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lounsel Mo PRilip Ray YWorkman

Phllip Foy Workmoen respeocifuilly reguesis thart the oo basne ol 218y e SadcuTono
currenily sat Yor Aapecil 6, 2000, AL 1 Aa.m- In suppoeert thereof, Workaosar sl ar

1. O Mdarch B, ZOULHY., Workman {ilenl witly thee pane! o elodion To Recpen the
proceadings in Aorikman v, Bell, Mo, S5-6652. Workiman pAased his Mlovicn T Roopwi S iy
Facts U1at €17 rh= Stace lamilud 10 prodizes An x-ray thar Woorkeoman subpoenasd on June 2. 1F%95:
(23 Workrman First learned ot Lhe x-ray A cxisence un Febroary I8, Z000: and (3) the x-Tay
lemvea the panel mo doulbt that Woearknnean did mor wheest ehe wietimmn,. hdesophie Folics LLEUIT2TRLT

Honnld Mliser .

2. Cm hduarch 7. 2000, the proel ordersd the Stare 1o reApona to Workrnan' s onon To

Reopen by MMarch &, 2000

a I Wacch &, 2{HMN, the St.—;.t; zaspeanded and Workman iled o reply.

2. ©on wlarch 23, 200, Workman filed with the panel (13 A moticn reguesting thar the
panel dicinee rrie ot T W WEER e — T prr v inawan f ITR JOT S O, iagmnlicabhle e
crEcifierd claiza workrman dosirss 7 preEsent in a cecond Dibeas pofiteon; Ey 3 mmacFitotl iRt
sheuld Section 2244 apply . the pansl aurfforics Worldhaen to present specified clairmoe o a
second petition: and (3] & reguest that The nanel stay Workinpan's mxesulion nnril, at the ey
leasr, thizx Coarr finally resolves the moticons Wackman filed

= 3 March 31, 2000, tne panel denied the motlons Workman $ileel.

& ©Oin April 3. 2000, Workman filed rehearing petitions and sugEesticns for rabeATiTLE
= BEDC on U deniol of (1) his Mooon To Recpen, and (23 his agation reguesring That thisx
Cour. Jeclare the AETIVA garekesper provision inapplicatale.

7. & deorh SEOLEOCS GRNEGT bBe carricd onr while substanial issues teanain cutatarcting
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in federal habeas proceedings. See Barefoot v, Estelle, 463 1J.S. 280, 888. 103 5.Ct. 2383,

-7 ILL.EAd.2d 1090 (1983) For the reasons expressed in the rehearing motions pending betfore

this Court, Workman presents this Court substantial issues respecting the consritutional

validity of his firsi-degree murder convicrion and resulting death senience - including whether
Workman is innocent of capirtal murder and cannot be executed.
SHEHEREFORE. Warkman respectfiully reqguests thart the en banc Court:

1. Stay his April 6. 2000, 1 a.m.. execution if the en bane Court will nor resalve the

pending rehearing motions prior to thar time;

2. Stay his April 6, 2000, 1 a.m.. execurion if the en banc Court grants one oOr IMore

of the pending rehearing moticns; and

3. Order such other relief as the en banc Court deems jusrt.

Respectiially submitred.

Pl e O —
Christopher M. Minton
OFFICE OF THE POST-CONVICTION
DEFENDER
450 James Robertson Parkway
M™Nashville, Tennesses 27243
(515) 253-1986
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