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SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA 2@@”&1{ 8 PM 2:22

AUGUSTA DIVIZSION
CLERE Z;Zé’/ .

SUGIST OF GA.

CHARLES W. WALKER, SR., ¥*
*
- Petitioner, *

* CV 1089-036

VS, * {formerly CR 104-0583)
*
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, *
*
Respondent. *
ORDERZR

Presently before the Court in this habeas corpus matter
is Petitioner’s motion for recusal. Specifically, Petitioner
moves for recusal pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 435(a} and {b) (1) of
the undersigned judge, as well as the Honorable Lisa Godbey
Wood and the Honorable J. Randal Hall.®

Section 455{a) instructs a federal judge to disqualify
himgelf if *his impartiality might reasonably be questioned.”
The standard of review for a Section 455{a) motion is “whether
an objective, disinterested, lay observer fully informed of
the facts underiying the grounds on which recusal was sought

would entertain a significant doubt about the Jjudge's

1 This Order only addresses the issue of my
disqualification. I will leave the disqualification of Judge
Wood and Judge Hall for the Chief Judge to consider in
reassignment of the case,




AQ T2A
(Rev.8/82}

Case 1:09-cv-00036-WTM-WLB  Document 15 Filed 05/18/2009 Page 2 of 2

impartiality,” Parker v. Connors Steel Co., 855 F.2d 1510,
1524 (1lth Cir. 1988), and any doubts must be resclved in
favor of recusal, United States v, Kelly, 888 F.2d 732, 744
(1lth Cir, 1989),

Upon review of Petitioner’s motion and affidavit, and in
light of his ineffective assistant of counsel claim as it
relates to my alleged bias or prejudice, I find that
Petitioner has satisfied this standaxd.? Accordingly, the
captioned case is hereby referred to the Honorable William T.
Moore, Jr., Chief Judge of the Southern District of Georgia,

for further assignment and plenary disposition.

ORDER ENTERED at Augusta, Georgia, this /Qﬁé%i“;;y of

Md 7 2

UNITED gﬁTEs DISTRICTTUDGE

May, 2008.

?  Section 455(b) (1) requires disqualification if the
judge has a personal bias or prejudice against a party or has
personal knowledge of disputed facts. My recusal is in no way
based upon Section 455(b) (1); in fact, I reject the notion
that my recusal is mandated under this subsection.




