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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

QUESTION V. 15 i cBA MANDBYEN\F A PETITIDNER DEMOLSTRATES
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ALPLACAT\DN BF STRVULLAND AND LAELER &Y 1<DLATING & SNIPPET
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m?
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THRAUGHOUT THE EnTIRE YRIAL RELMSE OF UNOUE PREIUOWE?

QUESTIDN A . WHEN & WS, LONST, AMENQ. \J; YU urvebiltien 1S
APPARENT DN THE CACE aFTHE INDICTMENT ANA JURY (HARGES
LEULA TURIST oF REASBA NEROTE BR ALREE CoUNSEL RENONEREN (IAQ)
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MdesTions: COULA TLLRIST OF REASBN DEARTE WHETHER THE § 71.02-
STIATUTE (S UNCONSTITUTIDNAL, FACIALLY ANDIBR AS APPLIED AS VIBLATIVE
OF THE .S, CodsT. ANEAD, Vi XIV; WHETHER THE PROCENULAL DEFAULT-
LAUSE AND PRETUAUE RULINDGS WERE Sm\s F\EA &Y (BUNSELS FIMLURE
Yo BAIECT ON YHESE ROWDS WERE CoRRECT
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LIST OF PARTIES

[\/{ All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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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:

i

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

[ ] reported at : ; or,

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.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[ 1 is unpublished.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

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[ ] is unpublished.




OPINIONS BELOW (ONT.
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e pedition and s weperkd at ﬁx pu,rkc fﬂamsﬁmwa Zots @e. Unpub.
0. Ceimn. D(ﬁ\ Lw

Texas High aurt cemaending Q&\'ap{\\iw'l’lem appars ot Pcppemdvk E ‘o
e petidien and (s unpublisied.

Tevas Hieh cewrt donging recgasiderastion of Hhe denial of lmbm: redief

amd 3 Wftpuia\nsﬂ\Ld

LRIV, 2 HN&(/\ court celustng pedidion Hor discred sy TOBUD and %
cepactad ot In re Thengenwy 2011 Tew Letm. App. 1613 LTol Loim . dpp.
Auqust 22,1010 |

Tees lower eur juﬁ\g@mwﬂ wnd epinion appears ot Appendiv F 4 Hne
pekition and is reported ot Ihenyenwa v. State, 28U Tebdpp.Le 4908 (Tex,

Aop. ~ Fhisrbh; Dec, 1S, 2001).
Towas lower et {udgumnt and spinisa en celhearing appears at & +o the
pikitien and is T epartad M'Ibsm\pmwg v Stutey Sv'l 5.0, 30 U0 (Tew. fpp.

— S wardh, March 22,701 pek.cef A)op. on rein'g).




JURISDICTION

[\/f For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appealé decided my case
was May 30,2019

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix .

[ 1 An extension of time td 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).

[ ] 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

[ 1 A timely petition 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 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

AD CONST. Amund, V
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coised Y S0MML ercors e presenked on 311,07, Amanded Pokitina; Rof
22,40 [Appx. v 1; ROA Z. Meksns Soc Boidenbrany hearing, Dixcoscd; and
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eved. RO Y ond 5 5 Beder and Bpiaioa; BSDC-FW and Judgument CRppu. B 1,
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.
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