
IN THE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT

FORTHE EASTERNDISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

RichmondDivision

ANTHONY BERNARD JUNIPER,

Petitioner,

V.

DAVID W. ZOOK,
Warden,SussexI StatePrison,

Respondent.

Civil Action No. 3:1 l-cv-00746

OPINION

This mattercomesbackto the Court on remand from theUnited StatesCourtof Appeals

for the Fourth Circuit to considerwhat, if any, procedurallydefaulted claims of ineffective

assistanceof trial counselmay beraisedpursuantto Martinez v. Ryan, 132 S. Ct. 1309 (2012).

PetitionerAnthony BernardJuniper,an inmateon death row inVirginia, presentsthreepotential

claimsin his AmendedPetitionfor Writ of HabeasCorpus. (Dk. No. 144.)David W. Zook, the

Wardenof Sussex I State Prison ("the Warden"), moves to dismiss theAmendedPetition. (Dk.

No. 146.) Because the Court finds thatJuniper'samended claims do not meet therequirements

set forth by the Supreme Court in Martinez, each is barred due to procedural default.

Accordingly, the Court grants the Warden's Motion to Dismiss and deniesJuniper'sAmended

Petition for Writof Habeas Corpus.

I. FACTS AND PROCEDURALHISTORY

The Court previously set forth the grisly factsof the crimes at the heartof this petition in

a MemorandumOpinion dated March 29, 2013, which the Court incorporates herein by

reference. SeeJuniperv. Pearson, 2013 WL1333513,at *1-6 (E.D. Va. Mar. 29, 2013) (Dk.
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