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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

[¥] For cases from federal courts:

A

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

[ ] reported at : ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[\/{13 unpublished.

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

[1] reporfed at : ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[v"1s unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

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

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.




“t ' 'JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was APRIL I%ZZO'R

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

[\p}/ A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: A2t 10, 3018 , and a copy of the
oorder denying rehearing appears at Appendix __A

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including ‘ : (date) on (date)
in Application No. A .

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

.
- . i

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

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

[1A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, 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 (date) on (date) in
Application No. A :

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

! )AMWNEM ;}‘ Mo ﬂ;ﬂsm/ GHAL BE IHELCO 78 AVSKER FOR A CRPITAL OR UER-
AIIGE INFAMOUS CRIME, UNLESS ON 1?7 PRESENTMENT OR INOITMIENT OF A (7RAND
JURY, Eygf/} W CASES SARISING 8 THE Lrnd] o0& «ﬁwu FRRAES, CR IN Tz M ics 774,

WTEN IN iy AL Jffzvuz I TIME &F WARR 0R Publle bﬂu&fze; NOR SHALL ANY
PERSON 8E SUBIECT FOE THE SAME OFFeriE 76 BE TWNNCEPIT rsomkpr
oFf u;;:_s’ oK LJM@’ ANOL IHALL &c (.‘GMPEALI% INANY Ceiminm. CRSE To BE A WiT
NESS ALRNST //msé-zgvm és‘ 0;{'/1:02-‘0 OF RIFE, LIBERTY ok PROPELTY, wWiiH-
dr PYE ROCESS oF LAW ) NOA. SHALL PRINATE PROPERTY BE TAKEN Fer Risuge
e i!é&') W/7Hou7T JUST UOMPEUSWIAM‘/A’%M Bpg ?)
ol.) AMEWM&WTV‘/; I AL CRIMINAL i’ﬁbsfeuifm THE Ae.ga@./gp JitALe E,;;Jw‘/ THE
Rc&/ff TO0 A sPEé'ﬂy AND PuBle TRIAL ) By AN IMPALTIAL '.Td/zy OF 7HZ STATE ApO

DISTRILT WHEREN 7IHE LRIME SHALL HAVE Ben COMITTED, wriicrn pi8rrici SHALL

HRVE BEEN PRENIDUSLY ASeskFrAsmep By LN, AMD TO IMFORMED OF 1ive NATLRE
AND CRUSE oF yHE ACCUSATION n T8 B8 GONFRONTED wirs/ THE WITRESS ALANST
Htfﬂd* 70 HAVE ComruisorRy PROCESS Fo& ORTRINING (\NITAIESSES i 1S FAVOR, .
ANPR T8 HAVE THE ASSISTIHNGE OF COUWSEL FOR HIS DEFEMSE. (/Vo &“ﬂuﬂﬁsztj
3) AMENDMENT WHJ‘ Exafss:‘n/é Baic SHALL Nor 82 Ky URED , NOR EXCESSIVE

FINES, IMposED, NOR CRUEL ANO UMUSAL PUNISHMENT INFLICTED. (RPrerom By 9)
J.



4.) AMENBMENT X1V, SECTION I3 ALL PERSONS BoRdd 0K MATURALIZED iNl THE
Uﬂ(ré‘o IJIRTES AO JUBJECT yo 77 GURISDICTION THEREOF, RRE C:Tizen$ OF
THE UNITE0 STRTES ANO Or 7HE STATE \WHEREIN THEY RESIDE . No STRTE SHALL
PMAKE BR ENFORCE ANY LAW \WHIEH SaLl ABRIDGE THE FRIVILEDGES or 1M -
MENITIES OF THE Gl ZENS OF THE LWITED STATE S NO& SHALL ANy STHIE JE pRIVE
ANY PERSCN OF LiFE, LIBERTY, 0F FPROFERTY, WITHOST DUE FROESS OF LAW
NOR DENY TO ANY FERION \WITHIAL 17's  JURISDICTTON THE EQuAL FROTECTI6 41

| OF AAWS, /API’EAIAIX B ¢1~7)

5») DuvE PRrocess ciauss _[}8 70 ))' THE C’Wﬁfwﬂw/ﬂl. PRov1Si08 THAT Rorierrg
THE GOVELNITIENT™ FROM UNFTIRLY ox. ﬁaﬁ'aﬂﬂﬁy BeRING A FERSM) OF LIFE,
LiBERTy of MROPERTY. THERE ARE Tulo PUE ﬁewc:a:s. CRAYVSE (N THE ChirBD SHE3

COAMITOTIOM | DME i) THE 5 7% ADERIDMEUT A7PLY T 7HE FEDERAL Godzavmen T

Ao eve 1N THE 197 AzadDmisns” PPl ity 7o THE STATES (,ﬂﬂow, H THE B
AMEMOMENTS DUE FROCESS (RAUSE 14180 RPAUES TO THE STRIES UntdER THE
INEORPARATION Docmwy CP EPOAL FROTELTion] LIRVBE, //;p,%,,,o /x B 7 )
b) EX Pos7 FA¢TO mw; A STATUTE 7HAT CRIDINAUIZES AMO AGTen) AND SiMyuT -
ANEOQSLY PROUIAES FOR PUNISHMENMT OF ﬁioaz WHo 700K THE AC7ion) BEFORE
iT HAD LEGALLY BECome A Crimiz ) SPeeiFy A JAw THAT jm PERMISSABY Apples

REIROACTIvELY, ESp. IN A WAy THAT NEGATIELY AFFECTS A PERSCs AIHTS

+
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, L4 ‘
10) ART 64004 7=xA3 CovE oF CRIMiAL PRocouanc. ;(5) Repecrap Couviciion ”
u , > . a
OR " ADSUMCATION ~ MMEANS A ComvLeiiont of AJUDICATION, JNELuOIlly RAI AD-
TUDKATION. 0F DELINQUENT CoNpueT oR A DEFERRED ARV Tion] , THAT RE6mdp ~
LESS OF 7re ﬁwz/«ey OF AN APPENL. IS A CONUICTIO FOR or 1IN AUIUDICATON/
for O£ BRSED oW /35;«/& OF FEsES LISTED M (5) A-L ej (¢) A-E£ ), )8 AdpuiRed
To REGISER A3 A SEx OFFENER. (APPEN/4 & g5 G )

.. N . . 4 .
/. ) ART. O2. 002 TExas Coix oF (imushi. PROCEDURNL] QPPLCA BIITy OF SHPIER

) - o ;€
TS CHAPTER APFIIES ouay To A REPORTRBLE CodseiTon ok AuveAsions
BLCURRING ON O& AFTER SEFT. |, AT70. (/‘iPPE‘AJDM Bpp 6 )

1R) FzosrAL RUBE 3y $ 209/ “ReveErmwr o.é‘ﬁuﬂ‘musj' e 7ikm  Sex
oFFEA/AEZ» MEANS AN INDIVIDURL WHO WAS CONVITED 0#' A SEX OFFEusE
( ArPenion By 4,-7)
. ] - . y

13) ART @R.102, Tx.C.Cx Roc. FRIWAE To comR Y Wi B GRATI) REQUIRE -

M&Jﬁs’;‘(g) R FERSON COMauTlERE AN OFFEMSE jF THE FERSON 41S R UIRED
7% /EGISTEC AND FAILY 7O Comply wWiltt ANY REQUIREMENT OF T $ CHAPIER

(63 (APPinpIx B pg g )



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Die, § Joog Pfr)ﬂbmsx WAS PRROLED FROM TEXRS DEPT. 0F CRunfMAL THSIFEE -
CORRECTION, TA8T/T070n) piysiond (T.0.¢.T- €. 1, 0) FOR THE QFFEn SE MAUFACTOR/
ELIVERY OF R CONTROLLED SUBSTANCE CAUSE Mo 1Y < He2 0> wiTH r);z 7P~
AATion 7O REGITER AS A X OF FENDER PURSUANT To TEXAS SR OFFENIFR FE-
GrISTRATION STATUTE AR Go0Z. €62 iX. <. (R, /Rec. BELRUSE &F +18 FRICR DI -

- CHARGED RAFE CONVILTION (MME Ne. i?x /% ﬂi&fwaf 5 3) A3 A COvDITions
OF froz, FETIEIoNER mpDes THESE FsRionre wi-FikSon OFFIEE isir ax o8 Berors
H4$ ﬁikr/iary (6-24- 1%1) AS REQUIRED By THE FROVISIONS oF 7EXRS Six OFFEMPER
REGISTRATION PRoGRAM. ART. 62,102 IR, €. (k. Rog, (APAENDIX D g 26 5)

”o“@"‘r’z 1 RIE fz-qgo/g 77E SmeTH dodﬁ/fy SHERIFF W" DROE wsms§-m
RESIDINT Anp Emitoy menr MECfe’sf 70 Aﬁkmﬁmjbﬁxgm A PARAQLE |fip+ ”
AATien/ W/?X/UWT//?/’%D/X ), o5 Y PR 2 ,5'.2 7phRA | ). _ﬂ?ﬁidH b, 2043 /ZTi7i0nER

\ oVNTY
WAS AUIRESTED FER VIDUATON OF JARME 7l Spisi Bun7y, 7ExR3 7HE sl wdthrcs Aeg

AECISTRY FRES WAS UP 70 DATE, NEVETHELESS ON MIARH 28 2013 A LypRrsr

WAS (SSUED FOR FETITIONER 3 on 7rE CHARGE OF /fPUVEE 7o demily WITH THE o -
"VIdioys oF rwe IEX oFf‘EMaz;‘/z REGISTRATION FROGRAM A7 42 102 JX. & (. /Req
F2TiTionleR w)vs INDIETED &y A SMITH aouwly CrrAnD JURY oW T+AT 3P De-

GREE CHARGE AniD THE PUMISHMENT RAMEE WRS ENHANE 78 25 YRS 70
2 |



LIFE  COMFIVENIENT itd THE JEXRS DEFT OF ORINIMAL Ti/dRCE -LORRECTIOAL TNSTITY-

7Tl D{llww(fo.edu cio ) AV, [ 2018 PeTiziondR. WA SEJTEueE Te RJ yengs
COMFINEMSNT N  THXRS DZPF, oF BBimipsfl- S0 3Tves = PRISO N

UL THE ADUICE OF H1$ STATE CORT COUMMSEL FPETTTIOMER PLEAD Guiay 7o
AVOID A LIFE SENTENCE (ﬂqu.o/x D@ 2 parr 3) 4»(0 AECEVED 25 YEARS
aed-¢l.n. y /Z-Wﬁoutz AT THE Time 0B FUER WAIED IS Ricalld 7o APFEAL.,

Nov: G, 2014 FRTITIONER, Foied 1ikd SIPALIEATIoN FOR WRIT OoF 178603 doRPUS
ART /107 T%. C.C&. FROL, Carternimts (1) WRONG FULLY ConuieTED BRIED yren) M

VeIo /Noie 7/’\4&"417:.;{.2) CONVIETion wgc’; RTED H1S £X POST FrcTo RIGHTS; (3) 418
CONYICTTON ViotiTED DOUBLE J’é’oi’/;éb” [’H 1S CoNIETIon COMSTITOTES CRuEL
AND NSUAL Pou18rret AND (5) 1z AEcIiEvED IMEFFECTIVE ASYISTAKCE OF TRAIL
COMisEL. THE TEXAS CoukT OF CRIMINAL, APFEAS DEAIED PETITIONERG 74ABESS

COPYS 1IRT. 7107 73.t.Le PRec, PPRLICATION WITHOUT g WRITTEN QROZR 624 -Jor5.

FETiONER THEW FILED 1S FEDERAL HABERS Cerd FEB, 26, 0M8. 7+ Uniizep
STATES DisTRICT Couver EASTERM QISTRIT of TexAs (TWER) RDePTED 7HE REPORT MO
RECOMMENOATION oF THE MAGISTRATE 70 VERRULE FETiMioners O8IEeT: en/@
13SVED AN, ORDER DEA}y/UG IS HABEAS CLAim As 7imE- BARRED APPLYING THE
ANti - TERRORISM ANiD EFFE2 TIE DEATH PENRLTY ’/?sr(ﬂfor’ﬁ) WiTH FREJUDICE AP

ORDERED M JSUERANCE For CERTIFICATE oF APPEALABILTY BE DENIED SUR SPoalTE

&-i3 ~,Qo/7(/?PPEND/x 3 /0 ) FHE DISTRICT CovRT LID mjor mans A DEcISion,

g.



w ;"577'770;/&7(3 INSFFELTIUE ASSISTANCE OF JTRAIL COOMNSEL Cinim NEFTHER N0 7#HE
THE MIACISTRATES TEFORT Ao REConInIcnOATiont (APPEnDIX C /- 9) 1ssu= AN
OPINOM. PETITI00IER THEN FILED A PETFTION /DR M IIRRANCE OF (EITI FICATE
OF APPEALABILITY IN TIIE LWITED FTRTES CovkT OF APPEALS For THE FIFTH
QIROUNIT APPEALING THE DECISION OF THe UMITED IJTRIES DISTRICT OVRT FRSTEU
DIsiRser oF /a’ﬁs/)ﬁ'g/?) KNG THE fDLLOWIAK fIRGYE 7UBAITS o )

' JHRT THE B)I7iR1F COUrRT “ UMERIONRBLY APPLIED ”r//E OA(E YEAR STRTITE OF
LimTRTIoR] FOR FHunly FOR. HRBEAS REUIEE CAmmes PURSURNT THE /7,1/)7 JER-
AORIIN 1Y EFFECTIVE DEATH rIZ0ALTY AT (AEDPA) 70 DEwY FETIIONER S JAGEAS
CAAIM, RLTHOU Gl ATITIOMER  FILED WIS RIAIERTON Fhe WAL OF HRBRS LHRPuS

FETITION JNEOMPIINNEE ws1TH TEXRS FPPLICHTE FROCEOURE Frattte REQIREMBIG

FOR 0UT" OF 7ImE PoST LONVIETION APPERLS, gy 7/07 77.¢. & /7x’o¢  SEE NiwEgAs v |
TorNSou, B F3l 467 (57 199T) 1. HABERS CoRPSS, o3

Pﬁ/ﬁouﬁz FRCUES THAT H13 LONETION 1aps BAIED ON A FUYORmpenTHLLY »é/vaw
RVD NOID INGIBTIIE T OAUIE No. 4074013 FRIKLURE 7o REGIITER AG A SEX OFReER
€£Mus£} THE FEQUIREMENTS 7o THE CHRARGES KISTED Ind THE /A/D/a»?ix//“ﬂ?ﬂﬂavm
£ g /’.7) MFOIED /144 "/?/F/m;mw ﬁma/x/z/' ' pust %ﬁmﬁdr “ns ArruiD 78 MHE
PETTOMER, PURBITWT A FRIOR DISEIPREED ARE Convisiion) (4g5 ssp 7- 8L I
ﬁ»ﬂ&w;»& £ s 3 ) WD THAT 143 CopdeCTions VIAS BASED ©al AN JukoilSTE o

STHTUIE AR 64.003 7% £ &. FROE,, [ErTionicr RRGUES, ALTIHOVEH HE /3 RERPUIRED

9.



TO RELISTER &S R 32X OFFENDER UnDER AUMEJMA/ $ 4AW® D 8 CFRRAER
ReEeus74rTIens ACT oF 7997, fwb TED JTRTES LEPT OF JUSTo0s UL L8 CERTAS
REqu1RES Mﬁuoﬁmey REGISTRATION AMO UBL/e MOTIfI eRTien] (F /UL SEx OFFiul-

1) A AEGARDLESS T WIHEY THIEIR Qon/ieeTion ocewe)e&a, UNMIKE TERS SEX OF-
FEMDER AECUSTRATION STATUTE FR7. bR.00d 7%.C. &R FROC. Wirier APPLIES ody 7o

IEX OFFGMDERS Witr CorliseTions oE nIUpeaRiop) ont o AFTER JER: | 70, THE
STRTVIE™ EXEPTS JEX OF FENDERS SIMILRRLy SITURTED WiTH LoNYseTiy fRiOR To
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