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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 Appendlx to

the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.

" The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

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[ 1 is unpublished.

[Jj 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 pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,

[\/]/ is unpublished.

The opinion of the 29(0+ Distecet Crim, | court
appears at Appendix % tothe petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,

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

[\ is unpubhshed



JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts: ‘¢

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

[ 1 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

[ ] 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). |

['«/{ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was feb IR: ’202.0
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[ 1 A timely petition f()r 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
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STA’Téma\lT OF THE CASE
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Can C[?Q«“/b hear Otficer Kegmo/g/g 579, “Tm nof hart
On +he video, 11 does not appear Jhat Fhere
qre  qny veheles or Featlc in The locqdion Yo
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Curb line- Also qpPpPLars ~+heat Ariver backed
up o avoid hﬁH(nj Miff . /gc,dmo/a/;.
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R >




Conner v. Slote, b7 6. W. 24 |9, R0 Crex. Cr,h,l-;Aﬂo,
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“he out of court dentfication procedure coas Imperimi—
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"f'mporJrcnn*P since gt G:30 +he Sfowrcr s,oe@/ ended
anol &?(‘JJefs 9,0??6/ LJOH/&/ not be 4 /‘?LJ '/I.O/C,f/fon,
Focther Officer E@ﬂno/c/s concede Fhat Fhere were

No (;ﬂ;’gfq-('cb\ records to éw/porv" that 4he Time of

the step -Las before G390 qnd +het the records
Showed =2 lcall out T+t of 9.40. Also O cer

K@jmo/d; %QO+€C/ (N +rt'01/ -H\QVL he &‘//c/ }’WVL Hnouws
Wq”{' ‘/’z‘me he Fu//(ﬂ/ +h< V@AJC%C over. @,,;{" (N(oqlcpq‘(‘
Fhe eall out Fime e at e oiginning ot the stop
Lwhen he called the 67%,0 . Oicers choald be
on poinT aud hast Lo abide by the rules glso-

R@QSO/’)S Foc G7f7?}m“/‘3 Fhe Pedition
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\/,'(o[c@t@d ,FH'\( ﬁ)v\rﬂ\ ij Fgmr%{m‘u\ /é)m{,/;a{mm'fs Jo
Jhe United States (ongtitation and Fhe Laleness
fﬁ(‘(ur[rﬁd [9@ Hhe Due Frocess Clause Gad also
@Severa ardicles ol Jhe Texas Codes of Ceimingl
fmcfa{vtrdé | ,

“The CvamL ot HWeq/s has o/wc//wo/ aq Mpor’fmf
Quection of E‘W( and —edera| law in 4 Y Fhat conllicts
with ~the 4/0}9/16016/{ dec sions of Fhe Court of Cromiml
%‘),ﬂpeq‘ls, Texas Rules of J‘)ppe/(d( Procedure bb-3().

The Conart of AKF(Q/S decision conflicts wih Jhe VVMM/QV/W}
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reguirtment ot Arlicle 38.23@ of Hhe Teag Codle
ol (eiminal Crocedure. Texas rules of Agp Pocelure 6420,

Ard. 58:2(3(015 C'C',P' stele . No evideace ObTa.9¢ bﬂ
an ofier or other pLrson 1n Violatlen of &mjf/w;'s/my;
of the ConslHuton o laws of the Side of Texqs,
18 ;/H/\( Com%‘\‘\ﬁ_"m or laws of Fhs (4,,,;,1(0/ SHates of
Amfp,‘cql 5%@“ be 61‘0/%&#%/ in ewvdence qjq,',,g,( Lh e
536,045(5/ on Lhe qu[u/ ot éivv Cn'ml'/q/g.qg&

The State fflfjbtec[ Hhet /“)p/ﬂ!//anﬁ&wo/mn Adid not-

deatify 4o the el conrd Ahat + was the dime
of the ‘H"ﬂ[w[( éfolp Hat wee in 5/,;/0,47‘9_ The court

0’( /QPKQ/Q alcgqtgref‘c/ BﬂOI'th[/g Jo +he C@NO@% o 7[(/(;»,/
on ths issue. There was 6 conversation af Yol hat
Mﬁc%r feg)no/ojé 6’006{0/60, VH’W% +L‘€F€ LWere 70 d"/ﬁp‘#d‘
records to o SupporT Hhat the T of 1/7‘/1(’ stop Loas

o ivo o the racods shmd ¢ al ot Fone

ot 7:40
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~the 0{66.("5(’0”9 ot thi Court. y' EJM/V-’;M%

S0 S ad 18 (Ter Coime A 1977). The Jowdulnes

of +the Stop 7 4 reguiced element of ¢ Mﬁ/f‘/

offense. Negerting The exception, i€ “unlawlulaess” js

part ot +he Stote burden of fﬁoﬁ'wf 595

Suk2d H (Tex Ceim. Agr 1§77) The Court of Agpedls

Clecision misa pplies and ym.scongtrues the ffgwlf‘fmenf
of Ackicle 2€.23@ Tees Code ot Crimminal Proced yeo
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’/\Jhd’\ P/‘Ovt'dt@:
Tn 0,,,,9 'Cclg.e where +he ,{Sq' e\/:'o((n(,\a rog5e gw ,‘5;,,[{ )7€!"€(4'10/()p
+he \.)ufﬁ chall be insteacted +hat it it bebeves, or has arcsombl /
Ciouﬁ'aef) Jhat +he evideate was obdaned (n wiolation of +he previsions
ol Hhis Acticle, thea amnl in sach eveat, the juey Shall
d/srtf]cmt{ a9 suchh ¢videacy 50 ob%*!”&/-

The ‘rerms O-P‘H’\( 5"‘(’{{‘\/&{ ar< Mol’\d“+°"j; Goad when 9n /;me
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