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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED | |
l. Ts i¥ \ogical Yo conclude thal a triec-of Cact has feason-
dbly and rahionally oapplied the “heyond a reasonable
dout” standard as contemplated under Jackson V. Nirginia

when: (& Yhe alleged wiekim of a cWild sevual assuld
Yeskifies Mol We ot She 1s unsute Yne offense
occuffed
(h) the oNld helieves Yae offense 1o Oc.les\ion Yo
he e product of Areans’ and -
() Yhe child Yeshifies as such?

3. Ts due protess under Yne Fucteen Amendmeat  oPfended
when e Stake or Goverment poffers an a\leged oul- of-
toutd  sdolement sl have heea wode hy o cnild sevual
assull Viekm, *\\(ouoj\\ a membhes of ae Ofosecutotial

Yeam  when (a6} The S\c‘\u\o(\ﬁ (e Qu\(eme:\\s, undec
code of cniminal dfoceduies, Gle nok 6*(\‘&\\5
adheard Yo |

(B) the Alake or Govermea) Vailes io
offec any prael s do Mo Nakdily of the
protfered  shalemendt and

) does this eq\ee\‘\qe\% deny Yhe -
defendank o Rl and Rair ogpoc\\m}’:\j Yo cross-
examine the stalementsol Yhe proSeculoricl
teamn, when Yhe Pact Pindes s oNen no Pt

Hal fhe onld tade any sladement at all?



LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ 1 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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] reported at MNIA ; or,

[ 1 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[ ] is unpublished.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
[ 1 reported at NI ; or,

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[ ] is unpublished.

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the Teath Cousk ol '\(_306033 court
appears at Appendix _ ©  to the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] 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: WA _ , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _ Wit

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including NiA (date) on __ /A (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 decided my case was _\1=-1- 30\
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix __ €

[ WA timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
1a- 18- aold , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix D

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including NULA (date) on (NS (date) in '
Application No. A .

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
Foucteealh Amenderend o Phe Uated Siakes Conchidation
Tevas Code of Coawmnol Procedoe Ann. of. 3%.07a

Tevas Penol Code 2104

Tevas Code of Coimina\ Ococeduse Anae ar\ 2.0\

Tevas Rules of Buidence Rule(s) 8o\ - vod



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Tose 3. Salawt- Hewnonder . Pekitiones”. aftec a plea of ok quilty
was convicted of \ count of conkinious sewsal abuce of a cnild and
& cats of Indecenew with o enld hy contaet.  felNones subse%uu\\g
was Sentenced to 20 years « withouk pawle . for Yhe conbinious coual s and
T year R eadn of the other 2 wunts ond oo Raes.

Pekibiones assecte Pral Yhe ewidence Yoefice Ve Mrier of ol does

not cationally of feasonably meet dhe ceguitements puisuant to Texas
Penal Code Alba. And. thal the Aces of Poct did not takonally of
feasonally déaw their canclusion hased on  propetly proffered ewidence

and Can\mui R the \3330«\ a feasonao\e doust Nandasd demanded oy
ac\Son V. \Iirq'mia.

Jane Does a P‘S(iudm\q,«\, Yeshified aond 5 instances of Semua)
azsulls Yo have heen commibed by the Pelilioner. Wowewer. Tane Doe,
exp\\c\\\g Yeskled thal all alleqed asso\ds , wich \ncuded all Ve
Youdning of her vagina v ubtox s or Wer e Youcking PeXones's penisy was
as she helieved the pioduck of “dreama” The toudhing of her Yateasd

does nok QW wilhin Texas Penc) Code 3003, Thus . teosononle douk)
exisl within her own mind .

The Teath Courd of Appeals inappiopriclely eles upon \es\'\mom:;
of 3 of He menbecs of the plosecutorial Yeam Yo Secuse e
Convichion. Both State wilnesses teshfied to aVeaed oul- of- cous)
hearsay talenedts % Yave een wmade by Tane Doe. Wowever, ‘nokhn
witnesses failed 4o 0ol ony exidence as Yo Yhe \\a\io\{‘\.j of Vet
heafsay shalenents.  Eadn teshified % he necessacy elementy \n order
to estdolish the Texas Pawl Code 202 offense. Their feshimony was
conpletely andraty Yo Mok of Tane Doe s dhe Niekm.

Tn essencer the Tenth Couct of Agpeads nolds Wnal 3\ does not

mober whal e ehld wickim i a Sewwal ahnase case Yeskfies Yoo

See Appendix A Neratardun



T

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Pucsuont Yo Rule \O (N
o srale couck ot o Unked atokes conch oY

oppecds has decided an \mpothon  queskion of Pedecal
law . that has nod heen, ok 2ould Ve s %e%\\ec\ oy

this Couc.
Qoecifically: o stale coudd and  cousk of

oppeols tay fely =olely on the YesKmong of members
o8 the Qrosecutonial Yeam o ohlala and secufe  convickians,

2ven uhen Yneit feshinony is wasuppotted by any  ewidexe,
and 15 Contary Yo e Vichim's teshimony o 4 ¢n\d
aexual abhuse case.

10-



WHEREFORE . PREMISES CoNSTOERED, Pelfiones boys Vnal

is Wocotahle Cousd  Granl  CecXiotany b addiess Yws ‘\m‘soc\m\\
issue  omoungst eoutds  ocfoss Yie naliea.  Theie mus} be -

some  feasonoble and fationo) Stendords set Wy Maia Cousk
hecause 1F \efl unoddressed every Qefson in America 15 ol
NCS\\ tsl b&\ \neaceecalion  ased Su\e\\s upon ' Skake o
Govarent N exgert”  teshioony . To <udh Yhete 15 o \lioble
deferce in this patticulac dype of case, of oy case.

Thanll Nou.

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

7535' S(/é»ZW

Date:

1 PR



