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STATEMENT OF THE AMICI CURIAE 

The Pennsylvania Association of Criminal Defense Lawyers ("PACDL") is 

a professional association of attorneys admitted to practice before the Supreme 

Court of Pennsylvania who are actively engaged in providing criminal defense 

representation. As Amicus Curiae, PACDL presents the perspective of 

experienced criminal defense attorneys who aim to protect and ensure by rule of 

law those individual rights guaranteed by the Pennsylvania and U.S. Constitutions. 

PACDL's membership includes more than 900 private criminal defense 

practitioners and public defenders throughout the Commonwealth. PACDL works 

to achieve justice and dignity for defense lawyers, defendants, and the criminal 

justice system itself. 

PACDL members represent criminal defendants, many of whom are persons 

of color or other minorities who have been the subject of discriminatory practices 

and, in that capacity, must ensure that the guarantees of equal protection under the 

law and the right to a trial with a reliable verdict are protected. 

The Defender Association of Philadelphia is a private, non-profit 

corporation which represents a substantial percentage of the criminal defendants in 

Philadelphia County at trial, at probation and parole revocation proceedings, and 

on appeal. The Association is active in all of the trial and appellate courts, as well 

as before the Pennsylvania Board of Probation and Parole. The Association 



attempts to insure a high standard of representation and to prevent the abridgment 

of constitutional and other legal rights of the citizens of Philadelphia and 

Pennsylvania. 

PACDL and the Defender Association of Philadelphia address the Court in 

this matter because of the need, 35 years after the seminal decision in Batson v. 

Kentucky, for this Court to reaffirm the importance of that holding and respond to 

and hereafter prevent the pernicious practice of excluding citizens from jury 

service not for what they believe but for the color of their skin. 

Pursuant to Pa.R.A.P. 531(b)(2), Amici state that no other person or entity 

has paid for the preparation of, or authored, this brief in whole or in part. 
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE  

Amici Curiae adopt and incorporate herein the Statement of the Case as 

presented by Appellant in his Brief to this Court. Amid emphasize the stark 

factual circumstances of this matter: 

• Appellant is African-American. 

• The Commonwealth, with eight available peremptory strikes, used 

seven to exclude African-American prospective jurors and its eighth 

to exclude a non-Caucasian prospective juror. 

• The prosecutor acted intentionally in using race as a basis for jury 

selection. 

Commonwealth v. Edwards, 177 A.3d 963, 972-973 (Pa. Super. 2018). 
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SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 

The protection of Pennsylvania's Constitution against twice being placed in 

jeopardy is properly invoked when a prosecutor engages in misconduct and "the 

conduct of the prosecutor is intentionally undertaken to prejudice the defendant to 

the point of the denial of a fair trial." That standard is unquestionably met when a 

prosecutor uses all eight peremptory challenges to remove persons of color seven 

African-Americans and one other non-Caucasian from the jury pool. The Double 

Jeopardy protection must apply for Mr. Edwards and, prospectively, for any person 

convicted after a Batson violation that was not remedied at time of trial. 

Batson violations are intentional the Equal Protection guarantee is 

breached only when there is invidious discriminatory purpose. Such violations are 

also invidious in their impact jury diversity increases verdict reliability; and they 

are invidious in implementation, as intentionality means the prosecutor lied to the 

Court, when claiming there was a race-neutral reason for one or more peremptory 

challenges. 

This combination of intentionality, the diminution of verdict reliability, and 

intentional misrepresentation to the trial court, meets the test of "overreaching"— 

the prosecutor, as representative of an impartial sovereign, seeking conviction at 

the expense of justice. 
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For these reasons, a bright-line rule barring retrial after a post-sentence 

finding of a Batson violation is mandated by this Court's Double Jeopardy 

precedent. Imposition of such a rule will not impede the fair and lawful 

prosecution of those who have been accused of crimes. Amici show that, in the 

thirty-five years since Batson, there have been 314 reported Batson decisions and 

only 23 grants of relief, a rate of fewer than one per year. This is significant, as it 

shows that imposing a Double Jeopardy bar in those rare instances where Batson 

violations are not remedied at trial will not result in a flood of dismissals. 

A bright line rule will also serve as a strong deterrent to this form of 

prosecutorial misconduct and further increase vigilance on the part of trial courts in 

seeking to prevent race-based peremptory challenges. Deterrence is a recognized 

value in enforcing constitutional principles; and, because Batson violations can be 

corrected during the jury selection process and thus before jeopardy attaches, there 

will be no risk of dismissal when violations are detected and corrected before the 

jury is sworn. 

Nothing less than a bright-line rule would be effective, as all Batson 

violations are over-reaching and pernicious. And at a time when, sadly, implicit 

biases are still pervasive in the courts and the criminal law system, it is essential 

that this Court implement a rule that not only is commanded by its precedent but 
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that also demonstrates and gives effect to this Commonwealth's commitment to 

equal justice. 

6 



ARGUMENT 

BECAUSE A BATSON VIOLATION IS INTENTIONAL, REFLECTS 
THAT THE PROSECUTOR IS SEEKING CONVICTION AT THE 
EXPENSE OF JUSTICE, AND IMPAIRS THE RIGHT TO 
RELIABLE VERDICTS, THE REMEDY FOR SUCH MISCONDUCT 
MUST BE THE BARRING OF RETRIAL IN THOSE RARE 
INSTANCES WHERE THE EXCLUSION OF RACIAL MINORITIES 

FROM A JURY IS NOT REMEDIED AT TRIAL. 

This Commonwealth's constitutional guarantee that no person shall be twice 

placed in jeopardy, Pa. Const. Art. I, § 10, applies "when the conduct of the 

prosecutor is intentionally undertaken to prejudice the defendant to the point of the 

denial of a fair trial." Commonwealth v. Johnson, 231 A.3d 807, 821-22 (Pa. 

2020), quoting Commonwealth v. Smith, 615 A.2d 321, 325 (Pa. 1992). Where a 

prosecutor uses every one of the Commonwealth's eight peremptory strikes to 

remove minorities (seven African-Americans and one other non-Caucasian) from 

the jury and is found to have done so because of race, there has been conduct 

"intentionally undertaken to prejudice the defendant" and "den[y] ... a fair trial." 

Such is the case for Appellant Derrick Edwards, as no conduct could be more 

egregious than the "eight for eight" strikes of the prosecutor, entitling Mr. Edwards 

to the Double Jeopardy protection found in Johnson and Smith; and so, too, must 

the Double Jeopardy protection apply in any of those rare circumstances that a 

Batson violation is found but not remedied before the jury is seated and sworn. 
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A. Batson as a Fundamental Guarantor of Equal Protection  

"[A] defendant is denied equal protection of the laws when tried before a 

jury from which members of his or her race have been excluded by the State's 

purposeful conduct." Powers v. Ohio, 499 U.S. 400, 404 (1991). The right to 

equal protection was extended in Batson v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 79 ( 1986), to 

provide defendants a means to challenge the use of peremptories on the basis of 

race. Powers, 499 U.S. at 405. Batson makes clear that Equal Protection is denied 

any time there has been even one instance of "purposeful discrimination in 

selection of the petit jury ... on evidence concerning the prosecutor's exercise of 

peremptory challenges at ... trial." Batson, 476 U.S. at 96. 

B. Pennsylvania's Double Jeopardy Protection  

This Court's line of cases from Smith to Johnson makes clear that the 

Double Jeopardy protection applies if three criteria are met: 

• The conduct at issue must be any form of "serious prosecutorial 

misconduct"; 

• The conduct must be undertaken "intentionally"' with the purpose of 

denying the defendant the constitutional right to a fair trial; and 

1 Johnson extended the reach of Pennsylvania's Double Jeopardy protection 
to circumstances where the prosecutor's misconduct is undertaken recklessly or 
"with a conscious disregard for a substantial risk" that the accused would be denied 
his right to a fair trial. 231 A.3d 826. Because all Batson violations are by their 
nature intentional, the alternative "reckless" mens rea is not included here. 
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• The conduct must meet the threshold of "overreaching[.]" 

Johnson, 231 A.3d at 822; see also Smith, 615 A.2d at 325. The last criterion, 

"overreaching," is described as "signal[ing] that the judicial process has 

fundamentally broken down because it reflects that the prosecutor, as 

representative of an impartial sovereign, is seeking conviction at the expense of 

justice." Johnson, 231 A.3d at 824 (citation omitted). 

C. Batson Violations Exemplify "Seeking Conviction at the Expense 

of Justice."  

A prosecutor's "purposeful discrimination" is the kind of intentional conduct 

Johnson and Smith prohibit. Intentionally striking potential jurors because of their 

race, both on its own terms and due to the consequence of reduced verdict 

reliability, as detailed below, seeks "conviction at the expense of justice." 

A second aspect of a Batson violation confirms that it meets the 

Smith/Johnson Double Jeopardy threshold. Batson violations are predicated on a 

finding of purposeful discrimination. Foster v. Chatman, 136 S. Ct. 1737, 1747-48 

(2016) (confirming that Batson violations are found only when there is "purposeful 

discrimination" and reaffirming that Equal Protection violations may be found only 

when there is "invidious discriminatory purpose ..."). By definition, this means 

that the prosecutor's claimed race-neutral justification for the strike or strikes is 

false. Offering an untrue rationale to a trial court—especially one derived from a 
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discriminatory intent is "overreaching" and is a paradigmatic case of acting "at 

the expense of justice." 

D. Batson as Fundamental to a Fair Trial.  

Batson is fundamental to the right to a fair trial because diverse juries 

enhance and indeed may ensure verdict reliability. As early as 1973, well before 

Batson was decided, this general principle was recognized: 

When any large and identifiable segment of the 
community is excluded from jury service, the effect 
is to remove from the jury room qualities of human 
nature and varieties of human experience, the range 
of which is unknown and perhaps unknowable.... 
[I]ts exclusion deprives the jury of a perspective on 
human events that may have unsuspected importance 
in any case that may be presented. 

Peters v. Kiff, 407 U.S. 493, 503-504 ( 1972) (Marshall, J., opinion announcing 

judgment of the Court, joined by Douglas and Stewart, JJ.). As the Court affirmed 

in Miller-El v. Dretke, 545 U.S. 231, 238 (2005), racial discrimination injury 

selection "casts doubt" over the entire legal process, permits prejudices to cloud 

judgment, and compromises the right of trial by impartial jury. 

Other states' highest courts agree that a Batson violation undermines verdict 

reliability. One court concluded succinctly, "diversity begets impartiality." State 

v. LaMere, 2 P.3d 204, 212 (Mont. 2000); see also State v. Saintcalle, 309 P.3d 

326, 337 (Wash. 2013) ("more diverse juries result in fairer trials"). 
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That which courts have intuited has been borne out by social science 

research. Diverse juries deliberate longer and more thoroughly and, as a result, 

generate verdicts of greater reliability. As a 2019 survey of research concludes, 

"diversity among jurors has a positive influence on the quality of jury deliberations 

and verdict fairness." Margaret Bull Kovera, Racial Disparities in the Criminal 

Justice System: Prevalence, Causes, and a Search for Solutions, JOURNAL OF 

SOCIAL ISSUES, Oct. 31, 2019, available at https:Hdoi.org/l0.1111/josi.12355 (last 

visited Apr. 7, 2021).2 

The most-cited research on this point is Samuel R. Sommers, On Racial 

Diversity and Group Decision Making: Identifying Multiple Effects of Racial 

Composition on Jury Deliberations, 90 JOURNAL OF PERSONALITY AND SOCIAL 

PSYCHOLOGY, 597-612 (2006). Of particular note is Sommers' finding that: 

[h]eterogeneous groups deliberated longer and 
considered a wider range of information than did 
homogeneous groups. However, these differences did 
not simply result from Black participants adding 
unique perspectives to the discussions. Rather, White 
participants were largely responsible for the influence 
of racial composition, as they raised more case facts, 
made fewer factual errors, and were more amenable to 
discussion of race-related issues when they were 
members of a diverse group. 

2 This correlates with other research which demonstrates that "jurors mak[e] 
harsher judgments about defendants from different racial or ethnic groups (i.e., 
outgroup members) or, conversely, more favorable judgments for defendants from 
the same racial or ethnic group ...." Jennifer S. Hunt, Race, Ethnicity, and 
Culture in Jury Decision Making, 11 ANNUAL REv. LAW SOC. SCI. 269-88 (2015). 
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Id. at 606. 

One other finding has special significance: "[D]iverse groups made fewer 

factual errors than all-White groups [and] inaccuracies were more likely to be 

corrected in diverse groups." Id. at 608. A Batson violation a deliberate attack 

on jury diversity therefore meets the second criterion of the Smith/Johnson cases: 

it is an act that occurs with the purpose of denying the defendant his constitutional 

right to a fair trial. 

E. The Remedy of Double Jeopardy Dismissal Is Fair and 
Proportionate.  

Because of the intentional nature of all Batson violations, each time such 

conduct occurs it meets the threshold of egregious action and prosecutorial 

overreaching. Amici show here that precluding retrial after a prosecutor has been 

found to have deliberately excluded potential jurors because of their race is 

proportionate even in light of the legitimate interests of the Commonwealth to 

bring those who have committed crimes to justice. Such a rule will demonstrably 

affect only a minuscule number of cases; its approval will encourage trial courts to 

be vigilant during jury selection and deter prosecutors from such misconduct; and 

because jeopardy does not attach until after a jury is fully seated and sworn, 

redressing Batson violations during the voir dire process will mean that the remedy 

will be necessary only in the rarest of circumstances when an appellate court 
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concludes that there has been intentional discrimination that was not remedied at 

trial. 

That such instances will be rare indeed is proved by the history of race-based 

jury challenges in this Commonwealth. April 30 of this year will mark the 35th 

anniversary of Batson. In that time, as is detailed in Appendix "A," 3 there were a 

total of 314 post-trial Batson challenges reported in this Commonwealth, fewer 

than ten per year. And of those, only 23 were successful,4 an average of under 0.66 

per year. In Johnson, this Court expressed concern that a Double Jeopardy 

dismissal should not be used excessively because offset against "the defendant's 

interest in a fair trial [is] society's interest in bringing criminals to justice." 231 

A.3d at 822. Even if the current rate of initially-unremedied Batson violations 

3 A search was conducted in the Westlaw database for every decision from 
the Pennsylvania Supreme Court, Pennsylvania Superior Court and Pennsylvania's 
Courts of Common Pleas that cited to Batson v. Kentucky, even if Batson was 
mentioned solely to describe the history of the case. Every case identified in that 
search be it one involving post-trial motions, direct appeal, or PCRA was then 
counted and catalogued for its procedural posture and outcome. 

4 There were 278 cases involving Batson claims that were unsuccessful: 

215 were dismissed due to lack of merit; 69 had been waived; 15 were 

characterized as Batson claims but were actually something else; 6 were 
withdrawn; and 8 cases referenced Batson claims, but failed to elaborate on the 
claim in the final disposition. Of these 278 unsuccessful Batson claims, 22 claims 

were dismissed for more than one reason. Overlapping reasons included the claim 

being both waived and meritless, the claim being waived but used incorrectly, or 

the claim being meritless and used incorrectly. 
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were to double this would mean that in the next 35 years a total of 46 cases would 

be dismissed, or 1.3 cases per year out of tens of thousands of cases brought 

annually in this Commonwealth. "[S]ociety's interest in bringing criminals to 

justice" will be fully protected. 

But even these dismissals would be unlikely to occur if the bright line 

remedy of a Double Jeopardy bar were applied. Such a rule would have 

tremendous deterrent effect, causing prosecutors to think twice before using race as 

a factor in jury selection. Judges would be incentivized to be more vigilant in 

scrutinizing Batson challenges; and because such errors can be remedied before a 

jury is sworn, jeopardy would not have attached, the Batson error would have been 

cured, and dismissal after appeal would not be an available remedy. 

Deterrence is a recognized value in Constitutional jurisprudence and in 

determining remedies after repeated violations have occurred, especially where 

there is "willfulness and prejudice[.]" Government of the Virgin Islands v. Fahie, 

419 F.3d 249, 254 (3d Cir. 2005).5 "Deliberate misconduct is targeted for extra 

5 Deterrence is also an appropriate consideration under a court's supervisory 

power which can be used "to deter future illegal conduct." United States V. 
Chapman, 524 F.3d 1073, 1085 (9th Cir. 2008) (citation omitted); United States v. 

Simpson, 927 F.2d 1088, 1090 (9th Cir. 199 1) (same); see also United States v. 

Serubo, 604 F.2d 807, 817 (3d Cir. 1979) ("[D]ismissal of the indictment may be 
proper even where no actual prejudice has been shown, if there is evidence that the 

challenged activity was something other than an isolated incident unmotivated by 
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deterrence because we expect willful misbehavior to be the most effectively 

deterred by enhanced penalties." Id. at 255 (citation omitted); see also 

Commonwealth v. Merry, 904 N.E.2d 413, 424 (Mass. 2009) ("where the 

prosecutor's conduct is otherwise so egregious ... dismissal is warranted to deter 

similar future misconduct") (citations omitted). 

"[T]he remedy a state court chooses to provide its citizens for violations of 

the Federal Constitution is primarily a question of state law." Danforth v. 

Minnesota, 552 U.S. 264, 288 (2008). With a history of race-based jury selection 

spanning the 35 years of Batson's applicability, continuing practices with roots 

going back more than a century before that, deterrence is needed. 

F. The Continuing Impact of Racism and Implicit Bias Warrants 

This Court Taking Action.  

Mr. Edwards' claim did not arise in a vacuum. Sadly, issues of race, racist 

belief, implicit bias and disparate impact continue to plague the criminal justice 

system, affecting its outcomes and influencing perceptions regarding its legitimacy 

and independence. Applying the Double Jeopardy bar to post-trial reversals for 

violations of Batson would demonstrate, in a profound way, Pennsylvania's 

sinister ends, or that the type of misconduct challenged has become ` entrenched 

and flagrant' in the circuit. "). 
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commitment to deterring and preventing the continued intrusion of racial inequity 

and discrimination into its system of justice. 

A report on equity, diversity and inclusion in the Philadelphia court system 

released in July 2020 found "a culture of nepotism, mistrust, and racial tension that 

is constantly brewing and occasionally bubbling to the surface" and a "troubling 

pattern of racial resentment among some white staff and judges."' A sizable 

portion of judges and court staff-22% and 17%, respectively reported 

experiencing discrimination in some form at work.' Black female judges, in 

particular, noted significant experiences of bias and exclusion.' More than half of 

the judges who participated (55%) expressed discomfort discussing race and 

racism at work.' The report concluded that, "[i]n a court system, a lack of support 

for [equity-related] conversations can foster a culture of implicit and explicit bias. . 

»lo 

6 Center for Urban and Racial Equity, First Judicial District of 
Pennsylvania Equity Organizational Assessment Report, July 2019, at i & 44, 
https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/6983680-First-Judicial-District-of-PA-
Equity.html#document/p 1 (last visited Apr. 7, 2021). 

I Id. at v, 33-34. 

8 Id. at i-ii, 15, 20. 

' Id. at vi, 37. 

10 Id. at 17, 44. 
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The study reported a troubling belief among some white judges and staff that 

institutional and structural racism are not significant factors in modern society." 

The report also found a pattern of racial resentment among some white judges and 

staff who complained about what they perceived as reverse racism and who shared 

their view that reverse racism is as significant as racism against people of color. 12 

Similar concerns were voiced at a February 2021 public hearing convened 

by the Pennsylvania Senate and House Democratic Party Committees to discuss 

racial and gender bias in courts across the Commonwealth. 13 Black attorneys 

testified to their own experiences of racial discrimination in the courtroom." 

Egregious examples of overt racism continue to be reported. In 2020, a 

Common Pleas Court judge from Allegheny County was sanctioned for racist 

remarks concerning litigants who appeared before him, including on one occasion 

berating an assistant district attorney for not removing a black woman whom he 

11 Id at 44. 

12 id. at i, v, 33. 

13 PA Senate & House Democrats Join PA Legislative Black Caucus for 
Hearing on Racial and Gender Bias in the Courts, https://pasenate.com/hearing-
on-racial-and-gender-bias-in-the-courts/ (last visited Apr. 7, 2021). 

14 Id 
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referred to as "Aunt Jemima" from the jury panel in a criminal case. 15 A 

Philadelphia County court employee was fired last year after tearing down "Black 

Lives Matter" signs and declaring that black lives do not matter to him. 16 The 

report on the Philadelphia court system published in 2020 included a complaint by 

a female African American judge that she was the subject of a racist and sexist 

threat that appeared to come from a fellow judge or court staff member.' While 

not representative, these isolated incidents are nonetheless cause for concern. 

A recent study revealed that implicit bias is also prevalent among and 

impactful on the judiciary. '$ The study concluded that judges harbor many of the 

15 Mick Stinelli, Former judge Mark Tranquilli sanctioned by state's Court 

of Judicial Discipline (Nov. 19, 2020), https://www.post-gazette.com/news/crime-
courts/2020/11/19/pittsburgh-allegheny-county judge-mark-tranquilli-sanctions-
court-discipline-racist-statements-misconduct/stories/202011180142 (last visited 

Apr. 7, 2021). 

16 Lauren del Valle, Philadelphia court supervisor fired after video shows 
him tearing down signs and saying black lives don't matter (June 16, 2020), 
https: //www. cnn. com/2020/06/ 16/us/Philadelphia-court-supervisors-b lack-lives-
matter-signs/index.html  (last visited Apr. 7, 2021). 

17 Laura McCrystal, City Council criticizes Philly courts for inaction on 

systemic racism (Dec. 7, 2020), 
https://www. inquirer. com/news/Philadelphia/Philly-courts-racism-karen-simmons-
roxanne-covington-20201207.html (last visited Apr. 7, 2021). 

11 Bernice P. Donald, Jeffrey Rachlinski and Andrew J. Wistrich, Getting 
Explicit About Implicit Bias, JUDICATURE, Vol. 104 No. 3 (Fall/Winter 2020-2021), 

18 



same implicit associations as most American adults. For example, using the 

implicit association test, the study found that 80 percent of white judges more 

strongly associated black faces with negative words and white faces with positive 

words. Black judges expressed a more complex pattern, with some judges showing 

the same white-good/black-bad association as white judges, but an equal number 

showing the opposite preference. These results suggest that judges are no different 

than most adults in the United States. 19 

And all of this is in the context of a judicial and prosecutorial system that to 

many may appear to be not representative of the population as a whole.20 All of 

the 67 district attorneys in Pennsylvania in 2021 are white.21 In fact, prosecutors 

throughout the United States are predominantly white.22 According to a report 

https://judicature.duke.edu/articles/getting-explicit-about-implicit-bias/ (last visited 

Apr. 7, 2021). 

19 Id 

20 Alicia Bannon and Janna Adelstein, State Supreme Court Diversity-
February 2020 Update, https://www.brennancenter.org/our-work/research-
reports/state-supreme-court-diversity-february-2 020 -update (last visited Apr. 7, 

2021). 

21 This conclusion is derived from visual review of biographical data 
published at https://www.pdaa.org/da-directory/ (last visited Apr. 7, 2021). 

22 America's Prosecutor Problem, http://interactive.fusion.net/how-to-rig-

an-election/district-attorney-race.html (last visited Apr. 7, 2021). 
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published in 2015, more than 90% of prosecutors are white even though white men 

and women make up only approximately 60% of the population.23 

The justice system disproportionately punishes minorities. In Pennsylvania, 

black people are almost nine times more likely than white people to be 

incarcerated .21 Disproportionality breeds distrust. A 2016 survey conducted on 

behalf of the National Center for State Courts found that a majority of the African 

Americans who participated in the survey (56%) felt that an African American 

defendant would suffer bias at the hands of a white judge, while 30 percent of 

white participants felt the same way.2s 

Context matters. Mr. Edwards is entitled to the protection of this 

Commonwealth's Double Jeopardy protection for the reasons detailed above; and 

so too are those who hereafter suffer intentional discrimination in jury selection. 

The persistence of bias in the adjudicative process is an added reason to declare 

23 Id., citing 2014 report by San Francisco-based non-profit Women Donors 

Network. 

24 The Sentencing Project, State-By-State Data, 
https://www.sentencingproject.org/the-facts/#map (last visited Apr. 7, 2021). 

2s Gerstein Bocian Agne Strategies, Annual National Tracking Survey 

Analysis (Dec. 12, 2016), 
https://www.ncsc.org/_data/assets/pdf file/0018/16128/sosc 2016 survey_analys 

is.pdf (last visited Apr. 7, 2021). 

20 



this remedy as that ensured by law. It is time for this Court to declare a strong 

remedy when prosecutors engage in purposeful discrimination in jury selection. 

CONCLUSION  

A Batson violation, by its nature, is an act of intentional discrimination 

against prospective jurors and an attack on the fundamental right to a jury that 

deliberates carefully and impartially. It ranks among the most serious forms of 

prosecutorial misconduct, and it clearly constitutes the type of "overreaching" this 

Court has deemed eligible for Double Jeopardy protection. Accordingly, for the 

reasons contained herein, Amici request this Court to bar retrial of Mr. Edwards 

and declare that any Batson violation not corrected at trial will hereafter preclude a 

retrial. 
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741 (Pa. 200 1) 

PA Superior Corm z D z 
Caunnanrealth v. Phillips. 2017 WL 
5509893 (Pa. Super. CL 20 7) 

Common Pleas 
Unsuccessful claim die claim ,,as tacritless !- - c 

z 
- •Conrmaa-.Itnv. Phillips. 2017 WL 

10311400 (Pa. C. P. 2017) 

PA Superior Court 

_ — _ 

s D ` 
_ 

816 (Pal Supe . v. Phillips, 601 A.2d 
816 (Pa. Super. CL 1992) 

C-nae neolth v. Porter PA Suprcmc Court s P s 
Cap, a v .1th v. Parter. 728 A.2d 
890 (Pa. 1999) 

Comrnonneealth v. Proctor PA Supreme Court ` P z 
Cantnromreaftlr v. Procrar, 737 A.2d 

724 (Pa. 1999) 

Comnmrnvealth v. Prodc 

am rr —hh , it nun 

Common Pleas 

z 

D 
` 

` 

Comnro0h v. 1 .2005 WL 
60678088 ( (PaPa. C. P.- 2..5005) 

` Common veoltlr v. Rainey. 928 A1d 

215 (Pa. 2007) PA Supreme P Court D 

Car—,, v. Rankin PA Superior Court txr 
v 

D 
` z 

Creeolth WL 58 5066 ( v. Rankin, 2 0 6 

WL 5865066 (Pa. Super. CL 2016) 

Common..-Ith v. Rav Conunon Pleas s P s 
Comnronmmfth v. Ray. 2004 WL 

5541142 (Pa. C. P. 2004) 

rim . ecru 

_ram,rare %I)h It n! aMw-vrir 

u.vu•mn . md• ,Imp I 

,nn 'ru r Inn, ap• 

PA Supreme Court 

PA Supreme Court 

Common Pleas 

(Same case as the other Reid, but (his is 

Supreme Court No, 563) 
Unsuccessful claim: PCRA mvieo-, funds no 

creorm PCRA 's decision to deny a regms( 

for dsicovery, etc. on a Barso n claim. Also 

funds the claim itsclr is meridess. 

— Can—, v. Reid. 99 A.3d 470 

(Pa. 2014) 

(S,vne case as the other Reid, but this is 
Supreme Court No. 564) 

Unsuccessful claim: the claimwas maritless 

` 

• 

Cari a(mreald, v. Reid 99 A.3d 427 

z (Pa. 2014) 

Unsuccessful claim the claim was meridess • ` z Coauuomrealrh v. Reid, 1993 WL n 

1156018 (Pa. C. P. 1993) 

PA Sup-me Court s 

z 

D 

D ` 

z 
Camnron —111, v. Reid. 235 Aid 
1124 ( Pa. 2020) 

Caran on ventrh v: Rica. III A.2d 
990 (Pa, 1998) 1%Arcvmr .hen t%-i-a,+.wan 

il ..-di 

♦ 

PASuprcmc Court 

' - 

PA Superior Court 

BAD LAW-reversed on appeal by 

Commomvea/th v. Rica, 711 A.2d 990 (Pa. 

1998) 

_ 

s 

- - i '- Cbramom..111, v. Rico, 662 A.2d 

ID76 (Pa. Super. CL 1995) 

Im` •_! run 

Pmcrnnninn —1, nhe R—, nhrectinn Con nmmreallll y. Rivera. 20(Yf WL 
hhCononomvealtlr r. Rivera (Alex) 

Ì.anvnomvealfh v. Rivera 

Common Pleas 

PA Supreme Court P 

5581303 (Pa. CY P. 2007) 

C non. nreallh v. Rivera, 119 A.3d 

365 (Pa. 2018) 

Coon—n•ealht v. Roane. 142 A.3d 
79 (Pa. Super. CL 2016) D 

a Is  a 
Courmomvealth v. Rogers PA Superior Court D 

Utshccessfid claim die underlying Batson 

PA Supreme Court claim is nicridess. tlns trial counsel cannot 
be found ineffective 

I!qWb WNW 
Corm— -lllr r. Roger,- 2017 WL 
465327 (Pa- Super. CL 2017) 

Canai .... n alth v. Roffin.738 A.2d 
435 (Pa. 1999) 

Corsi—n n hh v. Roney PA Supreme Court 

s P 
Carnamtin-Ith v. Rollins. 2019 WL 

3731902 (Pa. Super. Cl. 2019) 

Co  ..anrealth v. Rooney. 79 A.3d 

595 (Pa. 2013) 

4* %a to►-:W 
Conmranuwith v. Rouse. 2010 

WL 8334939 (Pa. C. P. 2010) 

P 

MV we 
Lonnnomveahh v. Raise Conuuon Pleas D z 
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Caumonu ealth v. Rush. 646 A.2d 
557 (Pa. lY94) 

d •r mpokme 40 
Comnromrealth v. Snncl- PA Su reme Court P s D 

Commanu-Rh v. Sancher, 36 A.3d 
21 (Pa. 201 1) 

Conmau.eealth v. .Sanders Cormrson Pleas s D ` 
Ca, au, Bald, v. Sanders, 2005 
WL 6066837 (Pa. C_ P. 2005) 

- 
Comnmmvealtl, v. Santa- PA Superior Court s D s 

Corrnau,nmollh v. Santana. 2014 
WL 10965769 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Couunonreahh v. S..aulers PA Superior Court Pe D 
` 

946 A.2d 776 (Pa. Super. CL 2008) 
946 A.2d 776 (n v. Super CL 

PA gap or Corr[ UnnsecessCd claim the claim was waived 
P• 

... -- — - _ _ - _ ._. _` - WL 10 19342valt( v. Smmge . 2014 
x WL 10919342 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014)_ 

Q . PA Superior Court 

_ ` 

P 

` 

WL 6073766 (Pa. Super. CL 2088) 

Common-alth v. Scott PA Superior Court ` D ` 
Common..-11h v. Scott. 212 Aid 
1094 (Pa. Super. CL 2019) 

Conunomneallh v. Scott (Dmrnd) Common Picas ` D s 
Connumnavllh v. Scan. 2009 WL 
7228519 ( Pa.  C. P.2009) 

Coamomnealih v. Sepulveda PA Supreme Court s P s 

Comnmmrealth v. Sepulveda. 55 A.3d 
1108 (Pa. 2012) 

Comniomeealth v. Shannon Common Pleas ABatson claim does not cover age 
adm dislmfiou 

` 
D 

` Canmm•u an ealtlr v. Shannon, 2012 
WL 7688025 (Pa. C. P. 2012) 

n Canon-alth v. Shehon PA Superior Court •r 

``M 

s 

s 
x 

D 

x`   

Canmamvealth v. Shelton . 240 A.3d 
921 (Table) (Pa. Su mr. CL 2020)  

cotnmonwmltlr u. Sinnna 
662 A.2d 621 (Pa. 1995) r 

Urst-essild claim; the claim was meridess 
Note: W.D.Pa granted petition for Habeas 

PA Supreme Court Carpus relief in 2005 

e+ - PA Supreme Court x D 
canm,am 'd v. S.....mn... 
804 625 (Pa. 2001) 

vnar ,•.•ma , .mm • - T  UnsuccessfU claim; dse claim was naeritless 
u reme Court PA Supreme P 

Couurmmrealth v, Sinonons. 1 
78/ A.2d 943 (Pa. 2001) -  

,• • a e -1.1 +.r n •• . Umnccessfid claim: the claim was meridess 
•• Conmaon Pleas - v _ _ _- _ 

Can ... ornrealth r. Sinrmots. 2013 
WL 10572523 (Pa. C. P 2013) 

Common Picas 
s 

v D ` Conunonv ealth v. Sinomns, 2013 
WL 10595630 (Pa. C. P. 2013) 

Coanonrealth n. Soon— PA Su or Court 
(Lanei!l1 N• D 

x 
ConunonuraUh v. Sinuuons. 2018 
WL 3827275 (Pa. Super. CL 2018) 

Comnrornreelth v. Siun1— PA Softens, Court ` P ` 
n r v S 53 (Pa •2013j inquon, GG A.3d 

C  omveoldi v. Sistruuh 
PA Su (Edmond) Pcrior Court v P ` 

Comnunnrealth v. Sistrunk, 2016 WL 
6198035 (Pa. Super. CL 2016) 

ra ` PA Superior Court ` P s s Coanne,to ra 1- Si CL 2019) 19 WL 
4880959 (P Per. 

• Unsrccessfrd claim Lln claim was meridess 
Common Pleas 

Cm m m Snr nanea!!h v. itlr (Clifford) PA Supreme Court 

•• 

- 

` 

v 

- 
- 

p 

' s 

- 

- 

-- 

C'onurmuvealtfr v. Sistrunk. 2015 WL 
13122284 (Pa. C. P. 2015) 

- mm•.onsealth v. Smith. 650 A.2d C 
863 (Pa. 1994) 

PA Superior Court s P s 
Comnaanncalth v. Smith. 2013 WL 
11254782 (Pa. Super. CL 2013) 

,mr a .mt Connnon Pleas Unsuccessful claim Ilse claim was rneridess 

mI'  

-N-9 •• •- ` ` f - 
=— v 

_ - 

Camuamrealdn r. 5)nith. 2012 WL 
9515114 (Pa. C. P. 2012) 

tnpW ' PA Superior Court Pc 'bnti. 

nmh• '1nh h 
Q 

Coninmmvealth v. Smith (James) PA Supreme Court 

•i  

s 

s 

v 

D 

P 

D 

s 

` 

x 

_ 
Conunomvealth ». Smith. 2017 WL 
5483253 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Cmmnmnmead6 v. Smith. 17 A.3d 873 

s (Pa.2. 200111) 

Con n.i na Sap v. Smite 866 A.2d 
1138 (Pa. Snper. CL 2005) Co ononmealth v. S)rilh Nichoeq PA Superior Court Pe 

` 



Master Sheet 

Case Name Trial/Superior! 
Supreme Court 

Notes NUInB✓Lmn Withdra+v, 

elubm &4­' 

el tiro 

Unlmrtn Successful 

resultW Barsnu 
Batsoo claim Claim 

Unsucce 

cful 

B,m 

Claim 

Appealed Remanded for Remanded 

(mcaur., BaLsmr) fur ne+v 

the case• evidenliary triad 
should not hearing 

he caed 
to our r ttotal 

number) 

Direct 
Appebl 

CDx't. 

PCRA 
(.'P.', or 

Both 

(°f31')9 

Corr Findir 
Dedhned In decision nn 

Discuss the the merib 

Issue 

 A L 

Fi fing: 

meritlesc 

claim 

 A L 

Finding: Finding: 
%Vairet Uryi(rrnprime 

use of Baesnn 

claim 

Finding: 

­&W 
din ing 

PRCA 

Cilia! 

_ 

4&db&JMW 4W 

Conu.....0 eallh v. Smith (Navne) Conmeu Pleas x D x 
C.,­­­ 111, v. Smith. 2013 WL 

12385058 (Pa. C. P. 2013) 

C'ommmnvealth v. Smith PA Superior Court 
(Wi(Jredo) 

x x 
Coanuon,realth, .Snhh. 2015 WL 

6956600 (Pa. Super. CL 2015) 

ConS,onu,ealth v. Smith (Witlie) PA Superior Court 
A prior PCRA petition by this defendant 

denied a Batson claim unaware of the basis 

` P ConouSnrealdr v..SSilh. 2013 WL 
11259315 (Pa. Super. CL 2013) 

Cormnomreahh v. Snnr(sk PA Superior Court Y p° x D x 
Commanu eatd, r. Snndsky, 609 A.2d 

643 (Pa. Super. CL 1992) 

PA Snprcnnc •Court  
' 

mi 

Coto rinds the PCRA coon incorrectly 

ap•iicd Batson as a new rule of law 

te Umuceesshd claim the claim as m 

x 

x x 

P 

x 

Conmranceallk n. Sneed. 899 A.2d 

1067 (pa. 2006 ) 

eerilless Cornnronv 1U v. Sneed. 2007 WL 
6695483 (Pa. C. P. 2007) _ 

' 

rw«m•J•a,sr.•(.TY mu 4Comrnon Pleas 

C tSnornaeallh v. Speigh! PA Supreme Court 

_._ 

— _ - 
x P x 

Co r v. Speigh! . 966 A.2d 

59 (Pa 2009)  

Commonwealth v. Spell PA Superior Court x p x 
Cnrnmmreahh v. Spell. 2016 WL 

5938503 ( Pa. Super. CL 20 16) 

Cotmnomrealth v. Spence PA Supreme, Court x D x 
e lih 

1176 ( u' 93)n Spence. 627 A.2d 

Conmromv-111, v. Spclz PA Supmme Court x p x 
1191 7veahlr v. Spotr. 696 A.2d 

1191 (Pa. 2006) 

Cmmmmuveallh v. Spmgeou PA Superior Court x D x 
Cmrrn ornreallh v. Spurgeon. 2015 

WL 6132666 (Pa. Super. Cl. 2015) 

Coinnionivea(Ih v. Stan ord PA Superior Court .r ]x x 
D x 

201 9 WL 691ru.n 622 ( v. Super. rd. 018) 
WL 6618622 (Pa. Super. CL 2018) 

Comnronmealdi v. Stanley PA Superior Court 
A prior PCRA petition by this defendant 

denied a Batson cla im unaware of We basis 
x P 

Connnwnre0h v, Stanley. 2018 WL 

1465454 (Pa. Super. CL 2018) 

Unsuccessfrd claim the claim was tneridess 
nww•,a,drn N-•u rl•r• PA Superior Court 

JJJ 

Cnrnomrealdi u. Stun. 573 A.2d 
1132 (Pa. 8nper. CL 1990) 

try- n !:.ewes Common Pleas x p x 
Conrrmm•reoldr v. Stern. 2007 WL 

4964417 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Camummreahh v. Slidhmn Conurwn Pleas 

o qou, ­111, I ./,PA Superior Court Prosecution made the BnLmn oblce tioa 
!>c _b 

x 

x 

— 

x 

x 

p 

P z 

_ 

x 

x 

Canuumnrealth v. Slidham, 2003 WL 

2571/095 (Pa. C. P. 2003) _ 

Caram•rrru e;in i. Sr•w.  2018 WL 

2769052 ( Pa. Super CL 20181 _ 

C 187732realth v. Stone. ) 017 WL 

10187732 (Pa. C. P. 2017) j• 

- MAN 

C 29910 (ea. S p ryr . 2018 WL 

5629910 (Pa. Super. CL 2018) 

■■ 
Common Pleas Successful claim 

••s• 
I•" • 16 • uYls 

v. Taylor (Gusers) PA Superior Court 

ism W @` -0 
4L . _ W 4  _ 

Inappropriate use of the Batson role as 

Conuoomveallh v. Terry PA Supreme Court Defendant is attacking array of venire not 
de peremptory challenges used 

x D x 

Co touweald, v. Terry 521 A.2d 

398 (Pa. 1987) 

Cmnrrrou,v Idr v. Thorn, PA Superior Court x D x 
Conmronu eahh r. Thonon. 201'1 WL 

336172 (Pa. Super CL 2019) 

Coinrnorveahh v. 77,o.- PA Superior Courtx 
(Dunne) 

p x Cormn (n Iih v. Tha„os, 2020 WL 

33250 (Pa. Super. CL 2020) 

Cwnn.. ... rtth v. Thomas 
(1 ederlcld PA Sapiens, Court 

x D - x 
Comnoutvealdr v. Thomos.717 A.2d 

468 (Pa. 1998) 

Cnunornveatth v. Thomas (Lerav) PA Supreme Court 
Canorrnrealli v. Thomas, 44 A.3d 

12 (Pa. 2012) 

Comno,ovealrh v. Thomas PCRA 
(RicharN 

z P x 
Cmnmmrca111, v. Thongs. 2002 

WL 34401698 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Comma+u,salth v. Thompson 
(Dr c ldey) PA Superior Court x D x z 

Cmmaourealtk v. Thonpson, 2016 

WL 5865006 (Pa. Super. CL 2016) 

Comnamvealt6 v. Tlmmpson PA Superior Caul 
(Chapel) 

x D x 
Cc,u onvealth v. 7hourpson. 2014 

WL 10936776 ( Pa. Super. Cl. 2014) 

77th i We longer opinion of flit one already 
PA Superior Court in line sable 

Unsncetful claim the claim was w•ai ed 

_ 
x 

_ 

= 
x 

_. 

WL 10588729 v.. Sup r. 01 .2014 
WL 10588729 (Pa. Super. CL 2014) 
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Cirntini 

Commmnrealtl, v. 7'l.ompson, 

lUb A.3J 712 (Pa. Super. Cl. 2014) 

CommomF--III v. Thompson 
(plf e) Conunon Pleas x D x 

Con,mwnrealth I,. Thompson. 
2613 WL 8563532 (Pa. C. P. 2013) 

Commomv-111, v. T lky 

Ca-,,—,r-111, v. Tonm h, 

PA Supreme Court 

- 

® 

x 

x— 

P 

_. .. 

D 

x 

x 

Cwamonuealfh v. Tillev.790 A.2d 

649 (Pa. 2001) 

 2 A,2d 1275 P.  Sap- CL 

f,82 A2d L75 ( Pa. Supcc CL 1996) 

Cwnrnonu' v. T.F.-l-, — --

106 A.3d 591 (Pa. 2014) Cmnmamveahh v. Tun'les PA Supmmc Court 

Con,n,on-alth v. Tucker  

Com+xmmreald v. Tdl 

Conw+anrealth v. T villey 

Conunon Pleas x 

x 

D 

D 

© 

x 

x 

Conm,omvcalth v. Teal,— 2006 WL 

54303 71 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

(mmamnrea5 k v. Tull. 4o Pa. 
DC•C3d 305 •Pa. •C P VVuIFN71 

Cammwnveohh v. Tvilhy. 612 A.2d 
1056 a. Sup- CL 1992) PA Superior Court 

Conouoniv-11h v. Tyler Conunon Pleas x D x 

ConunomI ./Ih v. Tyler, X. 2007 WL 

6971611 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Canunonmedth v. (/derra PA Supreme Court x P x x 
Conunon—Ifhv. Uderra. 
862 A2d 74 (Pa. 2004) 

C.,— .. v. Ulen PA Superior Court s D x 
Co on-allh v. Ulm, . 607 A.2d 
779 (Pa. Super. CL 1992) 

Connnomreohh v. Vega Conunon Pleas x D x 
54 auawnrea. C v. 10 06 2006 WL 
5430251 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Cornu.omveahh v. Firms Conunon Pleas x P x 
Cwn+nwnreaIII, v. Imes, 2012 WL 
8470820 (Pa. C. P. 2012) 

Conm+wnneolth v. Vivian Conunon Pleas x P x 
Cwnmmnrealth.c 19rian. 2007 WL 

6913377 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

ea':d hl 

o—. ,l+ 

Common.vealth v. Walker 

Comma Pleas 

Unsuccessfal clahn: inappropriate use of Elm 

Batson rule e 

NOTE: the cL inr was :Jreody litigated for 

_ _ a a•u 

• 

_ 

r 
x  

Cormnarnreall1, v. IPadd)+. 2006 WL 

5429251 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

FIND THE HISTORY _ 

Conunan Pleas 
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x 

x 

> D 

D 

x 

x 

Co.nn,onw.aIrh , Wadrly, 2002 WL 

34254663 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

00. APWA 
Conuuouoeahh v. IPalker. 2002 WL 

34401742 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Cwnmw,—Ilh v. Ward PA Superior Court x D x 
Comma+rnraltl, v. Ward. 2018 WL 

6191089 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Coou,.wn'—fth v. Warner 

(Antonio) 
PA Superior Court x P 

x t, Conunoneaf h v. IVarner. 2017 WL 

117697 Pa. Super. CL 2017 ( p ) 

Comma....vea[III v. Warner 

(Ardonio) 
PA Superior Conn x 

Cunnuan—.fth v. If rner, 2013 WL 

11253756 (Pa. Super. CL 2013) _ 

Coummmnealth v. Washaor Common Pleas x D x 
Conmma.reafth v. 7Pashmn. 1988 WL 
1652873 (Pa. C. P. 1988) 

Comummvedth v. IVashingron PA Suprenu; Court x P x 
CamnrmnceafU+ v. TTashingron. 
927 A2d 586 (Pa. 2007) 

Cans..o"Inalth v. IVatli+u' 
(C-11) 

Conmron Pleas x D ' 

Con nio-ralrh v. Watkins. 2007 WL 

S581011 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Co+nn,ona-11h v. Walk-ins 

(Gerald) 
PA Supreme Court x P x x 

Con,nm..F-1/l, F-1/1". W lb-, 

109 A.3d 692 (Pa. 2014) 

Conmronmeatth v. Walson PA Superior Court x P x 
C.nonon-olll— Il'alson.2018 WL 
652925 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commornnenitlr v. IVemnr 
pA Superior Court x x 

C-n-,,nmallh r. 11'em+nr. 568 A.2d 

1252 tPa. Su CL 1999) 

Conm.on,v-1ih v. W—er 

(Trwnelp 
CotmmnPlcas x D \ 

Cwnoranura[tlIth + r. IR•aver, 2006 WL 

5428896 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Conmomvealth v. Wharton PA Suprcnre Court s D s s 
Conuvonmealth v. If'harton. 
811 A.2d 978 (Pa. 2002) 

Cruvnomnealth v. Wheeler 

L 

PA Superior Court 

Q nn 

s D s 
Co.'- -1f), v. 717rceler, 

645 A2d 853 (Pa. Super. CL 1')94) 

Conanan.realth v. IVilliams 

(A❑d-+ 0 
Conunon Pleas s D s 

L'omn,on-sill, v. l.'tlrlwnv',1UU+ 

WL 25652495 (Pa. C. P. 2003) 
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980 A.2d 510 (Pa. 2009) 
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_ _ v be found ineffective 
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WL 10934161 (Pa. C. P. 2015) 

Con, rnomvcohh v_ Williams PA Superior Court 
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Camnrwnrea/,/, v. 11')/lionra. 2016 

WL 5266587 (Pa. Super. CL 2016) 
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732 A.2d 1167 (Pa. 1999) 

732 A.2d 116 h v.. 1999) 
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863 A.2d 505 (Pa. 2004) 
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C—oa e—N, v. Henderson. 2007 WL 

5194170 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Coonnomrealrh v. Hill Deanna) PA Supreme Court This is c• pl,i-d in die history. 
( not dr. oPim..'s dis.tssion 

p x 
Caunno,nvrahh v. Hill. 16 A.3d 484 

(Po. 2011) 

Commono-111, v. Hilt (July) PA Superior Court x x 
Camrno,ne-llh v. Hill, 727 A.2d 578 

(Pa. Super. CL 1999) 

C000-e-.111, v. Holland PA Superior Court x D x 

Cnmmn,nrcuilh v. Holland. 2017 WL 

764517 (Pa. Super. C1. 2017) 



Final Batson Claims Only 
C— Name Trial /Superinrl Notes Not a Boa,. 

Suprm urt ne Co cl An,-m 

Crana—uealth v. Holloway PA Supreme Court 

WRhdrs— U.kuoun result Seem,. ful 

A• elaim Io B—on .halm On,— Claim 

Un.ucc o Appealed 

ssrel (owning 
A the 

Claim should not 

hr e,unled 

to ur b."d 

number) 

x 

Renmded for 

Bnl.. an f ns idenlinn 
hem'ing 

IDireet Court Deelined 

rAppcul .. D1.ru.s the 

.("DIP. I—s, 

+PCRA 

r U'uh 

B 

Finding: 

deei3W. , 
t m he men`s 

Finding:, 

ieritl tm 

,lain, 

x 

Finding;. 

Waived 

Finding 

Imrppruprhue 

u,e rnasa, 

Onin. 

Finding: s,ahs d Cirnrion 

dud.g PRCA 

Ith x 1039 (P v. Hollmvay, 739 A.2d 
.rv1999)  

Connmm"u"Ith ,,!loll, PA Superior Court x D x 
Comnranr¢ulih v. Flaffy, 2015 WL 

8454980 (Pa. Super. CL 2015) 

Common—.111, v. Hoboes (Karim) PA Superior Court x D' 

Corm...,, m.1fh v, ifalmcs. 2017 WL 

6330696' a. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Cannnwrnrala, v. H es olm (K,,fe) Common Pleas x D 
Cmnta,nu a/d, v. Haloes. 2007 WL 
5004352 (Pa. C. P. 20071 

Commannealth v. Horne PA Supreme Court x x 
Comoonveulll, v. Horne, 635 A.2d 1033 

(Pa. 1994) 

(,'onmm..-,hh v. Hornezes 

Unk,mrn claim: Batsan mmntiancd in 

Common Pleas procedural history, but final decision 

mknonn 

x 

Cammunweu/Ih v. Ifomezes. 2002 WL 

34401663 (Po. C. P. 2002) 

Conunomreahh v. lh pperter_ PA Superior Court x D x 
Cannna nucalth v. ih,ppe,re— 242 A.3d 

410 (fable) (Pa. Super CL. 2020) 

Convnenveolth v. lfnrchinsan PA Supreme Court x P x 
Co nannou 111, v, lfnrchinsan. 25 A.3d 

277 (Pa. 2011) 

Cammamra"/" v. Jackson 

(Edmm•dl 
PA Superior Court x p x 

Cc 
10979627 (P.. Super ck an 014)4 WL 

Can nnnrn,ralrl, v. Jacks.,, 

(Edward) 
PA Superior Court P x D 

x v. Jackson, 562 A.2d 338 
- Ct. 

(Pa. Super. CL 198`1) (Pa. 

Conurrwnreahh v. Jackson 

[Lmrrence) 
PA Su Court Superior x D ` P .. Super. CL 19 9jckson. 561 A.2d 335 

( per. 

C—aunovealth v. Jackson 

(Ronseerl 
Common Pleas x D x 

e 
7279969 ( afth lP 20 B)o. 2008 WL 

Common+calm v. James PA Superior Court x P x 
Comm.,nreallh v. James, 2017 WL 

1018538 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Coni onwealth v. Jeffcoat-Parker  PA Superior Corot x D x 
Camnrarorallh v. ✓eflc oat-Parker. 2019 
WL 3231251 (P.. Super. Ct. 20 19) 

(David) Canunomveoltl, v. Johnson David 
PA Su Court The trial was held prior to Be-,,. claim 

perior Culls 
x 

P 
x Commoomvealth v. Johnson. 945 A2d 185 

(Pa. Super. CL 2008) 

Connnan-alB, v. Johnson (Glen) Common Pleas x D x 
Comu,.rnveoltl, v. ✓afnuen, 34 Plula. Co. 

Rptr. 506 (Pa. C. P. 1997) 

Connnwnreallh v. Johnson (Kevfn) Common Pleas x P x 
Can ea v, 111 ✓.lose,. 2003 WL 

25972055 (Pa. C. P. 2003) 

Coni nanuealth v. Johnson (R.C.) PA Superior Court x D x 
Com,no,nrculd, v. Johns.,. 534 A.2d 511 

(Pn. Su CL 1937 Super. 

Conunonrealth v. Johnson 

(Brillion) 
PA Supreme Court 

- 

x p x 

Conrmoravealth v. ✓.luuen. 139 A.3d 1257 

(Pa. 2026) 

Coni nenrealth v. Jones (Aarod PA Supreme Court x D x 
` .n, o9 ea716 ✓ones. 665 A.2d 491 S, v.  

C.mman walm v. Jones (Carlos) PA Superior Court x x x 
C.m no—.lth v. ✓ores, 2013 W7. 

11253326 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

C.nrm.mrraltlr v. Janes (Coralie) PA Supeior Court x D ' 

Commameahh v. ✓ones. 2015 WL 

6666221 (Po. Super, CL 2015) 

on Cnnonwealdn v. ✓ones 
(DiI ,gele) 

PA Supreme Court x D 
x 

n llh v. Janes. 560 A.2d 308 
(Pa'199U)ca 

C—metro-11h v. Jove, Damon) ( PA Su Court The issue nos already tried, barred from 
prone appealing the same issue 

x P x x 
Cmnmmnvea/rh v. Jones. 912 A.2d 266 

(Pa. 2006) 

Ca nnenvealth v. Jones 

(Englrinin) 
Common Pleas x P 

x 
5429067 eallli v. ✓ones, 2006 WL 

(Pa. C. P. 2006) 

CamnanwealB, a ✓ones (James) PA Suprcmc Court x B x x 
Comm-1lh v. ✓anus. 951 A.2d 294 

(P.. 2008) 

Commlomrenith n. Jordan PA Superior Court x D x 

C—nuns ealth v. Jordan, 2018 WL 

1789811 (Pa. Super. CL 2018) 

Camrnamrealth v. Kebede PA Superior Court x P x 
Commemeofth v. Kebede, 2015 WL 

7575706 (Pa, Super. Ct. 2015) 

Colnnomrcallh v. Kendrick, PA Superior Court x P x 
Commava-11h v. Kendricks, 2016 WL 

3034749 (Pa. Super. CL 2016) 

Cammnuwealdn v. Kennedy 
Comon Pleas Care... x D x 

ly . 2004 W1 

388352 (Pa. C •P 2004) 

Conun.mrealth v. Kennegv 

(Christopher) 
PA Superior Court x P x 

Convnanreallh v. Knmedy. 237 A.3d 1081 

(Pa. Super CL 2020) 

Cotmnoon•eal/h v. Keys 

The appellant brought a dift'—.t claim 

PA Superior Court under a Baum, claim x P x 

C. mumeahh v. Kq,. 2014 WL 10889705 

(Pa. Super. CL. 2014) 

Conanonnald, v. Lambert PA Supreme Court x D x 
Connnonweallh v. Loather. 603 A.2d 568 

(Pa. ) 992) 

Ce-nenreallh v. Laagersa a 

JD—yl) 
Common Pleas p ' 

7242036 (11/tC1r v•L-geervan, 20078 M. 
72421136 . 20081 

ConnnenreaIn, In,,, Look (Robert) 

Notr this is a successful claim in E.D.P, 

PA Superior Court (2012): but this case isn't discussing that. 
The referenced claim is cxplahmd in the 

procedural history 

x 

Con rnu n vealth v. Lark.. 2019 WL 3917390 

(Pa. Super Ct. 2019) 

C.—no-111, v. Lou Common Pleas x D x 

C.mm.mveuhh v. fen. 2012 W1, 765397 

(Pa. C. P. 20 12) 



Final Batson Claims Only 
Case Narm, TriallSuperiur/ Notes Nal a ltarsrn1 

Suprune Court claim 

CommonrealU, v. Lee PA Superior Cowl 

Withdrawn U,knonn mull Succ—rul 
B:num claim to B,—,; claim Balm„ Claim 

U-acce Appealed 
,rul (uuamng 
Run Il:c ease 
Claim should and 

he ernmtcd 
0 our mtnl 
aunalr¢r) 

s 

Rem,mdcd liar IDirerl 
Bar.—eesiden0ars r Appeal 
hc:: IClv6 

rPCRA 
r("P"I,or 
t Bo0h 
a(nBw)r 

D 

Court Destined Finding•. 
n: Di'—' are decision an 
Issue ,he neritr 

Finding: 
muill— 
claim 

Finding: 
Waived 

x 

Finding: 
Innppr.prlant 
u: or Rntson 

claim 

Finding: nahcd Cihnion 
during PRCA 

Commomveulth v. Le¢, 2020 WL 1042638 

(Pa. Super. CL 2020) 

Conmronm.hh v. Lewis PA Supreme Court I lris is discussed in lb.mm. 3 
(Reginald) Id) 

D x Cmm•mrnreulrh v. L,,vis. 567 A.2d 1376 
(Pa. 1'769) 

Commomrealth v. Ligon, PA Supreme Court x B 
` ` C . (Pa.. 2 1009) alrh v. Ligans. 971 A.2d 1125 

009) 

Cq.,nu sold, v. Llo)d PA Superior Court s D s 
(a. Super. CL. v. Lle)d. 545 A.2d 890 
(Pa. Super. CL 19681 

Comnonirealllr v. Leach (Jeron,)' PA Superior Court 
No. 23680-1988 

x P x 

Camnomealll, v. L ... h, 2015 WL 8550372 

(P.. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Cornnromrea/di v. oLoaclr /Jerom ). PA Superior Court 
No. 6738-2010 P 

v D 
x Con nveohh , Leach. 2013 WL ona 

112732(.8 (Pa. Super. CL '_U 13) 

Conu..cou 111, v. Long PA Superior Court v D ` C.. Sup.. Ct. v. Long. 532 A.2d 853 
(Pa. Super. Ct. 1987) 

Connnomvealrh v. Lopez (Jose) PA Superior Court s P x 
v. Lopez. 2015 N2 668948G C a. super. Ct. 

per. (Pa. Su CL 2015) 

Cnnunonuealtlr v. Lovejoy Common Pleas x 
Comnonveahh v. Lm+ejay. 2005 WI. 
5809091 (Pa. C. P. 2005) 

v. ,Llamero Common Pleas x D x Con rahli v. A/urrero.2004 V&Cmnmomrealth 
5388399 (Pa. C. P. 2004) _ 

Conunonnealllr v. rLlarsh.// PA Surcmc Court 
e) (Jerom p 

x D 
x Co.....arcahh v. Alash.11. 947 14 A.2d 7 

(Pa. 2006) 

Conuncia-1tl, v. Marsholl (Jerry) PA Supreme Court x P ' 
Cm ..... c vrold, v. A/.rshall. 810 A.2d 1211 
(P., 2002) 

Common—Ith v. M—n (Andre) Common Pleas D > 

Commomrealth x Masan, 2008 WL 7638197 
(Pa. C. P. 2008) 

Comn— mmmaltlr v. Alaron A prior PCRA petition by dais defendant 
(Le onoend) PA Superior Court denied a Batson claim. unaware ofdre 

basis 
x P 

Con000,meallh —Varou, 130 A.3d 6U1 
(P.. 2015) 

- unlmmm mrswer. Court declines to review. 
the Burson issue due to another issue 

Conunoneeolrh v. Alolths- (Rod) PA Superior Court requiring a remand 
Not,: was a successful claim at the lower 

coo t 

x x 

Cammer—lth v. Mmtho— 2015 WL 
7260349 (Pa. Super. CL 2015) 

Co,s omr,.lth' Max"vell PA Superior Courtx P 
Conrnromveul9r v. A/oars//. 232 had 73r) 
(Pa. Super. Cl. 2020) 

Conuuom"'Ith v.+L/m•hou Common Pleas x D ' 
Commomvcoith v. ADh¢ir. 1997 WL 
34659141 (Po. C. P. 1997) 

Camrnonve./th v. A/ccallisrer PA Superior Court 
(Dort,) P 

s D 
` Conmo,ru-111, . Akc.11ivter. 2014 VII. 

10802720 (Pa. Super. CL 2014) 

Conmrornv,alrhv.A/cCas'kill PA Superior Court x D x 
Comnarnreald, ¢ AI Caski!!. 2017 WL 
2791143(P.. 2017) 

Conrnmrmeulth v. VoCornrlck PA Superior Court x x 

Connnomvealrh v. A/eCa,vnlek. 519 A.2d 442 
(Pa. Super. CL 1986) 

Commm•.rea/th v. VfcCracken Common Pleas x D 
Commomrealth v. McCracken, 2012 WL 
9515401 (Pn. C. P. 2012) 

Conane'u 1/1' "Wecrae PA Su Court declines to discuss the issue due 10 
perior Court inappropriate Comm 

` D 
x C.omonn•ealih v. AlcCra,. 2016 WL 

5266557 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Conoron "N' v..1/ccn"x " Convnon Pleas x p x 
Cemmonreallh v. AlcCrnxly. 2005 WL 
5873638 (Pa. C. P. 2005) 

Comnommolrh v. McDonald PA Superior Court x D 
Connnom..III, w AkDoaald. 2017 VII, 
4457295 (Pa. Super CL 2017) 

Conrmnmreald v. Vf Dmrell Common Pleas x D' 
Connnomvealrh v. McDor,ll. 2003 WL 
25711449 (Pa. C. P. 2003) 

Co—na'ea/d, v. WeFo-/ru Common Pleas s D ` 
Commonv¢allh v. S/cFwiin, 2002 WL 
344U 1120 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Commomveulth v. AleGrll Common Pleas x P x 
Connnumv alrl, v. McGill. 2002 WL 
34400890 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Connueou-lrh v. tIcKendrick PA Superior Court x D ' 
Connnomvealrh v. AkXea,hic6-• 514 A 2d 
144 (P.. Super. CI. 1986) 

Co-nen e.lrlr v. ,L/eRnight PA Superior Court x x 
C...... vcohlr v. McKnight. 2014 WL 

10558199 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Connnonvealrh v. Prosu;utim, mad. the Batson objection A/cA'au PA Superior Court 
` Co'--ra eolrh v. Af A'cu. 2014 WL 

10558709(Pa.Super. Cl- 2014) 

Co—na-111, v. I&A'ei! PA Supreme Court 
•isroplmr) 

x P s (Pa• 199G),cIIf v. McA'ei/. 679 A.2d 1253 

Commomrealth v. 1kA'ed (Kerry) PA Superior Court s P x 
Commonr,-; v. AlcAeil. 2016 WL 
5866495 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Connnonuealth v. bfedma Common Picas 
(.4nihonv) 

v 
D 

c Connnomvealrh v. Medina. 2006 WL 

5429062 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Commmm-111, v, dledba Common Pleas 
(Clrristloi) 

s D s 
Common—hh v. A/,din.. 2004 WL 

5393577 (P. C. P. 20041 

C.nunan-.1d, v. Ifejd-Maros PA Superior Court x D s 
Commonveulth v. Afejiah/alas, 2014 WL 
109371/4 (Pa. Super. CL 2014) 
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Que N„me 

Coflon"nmuhh v. Melton 

Trial I5uperlor/ 

Sup,'rmr Cuurl 

PA Superior Court 

Nate. Nor a Ronan 
claim 

Withdro Unlmoss Cult 

Burson rich. to Butsan claim 

S-a—ful 

Bmsun China 

Unsta aAppealed Remunded tirr 
,,fad es Ira r Ing Bat.—/rs idenllur, 

Ban rl,c heu 

Clain, shauld nut 

he vaunted 
oumr owd 

,camber) 

z 

IDiart 

,Appeal 

,(' W' 

sPCRA 

t('P"6 or 

r13r4h 

,( ^5•qa 

D 

un Iadi 

to Discuss the 

Iswe 

rnt;: 
[-.,i.n m, 

the nrcrits 

anp:r 

a, ill— 

d.ina 

z 

mR: ntt: 
Waived Inupl—prim, t 

w of BaHnn 

claim 

mg:n 

dm ing PRCAf1 

nnan 

(Ya Super. Cf. 1994) 637-1.2,1 633 

Coounornreaith v. Miler 

La)npmd) 
PA Superior Court P z 

Conoua .1th v. Ali(/er, 2013 WL 

11262999 (P.. Super. Ct. 2013) 

Cam ...... hh v. Mill— 

(Jermaine) 

PA Superior Court z D z 
Commomrealth v. Miller. 2016 WL 4945496 
(Pa. Super. Cl. 2016) 

Comrnon,veallh v.,bliller (Sabrina) PA Su erior Court P z D 
z Commonnveahh v. Miller, 721 A.2d 1121 

(P'. Super. Ct. 1998) 

Cornmornreahh v. Mills (Aaron) PA Superior Court z D z z 
Carman...... th v. Mdls. 2021) WL 1490949 

(P'. Super. Ct. 2020) 

Can,rnamrealth v. Mitchell Common Pleas z D ` 
Conm,anvealth v. Mitchell, 2006 WL 
8115494 (Pa. C. P. 2008) 

Comnmmrealtlr v. Monroe PA Superior Court z D ` 
Commonpvenith v. Alnnroe. 542 A.2d 113 

(Pa Super. Ct. 1')66) 

Commonneohh "w-, Common Pleas D z 

Cornrnomveollh v. Muare, 2UU5 WL 6067702 

(P'. C. P. 2005) 

Commwnrealll, v. Morris Cm,vuon Pleas z P a 
Camrnornveuhh v. Afurris. 1993 WL 

13652'__'8 LP'. C. P. 1993 ) 

Comrrromernlrh v. AGJmnnn¢d PA Su erior Coun P z D 
` Commomrealth v V uhnmrned. 2019 WL 

2432100 (Pa. Super. CL 2019) 

Cononnmeealth v. Alynelr Common Pleas z D 
36125301 (P.. C. f P20i 2001 ; WL  

Con,momvealth v. Yen/ PA Superior Court z p a z 
Cwmno o —ith v. d'ea/, 2016 N'L 5352160 

(Pa Super. Cl. 2016) 

Common" eahh v. Oka PA Superior Court z D z _ 
Commcant—lrlr v. Oke, 2014 WL 10558734 

(Pa. Super. CI. 2014) 

Comuromrenlrh v. Oliver Common Pleas z D a 

Camnrwnv¢nIII; v. Oliver. 2014 WL 6391093 
(Pa. C. P. 20 14) 

cornmoto—ldr e. 011ie PA Superior Court z D x 

Cornnmr+naa(rh v. 011ie. 2013 WL 11250779 

(Pa Super. Ct. 2013) 

co--n-111,v. Ortiz PA Superior Court z 
Conunon,veulth v. Orris, 241 A.3d 368 

(P a. Super. Ct, 2020) 

Comnromrrahh v. Patterson Common Pleas z D 
Camrnomvealth v. Pattersnn.2U04 WL 

55475')5 (Pn. C. Y. 2U(r4) 

Canunwnredd, v. Peres 

(Praneiseo) 
Common Pleas z z 

Cammor,wcalth e. Pere_. 8 Pa. D. & C. 

4th 443 (Pa. C. P. 1990) 

- — 
Co—niol ealth v. Per—Labour Common Plans z D x ' 

Conn a,mealth % Pere_ Labour. 2006 NIL 

543U474 (P+. C- P, 20U6) 

Commonouolth v. Perrin PA Superior Court P ' ' 

Comrnorneeolth v. Perrin. 947 A.2d 1284 

(Pa. Super. Ct. 20U8) 

Conmron,reahh v. Philislin PA Supreme Court z D z z 
Cnnonnmvealtl, v. Philislin, 774 A.2d 741 

(Pa. 200 1) 

Conrmamrc hb v. Phillips 

(Derrick) 
PA Superior Court PA D s 

Comn,omreallh v. Phillips. 2017 WL 

55U9893 (P'. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Commomrealth v. Phillips (Jerry) PA Superior Court s D 
` Ct. C v. P1rilhps.601 A 2d 816 a 

(Po.. S Suup per. CL 1992) 

Commmnroeallh v. Poner PA Supreme Court P 
z z 

Comrrrornveulth v. Power, 728 A.2d 890 

(Pa. 1999) 

Comnramrealll, v. Proctor PA Supreme Court z P ' 
0"n oveulth v. P---737 A.2d 724 

(Pa. 1999) 

Co. .... on,,—I,h v. Prof,, Common Plans z D 

Co--ovealth v. Prune. 2005 WL 6067808 

(Pa. C. P. 2UU5) 

C-on ealth a Rainey 
llf clmep 

PA Supreme Court s D ' 
z 

C 2 an,o,.hh,e Rainer. 928 A.2d 215 

CommomrealUr v. R.&h. PA Superior Court ' D z z 

c 
5865066 (Par 8u Raer. C0l.r  2016 WL 2016 ) 

C—morn -111, v. Ray Common Plc's z P > (Pa. P. 2004)" Rrry, 2004 WL 5541142 

Comnro u-11l, v. Reid (Anthony) PA Supreme Court z D z 
Conrmomvcaltlr v. Reid. 235 A.3d 1124 

(Pn. 2021)) 

Contmmn—Ith n. Rica (Joseph) PA Supreme Court z D 
Conona,mea)th v. Rico. 711 A.2d 990 

(Po. 1996) 

Cammarn rdth v. Rivera (Al-) Common Pleas 

Prosecution made the Ralson abjection 
z 

C—nomveallh v. Rivera, 2007 WL 5581303 

(Pu. C. P. 2007) 

Commomrealth v. Rivera 

(11'llliarn) 
PA Supreme Court I z 

P ` Conrmon,v¢ulrh v. Rivera, 119 A.3d 365 

(Ip'. 2016) 

Co,rrnmmrea(th v. Roane PA Superior Court e D ` 
Cornrnomveollh v. Roane. 142 A.3d 79 

(P'. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Commomrealth v. Rogers PA Superior Court D ` 
per. er. Rgers. 2017 WL 465327 

(Pa. Su CL 20 ' 
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Case Nome Trial / Superior I Note+ Nolullannn 

Supreme Court churn 

Comm o—ith v. Rollins PA Superior Court 
(Salamis) 

Wiflolmn Unlmo—result Saece,sful 
But— claim to Bmran eloim Bar+o. Claim 

Unsuree .Appealed RemonJed for 
ssful wing Bncrun /e+idrnlinr) 
nason rlm ersc hearing 
Claim .haul) not 

he suunled 
10 am Inlal 

number) 

IDi—i 
Appad 

i("•i 1. 
r PCR,\ 

rI"Prij 
r Balm 

r 

p 

Court Declined Finding: 
Ia Di,,— the dreiAon on 
1...ua du•merira 

Finding:11 
meritl-,, 

daim 

Finding: 
Waivol 

Flndine, 
Inopproprime 
use of nnnoo 
olmin, 

Finding: +, ni,rd Cinnirn, 

during PRC'A 

Com namveald, v, l(olh-. 2019 WL 37319U2 

` p° Pa. Super. Ct. 2019) 

Co noton-Ith n. Raney PA Supreme Court x P 
(7--o nueald, v. Roonn_ v.79 A.3d 595 

(Pa. 20 13 1 

Co,nmomrealrh v. Rouse Common Pleas x D x 
Cununm ueahh v. Rouse. 2010 WL 8334939 
(Pa. C. P. 2010) 

Co,...... —ld, v. Rush PA Supreme Conn x p 
Cooanomveohh r. Rush. (,46 A.2d 557 
(Pn. 1994) 

Cosunnno alth v. Sancher PA Supreme Court x D x 
Comrnam—drh v. Sanchez, 36 A.3d 24 
Pa. 2011 

Canrmmnrcold, v. Sanders Common Pleas x D ` 
Cammumrealdr v. Sande— 3005 WL 
6066837 (Pa. C. P. 2005) 

(7--mvealrh v. Saw— PA Superior Court x D 
Cannnomvcohh v, Senln ra. 2014 WL 
10965769 (Pa. Super. CI. 2014) 

Comuonvealth v. SmuuIs. PA Superior Court x D x 
Curn,nanveaIn, v. Sanders. 946 A.2d 776 
(Pa. Super. Ct. 2006) 

Com—no,alth v. Savage PA Superior Court 
(Th—a-) 

x P x x 

C-unino—fih n. Smmge, 2018 WL 6073766 
(Pa. Super. C1. 20 18) 

o Can on cold, v. Senn PA Superior Court x D ` 
Cononom-11111 v. S'con. 212 A.3d 1094 
(Pa. Super. CI. 2019) 

Cc onr, ea/rh v. Scott (Daund) Common Pleas x D ` 
v. Seat(. 2009 WL 7226519 

(P.. C. P. 2009)  

Conmmra¢nlld v. Sepulvedo PA Supreme Court x P ` 
ea/lh v. S'epidneda. 55 had I ] OR 

(P.. 2012)  

C—nnmralr/r e Slams." Common Pleas ABatson claim does not cover age 
discrimination 

x D x ` Camsnnmo lth v Shunnan, 2012 WL 
7688025(Pa.C. P.2012) 

Can ur no-od 1, v. Shell- PA Superior Court x D ` 
Conunonueo[rh n. 5'/re/roo.241i A.3J 921 
(Tabl e) Pa. Super. Cl. 2020) 

Commonre 1th v. Si unu°ns pA Supreme Court 
(Ernes') 

x D  
` Pommtio"oBL v. Simmons. 804 A.2d 625 

Cmanonweahh v. Sho a,s (Keh/) Common Pleas x D 
Commorm-ld, , Simmons. 2013 WL 

]0595630 (Po. C. P. 201 ?) 
Cammann—Ith v, Sinurros 
L PA Superior Court 

oneill) P 
x D n 

Common—it r v, Smanons. 2018 WL 
3827278 Pa. Super. CL 2018) 

Con call/, v. Simpson PA Supreme Court x P x 
ionrn0,nveahh n. Simpson, 66 ASd 253 
(u 3) 

Caro,nonu-11h v, Sistr,nk PA Superior Court 
(Edunrd) 1 

x P 
` Can anuealrh v. Sistnmk. 2016 WL 

6198035 (Pa. Super. Ct. 20 16) 

Cornmo,rn111, v. Sislnnrk 
PA Suerior Court 

(Harnen) P 
x P 

` ` Commarnvealth v. Slsnrmk. 2019 WL 
4880959 (Pa . Super Ct. 2019) 

Commanueallh v, Sand, (Cliff rd) PA Supreme Court x P ` 
Camma,nveald, v, Smith, 650 A.2d 863 
(Pa. 1994) 

Conmmnneallh v. Shrtth (George) PA Superior Court x p x 

Cornmwro—llh v. Sn,llh. 2013 WI, 11254782 
(Pa. Super. CL 2013) 

Cornmom -111 v. Smith (Gregory) PA Superior Court x B ` x 
Commamvealth v. Smith. 2017 WL 5483253 
(Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Commomveahh v, Sand, (James) PA Supreme Court x P ' ' x 
C—nano, 111 v. Smith. 17 A.3d 873 

(Pa. 2011 ) _ 

Conn--u-11h a Smid, (3lichael) PA Superior Court x D ' 
Commmnveallh v. Smith. 866 A.2d 1138 
(Pa. Super. Ct. 2005) 

Coonvo—,11h v. Smid, 0Fgyue) Common Pleas x D x 

Cammmnveuirh v. Smith. 2013 WL 12385058 

(Pa. C. P- 20 13j 

Cormnonusallh v. Smith (Wiifmda) PA Superior Court x x 
Comrneroveollh v. Smith. 2015 WL 6956C,00 
(Pa. Super, Ct. 2015) 

A prior PCRA petition by this dcfrndant 

C—st-o ea/rh v. Smith(Wi/lie) PA Superior Court denied a Batson claim; unmrare ofthe 
basis 

x P 

Carnnro,nvealll, v. Sm)d,. 2013 WL 11259315 

(Pa. Super. CL 2013) 

_ 

Commonnealrh v. Snmis PA Superior Court kY P 
x D 

x (ammomreCt. 9 .9nrrlsky.609 A.2d 843 
(Pa. Supu. CL 19`)2) 

Can coueald, v. Sneed Uilli) PA Su name Court Court rinds the PCRA court incorrectly 
( 1 d Batson as a new rule of llow (Pa. applied 

x P 
Connnam r.1th v. Sneed, 999 A.2d 1067 

2006) 

Cam,nonrcealrh v. Speighr PA Supreme Court x 
P x 

C—mis ea/rh v. Spei¢lrl. 986 A.2d 759 
(Pa^2009)C.   

Commomrealrh v. Spell PA Superior Court x P > 
2016 WL 5938503 )  

P .n%uper. CL 20 161 

Conunamrealrh v. Spence PA Supreme Court x D n 
Convnamiealtlr v. Speum, 627 A.2d 1176 
(Pa. 199 3) 

Canin,ron—Ith y. Spar_ PA Supreme Court x P ` 
Pun eu///r v. Spot. 896 A.2d ] 191 

2006•  

Commonnralrh v. Spurgeon PA Superior Court x D x 
t 

6132666 (P,. Super lC L Olo WL 2015)  

Commonuealrh v. Stanford PA Superior Court x D x 
Cc 
6818622 (Pa Super. C1. 018 WL 2018)  



Final Batson Claims Only 
Cure No— Trial / Superior ! Nolr Not a Buernn 

Supreme Court elAnt 

A prior PCRA petition by this defendant 

Convoo nrea(lh v. Stanley PA Superior Court denied a Batson claim: anmcare of dre 

N sis 

Wilhdroon Unknmsu rerull Sus, a ,ful 

But .nn elaim to Bunr+„ claim Be.— Claim 

Umu.e a App.,led 

sAol (on a ing e. n 

Be-:, thee. 

Claim about)nN 

he wonted 
a .or toWl 

number) 

x 

Remanded for M­1 

Buuvn l,%idenliar) ,.Appeal 

hearing f- D61 ). 
;I'CRA 

tl"P"),, 
rB.d, 

P 

Court Dodiacd 

la Dkeu.s the 

Issue 

Finding: 

derision on 
doe ioeril, 

Finding: { Fin Jim; 

me ,H11 . 1 Waived 
eloim 

Finding: 

Inappruprion• 
use of no—, 

el:rim 

Finding: naked Cirmio„ 

durine PRCA 

Consone eullh v. Sl,s ley. 2018 WL 1465454 

(Pa. Super. CL 20 18) 

Commonoealtlr v. Stern (Loris) Common Pleas x P x 
Conn...... a1rh v. Srern.'_UU7 WL 496,4417 

(Pa. C. P. 2007j 

Caurmonorallh v. Slidl,— Common Pleas x P x 

Co,momveolrh v. S'hdham. 2003 WL 

25711095 (Pa. C. P. 2003) 

Co mnomreaBh v. Slane (Ificlmel) PA Superior Court Prosecution made the Burson abjection 
x Cmn upe, L. 0 Scone. 2018 WI.2769052 

(Pa. Super. CL 20 19) 

Cammomrealth v. Taylor (GisneJ PA Superior Court x P x x 
Can anould, v. 
(Pa.  rSuper, CL 2018•1ur 2016 WL 0629910 

Inappropriate use of the Butson rule as 

Commomrcalth v. Terry PA Supreme Court Dctendant is attacking array of venire not 

the peremplory cholleuges used 

x D x 

Conumm•venhh v. Terry 521 A 21398 

(Pa. 19 87) 

Cc so.noeallh v. Tlmmnn PA Superior Court x D x (P.. Super. CL 2019 mw,. 2019 WL 336172 
)  

Commmnveallh v. Thomas (Drone) PA Superior Court x P x 
Cammarnreuhh,s Thomas. 2020 WL 33250 
(Pa Super. CL. 2020) 

Commonwealth v. Thatow PA Supreme Court 

•d enck) 
x D 

x 
C.n`na eu/tl, v. 7'ltamas.717 A.2d 468 

(Pe. I998) 

Conrmm•eenitlr v. Thomas (Leroyy PA Supreme Court 
Commomveolrh v. l7wicus. 44 A.3d 12 

(Pa. ±012) 

C.,nrnon,veallh v. Thomas 
(Richa,d) PCRA 

` 
P x 

Cornrnomvrdrh v. Tunnel. 2002 WL 

34401698 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

C.onCannnomrenhh v. Thorups°D PA Su Court 
ev) Superior x D x x 

Cormmm•veullh v. 7'6mnpsar. 2016 WL 

5865006 (Pa Super. CL 2016) 

Camn onoealtlr v. Tlroa psor' pq Superior Court 
(Chapel) P 

D x 
Crmmmrueulth v. The pson. 2014 WL 

10936776 (Pa. Super. CL 2014) 

Conrnano-111 v. Thompson PA Superior Court 
(Ifargnlr) P 

x D x Cununrth v. Tlrmupson . 106 A.3d 742 

(Pa. Super..,. Ct. 2014) 

Commmoreahh v. 77mmps0n Common Pleas 
(011ie) 

x D ` 
Conmiomveo(t/r v. %/mnrpson.2U13 WL 

856353_' (Pa. C. P. 2013) 

C. n nanozahh v. Tillev PA Suprcm c Court x P x 
n eudh ,% T 780 A.2d 049 

(P2001) rlley.  
. 

Cammomrealth v. 7•ourscher PA Superior Court x 
Connnonweolrh ,,, Tourvelrer, 682 A.2d 1275 

(Pa. Super. CL 1996) 

Can coeuitl, v. Ton/es PA Supreme Court x D x 
Comnto ry 111, v. Touter, IUG A.3d 591 

(Po. 10 14) 

Co nornreallh v. TrrcAer Common Pleas x D x 

Canunomvcallh v. 7nelt . 2006 WL 5430371 

(Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Co— nven/th v. Toll Commom Pleas x x 
C om,no veulth a. Tall, 49 Pa. D & C 3d 305 

(Pa. C. P. 1987) 

Con-oon nlrh v. Toilley PA Superior Court x D x 

Can P per. a. rSu er. Ct. 1,59 alley. 612 A.2d 1056 ; 

Conunono-111, v. Tvlar Common Pleas x D x 
Comnmmveald, v. Tyler. 111.2007 WL 

6971611 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Conmronce,111 , Uderra PA Supreme Court x P x x 
Convan call], v. Uderra. 862 A2d 74 

(P.. 2004) 

Ce noovealth v. Ulen PA Superior Court x D x 
C onc—c 1th v. Men. 607 A2d 779 

(Pa. Super. CL 1992) 

Connnomreu/d, v. Meg. Common Pleas x D x 
Commomveurd v. Vega, 2006 WL 5430251 

(Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Cam.... r 11h v. Vines Common Pleas x P x 
Commnco-1rh ,•. hoer. 2012 WL 8470820 

(Pa C. P 2012) 

Co.....o callh v. 11,vion Common Pleas x P x 
Canm.c;cealth v. I Moo.'_007 WL 6913377 

Pa. C. P.. 1 07) 

Cammmrwe.111-rVochly Common Pleas 
marl) 

x x D '` 
342i46G;Ic W6 Wculdy, 2002 WL 

Commwnreu/lh v. fPulArr Common Pleas x D x 
Commmmreulrh v. INulkrr, 2002 WL 

34401742 ' C. P. 2002) 

Canunamrealrh v. Wood PA Superior Court x D x 
CnmmomveulUr v. If'md, 2018 WL 6191089 

(Pa. Super. C1. 2018) 

Cammomrealh v. II'amer PA Superior Court 
(.4nmm,,) 

x P x 

Canrmomve./th v. ff'anier. 2017 WL 117697 

(Pa. Super. CL 2017) 

Cain na nvealrh v. Morcer PA Superior Court 
(Ante'do) P 

x 
11253756.Por/Su If orner. 20 )3 W7. 

( Par. CL 2011 

Conon."o n/l/r v. fPrrshmn Common Pleas x D x 
Comnromveulrh v.7Vaslmm , 1988 WL 

1652673 Pa. G P. 1966) 

Conmm to a,11l, v. If' hington PA Supreme Court x P x 

Can non+nrrullh v. 11 ae hinglon. 927 A.2d 566 

(Pa. '_007) 

v. R'athins Common Pleas 
(Carroll) 

x D x 
Ccn000,Canunonoeallh 558101 l,,vealth v. Rolkins. 2007 WL 

Pa.  C. P. 2007) 

Convnnrnvealtii v. fVatkir'' PA Supreme Court 
(Gerald) 

x P  x x 
v. II"alki,rs. 108 A.3d 092 

(P.- 2014) 



Final Batson Claims Only 
Crne Nana Trial/Superior/ Note., Not:•Bnrsai 

Supruue Court elalnr 

Commomrealfh v. IPofsm, PA Superior Court 

Wilhrn dnn Unknown re,ull Sueees>ful 
B.f.... elaim to Burxnn eluim Barron Claim 

Un.uaee 1­0Appealed 
nsful (m .n ing 
Han .I the 
Clain  shuuld nnl 

be ­led 
]uur mW 

...,.her) 

x 

Remanie for f 
Bur, n I,, idenliury rAppeol 
hearing r"'W", 

r PCRA 
tf"lip, or 
,Sn$ 

P 

purl 1-h.,e 
la Diseuss file 
lasua 

m . a: 
drrl.lan an 
file ro.rile 

g: 
uill me.. 

elnion 

x 

'r . 
Wnrivrd Inappropriate 

of Ba va, 
cW.o 

m •.9:nme 
during; PRCA r 

Comm v. nrnve.11h ffms 2018 WL 652925 
(Pa. Super. CL. 2018) 

Comrrrarniralrh v. fPeaver 
(!lnrvry9 PA Superior Court 

` c Conunnmrcuhh v. If. '_1 568 A.2d 1252 
Super (Pa. Su CL 19891 

rom Comneedtl, v. ff ewer 
,nelQ Co un mm Plcos x D 

a 2(106 WL 
.5428896(P. C. P. 2006j 

Commaonn ahh v. 117,arrm, PA Supreme Court x D ` ' 
Cammm•e ..v, 111 ffhmaon, 911 A.2d 978 
We 20021 

- 
Commmnrealtl, v. O'Imeler PA Superior Court x D '' 

Commo,nvealrh v. R7reeler, 645 A.2d 853 
(P.. Super. CL 1994) 

Canunonnrahh v. ff711i.a r 
(Andrap9 Conunon Pleas x D x 

Cmmmm WilBumn. 2003 W1 

'5652495 (P.. C. P. 20031 

Comnromrenllh v. IPiI(iaus PA Supreme Court 
(G_olg) D 

•, x 
•a ,2i0(9vea(fh v. II'illimr,s. 980 A.2d S ID 

) Comnremve./d, v. fVYliams 
nrerlr) perur (Mer PA Su Court x P x 1436426 Pa. S ip H'iCt. 20 .) WL 

(Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Conmmnmeold, v, 11"Wrmns PA Su Court 
(Baheinr) Superior 

x P x 
C.-na7wea/Ih v. II'illians. 2016 WL 

(Pa. Super. C1. 2016) 

Cammonuealfh v. If dhums (Boy) PA Supreme Court x P 
Commons-Ith v. U717iunrs. 732 A.2d 1167 
(Pa. 1999) 

Conmwmrenllh v. I6'illim PA Superior erior Court 
(Russell) P 

< 
D 

< 
Conr,nmraealfh v. Mil(imas. 528 A.2d 98D 
(P.. Super, Ct. 1987) 

Com,ner aralrl, n. frfflim. PA Su Court 
(Terrance) Supreme 

x P < 
C.. 2UD4realrlr v. ffilfiaua. RC,3 A Zd 505 
(Pa. 2001) 

Commonnral/1, v. Ifrilsan Unlaroun answer: Court declines w review 
(Derrick) PA Superior Court the Burson issue due to another issue 

requiring a remand 

x 

` ` Cornmomveuldi v. ffr/sou. 619 k 2d 1063 
(Pa. Super. CL 1492) 

Conno-mral,h v. Wilson (Harold) PA Supreme Court x D x 
Cam,no,nrulfl, v. IT71sm,, 672 A.2d 293 
(Pa. 1996) 

Connnonu.eolrh v. Wilson PA Supreme Court 
(Z 994) -1111,Y) P 

c c ( n1 oona alrh v. Wilson. 649 A.2d 435 

Camn,anr•ralUr v, fPoad PA Superior Court x D x ` 
Co,runo,nveullA v. 'food. 2015 WL 7587369 
(Pa. Super. CL 2015) 

Comoronnallh v. f'-dal! PA Superior Court x x x 
Commwnnulrh,, 579 A.2d 948 
(Pa. Super. CL 199U) 

Core,nonu e./th w Woght Common Pleas x D x 

Camara eahh,,, fD!ghl, 2007 WL 5581007 
(P. C. P, 2007) 

Conrmomrea(rh v. )'elverran Con umn Pleas Pmsecution made the Barron objection < 
Canonomveo(rh v. 1'rh•erran. 2006 WL 
5430509(11.. C. P. 20061 

Common-Ith i. Porolg (✓weph) PA Supreme Court n x D x n  ad i5nealUr v. Ibung, 637 A.2d 1313 , 

Cooper v. Frmrko Common Pleas x D x 
Cooper i, (P.. C. P. 996•ro, 28 Pa. D. & C. 4th 44 

✓acba, r. Pmnnell, Ifenlrh System Common Pleas x D x x 
✓eekron v. Plmmefe Health S)•srem. 2005 
W1, 6721686 (P.. C. P. 20050 

Collins Common Pleas c 
D x 

Nl,N,v, 
((Pa. C , 012/010 2010 WL ) 441354Y  

Pull, v. Noronha PA Superior Court x D x 
Path v. .A'aruahu. 2017 WL 481751 
(Pa. Super. CL 2017) 

Pratt v, St Clo- apher's lla,rprial Common Pleas x 
Prarr v. St Chrisropher's Hospital. 34 Phila. 
Co. Rpm 162 (Pa. C. P. 1997) 

Reid v. il•/amn Zim, Clurrch aJ PA Su Conn 
Kensington, Inc Superior 

x D x 
Nerd v. A,/man %ion Church q f l eviagtmr. 
ire, , 2014 

Scot[ v, Dif•alenfino Common Pleas x D x 
5'call v. D,I alentino. 3011hi1a. Co. Rplr. 
215 (Pa. C. P. 1995) 



Successful Claims 

Case Name Trial/Superior/ Notes 

Supreme Court 

Successful Remanded for Remanded Finding: Citation 

Batson Batson l for new decision on 

Claim evidentiary trial the merits 

hearing 

x 73 rooks v. Speller, 2 

q 

a. Super. Ct. 2013) 

Commonwealth v. Basenhore PA Supreme Court x Commonwealth v. Basemore, 744 A.2d 717 (Pa. 2000) 

Commonwealth v. Carson PA Supreme Court Negative treatment is unrelated to the Batson 
(Sannre!) claim 

x x Commonwealth v. Carson, 741 A.2d 686 (Pa. 1999) 

Unrelated case, but note: Federal habeas 
Commonwealth v. Diggs PA Superior Court granted retrial based on Batson claim x 

Commonwealth v. Diggs, 220 A.3d 1112 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2019) 

Commonwealth v. Dinwiddie PA Supreme Court 
(Grover) 

x x x 
Commonwealth v. Dinwiddie, 601 A.2d 1216 (Pa. 1992) 

Prosecution made the Batson objection 
Commonwealth v. Garrett PA Superior Court x x 

Commonwealth v. Garrett, 689 A.2d 912 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1997) 

Commonwealth v. Hill (John) PA Superior Court x x Commonwealth v. Hill, 727 A.2d 578 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1999) 

Commonwealth v. Horne PA Supreme Court x x Commonweahh v. Horne, 635 A.2d 1033 (Pa. 1994) 

Commonwealth v. Jones (Carlos) PA Superior Court x Commonwealth v. Jones, 2013 WL 11253326 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

Note: this is a successfid claim in E.D.Pa 

(2012); but this case isn't discussing that. The 
Commonwealth v. Lark (Robert) PA Superior Court referenced claim is explained in the procedural 

history 

x 

Commonwealth v. Lark, 2019 WL 3917390 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2019) 

Commonwealth v. Lovejoy Common Pleas x Commonwealth v. Lovejoy, 2005 WL 5809091 (Pa. C. P. 2005) 

Conhnhonwealth v. McCormick PA Superior Court x x Commonwealth v. McCormick, 519 A2d 442 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1986) 

Commonwealth v. McKnight PA Superior Court x Commonwealth v. McKnight, 2014 WL 10558199 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Commonwealth v. McNatt PA Superior Court Prosecution made the Batson objection x Commonwealth v. McNatt, 2014 WL 10558709 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Commonwealth v. Perez Common Pleas 
(Francisco) 

x x Commonwealth v. Peru, 8 Pa. D. & C. 41h 443 (Pa. C. P. 1990) 

Commonwealth v. Rivera (Alex) Common Pleas Prosecution made the Batson objection x Commonwealth v. Rivera, 2007 WL 5581303 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Commonwealth v. Stone PA Superior Court Prosecution made the Batson objection 

(Michael) 

x Commonwealth v. Stone, 2018 WL 2769052 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commonwealth v. Tourscher PA Superior Court x Commonwealth v. Tourscher, 682 A.2d 1275 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1996) 

Commonwealth v. Tull Common Pleas x x Commonwealth v. Tull, 49 Pa. D & C 3d 305 (Pa. C. P. 1987) 

Commonwealth v. Weaver 
(Harvey) PA Superior Court x x 

Commonwealth v. Weaver, 568 A.2d 1252 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1989) 

Cotnmonweal[h v. Woodall PA Superior Court x x x Commonwealth v. Woodall, 579 A.2d 948 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1990) 

Commonwealth v. Yelverton Common Pleas Prosecution made the Batson objection x Commonwealth v. Yelverton , 2006 WL 5430509 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Pratt v. St. Christopher's Hospital Common Pleas x 
Pratt v. St. Christopher's Hospital, 34 Phila. Co. Rptr. 162 (P& C. P. 1997) 



Meritless Claims 
Case Name — Trial/Superior/ 

Supreme Court 

Alexander v. Carlisle Corp. PA Superior Court 

Notes Unsuccessfu 
IBatson 

Claim 

x 

Direct 
Appeal 
('V , 

PCRA 
("P„) or 

Both 

D 

Finding: 
meritless 
claim 

x 

Finding: 
Waived 

Finding: 
Inappropriate 
use ofBarson 

Claim 

Finding: 

waited 
during 
PRCA 

(Station 

Alexander v. Carlisle Cohn. , 674 A2d 268 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1996) 

Commnomveallh v. Abu-Jama/ PA Supreme Court 
(a.k.a Cook) 

x P x Commonwealth v. Abu-Jamal, 720 A.2d 79 (Pa. 1998) 

Commonivcalth v. Acres PA Superior Court x D x x Commonwealth v. Acres, 2018 WL 4704508 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commomvealth v. Alston Common Pleas 
(Benjamin) 

x P x x Commomvealth v. Alston, 2003 WL 25711039 (Pa. C. P. 2003) 

Commomvealth v. Alton Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Allon, 2012 WL 12033737 (Pa. C. P. 2012) 

Commonwealth v. Amos (Melvin) PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Amos, 2017 WL 6545972 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Commomvealth v. Arrington Common Pleas x D x x Commonwealth v. Arrington, 2008 WL 9853230 (Pa. C. P. 2008) 

Commonwealth v. Baez PA Supreme Court x D x x Commonwealth v. Baez, 720 A.2d 711 (Pa. 1998) 

Commonwealth v. Bartlett Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Bartlett, 2002 WL 34576671 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Commonwealth v. Bath Common Pleas x D x Commomvealth v. Bath, 2001 WL 36043686 (Pa. C. P. 2001) 

Commonwealth v. Batangartner Compton Pleas x D x Cohmnomreallh v. Baumgartner, 2014 WL 7896586 (Pa. C. P. 2014) 

Commomvealth v. Bell PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Bell, 2018 WL 947644 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commomvealth v. Benitez Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Benitez, 2002 WL 34271333 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Commomvealth v. Berrien Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Berrien, 37 Pa. D. & C. 4th 528 (Pa. C. P. 1997) 

Commomvealth v. Biddings Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Biddings, 2003 WL 25711293 (Pa. C. P. 2003) 

Commonwealth v. Blakeney PA Supreme Court 
Defendant was pro se so he was unable to 
claim ineffective assistance of counsel x P x 

Conmmomweali h v. Blakeney, 108 A.3d 739 (Pa. 2014) 

Commomvealth v. Boggs Common Pleas x P x Commonwealth v. Boggs, 2003 WL 25598165 (Pa. C. P. 2003) 

Commonwealth v. Bolden PCRA x P x Commonwealth v. Bolden, 1996 WL 34435288 (Pa. C. P. 1996) 

Commomvealth v. Bond (Jesse) PA Supreme Court x D x Conmontivalth v. Bowl, 819 A2d 33 (Pa. 2002) 

Commomvealth v. Bonilla PA Superior Court x D x Commomvealth v. Bonilla, 2013 WL 11259138 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

Commonwealth v. Bouhvare Compton Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Bouhvare, 34 Phila. Co. Rptr. 496 (Pa. C. P. 1997) 

Commomvealth v. Bradhanh Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Bradham, 2004 WL 5535066 (Pa. C. P. 2004) 

Conmomvea/dt v. Bradshmv Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Bradshmv, 2005 WL 6067839 (Pa. C. P. 2005) 

Commomvealth v. Brandao PA Superior Court x D x Canntonwcalih v. Brandao, 237 A.3d (Pa. Super. Cr. 2020) 

Commonwealth v. Bronshlein PA Supreme Court x D x x Commomveallh v. Brats/mein, 691 A.2d 907 (Pa. 1997) 

Commomvealth v. Brooks (Billy) Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Brooks, 2007 WL 7299678 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Commonwealth v. Brooks (Willie 
Lee) PA Superior Cotut x D x 

Commonwealth v. Brooks, 2015 WL 6950130 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Commomvealth v. Brown (Gartot) Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth x Brown, 2018 WL 11214846 (Pa. C. P. 2018) 

Commonwealth v. Brown 
PA Superior Court 

(Vanessa) 
x D x x 

Com monrealth v. Brown, 242 A.3d 455 (Table)(Pa. Super. Ct. 2020) 

Commomvealth v. Brovvn (William) PA Superior Court x D x 
Commonwealth v. Brown, 2015 WL 6870633 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Commonwealth v. Burns PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Burns, 765 A.2d 1144 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2000) 

Commomvealth v. Carter PA Superior Court x P x Commonwealth v. Carter, 2013 WL 11253813 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

Connonivea/lh v. Castro Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Castro, 2007 WL 6875791 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Commonwealth v. Clark (Maurice) Common Pleas x D x 
Commomvealth v. Clark, 2005 WL 6067813 (Pa. C. P. 2005) 

Commomvealth v. Clark (Ronald) PA Supreme Court x P x Commomvealth v. Clark, 961 A.2d 80 (Pa. 2008) 

Commonwea/lh v. Collins PA Supreme Court x P x Commonwealth v. Collins, 957 A.2d 237 (Pa. 2008) 

Commomvealih v. Cook PA Supreme Court x D x Commonwealth v. Cook, 952 A2d 594 (Pa. 2008) 

[Commomvealth v. Coombs Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Coombs, 2002 WL 34401724 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Commomveal/h v. Cornish PA Superior Court x D x Conmmonweali h v. Cornish, 2015 WL 6951151 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Commonwealth v. Correa PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Correa, 620 A2d 497 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1993) 

Commomvealth v. Cox (D43n+on) PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Cox, 2016 WL 6678504 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Commnomvealth v. Crisswalle Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Crissivalle, 2010 WL 8366884 (Pa. C. P. 2010) 

Commomvealth v. Cna-Rivera PA Superior Court x P x Commonwealth v. Cna-Rivera, 2014 WL 10986659 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Commomvealth v. Daniels (Henry) PA Supreme Court x P x x 
Commomvealth v. Daniels, 963 A.2d 409 (Pa. 2009) 

Commonwealth v. Davis PA Superior Court x B x x Commonwealth v. Dm+is, 916 A.2d 1206 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2007) 

Commomvealth v. Dennis (Jantes) PA Supreme Court x P x Connnomrealth v. Dennis, 859 A.2d 1270 (Pa. 2004) 

Commonwealth v. Dixon PA Superior Court x P x Connnonwea/th v. Dixon, 2017 WL 5946524 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Commomvealth v. Dogan PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Dogan, 2018 WL 1702784 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commomvealth v. Doyen PA Superior Court x D x Co inhonvealth v. Doyen, 848 A2d 1007 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2004) 



Mentless Claims 
Case Name Trial/Superior/ Notes 

Supreme Court 

Commonwealth v. Dunson Common Pleas 

Vnsuccessfu 

IBurson 

Claim 

x 

Direct 

Appeal 

("t)"), 
PCRA 

("P`), or 
Both 

D 

Finding: 

meritless 

claim 

x 

Finding: Finding: 

Waired Inappropriate 

use ofBarson 
claim 

Finding: 

waived 
during 
PRCA 

Citation 

Commonwealth v. Dunson 2007 WL 7305632 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

C'ommonvealth v Eddings PA Superior Court x D x Commomreollh v. Eddings, 721 A 2d 1095 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1998) 

Commonwealth v. Edgefteld PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. EdgeTeld, 2013 WL 11272628 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

Conrmonvealth v. Edmunds PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Edmunds, 2015 WL 6663271 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Commonwealth v. Eggleston PA Superior Court x D x x 

Commonwealth v. Eggleston, 2013 WL 11273037 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

Commnonveallh v. Fields Common Pleas x D x Conmonvea/1h v. Fields, 2005 WL 5793796 (Pa. C. P. 2005) 

Commonwealth v. Fisher PA Supreme Court x D x Commonwealth v. Fisher, 681 A.2d 130 (Pa. 1996) 

Commonwealth v. Flamer PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Flamer, 2016 WL 2798907 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Commonwealth v. Fletcher PA Supreme Court x D x Commonwealth v. Fletcher, 861 A.2d 898 (Pa. 2004) 

Commonwealth v. Flores (Jesus) Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Flores, 1998 WL 3525 7129 (Pa. C. P. 1998) 

Commomveahh v. Foster PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Foster, 651 A.2d 163 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1994) 

Conunonvealth v. Futrell Common Pleas x D x Connnonwea/th v. Futrell, 2000 WL 35778240 (Pa. C. P. 2000) 

Commonwealth v. Gallaher Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Gallagher, 2005 WL 5776264 (Pa. C. P. 2005) 

Connnonvealth v. Garland PA Superior Court x D x Connnonwea/th v. Garland, 2017 WL 976046 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Commonwealth v. Gibson PA Superior Court 
(Demetrius) 

x P x Commonwealth v. Gibson, 2020 WL 85915 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2020) 

Commonwealth v. Gibson (Ronald) PA Supreme Court x D x 
Commrnomrealrh r. Gibson, 951 A.2d 1 ] 10 (Pa. 2008) 

Commonwealth v. Golphin Common Pleas x B x x Commonwealth v. Golphin, 2007 WL 4964416 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Commonwealth v. Graham PA Superior Court 
(Robert) 

x P x 
Commonwealth v. Graham, 2016 WL 379936 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Commonwealth v. Grim PA Supreme Court x P x Commonwealth it Griffin, 644 A.2d 1167 (Pa. 1994) 

This is explained in the procedural history, 
Commonwealth v. Hall PA Superior Court This 

the opinion's discussion 
x D x 

Commonwealth v. Hall, 2014 WL 10788848 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Commonwealth v. Hamilton PA Superior Court 
(Daguan) 

x D x 
Commonwealth v. Hamilton, 2018 WL 4443063 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commonwealth v. Hamilton 
(neodore) Common Pleas x P x 

Commonwealth v. Hamilton, 2006 WL 5429625 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Commonwealth v. Hanible PA Supreme Court x P x Commonwealth v. Hanible, 30 Aid 426 (Pa. 2011) 

Commonwealth v. Hardcastle PA Supreme Court 
(Donald) 

x D x 
Commonwealth v. Hardcastle, 701 A.2d 541 (Pa. 1997) 

Commonwealth v. Harinarain PA Superior Court x B x x Commionvea/th v. Harinarain, 2014 WL 10917001 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Commonwealth v. Harris (Francis) PA Supreme Court x D x 
Connnomwealth v. Harris, 817 A.2d 1033 (Pa. 2002) 

Commonvea/th v. Hart Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Hart, 17 Pa. D. & C. 5th 389 (Pa. C. P. 2010) 

Commonwealth v. Harvev PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Han+cy, 2013 WL 11276240 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

Commonwealth v. Henderson Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Henderson, 2007 WL 5194170 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Commonwealth v. Hill (Donnella) PA Supreme Court Thus is explained in the procedural history, 
not the opinion's discussion 

P x Commonwealth v. Hill. 16 A.3d 484 (Pa. 2011) 

Commonwealth v. Holland PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Holland, 2017 WL 764517 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Commonwealth v. Holloway PA Supreme Court x B x x Commonwealth v. Holloway, 739 A.2d 1039 (Pa. 1999) 

Commonwealth v. Holly PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Holly, 2015 WL 8484980 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Commonwealth v. Holmes (Kyle) Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Holmes, 2007 WL 5004352 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Commonwealth v. Hupperterz PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Hupperterz, 242 A.3d 410 (Table) (Pa. Super. Ct. 2020) 

Commonwealth v. Hutchinson PA Supreme Court x P x Commonwealth v. Hutchinson, 25 A.3d 277 (Pa. 2011) 

Commonvealth v. Jackson PA Superior Court 
(Edmond) 

x P x Commonwealth v. Jackson, 2014 WL 10979627 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Commonwealth v. Jackson PA Superior Court 
(Edward) 

x D x 
Conmmonwealth v. Jackson, 562 A.2d 338 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1989) 

Commonwealth v. Jackson PA Superior Court 
(Lawrence) 

x D x 
Commonwealth v. Jackson, 561 A.2d 335 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1989) 

Commonwealth v. Jackson Common Pleas 
(Ronsean) 

x D x 
Commonwealth v. Jackson, 2008 WL 7279969 (Pa. C. P. 2008) 

Commonwealth v. James PA Superior Court x P x Commonwealth v. James, 2017 WL 1018538 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 



Meftles Claims 
Case Name Trial / Superior/  Notes 

Supreme Court 

Unsuccessfu Direct Finding: Finding: Finding: Finding: Citation 
1 Ralson Appeal meritless Waived inappropriate waived 
Claim (" Dl), claim use of Batson during 

PCRA claim PRCA 
or 

Both 

Connno/nvealth v. Johnson (Glen) Common Pleas x D x Connmonwealth v. Johnson, 34 Phila. Co. Rptr. 506 (Pa. C. P. 1997) 

Commonwealth v. Johnson (Kevin) Common Pleas x P x Commonwealth v. Johnson, 2003 WL 25972055 (Pa. C. P. 2003) 

Commonwealth v. Johnson PA Supreme Court 
(William) 

x P x Commomvealth v. Johnson, 139 A.3d 1257 (Pa. 2016) 

Commonwealth v. Jones (Aaron) PA Supreme Court x D x Commonwealth v. Jones, 668 A.2d 491 (Pa. 1995) 

Commonwealth v. Jones 
(DAngelo) PA Supreme Court x D x 

Com mom v. Jones, Jones, 580 A.2d 308 (Pa. 1990) 

Convnonwealth v. Jones (James) PA Supreme Court x B x x Commonwealth v. Jones, 951 A.2d 294 (Pa. 2008) 

Commonwealth v. Jordan PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Jordan, 2018 WL 1789811 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commomvealth v. Kebede PA Superior Court x P x Commonwealth v. Kebede, 2015 WL 7575706 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Commonwealth v. Kendricks PA Superior Court x P x Convnomvealti v. Kendricks, 2016 WL 3034749 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Commonwealth v. Kennedy 
(Andrew) Common Pleas x D x 

Commomvealth v. Kennedy, 2004 WL 5388352 (Pa. C. P. 2004) 

Commonwealth v. Kennedy PA Superior Court 
(Christopher) 

x P x Commonwealth v. Kennedy, 237 A.3d 1081 (Pa. Super Ct. 2020) 

Commonwealth v. Lambert PA Supreme Court x D x Commonwealth v. Lamberl, 603 A.2d 568 (Pa. 1992) 

Convnonwealth v. Langerston 
(Darryl) Common Pleas x P x 

Conrnonvealth v. Langerston, 20078 WL 7242036 (Pa. C. P. 2008) 

Commonwealth v. Lau Common Pleas x D x Commomvealth v. Lau, 2012 WL 7655397 (Pa. C. P. 2012) 

Commonwealth v. Lloyd PA Superior Court x D x Commnonvealih v. Lloyd, 545 A.2d 890 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1988) 

Commomvealth v. Loach (Jerome), PA Superior Court 
No. 6738-2010 

x D x 
Commonwealth v. Loach, 2013 WL 11273268 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

Commomvealth v. Long PA Superior Court x D x Commomvealth v. Long, 532 A.2d 853 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1987) 

Commonwealth v. Lopez (Jose) PA Su erior Court x P x Commonwealth v. Lopez, 2015 WL 6689486 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Commonwealth v. Marrero Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Marrero, 2004 WL 5388399 (Pa. C. P. 2004) 

Commonwealth v. Marshall (Jerry) PA Supreme Court x P x Commonwealth v. Marshall, 810 A.2d 1211 (Pa. 2002) 

Commonwealth v. Mason (Andre) Common Pleas x D x Convnonwealth v. Mason, 2008 WL 7638197 (Pa. C. P. 2008) 

Commonwealth v. Mayhew Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Mayhew, 1997 WL 34659141 (Pa. C. P. 1997) 

Commonwealth v. McCaskill PA Superior Court x D x Cormnonweallh v. McCaskill, 2017 WL 2791143 (Pa. 2017) 

Commnionrvea/th v. McCracken Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. McCracken, 2012 WL 9515401 (Pa. C. P. 2012) 

Commomvealth v. McDowell Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. McDowell, 2003 Wk 25711449 (Pa. C. P. 2003) 

Commonwealth v. McFarlin Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. McFarlin, 2002 WL 34401120 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Commomvealth v. McGill Common Pleas x P x Connnonvealth v. McGill, 2002 WL 34400890 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Commonwealth v. McKendrick PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. McKendrick, 514 A.2d 144 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1986) 

Commomvealth v. McNeil PA Supreme Court 
(Christopher) 

x P x Commonwealth v. McNeil, 679 A.2d 1253 (Pa. 1996) 

Commonwealth v. Medina Common Pleas 
(Anthony) 

x D x 
Commonwealth v. Medina, 2006 WL 5429062 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Commomvealth v. Medina 
Common Pleas 

(Christian) 
x D x  

Commonwealth v. Medina, 2004 WL 5393577 (Pa. C. P. 2004) 

Commonwealth v. Mejil-Maros PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Mejia-Maros, 2014 WL 10937114 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Commonwealth v. Melson PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Melson, 637A.2d 633 (Pa. Super. C1. 1994) 

Commonwealth v. Miller 
(.lermainc) PA Superior Court x D x 

Commonwealth v. Miller, 2016 WL 4945496 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Commonwealth v. Miller (Sabrina) PA Superior Court x D x 
Conuno mrea[th r. Miller, 721 A.2d 1121 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1998) 

Commomvealth v. Mills (Aaron) PA Superior Court x D x x Convnonwealth v. Mills, 2020 WL 1490949 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2020) 

Commonwealth v. Mitchell Common Pleas x D x Convnonwealth v. Mitchell, 2008 WL 8115494 (Pa. C. P. 2008) 

Commonwealth v. Monroe PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Monroe, 542 A.2d 113 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1988) 

Commonwealth v. Moore Common Pleas x D x Commomvealth v. Moore, 2005 WL 6067702 (Pa. C. P. 2005) 
—P1993) Commomvealth v. Morris Common Pleas x P x Commonwealth v. Morris, 1993 WL 13652228 (Pa. C. 

Connnonvealth v. Muhamnned PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Muhannned, 2019 WL 2432100 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2019) 

Commonwealth v. Myrick Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Myrick, 2001 WL 36125301 (Pa. C. P. 2001)  

Commonwealth v. Neal PA Superior Court x P x Commonwealth v. Neal, 2016 WL 5852160 (Pa. Super. Cl. 2016) 

Commonwealth v. Oke PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Oke, 2014 WL 10558734 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Commonwealth v. Oliver Common Pleas x D x Commonweal/h v. Oliver, 2014 WL 6391093 (Pa. C. P. 2014) 



Meritless Claims 
Case Name - Trial / Superior/  Notes 

Supreme Court 

Unsuccessfu Direct Finding: Finding: Finding: Finding: Citation 

IBats'on Appeal meritless Waived inappropriate waived 

Claim ("D"), claim use ofBalson during 
PCRA claim PRCA 

(n, P"), or 
Both 

4 

t 

Commomvealth v. Patterson Common Pleas x D x Con nonweakh v. Patterson, 2004 WL 5547595 (Pa. C. P. 2004) 

Conmtonweahh w. Perez-Labour Common Pleas x D x x Commonwealth v. Perez-Labour, 2006 WL 5430474 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Commomvealth v. Perrin PA Superior Court x P x x Commonwealth v. Perrin, 947 A.2d 1284 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2008) 

Connnomveallh v. Philistin PA Supreme Court x D x x Commonwealth v. Philistin, 774 A.2d 741 (Pa. 2001) 

Commonwealth v. Phillips 
(Derrick) PA Superior Court x D x 

Commonwealth v. Phillips, 2017 WL 5509893 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 

•Camnomvealth v. Phillips (Jerry) PA Superior Court x D x Conunonvealth v. Phillips, 601 A.2d 816 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1992) 

Commonwealth v. Porter PA Supreme Court x P x x Commonwealth v. Porter, 728 A.2d 890 (Pa. 1999) 

Commonwealth v. Proctor PA Supreme Court x P x Commonwealth v. Proctor, 737 A.2d 724 (Pa. 1999) 

Commonwealth v. Profic Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Profic, 2005 WL 6067808 (Pa. C. P. 2005) 

Commonwealth v. Rankin PA Superior Court x D x x Commonwealth v. Rankin, 2016 WL 5865066 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Commomvealth v. Ray Common Pleas x P x Commonwealth v. Ray, 2004 WL 5541142 (Pa. C. P. 2004) 

Commonwealth v. Rico (Joseph) PA Supreme Court x D x Connnomreallh v. Rico, 711 A.2d 990 (Pa. 1998) 

Commonwealth v. Rivera (Williant) PA Supreme Court x P x 
Commonwealth v. Rivera, 119 A.3d 365 (Pa. 2018) 

Commonwealth v. Roane PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Roane, 142 A.3d 79 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Commomvea/!h v. Rogers PA Superior Court D x Commonwealth v. Rogers, 2017 WL 465327 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Commonwealth v. Roney PA Supreme Court x P x Connnon ,ealth v. Rooney, 79 A.3d 595 (Pa. 2013) 

Commonwealth v. Rouse Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth w. Rouse, 2010 WL 8334939 (Pa. C. P. 2010) 

Commonwealth w. Rush PA Supreme Court x P x Commonwealth v. Rush, 646 A.2d 557 (Pa. 1994) 

Commonwealth v. Sanchez PA Supreme Court x D x Connnomveallh R Sanchez, 36 A.3d 24 (Pa. 2011) 

Commonwealth v. Sanders Common Pleas x D x Co unomvcallh v. Sanders, 2005 WL 6066837 (Pa. C. P. 2005) 

Commomvealth v. Santana PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Santana, 2014 WL 10965769 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Co nnomvea/lh v. Saunders PA Superior Court x D x Connnomveallh v. Saunders, 946 A.2d 776 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2008) 

Commonwealth v. ,Savage PA Superior Court 
(Thornton) 

x p x x Commonwealth v. Savage, 2018 WL 6073766 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commonwealth v. Scott PA Superior Coot x D x Commomreahh w. Scott, 212 A.3d 1094 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2019) 

Commomvealth v. Scot! (Dmwud) Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Scott, 2009 WL 7228519 (Pa. C. P. 2009) 

Commonwealth v. Sepulveda PA Supreme Court x P x Cott nomweallh v. Sepulveda, 55 A.3d 1108 (Pa. 2012) 

Commonwealth v. Shannon Common Pleas ABatson claim does not cover age 
discrimination 

x D x x 
Commonrealth v. Shannon, 2012 WL 7688025 (Pa. C. P. 2012) 

Commonwealth v. Shelton PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Shelton, 240 A.3d 921 (Table) (Pa. Super. Ct. 2020) 

Cmmmonweallh v. Simmons 
(Ernes!) PA Supreme Court x D x 

Connnomveallh v. Simmons, 804 A.2d 625 (Pa. 200 1) 

Contmonrveahh v. Sinunots (Keith) Common Pleas x D x 
ommomvea/lh v. Simmons, 2013 WL 10595630 (Pa. C. P. 2013) Si C 

Commonwealth v. Simpson PA Supreme Court x P x Commnonreahh v. Simpson, 66 A.3d 253 (Pa. 2013) 

Commomvealth v. Sistnmk PA Superior Court 
(Edward) 

x P x 
Commonwealth v. Sistrunk, 2016 WL 6198035 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Commonwealth v. Smith (Chord) PA Supreme Court x P x Commonwealth v. Smith, 650 A.2d 863 (Pa. 1994) 

Conntomveallh v. Smith (George) PA Superior Court x P x Connnomveallh v. Smith, 2013 WL 11254782 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

Commonwealth v. Sntilh (James) PA Supreme Court x P x x x Commomreahh w. Smith, 17 A.3d 873 (Pa. 2011) 

Commonwealth v. Sudlh (Michael) PA Superior Court x D x 
Commomreahh w. Smith, 866 A.2d 1138 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2005) 

Commonwealth v. Smith (Wayne) Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Smith, 2013 WL 12385058 (Pa. C. P. 2013) 

Connnomveallh v. Smulsky PA Superior Court x D x Comntomveahh v. Smulsky, 609 A.2d 843 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1992) 

Conunomvealth v. Spell PA Superior Court x P x Commonwealth v. Spell , 2016 WL 5938503 (Pa. Super. Ct, 2016) 

Commonwealth v..Spo/z PA Supreme Court x P x Commonwealth v. SPotz, 896 A.2d 1191 (Pa. 2006) _ _ 

Commonwealth v. Spurgeon PA Superior Court x D x Commomvealth v. Spurgeon, 2015 WL 6132666 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Commonwealth v. Stamford PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Slandford, 2018 WL 68186_22 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commonwealth v. Stern (Lewis) Common Pleas x P x Commonwealth v. Stern, 2007 WL 4964417 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Commonwealth v. Thomas 
(Frederick) PA Supreme Court x D x 

Commonwealth v. Thomas, 717 A.2d 468 (Pa. 1998) 

Commonwealth v. Thongs PCRA 
(Richard) 

x P x 
Commonwealth v. Thomas, 2002 WL 34401698 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Commonwealth v. Thompson 
(Buckley) PA Superior Court x D x x 

Commonwealth v. Thompson, 2016 WL 5865006 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 



Meritless Claims 
Case Name 

Commonwealth v. Thompson 
(Chapel) 

'Trial / Superior / Notes 
Supreme Court 

PA Superior Court 

Unsuccessfu Direct 
I Batson Appeal 
Claim ("D"), 

PCRA 
('P) of 
Both 

x D 

Finding: 
meritless 
claim 

x 

Finding: Finding: Finding: 
Waived Inappropriate waived 

use of Batson during 
claim PRCA 

Citation 

Commonwealth v. Thompson, 2014 WL 10936776 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Conunonwealth v. Thompson 
(011ie) 

Common Pleas x D x 
W Commonwealth v. Thompson, 2013 L 8563532 (Pa. C. P. 2013) 

Commonwealth v. Tilley PA Supreme Court x P x Commonwealth v. Tilley, 780 A.2d 649 (Pa. 2001) 

Commonwealth v. Towles PA Supreme Court x D x Conmtonweal& v. Towles, 106 A.3d 591 (Pa. 2014) 

Commomwealth v. Tucker Common Pleas x D x Commonwealtt v. Tucker, 2006 WL 5430371 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Commonwealth v. Twilley PA Superior Court x D x Comrnomwealth v. Twilley, 612 A.2d 1056 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1992) 

Commonwealth v. Tyler Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Tyler,111, 2007 WL 6971611 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Commonwealth v. Uderra PA Supreme Court x P x x Commonwealth v. Uderra, 862 A.2d 74 (Pa. 2004) 

Commonwealth v. (Ilen PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Men, 607 A.2d 779 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1992) 

Commonwealth v. Vega Common Pleas x D x Commonwealth v. Vega, 2006 WL 5430251 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Commonwealth v. Vines Common Pleas x P x Commonwealth v. Vines, 2012 WL 8470820 (Pa. C. P. 2012) 

Commonwealth v. Vivian Common Pleas x P x Commonwealth v. Vivian, 2007 WL 6913377 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Commonwealth v. Waddv (Romont) Common Pleas x D x 
Commonwealth v. Waddy, 2002 WL 34254663 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Commonwealth v. Walker Common Pleas x D x Commonvealth v. Walker, 2002 WL 34401742 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Comtnonvealih v. Ward PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Ward, 2018 WL 6191089 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commonwealth v. Washatn Common Pleas x D x Commonweallh v. Washam, 1988 WL 1652873 (Pa. C. P. 1988) 

Commonwealth y. Washington PA Supreme Court x P x Commonwealth v. Washington, 927 A.2d 586 (Pa. 2007)  

Commonwealth v. Watkins 

(Gerald) 
PA Supreme Court x P x x 

Connnonwealih v. Watkins, 108 A.3d 692 (Pa. 2014) 

Commonwealth v. Watson PA Superior Court x P x Commonwealth v. Watson, 2018 WL 652925 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commonwealth v. Weaver 
(Tramell) 

Common Pleas x D x 
Conunornveallh v. Weaver, 2006 WL 5428896 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Commonwealth v. Wheeler PA Su erior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Wheeler, 645 A.2d 853 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1994) 

Commonwealth v. Willicnns 

(Anthony) 
Common Pleas x D x 

s, 2003 L 25652495 (Pa. C. P. 2003) Connnomvealth v.  Williams, 

Commonwealth v. Williams 
(Craig) 

PA Supreme Court x D x Conunonwea/t h v. 17•i111ants, 980 A.2d 510 (Pa. 2009) 

Commonwealth v. Williams 
(Kenneth) 

PA Superior Court x p x Commonwealth v. Williams, 2016 WL 1436426 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Connnomvealth v. Williams 
(Raheinn) 

PA Superior Court x P x 
Commonweall v. Williams, 2016 WL 5266587 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Connnomvealth v. Williams (Roy) PA Supreme Court x P x x Conntomweallh v. Williams, 732 A.2d 1167 (Pa. 1999) 

Cortirnonwea/th v. Williams 

(Terrance) 
PA Supreme Court x P x 

Commonwealth v. Williams, 863 A.2d 505 (Pa. 2004) 

Commonwealth v. Wilson (Harold) PA Supreme Court x D x 
Connnonrea/th v. Wilson, 672 A.2d 293 (Pa. 1996)  

Commonwealth v. Wilson 

(Zachary) 
PA Supreme Court x P x 

Commonwealth y. Wilson, 649 A.2d 435 (P. 1994) 

v. Yong (Joseph) PA Supreme Court x D x Commonwealth v. Young, 637 A.2d 1313 (Pa. 1993) _Commonwealth 

Cooper i. Franko Common Pleas x D x Cooper v. Franko, 28 Pa. D. & C. 4th 44 (Pa. C. P. 1996) 

.Jackson v. Pinnacle Health System Common Pleas x D x x 
Jackson v. Pinnacle Health System, 2005 WL 6721686 (Pa. C. P. 20050 

Neff v. Collins Common Pleas x D x Neffv. Collins, 2010 WL 4913549 (Pa. C. P. 2010) 

Reid v. Mount Zion Church of 

Kensington, Inc. 
PA Superior Court x D x 

Reid v. Mont Zion Church of Kensington, Inc., 2014 WL 10896890 (Pa. Super. CL 2014) 



Waived Claims 
ase Name Trial / Superior / Notes 

Supreme Court 

Unsuccessful Direct Finding: Finding: Waived Finding: Finding: waived Citation 

Balson Appewl meridess claim Inappropriate during PRCA 

Claim ("Do)e use of nw.von 

PCRA claim 

(" p"). or 

Both 
(' B "' )? 

x 

I 

1 
Commonnwealth v. Ali, 2012 WL 6928177 (Pa. C. P. 2012) 

Connnoimealth v. Ahringion Common Pleas x D x x Connnomvealth v. Arrington, 2008 WL 9853230 (Pa. C. P. 2008) 

Conmtoinveahh v. Austin PA Superior Court x p x Comunoinvea(th v. Austin, 2018 WL 466237 (Pa. Super. CL 2018) 

Commonwealth v. Baez PA Supreme Court x D x x Commonwealth v. Baez, 720 A.2d 711 (Pa. 1998) 

Conunonveahh v. Bates PA Superior Court x p x Contmomvealth r. Bates, 2017 WL 2992421 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Commonwealth v. Beasley PA Supreme Court This was discussed in the procedural history x P x Commonwealth v. Beasley, 937 A.2d 379 (Pa. 2007) 

Connnomvealth v. Bracey 

(Edward) pp Supreme Court x P x x 
ConanaWealth v. Bracer, 795 A.2d 935 (Pa. 2001) 

Commonwealth v. Bronshtein PA Supreme Court x D x x Commomvealth r. Bronshiein, 691 A.2d 907 (Pa. 1997) 

Commonwealth v. Brown (Lcn, r) PA Superior Court x P x Commomvealth v. Brown, 2013 WL 11267531 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

Commonwealth v. Brown 

(V 7nessa) 
PA Superior Court x D x x 

Commonwealth r. Brown, 242 A.3d 455 (Table)(Pa. Super. Ct. 2020) 

Connnomvealth v. Collins PA Supreme Court x P x Commoim+ealth r. Collins, 957 A.2d 237 (Pa. 2008) 

Commonwealth v. Daniels (Henn}) PA Supreme Court x P x x 
Commomvealth v. Daniels, 963 A.2d 409 (Pa. 2009) 

Commonwealth v. Davis PA Superior Court x B x x Commomvealth v. DmIs, 916 A.2d 1206 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2007) 

Commonwealth v. Eggleston PA Superior Court x D x x Commonwealth v. Eggleston, 2013 WL 11273037 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

Commonwealth v. Golphin Common Pleas x B x x Comnionwealth_v. Golphin, 2007 WE 4964416 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Connnomwealth v. Green (Gang) Common Pleas x x x Connnoinvea(th v. Green, 2009 WL 7752866 (Pa. C. P. 2009) 

Commomvealth v. Hackett 

(Richard) PA Supreme Court x B x 
x Commomvealth v. Hackett, 926 A.2d 978 (Pa. 2008) 

- -
Conunonm,ealth v. Harinarain PA Superior Court x B x x Connnomvealth v. Harinarain, 2014 WL 10917001 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Connnomvealth v. Hari-is (Victor) PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Harris, 2015 WL 7722318 (Pa. Super. Ct, 2015) 

Commonwealth v. Haynes 
The issue was already tried, barred from 

Common Pleas appealing the same issue 
x P x x 

Connnomvealth v. Haynes, 2006 WL 5429140 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Commomvealth v. Holloway PA Supreme Court x B x x 
Commoimvealth v. Holloway, 739 A.2d 1039 (Pa. 1999) 

Commonwealth v. Holmes (Karim) PA Superior Court x D x 
Commonnvealth v. Holmes, 2017 WL 6330696 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Commonwealth v. Jeffcoat-Parker PA Superior Court x D x Contmomvealth v. Jeffcoat-Parker, 2019 WL 3231251 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2019) 

Commonwealth v. Johnson (R.C.) PA Superior Court x D x Commomvealth v. Johnson, 534 A.2d 511 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1987) 

Commonwealth v. Jones (Demon) 
The issue was already tried, barred from 

PA Supreme Court appealing the same issue x P 
x x Com inonvealth v. Jones, 912 A.2d 268 (Pa. 2006) 

Commonwealth v. Jones 

(Eughinia) Common Pleas x p x 
Commonwealth v. Jones, 2006 WL 5429067 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Conauomveahh v. Jones (James) PA Supreme Court x B x x Commomvealth r. Jones, 951 A.2d 294 (Pa. 2008) 

Commonwealth v. Lee PA Superior Court x D x Commomvealth v, Lee, 2020 WL 1042638 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2020) 

Comnomveahh v. Lewis 

(Reginald) 

This is discussed in footnote 3 
PA Supreme Court x D x 

Connnomvealth r. Lewis, 567 A.2d 1376 (Pa. 1989) 

Connnomvealth v. Ligon PA Supreme Court x B x x Commomvealth v. Ligois, 971 A.2d 1125 (Pa. 2009) 

Commonwealth v. Loach (Jeraine), 

No. 23680-1988 
PA Superior Court x p x 

Commonvealth v. Loach, 2015 WL 8550372 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Commonwealth v. Marshall 

(Jerome) 
PA Supreme Court x D x 

Commonwealth v. Marshall, 947 A.2d 714 (Pa. 2008) 

Commomvealth v. Maxwell PA Superior Court x P x Commomvealth v. Mmive/l, 232 A.3d 739 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2020) 

Commonwealth v. McCollister 

(Dante) PA Superior Court x D x 
Commomvealth v. McCollister, 2014 WL 10802720 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Coinmomvealth v. McCurdy Common Pleas x P x Commomvealth it McCurdv, 2005 WL 5873638 (Pa. C. P. 2005) 

Commonwealth v. McDonald PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. McDonald, 2017 WL 4457295 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Commonwealth w. McNeil (Keay) PA Superior Court x P x Commomvealth r. McNeil, 2016 WL 5886495 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Connomm,ealth v. Mills (Aaron) PA Superior Court x D x x Connnomvealth v. Mills, 2020 WL 1490949 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2020) 

Connnomvealth v. 011ie PA Superior Court x D x Conunotwealtn v. 011ie, 2013 WL 11250779 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

Commonwealth v. Perez-Labotir Common Pleas x D x x Commonwealth v. Perez--Labour, 2006 WL 5430474 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Commonwealth v. Perrin PA Superior Court x P x x Commomvealth v. Perrin, 947 A.2d 1284 (Pa. Super. CL 2008) 

Commonwealth v. Philistin PA Supreme Court x D x x Commomvealth v. Philistin, 774 A.2d 741 (Pa. 2001) 

Commonwealth v. Porter PA Supreme Court x P x x Commomvealth v. Porter, 728 A.2d 890 (Pa. 1999) 

Commonwealth v. Rainey 

(Michael) 
PA Supreme Court x D x 

x Commonwealth v. Rainey, 928 A.2d 215 (Pa. 2007) 

Commonwealth v. Rankin PA Superior Court x D x x Connnomvealth v. Rankins, 2016 WL 5865066 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Commonwealth v. Reid (Anthony) PA Supreme Court x D x Commonwealth v. Reid, 235 A.3d 1124 (Pa. 2020) 



Waived Claims 
Case Name Trial / Superior / Notes 

Supreme Court 

PA Superior Court 

Unsuccessful Direct 

Batson Appeal 
Claim (" D" (1, 

PCRA 

("P"). a,-

Both 
(mB„ )o 

x P 

Finding? 

merilless claim 

Finding: Waived Finding: 

Inappropriale 
use of Batson 

claim 

Finding: rvaived 

during PRC.A 

x 

uannn 

Commoinveahh v. Rollins, 2019 WL 3731902 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2019) Commomvealth v. Rollins 
(Saharris) 

Connnohwea/th v. Smerge 

(Thornton) 
PA Superior Court x P x x 

Connnomvealth v. Savage, 2018 WL 6073766 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commonwealth v. Simmons 
(Laneill) 

PA Superior Court x D x 
Conhnnom•ealth v. Simmons, 2018 WL 3827278 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commonwealth v. ,Sistrunk 
(Hassien) 

PA Superior Court x P x x 
COlnnomvealth v. Sistnmk, 2019 WL 4880959 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2019) 

(onion wealth v. Smith (Gregory) PA Superior Court x B x x 
Commomvealth v. Smith, 2017 WL 5483253 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Commonwealth v. Smith (James) PA Supreme Court x P x x x Connnomvealth v. Smith, 17 A.3d 873 (Pa. 2011) 

Connnomvealth v. Speight PA Supreme Court x P x Commonwealth v. Speight. 986 A.2d 759 (Pa. 2009) 

Commonwealh v. ,Spence PA Supreme Court x D x Conunonweahh v. Spence, 627 A.2d 1176 (Pa. 1993) 

Commiowealth v. Slidhann Common Pleas x P x Con nomvealth v. Stidhann, 2003 WL 25711095 (Pa. C. P. 2003) 

Connnomvealth v. Taylor (Gusnts) PA Superior Court x P x Commonwealth v. Tavlor, 2018 WL 5629910 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commonwealth v. 77yonhan PA Superior Court x D x Connnomwealth v. 77vonhan, 2019 WL 336172 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2019) 

Connnoweallh v. Thompson 
(Buckley) 

PA Superior Court x D x x 
Connnotnvcallh v. Thompson, 2016 WL 5865006 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2016) 

Commomvealth v. lhompson 

(Marquis) 

PA Superior Court x D x nnmvealth v. 77honrpson, 106 A.3d 742 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) Cono 

Connumhwealti v. Uderra PA Supreme Court x P x x Cmnmomvealth v. Uderra, 862 A.2d 74 (Pa. 2004) 

Connnomvealth v. Warner 

(Antonio) 
PA Superior Court x P x Connnormealth v. Warmer, 2017 WL 117697 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2017) 

Commonwealth v. Watkins 

(Carroll) 
Common Pleas x D x 

Connnomvealth v. Watkins, 2007 WL SS 81011 (Pa. C. P. 2007) 

Commonwealth v. Watkins 

(Gerald) 
PA Supreme Court x P x x 

Commomvealln r. Watkins, 108 A.3d 692 (Pa. 2014) 

Commonwealth v. Wharton PA Supreme Court x D x x Commonwealth v. Wharton, 811 A.2d 978 (Pa. 2002) 

Commonwealth v. Williams (Roy) PA Supreme Court x P x x Conmonwealth r. Williams, 732 A.2d 1167 (Pa. 1999) 

Commonwealth v. Williams 

(Russell) 
PA Superior Court x D x 

Commomvealth v. Williams, 528 A.2d 980 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1987) 

Commaiweakh v. Wood PA Superior Court x D x Commomvealth v. Wood, 2015 WL 7SS7269 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Connnomvealth v. Wright Common Pleas x D x Commomvealth v. Wright, 2007 WL SS81007 (Pa, C. P. 2007) 

Jackson v. Pinnacle Health System Common Pleas x D x x 
Jackson v. Pinnacle Healf/i System, 2005 WL 6721686 (Pa. C. P. 20050 



Incorrect Applications 

Case Name 

Commonwealth v. Acres 

Trial / Superior I Notes 

Supreme Court 

PA Superior Court 

Unsuccessful Direct 

Batson Appeal 

Claim (`b"), 
PCRA 
("p"), or 

Both 

x D 

Finding: 

meritless claim 

x 

Finding: Waived Finding: 

Inappropriate 

use of Bulnwn 

claim 

x 

Finding: eaived Citation 

during PRCA r 

Commonwealth v. ,Acres, 2018 WL 4704508 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commonwealth v. Alston 

(Benjamin) 
Common Pleas x P x x 

Conmonnvealth v. Alston, 2003 WL 25711039 (Pa. C. P. 2003) 

Commonwealth v. Alston (Kew) PA Superior Court x D x Commonwealth v. Alston, 864 A2d 539 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2004) 

Commonwealth v. Garnett 
PA Superior Court The trial was held prior to Batson, claim fails 

x 
P x Commonwealth v. Garnett, 613 A.2d 569 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1992) 

Commonwealth v. Green (Derek) 
Common Pleas The issue was already tried, barred from 

appealing the same issue 
x 

D x Commonvealth v. Grecn, 2002 WL 34400778 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Commonwealth v. Haynes Common Pleas The issue was already tried, barred from x P x x Commonwealth v. Haynes, 2006 WL 5429140 (Pa. C. P. 2006) 

Commonwealth v. Johnson (David) PA Superior Court The trial was held prior to Batson, claim fails x P x Comnonwealth v. Johnson, 945 A.2d 185 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2008) 

Commonwealth v. Jones (Carslie) PA Superior Court x D x Conhhnonnvea/th v. Jones, 2015 WL 6666221 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Commonwealth v. Jones (Damon) PA Supreme Court The issue was already tried, barred from 
appealing the same issue 

x P x x 
Commonwealth v. Jones, 912 A.2d 268 (Pa. 2006) 

Commonvealth v. Keys 
PA Superior Court The appellant brought a different claim under a 

Batson claim 
x P x 

Commonwealth v. Keys, 2014 WL 10889705 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2014) 

Commonwealth v. McGne PA Superior Court Court declines to discuss the issue due to 
inappropriate forum 

x D x 
Commnonvealth v. McCtnc, 2016 WL 5266557 (Pa. Super. Ct 2016) 

Commomwealt/v x Shannon 
A Batson claim does not cover age 

Conunon Pleas discrimination x D x x 
Commonwealth v. Shannon, 2012 WL 7688025 (Pa, C. P. 2012) 

Commonwealth v. Sistrunk 

(Hassien) 
PA Superior Court x P x x 

Connhonvealth v..Sistnmk, 2019 WL 4880959 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2019) 

Commonrealth v. Terry 

Inappropriate use of the Batson rule as 

PA Supreme Court Defendant is attacking array of venire not the 
peremptory challenges used 

x D x 

Commonwealth v. Terry 521 A.2d 398 (Pa. 1987) 

Commnonwealth v. Thomas (Duaiw) PA Superior Court x P x 
Conrmomvealih v. Thomas, 2020 WL 33250 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2020) 



Withdrawn Claims 
Case Name Trial / Superior / Withdrawn Court Declined Citation 

Supreme Court Batson claim to Discuss the 

Issue 
I 

t 
Commonwealth v. Baker (Lee) 

Commonwealth v. Brokenborough PA Superior Court 

Commonwealth v. Miller (Hayward) PA Superior Court 

Commonwealth v. Ortiz 

Commonwealth v. Thomas (Leroy) PA Su2reme Court x x Commonwealth v. Thomas, 44 A.3d 12 (Pa. 2012)  

Commonwealth v. Warner (Antonio) PA Superior Court x x Commonwealth v. Warner, 2013 WL 11253756 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

PA Supreme Court Commonwealth v. Baker, 728 A.2d 952 (Pa. 1999) 

x 

x 

x Commonwealth v. Brokenborough, 2015 WL 6958342 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

x Commonwealth v. Miller, 2013 WL 11262999 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2013) 

x Commonwealth v. Ortiz, 241 A.3d 368 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2020) PA Superior Court x 



Claims with Unknown Results 

Case Name Trial / Superior / Notes 

Supreme Court 

Conrntom,ealth v. Brinson PA Superior Court Unknown answer: Court references there was a Batson claim in the 
procedural history, but there is nothing published on the outcome 

Unknown result Remanded for 

to Batson claim new trial 

x 

ourt Ice me  to nation 

Discuss the Issue 

• 
Commonwealth v. Brinson, 240 A.3d 156 (Table) (Pa. Super. Ct. 2020) 

Commonwealth v. Figueroa PA Superior Court x x Commonwealth v. Figueroa, 29 A.3d 1177 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2011) 

Commonwealth v. Gesaalso PA Superior Court Unknown answer: Court declines to review the Batson issue due to another 
issue requiring a remand for a new trial 

x x  
Commonwealth v. Gesualso, 2020 WL 865113 (Pa. Super. Cc 2016) 

Commonwealth v. Gibson PA Superior Court Unknown claim: Batson mentioned in procedural history, but doesn't 

(Kareem) dicuss the prior court's holding 
x  

Commonwealth v. Gibson, 2015 WL 6957021 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Commonwealth v. Grant PA Superior Court Unknown claim: a footnote discusses a Batson claim, but there is no 
history ofthe PCRA opinion 

x 
Convnonw W ea/th v. Grant, 2018 L 2931907 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2018) 

Commonwealth v. Hornezes Common Pleas Unknown claim: Batson mentioned in procedural history, but final 
decision unknown 

x  
W Commonwealth v. Hornezes, 2002 L 34401663 (Pa. C. P. 2002) 

Unknown answer: Court declines to review the Batson issue due to another 

Commonwealth v. Matthews (Rod) PA Superior Court issue requiring a remand 
Note: was a successful claim at the lower court 

x x 

Commonwealth v. Matthews, 2015 WL 7260349 (Pa. Super. Ct. 2015) 

Commonwealth v. Wilson Unknown answer: Court declines to review the Batson issue due to 
(Derrick) PA Superior Court another issue requiring a remand 

x x x 
Commonwealth v. Wilson, 619 A.2d 1063 (Pa. Super. Ct. 1992) 
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