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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

GARY D. KING #1300812
Aﬂ:e Hant . |
¥s. | No- 17-6374

WALTER BERRY , Warden
Appe Hode .

COMES Now GARy D. KiNG | Appellant, re?,ues}‘ this

HonoR ABLE CouRT Ho rt vist +he denia

o'f wr ¥
of tecdorar and shows as Follow |

Juris 01 Tion
The Unded States Supreme Court has jur‘ifcl:ﬂilsm
4o rehear Hhe dlenial of wrd of cerdiorar ) and
thot Hhis :re?ue,sf ¥ Prefcn#ed 0 300&‘ faith ,.
and not for d’clqv- of +he substoantial and con-
4roll.n§ 5rounds here in .




STATEW MENT DF CASE

On Sanuary 23rd , 3018 , T recerved on orcler

deted B'anuan’ 16, 2008 +hat my "PeH:on for a
wr f DP CEI"LM'&F; 's C’Cmto‘:‘ fcjnec} by Secott
5~ Harns { Clerk

STATEMS

My case have been very complex through out
my :)ournu' here , but I refuse +o be gilenced.

My trial and direct appeal, appornied Counsel, Jumie
Robecds , did abandene substandal arounds +hat con-
trbuted +o my convicton and proced ural bars
Cou»p‘ed w: th :’udicml b: as.

I never qareed {0 my 4nal/a‘opcﬂon+ Counse
not ‘rmfmj Subs}an":a’ clams  on ap_pta', Bo SoN
'PW one was MM):'-&S}MJ d(ftt"emmahoﬂ-

T was +red by #hedeen whie urors and ope”
black female. Ez:-m} pp-#177- 185

The PPDSCCM"'W IMon?.e K- ,iS a whie ‘[)Ema,c )
4r1al judje . Dennss Blackmen (whie male), and +he
a”cgcd V.c#.m Deﬂms, H“” / l:lack fema’c.

All, block male ;‘)urors were  Struck by the pro-
the % 2.



secutor +o a zero %, I, Gary D.King, is & black
male.

The yury Pool starked of 40 Jurors , nine black
Juwr} ' Hwk, one whie j 00 22.5 "/a black end
77:50/0 whie . Turor #2¢ oad #29 , GMJ\, H,Hé
Devbre Horrs  were excused For cause +het 1efiad
seven black Jurors y or ]899 . See Jury Steke Lt
wrt of cechorars pehibion | alse see " sworn ofF cha-
vit (@techmen P, -

Five of seven blacks werr struck by 4he pro-
Seeution [ or B3efo o 13 whies (934h) cad (1) block

(70/‘;) was on  the paml that brj,{n ot 22.5‘0/9" “
- There is ne evidence in my per traascrpt +hat
any of Hhe sirken black Jurau were Pnr#:al , bias,
fixed op-nions | or Could nol base +heir vyerdict on
the ev.dence as ree}u,fec’ vader  Georgas law 0.6
Rs I15-n2 -/64[&)(0&2,:«6@4 4+ Judfy +heir siekes.

Nﬂ'Hunj from " the borses mouth rfﬁqrdmﬂ Par"'i'a*
rﬁ Prpfccp;'}vr S'eafed chs *[;f same reasm Hm*
she siwek the bleck yurors (o knowing a defense
w, fness). - |
I had an awhbi olb w.iness | Avaads Clayl'am
Hd Sest. Fed #f&s”} ﬂt”f LDoc. 18, 197. Nof éwlfy

3.




w&*} ﬂi’rm‘ F%Kmdmﬁ;ﬁ e N@WM&BM of 2009 -
' R j'mej %&rm black

ii‘ POVGRO P %’Mﬁﬁ th m e |
..'j'?ﬁmn?ﬁ Obuma) bt iy
| fif'%,'mmmar? 2@@? - z @My Q:‘?':@ﬁi one  black
?i{'e:mz}if wa ; fo block wales and Hheteen wh %o_
was deawn  trom rep wblion df«sh,dr m d&ak% |
- Moes )‘Mmk )w@m wfmlé have !ﬁmg h
ﬁes@ a#ﬁ% U:Msmf‘t oft #hed ont
s < itleodd Jocked _;,?‘iof @ wh M

WW’ ‘h‘e ﬁ?

- drpup L t&a&ﬁ rf;@i%&t
1;@;@4? ﬁw‘“{uef‘} fﬁ‘ulﬁggg 7
“’&J“{” v, bt j‘”i'-z-}\;’" “~‘*M“3 “‘;:Pf.f 3‘:@*@ ., _ﬁf wr.«@ ]ﬁ ’
hiheos copis 4o a whit fomole (Lo o Chan
bel) 0z E 30 —

. My @ﬁﬂ:ﬂ&g Pﬁf Jem ww
:,Ta‘x“im&;“# J@f 4 f fﬁ‘@ﬂf @9 ff‘@
iﬂiz cose bock 4o

mwr %M:fc! 'fﬁ “f’f@ﬁ?w

Ea F

i’& %g-ﬂ 5‘}9&@ ':': .
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I S‘Wuu a %’r:a‘ Caunsd (‘-ﬁ&ﬁf‘hn_ﬁ G grgg;g@-fpr:g
p“hmdf race -neavteal explanations %

. Lonstdud, onal_ klﬂ?r fecd,

I. Should an ap pt Hlant Lounsel aband'aﬁ.t sub sfun-
l ﬁrwiqu on a‘;?mi wihout o defeadands concent ?

v




3.
ARGUMENT AND LITATION OF AUTHORITY

I, Consdiu )onalr e fLeedive ' e ¢

Loypsel

I, S‘BouU a +rial counsel challenge a prosecu-
dor's -iprc}cxual race -neautral explanations e

(Q) Because +he stale pro se cutor ) Mmi?uc K‘arby
(whie fema’e) Seated white \‘)“‘-“"3 #it Michael Dar-
ren Heath ’# 25 fAnne H Cook ; # 36 Deerick Brlaa,
aad }uror # 39 Laura Morris for Same reasons +hat
she struck black jurorfs # 2 Lachanfris Edmensen,
413 jihq eic‘mrd A"'c’w'Sbn and # 32 Ler‘by
. Sheppacd ( for knowing a de fcnsc witness ) ;

‘ Mon}?ue Kﬂ’b\"s race- neaudral exP[anq-f}ons 'por
S‘I‘ri.kinj black Jul‘br'f #2 , 423, and # 32 (for
kaowing a defense widness) were cleacly prodex—
wal constifuted l!\l ch}inj white ')uror’s # 16,
# 35, # 3¢, and Jurar’ # 39 that sad -H’ocr knew
a defcnse w.’fness duri:i) opeq couﬁ Vel a‘irc.

There -FArc, my '54a4e appoin*ed"}ria' Coun Sel )
Jamie Roberts , should have chollenged +he “state
Proncdor “I 'Mm?uc K.’rby (white female) ,;re"cxual

6.



'i// Mb~n8qu*r0, exp‘ana#o'o:\s because she 5604:;’
I whife Juror‘ﬁ #1b6 #35 ) H 36, and # 39 unconsh.-

[ "u'};'ona' ‘Por Same (e€asons 'Hba"' Shc S#uck ‘”)c
black “)umr’s ¥2, 423 oad 432 (for know-‘v a
defense winess), Tam a ? shit hole” Aficon - American
alss, . )

Black jurors # 24 and #37 [ Grady HIl $ Debbra
. ”arr'as) were excused for cause . The ponel Sealcal
was thirdeen whie \wrors and one black female.

See Jury Stike l/;(‘/, weit of certioracs /7£7[/'//}m {Doc. 227 [0h]
o 4177 ~#(BE

“ Fiest ; the prDSecuw‘or‘s stated reasons for s-lr.'kin’
+he _‘\uror[s] 15 €3 one that would lead +o +he
dis Propor{-iona}e. exclusion of African — Americons, See
Hecnandez v. New Vock | 500 w.5. 352 363 (111 5. ¢t.
185y 114 L. Ed. 24, 395 (1991) (plura 4y opinion) (expla-
Eai_n) that of e a Pn"“u for articulates a besis
for a pcrcmﬂvry cha»”enje that resuls ;n +he dis-
ropor{ionah exclusion of o Cerfain race , +he {rial
Judje may consider that fact as evidence +hat
-Hw msecwl'or's S-hHed reason (5] cons'h‘{n'}es a -
4ex Por racial Jistr.'mina-ﬁm "').'Tﬁc reasen olf:

did €1 apply to Simi/arly situated pon blocks who
Were  per mitded o secve . See Miller —£L w. Declke

7.




245 U.5. 231,26 (125 5. ¢} 2317 , 162 i.£d. 24
19 }{z005) (exg/aininﬂ that £ a prosecu{w‘s pro-
Lfeced reason for S‘Jr{k;qj a black Panclisi aﬁ:ﬂes
yust as wedl 4o an olhervase — similar nen black
Wt'.t\ i S Permi“m’ fo serve ) Fhat 15 euclence ten-
41@. o prove pdr pesc ful disecnination 4o be con-

s.deccst ar‘ Ea 5605 }bird 3'/6}) “9 ,éesi'er' V. 54056,

294 Ga. 175 (2) 751 5.¢.2d 360 (2013).

M1 {"nz' 40un5¢), jamie‘R&'ber“i:S) were 551.’.'}}0&1‘/
unreasonable +o .noi’ cfm[knje Proj‘ecw}w‘:? ,Ml)mrb
K:f'[’fs} .Pur?bfc-:pu' aliSCi‘Qmma‘hon, because H’f« ouy-
come of my tricl wouid have becn differcnt given
'Hn rm:.i’ Hm'; Hw’t were -i"llru tilaclf Juror; on
:t Y g ~ and .

e Paﬂd I)P m\' -/:rﬁ ‘)‘rxa’ JChe "”)c ury wegs
’lunj re5uHinj in 4 miS'Irial. ﬁober‘ff a fure 7(0
dmllenﬁc gavie /(ir57 a free pass o comfieh, hr
Frial run of m-y £orsY drial | and seated her whie
peess ca the second 4eial ( conservative rcpub/icans
drawn /;Nn repub/{can a’[f/ricf.f). It was mef Aarm'
fess Decouse bfack £ and whits (democrots and
t‘epuuicqas) have different realitres, oce black Jur'
ors would ilalf(‘ i’eep “M't ‘,’j;l'fcfA‘[{DQS [égm‘{,l‘

Tam an ianocent  black man.

8.



/

(b) Because +he state Profeccw‘or struck every 5:’@[&
black male yaror (i @ cle‘a'?"’*‘gpaf«lcrn) to a ra'f\ﬁ,'qlly
di!propomkmah Jury ponel | the whife frial - acoe
Dennis Blacknwn S’Iau’d /)avc E:ons;cfcrzc/ l")mt) as
evidence of oender cliscriminad on ; Tam a black
ma/e, Mefc%r(,, Tsc;?c Rlackmnoa's ru/ohj wias

c/earl‘ Cﬂn'/fﬂft “/o e cw'a’mce amc,v C/Ca/‘*/ s -
1‘6\“{5196’ 5'/::218 am;/ ﬁ't]ﬁml /aWS.

~ ool
,,.;*'/736 ;)wfy fim:-/- S‘/ﬁf’;u/ wth 4p J-_umrs (77,50/o

whie 22.670 black). The panel was 13 white
_')urors , or 93"’/0 whiie and 7 black.

Monigpe '--rl;y S/m(fr/( '5 out of 1 or B3¢ of
e black juror_&'.’“ | N

The consecyative Federal [1th Cie. Courts | Georj:'q)

agreed 1l Hhis biva ‘/’Y‘ ﬁomgarc conservative
court decision with jz a whie Femalds ©* Bofon

claim excluding block rors. Lhamberlin v. Fsher

855 F.3d. 657 [201D) 54 & /1t Cir. (The fidersl couct

9ran‘f¢4 the while femak‘s, Lisa Jo Chamberlins J
fe#é-}ion 'Fpr weit of /)a‘ms Corfus &n 56{' _é_gﬁm
CIQ[m).

X never agreed fo my Coanse]  pot raising s

Subs{an*"{a‘ Ba [/} olax'm on appen/.
9.



hssistance of. /jggdjgaf_

Lounsel
L )

’-.. Fhe discrc Jfonar-, decision 4o deny +he fpek-
disan for wrrd of cecbioraci ] does pot deprive ths
Couf{’ 0'{' :)urisdit-':m "’6 ‘Fﬂd 'HM" ‘H\c, Subdm*
tive 1Ssut 15 Proper‘y bcfwc us.fDISCRiMINﬁTION]
Willioms V. Greerga | 347 US 375,387 | 71 LED
Nl 755, ¢t 814)(1955)

(&) Because I was regrc;cnhé af trial and on di-
rect apca!_ cwp'cd w. +h jud-:cm“ hiqs ) my‘ Subs-}an'
44'5’ y‘oundf Wt-f‘c bar red dqa "'o -ﬂé‘;furc 5F aPPeJ*
Jaot™ counsel +o pecfect the record goupled w.th
jud:(m’ bras . '756{’{*14;‘6, My a Pcl/an{' counsel s
the Cause of m Subf-}onfmr r:_erj Wo-’ohcl -Qx
#é;‘wc -}p Perfe:,l “\g ﬂ?CW‘d ﬂ(‘ af, ea' -a‘ﬂ',"foup’i’ﬁ'
W'Hi _')ud;c,a‘ b"ﬂﬁ' See barrt.t] cltams Wr‘l' of
Coctiorars Pedibion # 17- 6874 [Doc.22-160)) pp. 4 /80 -4 (18

=z /mcl an al:L« ww}ncfs ; ﬂmonda Clay*fm f w‘o
‘lf‘f'{;‘l{:t‘t’ -lr;«*/)fu”* L Doc. 13, l‘il ﬂcrc arc e # Me
Tho al{rjm‘mns ‘th to me becouse Hhat wasat o

i3 myoL hacacler. 0.



W Js H Net Unconshitudional Foe A TSuror Nok

To Be Invelved When His Strke Is The lssue®

(D) Because I witnessed my 4rial Pro(eedfny open
Coord Voir dire exc\wnjf, , L am 4-04«:"7 convin ced
$hat it is unconshiutional for a _')urof' not ¥ hear
. e reason for his strke , because the P“’*Y on the
f‘ record opving race- neaudral explanations s similar
{ ' 46 an accusser | and ﬂw* Shou” Conf'l':"lu‘h 'ch
| :)wors riﬁH' to a response on  the record) other-
whise ) +he record ¢on net  con Parm ‘fo ‘Hm #u%
amd  should be v'unlawpu’ nod +o  hear “ straif
from +the horses mouth’s See woir_die [Doc. 22-

10]pp ¥ 177~ 185

Therés Hheee sides +o every 540:"7, tHheee is
one side ) ‘H)-erc '})_‘S the other | and +han the
frath. The 4ruthiis | thee is zers evidence
1n m\l record ‘Hn‘”’ any’ of ‘”’lc -ffw. Profpec_-"iuc

" black  yuors strack by Momgue Kichy and Hhe
oo excused for cause held G -gxcd 'and de fi-
ndfe opimion of _'m] quilt based on ‘ktwwmj
a defense whaess® as re7uired 4o jus ilfy

-stc 5Jr2kes on ‘HR Hack 3uror$ Uader
H.



Georgia's faw 0.0 GA§ (5-12- 144 () ¥ Dn voir
dire exominadion in a pc'oml {rial f Fhe )urpr.(
shall be asked 4he fc’vﬂow;n) a}ucs-/ims:

() “ Have ou ﬁr’ any reasen , ‘ﬂrmcd and

expressed any opinion in reasrd ;h the ju':H-
. : {
or 1mocence of +he accused ? |

1) " Have .ypu- any prejudice or bias resting on
your mind either for or aja.‘ns-P the accused?’

3" is your mind

erfectl :;m ar{iaf between
Hhe 5“6"’& f ' ! P |

and +Hhe accy sed °"

. | : /
"No man ;s above 'Hu !aw_ ‘L_go» man ‘. Neil ﬁx{ucﬁ,
conform ation hear "(fj 2019

The prasecutors race- neaudral reason for strking
yurer ¥25 | Alvin McCants oad \uror # 40 |, George
Shank (black males) were  Hat "M Conts L’allggedly]
'f hed o Cr.‘mina“ record "_, and Shanks son all
b be a criminal glso, 1 fue -, then wh
chy P“* in  the Pool oF 4 jm}rs P sther
black males  were down S'fm'r 5 No dbm H’ M’w"hou‘}

G

fj!t'
gl were

2.



a criminal record That s doarly wbr not aﬂow,nj
a “yutor 4o wiinesses s exPlaﬂa4ian for his sdke
is unconstdutionsly because in +his case , #25
éod €40 are black mole criminals in +he record.
Ts that Hrae T See LDoc.22-163 pp-# 177 ~#/65

“_ .. The Jaw pre sames tHhat Po‘f{f.ﬂ“fﬁl Jurors
are impar Fal” Wells v. Stale , 336 Ga. App. 17,
7210 (2) ¢ 783 S.€.2d . 118 ; 2016 Ga. App. LExis 170(2016),
“In Balson_y. Ken-lug&y , the Supreme Court held
that He Equal Prodecdion Clause prohibits pro-
Seculors fr?om stel kv'r_vj po{m*ia' ;)urors o Solc[y
on account of Hheir race ."‘Bm‘jon, 476 S, of
89, 106 5. tf at 1119 In His respect | e Con-
stidudion “ Bork ds 57‘"rikinj even a single pro-
specdive :)ww‘ for a di;cm'mina-hry pur pose “
Fostec y. Chetman, — 5. —, 136 5 ¢t 1737 ,174%,
195 L.Ed . 2d. 1{2016) / HD‘)‘(% Soydec V'_éc.(diﬁﬂﬂﬁ-)
552 U5 472 , 475 ﬁmﬁ) Uhiled 5/4'/5 loyc/‘f‘,
2006 U5 ﬁpp, LEns 21027/ ﬁﬁ)f).olé'), See afso
Jury sthike lis) orijinal Wit of Cortiorar: Pedition

SC¥ 17-68 74 )

13.
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4.

CNGLusionl.

Roccuse :%‘:1 *r’rraf oud apptliﬁnf Coun sl ,:Tamf_t
l?ofw#, was candf-lulvvna”y mffﬁc«’-wc '{;r alfousm
the S'fmlt Pmsttu"pf ,Mm. Yt ﬂrf»/ ) 40 szCI‘vﬁwOai[g
wncfmﬂmjec[ and the Heial )Ht‘jt , Deanis Blackmon ,
‘l‘# Gjrtt Cm"m:ﬂ’ 'l’o ‘Hu ©V~C;£’ﬂ£€) anc’ 004' Pcrlﬂ‘c"“
(N 'H\;S mquc‘*s»‘cd cl:ﬂ:n mrna%on -ﬁsr apf)en“
;P 15 betmd unrtaSonaMc. ﬁrfcr(m.nafon ‘s fub-
Slaafla’. [mweﬁni ™ Fow}emH\ Amwc’men{’ é -
4/ profec‘/;an C/aus’c anc/ S)!‘H’) AMe-nme{' ﬂ\j’:f //"'
do aflichve repre seafofion (5 deared. 4

HFchc{, 'Hns Sub 5';0“{‘” [5sue 1§ At[ﬁfl‘/ﬂ{
UKTED STRTES SupREME COURT pow , and ned” Hhe
lower polidical branches of ywmmeni " Hhat

Sifeaced me /f)fa{cc]wa/ Aaf)- “ Sifence s Lc*fayqr
Mackca Luthe Koo St

4.
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WHE RE FoRE ; X 61“'1 DaKir’zg, pra\li_'mel | this Hown-
ORABLE COuRT VALATE , REVERSE | and PEMAND
case no- 171-6874 without dday

.
‘l.

| - Respec*ruﬂy Sqﬁmiﬂcd,
| -aan; . ij # (300812
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Gary D-Kag ' -
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