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State of Tennessee

Plaintiff/Appellee

2NP RECUSAL MOTION

Appellant makes a 2" recusal request for all judges who are unnamed members of the
secret panel set for oral argument submission on Feb 10, 2021.

Appellant’s 1% recusal request was denied on Aug 12, 2020, by presiding Judge
John Everett Williams, a graduate of Cumberland School of Law at Samford University.

Appellant’s 3" request for transparent and public oral argument was denied on Feb 9, 2021,
by presiding Judge John Everett Williams, a graduate of Cumberland School of Law at Samford
University.

Appellant still desires a fair, impartial judiciary in submission to the Tennessee
Constitution, Article VI, Section 11, but the Appellant is a lowly citizen at great disadvantage with
unequal standing against Tennessee Attorney General Herbert Slatery and the power and might of
the State of Tennessee.

Appellant contends the State of Tennessee has violated Appellant’s 5" Amendment
protection under the U.S. Constitution which promises an American citizen that no person shall be

deprived of life, liberty, or property, without fair “due process” of law.
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American judges are protected and afforded fair “due process” per Hastings v. United
States, 802 F..Supp. 490 (D.D.C. 1992), but American judges are in an elite rank of American
society compared to the lowly American citizen, taxpayer, and voter.

Hastings v. United States reinforced a fundamental key “due process” principle that
“fairness” lies at the heart of our constitutional republic, but nothing about the Appellant’s process
has been “fair.”

To the contrary, the powerful criminal courts of Tennessee have been misused to conduct
brazen criminal activity against the Appellant in a John Perry — Mann Act Federal crime cover-up,
rather than for being used to provide the Appellant a fair and impartial “due process” in
accordance with the founding principles of the American judicial system.

The brazen criminal activity includes: 1) Nashville Police protected child-molester John
Perry in July 2008. 2) Nashville Police knew about John Perry’s child sex abuse across state lines
in Oct 2012. 3) Nashville Police told 2000 Covenant Members there was nothing to the child sex
abuse claims in early 2013. 4) Nashville Police falsely arrested the Appellant in Nov 2015 to
protect the John Perry — Mann Act Federal crime cover-up. 5) Nashville Police testified against
the Appellant in Sept 2017 to obtain a malicious and wrongful conviction. 6) Nashville Police and
the Nashville DA’s Office concealed their knowledge of John Perry’s child sex abuse during the
Appellant’s trial while a trusting jury was told that John Perry’s child sex abuse was “myths and
a red herring.”

The brazen criminal activity under “color of law” was not a fair, impartial “due process.”

The ongoing process at the moment is unfair, especially since the Appellant does not know
the names of the secret panel members assigned to the Appellant’s case, and the Appellant has

been denied the time-tested opportunity to verbally argue his case against Tennessee Attorney



General Herbert Slatery or General David Findley in a transparent public courtroom before any
citizen voter or taxpayer who wishes to attend the public hearing.

Presiding Judge John Everett Williams denied the Appellant’s oral argument effectively
three times, but Judge John Everett Williams projected a public image via the Carroll County New
Leader on Aug 6, 2020, that the Court of Criminal Appeals is still holding transparent hearings in
person, or via live streaming on you tube, or by using a toll free number to listen to oral arguments.

Appellant is aware that other Tennessee attorneys and Tennessee cases are being argued in
public, transparent settings before Tennessee Courts via various technologies like Zoom, but the
Appellant has been denied oral argument in a transparent, public setting in accordance with a fair
and impartial “due process.”

With this new unfair, secretive process being implemented, Appellant is therefore denied
the ability to physically see the unnamed judicial panel members, and is also denied the opportunity
to ask reasonable questions about any conflicts of interest the unnamed judicial panel members
might have with powerful Attorney Worrick Robinson, a graduate of Cumberland School of Law
at Samford University, or any other members of the powerful Robinson Family.

With this new unfair, secretive process being implemented, Appellant is therefore denied
the ability to see the unnamed judicial panel members, and is also denied the opportunity to ask
reasonable vetting questions of the unnamed judicial panel members about any other possible
conflicts of interest, including imprisoned ex-Judge Casey Moreland, Judge Steve Dozier, Judge
Cheryl Blackburn, Nashville Police, Davidson County Sheriff’s office, DA Glenn Funk, the
Nashville DA’s office, Nashville Metro Government, Attorney General Herbert Slatery, Gov. Bill
Lee, Covenant Presbyterian Church, Christ Presbyterian Church, Stephens Valley Church, the

Nashville Presbytery, the Presbyterian Church in America, Montgomery Bell Academy, Harpeth



Hall, Julia Green Public School, Christ Presbyterian Academy, Belmont University, Federal Judge
John Bryant, .F ederal Judge William “Chip” Campbell, Jr., Attorney Larry Crain, Attorney
Michael Brezina, Attorney Autumn Gentry, Attorney Robb Harvey, WSMV TV, Demetria
Kalodimos, Dickinson-Wright Law Firm, protected child-molester John Perry, any other friends
of unnamed judicial panel members who might be protected child-molesters, or if any of the
unnamed judicial panel members favor legalizing and privatizing child sex abuse and child
pornography, or if any of the unnamed judicial panel were judges who determined that Knoxville
area women have no right to privacy and can be stalked at a public mall by a man photographing
female private areas, or if any other judicial panel-political friendships exists which might result
in the Appellant not receiving a fair and impartial judiciary to afford the Appellant “due process™
as promised by the Tennessee Constitution, Article VI, Section 11, and the 5™ Amendment of the
U.S. Constitution.

Appellant fully realizes that the secret panel is already set and there is nothing the Appellant
can do to ensure beforehand that a fair and impartial “due process” takes place at the Tennessee
Court of Criminal Appeals. However, the Appellant simply makes this 2" recusal request for the
public record to affirm that the Appellant has not willingly waived or forfeited his constitutional
right to a fair and impartial judiciary and “due process” in a transparent public courtroom as
afforded by the Tennessee Constitution, and the U.S. Constitution.

Appellant prays the unnamed judicial panel will not knowingly and willingly participate in
a Mann Act Federal crime cover-up to protect child-molester John Perry, or anyone else involved

in the on-going criminal activity.



Respectfully Submitted, >
Mol Z/ZM’M- &(/ﬂ/—,

Willie Austin Davis - Citizen

221 31% Ave. North Apt# 135
Nashville, TN 37203
615-999-8190 fmdshiloh@aol.com




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Willie Austin Davis, hereby certify that a true and exact copy of the foregoing motion
has been forwarded by United States Postal Service, first class, postage pre-paid, on Feb 10%,
2021, to the following parties:

Attorney General Herbert Slatery
General David Findley

Office of the Tennessee

Attorney General

301 6™ Ave. North

Nashville, TN 37243

Willie Austin Davis, Citizen

221 31% Ave. North Apt# 135
Nashville, TN 37203
615-999-8190 fmdshiloh@aol.com
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numerous connections to the alleged gang rapes of a 6" grade Brentwood Academy student,

including new emails sent to the faculty of The Ensworth School and many others. Ex. 1

. Tragically, in the case now before the Honorable Court, John Perry’s child sex abuse victim,

redacted, has been used and manipulated to protect an on-going Mann Act Federal crime

cover-up.

. Per sworn testimony in a related case (M2018-redacted-COA-R3-CV), redacted told MNPD

Detective Chuck Fleming about the child sex abuse across state lines during a two and a half
hour interview on Oct 22, 2012. Ex 2 - Pgs 10-12, 24-25, 34-35.

Five years later, on Sept 11, 2017, redacted personally attended the Appellant’s criminal
trial as the Mann Act Federal crime cover-up continued before a Tennessee criminal court
and Judge Steve Dozier. Appellant Declaration

As the Appellant’s malicious retaliation trial took place, redacted personally knew about the
child sex abuse across state lines, along with Nashville Police, but the exculpatory
information was withheld from the Appellant during the exchange of discovery in violation
of the Brady Rule. (Brady vs. Maryland 373 U.S. 83 (1963)).

Asst. DA Chandler Harris knew the John Perry child sex abuse was a fact, but he mocked
the child sex abuse as “myths, a red herring, and ideations” and proceeded with a malicious
prosecution and wrongful conviction which criminalized, demonized, damaged and defamed
the innocent Appellant. Appellant Brief — Pgs 40-41

Post-conviction, Attorney Larry Crain, who represents protected child-molester John Perry
and John Perry’s Victim #1, redacted, continued to defraud The Honorable Kelvin Jones and

The Honorable Thomas Brothers by claiming that redacted was not involved in redacted
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own child sex abuse cover-up, even as redacted sued the Appellant for $3 million as another
aggressive action in the on-going cover-up. Appellant Declaration

On Sept 11, 2018, Appellant finally obtained sworn testimony from child sex abuse expert
witness proving redacted and Nashville Police knew about John Perry’s child sex abuse
across state lines which was not disclosed to the Appellant prior to the Appellant’s trial on
Sept 11, 2017. Exhibit 2

On Feb 27, 2020, Attorney Larry Crain’s defrauding of Tennessee Courts was rewarded by
the Tennessee Supreme Court with a $2.1 million default judgment against the Appellant
because the Appellant refused to provide any names and information to the child-molester’s
attorney during a Mann Act Federal crime cover-up which has included numerous threats
and acts of vandalism.

Since the Appellant is now still threatened, falsely convicted and defrauded by a $2.1
million judgment in Tennessee civil and criminal courts, Appellant respectfully requests that
the Honorable Court grant this motion for an oral argument in pursuit of transparency and
substantial justice.

Appellant prays The Tennessee Court of Criminal Appeals will not knowingly and actively
participate in criminal activity to protect the on-going Mann Act Federal crime cover-up, or
reward fraud and deceit to protect child-molester John Perry.

The Honorable Court is all powerful to administer substantial justice and Appellant prays
the Honorable Court will exercise sua sponte authority to declare the innocence of the

Appellant.
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IN THE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS OF TENNESSEE .
AT NASHVILLE Appellate Courts

STATE OF TENNESSEE v. WILLIE AUSTIN DAVIS

Criminal Court for Davidson County
No. 2017-A-62

No. M2019-01852-CCA-R3-CD

ORDER

This appeal has been placed on the Court’s February 2021 Docket for consideration
on the briefs of the parties, without oral argument. The Court previously denied the
Appellant’s request for oral argument. The Appellant has again renewed that request. For
the reasons previously stated, the renewed request is hereby denied.

Presiding Judge John Everett Williams





