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DEFRENDANT'S MOTION TO RRCUSE
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Thia cawee come to be beard o W.Lé,iﬂﬂl.np_unmﬂun of defendant, Phille B
Worknar, rwquosting this caurt TRz el fvm father scton in the shove emtied crux,
Petifioner alleges (1) this trial oourt has prejudged the mecte of defandant's Potitlon, fhr Writ of
Frvos Cor Nobis, which pursiant tol remend by the Supreme Cuurt ispusd on Marsh 30, 2001,
_ ﬂﬁnmﬂhmqnimdﬁhm@}}ﬁammtmmdvdﬁuﬂmﬁnﬁhrhmﬂhguhmﬁngmsﬂdm{ﬁn
e Al 23, 20UF; (3) thia coumt mpepaly mapied disclvsurs of Jersks materiel pelar b0 the
‘ettimany of defeadant's witneas; aad {4} thin oot dimsgurded defirne comscls dcteduling
m"ﬂmmmﬂiﬁpﬂﬁ,im.lumqmﬁfmmeWmﬁrmd
lrrar Coram Nobis. i' .
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Tobis. Thareaftes, this Conn eatsped by filosing nabes: Onler Keydsing Dafimne AHommey and
Btate Atamay t Refralo, Step atud Deslst From Making Amy Statements, Wiitings Or Azy
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mwmmufmcmmmm], il April 9, 200 Coveler Lo Produss A1 Unecdivent Viden
Tapes, Audio Tapes, Writizn md}kummhhhfummﬁﬂnﬂcfmmm
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Threrveftsr, deferddont, porsogik o Foles 9 md 10 of the Teznesze Rilon of Appellats
Procadpy, sght petsasion b sppeal the shove ordere. O Agerl] 11, 24801, thia cout eritered ap
mﬂ&mmmﬂmmﬁmmmummwﬁMm mrter ondors
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mlﬂdﬁuﬁumﬁwmﬂmjmmm:mmﬂmmﬁm&ﬁhunfhm
of sppest oo Maech 25, 200t mmmmmmmm@nmn 2001, wd thia court
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Ve Lostimaomzy o diroct evemlesion, See Phikip E. Workugen 1, Sta, Mo, 20T 041 A
RS.FD, (Teun, Crim. App. filed My 2, 2001, 2l Frskvon).
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Limn)intions, and falled to elbdn any evldenoe or argument which would nppart the wlling of the:
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Hooondly, it sppeacs et e 'L",I Cinrtof Crimingd Appeals hae egrecd with defindart
Nt the erders i“"“ﬂhl"‘hi‘,?“”"ﬁli' Aptil § and 9, 2007, prier b the filing of the Tennesses
Bupromp: Court's taddate, ant voidy tnd farthar fouad that (hle cut Impmaperty wrderial e
tfhmdant T3 Tum evi prior mmlm of & defmae witness bafore dirses avaminatinn of that
witneet, oo Philip K. Workman v, Sipte, Ho. W2001-00281 -COA-R0-PD (Flsd May 3, 2001, =t
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