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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

0)

IaIhem a judicial officer clearly priside over a conviction and sentence

IaJITHDUT BEING ASTl&NED DR HAVE TAKEN DAW OF OFFICE AND 

REtWim LEGAL FORMS TO ACT AS h SINGLE JURIST DR

OTHER . .

JUDGE^ DO THE

CONVICT IDN AND SENTENCE STANDS AFFIRMED A.5 CLOSED \ LJI7H NO FURTHER 

F0m OF CONSIDERATION BY THIS COURT?

* *’

m
UJHEM CLAIfU Of MISCONDUCT BY A SINGLE JURIST OR JUDICIAL OFFICER IS

Presented to we court under certiorari and certiorari is denied 

AEHEARMG* \S DENIED^ IS IT IMPOSSIBLE To MOKE FOR CONSIDERATION 

FOR RELIEF IN THIS COURT WHEN NO OTHER COURT CAN GRANT RELIEF SOUGHT, 

UNDER IMMEDIATE RELEASE DR REMAHD TO THE LbUER

AND

?court:

in
&D THIS COURT DISCRETIONARY POWER UNDER AS U.S.C. I 1651® J,MISHICTIMAL 

that established by congress is THE ONLY COURT AT THE APPELLATE STAGE

To grant belief sought dm a modified Release perspective?

LH)

DO THIS COURT DISCRETIONARY POLJER UNDER At U.S.C. j 1051(A) JURISDICTIONAL

AFTER twenty Years df incarceration under 

Decision Void conviction and sentence 

Do this court hold exclusive 

immediate release 1

A Id HATS FACTUAL AS A STATE 

UNDER STATE AND FEDERAL LAD 

JURISDICTION TO GRANT RELIEF SOUGHT FOR

* * if
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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:

RELATED CASES

LATIMER \/. LDCUIDDD 17 S,U, rtEP. UO. 

FAAISS V. BEEV/LLE BANK NH 5.1a/. REP. iJ/,1 

CASTLES M. BURNV 3H TEX, Hlb. 33 CORPS. JURIS, P. I DM.
SummERUH V. STATE, M TEXAS CftIPT , REP. 17£, 
A. K. runs V, THE STATE. M TEXAS CAIM. HL, IS S. U, Jld CIS (cmm AAP.iUl).

tONTAbLUNC CASE

HERROh V, THE STATE Of TEXAS C50 S.U, Id SH (TeX. CRIM. APP. 1183)

15 THE EXCUSABLE BASIS FDA THIS COURTS ISSUANCE Of THE EXTRAOfUHNAT V UR IT

UNMR CHAPTER III &ENERAL PROVISIONS M US.C.I ICSI&J LJRITS UHEKE

all cmmtj esmuiH ay mot amiss rw issue ml urns utuia*im tmomm
Of TWEIR RESPECTIVE JURISDICTION AND A&REEARLE

the supreme COUATANO

/M A/A

TO THE USAGES MhJS PAlNClPLES OF UU SEVERAL
STATES SHALL BE RlCARDED AS RULES Of DECISION IN 

STATES IN CASES i
CIVIL ACTIONS IN TUE CDUCTS Of THE UAD7E0

WHERE THEY APPLY CITING AS U,S,C, { IL51.
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ J issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

9^ For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix £ to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
fflf is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix f - A to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at 5 or,
[ ] has beeri designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
iRfj; 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,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 

is unpublished.

The opinion of the ATAtg AMEUArf-f.fi/JAT APPF/U <; 
appears at Appendix Ai£_ to the petition and is

court

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

is unpublished.
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JURISDICTION

Eli For eases from federal

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided mv case 
was DM fif ALtellfT AblK *

courts:

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

Rtf A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 

Appeals on the following date: \S7l4 MS DfAl&UST &01Z an(j a copy 0f 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix __L

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ
to and including_______
in Application No.__ A_

PILED LJITH C£An/3MRI.

i was granted 
---- ---- (date)— (date) on

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^MM)LMlM. 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix? C-D

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
, 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 .state of Texas have deem able to meet the burden miK A jurn bk judicial officer
PRESIDES OVER A CONVICTION M SENTENCE^ HELD,u'UIE HOLD THAT UiTHDlff THE TAKING 

Of THE OATH PRESCRIBED BY THE CONSTITUTION OF THIS STATEkOHE CANNOT BECOME EITHER 

h t>£ JUKE [lAUFL/Q DR DE FACTO [ACTLiaQ JUO&E^AHE HIS ACTS AS SUCH ARE VOIdT 

THIS PROVISION IS PROVIDED FOR A NEED TO MODIFY THE CONTINUED INCARCERATION UNDER

h certified void Sentence /uid conviction that involve constitutional aha statutory
LAW RELATED TO THE CASE IN THIS COURT,

sx,rule in contentUOCn(ii) proceeding through state or federal collateral
REVIEW.
THE STATE OF TEXAS! STAlE COMMISSION ON JUDICIAL CONDUCT HAVE KNOULED&E OF fiEWoMs 

COMPLAINT BY DOCUMENTS THAT WAS USED OR FILED IN THIS CASE UNDER RULE HO REHEAR INC WAT
das denied,
THE STATE COMDlSSIONl OKI JUDICIAL CONDUCT OF TEXAS CONDUCTED PETITIONERS COMPLAINT 

ON RESPONSE DATES 1 SEPT. LAOU \ OCT, l JjAOII { AND OCT. 301U UNDER CJLAJD. ih 

lllS-KT ALLEGING BY COMPLAINT THAT A HUH OFFICER OF THE STATE UNO HETA OS A 

DIVISION OF GOVERNMENTAL ACTIVITIES DID NOT HAVE AUTHORITY TO PRES IDE OVER PETITIONERS

TRIAL.
LEAVE I INCOMPLIANCE IJJTH S.C, RULE <40, i.

UNDER AU THOltllAmW BY A% U.S.L.i I LSI U) Id HERE THE UAlT DILL BE IN AlhTO THIS C/WATS APPELLATE 

JOAISBICT/Mi WHERE STATE ANA FEDERAL APPELLATE COURTS HAVE DISMISSED APPEAL BY NAIVE A UN TENT 

THATj; NOT LLEAK AND CDhlMLtiClhlO FEDERAL OP STATE LAU PROVIDED BY THE SUPREME COURT RULES 

6k AroiNhAnEkiT ORDERS.

THE EXCEPTIONAL CIRCUMSTANCES OF THE FEDERAL APPELLATE COURTS TIMELY PAYMENTANh TH£STATES 

COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS ABUSE OF WRIT IS BUESTIDNASLeLthis COURTS EXERCISE AND . , . , 

OISCRETIDNARV POWERS TO RULE ON THE MERIT OF A JUDICIAL OFFICER NOT HAYING HIS OATH OF OFFICE 

AND MOT ASSIGNED TO PRESIDE OVER PETimms TAIAL BV JUDGMENT IN EFFECT OVER Zb\ YEARS

without relief from state or federal courts of Texas, and the fifth judicial circuit of the

UNITED STATES ON APPELLATE REVIEU.

/ » tf
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IMMEDIATE RELEASE FROM CUSTOM IS UHAT ReTiTim

IS SEEKING FOR RELIEF

PETITIONERS SENTENCE AND CONVICTION CAM MOT BE REFILED IN STATE M FEDERAL 

CDUIVTS DISCRETIONAL/ JURISDICTIONAL kfAIVER

Allstate Am federal courts Have held a decision that warrants this court's

TURISDICT1DNAL POWERS AND ADE&MTE RELIEF C/1MN07 BE OBTAINED IN ANY OTHER 

EORn DR FROM AMY OTHER COURT UNDER RULE 3ib. I.

THIS PniTIDM IN ITlq EMT/LV SEEKING IMnEhlATE RELEASE TROT) CUSTODY UNDER 

SATISFYING RULEIS MEA1T/OM AND LITIGATED AlloAoimolv AT CONCLUSION

• «o
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

this Jurisdictional coukt hav£ visit a oath KRSKcmt mem A Womb muai am
JUDGE MAY HAVE SERVED UlTHOUT TAKING FRESH

histmy records filed in, due uus. Somme
OATHS.4 4

Cmj MX IDENTIFIED M A»£IUT£ CMJ

DUMA 7FM4S. .JUSTICE IN HOUSTON, TEXAS CASE MO M MOT TAKE AH OATH AS AE&uma, 

STATE AMD FEDERAL LAIN I LOADER 10 PRESIDE AS A JUSTICE OH JUDGE LEGALLY. 
PETITIONERS CONVICTION AND SENTENCE URS PRESIDED 

ASSIGNED flV THE REGION JUDGE AND

r «

5Y A VISITING JUDGE THAT MAS Nt>T

had not taken legal oath by Texas fm Fresh oath 

NECESSARY APPOINTMENT AMD RETIREMENT PROCESS momu TbM CALLEDPERSPECTIVE ARE THE

AS A VISITING [ RETIRED i OR SIT IN JUDGE.

this constitutional Requirement for oath of officeuas 

6aJ JUDICIAL CONDUCT 7MTS ENTERED 0HDEK CJCNO. IHUS-kl AMD FILED W 

FIFTH DISTRICT OF ITEMS at DALLAS

A FAUST, U/VOEA STATS COMMISSION

THE COURT OF APPEALS 

THAT RESPONDED BY DISMISSING THE APPEAL FED. 17*2011 

lutLntm-nmm m um of jum^amT.fnmmR rm m mesme
« t- 0

appellate court mEmoRmm opinion three judge panel denied petitioners uiutjam.Ss
DDll. PETITI6MEA PADYlbEb THE APPELLATE COURT NELLY DISCOVERED

Documotrs THAT SHbUS WET 4 +■

presiding judge las mat assigned ro preside,nor had his oath of office, 
appointed officer

NOT STUTEMEMT OF . .
nop Affidavit to serve on Judicial assignment, by advising the'(scot)

SUPRirnE COURT Of TEXAS TO PURSUANT TO TEXAS GOVERNMENT
15.00! JO BE JUD/CMiyASSIGNED, 

U!H£A£ MINISTERIAL DUTV UW MAT AUTHORIZED BY STATE LAU..mc* SUPRA ALLEGATIONS 70 BE 

AlSiOiTD OR PRESIDE.

the appellate issued anp7h£r , mEmoR/iNDm opinion denyingmlatpa-petitioners 

hnUDAMUS ON APRIL 18, AD 13, INHERE IT AGAIN USED tftRO/l FOR TRIAL COURT NO. CJ-C NO.
ihllis-iu: UHU1 Such Numm is the STATE commission on judicial Conduit nmjomV. 
PHD CHANGED THE COUNTY TO HUNT COUNTY AND CHANGED THE COURT TO 1%7H JUDICIAL 

COURT WHERE THE VISITING OR RETIRED JUDGE ORIGINALLY PRESIDES V.

T

LI HEN PETITIONER . - .



CONVICTION A WO SENTENCE Ui)S M DALLAS COUNT)/ IHSTH JUDICIAL COURT UNDER TR/AL

UlHAT^ EtfmAOAQINAIW IS THE SAME-APPELLATE COURT MS PETITIONERS ORIGIMl PROCEEDING 

bmK bmCT APPEAL UNDER [3) THREE DITFrEMT NUMBERsTH Cl) JAN, 5Mi M,OJJhDiG 

$(,-CV { LX) rn. Hv MIX ND.DS-U-&M1-CR {APRIL IS, M HD.dS'lS-bdiZI-Cvl

iSi COMPLIANCE UlTH S, C. ROLE 

XD-HC*)
N

PETITIONER S k£ASl)W fOk NAT MfiRlNC AftUCfiTIDN JO THE l)!S7/0£T C6UAT UNDER tMm AEV/£U 

ONLi PROVIDES A TRANSFER PROCESS UNDER PRDCEWnl RULE PURSUANT TQ HENMRsdN

nx F.M HIM Csth ciK.ZDoi) m m At eppsjiif.sd3LD,30JCSTh ax.Mil). 

the exceptional circumstances m mi bar Petitioner fern Further Revied to another

3Uk\Sb\amAL COUNT FOR HE LIEF SOUGHT TOR l/HHEDiATE AELEHSE OF A VO lb SEN TEhJLE

amo conviction due to a judicial officer presiding as a (t de jure [laufuQ OR 

de facto [actimQ Judge without taking the daw paescrimd by the state of
•p

TEXAS CGAJiTlTUTJOAi AND FEMML LAD, THAIS DELL SETTLED,

V, HARO,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
toft WfUT

Ito THU PRUCNT DAV AMD TURKMEN .SUBVERSIVE INflUtNCES M ACTIVITIES Ufi/CH 

WOULD DESTROY DUt &{NEMP)ENTS Am THE PRINCIPLES UPON UH1CH THEV APE fOVNOED

ARt ABROAD IN THU COUNTRY I7 IS A MATTEP bP MUCH PUBLIC CONCERNMb IMtOKIMtS

that our Public officials shouus be required to suear their personal alleome 

TOv AMD DEUEF 1RL7HE PRlMLIPLEA UR0H WHICH DOR (GOVERNMENTS ARE FOUNBEDiTHE 

CbURT RULES-MubTlNC FISbW AN EVEN EMLlER RULINLkTHE COURT SAJB A J'O'b&E 

HAS NO LEU AL PDLOER OK AUThORlTi lb ACT UNTIL HE HAS TAKEN WE OATH Of. , . 

OmtE THE UTi&hTIbN A UUMCS IN HURST V. STATE DRU6- CASE (cnm.HTf. 1177), THE 

iECRETALT OP STATE oP THE STATE Of TEXAS VISIT THIS EVIDENCE OCT, 3A 20//x U/VAEA 

s SSI sDtt. A Bib THE STATE COM MISSION OfU JUDICIAL CONDUCT EXECUTIVE MMc7Of 

SlhNk WiLLlNC RESPONDED PUBLICLY BV E-MAIL "iT DOESN'T CHM&C 7H6CONCLUSION

uie him RinauAosm n shoum op a ad faith on the part of thejime.that

THE COMPLAINANT PTUST ADDRESS THU ON APPEAL\ NOT THR0U6H THEDfSCiMNtiKi 

PbbCESU

THE WRIT \S IN AID bP THIS COURTS APPELLATE JURISbiLTICAJ £/ HISTCETJ 6A APPEAL

Process state and federalprocedure and exceptional further aevieu uRco/nsuiuas
WARRANTS THE £X£K€1ST OF THIS COUpfs DISCRETTON/IHV flOU)JRS\ HMD THAT

•v

ADE/U)AT£ AELIEF CANNOT BE OBTAINED IN ANY OTHER FORM DR FROM ANV OTHER 

COURT,

'-10-
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!CONCLUSION t
I

FAR THE fmmutr mibN& uv out m ram leave foasupkeme tmrRuleao?petiw/l 

Ffl/t Art £X7AA6A^)uARV writ i ILSI&)'Ask This summ tom ofLA&t Result to epmeAEUEf

SOUGHT Fbk WMEblATg RELEASE AFT El S.3, VEPAS 0jJ A \/0W SeATEaJLE SuA SPt>HT£. - 
AlV\EM&Eb FIL\K\C. IS ATTACHE!* 70 R£TL5AWE-B PAPEAS. .TITLED niniOM FOR AN EXTRAOUQIUmi ,

uki7 $EERm iimimTE Release.Respectfull ittei

■e?s
i

Date: ^ AAV dp MOV. £dh i:
Mi OF J4N, Sib AO

//DAY OF FES. AD

I

I
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