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DISSENTING ORDER

| agreewiththemajority that the proceeding currently beforethe Inter-American Commission
on Human Rights failsto provide grounds sufficient for thisCourt to grant Workman’s Motion for
a Stay of Execution.

| write separately, however, to yet again emphasize that my view differs from that of the
majority with regard to the most important i ssue now under submission: whether to go forwardwith
Workman'sexecution. Thisissue relates back to the setting of an execution date. | declinedtojoin
the mgjority then, as| do now, far in my opinion, an execution dateshould not have been set in the
first place. In prior orders, | have observed that “Workman has rai sed serious questions concerning
whether recently discovered evidence may show that he did not kill Memphis Police Lieutenant
Ronald Oliver.” To date thesequestionsremain unaddressed, yet the majority hasafforded norelief.
Asaresult, Workman may be executed without ever having had an opportunity to press his claims
inan evidentiary hearing before any court. Based upon these concerns, | have consistently dissented
from this Court’ s decisions setting execution dates in this case. Because | did not and still do not
agreethat it was proper to have set adate for execution in thefirst place, | dissent from the execution
of the death sentence. Given theseconcerns, | dissent from the mgjority’s decision on the motion
before the Court and would grant the stay of execution.
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