The United States 5‘(!/: vetre, Coont has MC’(J e Hclear Hhat

the fourfeenth Amendmest Canncttolepate w State coimina|
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ot-Fhe ¢ Fivee Scene oft o Mynede 16 aparticipant ofthe M i”d(t'i’[? ét/
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