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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
1Y IS ReUef DUL. To AN ConUicTion 1 DEUOIA OF THE RUDMENTARY DEMANDS 6F FAIR
Procepuct ?
A) Does ‘Barson’ Deey # HARMLesS- ERROR RNALY SIS 2
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LIST OF PARTIES

v 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:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _8  to
the petition and is _
[ ] reported at ; or,

['] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[\Y is unpublished.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,
[ \J-is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix __A__ to the petition and is

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‘[ Jis unpublished.

The opinion of the FIF TH CouaT APPEALS DAUAT ;T court
appears at Appendix _€ to the petition and is

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[ Jis unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[‘1/ For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was (o~ Vo -Iy

[ ] 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: 1-25- 14 , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix __ A .

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including 74 (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 __ 8 ~3-1¢
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix __P

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
N/k , 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. §1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
THE BiFTH WS ConsSTITUTIoNBL RIGHT To Tmebacaial Juey.
THE SIATH US CoNSTITUTION AL RIGHT To £ FFECTIVE ASSISTAVCE OF Couwsel
ThHe FOURTEANTH WS ConsSTiTUT o el ASGIHT TO woN- DISERIM (vaToryY JelecTen TuRY .
THE FouRTEENTH U CONSTITUT(OUAL REGHT TO ' PRYDF ActonD Aessonssls Dousy’




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

PETITIoER « WAS ConvicTed ON Juué oY . BY Juny TRial OF Tné OFfenNsES oF,
Posse ssiond 6F MARITUANA N AMO UNT OFf § BR MORE BuT (655 THay SO POUNS~ CAUSE 4.
B2 -SUBS-W: AND UK LAWEUL POSSEssion) OF A FREARM BY CoNVICTED FEWS * Cause NO-,
FI2- 5486-W « TN M AU LAY CodaT Fon THe 363°¢ DISTRICT LourT of Haunsl Co -
UATY ) TELAS . SIT-TN TuotE - BUDREW RUPr6R PRES DL ovER Safd TRAL + IT /s THE
U waVeRive CouTenTion Bf Perition6h s THAT S fonVicTion’s were SEcurés AT THe €X-

PENSE OF WS UNITED STATES  CONSTI TUTON AL ATGHTS , NOAMBLYS » THE RIGHT TO AN TM- .
PARTINL Tuwy UiS.CA. CONET. ATMEVD. 57, RIGHT To ANow -DiSCA/miv AToRY SELECTES TurX 4.

S.Coh- ST, AMEND. (U, EFFELTIVE ASSISTARCE OF COUNSEL W S.c.d. CousT, Rmead G. And, PReOF
ReYonNO REASONABLE POUBT OF EuERY EEMEUT OF CHARGE NECESSway TO CoNSTYruré, THE
Safo Arliedt-¢0 QAIMeS. U.S. C A Lot Amewn. IN. , TTS THE VioLation OF THESE RiGHTS,THAT
CAauseS HiS Lo UicTroNs To BE Funop menta(ly UNTusST , IN THar JTai6 TRIAL wAS weT.
CoupULTED  WiTHIND THE RUDIMENTARY DEMPOS OF FAfn PROCEPURE; DUE PROCESS Has Been

FURTHER UioLaTED i By RFTER SLcnHTly ovét. G mowTHe OF Reéuféw 1 THe FIFTH ClAReusr Cou-
RT 6¢ Aercals CouRT. AAVE A LoN CLUSORY DenNinl o ( PerTrionen bAué SPECEfC Fr-CT's
Thar TosSeiae DERATABRIUTY Amowt RéBSomvagls JURIST ), PETTIWNERS (oA ov . 07I10-LY, mersy
QuoTinNl SLAGL VS, Mcoawiel APDD MIULLER-CEL ¢/s. COCRREUS ART(CulaTion OF COA Srandaes
OF REVEW: AND CoN CLUSORY RULLAT oN STATING “PeTiTIdNER  Has oT Mmudé THE REQuIRED
SHOW TG FoR & COAY, WiTHOUT AUY IWo(CATYoN ON How PETLNONER FAFLED » OR WHE-
THER SA(n CourT ACTUaLLY RAPELIEN . PROPER. REVIE W 0F THE Lisue OF DPEgwrAd:UTY, PUk.-
TUAUT 10 2253 (c) STANOARA oF REVEW. ; PUrsvantT To AEOPA- SThpArD OF REVIBW
THE NMoATHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS Aauss 0. CourRT . Hawdln Downd Hao UNTusT Ruu o
OM (0-3c-1B, TiHE MeERITS OF Perimrowers FEoernl HABEas CIRPUS PETIT o0 Cla'MS
Theaeind + 70 wiT: BATSonl Ciaim. TdCitford Cilam « Ao TN EFFETIVE ASSIsTneé OF Guvsel ,
T WU JUBGCE SAML B LLINSeY + UPHELD THe RELoMMEVDATon s OF MAGISTRATG TudCe
TRM®w Catriuoe RAMIRE2Z 70 AENY WIiTH PLRSTupnice , PETTIonénds Sain Clniws , THE
Texas Counr of Camminal APPEALS OW B3-ib  (Gave TYrical “WHTE CARD" DENSAC OF PET-
ITioNERS ISTATE HABEAS CLaimS 1 WHIH MIRARDR THesG Allec€a, T Fapcral DiSTRICT
CSOAT ( UNDEA. Prodtr STPuoary OF REViéw), OF Course), THE LasT BTTEMPT 7o APPEnL Ja10
ALAMWMS  waS Denres 2-285-19  BY A .3 Juscé Fhvel T PETYITONERS “REQGIEST Fon_a\{
Bad b ReARTVE" (ouTESTivG COR DENIARL + THUS. NUE T© AFORE MENT/oNED DEriALS
BY UBribul wamés Lowen CouRTS  PENTONER MANTHINS . HIS ConVitrioss AREmaims

Fuvsamentaly  LuwWfait .

i.)



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

PETITIoneR MAINTAING , THAT T ACCoRNAMCE WIiTH BUE PROCESS 1 HE HAS A RIGWT TO
Have HA0 I TARIAC ComnbulTED T THE Ausi/mMenTrly Bemun/As of FHiTR FRo(EPURE
ReeDC Vs, FARLEY-1IM Scct AT 2267 Uis. CB .\ ConsT, AM&SS. S/ 1Y, T IS CAE AT HanD,
THS DIONT HAPKN , TR THAT THe VIOATTONS 0F HIS BASITC FuwormerTac RSGHIS
TO TWMPARTIAL JuRY . NeN-0FSCRIMIVATORY Selecréo TuRY + EFFECTI/US BSSTSTAE OF
CouwsélL « ANA PRooé BéYor B REASOMMRIE PouaT STum0ar0 s TS How HIS Lowuiery -
DUX  WAS SEEaRED : O DATE In RESTYo).) U.S. G A LousT. AmELS 5, oo 1Y.

Howeved. A VERY Tm PorTaNT QUésfion) THAT AFErys S umdly JITuaTéo CTGewrs

I PeryTron enX PoSiTiod, AVE PoSSIBLY 0F NaT/owal TMFPORTBNCE. IS TIHS Lourtls Emlissss
Dn "ENNOLENCE" BEIWG THE PRS FERREO CHARACTERSITE OF FunpAmenTil Friviess ™
Sediue vs.Delo - 115 5.¢a AF B6Y-BLT (1995), AND LEL/TIMATE Contéans OF "“Balsd Liwl
SO ETAL TNTERLSTS . In EnalUTY. ComiTy, AN LonSERVATION OF SCarct Tuni'ual RESPurCES.
WiTA Twotvinual TATEREST( TN Justice ARK/mG TN ExTed BROWANY CHSES " 1SS T ar Bl
THUS, Tul SLERIWVG REUEF . I THIS PORTTCular CASE AT HANE, PETITioneR RESPECTFULLY
CALLYS Onl TS CourT TO SHow, THAT, HoweVérR RELEVAT Sam (oW cErNS ARG, AS V6-
FEMDERS OF THE UnITED STATES (ONSTITUTToN P LAWS THERSIW , THS LoukT, Alei)e WiTH
THE “MISCARRING-& O JusTiCE excCéeiion ”, Ir will Graur ReUefr ALso, To A UsUO
Ciat THAC I ORUIcfbd WS OATANEG DEveia ofF THE RuoimesTALY Permp~d’s OF FA'8

PRofEDURE” TREED - Y SiCT Ar 2297, Wis. C.A Const. Amena 5. 1Y 1 AS ENsSURAVEE TO U, S
CiTiTEN'S SOWMILARLY SITUATED s TO PETITIoNGR S LASE, Such IN FEREMNCES. TS5 JSyefrorgso 87
Follo WG SUtre M Coudl PRECEDEITS  To WIT! * THERE Are (ONTEXTS T whith, TRRESPE-
CTive 0f Guill 6R TanNocénNCE, Violare FunpAmentat FRRNESS " SANYER VS WHITLEYr 112
ST AT 2530 £1593) 2 “ALTHOUGH A CLowSTITuT(oNAC Clam THaAT MAY E£STRBLIH ZNNOCENLE,
Is Cieanty THE mosT lom peine (ASE Foro HaBérs REvUitw) LTS5 BY No_méts TiHe oaM LY

TIPE € LoNSTITUT oAl CLaTM  THAT TMPUCATES " FunpmméTal FORIMESS'y muresy V5. CARRIER -

j0L §.¢T AT 2653 n.8. ALSo, RasE_Vi-Claek- (06 S.cr Ar 31l "purR SISTem OF CRimiwaL Tusrice ,
ProTEChT OTHER VUalue's, Bésioes THE RELMARICTY OF Guitr oe. INNo(ENLE DETERMIAIATION W5,
C.0. Consr Amewd. 14., Aeaid ImPoRTANT. IS My UTi Gavrs I PETTT7oNELS SSTURTI AN , /HAVE
THe TMpressions . THIS CouRl Couin CARE LESS ABOUr "TWOiUioual FuwdAmenTAL ConiTiTUTYawAaC ARG~
s’ In FAvoh 0F oY “Lanocémts "Cimms , AD Usidus (owBR (OUATYS IN Turd “THumB
THEI. woses”™ BT Valro Clain’s TisT SHOows A TRM. HaS BEEN Convbucrsw , Lo CorSISTEST WiTh Ruy-
I MENTARY Demanns OF FArn lAoccoues 1 THS 1S5 A FLAGCRAWT NOISREGraD. OF THE l/ERY E5I-
ENVCE OF Dué PROCESS w.5.C.A. CopsT Arema s S.)9, Bécausé, ITn PETITVcnenls fargrtuan. CasE
AT HAND .. VD & MamBER OF oTHéR Simiiaall SITUATGO CASES , fida THE TAAL BEE on-
DUCTEd wiTin) Ploree ACQUIREMEUTS oF FAR PROcLOues , " TNNOCENCE” wWouln MAans GST
ITSelF . WiTHOUT FURTHEL O Quirty. T THE GASE AT HAND, THE ConlClusory PGrTAL 0F
PETITIonel:s Con. BY THE ELETH CracuT (CourT of ArPéals , SHould B6 uw mccseTPBLE. FELI-
NER 1S Tacikson - /3] Ser 67 1307 ., TU THaT SAMm DEN/AL ConFLCTS wiTh REEVT A6 G5
ONS AY THIS CouRr,  FIRST of wWHreH ; TS BATSON VS RENTUCKY -/Ol ST AT. 18 wier€

THiS Courr” ORBANED . "THE ConsTiTufien) /’Qolh’m’\?‘;’f All FORmM s OF Paaposs Ful. RHCialL SEUECTION
IN Seteerionl doF Jurons ™ ITo. '




Puasuant To 2253 (¢) STANdARD 9F Revicw ; THE FIFTH Ciatuit Court wnd Supposseo To Cive A 0Vea-
View OF TH'S CAwim |, AD A CENERAL ASSESSMENT 0F THE MERITS Y HUEHs Vs, DAETKE - 12 F.3d AT
SBY (854 ¢in.2005) ) MILLER-CL VS. COULREW- /23 S.cT AT /039 (2003), THUS, WHAT SHouls HavE B cew Founo
THAT TuSP/RES DEARTARIUTY Amowe JuRiST OF REASON + AS To WHETHER THE MIRTHEAN DrSTRS et oF
TeXas COURTX DENSAL oF TH'S Clim wWAS CORRECT, IS THAr PETiTionNen (ave SPEC/ErC ERers
SHow'Ne A DENIAL OF HIS WS CONSTTUT/oNAL RIGHT: TO ImPARTIAL JuRY THars MNom -
DiSCAMIVATORILY SELECTED U.S.¢.n ConlsT: Amenvds 5. 14 :‘ﬁﬂf_jg_,\/?/oc S ar /717 ~1725; fRoSE-
CuforS IN WX TRAL Successrully HSSE malén R PARTVIAL TURY AFTER  DISCRImMiNaTORY STCikes
DuRiNG  VoiR Dire: Nemew JTured 3a. MATTYE RotH  Who i THoul OBICCT /o DR RE-
He8 LT GoF To SIT on PETIT Juny , RFreR. MOMITIIWNG Hap PeTiTiomen EXCRCSSED
HiS FEMH Us MMEw0 menT RIGHT Mol To TesTiRY, He wouw HOvE KD THAT BGaNNST Wi,
VeL.d ReroreAs RECOAD PAGSS (0)-102 , Discrimivy a70RY _STRIKES 1IE€RG CommiTRy Dutinic. VorR. pire
WHEN FouR TuRMES HAD To BE ' REHABILTHIED", MNON-MFRICAN AeAlrd Torons 26 ToHM D.
LED FOAD  svp 21 (uoris Uarlouse)  pomiles  Bias + They wautesT BELEUE MYy THING ©ONG
TESTIFIeS. 1 ARTER TESTSmowy; THEY Fouwa He whs PREVAUSLY LorfeT€n , Yol 2. Reraees RECRD
Pates (02-003 1 TWO AFRICAY - AME RS tAnS JURA (b Yoiawita Auorod AvA YR Danrel Herovea -
QoA ANCTON CoulbuT &fue

RET-TimE OFFENDER. 20 Yas (N Prisoc) e REQURE  Proer ofF
Possessiont N CASE NT Havd, . HEubersonS BELEVe THe Jusrice Sysfem wml GnEafe Somé F1o76.s,

AND Haa FAmLY THAT Hep R#o EX PERICNILLS WITH PoUCE, PROSECUTORS AUTOMATCAUY AllewiEn

LeMam) PO UMIBUSEN To S/T OM Pert July., Prosécaror AMOVAK EVEN) Toln Mms vaw-

DUSEN "¢ HAD THAC RIGAT” AFfer SHE STnfén SHE Wouls SHLC DoveT PETTTTanEeS
TesTimony Pac e 129, Vol Q Reeorters becort,; Kuvows JUReRS MUST BE 0PI MinDED Ao PER-
SURDABLE L/TH NO EXTREME DA ABSo tute Possrions ReGarove Aoy WITNESSE [TTERNS M IS,
SIOTE7202 Siw 34 W1 F02-30d [TX per 20006 while THE Lawo MBY WErT THAT A Pérsons
Moy Beé Dousriul of fonetfes Felowt TESTTMeny s TT ManpsTES Tueens To (s AS/OE
IMPréssSions o0 RELERT - A BASE A RO/ VY DN EuidenCE PRESESTES i A TRTAL
\IRGIL VS, DRETKE 446 F.ad AT bli~GIN € Con o CTx) 2cob) I TRVIN VS Bowd -8/ S.crar /693-16 4o

However, PRosceutols ToCIL T'ME To Te-deoTiH QUESTION | BOTH AER/CAR ~AERIEA™S ABoUT
The LAws REAUIEMenT THAT THEY MUST [AY ASIDE Moy AIml AVl TubeE PEFTronéf
BA5eD ©ON BUIDENCE PRELENTED AT TR, ADJD RETH  ENSURGED THEY Cauld JTUDG &
FaAialy ol . Repoatees Retoho PAGES ta-123 ; 132 ~i34 MS. AUGTON WKW gusw Beem Qua -
LWF/ed To SERUE on Jurd BY PRESIOANG Tunse. YET SNE AND HespinSon WERL Auro -
MATICally STRUMUE N Favor Of NON - AERIGAN ~ AMERSLAN TURBAS W HO wewre O-(Uen THE
AGNEFIT of DoueT OF THER ARILTY TO JABGE FASRLY, AwP UWHTHOUT TIn DETH  PeTaiLes
QAUEBTONIVG) MouS  (hWB  RERWREMENTS 0F (MIWG ASIDE BIAS AS PROSCIAED TN TRUN"
81 S.CT. AT (LUY | THUS . THESE ACr{anNS Do TNSOIAE DEBATAGIUTY Amowe Tuwish oF MAed
Sodd , A5 TO wWHETHeR THE UOATERM OISTR(A o€ Texas Peuial OF THEs Clavm, 1§ CORRECT
2383¢C) iw"?& S.eT AT 1034, Sa/A  Cowel FunThea. RUED ; Mlove Witk THE
STMTE HAREAS COUAT. THar feTiTVonees “Rorson Clarm™ I PRo CLOURALLY BARAED, DUE
To Safo Claw NoT BENG RafSEp o Direcr AePEaL v DOASEY vs. Quaprcrmarl - 494 F.3d Ar
S3A (th.5. (L) A007) . HOWEVRA., BETIToner. COAITENDS THAT The EQuiTY oF A UalUb
BATSON Clitm DUERRIDES « Sucit A ProcelBural BaRr, THoucH ReSdlarly Aelitn oo BY STATE
CovRTS v BATSON” Rises To B Lever Bf STRUCTURAL CRRoR, ANO DEFZES Hoarm -LESS GRASA
AMIRLY SIS, AVD  CAUSE AL PRETUDIE REQUiMEMEVTS , THoueH In BBTISE US STaTE- S
5:w.38 #1123 (TX. calen AP0 1GGU) Texas Count o€ CRIMINAL Avbenls Counsy™, STared " AETTIR
THE Sapeme CourT Nor THS Counsl Hrs BUR SQuarély ADDAESSED THE QUESTION
W HeTHER.  B0T5on ERROR (S SUBTecT 70 ConNSTITUToNdl HaRM AALYSIS"  Moweuér.,
Peritioner Beleues ‘BAT/SE" AwD THE S7are AwD T4 FEDERAL I.Mae:s csuw:rfczf
(S PARTI QulAe LASE ALONG WITH E(efd AR’ ceuaTs denfal of Hix CoA,

()



CONFU ET WITH REUEVANT DesioNs OF TH'S CouwT, To wiT! "‘B»zéwd Y ITselwr [ob s«
AT. 1Tlon. 3 “THE BASTC PRAEDCPKLS PROAIBITING EGreusionl OF Persons FRom PariTe P-
Artonl TN Juny SERUME 00 ACOUNT of Thédn And  Are ESSénTrany ™e Same Fer
LRAND Tumies Aup For THe Per(T Junies” (This Couer Auwes Caand Tuty DS
MAuAMORT SEesfod STRUCTutl ERALR (N “KASQUEZ & HINERY /06 s oF G2l s 62z-24d)
Vasauéz vs HUEy [0k 3.t At (23 (198k) TS Cownsr Ruler “ ken #  LEILT Tury
HAS ACEN SELTED UPON TmPrOPER CRAITERIA, WE HaveE RERuIetD _REVERSM. OF THE
Coduieaiant . BECAUSE Tie BEFecT OF THE UsbLlaTion  ChAwnofl Ag ASCERTATWVEOD”

Tn DAwSoN VS DelAwiaRE -(\2 S.eT AT /097 (1952] Ty A Concumse- 0P upn, IT wad
SHoWN Y TS Couar PRLUTOUSLY HAS DEC/HNES To APPY Hhrw-L6S3 Efroa Musly-
S(S To CErTnIN CATEGORIES DR CoNSTITurionsl ErRO/ , [12ST Noweg wWis BATION
Vs RENMTWKY [Pl 5.0 Ar /725 (RO 05 cramwnsisd IN PETIT Taey Selecifsa) . JTHUS «
IT SHoutp BE & THAT THe STaTe Pascéoynsl  Bor. OF “FrfUNt- To RAssE
Batsonl On Drrees APerent’, DOES~T Truly I7oP THS Loued: a/on. lower Federnl
Coungs  FAom ConsrlenintG THE FEoErsal RUETSN oF BATSonl Clivik Wbl
IS "STRuckursll [V WATURE, AwD BlLrmirnm T Dérnial 0F DAE PROCESS. (EE Vs K6MB-
82 s.ct. AT 880 (1002) Twis CourT CLEArly Ruled “ORDIWARILY / VD LMTon OF FIRMY E5TASUSHED
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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