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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

(1) Dip THE ACTIONS OF Mits CounTY SKERIEES DEPRTIMENT VIOLATE THE
CONST ITUT(ONAL AND STATUTOEN RIGHTS oF Pt Tione PreaoY A.DAnEL
LINDER THE. SOURTH s FIFTH (SIKTH Ano YoORTEEHTH AmenomenTs To THE
LinTen STATES ConsTITUTION . ArTice | SecA oF Tie Tews ConsTITUTION
AND WNDEL ART. 3%.23 d \Uon af THETEMS Cone 6F Coum. Procenndss.

“LJARRENTLESS ARREST. " ¢

(2 WOHEATHEL THE WARLENTLESS ENTRY INTO THE WRoverTy of Petimonee
Noids ARREST AnD TndicTMENT '
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MoTion To QuPPeess ) Counsel Caleo T URGE o AT o .

(5) WHEATHEC A BRadY VioLATION EHST LueN SATE LOLTH HELD
WATEUAL EVIDENCE THAT PVETITIONER LIAS SRCESTEN WITHOUT WALENT

IN ViolsTion OF Pounteentst AmendmvenT.

() WREATHER THERE LJIAS A ConELICT OF INT&ROST OF ‘ATTorned /ChexT

(1) WieATier. COURT 0F CRININAL APPEALS DeiAL 0F STATE Wit [[.07
Wo 1R (onTrARY TO  OR " UNREASONABLE APPLICATION OF Cleaely
ESTABLISHED FEDEPAL Law, A5 Detinen BY THE US Sweeeme Couer. e
THAT THE STATE (OURTS UNLASONABLY DETERMINED TIHE FACTs OF THE
CdsE. O€e 1% USC 32254 (d) (i)
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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 ﬁ; to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; Or,

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[V is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _\B_ to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; 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is unpublished.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 ; Or,

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

[-*1s unpublished.

The opinion of the QWET 6F ClwinaL APPeAls court
appears at Appendix D tothe petition and is '

[ ] reported at ; OF,

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[ is unpublished.



DECISIONS BELOW

REFERENCE TO THE OFFICIAL Anp UNOFFICIAL
REPORTS OF OPINIONS IN THE CASE ‘

ON 12+ 102015 TEXAS (OURT 6F APPEALS , THIRD DISTRKT AT
AuSTin TX NO.03-15-0005% (R { MeEMORANDUM OPion Y
Ann Conclusion . AFFIRMED TRIAL COURTS SUOGMENT
pesore Chief SusTice Roses TusTices PEMBERTON AND FIELD

NOT PURLISHED

ONQPkiL1Sth, 200 | Beapy A. DANIEL . FILED PRO S€ LoITH
WIITH THE Clerk F0R A PosT - CoMVIeTIoN WRiT of Hageas Corfus
THE Cl&RK. E1LED AND SUMMITTED THE MATTER. To LouRT OF CRIMInAL

APPEALS %S KoRween BN LAW.

ON June 2911, 2010 THE COURT OF CRIMINAL APEALS /Ssueo |
AN ORDee . Cose No. WR-8S, l44-oz, Concurrine Opiion
ApHeRING To T Views exeeessep INMN CONCUREING (PION IN

Ex faete YonTer SW.sd . . Nos. WR-3s4, 7€k -01f WR 84,150z
(Tex. crim. APP. DEL. Tune £/ 201o), T Soin N THe (ouers

DisPosITION OF THIS CASE. VEAK\I. J.» FiLen A Concurine
OPINGN Witict KeAsLer , Ao Hervet: T 7.5 Somen.

INAUGLST 12, 201te ORDER /Memoranpum To Patruck Howneo
BOADN DANIELS —TRAL AToeney o FiLe tis AFFLDAVIT.

ON SEPTEMPER 28, 10l FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSION OF ~
LAw. BY HONotARLE TUDG E STEPHEN ELLIS IN THE DISTRCT

CAURT OF MILLS CODNTY , TEXAS 3§ T TUDICIAL DISTRICT. |
RECDnuheanmN THAT THe ReLier BN PetiTionen Be DENIED.

)




DECISIONS BELOW eent

ON NOVEMBER 29, 761l SAM R. CUMMINGS SENIDR UNITED -

STATES DISTRICT TUDGE €00 THE NORTHERN DISTRILT OF TEYAS
(AN ANGELS DLUtSION Y ORDER o stow cAuSe, AbTice, AND -

CINSTRUCTIONS TD PARTIES - RESPONDENTS ANSWEK , RECORDS AN
PeriTionexs Answer /Response  Seruice DE PeTiTion AND ORoee

APETITION oL WRIT OF WaBkAs Puesuat @ 28 US (52254

DN FEBRUMRY 11 2011 TN THe Nor7Heew DisTricT OF TexAs ORote
Tie Count s Consioereo Peririoners ' Leave o STAN THE Juneement

oF THe (ouer Penvine Nameds Corpus Ann INTUNCTION To BE RELASED
ON Perconal Re cotNIZANCE BOND “FILED oN "SANUARN 2l 20111
AND EINDS 1T SHOULD Be Dented Qanm R. Cummines ‘seawr.

—DISTRICT IUNGE ,

0N Detorer 11,2018 MOTION For APPOINTMENT OF COoUNSELAND
NUEMORANDUM OF LAW 1N SufPorT, Denten OM NOU. S, 2018

Cam R. CoiviniNgs Senlior. DisTRACT JudGE

ON DeLemipie. 1 LOLS RULEING ON Tite PETITONZ GROLND S
e REUIEW 1M the Feneeal PETITION . DENIED AND DISWISCED w/

Pregunice PY: Samn R- Lumwunes Sentoe DisTiicT SUDGE

ON Tanuary 14s 2019, PETITIONER EILED AN “OBTeCTION To Oroee’
LOMICH WAS CONSTRUED AS A WOTION To RECON SIDER LOVETS Oroe
ENTEUNG ON K.')éCE‘MYbEK 2 201§ DRDQ; THAT I € pETlT[ON&Q
1S Proceen LT APPCAL He SHALL VAN T SOS. % ror FILING Fe&
O)_AvPLIcaTION To Atoceen 1n ForMA YauPexis, %PM R. (ummnes
Cenon Tu ot DCTRICT Tunwe |

@



Deeisions ReELow cont |

ON FEBRUARY 24,1019 APPLICATION TO PROCEED 1 N FORMA hufeais

Couet Q OR0eReD THAT PeriTioner Be [GraNTED Peemission
To PRoceen IN Forma Pauveris on APPesl .

ON MARCH 1, 22019 UNITES STATES FOR THE FIETH CircolT

REMANDED CASE o, USCA 19-10012 /el Actionwe.
L:llo ~C V -000(]-C DowN T NORTHEN DisTRIcT ORDER

THE TDcT Hodte UNIT MAIL ReoM Loes . TO DETERMINE /€
Petifionek Deliveren His NoTice To APPAL IN A Timety wiAinae. .

&l mArcH 22,200 \be7Her IS TRICT CONSTRUNE Moﬁq’/) Reavestive
Accepramice of APPAL for MOTION FOL EXTENTION ©F Time . Denien

THe CASE 15 ReTusknén To RETH CRCOIT DL fueTtiesr _feacemwzgs |
SAM K. Quwxmmces Qemm U.mren S‘WES D(smcr Junse

ON WA 10 2019 INTHE UNITED STATES CourT of Avbeds For

THE EIETH ClecoeT NO. 19-10112 AWAL Sz U.8.D .C roeTHE
NORTHen DISTRIET Betore Owlent, Ho, Ann Duncan . Crecort Jubbe
PER CURIAM:

THE PANEL YReUIOUSLY DISMISSEN THe APPEAL FOL LACK OF SURIS DicTioN
AND Denten APelianTs Motion For C. O.A. THe PANEL Hxs Consitete
APPeliants MoTioN For Reconscoenation. WoTion D ENeo

ON MAY 31,204 1U.S.D.C MOTION TO Re -OPeN -For. Pacons! DeRATION

TimelN Fiten *ANoTice of APPEAL T THE RETH CIRUIT EiLen NMAY 202009
AND FiNOS THAT WoTion ctou(d Be Denieo . THE UNiTen STATeS

(ouRT o F APPALS For THE EIFTH CIRCUIT FReviousl Dismissed
APPeAL NI 19-10172 For WANT OF SukisnicTion o APAL2Z, 2019

AND Dented AWE(ANTS SusseauenT WoTien fr Reconst DerATION
oN WAN 10, 20q '

Sam R. Cumwunes gemoa \/( SD Jub €

(111)



JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

was m%_ﬁlg_,_ZD_B__

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

[\)J/_A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: ‘Mas 1O, LOIG , 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. §1254(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Wagan 22,201 ]
- A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
Aanuary l'—h 2019 , 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.K A

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

(2.



JURISDICTIONAL (3ROUNDS

THE JUDGEMENT OF THE LINITED STATES COUKT of APEALS FOR

THE FIFTH CIRCULT PREVIGBSIY DISMISSED APPEAL ND.1A-16INZ.
R WANT OF JURISD(CTION . AND DeNED APPEUANTS gue,seauem'

{
NOTION  FoR. RELONSIDERATION ON MAN LOf 2019 ."'see Lowex Covers
DeCISIoNS ON Pe Y

A Core ot THAT ORDER. 1S ATA(.H&D AS APD&ND(\Z.A_i_»B_
T THis PETITION .

USL (9579
 ForsoicTion CDNFERRED gy USC1254

CONS TITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

TEXAS CONSTITUTION ART | Sec.Q, 1O/ 19
TEYAD LODE OF CRIMINAL PROCENURES ART. 2%-23, AT JL).0Y

‘ NoTE:
AND ART. 1.0(0 SEARCH AND SEIZURES /H.D‘-l WAITENTLESS MAresT SEARH

— AND SEI7.URES

LS CONSTITUTION IV, V, VI ao XTIV

@)



STATEMENT Of CASE

PETITIONER PRADY ALEN.DANIEL" Anp ANGELA Skelton Vi
_~TIRLEZIEND. Nap DATED R APPROX. Five Anp one RALF Nears
ARIOL “TO THE INCIDENT To His ARREST. SKelToN ReSIDED wiTH |
DANIEL AND Hel THREL CRILDREN FRoM A VREVIOUSE INARRIAGE
IN A Mosteetome owoNed WY THE Dantel FamiLy.

ON gerruARY 8,201 DAnteL Recienen News TIAT His wWork
Hours on Wie wiokk scoute NAD Been Renuceo . Dantet |
THe PeTiTioNer Hate IN THIS CASE LuAS UPSET AND WeNT WITH
ANGElA SKalToN To Purcase Bt AFTEL DRINKING S EVERAL IERS
DANIEL AND GIRIERIEND EOT INTO AN ARGUEMENT ANb DANIEL
Te VetiTioner STRUCK. ANGEA \N THE FACe wtTH KIS FIST

ANGEL VicTm ‘¢ LEET AND Yz AN Yer THRo CHILOZEN LIENT
DousN THE RoAD To PeTiTIoNes (ovsing Houge . TRE Cousin
“TREN CALLED THE Potuce. DNCe Tite DEUTT SHERIFES DEOMTMNT
AND STATE TRoDPER. ARRWED AT THE CousiNe Home THEY |
Qe \orTH THE CousiN AND Vichm Ancelt SKECTON, Thent
DEUTY SRR FF EReen , AND STTe ooPer. WHEELER LEFT,
ANGeld AND CHLDALN AONE LotTH (DUSIN AND WeNT

TO DANLELS Propeety  Posteo No Tress ?fes ont Gate' ' Aun , |
UniLATcHEn THE TATE AND ENTERED on A WALRINT Less EnteN
And WENT U0 TO TRALER AND Found VettTioMa ouTSine o
Tite PHONE LoVTH WS DAD AMD ARRESSTED VETITioNaL,

CAREED WOLTH AGGRAVATEN ASSAWLT Peal cone 27202

ON NOVEMZER 1812010 PeTiTioNez WAS Sound GuiLTH AFTR

AN OPen Plet ofF GuilTY To CRARGE AND SENTENCED T 3SYears
IN THE “TEXAS DEPACTIMENT OF CRIMINAL TUSTIW SYSTEw! .

PET(T (ONEL. WAS LED TO ReLleve THAT THE MOoTION 7o SUOPKS
Luouty SHow THE CoukTs THAT S {oNsTUTUTIONAL RUGHTS LOEILE
Vioaren THE Foortit £IFTH, COUNTEENTH MS. CONSTITUTION

Amennment T As AUL Chzen . ( L.i)



STTEMENT OF CASE conr

Petitionee PRAON A. DANEL STATES \his ATloeneY MisLeo Him Fam
ThE Time OF WioTton Fiten On Nivensee Yok 2014 Tit Novemeee 18
wiy . \OthwNez Crares Atloeney Parrick Howsaey \Oam TV THE
WioTion To SugPriss STATED TWAT THE Ldw ENEORCamenT O Ficers
NAD A LEEAL VALID WAReNT TO ENTER et tionexs We{&ﬂ
a0 Tite LEwmaL Advice oF Afloney Pariee Nowonzo been
IN THE 16T inTatsT oF PETi Tlonet Ano TusTice Hewouwn
OF NOT ADVISeD Pemimioner To OPen PleA wortd No (AP
Senence Rance 5-99. Aw Detitioner STATES REFOLE TRIAL
ATioene Came To See thim on or Aout Novembed Y .20

wrtt Woton T Sooress V' sTaTEING \We bor THem '

TReN EnTaen T PROPERTY LuTH 00T A WARINT OF
PeoBABE CAVSE . THIS WIAS NOT A EXIGENT,CIR CumsTANCS

EMERGENE . Not whs THRC AONE THELE EXCLPT Yop |
T TION

THS WAS AN UNLAWFUL ENTEN AND WAARKENT-LESS ARPAST,

Fuktrerviore Beapy 4. 0avel VeTiTionee 1M THIS CASE His

" FourtH (FIETH, SIYTH AND EUURTEENTH ADMENDMENT OF TTHE

U'.S. oneTITUuTLoN  AeTicle T.96. Q0 10, Ann 14 OF THe Cons_rlrumw
OF THE STATE OF Texas . S¥eciFicallY . THe FoueTH Amenament
of THE . 3. (onsmiromion Ano AGTicLe | S€L.9 of TexAs (onstiTomion
PROTELT INDIWVIDUALS FEUM UNREASTNABLE SEARCHES AND SEALURES,

NOTe: THE VICTI 1N THIS (HSE ANoelA SKELTEON WAS KNowN B LAw -
ENFORCEMENT NOT o Be on THE YROPLTY AND SAFE 1N ANOTHUZ

LocATON.

LAw Encortement Officas D10 NOT lVE AN ARRES T 08 SEARCH WARZENT ( 1)
To ENTEL PROPEETY AS EWEENT OR EMELGEeN(N CIR(UMSTANCES.



34sis ForR FEDERAL JURISDICTION

TRIS CASE RAISES A QUESTION OF TNTERPRETATION OF THE |

FOURTH . FIFTH. SIXTH AND FODRTEENTH AMENDMENT ™ THE,
UNITeD STATES (ONSTITUTION. THE DISTRICT COURT NAD

TUREDICTION UNDER THe [IENERAL FENERAL QUESTION
Contereeo By Z8 W.8.L 1331

[ rute 14 Cq ) (i) SUPREME COURT RULES] -
ARGUMENT

| " REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

A CONFLICTS WITH DECISIONS OF OTHER COURTS

P(:TIT\ON(:«. CLAIms Ne was Defrweo OF Due Process OF LAW DvE
T UNLAWEUL ARREST ' WARBINT(ews SeAlCl AND SETLARE

IN VIOLATION OF FOURTH AMenoment TO THE UNITEN STATES
QoNSTATUTION . FETH. SIXTH AMD FouereenTH U.S. lonsnvrion

AT 1.500.9 0F THE TerAs CONSTITUTION AND UNDER ART —
3%.23 . 1M .0l . [boy TexAs LonE CiminAL PRocennles
PetiTionat (lains Sheaites DebaetimenT Tum? o vidusion
AND ACTED O TMPULse VS, Peorocdl BY NoTOBTRNNG

A (Allan Wageent ok W AGDANT T meon
Pewver DooTen fobeety Aun Aerest Bapy A Daniel”' -
Periiioner w T (ase. Ao U S. vs.gTeuCKMA_N_ ,

Oolice 08\ cens WnerenTess Sexzore of STRUK AN LOITHIN
NS Rack YAk AND THER ENTRY INTO THE YARD TO PERSFECT Mis

ALREST Violater Tie FOULTH Mlenb.' \ﬁet/eeseo Ao VATEn . .

= (5) -
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%] |
ARGUNMINT wonr

e M30: G4 oF OnTAR V. Quon S0 WD, 4L S5k
(2010) THE FOULTH AMEN . GUARANTEES THE PRAWACY ,DIGNITY
AND SECLRATY 0F PER=ONS ABAINST CELTAN ARBATRARY AND

INVASIVE ACTS BY OFFICERS oF THE TTovermenT. PeniTioner

STaTes He was Naemed ano PRedudicen BY Tre INTRUSION
Ann ARt 09 MiLLs CounTy SHERIFES DEPACTIMENT
Sleclically A Violation of W& ouert Ametoment RiGHT
Peotecrean BN \AS. (orestiTuTIon Anp AeT. | Sec.9 0F THE
TexAS CovemituTion YeoTECTING INDIVIDUALS FRom

/

LINREASONABLE SeaRi o Sezures DETTS V. STATE , 248
SW 3 19%.203 (Tex camr . APP. 2013

CONT-(:E' i :.L )

A&Caummr 2 RGASONS FOR GEANTING WRIT
LM PORTANCE OF BUESTION # 2

PETITION G REALEST THAT THE UNLAWF UL WARETLES
SeARct ANp Serzvre JARREST * \IDibs THe INOITHENT

A TO CALL S0R THe EXERCSE OF THé oQ\LPﬁéme ()ULwTS
Pruwer 1 Exiusr Tis Mkree.




ARGUMEAT: TIMPORTANCE OF QUESTION 3 AND Uaw

DETITIONER STATES HEWAS DEPRWED EFFECTIVE ASSSTANCE

OF TRIAL Counsel THAT S PIEA WAS INUOLUNTARY DUE To
CoERSION AND DURESS. PRioe T His Oled ON NIVEYBL & ,20M

TAL CounGeL Pﬁmck Howaen Aovises PEniTionee THAT

The Chse WS Basar We Gor T " THE WUILLS Counry
OMRIFFS DEPARTWIENT NIADE A UnLAWEUW AResT
WARRINTLESS QeArcH AND Serzuee /AesT, A -
YiolaTion of MY (onsTtuTiondl RAGHTS . OomcaeL
Fitep Ylomion To Suepress To SHow UnkesonAse

SeArcH AMD Serzuves . THen on Novansee 111, 2014

Counset Coersens Petitioner To PLEA GuTY 0
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be grantebd.
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