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W, DS, Sanuere &%,9()@4 +o Serua(g)--g'we Yeanrns in Count -T—;
Oensecudive with &0)'-%‘xr4~j~ Yeprs ecchin Count Il and Count
T~ CAne \eter Yo vun (Zoncurrﬁan with each other), For &

fokal of (28) iy -Five yeawrs o serve as a Habitual
Oflernde v \he c.us%odj ot Yhe Mississippy Depardmeand ot
(Cocrechions . Micken) W. Davis Srzo_k\'nﬁ Yeconsideradion

O vebrumﬁ G, 2004, Llouse NO! B24dol-03-373C

Micheal W.Davie T\ed \is SVioxilon Tor Post- Convecti om
C_C_.\\C;\'erm\ Forma '.'Pﬁg)e-{ b Enti \\{C\ Mardn \5} 2{_,()!'1' and was
6&(&&‘\(&\ . Cause NO, AZO"/(Dl - 2006 - 00414,

NoTice o agﬁpen\l LS eJ’\f\fﬁ\r'(’,.A :Scu\uani “[.'Zr.‘?()r)' in [i'gu
of appea\ Roncd Miss Code Bnn, Seckion 1W-53 - 17, Cause
Not. H2dol-2006-0oung.

Y res ponce of cleder Yeom Micheal Wi. DAvis f"ejaeff»
fn% o extention date From Ma"i- 3, '9_‘00'7 in Cause No!l 2007~
CP-00204-Cond was 3rcm-l-¢’c,/ twidh e necw clate of Hasust
2, decl in Cause no; 2007 - CP-pp26Y |

Pase 2 of &



TNEeFEcHve Assistance of Counsel

i'\/\‘;(;.t'\@\ wl. Davis W s nevern Warned of »’\15 Ml'f(;‘iﬂc-‘ .
.Rlﬂh\l'S, CL{_’ Gnﬁ ‘\“lme_.. Ntﬂ in "H\& \wosPil-a\ and not C]ufing H\(’.,
(18) Qtsh‘em months he ‘SPQX\\‘ Y the Harricon co(‘m4j sail,
The jr?'n—s# Limve hg CMicheal W.DaVIs ) Was in e o oaated C

! | gutestiened)
A4 4o Yhe events bhat \"\o.\op—u\ecl Su\j 3Y, 2002, Me wWeas

inable +e Say oF make heads on Yeils oud of aan'hinj:/,/e,
did not Rpows  whet Yo Say about beng Voced with anothen
pfficen of e lpw, L4 is belived aX +his time Haek Michen |
W?D“U‘"'?' Gave a Ocal stetement +o Hhe Havrison Coundy delective.
{)md Ottorney Fred busk , Mr Lusk d\cl write clown a 5+a}aman+
how cUeR ; his was not the Statement that Mr. Llusic Wadd
Sevooled Midneal W, Deovis 4o sAy. Mr Lusk soid ()wu rmust b e
Su'.\{s o Some_lr\{mcj’ even if\,cu Avdnt il_hbu) Sohn Cooperz
wa s JOI"nﬁ ta the badkd F would bhe pelter Tov aﬁou_Jfo Sy
You didad Unow, or you Yook part with making ( Cieystal
Meth), The vy wowd understand You badber and Focgio &
59@ S ooned i§ h—\eA_\ U\,hdUSJrc‘o:l); M Lusk ygin i\/lufhlﬁ/
(oERCEN Doe,n_beﬁﬂ'ws Me wil of Hhe defenden .“ﬁrgumeh‘r of
Huthocity” Cuylen v Sullivad, 946 (.S, 335 346-47,49 L, £d,
333, ioe S, ¢t 108 Ll‘ig_“’:), Lhen the defense Counsel hns
brﬁache—(l \,\‘\5 d‘unttj D‘F \oga(-l—j ‘oui 'lqg-'i—iu’&lj T&prasan-ﬂrnﬂ
(lon‘:h‘mtinﬁ intrests and Yhe Conflidd of ntrest ﬁc/i/em_‘;dj
GHects h1s 'P(_{f"l:ﬂjfr)’]ancti. %A&ﬁ.)orejusﬁ'ce_ s PreSam&cz. [im{/eﬁ
4 Sa///'yan,, Yt LS, aof C‘?Q.{}g 3YE -50. SEE alse Strididlanet
v. Washington, 466 U.S. &, 693, 80 L Sd 2d 679, /Y $. CF.

2053_(1984)

#ppa?aﬂ“/ the statemend giuen (;_0;45. f,m.Sct/:‘s%Pndorj
as well. Mr. busk Knew Hhat Michen! IW. Davls was tery
V{s;mraé]a Fv Suggestions, The Offccea in the room at He
/’}asPifn/ ( Garden FarK -hospitnl, f@mmum‘?‘y Roac Gulfport, MS
34520).

1



It e \‘g@\ Bile, Mo Lusid ad i'.‘lﬂ\tj O e poSi-HOﬂ o wean
Adown U’iftna s Trame. of Conuvensetion ( Qrent You 3qi”~3
ot Saﬂ’\eu:\'\"\‘\h(ji‘\*(&j and 'H'ﬁri\_{ Midnenl) Mr. lusic q,oh.“nuﬁcl
‘o Yealle aaL)ar\\‘age, of Micheal W.Daoig's Mental ITATE
of Aicorion and tp\—\qsi'cnl’pa“m . ’Sa_nuani 26, 2004 i fler
be:‘“g Adelained 1 Yhe Warrison Coun*j Sail (18) eiq}decn
3'\t’\t::r\JtlﬂS..

Mr. busi Yold Micheal W, Enuis, You clont have. anc
wittnesses Jore Your Adetence. ' BRGUMIEMT sniTd ﬂ“+‘°°""‘é-f
Defendent Whe p\e,q_c):s A e Hfj e a Crime 'S Prejudg eq. ba/

iz Councels ecrourous adoice ¥ he would hnu&‘\hsis}ec)\

O o\ng o -\’ra&l, ond 1§ e had C,orrec}'hj informed his

Went” Homend # 6 shate. (iise 1999) o< So. 2 10 Ceiminal
baw L4101 €5) Defense Counsel Tajlure 4o Preparc RAny

defense. would ot Cﬁﬁs-‘jl'\‘u‘lfﬂ Inguffective Assistont o
COuﬂSeJ, T£ Defendent had intended 4o Pleac ﬂ'«l\l‘L‘j ail alonﬁ,
24 143 ceiminal Iaw l4li13 CZ-”;E)&rnBr&dim‘,_ﬁLﬁfg{e_Mf,
Qood, 874 56.2d. 690 _Cominnl Lawi 1110:8 C)

Midheal W . Davis has been maling an Qdual innecence.
Claam  even when e was in e Yos pital and about e
ronth ef Seprember 13, 3003 , Michenl! W . Davis entered a
plea oF guiVey Yo Not gquitty 4o Chormes of founT 7. Manufacka
of Comtrotled Substance. Seckion 41-24- 139 (B) Miss Code of
1414 0 ountIL tnd Cound 1L qumun’real Assualt oni o Pence-
O5Cicer Seckion An-3-1 €2) (b) Miss, Code 19778 . The entire
Fme Micneal W . DBAS (oas \o.c.\(ec}ru,P i n the Waraison
Ccu.,:\'hj ITpil e hind C,OGS%G‘:\H»] Yold is Gounse] M. lsic)
e was innecent ot these .dr\czrcjas and indended on Frail,

'~



'Sanuarci 26, 2004, Micheal W, Davis gave a statement {fad
was S'oi‘-si'ac\ro‘*j o Mr. LusK and the, v_\c,aompa,\;ml Datective.,
Mr. LusK bo\ W aqy and means ysed Mental Coerior and ouem-

‘Dearing e wi W ek Midhen\ W, Davis into uncertainty rraking
im g\x\\\g\ o% Some)r\{\rxs. Mr., WwsK (So thet the :)Uu‘u‘ would
uwnderstond you betren 1§ Yeu said Prak you A d it ewen 1 £

You aldnt,)

Pricr ‘o any Ci’ue.ts#ion]nfj, A person must be,'.warnegz,
J(.-\rusdcl-
) Me or she Wwas the ri(j}qu fo remaind Silent

) HNU‘ SLa-\amen\ *\\e_u' SAj may be.useo[ as evidence aq ainst
+hem .

3) Hednms a right 4o the pregence of 8 Rbforney .

4) 1§ he corn not alford one. the Count will Appoint one
Ffor Wim.

57 He mMag re;iuas% %[es.i-ionincj to iu”’ ok am,/--“m e

G) He MAY Laive Any D{'#ﬁsﬂ Fig hts.

/ﬂ%mey’ Ered jusK Tailed ‘\D_ (LDmplél with +he rules -
and whaet about the Se,n{encfnﬁ )udge», Much diffrence.
15 P Acecl Lpon Yhe Yreanl 'SUC\S&dS Full CJI'SCJf[arg?, of l‘u's/
her rasponSiaE\l‘v-j Jv malde —[firwlings ef Fact oc ques-’l-ium
lherthee Miean0A RIGHTS have been if\’tm#iomu\\g R
Khown'ir\gi and Ua‘un*arilj detenmines the i”f"d"”55ﬂb1€—
of the Qon-ﬂid-inﬁ evidence . His -‘Find""ﬁf becames a
of $ack which will ot be reveesed On appeals unless
.I;{‘ manifé.sﬂﬂ ' ERROR cr Conhfm:j Yo the oue,nw-elmi'nf)

SUPIVAR obf  endence.,

[31



Lhen a froil \‘)udje, Fals o ynke Specitic findinas
Gﬂd Oh\‘j mates Yeneral ¥inc§\’rx35 -\*\r\e.re)on a\,\ow.lr\lg O.clmissﬁ';—
bi\l\hﬁ o} cordence ;the eppedate Courfls Scope oF revjecd
s Considerably broadar parkicalarly ; wWhen the dreilyudges
Findiogs on the Sprecst pormis o1 i e Al

DoY C“\_;Lhn\j "“nY¥ecrable #rom Yhe ¥\hc)\n35 made.,

Micheal W. Daols does Nof “‘:-O\’&Sm_j Hhis with any
S’LLPPOr'Fe(J ﬁthmri‘kl ot cla‘im, but Michenl i . DaUis lees
tnsist Yhet his voluntariness of (his Confession) was diee,
Yo Me. Lus's s vepentotion and 5?&\5@[3 qdvis'ms Michen |
VL Davis Yhek RS Wwa% Needead :—Dr e Erea) G -qu,.{_’

- Me lusK “?\J\\ﬁre.pe,n*a.-\ic?r\ ard AAVISIng Micheal W.DRVIS
ek Was needed Sor a dvoil and Hhed Mir sk C¥neyury
\.'D—‘\\ wnderstand \Jpu betteg 1§ qou Say) Hhat You bhelped or.
et Ao Rrel cloouwk Soha C—-ODPﬂQ, ‘ma‘(fng Cr‘ﬂS#ﬂf MQ_H\.) |

Michen\ W. Davis did not waiv-e ony of g Rights iénocﬂlins‘

On or ocbout September 13, 2003 Michenl W, Dr0IS was
+alen Yo Coust From Hhe Waranison Counl‘j :)cftl were. he
(Michenl W.Davig) endered his Plea of Nok Guilly . b dhis
point Showam there of been a MoTion For Pre—trailan
”Discouc,rf:f\r madgbb‘ Mr. lus K Foe Mickeal . Doois,
WMicheal W, Davis had al rendtj Meade. reiuaﬁ‘l' Yor these
:\\\l\nﬂﬁ Ao \oe done s And wouwld nok A wlso be the
M, Wis i Lo pnalle oo Mo TioM 4o brue

Preper e Ko
Midnee) W.Dad S o nve Proceedi ngs CoPSY C:\no]oj§cg(

eyarmination belore any Todure 'p‘roce'.e&iﬂgs , bedore c-m;j

K . A b M‘C‘\eﬂlw,
ine of csauéf-S'Honw\c\?) ,5‘1'0‘»'\9/.*"“"-4“"5 et & Dy N

Deois - Phr, Wel neoen e,’,tplcdhea Neoer e%pj&;r}{?é{ abouf
Gny Court henn Ngs Mack wenton, '

i



when q_u\esﬁons o reg_ues{ were given 5.1 Micheal W Daois,
Mr. LusK ‘LL)OLL\A gmj Ldovt wornj (L&:.oui.rl‘) Micheal W, Davic

entered o plea of oyt Wy wh.'\{ in the Cuﬁocl.j ot the Manrison
Couvx-\-j 3d\ and owoiring Lrail do show his innocent before a

| :)uw:s. N ea\%_\/ Cabana . 064 F, (5 ¢in 1785) he Savd he wns

‘\nnocer»* of (L\'\o r{})ﬁg .

Michea) W.Davig had dold Mr, Wus kK on several
Decassions ":’Or e do ‘E\L G -g-nS'x ancl Speecj.j ‘;'J‘C{:} %a‘f{

’“\Q, fJuth Cowld not S‘]’o'.j 1 .bc':“ oand thet he wWanited o 3&
this evert ond done wWith a9 Socon GS Poss'la'b]e. L MoTiond

FoR iSCouery pas reiuedecl on () Six o fleend Ocecassions b
e de;&v\dﬁi’\“\“J ﬂppe,n\\ansr Michea) V. DOVIS on Counsel VisiH

of Rtorney Fred Lusk, Micheal W. Davic had told Mr. Lus
on Several Occassions o $\e Yoo a Speedu[ dentl $hat he
')uslr Could not Stay in Fre Jorl and that he wanted o ged this

DOV e’ w\}\\ 5\154‘ as Soon as *Poss'rablcl,, 'T\nrouﬁkod— Michenl
W, Da0s s (18D Q'\S\\\‘aﬂn onths qwaiﬁnﬂ +o 50 Yo +rail o
'Proo'&' iS5 1naocent. he repe.n‘}ec)\:j askKed Me, LusK 4o br-"n.ﬁ
trard 4o prove his jnnocence., He rapen/ed’/y askedd Mr. sk
‘o bring 3o him a Lopy of tHhe dr‘s::oUerj , Mr. lusk rvocid
answer. { Aonk wofn} @bétd .'4) T brmﬁ A the Newt Fime)
This was a.nwnﬁ othern r‘eggesf #sz Michea! W. DavLS had
fuswlruc.wlecl Mr. Lusk 4o do So. -

Micheal W. DaVIS (Whet abowt my wittness), Lisa MAGEE,
Qand Chris{-b’ "Bomclj 'H\QU) Jold me “H'&f hove been a(—r:.;inzi o
Jatlkk Yo you, but Vou Gre neoe v, Mrlysic (T }eau-el_l/}tf,r&
odot ), Micheat W Dnois, but Wh‘*l o ent Yyou redurmed
any of Hhere phone calls,

[ ]



Michenl W. 'ba.O"'S, ( whet albout my Nelces as uf:"fi’nte}ﬁ, bisa
)Vln(,&?.rahal C’,hris{j Rond | They toldd me 'Hnu’ had been Jvnf,'. :

4o +allc Yo me,, bu)f You OGre Nevead ‘n -‘m‘-n\li Ao Hhem Corcern:

My Withness o prepere o Aefence {4y m Michen) w. D nrots

beﬁna\-ﬁ'—’ bk You ave neover in, Meo Lusit Sfefect (Y leave.

Yhere oot of \imes, Midhea\ W. Davig but
/

why hyuent
aou reXurned Om(j of their calls.

W sa Magee and C',\nris’nj Bond ton show Qou Wher e
e bullads are ok, Where T Yired and ever Miino, » Mr,
Lasid wetve got fx;)\o_mﬂ\’ru\ of Hme. Tor all of Aok Aonteorrys

MU Snes ) W.Daois oa s Aended his r*ira"r\,\' o cel withbness
in nis hehelS . Al dhe N Vst Mirclusld e d Wnoe Vi Stemed
o Hhe LO\H:MLS_S COnc_\e.Xh:\n% ‘\'eS'H\mohs Yor *rail thel was seb
Yor ¥rall. Midheal W Dauis entered a plea en Septemben

13, 2002 of oY guiliy onaMeis \nnocent 0 F these charges:
Micdaea) W LRIS entered a Plu‘ o% C:)u‘”hj on the adyise of
Wir Wis K Caktorney) MicheA) Wi Daols s not 9“”3 and U5 Mot
Qu \ty ol the Crimes, Michenl W.Daols waes Qw”“““ﬂ 4030
Lo drail and fall the Lrudh as fo whet AL hnppehmn. jpu}j
31, 2003 s

TX1s a good prackice. and general Rule thet was
intonkionel SpollaMon or destruction of evidence -ﬁdeuan‘tl
O o Cése__ yolses presump\-ion} oY mqré, p‘rop_ef‘g ) GN
ndevence , Thed Ye evidence. wold heve been wntroocable,
Jo the case of the Spallaﬁoh oy des*ru&(t)ﬁ s TN Teational
and \ Ncticale s Fraud ’DJ\C{ a desive Yo Su-prress the ‘\‘f"b{.‘-‘\‘h' and
W does notv arise Where ¥ne Adestruchion weas ¢ mndlen of
Rowdine with no Feouwdwlent INTENT, |

I



ARGCUMENT with AUThoc Y * Dauis v Stake, 943 So,ad
396, 324 (Miss \399) (n which Yhe Court Steted: while
C‘l\‘\'orh&\S wi\\ \Z)e,r%'i’qr‘\‘tea- wide Adiscrection asSdo Yraj
S“'f&'\'e:‘j{j? (‘,hocasl'ng OfSeances and (‘,a\\ing w‘\@mess, G Cextain
Amount of in ues-\—'\amﬁaﬂ Gl Pre,po.rc-\"\of\ S rec)du‘igecl.
\:ol\\uef Yo Coll a witness wn XN be eveused baged on Hhe
Pewed Phak the %f&%-imonj Wil not be g, hdp$ul ) Such
a beli e vn Yuen tust be Yonsed on genwine. eSkort Lo locete.
Ov ¢ goluate e w'i-UrnegSI and nok o o mistelden 'kec]al
Netlon or 'p\o(\ﬁ nackion, ' This Court granjrec‘t D avis |eque
do pyOCEQa. on Yhet \s8ue. wWhere Hae Q'\‘\;orr\eﬂ was colled.
Mrcee oiltness in Svf\\“’—’f\dﬂg; R Friend of "un'\s‘s‘, Davis's
SGisker. ond wother, Dowis &\\Q%ecl Yet g \-rq\\ @LHD\.,\@;,) d'\c\
not o\l avoilable, tharacter wittness and Aid nol prepare the
ones he Al Q\ Col\, '

A4 Midhea!l W, Dovis’s ..Sexﬂwclng ohase, Counsel i Fred
s Aid not wnnle any efCort to Vocele of prepore O Hnecs
- Yor Sm\md\ﬁg_ ot Sallure Yo celd any witness in his bbehal
for A1d M, lusi Speak in bahall of his cliant Michent W . Dauls
berelf. Micheal WL Doovs Aaims Mael M sl pepen Pfcparfa.
nor vnde. oy effort on tilempt Yo \ocale any w‘iHnegs: abdhe
Mme ducing the (1) egieen months Yot he wasin Yhe Harawson
Co:.m-/_c) S\, and so conthe Same be said athis Sentencing
janmdrj 249t Qovd, Howeoen Mr. Wl did have a Chance right

Heere 1n Yhe QoudTroom Yor there Woas kisa MAGLE andd KAN'S}) |
Bonds , mather. -

#so See ﬂ'wl’}'m‘ff:{ 'BMMM
ﬁ;_(nq {Mass Iﬂ‘jS-)) wheve. ¥ s (i'our‘l] f‘}hpPOS‘}-*Comqu;\?\on\S)
remanded the éju&ﬁ-ﬁ'on o'j:“ ineffeckive Rssisdance cﬁ.p
CAJUU’LSd 40 Hhe CAzCur T Count fora E[;ﬂ‘rﬂif@n«]—-&ﬂf? Heﬁ&l“j .

Iy



In both 0F these cases i} Loas a\,leﬁg;‘)_ Hee defence

0 oanse) ad failed 4o pmper]sj ino cs+{qa%€_) locate and
preQOre_ LD\\\-hes§ Yor vl L, Dv’gina\,\(j in ng@té* 003,
M\g\nen\ WS 'p\@\cl Not Gu‘\\h‘:) 1 Ve Court as wel)
as fo Counsel Mr Bred Lugk , i dneal W, Davis was
insting on Aoirg Yo v, HNe had psserted Wis innecesdre
when e Plead ot uitty,ancl the whole A8 cighteen months
Yok Ve LR S Ay ‘)o:'-.\ ' By —}Q,L\'\hg Mr. Luste o X\e Miotions
s behalf, Michen! Wy DRovs dold Counsel of witiness
Yot \_-xe_. wWas {nnecent of Yo C,\xo,-naeis‘ ' '

T Lool $urbher into dhis Congidevation, Micheal W,
Povis wWas in vyeach of \oosing Wis VW, T notfrom
'be.'\ﬁc‘a) \gen"cml \{{Q\Je.cl GU’LC), Shot €3) Hhvee Jevere. ?:.(—meS.
Micheals whole ws}d‘ Showlder C;\r»e,s'h arm and hcmdman3~ |
\6.:;1 O«hd Srmel X:QVWSQA’ cwt c}g@ D&Qormec& \Do\iiﬁs +o 'kae_ e<»1<_s
ot ANYoNE- « e Geovden ParkK Hospﬂrc«l on \AV\CUMS;H[ Rate
G bport, MISHIESLPPT Wndl do f£inish teling off his smallest
-Y—in%d‘ on s 'f*"\cz)‘n\' Vand. Mideenl W, Dauis wos shot
SQU-GX‘“&D\ Yomes &9% —Jr\n,LO"FCfC:@fS of +\v\_L\,\ALQ > 'Le,nu‘u\zj him
w itk Lxﬁ»&\fiﬁfi bodul Par'-h": bo be Par alizeel Xor Hhe rest
ol Wis Whe o New AT Shen WToois s o Te‘.\% on nis
Ve &t side. Yor c\\ mnatters for Hee rest 09 his lf"FQ,
Midheal Y4, Dooivs ; mmjml ol '@\nu'lsiml &\oilt"hc_g are

[}

Vary \imited.,

Undea Mre circumstances or even less, wodle it st
\oe,.‘\n Yhe Yoest inbrest $o all persons fnudlt)ec‘)z_/
{mpl,mjen.' €m ploq n’le’,rulJ LF&-rni 141’, -_‘rr.'g,quj ancl e,;é‘»wi“-Fed
CT‘(U\_C.\% Bsurf)o;‘) 5'\rl-5"ricmcl ) Feiends of every welld s llegc;/{y
Ond otherwise o Sensibiaij pssume at narmmnl. Yet M.

Lusk 15 a Gttorne, Jor the Cowurts . (hat d_bouf 7%&
fficers S-ifrdenqeaﬂ'S in +the hespitnl Yo Mr. Lus g, that |

ol



Michea! . Daors need_ed'somé profiessional help
with s Promblems. Timae and Yime Ctg_air"\ Michenl
W, Davis dodd M LasK ef promblems he was lﬂao{ng.'

- Euen Yor Hhe most part of this My lugk would onlg(
CPlose Wis eors ‘o ‘he mattez, ds well astvhis cwn
eyes o Yhe Steke of Confussion Micheal W.Davis
LORS hOL)LV\ﬁ durir\f’) Mais Hime . The Conoepnsations
Me, s wag Neoing twith Midhenl M. Dpois and every-
-"H\'\'nﬁ edse. reelad ol Somf_%ir\ﬁ'Stm‘OuS\j Wrong,.

Moreso Haek Mru Fred Vs hocld 6f Loasked no time
N Qs\(h\v\fﬁl\_gﬂ MLTIONS OF TWE COURTs Sor a. Complete mennal
Cond p\'\qsim\ €xamination ot Micdheal W. Dpo1 s 4% Soonas

'possia\o\?u Luen Sor e wnost port of ¥his M. lusl would
Yoo, do no¥_on\3 Close. is eers, bud also his eyes Mot do see
Mo Condusion Midheal W. Drots Was \r'mO'tnﬁ The. Conseruntions
Me, Wisld nad with Micheal W. Deos and even eveﬁj%i ng else

Yeclled of Scme}‘(\r{mﬁ Luvoﬂg).

 Moreso Ahel Me. Fred Luske ( cMorne, ) should of wasted no

e asKing Yoy Motion 4o the (ouds Yor a complete

\‘Y\U\\t\\ ancl p\"w\SiCﬁ\ Examination 435 3cen as Micheal W,
Dovis wodd bve gble Soc o Dhress Jré-S“\'L This Sure_-\lj 5}1014\(-‘1

6§ ‘pean done. Sinse Michen\ W.DROIS was in every respe.clec[l
of Seangj 4p feari » This ko be done, was rof onltj Jo assure
OUrselves e Qom‘;e}enaj of He ﬂccc-lssec?, budt mda;._,1 be_ i‘* t»‘-"O*»ikJ
of mettered n e doelnels ,of Micheav N . Drois benifit when,
50"06_\0 Aveil, As well ns mathered Yo Yhe Court when %ﬂff\“’}""‘g

cown he SenYence.

Most Sllre\j i s Should of been done before any
Wine of ciuas]r'\on‘ms? Yo be Comp\e}ecl b‘i Yhe CouTs ol

Deteckiveg.

[a]



Most 5“"‘3’\3 Mg Should haoe \D@_ﬂ done hetore anyg bine
ot o)-ues%'\on‘ms hed do e Completed \DU‘ the Officen’s of Y Count
Sudges, or excessive \nfulence by Q\'\ornet& Fred LLA‘SK) Y et vt
was ot even enenNoned Ly M Fred s, ad any Al

AN \'\\e__ Cwamvt CourtT ot \‘\arrisun ccrun‘lj 'IVI;SSfSSIHP-p;

on _Eﬁbiiiﬂfff 132 A998 Micheal W.DaOIS , made only one pler

ot cz)u‘.\-\j Yo Cause No, B24ol-qg( - JI'JQ;, -possizssion of a
Controlled Substance. and Cause wo. Ezuol-‘%’l-SBZ, of
UkHenjmg %_fger:j Ctwo Counts) -

The Couat gV genlench g ;ﬁProvicie.o\ \nowwe@' T+ hnu|',«.§
been Wnown Yo Yhe Coumt Yhet the defendent has not bean
\hecedoSorce Gonvicked of a Fe’\on‘j'\ and the ends of Susl—;“(e_
Grd the best intrest pf the public and the defendent (will be
Sexved  the Couad l\"‘\ﬁ,\'e,\bu‘ 2Yands and the defendent will be
Sevved, the Court neceby suspends Yhe eycustion of the above
Senkence Sor ¢ ’-@eﬁml ob the Mavee (3) Yenrs Post Reledse
Sl&Pf;R_U‘\‘b‘lbn Pex. MIsS, Lode Sec. UT->3d nnnotec.

On Yhese tl\r\arges aoovue. EncL\{inﬁ Wis plea ot guitg o ol
bl Ve 2\ Ye Same Yimne an\’?\ac@ . The 69_03 rophic \ocG}rron
of endn OFence. with in ald)lwo miles. The prepetrator's
Mode of Opereon in Committing each offence ( drinking
Aldnel) Wherkher endh offence. tnuotued Yhe Soame Vickm
( same persen) The Nuenber of Cevmiwal Actors por+{cipa4—?nﬂ )
1n endh Anstance. (2)persons . AN Wheethen the OHences
A & ueshion eedn tnvotuect Yhe use of Firearms (N2) The
Pu&od ot ¥ime e_\nspea- bebween each of the Crimes §N

veshion (23 menths, Michenl W.Douig was 9\43‘\[»1 ef
Possession of a Controbecl Substance. | put he nlse at +he

M aY



Said j\-'\ri'\e_ olead %u\\\i of ublerin
\f\e CMidhen 1@ Oaove) was noet
G PO‘U\'\- to Consider howeweq .

3 to‘”?)”j (Yo Counts) gnd
| %UL'\\-\S, lj-e;%' may b?-'PaA} ol

pOSSdSSiQV‘l of less Hren Cre- )t'U\:H'\ %rom of Schuld fedd

L OY‘K Controtted SUQOS{'Can& \"1"\0‘5 b‘& &harsa_& bi:', indictment
QAs age/\e-mﬁ @Q"Nusa\ame,m\wm”‘. MU Aneal W "Do0Ls did Success—
Ty Compleke three (3) yeaan of Post- Release Superuision
tn Al Paging all the cost puk boefore \Wim , Midnes\ W,
Pavrs woukd Conkented because of Mre amount pf druﬁs
Cone-Yerth qrom) of & Controtled _Su,bsjra,nce: mMay very well
hc:ua ‘(6&5 uﬂved Voo mlsclef,meonort ‘G,\r\arrso;,? \however. \9:3 N\fdﬂm’] __
\M.'Y)Qo;% P\udmﬂ %u'iﬂnj ok u‘c\iﬁi\hﬁ %rs&,—j it was not, Alone |
woith e amounk Gnarged with wowdat 1t Yusty W \Le_l‘a be
0. nance Haok Nis possession tharge wowd of Yseen a Mmis -
ot nor Q&wcprs%‘ Michen\ W, DaUIS pPlaad guitky of Hhoo
L&Hﬂﬁ_’ms :Xiorﬂexﬂ (’_5(\0\"5@_ \vecause Me Aidnt want his gir f-
Yeiend o c:)e;% “aYo ano Yrouble. Unden. MRS 2009 (& 2.
the ndmission of Prior Conveckions tnvotving dishonest
Yolse stcvement in i 5 within Yo Alscression oF dhe CownT,
Such (ponoecdons are Particuler Pr‘c\ooc\riu*?- ot Q,reg\'\b“s\i-\-\j
ond Ore olMways o be adimi Hredl Butlir 0% 30, 2 of

32224 Louoking Comments ko NRE 2,09 (4) (2),

On or cbout the 2§th da3 of Julg Q003 in Yhe Siest

Sudieal STRACT Warrison ('_ouw‘nj » Midhanl W HROS wes
C,\no.-v-g) ed 1 2 Muthi - founk Tudiddment Grd recived his
Copyy ot Ythe ‘\neiia}maxx\ C Sfﬁv-.@ c\oq&.s, loder « The indidiment
LOeS anended with Ve Wobituka\ pfender gection 49~
[94-¢1 Wi Cayries ¢ wp'to V5 Yeni Prison beven, Miss,
Cocde. ©f \A1Q as amended . There atter Mro Lugld came.

T,



Yor another Wistd, Micmenl W, Daoils explained as 4o whot
GV had occured on e \G9N @){\O.F?Jes c Whet \NQ_LOQS gujﬂ-is
of and whet e was wot Quitty oF, Michenl W. Dagis told
Mr g Hhat he was notr qudly of ueaing :b(%e_‘(lﬁi Howeoer We
?\an& %\,:\Hj, because e Artdrk Loant Wig %ir\i}r(eﬁo\ 4o ﬁo_*r i nto
Frowble, Bnd Hhok he was guilty et the possession Charge.
Thek e Yok bre probadion Mme he gol Was 4o much, At
et Hee Michoa\ W Doots Tnshiuded Mir Wusk 4o fle o NoTibd
Michenl Lo, Davis Yold Mr, WisK het he was net quilly of uHering
‘¥or5a’jq heoweven e plead gw‘naj because e did not wand his
S]r\-CrEU\CS-\ ‘o %Q_* '\ﬂLD Strou\o\e_,,. "Y\\O»“ \f\e.. wWas gu;lhi of '"Poséf..SS'id’f\
Charge . Midveal W, Dauis insteucked his Counsed Me.tusK o Lile Sor

a Motion ,“\D SupresS Gnd M lusK sond Yeu meon a Moo of (Demyrren)
Poks net b wowd \ne ond Mickeal W.Davvs Said yes then $ile
el 6 WoTioy on s old C}\org&gl Haek fa vnd, ob\re_r-sdf) pat decl

Yor these Q\ﬂ&rﬁes ond ek T oant Yoo fo S\t o MoTiow o
(Squash indidment) bofore we ap +o kel . Mr. lisk saich he-would
and For me rot o LW OY aboct it Mr, Wisk said (Bud Michen)

1& \':SDUL ’P\U““\ S\MHL‘S lﬁbu u}ar\“t (5@”&— WD & A:’\’\CH\ (5) \je__b,ﬂ,&] bu\;}ic l(jou
o do Yol AV wiW e Co pflu\ Q\\QTSE‘Sﬁjoq witl be. \00\5!‘«3 at

%)
5’;\(\1::')(5 cven L20) by\e_,\\u,.\c"\re.(k Qnd -kw-anlj g:)e,aas,(ﬂir. (us fe S/mler.l

Ckgc\\nibo&'\* LT oouk )

ﬂRGUNf{NT aF /?UTHOKifﬂ: Flfective nSSi'S-HMul ot Counsel

; W nas N Yand g vVherve
Eﬂ(‘ﬂrnpaise-fo'i Gﬁ"l‘l""’ﬂ OYher ‘l’[’\\f1357 aduice d¢ cAvent s, L

as \'\are_.’ YA DeSendend Vg 'RQprese,M'ml bu, Counsel d-u:"inﬁ Jhe plp_;g
Process and enters s p\u\ upon Vhe Rdoice of Counsel dun’ng

'p'lea Process d@pahc@b wpon Ahe lfounsels aduice As Voluwitariness

with tn the vange of Competonce demanded of ﬁ#ame,j_g

v Crimi nel CG.SS.S, a c("ﬁfﬂan_iﬂéj_{"ﬂtﬁ H 83 S0 'm_zci_@é@g@&%

(M155 1936) gueting WiW V. Lockhnet [ 277 474 U:S, 52, 106
. ok 366 88 4. Ed 2d 203 C198S)

T

[



Gnd Ccases CHCA thecein Sex'\ou&‘.hj mistallon Gauvice of dhe
Counsel May render o gui Hll- plen \ega,‘\\3 ",m)ulw\{—ms . SEE
keethecwood, 539 S0, 24 1278 128580 (M155.1493): Gaccner
v, State, 531 50, 2d 5057 504 (Viiss 1439); Coleman v _Shate
Hg2 50. 2d 80, LS CMISS \486); Witlinms v 54 abe, 493 <0,

2*‘-1«— QQ*LLCM) S Uilee YV State, 440 Sp,9d LoD |00l LIV 1S5
1483); Sanders U 5Tate Huo S0, 2d 278, 2g4 cmiss. 1983) Raren

v STATE, 359 50. 2. Uol, Yo3 (Miss \4ng)

rﬁ‘r\j represented and aot Jf’u,\\‘j Convicted . B Yain
assessment of attorne pertormance. ) Yor purpose o€
de_-}e.rmining 6 Sinth Bdmendment Claien of Tugffocdive.
dssistance og C.QLm‘Se_,\TS ‘rg(f,‘u‘”‘ﬁ_}_]‘ J(.quﬂ,if (ii){/:".( E.{-\"Far"!' ]O& mracle. |
o eliminate the disd 'C’V"\‘.lﬂ(j effects of hindgiahls 4o reconstract
e Civcamistonces of counsels Chell engecl C.Dnduc,\“}  ee c\

AN Fiemes . Ouven and Duer Midheal W Dadis Gaw e Wis ate e

Wir. Fred Lusll vy structions o FilE Metions in (_‘,;_W\duc;\.?"«]ci i<
Qeferce. Vel the (‘Jﬂ"\\rrmu) Ao Wy Anstrackiong andd -ﬁ-‘mmw 1o
Ndvance Viable delenges Yok Ve B ichen! W Daois) hocd agled

Mrolbusk e de monse,

L W ‘i\l%j e vn 4 W le be v CRFeS0 de ..b “ o Sﬁ,\ 1S A DT":_Cj 4 -h e
'\'Y\D?)\‘ Cuadcomn eate) ob oWty , e ewe \L‘ \"\O) reconize A Hh b

. R . , ) F7s
“awgees v Ceaminel ConlTs are Necassihics et Vavuties

__(j?j_tlggl,!_._&hl_@;\‘f_mgg::,l-.fj}.\l}i,,3,."?51---L‘l,,_é 335,334 L1663). Ho &g enernl
Makber, it s Yheough Counsel e @l the oiher r;f’)‘“{\ri’ o the,
(ecused are T_\;)ro%-tf:(:\’e'élfnﬁg oM Yhe .\”ig\r\ks bhad an aecusedd
Person Was, Bre righd Yo be represented bﬂ Counsel is by fan

Phe trost pervasive | Soc it alfects s aoildy to assert

fi~



Clmﬁ other riohtg he cnay have. “rSdnae!FeﬁL, Federolism,
and Stoke Criminel Procedure 10 Haro, L.Reo, \5‘3(\45(07%5'&2_
a9 Wimmelman ¥ Moresg en, 17 UW.S, 356, 3177 (1986)
Unidbed Stades v Q-fon'w-gt;to U.S, 48, 54, 3L5, 37 (18849), The
Parmch‘\“ ‘O(" ‘\"Y\Por'j('(aw\ce, _ Dje _\5.1601”0&.1_5 fepres enkakion "@c\‘\ow.s

Yrom the moture of our adversarital System of Jushice,

e System is pPrecmised on the well ~tested
paincple Fhe Seodn - - as well o falrness -~ i s bein
dﬁ-“ac,o&)efuzg~ \oul ‘\)ou;mi?gu\ 5-'¥aujte,me_r\-'ts S Ay \;)cv-\jr\ ‘jideS et Leq
qkue.‘s)r‘iO\'\ \‘KGQ’;W\O&\J\{ ‘EDOC-S__,_‘MA%_E_— have & \r'ic;_k} Yo
_o\'uﬁv\-\\'\g-\q& Counsel ’{QLQ‘E. A, 3, 569 (1415) quoting Lord.
E.-lclon" See @lso Q,_'ron'\(; Yl W.5. ot l;gé?po\\:( Qvur;*:} -

. O B&SO(\MH&_}‘_& { lqgl) . RAbhsent \*(,prescﬂ*-ﬁ

C)\.{-‘\ oM ,\'\OUJQUVA'Z. '\\» S un\‘\\Lei\ﬁ -3;-\\0..-&- o. Ceoivminel C&G.X-e‘.ﬂdﬁt’l:\' :
LN oo oble. cdeguoledy do Yesk Yre goum“l"-":\'\b case.) Yor
a5 Tushice Sujc\r\ex\ana. wWrotein Powel v Monama, 387
WS, M8 (4832) "[Elven Yhe la¥eligenk and educeted loyman
Voo Sered and Semedimes wo Y NAn Scherce. o law —-I—LJ-

More. Vo Yhe poink | Aterney Tor Michen| WDavis, (Me Fred .
Fuel) $aid Shet e woold nek 6o Said e wowkd not allow
Micheal N DR do Yelde Yre S\‘&r\a, and testi cj as v whet:

hWad ocured Tuly 31, 2002, pecause e Aid not bellve
Micheal \W. DaGS, or because e (Mr. Luek) was UNWs LL{ns Jo
aWow the Yruth 1o e Yold, ARGUMENT OF AdTHortTY4 J
Cuylen v Sullivan,4de W.S. 335, 346-47 6 L. €d. 2d 333
loo 5.ct, \108 (1489)

L\j\r\e\‘\ \’\\G;C\Q_X-QJF\SE« Couhse.l lq;{.s br(;nc}xeo[ \'\Is cJ,u/"t’ of.



OF loyalby oy actively representiog Contlicdking Irkrest gnol
e Q'GRC\{C&, of Wwlheesh Qdoarsﬂiﬁ Q&—Qm} \“5 Qﬁrﬁ'o‘,mm‘qe’ $he
pre‘sus_-\' W5 P‘rd%\kmel‘ Cuyler, Ubb WS, 9_\,{. L48a] : Yg-50. 5¢5
C\\SO 5*‘!‘\('.,\( O.nc\ \/ \]\\QS\'\‘\n '\'D 1.5, (0[08 bqa SD L. E_C]_ -
2d 14,104 5.¢k, 2052 (1984,

Nlic‘»\en\ W Deaois ) -\—\-\'c,-'\( was one ok 3(-\\.&— tnatn repsons thet
e was de_n[jﬁa his aﬁ‘j in Yrail Count and Proves his innocence.
ARGUMENT (oibh PuTwoRITY? ""K?imo’r\\gi

h ‘ ; - SISS\PPI, 583 350.2d
179 199 | _MisS beyis 388 Sune 14,1841 Dedded CHNB) where

O AeXendent’s Plen of gu;.'\lfu\ of s Coerced tor othegise
\}h\)o\\.\,v‘\)rm‘ﬁ | ANy 15\*663—‘“21\* of Convickion Qt\-\-et‘ﬂ!,,{l Yreceonm
\S 5\-&\))&(} ‘o Q,D\\C.L\'&fﬁ./\ %\ﬂd{, Te be_ QX\‘Q’O(C&&\D\-&) a gwh[?
'p\u.\ must emanote Scon Ve Becused’s indormed Consend .

The gquestion wherther o Plea of guilty was \JUIumLarﬂ andl
Kﬂouding Dae Ne cesso\r\\b Ynuoloes \ssues ot Fact. RDAvice recived)
by the Aefendent Fromm s a‘c’&orne,.j and redied wpon by hinn
v Yendeing Y Plen 15 e major area of Cackual nquiey,
Vor evample., Counsels representetion do a clefendent thed
he W\ cecwe a Specified minimal 5w4§nca May rendei

o %u'\\“ru[ Phes "\nou\u.n*arﬂ. Where Ywe defeondent defense
Lounsel lies Jo the defendent rejuara//ﬂj He Scafence he
Wil receive tfhe F/eﬂ sray be subjecd fo é"q//a/ezz A,
Jhere Mo deforce. Counsel advises He defendent fo /e
and Yeit Yhe Court #hat fhe 5;;///7 plea has alot been jadicted
57 promises of /énie_cu’ of the Count (When in fact i #485);
The P\m AAATE CL\"\'QC.\LGA « Where '_-Hne. cit?:Fe_nclfn+ fecives
any “uch B Acice. 0% Ceunsel and relies m,upan‘k\lr, tHhe ples
has fot keen ¥nowinaly ond ndell igently maade and (s



Subject 4o attacK. Altorney Yor Michea) W.Doovis, Mr. Fredd
LusY would noY (}.\\oul‘,d&'\?&n?mh ﬂppe.\\eu\*) Micdheal v, Daots

3o —l-e.s«Hfj as o whet mig‘r\} of oOccurred Sudy 31, 2002, . Mr,
lusl was told \o(j Michen) W, Dnois thet he wanted to

%Q)\r on Yo Witkess Stand and o Lol Yhe Jury Abhowt the
B&Sticers oF Yre Law 5\\00*1-"{173 crntn and as bo dhe e ffect
ot being shot by Onether Oice@ three (3D Hmes, handeupfed
bentened and Wicked oWl Hhe woy wp a Wil and side of Hie_
Y‘(jqa_, NY\'\Q_‘\’ ’}:)U\ Mit‘l&h\ '\f\l.DDUIKS ‘i"Ct l(;ns ‘l’\!\.( Sian{‘l as o
wittness Yhe STHTE would also wse %Q,»PHD( C onvection
vecora Qged nst \.r\‘\m v My Lue I, O.Jrh:rnej Yor Micheal W. Dnauis
Freatd in &rurf'\.\\t’_- Citcdhenl WL Daois) wewle net be allowed {o
+ell Mo wobhele Yrudh, We are Secureet by Yhe FleETH SIVTH
ond Fouetesdtih Bdmendments o the Consiidution of+he

RiLGHTS . Secured by 1Y and 26, Aeticte-3 of the MississipeL
CoNsTLTUTIOM oFf 1890,

Coen aliens whose presmcer i Yhis Qou{&j is unlawhel,
Nauing Long been reconized as l?errson\S” Suczrank’:gcl C’/,aé
Process @l 10w by the FHith and Youcteeath Admendrments .
HRCumMsNT OF Autdoriry . WM@&CJ,3Q s
15, 206, 2i8 (\4%3); Wongwind v U_m]ggCJSJf&JCQS, 163 (.S,
.22,3; 233 C_\S‘%Q,)"_Y,‘c_}{ W Hegk?ns 18 u.s, 356, 269

(1886), Tndeed wetnooe Clennly hetch Phat Ve FIFTH
Hdmend ment Praferfs aliens rhose presence in Hhis (ﬂ’am—/ﬁf

'S untawifel Teom Invidious dliscrimation bLT Feclernl Govepmet
ApGumen T WITH AUTHORITY, WMatthews y Diaz M6 WS, &7,17
(ian0).




Gth Admendment to_Lonshlabion

No persons shall e held ‘o answer Yo Capite]l offences
br Obher infamous Crime unless bna Pre.se,n'\rmm’r Or
indickenenty of « Grandjury , exceptin Cases arising in Hhe
land or Moval '-\:ome.s, o in the Miatikia | When ¥re actuel

Service intime of wor or pub\ic"{)amﬁx,m © No¢ Shetl Gy person
be Sub‘)ec} o the Same._‘CJ?QE»V\Q,C. bo be P\F\cecf in Sevcjpardj ot
Ywice, of Vimy orVife: Nor shell 'Hr\(’_x,t be Compelled in anu
Coieminal Cause Yo \be a Wittness daainst ‘n\msd\{?)f Nor be
depriueé‘. bt Wife \.\\oerjrs) por theut Yhe due process of law,

Nov Shell ‘Pr\ua)c % Propari‘j be YeRen Yor pub\'ia use withowt
ngpmszﬂr'mﬂ.

N\D*‘lon '\’0 Suppress Lun‘H—ness \'es%imanﬂ o.,Jr Sen4éxncin of
OfCicer Brordon handers and Michelle Carbinﬁ. Sturfe

Consed Nir, Fred Lusi had bbeen vekoemed as $o Yhe stetemends
Goout Yo e giom would p‘ra‘)udiw_ Aefendents P)QA, Tn open
Court Oficenr Brondon horders stated et J\_/\ic}n&g\\ W. Drpuis
had in Wis —\aoc,'\lo,jcﬁ (_pc;c,ke;fs et of Ruleds), This wes o clear
Poiﬂ"r Hed Micdheal W.Davis wes rg,lej Yor & all put wear
and Yot We could do ius-} thot with a Pc-c}'dp_z[ Full of Butleds',

The on\.—j Vime Hnal Brondon honders and Michelle
Corbine seen the defendent Appeallant Micheal W.Davis Lwas
ot +he Vime Yhed Brardon hander Started Shevting of
Micheal V. Daois " T+is net Known do me at this peint
Wherther. Micherle Carbine joined in with the shooking e

No‘(“n 1 supposa L would i £ told o 2e se. To the P‘C"h;'”L
| s Hiot Yvis was Ahe Onl_aj Hme .ﬁ\uriﬂg +he ‘ShooHﬂﬂ
that they s8aw Micheal Wi Davis So how Cowld Brandon

Tl



Lond e POSS\“\O\A'\ el seenn o podta} Foll 0F Ruileds ol
Wi Sren) W Drolg 2 I You Was S‘randt’nj rfar}\,{— in Front o
me. and all “mC\ pocilets were Fled up with ouwtletls

Th wouldalr be Qble Yo Saq whet You anl o yot,

- More. o the poin‘\“ sur(_\3 N, Lusid b 4o \rnow of
Q\\ -qlr{w\ﬁ Tecooenecd. \:‘)u) Po\:c,e_ Qs evidence. y NELerz

M chent WL DROES wWas Ggrrestled Slfw#’ benten,andd dallen
o Yhe Vospital. That the 3tales Casetirned move on
e credtbility of Wittness Yon Yhe evidence . ARGUmMENT

oF AuwtworvtY ! Adams V. Udifed Stakes ey pel pe fa ),
3[«() LL:S; 2‘& . 19 . 1O dt'SCr’edf'(' w;#n£5365’
end version ot the fncks,

Gnd ebort 1o establish g diff,

Bil shots Fived by Micheal W. Daots, should of been
accountable. Lhere all Shots J-J,'rul toere. S;mpfg focatect
bene.rz:w\, he 6rouncl athis Feat, The State fatled W prdd-'
ucing Yhesein Count, and itis Yurther belived neq lect our
Andl OF Yhe MSHISSIPPT ERIME , Forensle Scientest [ph, (bds
yobo was o Cekrieve all such endence. . TF 1+ ewowld be

2aid otherwlse, Then you 0nl7 had fo ask edhen eye
Lr);H—n{SS L,‘Sq MAcer O C/qr/‘jﬁf Boncf‘jus{'ewgc}aﬁlf
ihere are the Slugs at v He grgancj, OR wns Mr. /s
dc‘inz} his \305 So well thet he didnt need his evidence,
| Xov Yee\lL, There was Dn/g One “One Oceassion ”-%4/ NMiicheal
w.Davis did not have the Guns Aimed towerds the grvuna!.

Z(,/AM 1662 was in #é m/‘c/z//(; c)'; 7LA¢ r‘oad Ma()‘;‘faﬁ /u'hb'
hands. ( Guns in hand) ([iie For a airplane o Jand/ o).

S0 Yhat e (Micwel W.Dadis) $wo (2) helees could see who

ol



D\\xomeﬂ Yor Micheal W DAY { Mr. Fred Lusk) of mo Fime
']:)r'\or ‘l;-o‘\{\‘\g '\)\eiﬁ\ or before Aid Wi, lusld as K Hae 5(4.:-,\36,. abouﬂL
Luch euvidence. o Yhe Prosection. OFFLCER Michelle Carbine

Never. Stobed She even Saw Oung Pockets Tl of bediets,
Michenl W DRUIS safes Fhat Hhis alas one maer e  effort Ffo

3@% hinz agaf'nlfﬁ Sam‘-enc.\ng VARGUMENT WITH AuTHoRiTY

In Crapps v State, 221 50, 2d 723

CMiss 194 4) Hhis Court
Stated the Sivih RBelmenclwrent o the United Stalesg Constitu

established the l’ica\r\)ﬁ’ o (’,oncus‘\m\‘iu\‘;on. An L\u\a\oara vV
Stete 437 g0, 24 430 y33-34 Gvies, 1983 Hhis Couat sfated
thet the MussissiePT Gonshhudion Arbicle 3, Section 20, 9,_‘&”1;3
and tauaran{-e&,s a Ceiminal defendent lhe f“'g}\"’lco ﬁonmcron1l

Wwithness against him. See also Shromas v Stede. (18 So.24

M 121 EMiss 1493) | 1, right v Con¥rontation “Je.[;e,wjj Lo
nclude -l—ﬁé,-riﬁhi’ +o Fullg Qross- exemination dhe witness on
every  material pgint relating 4o the issue # bo deberm/nedd
| ‘H\(& (;_)0;»10’ hauc. G b.e,nri'::\:j o] N1 "H\& (;’.T-ac){" o—C -Hne; wiHness Gan}
S u)e;\cjk‘\ and worth ot wis 871 1!'651‘:‘m£>nj,

tion

The lonstiFution grants feetain Rights fo Lrimnal oetendesd
and imposes Special [finitations ON $he Sinte designed to /)rc»z‘;:cfl
#he /‘A/(/f'w'c/cm/ From overr. dﬁcér‘ﬂj éy e ofi's prapar,é’pﬁafé/

pwenful state. 7hus, the state rmust provide a oetendent
ﬂwl// éeyam/ a reasonabl/e 4’/0_«'5‘% SEE) Tw Re WWinship,
397 WU.S. 358 9¢ s, Lt 1068 25 k. £d 24 368 (1970).

Rules of evidence are Also Wﬁ’jkt'fz 7 he C/efcmc/éd‘%;- faver,

For @}éamp/&, the pro secution genérazfy lan rlal rwtroduece
evidence of the ofe J:enc/e/z/:s lan iwNhrodice Sich fgpge/hﬁb;'a
evidence fo Show his Inw ",»4/:/.:-//393 /?a/csze. SEE, gg. Lecd
Rules Evid, Ho¥ (A), Mlichenl wmi. Dovis was never -ﬁ;//-y N
explained any of his Rights by lounse/ and ) at dﬂy/fme,

Py



Mr. Davis was 40[0‘ bcj 4the. Courts O«C his Spe,cf;fc‘
I_Qt'CjHS /;?#arnez?f Me. Fred LusK neven e,};p/aimﬂcl any of them
4o i (Midhenl W.DavIS)_ 7

RRGUMEN T 0¥ RuTHorITY? Raymond. Tomes R\evanden
- = e ——

Stale of MISSISSIPRT | No, 40-KP-1310, Suprem '

N}\SS‘_S’S‘P?I,- 0 . < & bt
;52 1994Z "D?.clld&s]— .

ANalYSisS

T Was Rlevand ers Plen made Rnou){n%\tj )vo\unlrﬂr‘j ,ancl
‘\h)rL\\gexﬁ\j ?

O.p\@:\ ct %\n\\\j S \’_\D‘\‘ b'\néins wpon & Cevm mal e‘efmoleml‘
uatess Y 1S entared \JD\Um"cavl\Lﬁ ond "\v‘\‘\‘e.l.\_'\g)m\-\-j SEE Myers
V State 583 g0, 24 114,1n7 (Miss1441) £33 o pleats deemed
”Uo\um\arj and °\r'\\'€)«\13&m;\"" Dh\(j where Yhe d,e:\\e,nolen‘i‘ 13
OdU?Secl C,or\ce,,rr\'\nﬁ e wekure of A c}\cwse_ qufng#‘
Nien ancl e Conseguences of the pler. SE€€! whitson V

Stade 590 S0, 24 294, 396 =g (Miss1241).

Sptc'\¥ica\\5J He defendant ymugt be rlm|<1 Haod o guﬂ\LLj
Pler inoolves o waivee oF the righk to o forel drail \cU\ Tury,
e cignt Yo Confront o aduerse Wiltnesses and Hhe .».-qu to

’Pm‘\ eckion Oui,oimﬁjf 59/\};' ‘\\’\Cﬂm‘mw\'\“oﬁ,’\;&o%\(iﬂ v mﬁ\samét

395 W3, 238,89 3. ek \1nd, 23 4. €d. 24 294 (1969), Rule
3,08 of the. Uniform Cri mi,v:m,l RMMQ&E&I
intess— ﬁ\ha,} -Hw:"' --HH"- N
" Lyrad dne nccuS_ecl

'Qg&c:}t;‘\‘gg_ . ﬁdc/r"ﬁ'oﬂn”t? -reiulrtz-é_s )
k! . L}

Yvarl 'ﬁué\%e_ “{\"\q\q‘lﬂ.&. ond Actemmine
Lnder s{andS e m'pt)c'\mn\m and Minkruim 'Pmal<H€S



70 ik e might be Sentenced. %orn@j Mr, Fred husgk
Yold Michent w.Davis and Carol Red mond Hheal (8 Michenl
LD . Devis Plead %u& Wy Thet e wWoudnt pecive more Yhan
o 5 li){AfLﬁ Yor \is eeimes, and Yat Yhe Yime he Atd
Yus 600& Ume would Pk o\%o\‘.nsjr (-""Ou)o-rcls) e <endence.
SISTTAR Vo Tred sk Yled o WMoTion Fer Reducktion of
Sexyence. aflen (D Ao %QAQS on e Newd Reduc e )
Sentence e woas 5iua,n. RRGCUmMENT oF AUTHORITY ;
M%Mmg Evitls v Lucey,
SMpre,ﬂ'nG{. CounT \*\e,ldiJci\_g'\- Strickiand Standard of ."ne?;: dss
MQUUV\SL‘WWOJSD agpl-‘cs jo Apgallah& [.aOunSf_i. ]

Me. Lasie GHovrney Yor Midneal W. Deauvis said (T cant
*ﬁ\,\ VNS Court e 5:{\& "Po\'\c"& Sho‘\’ VDL’L \I\\'-\Nc\cu—\tcea.,} b@}
anad Kiced Wou ug oW and down Xhe Side OF the ronc’l)}
Gnd W you ek on Yhe WiTTness Stand and Fell this bhe

S“”ﬂ wont beleive a Liord You S&t&" ARGUmM eniT OF guﬂ_wm'ﬂf:
Adams V Urbted STATES ex, ), Mclaon,3\? (.S, 269,275,
_Q_D&,L\.o_\ﬁl) vo discredit WiHresses and effort o esteblish
o AvGSren) version of the fadds, Me. s wowd not
AeMe oe rekurn G\n\j p\‘\one- CelMs ‘?/Di"\ﬁefﬂfncj eye
Witness Yo Yhe Secks Yhet Oceured on Suly 31,2002,
:Sanuarj 24, 2007, Mir luskK allowed stole wiT7mess o
give Yelse Statements. Mr. lusk Rnowingly Knew thet
Micheal W Davis had No such bolleds in his pockedt

btj e ais coue.rz_j. Mr Lugld Saue nene whets So ever
LLPC,“"\ ‘\nﬁ}DEC'\‘\C’\'\ C(S ')'1::’ ‘!’L\L;r‘ ‘}_e_b{"or-}—lons, W/’;/e ()ne'»o-F
Yhe exﬂewithe_ss wWas there in the CounT (/an';oj He
Pleﬁ, Sentencing Lisa Mabee . Others were mlso there
bhut None wWad CeVed Ao give \~g5-\on1c‘n.,‘ v pehatf
o< Micheal AW . Dnvig \:n,\ Counsel M LUK,

M~



ARGCUMENT Wit HutHoriTYy Chacles INashington
A Stake of MISSISSIPPT No, 9) = Kp’(-"f)qi; Supreme CounT
Ot MIS3(85 > = d : - isy leyis 254 June,
jr]} \qqﬁr’ Decided [ W N?'j Pursuant 46 bre NMUSSISSIPPT
UnNiForm Post- Convection coWlaterel Reliel R, Nll‘SS Cocde
Ann. 99-39 =t 'Hr\_tqggb_ 99:29-29 (Supp 1992) a petitioner
is enthled Yo an \n-court Oppoatunity Lo Pmue’, is claims
A$ Aavmnd ave prOCezc\ura\lS alive Subs+an+iat13 S\f\oujmg
Aonial o8 a Stale pr Federal ‘R\ghsr‘ FHN3T Before o person
Moy Plead guitty de atelony he must be informed of his rights,
Fhe nodure and CLonsequences OF the act he contemmpletes,
and any relevant Fads and eintum stances, and therenlftex,
Voluntarily €nteas apleh. The question Necessarily \nooloes
Vssues of Yadk, Duew '\'\n@_ qeans e Lawd Yams P';'ou\ Y
@ Namber. o Criteria LDF‘I)\M/‘\SW‘!?_) Q.,\‘\cwﬁes c;(#:nvo\un-s-&r
\ness , Budh s Ae quelity o wduice 06 Counsel, T WY
A Senlemce ond Conveckion based upon a quilty plea
where. A delendent was nek mnde aware of o ry'\ancla.)-orcj
nimum Senkence o e Yime of Ao P\Q}l‘_\: con b e

revensed,

LW NT) When o Criminal Aefendent (,k\\egefﬁ» et e p\eﬁc}i
SSL(\HS w Pnout \32,\-'\3 oduised \znj s 0XNoen ey A% fo the
racy imurm and rinitmuam Sentance s he i s Subfﬁﬂt to
G cLueS\'im‘\ o%f Sacks arses G5 {o Mee proi}'i Lie,hcij of the
}C\Horr\eas‘g ’Pe,)rgbt"rmﬁcds" . Re guo rckirjﬁ the pre,"sucl\' co G.“‘“&
ov Yhe Borne's Perforpance. Reguarding Hhe

Preng o | )
pra’suc&f&'\@\ Preng eX 5*(*&@\(\&:\2.’ the Supre_ma Lol

o MIssiss PPT e Aelend eink g,obukc\ euve. F%n\‘e,r’e d Yhe
Cb\.\’\ \/\'b} 'P\Qr‘c \ ¢ e \(\C\G)\ \C) PR N "\Drop es ) j G\CXQ‘\ ‘be’.(l .



Micheal W, DaLVIS claims thelhe was pever pro p-e.rL-tj
\reenm C&O\Q-\Seo‘ S ALY ‘buvlnﬁ he ¥ime he wad LeAten 4O
Yo \\c«f)cpi-)rﬂ\, TSLL\«j 3V, 2007 O Yre c:\o,:j ne vewentered o
*P\qA, bud on & es ok caul U“j on :SO»n\Larj 29, 2004 .

The CouaT Sheall '\r\cLuwa-& inte Yhe defendend's age. and
education, Qware of e malure 06 dhe. C&\Wﬁ“je—S anct the min-
mum and Magimum possicble Sentence, Nown Discosure.
mMust e Congidereo pve')um\idn\_q

ATTorney Fred Wisl e mek $\ed eo Wotiont 4o Ve Count
o het a5l Hhe earned 600&1, Yime owd 40 Youxrdd wis
new Sentence. and bhet Midheal Wl Davis wowd be ouwt in
No dime . AFEIDROTTS Yo these Statements are enclosed,,

The mooant in a Pest - Convectlion Reliel NOTIOM ymu st
mete Seme veasoniable. Aecrnmengtration of Yhe Bdual

Existense. ot Luidense voRelek, Davidsen vV STATE, 2003

Re\iek Mooent Wos ¢ burden of Showing ) by BeCideoit
or otheruwise  Ynet ¥nere s Xacdual basis Yo Suppoert their
o Yor rediel. lecleel v S1RTE 2001 %I Sp.2d Bos
Criminal baw Wl

ARGUMENT \WITH HUTHORITY | Eugene Mwore V-
B.C. Ruth, Roylong Ev bl MiS51551PPT Department oF

Corrections | Parcle Board (STaTz 0F MississiepI) 556 S0,

2d, 1059 1990 Miss. Leyis 3b ) February 7, 1990, pecided.

LHNTT Nwe Wississipp UNEEoRM Post - Lonveckion
Cellateral Relief neks mandetes Fhat a Courf Sfudy o
FisIoner s p\eAdiﬁos and asit wWhedher e molles o

J
SUbS‘\'G{\"\"}'io‘f\- 5hcw'\nc"> of CX&Y\‘W\\ [)-( o STaTé N Fecdera L




Ri%‘f\‘\s, Miss, Code fan, 49 - 39-25 (5>¥M@a teue

Where o prisionel meritorious Comploint may Mot loe lost
because in ar‘\"‘;u,\\sj Arafted .



TNVoLunNTarY GuiltTy FPLEA

A#ﬁr’nec{, Freed Lusk’, Forr Micheal W. Dauis, appe» Hant
Was cerced é)r,/ his Counse!, Fred LusK  nio plencing ‘gux./#cy-
Nir. husK advised Cl/é{anaé’ﬂf appf#//d?ﬂ/ Michen! W Davis +#e
felle o open p/ga Z)ea?aja i he went Fo Couwiel CHrail) he
was 5&:5]’&5-} Fo fﬁpr’ﬁ/ 'P#N"i/’-fm:fn#j; Bulif he would o
Ao ke O e /)/@;7 that fre toou ld Mot recive nwpre Hharn
(5) Five yémzs), and after he (Miched! W. Davis) had (2)
Ao VYenrns Completed IN any e /f‘/g:r{:c:ﬁ- Lownser /:n:'c/ AusK
tdpulel af arﬂ'y Aovire. £le o a'/gpc-‘/:/ For tecduction of brs
Sernfence and That all of his ﬁ’o@d Fme EARNED tould be.
pm‘ Fownoeds his REDUCED SENTENCE and Would then be

ré,.féfﬂsec(s

These Sucts are Suppora+ecf bl.’ (2) two AFEIDAVITS | ON€ b_‘f
Mickenl W. Davis and one bL1 Corel Redmond.

/-?RGUEMEN‘T supported b% ff)unr‘Jnf: ,Slgiufes%c:z'.Sandéﬂs
gppcmllan_-f- V. Stale of Miss,, Appelle No:gq} 210 S, ¢t.
C NusS, HUO So0 2d 2778 1983 miss. Lews 2905 Sept 2/, 1953,

OVERVIEW, The inmate Sylv’esi"m S onders ﬂ//:’g‘ecf thet his
ﬁ-l{m.ng_y ‘pﬁrsuadecl him o plea guih‘nj l)y promising him that
he would re?(__ide, & lessen Sentence tHhan he would 1€ fe plend
Not Suifh‘. He £iled h < Pe,hh‘m unden Ruls £.0°7 ¢f the UNi-
Form Criminal R’u,es of-ﬁircu:'l fauﬁf Practee CMIZS'S.) /7/'76.2
he was smfen ced to / onger terpms than his a#amey hug el
pmmm-ec.l- The trail Counts summarily dismissed his petifron.
The inmafe Coantended that Ae wns entdled £o an ezb’f‘c/e;'t?{?h/y

. heam'rg cmc/e.z Rule §.07 The Count /m/c/ thet -Me Inmrefe

Was enbitled fo rofie £ it he tiws obfe fo prove his claims.



TE he relied on his atrorney's mistallen acfc_)f‘c,e. his
u:/hj pfeas Wwere Sabject o Coilateral attack pecavse he

was f’ZwL ﬂ//y duigre ot Hwe. -/'mp/f'cm‘ions O-F H\e_ p)_e,As‘
or the $rue Consequences 0% o thicd +rail b{, :)u.n’. He

as enttled o a 6_://'¢/en#am/ 'Aewm'n_gz It was 1ot
/’Ham'fes* f’ram +he -;’l’ansclztpf _aﬁc/ 7%& Pef{/—/on; %4/ A/_s
Feﬁ»‘ion Weos Withot marit. There was no perse Rule
@.xc,fud;nj Qofleteral cl#m_/(s on Pl"‘?-‘ #mff"adfalfy Were
Correct. The inmefes ﬂ//%_g&hc’ﬂs weve not dar?‘frar,c/ to the
Record of Allocution if proved , #ey Indicated that, in spite
of all if Prouecl, ‘H’\etf chI:'.:cffd, ‘N S‘PH¢ of al/ ﬁ//of_u},v,,}
his [Dleas Were /{rww‘//v_ﬁ anel Vc)/un%ag‘ ap/t?a; of 3(,;,*/',17
Bonsttutes a waitver 6f Some of +he most basic rights
of Free fim el CANS, those Secumec! é;y the EiFHh, Si x/%) and
Eourteenth M mendments pt the Clonstitulion ot the
United States, As well as those Cﬁmpara,é/é, fﬂj.?ﬁf;s__
Secuned by {4t 'ﬁnc/o?é’bf’j Article 3 of Mississippi
lonshtution of 1890,

Wle +he counsel aduises the defendent fo Lie anel
beul +he count thad the guity plea Lio3 has Net been
induced b(/ promise of Lenf&nch Cwhen in Fack it hns),
the pl«za May be attacked . N3 The law is ¢lean thed
where. the defendent Recwss any Such advice of lounse |,
L.Bmcl relies g f‘f, H-f’ P(P-Q /)&"S flof 5(’?:? /4//14':“/]'4/?/?- aﬁc/
leé_l/tBenHt, ﬁ’hzd’fti ancf 523‘{1 1'5 7%64-‘ 5(.:5‘[6&; 4o ﬁi‘/lﬂf(i

Burgia v. state, 532 Sl Zel 159 (MO, App. 1975) .

—I:%‘ 15 C,‘r'.Hw,' ’I’O Kee.p in Fhm,)(_] J"hﬁ'{' 'Ll,te VCJ’:tJ r?dure_
OF +he “involuntariness” glaim muade Ae,e,) Fotte we bé’-yé‘ﬂd
the if'ramscr;Pfs ok H\c Pieca henrzi:u‘)s. Relevant Eccds on



Such volunlariness issue will as matea of Common
Sense. not be within the +rawscript. As rr’econf—zecl in
Chevez v Wilson , 47 F.2d 584 cath ¢y, }569) [ Hus)

.l‘mvs* a,nt'._ﬁahon -H\,c:—‘ e ’P\ea wies inducted b(, lnc/ &‘F
Krwowledse_ Or bu, brolten pmm’»se-, 0 bq Some Other

F/4
in’iprop{m_ F’ac,:l*or, idvelve --;ac:} ovl’Sfc]a. H'\E: -rg(,arc.j Y17

F 2d at 5%

The celetionship ot the accused fo his lawyer
prm)i‘dés a tritice] Feduel Conteyt ht’i’f._ Hs he Stends
before Hhe bﬁl’ of jus-}-‘ce, the indicted C’/é”ceﬂdef’% often
has few Friends. The one person in the. World, upon, whse
3ud9e_rnen+ ancdl ae/w‘aa, skill, and experience., /0}""/?&7
and in fe_ejr;h/ thet must be relied wpon 1s the lewyer.

Retionnl dlefenden 7

This i« G5 it Shetd be, fa
Z is [awyers Acvjee asfo

_i's goanﬂ +o Reiy /ﬂeﬁ\/:'f(i UPW’
- hew he Should i’c’s‘PonC/ to the TLI’QI‘L )‘UC/jeS 9’_,&'6‘5;/0*‘25
ot the P/f:a f)eﬁﬂll\!(;,_f- fe. MAay Also ch/'wm/%/ Rely on
Im‘:- [ﬂw:/f’ﬂ-lj Hdvilce as 5 u.)hc# %Ke 0&1&’934& Of the beﬂﬁl'ﬂj
whill be Vet it is phe clebendent, ot the [owye | who entes
the plea . This the defendent , Not Hhe lawyer , who is Going
te seave the frme, T4+ 1s dhe L1197 défgng/enf/ Net the
/‘*W}’i’ﬂ—; Whose. Conshtutionel rnjhn‘s arve bei’ncj Walved at

the plen hen m/}ffj- .

1{' i5 /’Ae Cjé.féi«?é/(ﬂ'}'_'j P/en and d‘fCompaﬁy-f;?j Walvem@
ot rights which under Eshablished Law musi be m;'/um‘arj/y

Aned f(!??lﬂil‘ig@ﬁ-nl’/j glven with Fulf fi?ppret;fa,:‘fun of #he
Gan:‘;"éiuenc.&s to Foifow,

Ta~T



ey

"(hlbl VUAL ANy Loy ddng gy go

‘_"h
3504 NILTZG o (9861 o) EAI PZ o5 25¢ ' oFoFE 7
?Jm’z.wy f’a;m‘af UIS pASSPY Yong 40 un'}fr:,fuag-g_rdgy Wy

e L':f’}-f'?.fpud [-?92_‘:;«'191,@,% v Yyors a»mf.,aq LRLF IS
2t 40 2onpuapsnggl baeg s (I ybrous oy,
ss huinl le 70604 ot sy Suany 2goavditey 4o

/75/7};,75/0,7 yzﬂszfaa/a,l Lrgﬂif A//:vaysnp PSOUH e
;37/ fﬁ%ﬂabgmg_ A% Kf/_fﬂg /:h?/d mfm _UOS,J"JC/ v uadh
/h-’-gf)ﬁ/u{/ SPIURpIE 97 w2 1dAd Sy uy FOYf Josmnay

CE Y ﬂq votpriuzrsaaday 2as Fys / I Pappang o)

£97 4202
of veEmorprpad apprus of fUIDIANSN] F1estr jo pup W i
9! E}/'ng j«a u;/c/ 77 g,ma/?’} 57‘&,.‘»/‘1/ S PPUIUG y,?ys‘a/ w ,LH,H

[25unay '?Sbr}j?p $2 L0 4) pa.:d )v,r,;ugé. ”"H e?g!ma?l 1 ,9

(9961 SSW) LIb PZ 'S
L&/ "Z‘HTS ASFU A SMYf SU NS sesvy A S X EY -a—f-
Jwa.ff-ffa-c/v Bl Uz o puaR19144ns 2q foul Flesauab
im ﬁ'nﬂ‘? /mi [1¥44 vodnr SVE)FROVTY YU Ma peyad
2q by T2z vhyt a7ueyuas 2552\ v 40 ‘2 (qouosuay
Paaemoy l?daq >0 ua.‘.‘-upad:{fa PHUW Y To N ]
yoy4 PZIsY ydwa am ‘v2|d yowd o 522 ua hagligy
Pyt 49 vasps 1725209y /Mg pm pRApuS g[gbﬂ,mm/l)./
/?uz;?- ;;/‘/Jyfuﬂ/ﬂﬂ FAPcY) Af/::?g :}a -Siﬁ’[d 0(”’)7'— SRPUVG
Sfyxapugfgjéuqffnfffsuo;‘ PHUBLEGNS ?{c]v’?,f/ddv ArpUn
J?nﬁfaqm yo un‘f.f.w?r?:{;? :?W 2q Ji? U3 Jeipuay

spnop gy oy buray baoipuapueod ey ivi




'It‘r‘\propéﬂ. T dietment

Michen\ Ml Davis | claims that the por“OV\ of Yhe

\-(\c\'\'d:mw\ Q\argiﬁﬁ YW s a Wabitual 08Fender anel

OMeging o gentence of (1) one Year Or more hod been
Comp\e\ec') or Served., When in Fact e as pever Served

Qngy Confined Mime gn any of Hhe Said Charges. 'More
10 the Po'\n{’“/\/lfc/[‘\QA\ W.Dnuis would drgue Ihet he lec‘
%wﬂg one time, On the Same daj as sentenced on

Yhe sSame cla,ﬁ, T4 was the State thet the Consol ‘dated
Hese C»\na\rﬁe,s to one and Yhe Same 'pleA On one Qopnuechion,

First Judicial District, Harrison Coun+j Circdl T
Cowurt, Mnapch derm 4.0, 2003 No: B2dol - Zo03-373.

(1) O~ Febrdary 13,1998, he Saio to Michen! W. Davis
tas Cowvicted tn dthe Cincwrv lount 0t HAareisod cocuzfj
MISsissiPPL, CirsT Judical DISTRICT fas Cause NO? B2
Yol -96- 1146, 0F the Q’Jonj of Possessiont 08 a Contbrolle f
Subsfarzc@_ ancd oM Februer 13, /995’, S the Sared Court
was Sentenced Yo aterm o (3) threo YedrS in the fustsel
of N)ISSLSSIPPI D,QPQrLTH/lm4 X dorlscrionss. J

@) OM F&brclar7 13/ }qu/ Micheal W).DpUiS edas [fcp,uy,'(}gc/
In 4he LinculT Lokt vf WrkriSon Lourty i n cause ND! B2
wol ~97-532 of the -Fe.fouj of U/f,_lérahlj- -ﬁo(‘ﬁef:j C2D fwio Counts
el ond Februcrj 13,1998 rn/ the Snid Sarse Lowir? was Sen
%éﬁ‘ie’-{ o (1) Seven 3-2.4/25 ‘):Or each Count i o Ahe éf'a'S:LDc[e/
Of Mississ1PPL

A



Dapo.r{-rne;\‘\' of COrre(ﬂ'\'onS’; anc/,

These apove Saic Charges Cause No. B2Haol- 961146
and Cause NO- BZHol-97-532 , the Sentepcing weve [l
Yoct set aside and SLASpanc_lecl: On Fe.braar_c_.s 13, 1998,

Michenl W. Daois was Sentenced 1o (3) three G eans
“Praba:“cﬁﬁ Gnel adtl CJ’IQFQES_ 'I"O(F\ &oueurre/ﬂ‘ﬁ

- The Stetements (obout statenents) made Bj Distyiet

ﬁ#omeﬂ Corto Carannc in the multi - Count Taclict-

ment Yailed +o show, as well Micheal T. Pickish, Fore-
pran of the oNoresaid Granred jurj) As 4o the ¥Fnct that
these Semtences tere in fnct Suspendec). ancl +hai the
EXECUTION OF THE SENTENCES Were indeed Sed Aside,
and probar\rion woas administrated bul +he Court Yor
Gﬁarﬁes of (1) 6ne (Cpount of Possession of a Controfled
Substance. Cause No. BZH0l-96-1146 and (7) two
Counts of u#e,rzi:\lﬁ F()f’f’j&fj to run Concurrent, ancl

('3') thiee yenans Pn::bm‘ion was +he fact of the putcome.
Anc 4he relevance of the Sentence .

The District /‘ﬁﬁ)rﬂe foa the State of MlSS(ﬁS‘éP'/QI)
d)rz/(1 vused that porhon‘ of his () one previous Fﬂ//on’cj
Charge _bu./r Yailed in the @-om,f?/e%:‘on as fo -F'llrg. Sem}emle_,
'H;La{;/' /’lﬂ?cj be en. ru,/&-/ orl J /’Iaa( i) -f'}nc+ be,E/L Suspﬂﬁdei
45 @ ’\Dro\oaﬂuov\ sentence. which expells Judge_sﬂ€ﬂ+

ancl Conveckion in thet they become (cle MURRER )

Mlso, +he Mulbi-count Twdictment First Sudica(
.Di's*rric}, W aerisont -ﬁaum4-5 clid muot state cohen Michei/
W. Davis, was relensed unden Miss, Code Hnn, 99-15-81
(1992) Michenl W.Daois has Never Served any Kind



Ot Sentence loeked-up, Not & yern o more on an
of the aferesaid Qhargas herein ) on else.where. ¢here
Gre None, In ERNEst L€¢ ATRINS SR, Y, STATE oF
DUES, No. 56392 S.ck, Miss. 493 S0, 2d /32(; 193G
Miss. Lexis 2638 Seph 10,1986, Declded and 15.']&'1.)

I+ stntes #he primary ditference. in the /angaage_ of
these (2) two Code Sections, pefﬁn&m" fo this Appeal,
Is that 99-19-81 rejuires that A clefendent have been
fulice Lopvicked and sentenced 4o Serve Sep ernte
ferms of one yearn ©r moce in prison. cwhile 49-19¢3
Mequiines that a de.{’enden% hove beén Huice @wdumfecl,
Se,-ﬂ“H;:’ICe?c\lJ and S’erzuec) Sepe.r:q\’ve_ terms of one Jennr

OF More. in prison, and one of He Feloniec must
0 been a Crime of Violence .

Lewts Oscar Vaung v, Siate of Mi'ss, No, 56215
S, ¢t Miss. 507 S0, 2 4%, 1987 MisS Leyrs 24492
ﬁpr«‘l 8 1957, Decidea.

N\al\o\l \4 va@n1 378 Wws 1,12 L. cd, 24 ©53, ¥9 S.
Ck lng, gf—iconczli Ps -Hwe. f{gh#‘ bb{ ‘I"VFH( b"f jurj . M
V. Lauesiannm)B‘H U.s. /qglm L. Ed 2.4 dai 85 <, ct.
194 Th;rd’is H‘?L”L Yo Confront One's ac.c.uSesrLs,EQLflﬁ‘g_r
M Tepas, 380 U.S. 400, 13 L, Ed. 2d 423, 95 5,¢E 10657, we
Cannot Presume 6 Waiver of these three impordant Fedeal
P\ishE» From a Silent ecord,

&Jhai is ad 5}n_l(£. fon an ﬁccusecl -Fé’u‘.l'nﬁ c{ea% or
'imPrisonrrmen+, cdemands the Utnost with Hhe Htffasé’cz
Solicidude of Which Ihe Courts are (iapablé_ in demands
the Litmost Carvassing L] the mater with the accused
Fo male Sure he has full undeastanding ot whet o ples,

—



Con notes and of ks Condequenes. wWhen the Snged
clischarges that Funckion, he leaves a record adegupte

For review Hhnt Mmay [ attere b e Sough—k ( Garner V, Louis ~
iana, 308 WS, 157,193 7 L, 8d, 2d 2017, 214,82 S.ct. 248
Specht N Palegson |, 336 US. (05, bio, 18 L £d. 2d. 326,
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF HARRISON COUNTY, MISSISSIPP]

FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT
MICHAEL WAYNE DAVIS
VERSUS CAUSE NO. A2401-2006-00478
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI
ORDER

This cause is before the Court on Michael Wayne Davis® pro se Petition for Post-Conviction
Collateral Relief. This Court, having reviewed the petition as well as the applicable law, finds the petition
~ is not well taken and should be denied.

Michael Wayne Davis was indicted July 28, 2003 in a multi-count indictment charging him with Count
I - manufacture of a controlled substance {methamphetamine), Counts Il and III - aggravated assauit on
police officers and Count IV - possession of a controlled substance (methamphetamine). Davis was charged
as a habitual offender based upon the 1998 felony convictions of possession of a controlled substance and
two counts of uttering forgery. On January 29, 2004, Davis filed a petition to enter an open plea of guilty
to Counts I, Il and III, in exchange for the State passing to the files Count IV. The Court accepted Davis’
gutlty plea, ascertained that he was a habitual offender and sentenced him to five years in Count I, thirty years
in Count 1 and thirty years in Count I, with Counts I and Il to run concurrently with one another but
consecutive with Count’], for a total of thirty-five years to serve as a habitual offender in the custody of the
Mississippi Department of Corrections. Davis now files a petition for post-conviction collateral relief and
argues he received ineffective assistance of counsel, his guilty plea was involuntary and the indictment was
improper.

1 Ineffective Assistance of Counsel

In Strickiand v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668 (1984), the United States Supreme Court adopted a two-



prong standard for evaluating claims of ineffective assistance of counsel. First, the convicted defendant must
show that counsel's representation fell below an objective standard of reasonableness. Id. at 687-88. Second,
the defendant must show there is reasonable probability that, but for counsel's unprofessional errors, the result
of the proceeding would have been different. /d. at 694. This test applies with equal validity to challenges
to guilty pleas. Hill v. Lockhart, 474 U.S. 52, 58 (1983). As applied to the plea process, the focus of the
first prong remains the same, while the second prong focuses on whether counsel's unprofessional
performance affected the outcome. 7d

Davis first argues he was coerced by his attorney to plead guilty and was told he would not receive
more than five years. However, in the petition to enter plea of guilty, Davis clearly acknowledged that his
sentence was up to the Court and that he could receive zero to ninety years imprisonment. Moreover, Davis
indicated his satisfaction with hs attorney’'s advice and recognized that if he had been told by his lawyer that
he might recerve a lighter sentence this was merely a prediction and not binding on the Court. Upon review,
there is no indication Davis’ counsel's representation fell below an objective standard of reasonableness nor
is there evidence that, but for counsel's errors, Davis would not have pled guilty. Thus, this issue is without
merit.

jl Involuntary Plea

Davis next argues his plea was not voluntary since he was coerced by his attorney to plead guilty.
As discussed above, there is no evidence of coercion and no indication that Davis® plea was involuntary.
Additionally, in his petition to enter plea of guilty, Davis indicated he was not under the influence of any
drugs or intoxicants and stated, “I offer my plea of guilty freely and voluntarily and of my own accord and
with full understanding of all the matters set forth in the indictment and in this petition and 1n the certificate

of my lawyer which follows.” Upon review, this Court finds Davis’ plea was voluntarily entered.



UL ‘Improper Indictment

Davis last argues the portion of the indictment charging him as a habitual offender is improper since
he “has never served any confined time.” The indictment states as follows:

And we, the aforesaid GRAND JURQRS, upon our oaths do further present, that he, the said

Michael Wayne Davis, 15 a habitual criminal who is subject to being sentenced as such

pursuant to Section 99-19-81, Miss. Code of 1972, as amended, in that he, the said Michael

Wayne Davis, has been convicted at least twice previously of felonies or federal crimes upon

charges separately brought and arising out of separate incidents at different times and has
been sentenced thereon to separate terms of imprisonment of one year or more, to-wit:”

(Emphasis added).

The indictment states Davis was convicted of possession of a controled substance and sentenced to
three years in cause number B2401-1996-01146. The indictment further states Davis was convicted of two
counts of uttering forgery and sentenced to serve seven years for each count in cause number B2401-1997-
00532. Thus, Davis “has been convicted at least twice previously of felonies or federal crimes upon charges
separately brought and arising out of separate incidents at different times and has been sentenced thereon to
separate terms of imprisonment of one year or more” as stated i the indictment. The fact that Davis may
not have served any time is irrelevant. Upon review, this Court finds the indictment was proper. It is
therefore,

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Michael Wayne Davis’ pro se Petition for Post-Conviction
Collateral Relief is hereby DENIED.

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED thls the (1 day of g/g)’?""r ce-ct ‘—1 , 2007,

an

i' J; - /
FERRYO. TERRY /

CIRCUIT COURTITUDGE
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and  Correct o ~\—\'~e; \36.5\' o% \’Y\u\ \4\'\('»0\«"0‘5 €.

O Or q,bou.Jr \:lupgb\g% \’ 20.02_) T o r-riuec]. ot Garcie,r\
‘p(:u’K. \’\OSP}}Q\ ) _Commm\it‘-}-lﬂ Road ) Gu\gPOr'i‘) Ms., 365063, ihen
T CCU‘“ﬂQ out D.{ tJr tor e \ﬂ*\'\% Lu:—h]l»i’_ ‘H\e_ C"?"Fl‘cef 1 Fhe
Foom Said o me ( Your H-Hwheﬁ s beern here Qor 3 -f'é'mﬁs)

M ~1



Soom after Yy attornec (Nir. lusk) Came _40 See e, My,
Lusk Peld me that T was &harﬂac) .(,u'fH\ 5%00%‘-’75 a.
?o\ic& OfSicens and clrugs ( Michenl W Davis) T dold
M. Lasd Hiab T AW ot Sheot anyone. ard was Nok
Messing wih ang drugs either. M lusi said he
uooul \f\ogoe, o See j&—\r\@_ aisc.ot)é‘fj. Theats wWhen Mr,
Lusk was Yeld T wanted Yo See %e.BRSwag-WQ+
T was Nof g_ﬁjulprgj of the Ceimes. Mr. LusK said (and
1§ you 60%‘3 Yrai) you are J:ac&r?ﬁ @opr‘h’/ C/’?Clrﬁﬁs and
il get tmore "':M&)+\\qm e you C:\.ldf\i'\f))j:)(Mic.he,ﬁl W Davie)

Jold Mir. Lus¥X T woas trnnoecent Grmd woul d ‘P\ encl NMeT Guf!{j.

-LO al\ Q\\arcje_s.- 1 Tordd Mirs sk Heed T woanked Wim Yo
Fle Yor o Yast and Speg&j Tronl 6 Scon 05 he Could,
Recause T (Micheal W. Daois) wanted Yo (ﬁp} s vux wp

Dved and Aoae with and out of He. Lo

Mr. WeX 500d he woowd velle o Plen of Neb (ju.\\‘\-\j
fo o\l C,,\ncnci-)es awnd Condud &preﬂhm\ "Discc)u&rzj‘( T+
was aoouk Yhe Sawte, e The Oicen 1n Ve Coom
5‘\'01(-\'8(& ™ e ¥ e 5-\*&\«‘_\'1"‘-63"\"\'5, 5 Cll\j;i'")‘ M. Deors “\h-j be(’:ﬁ
'_‘_‘-?‘\R;r‘_o _ o\oy o (‘;ra-uj SHAEF Cuncl H":o-l" ,he rieecdds Bome )n-po_
{}«SE Wap ) leter Hhis was a ‘{‘epe.m%. When Mye, Daois '
GuoXe ')ump'mo on the \’\DSPH-Q\ becd M Sevére pain.
Docxocs hack Yo Tinish telling ol pidhen) proics smaell
¥{fn5c¢r SIANAAREN r&gw\“ hand. |

While skl i Y \'\05'\“)-"\?‘\ Mickhen) W Davis recived
Onother wis:t -’Fx'om nig 11\"%3(@\..,\8% Wir, Luck . Mr. Luck
Said Some Detedkives ould Lalld 3o e € Vi chenl W. Dawis)
Scone on Leber | Mr Lusk (g Atornay) Jooked et e
and 2aid ( Grent you ‘j‘*:”“j ok Something ), T did ot pnswer

lrti li‘]



T Avded undys}@ncl Mr.olusK, T r.a_p‘.iec:\ ( Miickeal W. Dacvis)

Then Me. Lusi stated let me P(,Ll’“ i Haos wnay "Gra Y ou

Sure \four not 5“'”3 ol fabme)(h\r\f} oot of all of Yhese
(‘,mmeé 7" Tanks when T Said T was nok gun“tj and Wanted

Yo qofo bemil, The 6fficer in Yhe room at the hospital
Was SHW maling  Stotements +o Mr.LusK, +hat Somedning
was  Sericusly Wrong wy Hh e ( Michenl W, Deavig), After
ot viet Yhe ueses Fold me Yhaek T was being mooved
}o  onother room and gove e Some Shots, Rugust I,
- Qooa or about that date. . The viert -Hf\*ﬂﬁ T Krow I

i Qwolke R\d&mg on Yhe )l‘bp o bottom bed in my  Cedl
¥ Narrison C,auh)cu REANNE-L LY Fackin Seith Dr, GulSpart,
Ms, 39503, 1 _UJG\_S Secevedd anel Scrcammmﬂ For he_lp. I
Hried Yo cen ™y c»’r%o«-nul ( Mir. Feed hud) €3) Harew diffrent.
Hmes , bud Mro Lus¥ goovld net rekuen My Cells,

T wees Xr\j'{m '(;\' hejp because. T was in So much Pa'm
Qr\o\ T OV EReal W T)nuﬁ.:) Could Not even Loelld fa'fr\(jk"l O el
1 d. a\ Mot Sen \Z.nOu) U.)\r\e_u 3 wes CL'l' (L:.U‘E.n 4o Where T

was Suppost +o de er 0. L did See a Nurse o r Doctor
ond Jv\'\c_ki Gave me Seme T.B U T dont Krnow  § 1 helped

Lorth e Lot iy neadadhes Ty, not sure. About a weeld
Vetew Moy, LueW Came 4o See n’\g__- {( Micheal W.Duo\s) at the.
Harison (‘_ounsrs Iail, Mr. LusM ooutd Come bi1 every @) Fwe
o (% theee Ligmes a month moybe T Not reallu Sure .
Peceuse Me. s Came o See obher imekes Yhere wso, T
-\—O\C\ Mir. WisW @hreud c\l e PC““ T wras \’\C\Ukﬂg‘&nc{
et ne Do Wk Aow ‘r\c\;)\\,\“ U beavable | EUen u.)l-\en
T Locsead ;r,,b)mi,} Yo welk gnd Yo\, Thel T wWas
Contused o\l of Yhe -'\_-"tmﬂ) anel the Pain Mred v (_‘_&q;:.p(-j
Mis emvic \DOAES. Me. Las¥ Shated Dere woes noH\\ng

fiar]



Nethine Ve could Ao Sor me ond T Loould Feve Yo bear
Cdhe Silulelicn oud. M. WusX said I woould have to Giue tHhe
Dectivies  a S%a\t’.mufv\n M LugK Smicl i+ LU()uJG\ be 10-&.‘{“{‘61"

ok Yvedl 1§ 1 gg\\c-l 1 o\\me.c;\ He aun ot the 08 icer ancdl that
T \Zneuj Nehn Cooper was W\al{{ﬁﬁ Cruls%o,l Meth. L teld vir,
LusK Hhais wos Nob drue . Mr Lusik My abornee) said I

Carnt help Lsc-u;-’ifr‘ You Aoﬁ%- Come. \nal?wmj with me.. L |
o whet "X was -\»all{(nﬁ Q\Qou'+ Oncl t,f(ju'ua 604— to tragy
ne.. L (Mid\&n\ w. Daois) deold Mr. Llusk that T had wirr-
Ness  thel weud be calling Wim. Mr. lusic skated he woude
be Uaa,ijrins Yor them o cell Winn, as well as be doiﬂﬁ
Zome Worlk Ymseld T dold My, buek thet I coold N ot
SJrcuf in {enl be Yhs, Thet T was not Su}”ﬂfj ovr’r_é'l
wWanked Wi (Me bugk) Yo SSle Yor o Yash and Speédj
Lroail. RAlsoe +hedt x wanted o Copy of dhe 'b‘{scooerj.

Mr. lue¥ Savd dont wWorry THI Briﬁf‘) it he nevt fime.

On or be(w} Tlu:jusg‘- 29, 200%, T (Michenl WL Deuis) had a follew-

P On AL \(-w\-.n\(l, W e e \-\\e-,\ Yad Cinighecl Qquﬂg off Y
?W\a'\\ i noyex O YNy r‘i%\\‘r hand . The Dockor ok Garded
Vol X\ugp\ \o_\ QD-MT\’\U{\N\“L\-HRBQ&. Gu\§ port, Ms . 39520 SCW‘Q“
me. Sevne Mmedicaron Joc My —QO:\'W and. a\l ; but When

1 cg)c& Vet Yo e Wareison Cbur\‘)l‘:s Sail Mae Dockor
\O\u(‘j\r\e(,\ and Yhvewo ww\ Med icetion away ond stobed
"You cant Wave Anis \nere’l Somewhece about o weel lnter
o¢ 30 Y'Y\Lj (k\‘*or’nenl (M hus) Cam e, o See me. M. lusie
o\ e Taece was Nothing he could do cbout Hhat T,
CMidnea\ W Dnravis) Yold My, Lus‘l{) Yoot T Avdnk Feel Hhat
T Should bbe \nere. er‘\\ju)o\\js hed 1.’(N\\c\\ep.| W Dnuis)
\ovenk Adovne a\nLj\-\\"\nS \proﬁg ancd Hhet T was Yooine
Trouble ckeu\\’ng with a\l ok W{‘\s,, onel thet T (micheal



W ,UO,G..J.V _MIJOC%O/ .O\ﬂ ,Oﬁm\.) .ﬂm\/ﬂ.u.wm.n,_ nﬂ\_.,OSD *,:P fcmﬂ...+.v~
Se. Socon. . .

Y weas /Dpc,,j.w Tashoadis and Flashes of liohts, t;:r
T (Michen\ /Z.d?.u..,w.u cowlad Not Sleep jo,««jﬂ:.,u bee T Aid

/U.mmm.o,«mx oM of twis /Jﬁyﬁﬂm_omwxu cnd Hhat When T EOC‘FH
Sleep, T wodld heve Arceams of AUO/,FP U..foofjw ot me
And then Loowla voaMe G ,\,Un..,\marg,,?@ ek KTFKF@
Y P M sk Ceng attoraey) old wie T had o get
3)&&01.1 ond Mind ofb .X_fPAuor/?_. that T woas /).PC.:)w and
Aot Worcy odboout \}. T asied My, Lus® , how bong 14 woulel
Yalle Yor s to o 4o Fral\ Me, lus i@ .mgqa»mb "Dont Cbc.\sm about
(BN o Aol M LusW Sense \ou \heove Qr/ﬁmnﬁ/ﬁ/ww Y\ed For a4 Fast
and Specdy Teall 1F ShoundnY Yelle Yo Voo, MrlusK stated
UDont LOO( o) abouk &7

M. LusK A«j,u aMoraey) said e Wad dooled et fhe
.U._mnocquu ond Lsing both ok Wis \vands 4o Indicate. how
ek Y was, maybe @) dwo Yoor. T Yold M WisW, T wanted
‘o Sef- A\ne ./U.,w,.rGCﬁ«u;Der/ wanked oo QOMUCM of ¥, Mr LusK
M*Q*mﬁw Aent CDO«ﬁru abouk 1% T T,\:J@ I *fm. eyt T,_J\_mn.
u/?@?.,,Om\ a WwWeel¥ /ory{[ﬂ o dmw_.rv*..fuma vovtih MU, «rc,w.x ED.J.TKW 2ata
Yo mu.,..cn\i 6N muko..km\gmrik.. boudk Tl muﬁ.m\‘ Y Sure. Yhet Mr. kusK
wWas vaed ed one pecause T jusy didnt Say whet he
waoanked e o wD&. ,ﬂjoc:wf T Aont Lerow what e wovote.
dewnr on paper, because T vot Sure, T nod able
Yo wreite Dj,&*f.:;w ok ol woith 3& j@.f*. \nernd s Mr. LusK
Sand \§ X Plend oc,__iu that T ould Not ged rmovre
Yo mmu .ﬂ.,C»w /TNB..:m\ Qijr .ﬁ)n_../ o\l of Ahe @Mnuﬁr ._L.};br
Carned would \ne murr* Yo ward j)wu ew) Yentence,

Dﬁ(ml_o M, gwﬂ Y\ed Toe o u/\.,OA,cl. Yor Reduweti on 04~

n,.'.nJ_,



Sentence ,0n about Seph 12,2002, T entered o not gu Ly
Plea 0f Manuiackoni Ng 0F ControVed Substance ancl Fwo-
Cf@un.\fj o.(i_}qa(j aoa*eol assuatt en a Poii‘c& OfCicere,

Tv’\ NOUM\DU O Decernpern Of RE0A . The Narcisen
. ﬁouxnjcg Tanl desl me Yo The DNwensity Meorenl CENTER
Hosolel 0f Seckgon, 2500 North State 5t Jackson; MS.
2AgHho05, To See a i\le.ro»Surﬁwn' Pector. AL the hosphtn_l
Yhe Dockee Lovd me T weas \’\ﬂ\JI‘N(j Surgery No doubt about
i, TS T ever wanted 4o hace Qany use c§f Whet T hed
lefd, o T would Vave no Conkrol of iy r;S\A Sio\g
b Yree.\'\nﬁ v ey ri@ﬁ side. . 7
Aflen +he Sinit with the Nere- Sergion Deckor, T (Michenl W,
'Daq'\SB Lot S \”t;‘(ut’ht’_;\ lr’O -\\»E’ \X(Z\rr'\sar\ Qoun’cul S(l‘n'. ' IV\ a}b&
1) woeel \oker M Lus¥ Qanr\e,,\‘)ul o gsee me. . The Sieck -H“.'n(ﬁ
T as¥ed ien woas did he br‘mcj He T,)*\sc:¢>uerj Or QA (_".OP(T« of
1, Thed T, Ovichen) W.Daois ) thet T oanked a c.apo of the_
.D%SCOU&R:) . Mr, b_,\g\{ SYaked \qe, U.)oulct br.‘n% 7\4\- )F\\& \r\{’-\f’,’
Lime., Mir, Wusk stated Ve oo s woﬂ-&’ng O 1y Witness
For bradl . T AlA M lusl Phed my (2 Ywo Neices Should
Yave. (1\reuv\dfj Ceed Mim. Vel 'Ar\mouu\ Were Ymece. anad Coul(;l
A0 Sowd Niva Whece Ye Shols was Hired ind the
vound Omu, M, Lusk Sad e would woait For Hhem
CeA\ Wi, L e\ Ad My, LusY Ao Araw up Some PQJFH'\‘DFISL
Thed e PO\AW?—‘- \nwi No censon o Shoot al ye . They
Neoer Yewa yne any Mitenon RGUTS  anel Hhel T wanted
Yo %E;\' his Ve wi(TH, T Yask Couldnt 5"-09'5?\ 5(11-1.1'
wanted him do ¥ile Yor a Fast and S!’Jeé’cltf Trall and prove.
™My s\NMO.CU‘{F@—' Then Mre. WwisK deld me that T prissed (Michanl
W,"Dﬂuiﬁ) Could Net ?)PJF o Yhe WiTravess Stand because He.

Skede Loowld \Oring wp My Prior Convections.angd Yhed T Wowddn?
haue o Chance.,



Then T dold Mir. lus No one Vas ever read me My
Mieanpa RI6HTS, Mr. lusk Stated c_‘lcm“’r worry aboud
jr"/\"\ﬂcbs Wie Pred.

Y Ffi\ofumr3 on Warch of 2003 He Harrisen @ourhlj
il Yook me Yo Whek T Vrought was a el bud
woa s C\Y\\\:) ’s‘)\aced T cfn\\o\c\_‘\r\g cell or voom. Mr. LusK
rord re Yot QUc,rj\r\—\\n{-j oS \ooR'\"ncj 500::\ and for
™he. ot l4:0 U:)O((‘j\ Y Otfé\iecl idx“ M. lus }Q y\e,_\o\p‘cl
SpoXen fo oYy Withnesses, Mr. Las¥ Soed e Wad Not
Yal\led Vo anuone.,and obody el colled Wi that e was
Sy \)\)O\f\-&ir\% O™ Y bok $or wre vod Ao LIOTCA about GLr_\S’
'lflh'ing S A2 A e Wne thak T woanted Yo aek on e ‘
wittness  =tand and el evecaone LoVeX \(\a-ppiﬂe_(}}_-nBUv+
Mr. Lus K Shoot s hend and told e thek Ahe 5TaTE
Would use ARAREY Sredements Qgc:{m{s-\ me.  Gnel Aot worre
C\\DOu:\r'\‘\& \)\)\r\a;k oo ouk m‘j u.)\\“\‘\r‘\es\%es, L\Scx, MnoGee CU‘-J}
C\\rial(b‘ Reond, Thag Fo\d e thed ey \and been .\m\"ﬂ%
Yo cal you and fell Lol oW, ok You are nmevew in
Oe would Nob Accept Yheir cols, MrlusK stated (T
\cave out C‘*\E;( O% AMmes) Buk \N\'\U\ Aont 5)’0\4 vedurmn Yhelr
p\nor\e Cells . %€‘C¢QQ$¢ Yine b Ove e_(fe.LOT"r%r\e_SSezs Hhat was
Fhere when Wis appened: hisa MRGEE and Christyy
%bm\”“ Can Show you Where Hu bullets are A, Mr. Lusk
s:c:*)ced (\Welve go’r Preand of Yime Tor that) Todt Wor ey 2 bout
it

Then X asWed Mr. lusl2 how con Mee ST0TE Lse
DOy Loy Shed e merdt (}\cjo\‘(ns'}' e and Mr. lusk Said
Scom ) Conveckion QSE VA8 wedld be Used agaiinst
e M e Said aal e wooc el or Yhe State and
\r\Q_ UQou\d ]\\o\' 50 410 ¥rq\L &nd a s\ eck me. LC)\nc;:l’



\’\q pmc)_cl on Su,\3 231, ooz and T said \“ha}f\flb?u-‘('
e @o\'ia& OSCicen s é\nookﬂnﬁ ok e and Phat aSter Hhed
T woes Shetd T owas \(\m\ud(‘.ui}(’e&) L’)ec-\*) ancl Kicled » M,

Lusl Said Ml M yuey would not belive « coorcl
of W Michen) W Daovs oud T er_\\ir\f) ’\/ou Fre deuth
Preks o\ Ve T Can A0, T cant 0,0 arouind “fe.-\\iﬂg
People Mans Scu\p e of stuffs Because T would "t heoe.
O\‘\S‘J\D ol TP&O\D\& Loouwd el Sa\ﬂ ‘_\C'm C,rm.cés, T 5\13% cont
’\ju:\ \Iou O ‘\—\-\e,. wWittness SJ('(:U‘WCI. l{— \/our- 50‘\:35 {o Sm.)
s, When we Ge Yo Yreil U _C’\)c.;hf) Ao Pm—\r "You OF
Yre Stand, Yeu dond vieedt Yo ge on the Stand 4o prove

"chjug v C’)U“‘“"f) .

SemeN me. e b e,\oru\o‘rﬂ ci Mareh Qoo T (M cheal
WL DR S) oas Yallon ol Yo Secksen, S, i LL'_SPH'F}I
Yor e Nerve C(ondibion VTest cnel e Thocker dold e \_\,wﬁ
T wordd neoe do vewe S\';\r&eml Yer sure., The Doctor Ceuld
See. Vaad T Eviicheal W Seos) Wwas in Severe P . T
Yorld MueDockor rey world nok alow me Gongy Qo n
R edicoMon in Marcison COUJF\th Tail HPeot ‘Ur\eul Lo ol
Yelle VY acd ‘Sv\r\ rouwd W C)\u.i’@\\j- e “—Doc*c}t’" Set @A Aate. Yer
e Yo Neoe E’:uf'ﬁe.,rt;\ CTTREn X woes Cedurne d Yo Ve con

Q’CJ\)\ v\\b_\ S QD\‘\ . '

Fa N\n‘ﬁ 05 dune of 2003 Ve Warrisen Counhj
3l Yool me baclk Yo Lhe \r\osp‘\\-a\ in Sacidson, M3, For
Goother Mewe Condibion fesd 4o e done again, Ore ©f
Yhe OfFicers made o Stalement $o dhe effect thel the
Harrisen Count, S was red C;))o\""":) \o Pey Coc Y“L’
'Su”f)er%‘ After }3&"'\5 veduened o Yhe Marcison COUJT}(,!
o), A few C'\O“\f’ Valew Mr Lusk Fod me (10\\6& C)L,L{‘z



T, (Micheal W, Davis) 4old My, Lusic thed T was shl
'_\'\C\U'\ﬂ5 ‘Prom\o\ems UJ‘JV\V\ &\alc ot C_\‘\g-?re.n‘\ ‘\'\'\i\‘"\ij* X _
ased Mr, Wisk why cant You Say Something o the
'Bcc}ccsr? T Maeaison Counﬂ Sail, Mr. lusit Said
Yhece woas DGy he could do. For meyust notto
W orey apoot Vb, X asied Me. lusk aboud My Copy ot
*\\{—b‘\‘éCOOQrﬂ C’U'\C\ Mir. lusk Saiad he L owld \'Dri_nri) iR3

Haciz ‘\’D e Yhe nevd Yimnme and Dent Worcy abhout V-
X asied M. LuskK When are e (C’)o\\nlf) ) lrrm‘\L? Ne
Seaal T Loowian bhe Y yrnuch \ov e, hot he weas
sk LODY\L‘\r\ﬁ On T Lo e s TiieT ATTORN ‘z‘l{ avac)
Lo me et ‘o OOy abovt it T asked i 14 he has
heard Teom o wiltnesses called Wi | bud he. Said No-
One as called Wim o e Ny L N nesseS,

IJ’ ‘was about Yhe and of Su\y 2003 o vn the Fest
Weel of Q'\xgu%* ek U veciued o MY - Cound indickmenk
Gnd Yo wit alladned o Maoitoe 0fender Status, T expldined
Fo Me s Maedk W was C’“\fﬁl Residue on Some paper and not

' Q,nou%\f\ Yo Ao Onu\\—\\\r\fj with, Bnd Yhet T C\‘\C.X_'“‘\k want iAg!
%\r\gf’r'\ma o e chc Nes\ Se 0y TP"\&&A 6&& \-\’3 of U'\“*({.("\n(j “Fof‘ﬁ@g
ond X recwed 3) Ve Weans T?rb\bo:\v\oﬁ. T deld dAr. LuslW
Wk T woanked e o X\e o NMoTten To Su Pré.SS the
C)p,gr@é_s Vo WA9ED M tusid Savd Gou mean Cdemurrea),

Then 1 ln:-\& e Lus i ok 'l;, Loante d \!\‘. " Yo £ile
G Nevion TO S(iuafﬁh THDICTMENT Cause «+F wWas a\l wrene
ahd ot T wanted Wim Lo Ao this as Soon as Passiq\gld,
Mr. LusR 6sled e (Michensl W. Daois) (& ‘.)r\\gr(: as an%-H\'{er

_QASE, T Warked Wim Yo de. T Yeld Me. Lusid Ve neededl
Ao \”&kus'r\ *p\ncm& Ca\ls Wwhere P cople. ave called Wim

alse Maak e Loould i &c.c_eplr or redurn Thene cetls Where.



?wp\a “Wave Called iim . © Yold M. 'Lu_s\{ Hm:d“ S—'ﬂ?__ecléd

Moy wittness.

M, e ‘f)*&\rec\) N\ic\'\e.n\ V& \jeu \,\)Q.n-\* ‘o 60 +o '\*rc{\\k
ord Soce Qcap’\’fO\ (L\'\(ﬁ_rf)es)lj{)b\ Lo‘gl\ gek over One \vundred

eSaver ‘\‘V\tan!cfj %&ﬂfS (1a0) Cx.nd I%n not 60\\“\5 X0 el Ohj‘m‘?—

ok Yhe po\'\t»e- Shot qou. B wohole bunch of Vienes while

Vand cugfed, then beak and Kidted Yyou ol the oY ek

Wp e W and on e side of Phe road, Rnd you need

Yo Hrinll about whad T Yeling you. Now kave atl of

all of the wdvise T hove Gen you and thinl about /1

Whak T o deiag you - Now oex adl of Prs stutd off
cue reied and to Put You on Yee Loitness Sland and

elle o Seol of Yoursuﬁ and me Alse,

. TS‘ '\jou "t‘t‘«.\{e_ Cu len bﬂrf}]r\ \/ou want e Q} A RIEA *\-\-\qn
(B soe Yens,) and aSter Yo Ao ) dvie yenes . T e
0. MOTlod Yo Rippenl Yor ‘a Sentence vedudtion, and the
Heme you have Already done with qood ¥iene Goulll be
Out in Mo Fume ond dhis W e cvén and done toith |
Tusk el voe Nandle Phing s with e Distrier RTTORN €Y.
Dk W eved odpowk

.Lfl ﬂt{ﬁdﬁ‘ﬂ leX'e Sep-n[embf.f‘ A003 . Mr. fusk pame fo visiT
e (Micher/ W, pas), T asked wy, Lusl about my Loitnes s
and Wis Yespence was thal Y\o\ooclul had catled W ar
Came b‘1 o See Wi or ahu\\-h’\nﬁ- T deld Me Vs dhat
\lr\w.\c\ wirknesses Apout LWiha Iy (1) vwlo neices Saww
Haat G&aj, Mr lusi then stated dont worry about it T
asked hipn (Mr. lwek) did he b\"\ﬂ% Pre 'D‘\scoc:e_rj. He.
Phen Stated he owtld \:)rin(3 it the neyd Lime.



Then Me. lusk asked me (Michenl Wl Drvis) 14 T had
been H\in\{(nﬁ about it what he had said Yo me., T Jold

\’\‘fm het T vrember and T dond Know., Mr. husk Said to
me L arent you guilty of Something) . T replied \”\O'\~\r\'\n3‘
ond T dont Rho@) whet \/ou ore %a«\\{{nﬁ about . Mr Lkusk

tHhen stated "Lek me eyplain 1t Yo you 11e Hais M, Daovis,”’
I‘ﬁ Yow and Someene. e\se. 14 in ol Cor r‘idi’nﬁ downthe rord
and you pull overz in Front of a S"‘Qt‘ﬁ.)ai’\d your pPassenger

Y Yhe car with Yeu fﬁeﬁr outr pf Mhe car and goes inside of
Hae Stove, Walls out ob Yhe shore and Commits robb&rj
while in the sloce, Walks out of Yhe stere and 6d3 brcK
inte Hhe stove o the cnn parRed there , Hhen Your rlso 9u."fl-?
of rebbery,” TV doesnt vnatten (£ You Knew whet he woas
So'mg Yo Ao or not you was with him and You would b e
‘)us)s as 5“"“’3 FrenV § Bou’go\irsevlg had robbed Mhe store.,

VDU wouldl be 'b@'\'iﬂl off if You Sad (jf,wu, ad done H\e,,
robbe% Boursﬂk The: Sucy would believe “You and -?arﬁiu-e you

Soone Oy vou arnd o aid it 4‘:03@9“«@)\3. Ptople would
Understand Yrel mudha edber .

Then Me lusikK said Mite {he same. M""“Sﬂ even i§ You didat
Ynow ’So\\f\ aooperL was Y“Y"\G.\{'nnrj Qru\s-'\'r:\\ Methh L_j(:»u Cire_‘)u$+
05 quithy of bewng there, He (Mr, Lusi) told me " the neyt
Jime I Ya\l do aDechive or ynalte Gny 5{—0,—]3.men+_§) Hthad 4
would be in My best intrest 1o Sauy Mok T, {Micheal W,
Dwruis) was 'nrm‘(lné)‘ Crystal Meth and it would ook be,H—MZJ
Hhat evergene woukd understand whel T woas Saying and
would tndeastan e CMicheal W.Daovs) beter,

Then Mr. Lus K said “iits Hle Same L ""7?/ even ifjou
C‘\idﬂt]f Know thet Sohn Cogpm twas ﬁ?n/&);r d"?’f/‘ﬂ/ Meth

oV



'\/Du Gre bws* as, 3@”‘3 Yor be'\ns Hherve He (Mr Lus i)

Yold me " The newt frme You Yallk to o Deteckive or malie

Statements, hek it UOOuJLI(;\ be in ™My { Micher!l W. DALIS)
best iakrest o S Ay T was malling C',ms#a( Meth and Hhat
vt would Voo bejlf’r_«ﬁl’t) head everyone wouwrd undUS{—ancl

me belten. T asked Mr lusX about ‘1~0~‘|i<l"r13 Lo +he coctor

ok T was S%ll"*\n\ln'u«j Nightmares and Was s+l yud
pC\\r\v Mies busil Stated Ywou showldnt ok chout -Hna}
Cnwmore For me Yust bo ,p'wsf it oul 0% My mind. That
he was shl U)or\{i‘hej with He R*",’dfﬁefb( General . Toont
wo“"j Q\Dow\' ijr'. Y CN\]L}M’,{A\ W, Dauis) \"‘H’-\C)i MO{' ioro\-OH'QJ’\
Aoout Whet T thed aslied Yien Y0 Ao and M. Lus K said
Dont worcy Awout i¥, |

A October or November 2003, ct the Harrison
CC’LAH‘L:} FJail a :)ofi\&ﬂ_ Q,.Q\,\,\Qc,\ vre ouwr (Midheal W, Dauts) :
of My Cell ancl Said You are Qoing +o e Courthouse.,
[_,{,//;,'c,h < 1N f-larrison ?ounf ‘ /?‘Pléﬁlf_ Lue C—’trn'r.)-e'c.) T cUJRS
P\ac:e.ol N o \-\Q\Aing ceN, Sometime \ater Mr. lusK
Cmu‘ CL\%ornecj) Came Yo Seemein the Wolding cell.

T aslect Mr. LusK avy e w@_(z)o{nﬁ Yo fvail %—odm,’ a) (8
that, Mr LusK said Sor e mot o worey about it
Yt eo&r«3¥\\‘\hc) Ras been Yelen Core of. For me not
_,Lo worrq Ghbout Angihi ng Yor e Yo remember twhat
he Fold jre betore -29:* me fo Sacq and that ecffryr%“nj
il cork ouvt Jor the best and Foc me Not Ho La)arr’f»f
about any 7%)"’75, -

Januare o'?(o, RO 9’/ LWh /e fa Mearznison @Uﬁfl7
‘)c\‘tl a yalen Called me put of iy cel/ %050 Fs &
lel/ é([)ﬁ[afrs. /V]\(j.(’c#orne\y (Mr.lusky had all re.ac]j

r 2 (=



Instracted me. (Michen) W. Druis) as +o what ‘]’(/p{
of Steberment Yo gioe. T didnt Feel as if 1+ waeas

\"is\r\“\—.BbL“ Ty No \f—\\hltja.ii . X newd I had No Choice
in Yhe mcﬂr\rer}&no\ T ( Michent WL Pouts) fad o Yrust
My, s Mr. isle dold me Hhat +his Statement

Lo (59)( YNE O {J_\)ooc\ Cle,n\ o el VU\)& want hwue +o
90 Yo drail, Then T Yeld M, lusk Vhat dhe paper
T wWas S?cjh{ﬁ% 5'61*/5) Lot he S{"oppedﬂ me and Said
Dont worry” cloout What Hhe paper Says i+ cloesn't
menn o '3r\\\n3 Yo Yyou and chrH-wOrrL1 about 14,

Me. lusK Sond T would have dnol~\r\e,¢’ Count
Aate of Z'Sanuar:j &q}&ooc/,emd Yor mme not ‘o woer
ook Y Mok every Hq'\nf) wWas '(’j‘oinﬁ 4o be all riﬁk%, Me,
oK Said Cjusjf g0 with the Open P\eq’) el L ou teant
59_% onuimeoere thoan B) Live qefzrs, Then G(Q-{'ﬁ’ﬂ\(:i)‘) %u)(:)\i(iar'_%
T will Fe Yor o Sentence Reductions Also all of my %ooc\
Jt"\,rne._ e,orrxec,\ U\)Ou\d O.Pp'l‘kj ‘-\’DKLJC'-FAS Fr Newd S@q-}gnge_
Pren T (Micheal W Dnrois) Loouled e 0wt i no +im-e .

T w/asnt going 4o ’ple’ﬁ br—\v’%ih rﬁjuﬁ.\\'ﬂ because. T woas

Not Suil{'ﬂ} Mr. luck fold me dhat T aidnt vicve o Cholte
because You clent have any twitHnesses., LT +old Mr Lusle
OR \Je€s T do but You waont +elld 4o them., T then ashecl
N\‘r.lusld why hes he Not brought me a Copy of the
”Dtscouenj CIMUGS'lenTu}M -Rﬂpcff'[' Mr. Lug]( C!Lgaiﬂ S_{”&{"ed
'_Dc.?n“\ Lo Cry avout i T \'.)rin?) vt the Nevd Fime, Mir, lus/e
Swfa-hzd"ju st clo Wlee T Saq and euaer{]nﬁ til! pe s/
E)lﬁh‘ﬁ- Because i F Yoo go #v Frarl ybu cwoill be -f;:)c:{rnﬁ

fap nlu)‘ QFFE‘NC‘E S bver80) One Hundred Angs Tu/é/97‘7
Yecrs 14 You go o +eails Mr, Lusl¢ 1old me A open

Plea is Mot the Same as a 3ui/1{'7 pled oM Actmissjon of

8‘,{3)"’:

- 1 réi"\l



Yhe MNarrison (lom\hj Soeil 10USY Larldin Srith Brioe,
Gulfport, MS, 34503 . & ygiler called wme (Micheal W. Dauls)
ouk ol the cell Yo Yale vae fo Hhe Harcison Qour\l(j ,
Courthouse 0. Box 98 Gullport MS, 3"’1.502_) Soon after
T was called before dhe Court Sland, While '\{Shnin(j

Yo N\V.f%‘((i\nc\o‘(\ Lomclle,r S\J—br e oSt '\Dd‘f% 3“0‘\‘\{,“"5'
Wwhile Midnelle Cerhine <eewed Not to rga\\s be ‘\')o.t.[fncj

Danuar Aq, 300%, while T Midhen)l W. Douis) wds i

Mok ov s account | Brandon hander yvade Stote -
MaentsS tn CDU\\'\”,‘ \O(’_S\’D%& . p\eﬂ LS C’;&’T‘r-ef‘{“@l \0-1
Mhdnenl W, Dauvrs . While V-\‘xlccrr\e_g) Yor Michenl \N-’Dnu'\s)
M. Fred asl wos S'\\Ar'\r\cj LOTOW Yhe ve Sy of .!H\ﬁ _?“b\b‘(;
in Yhe Couckvoonn . T (Micdheal W. Davis) hed Yo Tied M.
Lusl becoause e shouwld be L Vrere with me because.
Midneal W. Dauvs Aoes ot now does of winel he Sheuld
Sogtja ,
T \ooWed Oueq 't the Llourtroom Gnd aslted My Legic
uoner e woas de:\vwg? Me. Lus¥ Came Yoefore Yne Courtroom
w2 Dggr"\ce_ﬁ,ﬁ\%)'r“c—m&()h Zander was SN 3“"“‘\\{-“”‘5 Onel C;i)“\ oL
\(\‘\5 “5ide OY “\\\.e_, S-\or:f), Wie Lenndes U;'\‘)(?\S S(}“'fin_(j --'\—‘ncd‘l
Micneod YWD eaovS el ’Poc,,\@,%s Yol ef Suleds T asked
M s Yo obyect Yo Ave \\es ) vud Mr, Lusld Said I
AvdnY ont Yo el e A\-N\Q.,“\H’\k&f) e waad et me  Then
M"LUSK Saoied "I \f\ﬂ\N.é\\ed“x)r \o}rci‘z_} and C\On'k W or ey e bout
 ‘+ T waented Ao Spen | but Loas dented Yot r“ic_j‘h"r
Decause Mr, Lus® deld me NU*'_ ‘o Sn‘j Qnu‘—H’\inﬁ, e,
Brondon Wonder ond MidneWe Carbine Scid that Yhe
"Sun”woas e Yei eyes. Yek the Sun'' Wns behind Yhen,

'-\q\'\i’-"\ lr\r\ﬂ. !‘}\—kt..\v?)e— C)\SK‘—"’\ e ouwd C\‘\c\ x ’p\ﬁlf—‘l. M. lb‘sl(
—Lo\d e \,U\f\a-* to /\-af\\ e ‘)\Ac&sa_ . Muicdhend W Davis (OPQﬂ



P\e,o«.')‘ The vievt %hir\c_») T Mrnew T head (35) T\-\irhjw Frue
.\}Qc.r5 \Mandqn+orj] Yo the Mississ|PPT D.apnr}mﬁf‘l_‘\" O

Correckions,



l\fe_hr\-{ll .D\aciutes*l_(lg foue T To ‘Rq_a‘ws“ Genn T fycuse.

Please xcuse Michenl \L\-"Dhuis’ Yor nod bd“% chle
Yo Show Yhnis Court and O¥rers \\VQN'-\WL\;\S.%S ow pre,\‘;m'inar:j henit
NS or other Specdic pourt dates, When T ¥ed notbice T
bej‘\uecx o\l of -\-\-\_Q Pepers ivon\ Yhe Cleris O‘FQC# Lb}O“lc/S’th
ond incdude o\l Yhe ‘\n\por{o\n% dotes Gl paﬁe.s'. Dot Michen|
W. Davis was not recived as of -k:c\mp c\o:‘-e.

T have Tled more than () one Moo -lvn.lir\ﬂ Yo Oblain
YNatecialg :—ruﬂf\ e Cirewit Courd CQlerK, T cmn Z:‘loincﬁ My bhest
Yo *'_"\ and help Mickhenl L. Davis but have been unable
Yo obloin Yhe Bloove Menticned Ve po rtend PO peis Lrom Hee Court,

Michenl W.Davis s Yricd do obtoin Yhe Yo AFARUS
From \sn MaGEL  and C‘i\t‘h'\-u\p%onc\. “ﬁ—-\r\fxs weten Yhem
< ovecal Lellers Hud have not been shole Yo Cortmed Hhem, ¢S
'Jr\\e,»\ wove arounc alels Mr, Davis would asi Yhis Courr
Ago Veoe Maepn \D'rou3‘n:\- Yo Yhe Covatin his behall fo -[—eg(l‘”.{,}_?
fo Yhe CourY \n Wis pehnlf,

Woweven \-\'\eu\ Cre more SCaved than LD‘{\\\\?‘\\‘{’.'-\--D Loce d4he
Lew ager n, L eve wot cecived any medeatals Trom Yhe
Civewd Court endhe Motiom tast Slecd ?e,riﬂ'\m'uﬁ fo the meatesials
i e Dscoveny Needed . |

Pecause of be'mﬁ 9rcm4ed and eyfenfrem on H%.“brie-(f v T
hove Spenk all of cy Yime on, Please excuse Micheal W.DACLS
Yor whal is Nob in e BREUF” 45 he was unable fe obtaid
the informadien

Sic)ned Yhis ©A daﬁ O'PE}L!C., y Zood

Srui(crh-]/

o et

' P'f'?'l'ﬁ oM €R -
(o7



AFFIDAVIT

T Michagl W.DAVIS, under pennlty of PERjuRy, SWEAR ok
AFFIRM that +he l’oREgoiﬂj sTafeMeNTs BRE 1rRUE and o the
bES‘f'oF M)f KA/&u)/Ec/ £. (ONOR pbodl Jufy A8y A003., I was
charged (v f Nulh Counl Indictment, count I. MpduFacture

ofF controlled substance ., CoudT I ANd CounT TIL AggRﬁVHTEd
ASSBult on Police oFFiceR, Two-counls aNd count T Fo5SESsION
oF ConTrollEd 5ubsTance, ns AMMENdEd a5 Habitual OFFeNdER section
Q9-/9-81. MY AttorNEy Mr.FrREd LusK, advisEd ME Saying iF
I wenT 1o trial that I would be Fﬁcf:\/j Copital Punishment -
Mr.Fred LusK spid thatiF I plzad, gowith AN opzd plzp, that its
I'KE p plep of quilty, To these chargEs +hat T would Not RECEIVE
ANY MoRE +han Five (5)YeaRs . ANd +hal AFFER Fwo (3)
YEARS, Mr. FrRed LusK weould FilE A MoTiod For A REductiod oF
My SENTENCE ANd that PlloF My EARNEd good time would bE put

TowaRds My NEW REduced SENIENCE -
My AMORNEyY MR.FREd LusK told ME to Jie to the court
WhenN T was AsKed, iIF T had My Rights EXplAINED to ME ald

thpt Mo ONE hns pRoMisEd ME /-wyfhwj C:QIJLEM\:':Ha the
SENTENCE T wAas absutl +o RECEWE . |

T told Mr. Frid LusK, thal he whAs my lawyer, aNd that
he should br the oNE to t2lf that to the Court ANd Mr. Fred
Lusk spid that T Lied +o the Court N 1998 For My iRl FRigNd
56 she wealdNT G+ putin jail « S50 T did lie fo +he court,
but only cause MR. Fred LusK fold mE fo de 50. I mm.d
fo go f‘o trin) ANd MR, FRED Lusk Kniw #hal, put he wouldnt
LF f‘Mf}Sﬁym’j T would 9::7" MORE HME +HhnnM (F T go L i tHh
HiN OPEN pleA:

pf:}?E | oF . |

™



AEFELDAVIT

S0 that oN Tanuary A9, oo, T maNswEREd The

-~ Courts %ussﬁorls by Lying to the Court, but T only doNE
His because MR Fred Lusk old ME whal to say -

I did T wadtte tell +hese 11635, bul" MR, Fred Lusk
Whis My LawyeR pld T KNew that™ I had 4o de whal EVER
he snid. (When +he Court seNtENCEd ME T whs completely
CoNFused as 1o Al that wAs 5pid by the judqge, but +he
part of thirly Five (35) Yemrs (4 the Departmedtof CorREct/ons,
JusT Kept Rivging iN my hepd.

T will SWEAR ok AFFIRM Jo stand befere A Courtad f2 ]
the frRuth |iKe T wadted, NEEded +o From the start, T T would
be VERy 300d To take the stadd aNd Tell Hhe whols FRuth o
A Jury ANd EVERyONE Els 4o -

Per soNplly Appenred Be ForE ME, the unNdersigNEd IN aNd For
said SURISAiction, +he within NAMEd PETITIoNER jwho, AFfER
FiRsT bzirg by e duly su00RM, Strted oN Onth +hat +he state-
MENTs SET Forth IN The pbovE nNd FoREqeiNg ARE RuUE
anvd Corredl as Hierei sTrTed.

siged . Duchoe | V-DariS MD.o.eTsmg
PETI710NER

SWORN o pand 5 b scribed before me, this the 0% dayof

HDugert [ Q007

\\“ ”I/
SN,
- KN TA .. /
Pﬁgt% oF &, § XN %
: S Mg, . 1S %
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| EEHEY L
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AFFIDAVIT

T Michoe] W, DAV, underR peNalty of PURGERY SWEAROR
AFFiRM that the ForeqoiNg Statements pre tRuE pdd to thebest
of My KNowledge - |

T have wRrited Letter’s to Attoriey MR. FRed Lusk, bat
he will Not respod Ho Ay of my Lztter’s. T have cnlled
Mr.FRed LusK, but hz will Not except ANy of My phone calls Mok
Any Kivd of Commurication hns he REsponded o . —

Cprol Redmond has plso tryed #o falk with MR, Feedlusk,
but he will wot.  Affsruey M. FRED Lusk 4old mée thatAFsR
T got two () Yenrs N, that he would File p"MoTip For
A SENTENCE REduchon. T waited almost +hece (3)Yene's
besrly ENough time bebore the Hime statue wns pbout +o
RuN out. I had sbout miweek ok 50 leFt for that time .
T hpvenst RECE\VE PNy CORRESPoIENLE what 50 BVER Feom

Hdtseney Fired Lusk.

Mehogl W Duris _ MDOCF TSR

| 6/‘3;\//#&25

Personplly APpeared Before ME, Jhe uidersigied Axthorily i and

For smid SuRisdiction, +he withid NBME PeliHioliR, wobo , AFter bzing
by M duly 5.00RN, 5tated oN Opth +hat #hé statements st forth
IN #hE rhove and FoReqoiy ARE Tue pad CorREC ns theren stated.

Suoril o N Subscibed belore e, this the 02 _dayof Augesd,

AWM Illmm,

a o0 ,7 © \\\\\Q\)ﬂ. JO;‘st’
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AFFIDAVIT

- ICAROLREDMOND , under penalty of perjury swear or affirm that all of the foregoing

staternent made herein are true and to the best of my knowledge.

- 1 had a conversation with Michael Davis Attorney, Fred Lusk, June of 2003: Mr. Lusk
told me that Michael would noi rece;ive any more than (5) Five years for his chafges, and
he would get him back into court within (2) Two years for a sentence reduction and all of

his good time would be put on his new reduced sentence.

Personally Appeared Before Me, the undersigned Authority in and for jurisdiction, the
within named Petitioner, who, after first being by me duly sworn, stated on Oath that the

statements set forth in the above and foregoing are true and correct as therein stated.

Swomn to and Subscribed before me, this the Q% day 01%@2006.

- M. &
NOTORs¥ERB A vne yoTary

MY-COMMISSION EXPIRES FEB, 12, 2008
80KOED THRU STEGALL ROTARY SERVICE




AFFIDAVIT

1 Carol Redmond, under penalty of perjury swear or affirm that all of the foregoing
statements made herein are true and to the best of my knowledge.

I had a conversation with Michael W. Davis’s attorney - Mr. Fred Lusk, on or about
the month of June of 2003. Mr. Lusk told me that Michael W. Davis would not receive
any more than (5) years for his charges, and Mr. Lusk would file a motion for sentence
reduction within (2) two years, and all of his good time would be put on his new reduced
sentence.

Mr. Lusk said, “but if Michael W. Davis wants to go ahead with a trial, then he will be
facing capital charges and we will need all the witnesses there in court.

In or on about May or June 2005, I did call Mr. Lusk, but he would not take any of my
calls. Mr. Lusk knew that I wanted to ask him about that sentence reduction Motion that
Mr. Lusk said that he was going to file if Michael W. Davis did plea guilty.

Personally appeared before me, the undersigned authority in and for jurisdiction, the
within named petitioner, who, afler first being by me duly sworn, stated on oath that the
statements set forth in the above and foregoing are true and correct as there in stated.

_ 5%&,
Svam to and Subscribed before me, this the ﬁ\ day of
o 2007, '

NOTARY




AFFIDAVIT
T Michael W DAYIS , uNder pennlly of PURgERY SWENR oR
AFFIRM  That the Foreqoing Stalemedts aRe tRue ndd +o the best
of My K}Jowia‘djf.,
ST the month of JuNg, 200N, did wRitE,0R did 4i\VE PERMIssIoN

For SoMEoNE o help Write p lefter to the Garden ParK hospital C‘ommuu;"h/-
Road, Gq/Fpop'st‘;B%os.Peéz«am‘?f;rg hospitnl RECords on thé Modth
of Bugust, 2000 . hen T was there pdd what I wons beinvg tRented
For. The Gardey PaK howital has wot Respocded +o the Letter Hhat I
Mpiled coneernivg this OR avy 1feMlon.,

IN the Month of Tuwe, 2c0M, T did plso wirite o did GWVE PERMss/0d
For SoMeonE 4o help WRIte o e LNiVeRs Hy Medicnl Center hospital
of Jnekson Q500 North state st Taekson M5, 392.05. R«Ej@ifs‘f}z\/g
hospital Records For the trentmedts dode, Mosth, diay ﬁdc{yéﬁRa
The L/A/I’VEthJ'f)/ HEJ:'&A/CE:J'}ER hospfﬁ?/ has pot RE.‘Tpa:\)Cl&”d Yo
e Letizr that T mailed codeerving this iNFormatiod .

TN AHE Mo Hh aFMﬂy, 2007, T d.:d WJRITE oR did givé PERMISSIon

For somMEoNE to hElp worite fo the " ClepK wtthe HARRISon County
J4il, 104951 LarKin SMi+h DR,Gulfpoit M5, 39503, For +he Hme
that I was w ol add m y(toewey) Mp.FRed Lusi, came fo ser
ME. T Regussted the day, month mod yene Mp Foed Lusk cames
do )2/l fo visitother (NMutEs. The ¢lerk bas pot RESpor ded
Ho py LEHER st T do huve n hadd Lobitew Copey &f that Letsa.

’ siowedby Dlihee Wbics
PeRsonally Appearved BsForr me, the undersigued Ruthority iN mid
Foi 59/d JuRisdiction , the with NAME PetifonER, who, nFter b ing
by mé duly sword, Stated ow Onth #hgl e stalerments sEtFouith
INHhE pbove nydbkeragsivg wre feue pod coreect pg therei) stated.

\\‘\\ Y, JOA; Y, )
500 fo pAIS% Biaif e Fore m, this the U dnyofRugest
(;LCD @ @ =§ ..‘? C"’"fnlss:a; %EE . g }! 3 Rile
29} Mty esiSE i RN
% A'(/Buc (‘5?..‘:::? A/KJ‘T/}'E‘T} pu Blic
%ff/ * " \\\\\Q'
(/779 uw -



Denr Clerk, Mailvy dalz 5/5/0"

T weed help colceaing the yERR avd day add Howths
M. Fred Lusk comes o visit with inttates il jmil concerning
My pivest. T came Frou the hospital someting i) I belive
DECEHbER of 2003 For guw shets nsd jater Placed f}VL/auE
jm‘/ for sbout )8 mooths. ﬁbuiZ;,ch Which tine Mefred Lusk
Came prid 1alked woith me | but ead joo 6t lenst the day
Lohen did come For the pEfemd T wns thees e

ThaK e for your help 1 this matlse, /15 Appeecirted.
Foclosed (s 4 SEIE addesssed
ENVEIp pE pid Stanp
Thad K You

Please Notice Cs ppeCt oa/
a/J}/E/ME to olates AId ] D "ﬂ'O’L 343%.0

F/&?H /Quﬁ &DZ)Q_ .
Fo: Feb, Qo0 SiNCER]
/\[EG) Whchyoel W, gﬁ\f S
Michnel W. DAVIS
SoM ¢TI D0 A5
RD. RBox 149
Lf/r)l(%\/f//ﬁ Ms.
3745 1- 49

ijx:\/ﬂ/ @up/ opZe,?l?Lae sEN T ClerkaF (o J1L7Jﬁ’///§//;‘i?/9fjan/

Cocty . y / b f
- -0
Mﬁ//b(., Jo £ 7 /‘{QK ojﬁoguﬂ }f D’Z—/ 7

) 05| quf*l(m/ SMITh De.
Gulf port M5 395,73



OFFiee of the Clerk, DAtez 0=0D _ 3007,
Ms. Bethy W. Sephton,

NO. 2007-CP-00364-CoA-Michael W.DAvVis V. Shike of M55

You will Find Weloszd paper (pagesdof copies concerning
OuR PREVIoUS CORRESPoNdZNCE CoNCERNING my ATEMps 1o sbtaiy
Whal I deem NEsSARy N MichneL DAVIs's Coause. He ques NoT hiave
ANy khfol;u/éc{ja-’ about Hhe [ ao. T My sEIf Am Limited i EVERy
wIay ald detail. THe Lzgal Lao inmate frssistaos PROGRAM 15
VERy PooR with help. LES-'%Z RES &nkch by other WMales js robeler

T pM Akso lchsiy 9 A Cep 4 of A Htio that T }?rﬂ/z':'ju:ff hnd /M Schsel
Davis File back b the CrevitCourt in HARRISoN Countty
T Frel +hat it contains id Hhe Motion b Mich MoRE of
bEf;\/‘j gpecitic of Réguest iN what T NEEJ /A Michnels BricE.,

L myself suffer (Rom INsomnin, short and lon tekm MEmeris losT,
bt T will do my besT i helpivg Michsrl DAVIS. -

Agpidy plense qive hia nw EXtenison for prepaing +hais (his)
82!'6;1, AM)/ and All help is Appree pled VERY MisCh .1Jatlen by
Tack K Pt P05268.

S ijfj/\/f - .}3/ ‘

N chae?f 1 Says
Michagl W. DAVi's -Mdoe# T 5934
SMCT,IT DA Bed~9
PO, Box 14/9

LEpKEsvillE M5, 39495 ~14i9



CERTIFICATE ofF SERVICE

“This is to CERTIF, thal I, Michee W.DAVIS, the
UNJERSIGNED, haVE 1his dn}/ ad deted Mail via MNlﬁ’d

Sfﬁffs MF)//, poSﬁaja PRE- pmJ A 1rue ANd CorReCT
Copies , ptfached iNstructons o the Followivg :
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