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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:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendlx% to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at '\[ Ml\’ ; OT,

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is
[ ] reported at N /A ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[‘vﬁ‘ r cases from state courts QF’?ILCQ!LJT 'S XOLE COPY MATED TU TEYAS

UL OF | E\JM Aeeeacs aodt wirm Yereron o BIM‘EAIM)# Qevzed.
The opinion qf the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at N IA' ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[\,}/fs unpublished.

The opinion of the . N / A court
appears at Appendix / to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; /{A ; Or,

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[ ] is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on ){Vhﬂl the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied b}z the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: f\/ / , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendlx

[ ] An extension of time to fi e the petition for a writ of certlorarl was granted
to and including (date) on N // /\" (date)

in Application No. A%

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

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court dec1%‘d my case was L// / 8/07076
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ ] A timely p U 71 n for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
? and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to the petition for a writ ﬁf certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on ,!'\// A4 (date) in

Application No. Q@A ML

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




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

HE QIZGHT TO A SPEEDY TRLAL TS GUARANTESD
UNDER THE SEXTH AmenomenT oF THE UnETED
Svates CONSTETUTEON AND APPLIED TAROU GH
THE FourTeENTA MpasupmenT oF THE UNETED
JTES CONSTETUTTON. TRe REGAT T0 A SPEBY
Tl TS ALSO GUARANTSEDY UVDER ArTcls 4,
SECTION 10 OF THE “TeYAS (ppsTRTUTION AND

ALTZCLE 1.0S 0F TRE Towas Cope 0F Crzmoal
Qocspure (T.C.C.P).

Tae Untted Syaes Sureeme CounT ESTABLESHED
A BALNCING TEST AND SUGGRESTED FOUIL FACTOS
TO CONSEDEIL TN DETERMINING WHETAEL AV ACCUSD
HAS BEEN DENTED A SPEEDY TRZAL. THE FACTORS ;THOUGH
NOT EXCLUSIVE, ALE (1) LENGTH OF DELAY 5(3) REAZON
FOR DELAY ; (3) THE DEFENDANT'S ASSELTION OF THE
LIGAT TO sPEERY TRIAL, ANDY) preBunses AUS TO
deway. Oee Brgeer v. WENGD, o7 U S AT S3],
a2 3. AT 2192,33 L.Ed. 2d AT 117

e Uvmen States Supeeme CounT HELD TRAT
'SINCE THE DELAYED TRTAL TS TRE STATE'S ACTION,
? 0. TF THE LEVIEWING COURT FTNDS THAT A NEFEVOMNS
RIGAT YO A SPEERY TRTAL WAS VLOLATEA, NO OTRER
RQEMEDY WOULD BE APPLOPLIATE BUT TO DESMESS TRE
TNDICTMENT AVD/JOL OVERTURN THE CoNVICTTON, SEE
STonk v, UnTied STATES ) wia U s 434 (10-13)] ALSO
Baeree v. WINGO, 407 U:S. SI¥ 522, 92 S.Cr 2102,
% ’ i" J . 3)3»

5188 AND Dragoo, Qg S w. 3d




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

TINELE GIAS AN APPROXTMATE TLME SPAN oF THREE
EARS AND SENEN MONTHS AETWEEN TRE DATES OF
PPLICANT'S ARREST AND FORMAL CHARGE, JANUAR

15,2013, AND IANUARY [6) 20)3, LESPETTLVELY, AND THE
DATE TRIAL BEGAN, AUGUST 8, 2010, AppLECANT RE-
MATINED IN CUSTODY TRLS ENTTRE TIME SPAN, TN

THE HAMES OUNTY OAEL -

ON Avgust 7, 2014, APPLICANT LS G RANTED LEAVE BY

JORGE TIM WALLACE , TO LUATVE LTGHT TO Cou

) NSEL,
Ar\‘)E\)‘PKOQE,EDI,Pﬂ,O 88, WITH ATIONEY Jerome (FODIVICH
AS SSTAND-BY * COUNSEL . (C.LIZ, 129-3D,

\WHLLE TN “PRO € STATU S5 AppL’tQANT FLLEN A WRET OF
MANDAMY S, ON DANUARY b, Q01S) TO TRE Fovereent i Courr
oF AppeatS, TO COMPEL TRTAL CoURT YO SET A DATE FOR
PEEDY TzAL. (1u-1S —0001Y~C. 2.). App TCANT FILED
ANOTHEL WLLT OF MANDAMUS ON Feptuary 2, 2015, TO THE
Fourreen s Cover oF APPEnts; To eTTRER SET A BATE FOR
SPEEDY TREAL OR DISMESS CHARGE AGATNST APPLICANT,
(W4~15-00009-, L.) BOTA WRITS OF MANMMUS WELE
DEVTED O DENIED TA PART AND DESMESIED W AL

ON Maren 9, 1S, APPLECANT/ WHILE sTruL N \Efﬂo s\é‘
STATUS” FLLE A WRET OF BABEAS CORZPUS TN TRE INTTED
Stares Dstierer CouT oF TRE SouTreen (NFSTEECT OF

Houcran, TEXAS, TO compeL TEEAL CourT TO SE P BATE

FoR. SPEEDN TRZAL Oft DLSMESS CRARGE AGATNST PppLECAMT

TRE WAET OF HABEAS COAUS WAS NENTED AND/01. DESMESSED -

C.A. No. w: 'S~V D
H,



<tatemens of e Cage — conT. —

On Nater 6,201s, ATomsy Jeeoms Goprasen
WAS RE-ASSTGNED TO LEPRESENT A ppizcanT, Anb
SUBSEQUENTLY FTLED M OTZON To Nremrss on
Necemer 0,205 (C.L. 1,582, Motron wa s
Reatd anND DEVIED on AugusT 9, 20/b.

T\ ALDTTEONATHE AFOLEMENTIONED WILETS OF MANDUS

AND HABEAS CORPUS, APPLICANT EILE A WL OF WABSHS
Cofpus oN NUGUST 15,2014, TO SET A BouDEseeErerary
SAEPA MANDAMUS TO 8T BATL TN THRE FourreenTh -~
Cootr of AprenLs oN Necemesar ; 532014 No. 14-14-
01015 ~C.2.) " ANOTHEL MANDAMUS TO SET BOND =

e Foorreantr Cournr oF Apsenls onv JANUARY 20,50iS
(No.14=15-000604- C.22) ) AN A & RABEAS TO SET BOMD
TN TRE FoORTEENTR Coont ofF Appeals on T)—ANUAK‘//QO)
1015 (NJ0. 14-15-00070~C. ). AL AFOREMENTTONED
GILETS LOELE FILED @Y ApplIeAT WALLE HE WAS =N
“PRo SE STATUS.”

“TRzAL BeGaN ol AUGUST B, 901, aND enbeD o AUGusT 1§
20|y WHERE N pLECANT WA S FOUND GUELTY FOR THE LESIEN
TACLDED OFFNSE oF Manstavgrer (12,25 165D (12.1.

TJ_[,.)ISo—lSD. On f\\UC{tM’T 1\, 201k, AppLLQMT w@.,g )
SENTENCER 7O V| TFE Y TMPRZSONMENT TN [EXAS @PM/ -
menT of (ezamnaL JusTce. (C..T.,339, (RRVLzY
[\ pAELLATE CONSEL FELED TMELY, wAETEN NOTECE OF
Apper (CLT, 2U3) @W Avpent whs DENTED BASD

on The OptnNEon) OF THE FLesT QJDU/&T OF /\\Wmu IY

DNecamegen | 19,80 W(NO.OI —1,—0071—=C, 2.,

% S 4




Oratement oF The Cage~ coT, —

Reor vt FILe A Peyrrron For DNesoreTrodney

v ON Maken S 008, arrer. FILIN G A MOTION
FOL EXTENSTON OF TEME TO FRWE DSTIyron ROl
Nrsererronary Levisu on Tavus ey 11, 2019,
pETT,‘T‘!:OM ror Drsegerronsey Levzew was
LEFUSED ON ApeTi u) 2019, THUs) A pPLCANT
FLLES THEY) WIS wORTT OF QermORrARE.

v, b



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

P\)wuw‘r 10 e 10 ©) o e Lues oF Tve Unmrsp
res Suetems Couny, wnted STATES Y A Xvave courr
O & Uneien SIS counT oOF APPEALS IAS DECTNED
AN TEMPORLTANT QuesTIon oF FEDSIAL LAW THAT WAL
NOT BEEN, BUT SHoULD BE) geTiLen BY s Coues or
WAS DECTDED AN EMORTANT Feherat QUESTEON EN
N WARY TRAT CONFLTCTS WETH 0 51avANT NECTSTONS OF
s Couen” Apprzean™ cars gevien oF T
PETITION PO WRZT OF CARTTORARE THUSLY.

LENGTH OF DELAY —"Tue LengTh OF ApeEmeant’s pes-
TREAL TNCAACERATION WAS FrROM JANUMRY 15,3013,
7o AUGUST B, 201k A TIME SPAN OF APPLOXTMATELY
THEEE YEARS AND SEVEN MONTHS DELAY, TRUS, PRE ~
symﬁitVE PLETUNICE Appu:ge) See UNETeDd
%Tréffrtg v. [loBINs ON, 4SS . 8d 602, b7 ((mCat.
200() (CITTNG BOGGEI\') SoS .S, AT ©S2,n. 112
D.Cr a6%e). Ns Ta Cover oF Rpeeals staved
N et Opruron ) TO & PLICANT'S NOPELLATE
COUNSELS BRIEF Y ne Pﬂéﬁtss DO NOT DESPUTE
THAT TRE DATE BETWERN YOTGL'S [ Apprreani’s ]
—NSTCTMENT AND FREAL — (U1) MONTAS — WAS SUF-
FLCCENTLY LENGIRY TO TRZGGEL The OHauier
FREF TNQUIRY, DEE I DRAG09, Al S\U\’)‘ 33 AT 3)4.
THTs FACTORL WELGRS TN ApPLECANT'S FAVOIL.

Q/E/\SON oL DELAY — C/OUYLT LECOUD LOTLL SUP —
.
POCT THE FACT THAT A TIIAL DATE WAS SCHERULED

Co IANUALY 23,2015, AT TRIAL SETTLNG tAS

K 7.




Q@\SONS FD(L QrLANTI:v\}Gw THE 'QETUH:@M«-» CONT. —

LESET WITHOUT LEQUEST FROw  TCANT VY
CONSENT TO w:_T_J;\v PLLCANT'S YQQ?"%@,@Q e
ANCE WAS ON JANYALY 80,2018, R AT ru:g@ru\m&
GRANTED WITROUT RPPLTCANT'S LEQUEST For IT NOL
HES CONSENT TO TT. LDURING THESE DATES, A pALE -
CANT WAS TN PRO S€ STATUSY, “A cemmIual ACTION
MAY BE CONTLNUED BY CONSENT Of THE PARTTES.
“\’\A(EJLETO:J_:&J OPEN COURT AT ANY TIME ON A SHOW-
NG OF GOOD CAUsE, BUT A CONTINUAN CE MAY BE
ONLY FOL AS LONG AsFNecessary.” TexAs Cobe oF
Crzmraal P@oc@ur&:) AT, 20,02, (EMPNASES ADDED).
N @PLICANT DID NOT APPEAR TN OpPEN COURT NOT
PUT NS SIGNATURE ON ANY DOCUMEN T/PAPEIL 1L
QUESTING O OTHEUWIESE ACQUIESCING TO AN Y

LESETS 0o CONTLNUANCES.

UTATE PROSEQUTTON WIATTER OVEL TWO YEATLS AFTER
ApPLLCANT'S AflREST TO CONDUCT (LS -EVALUATION OF
NNAL T ns TREAL COUMT'S ABUSE OF INESCASTION
o) STATE TO CoNNUCT RE-EVALUATION OF DA,
o —TLTNG, O (SQUESTING FOIL A CONTINU =

TTHOUT O 0
KJML—QE 0 DO 30, FUATHEL DELAYIVG TRIEAL TOM Qp-

?L’LQN)\) . ADDITZONALLY, YTRTE LIATTED UNTLL Q-
PLECANT TILMELY ASSERTES KLS RZGNT TO SPEEDLY TRZAL
10 CONDULT TRE (LE-EVALURTZON OF e DNA, Rperz-
CANT DED NOT CONSENT NOR ACQULESCELS TO THIS
o oPe (L Conrrauats, See Texns Cong oF (umTiAt
LOCEDJILE, ART. 9902 ALSO Qoeman V. EvanS, 74U SW-
2 133 A1 137 AND DOGEETT, SOS U S. 47, 651N
3.Cr. a0 L Ed. ad sa0.

%8




QEA Sons F0z GeanTrng THe PTTTEON=-CoNT, —

Tazal DATE WAS ALSo SCHEDULEN Fof OC/TU@«:%
2, 2015, AND THEN CANCELED LuorTHOUT A POLICANTS
APPERIANCE TN Coul, Nor LS Copns eV

ApPLTcanT™s Seconn counT-APPOTATED ATIOGUEY
Logerr ScoTT, WITHBREW Ke APPLTCANT'S COUMSEL
TWO MONTHR AFTEL BETNG RPPOTMITED TO LEAIES AT
ApoLrcanT, WITROUT ANY EXPLANATION AL To WN Y.
ApusE oF DISCAETEON OF THE TRZAL Cour ALLOWED
atroanvey fLogert Scotl To WITN MW, FURTH /2
NELAYENG Tl For AppLicanT. SAULowTNG AN
ATIORNEY TO BOW OUT WNENEVER HE CHO0SES uIoUL)
FLORTRATE THE ACCUSENY' S IZGNT To ADEQUATE
LEPRESENTATION.” See Steer v. S1a1€, 953 S.wh2d
4D, U7 ATTORNEY MAY NOT GorTADRAW SIMPLY

ON THE GOUND OF PELRONALITY CONFLICTS OfL
NISAGLEMENTS.” See Sorrts V. STATE, 9102 3. W,

2d §s. |

(Leview oF THE COURT RETOND S WLl SUPPORT
THE AFOLEMENTIONED) AS TRE REASON S w02 F/\AQ'OIZI'
TY OF THE DEWAY TO TRZAL A S TIIAL CourT’s AJD
STATE'S ACTEON S |

THE PLTMARY BULDEN TS ON THE WLOSECU@ON AND
THE LOUMTS TO TNSULE TRAT DEFENDANTS AR
SPEEDTLY BROUGHT TO TRIAL, TURNEL V. STATE, SOH
S.w. 2d 948, 8IS (Tex. Gezm. Agp. 197 D)5 Meiawwey
¥ STRTE, HOI S W 24 H0Y, 907 (Tey, Corm. App, 1675)

A G




[LEASOMS Foi G’)/?.ANm\J(% TRE WOGTILTtQNvC@N’r’—-

DurrnNg e speeny meral neanzal G) OTATE GAVE
ONE OF THE UASONS FOR THE DILAY TO_ MzA-L
ATILTBITABLE TO oVel Cowe) hockeT, Over orpolb-
ED DOCLET NOT VALED 2iA son FOR. DELAY 10 Trema,
SEE SHAW V. STATE, 17 S, (U 2d 93,

17 was S’TA‘T&’SN LEGENCE T (1)asT o v o

e (epvzcans napes' o (o ST T yenes
TESTIN G, “ALTFW)UG,H N@G,LZ(SQ\NQE S OBVIOUSLY 70
BF CIEIGMED MOLE LIGHTLY Tiyapy A b&ngTM—
TENT TO HAM 1€ ACQUSED Deren/se. oo STELL FALLS
ON THE WIRONG SINE o THe DIVIpE BETWEEN Al -
CEPTABLE AND NON-ACCEPTABLE LEASONS FoR DRLAY-
NG A CEIMINAL PROSSUT Ton ONCE TT UAS B&GUALY
r_bgclgsw v. UNZTED SIS, g U S 6S702 8,0 o8,

"ONTYS FACE, The Speeny TTAL Clause 1o wierTen
WTTA SUCH OMRANTA THAT, TRV LETerALLY, T
OIOVLD FOBID THE GOVEILNVIMENT To N\SLA Y TRE TIAL
OF AN "ACCUSER’ ol ANY REASON AT ALL.” NogRETT v,
UnNTTED STTES | <05 UL S 647,65, 1a §.0r 268

TRE SECOND ALl FACTOL WELGRS TN APPLICANT'S
FRCY O, '

)
A”DSS‘WLW OF EGHT— A's STATED BEFOLE, Aporrcants

i LIGHT TO A
— . ASSELTTON OF RIS U -
FLLST TLMELY OFHES / & MANDAMUS TO
. TREZOVGA A wIAZT OF MA
SPEESELY TRIAL LIAS TRIZOVGH NppEALs, GN JANUAILY 12053
ThE FOULTEENTR Coufls OF RPpEALS,

ﬁ' | O/



Leasons For GranTiail mhe OTITION = ConT. —
AND PppLICANT'S SECOND WRIT OF MAmDAML S
‘I_’W Fovreenth Courr oF APPS%LS OJA § ﬂ&gl?ng on
FEBRUALY 2) 20)S , BOTH wWeITs oF MANDAMUS WAS
FILED WATLE ApPLTCANT Whas PR s&7 “UDINEN Ac-
CUSED DESTRES EARLIER TRIpL & MUST EQUEST T
O SEEK WIET OF MANDAMUS.” CrzsTmAS v, STATE.
453 S.W. ad 194 ALSO sEe HUDL\,ON Ve STATE, 4SS S,lea
147, REMEDY For DELAY T COMING To TRIAL TS RE-
QUESY TO TRIAL COUT FOR SPEEDY TRral oL APPLT—
CATION FOL WRTT OF MANDAMUS. (LUrc/ & g
CHTIO FOL WIET DAMUS, UJESLEY. Vi STATE,

On Mares o, 201, wtis Appereant was woeo se

A QIRIT OF HABLAS CORPUS WAS EILED =N TRE UMtred

Svaes DEsTezer Coury For The Sournery Dreresor

oF Rouston, TEXRS, TO COMPEL TRIAL COVIT TO SETA
ATE Cor SPEEDY Trral 0 DESMTSS CHAEE AGATVIT
\porreany, ™\ <pzepY FRIAL MEANS A REASONABLY
SPEEDY TUIAL AND TRE RIGHT TO FT MAY EE SECUD
BN THE WIIT OF HABEAS COZPUS GIL MANDAMUS

e LuTherroed V. STATE, (L TeY AP, E,iqqg%q); ‘
e v. Bond (Motkav v. Bonsy, 1147, f/(ﬂta} M,}

m@ ) See ALSO(\/. AC.C. @Vﬁﬂ@z}ir&
Aunowred Cobe 6F Cmamint Procenuié, Mo

$nb-

THE wUITS OF MANDRMUS AND HABEAS QOAUS
C-‘,EMLY APPATSED THE TRIZAL Could AND OTRTE THAT
D ppLICANT WA'S ASCERTTNG p=S AZGHT 70 A

WL




V/EP\SONS ForR QRANT'ZNG, ™NE “PE\TETTO/U' CONT —

SPEDY TLIAL. Compane Bruext V. WENGoy 407 US,
AT S39-2S) LAenesTy v, STATE ) 138 S AT 1],

T IRE FEQUNCY LI TA WORTCH THE Nerau oyt ASSEIT'S
HES SEEEDYTRIAL (7GHT TS ProeatTvE TADICATRON
OF TRE PLEJUDICE HE IS SOFRIENG.” Ser Baricer v,

- WIENGO, 407U S AT §%31,62 S.Cr 0180 (1092,

ATomney wirsf JE0OME GOBINTOA (as fus~ASITGAI-
N TO REPRESENT APPLECANT ON (AR 6,50/5 AMD
susssaueuT Freed Moty to Drsvmes o Decem-
Bee v, 018, Tie Cover oF Cravizane Areeats, oF
\EXAS, LIRCOGNTZED THAT TN SOME CALES JRACTEC VALY
COUNSEL MAY LEGZTEMATELY FeeL Lon( HEAY
NAS CAUSEN A CLTENT SO MUCH PreTUDTCE AT DES~
MESSAL T3 QIALLANTED . SEE LIRS v. STRYE,) (bSO
JW. 20 AT 401 se€ ALSO PpeDEsTY v, STATE, 136
S 23 9,11 (e App—Natas @1, y
T0 ANT  STATED EAUEZEY, W as FILED Seval
‘S‘S,ASW@L;C\QR@M CORPIS D MANDAMUS ForL A GO,
W JOT GIVEN TO RIM FOR RZS ST TWO
T LIRS ‘ - <t ATl LS AN
WIS T AEIATTON. (LEQUEST Yo &
JERMLS OF TNCATEE Al et COMPATE
ASSELTTON OF A SPEEDY T v o [LsOb V.

s V. SteaL 3 401 FLad AT 1030,
pess = 21 (w G 1097,

59’@*_@;) o3 . 2 laldo) |
Tae THTD BALLEL FACTOL WIETGHS TN Aporreanr's
calOL.

| )



'7(2,5[\50!\’5 'F@(L—@)MN’\—TM@( THE )O(fTZTZOM ~ConT—

Presuprcs DuE TO DELAY — [HE FLAST THIEE
CACTOLS ©OF THE TEST Fol ANALYZZNG A DNerFEN~
DAT'S STHTA AMENDMENT SPEEDY TRIAL CLAT
CASED N P0ST- INDICTMENT DELAY, 10, LENQTH
OF DELAY, LEASON FOL THE DELAY; AND THE Deren-
NAVT'S BELEGENCE, SHOULD BE USED 0 DETEL-
VINE QUETRER THE DNEFENDANT BEALS THE pui-
NEN TO UT FoOH PO LFEC EVEDENCE OF PRE-
TURICE O WHETRER TT TS PRESUMED: U8 A
ConsT. Amenn. ST \NETED Sraereg V. Credonh,
200 €, 23 4qy. LF TAE PLESUMPTION OF PRETUDTLE,
ALBETT ONSPECTFTED, =S NELTAEE EXTENUATED
Az BY THE DerenDANT'S ACQUEESENCE ) N PEI -
SURSTVELY (eBUTTED, THEN THE [NEFEMRANT T
ENTETLED To {LELFEF 0N HIS STXTH Amevd-
nen Speehy TRTAL CLATM: U, R, (LA ConsT.
Apneuh. D2 Unrren STates V. CAehokl 505

F 3d 4au.

Dottig ApprreanT's sPeedy TLEAL HEARENG)
N\opL ECANT TESTE FEED THAT LS onE-TRIAL TN-
O ALCEEATTION  ALOMQTERY TOLENES v Ty UNETED.
Srres Soptane Couar Ras STATED B LALZ
e v, WENGD ) 901 U, S AT S5 CWeE
JAVE DESCUSRED PREVIOUSLY e SOCTETAL B
ADVANTAGES OF AL+ LTAL T,NQMLC§MT):@M) Blﬂ"l'
OBVIOUSLY THE AL SADNANTAGES o TRE A CCUSED
WO CANNOT OBTAIN HIES RELERST ALS EVEM
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MoLe SéfLZ@USJTH‘fG TIME CPeNT TN OAZL

PACT ON THE ZNDIVEOUAL, L7 OFTEN MEAn/S
LOSS OFJoﬁj LT DITRUPTS FAMT Ly LZF€5 ,
AND LY ENFopcES TDLENESS.,” (GnpnAST < ADDED),

SCE ALso MUnoz, 90 .00, 58 a7 6.

EENETS %ﬁwe’s Aveeiate BrREEF, THe Syarc
LEMAED™ InE STave AccepTs Juar e Ap-

gm&mwm ON TRIZ cmrc@?g. WRICH TS SUF-
FICTENT Tp SMOW SOME hasm, See STATE V,
(;/]_U/\%J//C}Ql S W, od 819, Q;ZQCTW; Cerm. Agp
RS

\‘A SPEEDY TTAL MOVANT DOES NOT MAVE 10 shou)
JUDICE wTLL SUFPICE, “Boswersy v, State 2>
SW, 34 756G (5018), Ser acsg Covernes v.

B, 472 S, 2d IS1, 189 Tey, Cezm. Aos,
611D C ompaes STATE "’;CBU@\W@DJIIO S, ad
IS,
TR pouT K w FACTOL WETGHs T/ Ap -
PLECANT'S FAVOLZ. |
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ANAL\/S’ES

ALL PATIES AGREE LENGTH OF DELAY wAs PUSUMP~
TVEL) LONG 7O TrIGRER LEMAENZING BarKER FACTERS

COUKT LECORD S WILL SUPPOIT FACT THAAT ST ATTE
CAUSED MAJORETY OF DELM BY PROZRASTINATING TO
L&~ CVALUATE DNAY AND TRZAL oyl AMILOWED TM=
PROPER CONTENUANCES FOR STATE AND ALSD ALLOL
COUNSEL TOo WzThDRAW WITHOUT Aopsr. cause,

B N\ pATendt TIMEL ASSOUED WIS ZZOAT THRES
TZMES, AND COUIT-A PO NTED COUNSEL FILED -FOR
DESMT SSAL. |

@ ApprTeant SUFFERED PLETUDICE BUE TO DELYY

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

C/l(u% (h i
Date: OK’I/ / S/) 8

& 15



