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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _A__to
the petition and is ' _

[ ] reported at - or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
/] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix B to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at , . or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[¢4 is unpublished.

[ ] For cases fr_om state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix A€22¢ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at 42/2 € ; OF,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the _A 041 # court
appears at Appendix Abip<¢ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at __AJoi-e ; or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case

was Febrdary 06; I018 .

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[TA tifnely petition for rehearing v’vas_denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: [= . I& , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including . Alghn€ (date) on __Alon+<£ '~ (date)
in Application No. ___A_ALDn¢. '

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was A<
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix Alon<

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
on e , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix A0 R

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including _4/Cn= (date) on __A/ohn« (date) in
Application No. —_A :

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C § 1257(a).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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Of Tovvvant County Texas (RILLZIS N 077 Apvfi_ Ligas, The
The gvanrd fuv)l MNetuyned o vevdict OF ng Hy (R .IVIHD.The
Pe+itioner Proceeded To Tvial on Punichment Boove.  The
.:I%LJLY\/’[r\w”Vs\: Oh ApYiL b i998:The Jury Sentenced.  7he
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( The UY)‘l Foh Saades Distvict Cout. Denied The Petrtloner oy
pvgjud ice Oh October 20. 201, . bind a Ordey RE: TNTral Pox+ial
Fee Oind Collection omnd Paynier+ OF FuLl FrLing Fees

7:)’]{7 Petitionev Filed O NOHCE of Appasl/a Objection Td The [l -
ing Of The Court S, On OCtokb ey 20,2018y The (oo oF Agpeals
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frioney Filled oo mo tion Fov Pevwicsion To Amend on N vember
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Ditvrc t of Taxas The (oot Nenied The Pekitionsy MIeLion
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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4Yi Decause The oPim“omwmA Orders Con{lect With The decision
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\YZ fvoshyr i8S <o C¥s 2641 (2003 Thot & o (RYo+ion IS Tneon-
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The Fetivioner Mode Necoty ™iseovered Eviddence 0 Couribou-
Se Public Reconde OF Fort wovih Taroany County - TeAGS an
Pyecented Exnihait 08 and FiLed A Rule Codd movion e
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C Exhhsiv 8\ Show< Thet The Court Dittrics/ Mo, 2 omm 3o
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The Peritioney Has Meet The Requiremens of Rule 60 0C2))

The Exhikii (A Show The Reason twhy The Cour % Couml d NOt

Pyoditce A et Cevtificd Copy OF an Aftidav:'+ That lould
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The Pe+ivioney From Pyoceding onhan Th Fovma I'Daupfwic
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The fetitioner ClLaimc That His Rule CO B Wiot/on is
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Hic 1998 Tvial which (s Ap# Stamp By Couvi £LeaK Al TZi/<ew
4S T~vue 0F The Hodbovi+en Docurnons Fxwbi+ R The
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“The 'Haloeas Courts Realisi Analysis T+ Ao+ Limited B Such Evidine
Theve 1S 1o afepuM ' This Case Tvar Houee Hak Presented Some
New Reliable Evidence Hause Ve Peoilp SHT LS. BIS 115 SaCito

NOGY 165 LeEdsldh 1Y, Petirioner (Lavms That He Has mest The
Recéu’inompmc Ars T GonzoaleZ Vo Cxoskoy/Houst Ve Bell
Uihich The Necisioh ovd Ovder of The (aurts Confects with  The
decisions 0£ The 5u,ﬁt‘£h’(€ (ours Ru Lin? oL K?’)M'YJJ&Lf’f///DJJKZ__‘g

The Peritioney Clamms That The Exnibirs ID/ (R WS Mever Tre-
g,avwea/ O+ Hie 1908 Tvial and SvowsThat The Petrtioney .
Yo detual Danocenv OF The Stare £xhib it () &:LLaqaﬁbm The
£ ors S Refue 7o GLtey ov Amend i +s Tudgmi eni/7a Sek a5idde

Hic Sratt Cour f ConviCHon on The Ewdencé violated i Lonst-
itional Awmevidments Qi9h+c of The Gt/ Seh/ /4 + See The ADD-
eniix (N OF The Nuule 6O ynot+ion s

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: ﬂm/v 4120/ 3



