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Dear Mr. Bennett o . B S f T;ch Sennon,dr Clenc .

Ffam recerpt of the Court’s Order in the above styied and numb red cause deny)ng the request of attorneyjoseph A:
Connors 1l to-be appomted as Mr. Ramos" habeascounseml under Artrde 4 HOT 1 -V.AC.CP: - As-one of Mr. Ramos'
attorneys:on direct-appeal; | feel compelted touséek. reconsrderatzon OF tHE" Courts Order on behalf of Mr. Ramos.
Please accept thls Ietter 3nef asa motxon for reconsrderatton of the Courts rulmc. - :

./_'

The relevant facts in thrs case appear to be as foHows : :
L Mr Ramos is lndlgent - : S
| - 2. Mr Connors has been representmg Mr Ramos pursuant'o a.cour‘c~apoorntment .
- g 3. As-a result of the court appomtment Mr Ramos and Mr Connorc develooed an attorney—chent relationship.
T 4 M. Ramos is entxtled to court—appountcd counsel under Art l l O7I VA C C P |

5. As evndenced by hxs motlon hIS staternents on ooen court on October l8 l996 and the tnal court's findings,”
entered of record the: sarne day, (see Exhibit “A") Mr. Connors wishes to remam on as Mr, Ramos' attorriey, and
continues, in fact to represent Mr. Ramos in thrs case. Presenty, aop ucauon for wnt of certxoran is pending at
the Unlted States Suprerne Court S Tel - e T

6. _As evrdence by h(s statements on open court on October 18; t996 and the tna} courts 1.nd1ngs entered of
record the same day (see Exhibit A M Ramos wants Mr. Connors to remasn on.as hlS court-appointed.
' attorney and prosecute hlS wnt apphcatlon under Artlcle l I 071 VAC C P »

_ . In Buntion.v; /—/armon 827 S W 2d 945 (T ex: Cr App l992) and 5roz’7is‘ A W‘ssef' 894 S W, 2d 366 (T ex.Cr.App.
|995) trial- courts attempted to prevent court apponnted tnal counse! frorn rematmng an as court—appomted counsel on
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appeal. ln each case, this Court held that tnal courts were powerless to. prevent court—appomted counsel from remaining
on as the defendant's court-appointed counsel on appeal over the objection-of both counsel'and the defendant when the

. only justification for such replacement is the trial judge's personal practice, experience, feellngs or preference Rather,
there must be some principled reason, apparent from the record to JUSUf)/ the tnal Judges sua sponte replacement of
appoxnted counsel. Buntior, supra at 949 3 : S

In those two.cases, the defendant had developed an attorneyrclxent relattonshxp wrth hlS court-aopomted attorney and
' 'was entltled to court—appomted -counsel in further proceedlngs Each defendant wanted his ‘court-appointed attorney ta
_remain on as his attorney-and’ represent him’on: appeal Each trlal court removed counset without pnncrpled reasons.

' 'Thls Court Ordered each trial court to vacate the Order removmg court-appomted tnal counsel .

Thére appears to be na dl arence in the cnrcumstances of thls case and Bunﬁon or StoZz‘s save and except the language

in Artide- 1:1:071- § 2(e), which appears to presum.\, that direct appeal and habeas counsel will be diffierent, which statute
" is discretionary in the instant case. 'In this, case, Mr. Ramos is entitled to c0urt-appomted counsel in further proceedlngs
‘and- wants.his pr esent court-appomted a*torney o remaln on as his attorney - :

The undersigned respcctfull/ saggests that as both Mr Ramos and’ Mr Connor‘ have requcsted Mr Connors’
~ appeintment on the record, the Court cou/o‘appomt Mr- Connors, See Art. 11071 § 2(e)( h, VAC.C. P. Given this.
. Court's acknowledged shortage of (2) attorneys available: for represeriation of lndlgent dcath row.iny natcs “and (o) money
e pay such attorneys appomtrnc Mr Connors mae(es the most sense. . . : : :

M Connors lS the attorney most farnlllar with Mr Rarr*os case By appomtlna Mr Connors the Court wsll not have
“to pay anotncr attormey ta become famniliar with the cllent and/or tnc facts of this case Based on. the $100 per hour fee
‘the Court has announced it-will cost the' Court in excess of Sixé Thousand Dollars ($6 OOO) snrnply to have another
- a“torney read Wlth the elcnty exgnt (88) volume statement of facts in thls case e v

I ’Tnc ends of Justlce Wl|| be bcst servecl by reconsrdermg and grantlng Mr Conno;s reql est to act as Mr ‘Ramos’s Art
[1.071 habeas lawyer lhereby pray for such rellefon behalf of Mr. Qamos » :

o certx‘y tnat 2 true and correct copy of tne aoove and foregolng letter bnef / motlon for reconsrderatlon have been this
’ day transmltted via telecopu (éx) to the_ oflr ce of the Hldalgo County Dlstnct Attorne / s off ce.

o L'."-.‘Rcspectl'ully suomltted
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