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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

hft Petitioner's triaf uhy did my lawyer not Conduct 0 pre-Trio/ investigation, 
my (Petitioner), CM EbMObtb HH/ty's Case!

2, Why d'd Petitioner's Lawyer not CcdL any important 'facts witmtsseSj Medicalexperts^ b)JJt 
PXperfSjfrXuol assault experts to guest ion the. scientific medicu! definition of the (Complain - 

fonts SeXUaL us fault exonti nafron os m) favd U. Hfllin S W f id 210 Of bndstadt V, (Lean Zlt I 2d 111. /21
3, Jf ike definition given in Pppemns's B/,efftX Yd! 1 of BO^Qt/pgUj States that after a Z hour 

exam Cn at ton fevea/ed no trauma ~to Com plain tants Vigincij Hymenf Cervix,or Per ineum^and this 

H the medical cJefin iti on of u woman ufbo Is a virgin ^then ufby is Petitioner frill In prison -for 

the none erisharer Crime erf Inserting his penis Into Com plain to nTS vigma once or twice a uieefl
1, Petitioner ast phis Ho nor a Me Court Hits very Important gve^rian.^ ujoujdntfbis medit 

Hit Comp/aintant not a V try In Oh the time of the. Z hour examination!
Uh y u/ostht physician nett Called to testify Instead of using Secondhand testimony from Peer! 

CppeHeurt's fir Up (p, t \Jo! 1 atti)py 3,
hjiou/ Is It fhot the examining physician and the fexua/BsSouJf Purse art &t disagreement OS 

to whether a sex tW astout t toojt place 1 C,CtfitX\foh(rt 98)pgHjphysic Ian s frtondho-nd testimony . 
Cluing fexvaf assoUltf PA(dX,Voh> at lat)pg/C,fexval ffssault Expert do/Ws no Sexual a SCOUIff

%0oesn't this Crease a Variance and hour Coj/dPetitioner he Convictedu/itbout Evidence?
8, Jf Dalton v. State 898 hU 2J929(jex.fpp-brtldortf Iftf), icfrn/e as to oJhuf happens tv a tuoman 

uJho Is a \rrrgtp u/bin Sexually assaultedf then hour Is b that CoMplalntanfs uJha is a Vitginj(fate~ 
mentf true l fLppe)Van ft l$rCe'fl(pt(l\td i at Itljpgb, and (LypeJ/anfs Brief,:,(tEVol'3 ert lUbtZaypglfl

% pre not these Statements an Impossibility uritk a Virgin l
If), If Petitioner has not Sey.ua I(y assaulted Com/uLcunfadf) inserting hb penis Once or twice a. 

U/teiC far tears jibe* houf Is it fhaT Comp blatant$ Sister four Stitiuner haring Sex with the Virgin 
Comphintuntl Pppeilent'sBnefj(&PVolic(t$t)pgll.

If, If the {is ter told an untruth j perjuring her Self po help -fit Complain huntf wouldn't if /hand 
tv reason that She told an untruth about Pppef/ant Sexually assaulting ber. ddffiPpoh athf)ygll.

12, There however iuos hdft found that (dos nut Petitioner's/ So boujis It tinner Idas Con­
victed (When Phillips the Ihates bfU Expert State's the blip did not /Match Petitioner's Ddft! 
Pppehantis Br, e f, (& Vu!3 at fi7)y>y5,

I3i Coing to the heart of the matter, Pppej/ant tuou/dasp this Honorable fourt this. Tf Petitions 

ec Committed no Cringe, of msertincj h's penis info Compla infants, vigina once or twice a u/ttjf 
for yearsf because Coflip/alhtanf- if medically &nd physically 6 virgingfhen iuiy has Petitioner' 
riot been Veltased from, prison to go borne jv bis famt Ly!

/Vi, idhy urasnt the violation of Petitioner's Const!futianod/Lmendmcnt Bight and 

H/ nut addressed in any of the State Courts judgment?!
tS, Would this Honorable fourt ih. hs wisdom please, determine Qnd acuurd fai'rfy f-o 

Petit!on erj aside from Mon if ary amount for false, imprisonment from ftuftj the Restitution 

for Cal I at era/ bamuges/lnjurles to Petitioned? life 1 Petitioner would Consider the amount 

Ordered hu this Honorable Courtt because, ifstimss ft Move on don't you ~tblhlc Z

into



«•>* £ * W's .

Qumtoy&) pmiMTtb

!i), (Jly does At /. Case keep $eiT*)i$ Sent hack- u/ithuuf the Cost, being heard by -fke /ousts
and Hie Major. grounds addressed along with "the bitft /SStrtr . ... __ ____
)% Pnd doesn't' PltniK v. Qon^aks UZ Su. sd, (>3S(feKrftpp-Houston fathbistj2oo/))h/,l/endlng 

Key ?V fa). ft Pro fe Inmate's. Petition Should he Viewed urlth liberality andpatiencej andis . 
(lot held tv the ffringtnt Standards applied tv formal pleadings brofted by /blarney's, bugles 

Yifoiue m l/'ksj-IO tttyo/ S,Cfd7S,U L Pd* id tt 3 (mo) fat fa ftcu\es Y, ferner,H0H l/S'Sl%Slt>~ 
2!t tz S*(ft 30 L. td'id' t>$L UVii)f Slock v. Juc/csonj$l StM)< 3cI HtjS!per'Ppp' !y/er zootjttOpfaj
ftguiloe Vi fhn£)h% 2d,), hi Uer. ftpp'ftovsfon [)St jDist}/9?7j h/0. petij^fee also /a a a V. Farrington
■Bf SMld.HHl iTer, fyp-JexarVana looi)/ apply to this petitioner's Case os kte/L $o (dkg doesdt
Seem, not to he hemg applted'fo my tostj and tnyCoSt addressed by ibis Honorable (oyrijar the 
lower Courts,Jdbat- k*«£JI-dofie^ezLe.ptf£ijykTjfor my /reedo**.^u/hXc-k hetongs> (70^- juJr_to^rn^f 
J)J/:tJ^^t^e±yy_ftmeri(on_uritk ttue- jufTi.t.e,.PotLaiL bias northnerfcct- huilrdn Hits ytinripte.



LIST OF PARTIES

M 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

[vf 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, 
[*T is unpublished.

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

to

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

[<For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix _jCt_to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
Wf is unpublished.

The opinion of the &tHintsn b/firict Tpaus fhnHft/n D/</i£ftin court 
appears at Appendix MX__to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[*f is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[*'] For cases from federal courts:

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

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

M"A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: fepttMhcr /% 2^0jfj } and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix D

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
(date) onto and including _ 

in Application No.
(date)

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 $6 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[ ] 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____
Application No. __ A

(date) on (date) in

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

(i>



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORYPROVISIONSJNVOLVED.

^-PJFTH fttAENhMENT- jhg amend merit to the (1,1. Conifituhiorijport of the BlU of ki'jktsyfhat est­
ablishes Cerfrcm protectionsfor citizens. from/actions of:jit ^ouernment by providing,6Mirf a__ 

perfDn-ShaHjnotho. recjuired.tt)JinSwer-ft)r-atapital orpther informut/S Crim t unless an indictment 

M_pres entment first Issued k<f grand jury, ($eefeters y, StaH teZJWildlbOj ib! Gts!flff>''}ipustm(pt hltfJl 

1882.pet fefjd ) (z),rhor no person *//// bt, placed In doi/ble Jtop ardyr (kcusa than dfpe/loot's Brief (itfa 
)L (f) -that fioperson may he. reyo/reAt®/testify ay a Inst:hlm<elf,-ltl),Hot neither Ilft^ihtr- 

ty. nor. property may be fallen without Pat Process of lawf and^.ts), that priifaie property may not be M~ 

fen. for public usef without payment of Compensation,(fjppenddc (r> & Amendment .Violation listed In.
-/rounds of flr^uym^tjanJ_foihorities fa‘jes/fy$J%9AhB' __ __ _________________ -
—flXTH ftMCNbN\tHT.-jhe. am erhdment tv the If£ Constitution that entitles.the accused in ct 
.trimmcd.friaifhe_fit)htfv.ipeccly fria! hy_jmpartial jury, ft?..b&l/i formed (offbt.Ckoryes OtgaipSlt 
Jtimuariherjto.be Confronted (JrtkoulfnesseS-asaihSt him orher, (fee. /a rely, Hollins Utfi tdZIbffmy 

MS efandtof a ue, effective assistance of Counsel, fdiddt happen lr? my tried)'fee UnJstodt y( HeanZS 9 Ft. 
j2dJ.%llJJf.r.ouyh felectiue incorporation teack of jbese rlykts has been applied to the 'hates i/ndtr^ 

jthe~.hutProcess\Mauytxtdfhe^kb.ur-teantln Bhn.andm ent. .Appendix. &/-ffl~JfeeM.dmeti±Vj)dfijdP-i±-ll$fcd-hx—
A rounds~of-.frjutme-nt^-za/dAvliaOrdreJlpciyes^^l^j^jlIjM. __ ______ _______________
—BXO>llil2jriEttbi^FFT-Dy)t.of.tht.Bill.ofkiybtspassedJnl7.f/probibited.Cruel.Qnd-unusuolysunisb-=-
ment-Qrid.€pcossiue_ha)IS-OAd..fines,l}iAd<3lr\jiiycLinft Cruel and unusual punishment has been applied
iU}ainst-a.fi*Sfs:imfi0dtioncfa_peMafty^rJiheStaws-ef.bdn2~QddJctediM
MifAbfij 6 6b~Bdu/everthe omendment does IPmltthe kinds of punishment that Con be i/npoSedproS- - 
dikes-pun Ish m eat grossly Jisproporfe/iofe is the Seventy ofjh t_ CohiEj aodJmpoSSesJulitanfiut, 
llMitS^on Mlhat Cunbeniade^/ynjAoLaAd^Puntshed.os SiiichJI3.6.III. hSlj It/I. Appendix Ifh J$Me„dme*'t
liStedJo j* rg Unds^&£.Aug&£m&nT-QrdL/litfh&rj3fe^p^esdf^§)!fj $/ fJM._______  _____________ _
~FliUPtd~fifflfMblC\hfiTiith^koAStjd:Ut:lonuLffierrdiw£AS:jyuarantee2nfjdhe„r  ̂

InrttrtMau.ses^nd^propertyAarnuAreasonM Ufe^ndCon sifting edihcfolloiolhg -
AJ^ment:S.,.(i\jhtisSuor)Ce.-crfouorrant.ypon forth of' affir matron^(f}f\lpon/icohaJ>le~£itusei as .deters, 

/nlned. by .neutral an d deta ch edjmayis±r.at&}_andJ&Xpar±Uuladydisce^^^^ 

Ciadllnejtems^Drpe/.sonrtoJje^SeiteduheperSOHjeised.ujos/Ippe/lenTLunderfiih 
jbrjde.net Mndrthc bblh

St. ACruSotion.w/iiioi/tl^-
ching Someone e/eSj under the charging document) append lx /gtfh dmendMC/it

yldakionJiiteJjtjjrbunds^ffinquerH.ent^aod^J^ paces, %$.% fMM,________________ _
—ffliPTBEHTM fllWEflbMFMT^ikePue/kpcess Ciousc of dt fourtterrtix^dMenc/merittgu.orontee’Sthcrt all 

-Ptrsans-horn in any hate-of fheMnitedftotes.orcAitizenS crfjtwt {hate ond of litdnitedSMeS_ 

-Ouudjic^umrjLn±e^dM^prjWUy.es^nddrnmu:nltieS-.dueXi±ize.ns j>£fhe dnrted.(tt,teSJLMdJp__ 

Jte£j-rn.L£$S-®nd.equaLktot£LtIonMith.edMm3h&J)pj>Jcjcessiy0use^^lb^fovrfee/ilf flmendme/ifkos^ 

Jttfj^t^vlhddtJvr*pp!yi)itf pe&dy-.oll{*£ifexp-ed/fcjyuararLU^
JtJteU-Jicsjon by.<pj.eehiue/y inMrporjutJinjyfii.ese. ntyhtsJmJhbjaMe/tdmertt, Teikcf fmerjcanAeSt]- 

±</tjojxa.Ua.a/ f jl: 7fid, ed20&o?XJapencJi?s A iffiMmendwenr Violation )lsted.injyrov*dSQ£jlfyM 

^eAdM.ndjdiClhor/Xijss^a.yes.,.^S/%9jL ,___ —^______ , 

mat
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Oft are. about /TorchpA/2,009 Th& Comp!a infant and her sister -ft unci out tbaf the Appelr 
lent u/df relocating the family to fun Antonio, lex&s because Appel lanf needed help fa feme* . 
fwo daughterJ erttr Their\M otherj/ZppeZyantss tolft u/ef Jiff by 4 Car arc/Killed infra nth. 
fffttr loSihg bfS wife, Appel/an T move d from the. -family Up
Vtfh the. help of his mother an of fitters.The youngest daughter was Cougkt Sneukihg her boy­
friend into the, apartment, She though that Ap/pdlunr had gone to lao/jc. Appcj/a nt'S Brief, (k., 

$■ Wl % oct )9o)pg 8; and uCC.Vul?at 9$)pg-8,v Zb March %), foot- Appellant CARL EbfVUWD fftUCf a/as ton used 
Aggrtvarted. Itr-vo! Assault ofo Child> The Comp/olnt&nT and her Sifter made these 4 ecus a 

ttons/ because they d/d not pant to move and. feaut their Zriencls ana/ School. Appel/a r>f} Brief 
(#,/?, Vuf 3 at (7b)pg 7.1 he Cgmpfa/ntant Was token to the hospital to he PXo mined On April L Zo0%

Oh Apnl /, 2.010, Appellant turned himtdf in and leas arrested tor Sexuo ( assault iff a child, . 
To toll 0 uhfft ttnalySis proved Appellant a/as not the Contributor to the BAA found onthe Various 
Swabs cundthe, panties and He OMjf did not match Appellant's bUA, (fcf.Kol 3 at Hi-m tH7)pyS. The, 
fefi/af Assault MUrst fXaminSr Stated that the examining Phtsician mode the cJtag no ft s offer 
ual aSSu u/t against the advice of the. Sexual AfSau/t Txperr hly/ses findings that no Sexual assault 
H/oic place, again that no evidence of Sexual QfSo u/t was found. Appellant's Briefl& f, Yd 3 atffland 
if,R.V()tSat 00- ftypy /(. that States thert WoS no trauma tv the Compfo infant's Viainajhymen.Cer- 
ViX,Or perineum (Translation) in medical terminology Cot*piointon't (Jos Still O Virgin at The 
time of the f hourex am in aHon . this alone dears Appellant of an v Sexual QSSou/f Chorge. 
tioip Could the Appellant insert his penis once or twice a week without The resuits of 
J)a!tvn v. frate 898 SM zj 9 19 upk App -Fort Ido rth J99S), See aho Gliondd 997S,WidzoiuepCrAppFtTt) 

Along with the. fomplo inf-ant} statement who was a Virgin Stating Appellant inserted his pe­
nis into her virgin# once or twice u, week for years tond Coptplointant a/so testified Appellant 
had Sex with her Doggy Style,this Coddnot happen, ftote's own. Eypctr witness testified in Hit 
medical terminology that Complain font wos lt,ll a Virgin Upon examination. Appellant's 
fin it IP. P. VU( ? at tbji +foHjpg ll, Aho domAla/'nhtnT} fitter t&Sf/tied that She Saw A/pellxnt 
having sex u/tiAhne. Comp/ointartT u4xo Was a Virgin < Tie Sifter oho testified, after perjuring 
herself to help her Sisterfo(so Stating that Appe/font had been. Sexually assault/r?y he/ which we/t 
both untruth Statements^ anol test/many. How after a. 2. hour PXo min at ion Ay State's Expert 
Sexual fiffauli hlurse Examiner> She States >he found no trauma to Comp/aintant's vigCnaJhyrxen 
ierVtXjor pen'neum . Appe//ant> Brieft UK, Voj ^ut $?D~8HJpgJ6j comp (a/ntant testified tiiat 
Appellant had Sexually assaulted her any 29 hours before tfie examination. This makes 
Appellant innocent^ See fjilondo 997f,uZ2°2 (Tex.fr. App.19fl>)., 

flppej/airt beg$ tie Court This question; > S Appel/ant} Brief (A,P..wl?crt8o~'8ti)pgtl/,l$iie feien- 
ip ti t\ c medical terminology ct/id definition of a, (Joman u>ho is u Uirgin. flow Could Appeh 
lanf insert hif penis once or twice a. week, for What, years? HaiU Can tomp/ointant have been 
0 Virgin tot the examination?. L/hen examined closely ft Stands to reason tone of the Comp- 
I a infant'/ testimony if trotbf/jand if an untruth by both Complain ~tant's. The Sexual assault 
never happened and, yet Appellant Was round guilty on febVary 20/3and Sentencedfo 
HS.yeo.rp while in z o/2 a bNfl analysis Proved AppeZ/ant's innocence y ftppe/Zun t S Counsel fled 

ho moiton for Hew Trial, Called no Medical Experts M AppeZfunT's defence and Called no facts 
Witness, Thtu to mv!a five errors Violated AppcHonTs Lon Stitt/tip no. I AiulcTto bue Process 6n6 
Fair Trial as guaranteed by Amendments H,Sp,8 a ndlH ivfh t united States ConSt/fufion.Tkis 
CgSe has been a grave miscarriage,/^ justice, and It u/oiAdbe mo ni fes+h unjust to allow 
This Conviction to Standpn light of He overu/helm / ng evidence, fee Elfz on do 997 Hum 

.loZLTey <tr. App tn9f>)'APP e/lpni Seeks to be exonerated and Released from prison, Appe/Zont 
name fa Ken ott Sex offender website and to have his Records Expunged the Appellant 

- Would have been able Vt> do this hod he not been accused falsely, Appen dix Hjs petitioner's 
Lpeguest hr Eyp unction of Records and Order of Eypvnchion - Appends Cj t>Nfl AVAL!SIS

wptoBJdf sumimt

me. in Houston -to Uebster 7?/caS

eyci/tf/on fit/ AO d> v an. cun
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___REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

fl/1 or about April )} lo\Q, Appellant fvrnedhtm(e/f In fa the tarns County Sheriffs Afritct and. 
ms arrested on the Charge uf Agg related Sexual AsfaUIt of a Child and in tutz a faNA analysis proved 
ftp pel hint was not a Contributor to The ftfjff that ms found. Appellant's Brief,(/?,£. Yah ai !]*t)pg£ The Comp)a - 
Into rtf's made the allegationsto the Statejbf being Sexually assaulhdriTb erefore If the State makes a Claim 
and unnecessary allegations disc roptiye of the TJentlfy of the offence/thargt,the State must establish tuck 
allegations by evidence .SeePeters K State bSl 5widj/bOiUbl (Ter.fppffoushn fctttsf]!7%3pet,ref/d. At trial 
favorable evidence, IdasWithheld-and tUl State rat ltd ft) bring this to light Cindtp the jury's atfrfltfcw. 
aho the fait Hey did find UN ft and fhat t Hi a t DM ft belong jv Someone eles, And oho failed to State to Whom 
rhtWftbdong touy with He possible probability of it being ibe boy friend AppellonTsAricf, kXvd3af)7o)p$,8*

The Serua! Assault Nurse Examiner stated that the era mining physician Mode the diagnosis of Sexual as­
sault, (x.e.vohut7X)fs3< yet the Sexual Assault f/urse stated she found no evidence of Set, uo( ossaulf or thus the 
COMplalntnnt baJ,had $exuo / Intercourse, (niVollaf faV/gX Tht Zhour examriution reveal no trauma tv the 
lom plain hunt's Wglnu men, Cervix, or Perin eumt Appellant's Ji tief.fimi 3 of )pg,k, This Statement alone
Chars Appellant b ecause it is jht medical terminology and deflation ofauuoman who has nothad Sex,a virgin,
I he virgin pomp hintunt testified ThatAppellant inserted h>s penis into her vigtna once ortwtee a Weet 
weriol 3atHVpgb, andHtuf Appellant hadSexually assaulted her (Soggy Style, (bthtfollSotlL3tlod)pgJb. The ftfual 
Assault durst testified She per farmed ahead tv he nomination, Including ac/ehilled On a! and genital eXA- 

flil nation t fa Ml 3 at SB-57)pg.3, She testified no Semen or foreign hoirS were found. OtXVollatleij)#.*/ and Conceded
the found no evidence the (omp! a Infant hud been Sexually assaulted, Appellant's Brief,(ft,ll.\fol3atcfi)pej.H.

Ifoa) if theft wai no trauma tx> fU-Compfainhuni's Vigin cljtfym en, Cervix or Perm turn and this ri the midical defi­
nition of a woman (the Complain hint) who Is a virgin, AotJ has Appellant Sexually assaulted htr Compare, ncu) 
button v, State ft K id fig fj$x> App, - Fort Worth ctfttitv These statements in testimony, ffppellunt was Convicted
enthet'f.pecf witness testimony u/h'tch in fact proved Appellant's irnotcnce.undytt only Suggested at Jtppil/orrTs 
guilt. When testimony gives rise fo no more than a surmise or (Ufpision aS to the OyJshmte cf fact fought 
Jo,btproved fhere Is legal Contemplation no evidence, fee City cf HvvS ton V< Cash W3 5w, tdS!3 ref.’d, n.r.c, Ibe. 
tacf< That Appellant ujq5 Convicted entire different Han the fact He charge were basedjkJhtle the 
trial tounse/s failure, to investigate also played cm important ro/e in helping Hut Conviction. Thlfbvoroblt 
evidence Which was withheld and act brought tv light, as to the OH A add medical typing at fan of ter ml no- 
fogy wos net presented t! Curly at trial. The prosecutor Should have Known orf fhc favorable evidence .See 
£>arden\Hafhu)right 777U</(>fll78dj&vrnett punches Ltd, f, Cano fefralevm int. Z?7 S.uJ,)J861 "KncWfadge of ) aw 
faforcement Is imputed f-o prosecutor even if prosecutor himSe/f did not Know of fkt evidence,See Ky/ej 
fHtfS, QrH}$-yfo} Ei parte Adamf 7iS iuu, td 77l),on the Governments behalf In He Case indudinqHc police 
See. Kyles s/y US at H37, W & parte Adorns 76t $w. id Iff 177). ifiz on do 777 <w, id 701 fkx,fc/hp7l9f6f

'Including He. police
, , . _______(ftx.Ct-lfppiHfl)

Tria) CevnStl performed no pre-trial investigation, filed no Morion for A/tu) TrialS There Is a presumption that 
®t trio!, Counsel at Motion fur Slew I rial is effect iue, See,Jock v, fate bHjSaJ, jd 4 jjC/cr. App'-Hoostvntgstdzool),Js 
tv ineffective oSSj stance, of Counsel. See Pavel v. Hollins Ibl P. 3d, 2/0,1^), fall o/e tv prepare a defence, (b) failure 
to toll important facts witness, O-f failure h Coll expect medico! examiners tv rebut State's witness testimony 
Fuilvrt to Call b/VA eg. ports, tall noMedico./lExpert fexud Assault Examiner fo determine He definition of 
the Com pia in tan r's examin atiop. Ip. g, Vote ai 80"&H)pgJl>/ dad u/hat fitment US for as Sex went. See also LindstaJf 

Vi Kean E37 f. id 171,11. These CumViatiue trtor fhouid have py onerated Appellant and ApptJiunt Should not 
(And.Would not have Spent He last nine years in prison for a Crime Appellant never Committed in He -fir ST 
place,, ~fhe suppressed evidence which, wes bid in He medico! terminology Which no one Seem to understand 
kust of all Appellant, also He OlM tv Whom it belong. ,lEvidence Hut impeaches He Credibility ofGeiOV- 
era merer witness whose testimony may well be determinative offibe defend a ntf} guilt or innocence"is 
Bra dy material that The prose cutio n may not Suppress, See fig/io V, United States *tofUS. /So, 71S, Ct, ‘Us, 766 3L Ed, 
td M U772J ff Voting fiaput v liltNOlS, 560 US, UH, 77 hCt, 1173-1171, SL.td, 1717 fa Si), US f, Martinez-Mercado 

rdlHUH, H## (5th fir !7?7). Tt true that He errors ut trial put Appellant in prison falsely aciuSed,but it 
Waf, the fade of Knowledge of medical terminal&qy that h*lp fee? nope/iant h*rt„ Hud it not been fur mv SiSrcntuaf, the fade of Knowledge of medical terminology that help Keep /ppe/iant htrtv!iud it not been fur my SiSren 
0/ho <5 on iyhl NWe fUth tary retired when aSKed Appellant woS hddtht term, n a/ogy Says that the Comp!a into nt 
woS a vine, in. iw*$ Stunn ed,lm a man whose been married. At uc. tr'mes anUhaut three Sis ten and did nor Know

(Si,L



different parts of a Romans body. blow The testimony that injuries Art farth found Stated, 
by State eypert SeKua! Asiault hh/rse. fefi.(p.kVil 3 at cW)pj.H, Sot this Could onUbe with a Woman y 
Who lira (n't a. firkin as far u Virgin., Compare Pa!to a V, Stott 8?8 SM id H2t CfeK A/p- FortkferttxflTty 
ft wodd Stand H> reason that f/We Complaintant Was {till a Virgin., tfen the painful results from 
the alleged Stnool assault Would have been traumatic and if Complain font Was Still a Virgin, 
then the. Sister's testimony is also an untruth f fi.B, (R.k.ttl 3of ly Lv.ptj //. This Covld not hare 
taten. place with a. virgin . This Conuiction violated Appe/Janfs Constitutional fight to 
Dire Process and fair Trial as guaranteed by Amendments analIV to "the United
ftv&tS ConSti fUtio* . This Case has been cl grave miscarriage fr justice Qnd it t Uoi/ld be 
manifestly unjust to !$t this Conviction Stand in light of fie Overwhelming evidence .The 
Appellant Aour Steps] Relief Sougfetf To fjeJEponerated, his Pecord Expunged, ftesTtyrhon tv he 
made far Jn Career art on ond Jhj urles /Collateral bamayes and tv Be Released fromfrison„Cfam.D''________ , / Denied: f __

Hppdlont AoW testates his Sworn Oorth and idord received by Supreme Cou/t uerk on the_Z£_
C/tEL i’bjflfflh 'jftSJtf*?hereby glut my Oalh and my jdord to fob 'Hut upon re/ease ,1 mill not 

foils to anyone Concerning the past tosetAor wiU Z discuss it with family members, and 1 also 
glut my Oath and my li/ord not to discuss any fiarts of the Cose with radio Stations or TV 
Pews Peporte/s. T further assert ctrul giut my Vocfh and my Idord nut to discuss any farts 
of the Case of my incarceration at TbfT to any foci a! Media* Outlets on the internet or ties— 

when . Z givejmy bath and mg word to only Use foeiolMedia for Research of Business purposes or in- 
ferfainment. pi is time to puf pit past in the fast tend leave it there. The Appellant Will noT Contact ike 
Complaintanis Jr/ any means, Including foaW CONCLUSION 
ffieJia. to This 1 Solemnly $Wearf So tlelp fit fOb,

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

_ , Date: t/ov ember 7b. 101$___
£x ecuted-pesuhmirted pn this jdL day ufTjMsug. MU._

Appellant tS.no lawyer Apptl/ant Would ask this ftonorablt (Court to decide 
Ctf restitution for CotaHral damages and injuries to flppeJ/<L*is lift aside ft 
of restitution from the state for years of being incarcerated falsely fa 
really Seeing mVjXaSt, TnCarceration of an ihnoCtnrt person 
3H7 SM id 202. CTeK.Cnftpp.l7yu. IdhUe this part is not aprofe.
of itselff Appellant Would ask. this flonorab!’e.Court in it's h/isdorn, to award fairly c 
amount ih restitution ffhe Appellant would Btcept Courts decision. fee /Ainix. y,
$M- }d h3S(fen. fipp~douStu/\TI,Ml bistJzoos)HU>3t fending key IH Ct.S), A Pro fee Inmate's Petition Should 
ft Viewed krifh liberality and patience and is not held to the Stringent Standards applied to 
farm d plfad/'ngs brofted by AttorneyV' Hughes v, Kowe, W ifi X 7~/0 t fe.7, lolf, ft, 173, UL. Ed, id. 
HImolfcitingjfaijnesjr, keener. HOy E Sll-IL <72 f.Ct.Sff, Jo LEd. 2d. IQ fan), block K Jacks**, 
B2 (.W, id Hijpl fa*.Am.Tyler loouUD.pet), ftyu,itr K Stone.f L2, id 1, hi (Tet,Ppp'-ncVS'h?nuhbist)
1*77% UO.petyi*”$etAlSO JfWa Yi Farrington} BS S.W, id HI!(fen>fpP‘TrtarKanft Zooz). [Jits potf been twelve 
years incurceratedd fend

hJhik on the amount 
ram the amount 

r nine years withoutihem
______ . f violates but Process. See. fl*7~odo

ihirpart is not a.professionally drafted document in and 
‘‘ ' ‘ to award fairh &. reasonable.

oni~a/eStK>2 .

jhiupetj, rtyvutr r, jron^j (?oj xyg 
\ Yi rorrmgton, BS SM id Hi1 (fen,PjfpiJharpano. loozpyt s flout

r_ ... ...__ . ftnU it appears tv this court that restitution for Cal lateral da.
and ihoiddbe. awarded inthe amount of ft_______ __ ________ not including
rpute to includedPefition€ds Tmm odiate. release from Prison .P*e/irH>d 20 da 

‘ ' ----- clay of_________ ^JMJ. uj. Granted___ ____  —

tron tor (Q/iofera/ cfamanes or 
not including restitution form The

■ Qen)ed:------------- —-------tSubmitted this



Supporting arguments ANb 

tonHomm
On Of obou 

fv move the
^fo Cojnplfitritunt^ found Cjutfhat Shi Appellant Was planning

daughters, af+tr Appellants ylfe Ms hit La (or and killed
.home and Coujfa Ute youngest Javyh+erCthe Complulntomt) trying to freak, he/ then 

boy fn end info She up art went, however, ApppU'mnt was QStvred by hb daughter that 

She hod never had Sex and was therefore Still a virgin. This mold In the future prove 

to be truPj only proved She hardWay by the Joes o f Appellant's freedom, To Stop the move to 

San flntoruothe two Com plain-fonts accused Appellant of Sexually bSSaoltlny them,Appels 

font Nas jatled and Even with the evidence to prove Appellants innp fence, Appej/o n t Was 

Convicted and Sentenced to US yean in the JexaP Department of Criminal 7u$tke, And 

A oa> Appellant Would shout the truth that Was hidden In the medical terminology that 

Apptffunt at that time Could not understand untlll sears /ater. after heina informed by 

Appellant's sister, J 7
Sven now there has been No evidence to Support a Crime orConviction, only allegations 

and use of perjured tes fmany, In effec five assistance of Counsel, favorable evidence that 

was Suppressedj a Variance Caused by Conflicting testimony by Staffs own B/perf U/ltnes- 
SeSjOll this and no evidence and Still Appellant ufos Convictedf Ihecetore if the Stone 

Makes a claim and unnecessary allegations discrlptlve of the Identity of th* offence/ 

Charyi, the ftare must establish Such allegations by evidence* See Peters v, State ttimid 
(lex. App~ Houston (fit^tT) It S3 pet, fef/J. The Appellant has Suffered h 

fecal damages from bet ny incarcerated by false testimony by Cumphinfant and Complain- 

font's Sister Who both perjured fhemSelues, bee oust no Sexual oSSavit had taken place,
The accusation Was driven by their desire not tv be uprooted ctnd moved to « new City. Appel­
lant began Saving money Which included not pay ing the Current rent SO Appellant Could (JSC
He money for the .................

flpptlloafs fSrltf,(jkk.VoIsm fiOipgB,The boy friend was brought to the apartment without per- 

mltfion) (kk Tot) at flClpy 7j explains foetr running au/ey w*$ Not a Com it dene ef as was testified 

foe) Appellant’s Sriefj falVelSat W$)py%
WaS made* Kerr testified phat erf ter a

and Collet -arm

Tfhii is u/henihe Complain font made, her deuSSion to fun away.move

tw, up/ririMvrii s vkh^ t-w/fty J, States the feaion that the accusation of Sexual assault
Was made* Kerr testified foot after a ihour examination then wos no trauma tothe Com- 
pialntunt’s Vig in a , hym en, Cervix, of perin e.um. (#>& fit 3 at BO- B*i)pgAj Ad ph ySco! evi den C e 

that Complalntanf had been sexually assaulted, (C.A.Vill 3at h)H)pgtt, faff olio made the State­
ment that physical injuries are rarefy found,this Statement Wui only USed to bolster ct 
Cose without any evidence, Compure this Statement to Bolton V, State B^B&kf> 2d H2l()ex,Aflp~ 
fort Worth /wl

There is however Evidence no Crime Was Committed hy Appellant* Sec(#.RAdi3c& $0~Bypgfa 

Which $ tuffs jhe medical definition fur a woman Who is a Virgin, $0 it Stands to Teuton 

fhatt (dA.Veis at m)p)G, Stating he inserted hif penis into the Complaint a aft uigina, Onet or 
fu/ice a week. Or Appellant's &tief,(kfLVb\3ut b3tbf)pjA, Stating that Compicnntanfs Sister Say; 

She S&lv fypdlant having fox with :fhe Complaint & *ft ,cjho at She time of the Ihour Bpa- 

mlnCktlrsnf<* tlfyin* (!)



The Sister also Stored that Appellant had Sexually assaulted kef a/ho. These testimo­
nies and Statements were perjuries made up by the Compla'mta efts* These SeXUal assaults* 

Cauls) not haue happened oct any flme, of Started by fto&e's own Expert fexuo!MiSau/f tfurSt 
Examiner. This Convicted Appellant and violated appellant's Constitutional fight to Due, 
Process and Fair Ulal us guaranteedbyFhnendmentf %$j 6,8 andH tUihe linkedftates . 
Constitution,See Elizado Wfdid lOZ (JehC/,Ppp. The Case has been Ct grave miscar­
riage oF justice and it Would he manifestly trnjvSf t9 let this Conviction Stand in light 
of fhe overwhelming evidence, ielief foughtiTo Be Exonerated, )aken off/ex Offenc/er 
(dehsl te, Pestirution made Cvf Incarceration and Injuries^Coflctfe ro( Dorn ageand to 

fie. Released -from prison,
(orontedl_______________________________ Denied!_____________________________

'/ftttlfl/fCE - Appellant was Convicted as Stated dear/y of fact's different Phot those. . 
facts on uihick the Charge were based, using Second hand testimony, Terr - Stated that the. 
physician made, the Claim e of Sexualossa Vft against iht evidence of no Sexvo/assault, Ap­
pellant's Brief, (e.e,Up/3 at 9$)/y y. Compare against(tUt.Util%ot ^t/pgt* ferrCaundno evidence 

of Sexva! assault, fhe-ferr clso admitted the only evidence of a Ser.ua! assault a/as the Com— 
plaintcwf*S testimony. A.fi, (fc.Z.Vol?atlOS)pjHr P variance OUCi/r S uJbenever there rS a distre- 

pence. between the indict/* ent and proof affected at trial, fhe. indictment ftettes, PggreV- 

Cited Eexua! Assault of Child Under H years of dye. let the State's two Eypert dted/co! Exa­
miners have Conflicting diagnosis /the phyri ' ' ‘■ - - c u - /__ /-- don claiming Sexvoi assault in, fi.fi (t.tyohatffljpg
t- Me kerr'f diagnosis cjos that the Complaintunt wos Still0 V.rgin^ Statedm, fi,B.(f.(L fCl3at 

20~£H)pglCj Stating there Was no trauma to Oomplalntanfs Yigina, Hymen. Ctru>x, of Perineum and
to know this wos the medical ter-po One, not the judge or Petitioner's defence Counsel/ 

minoJogy and definition of a woman who is a virgin^ Andulho had not had Sex as Started 

by the Compla/ nt a*rt,
The Com ft ain't a n-t has mode the allegation* -fa the Chile, of Sexual asso/ft ^Tber&Fore rftfie 

Jfretfc mokes a claim and Unnecessary allegations disrripfive of the Identity erf the 
fiffence/Charge. ,!he ftate must establish such allegations by evidentCjSee. fpters V, Cfate 

ESIS.W, tcLHkOflU Cjer,flpp~lloustonTist Ois'tdriS3)pet, Cef/d. The. State's own witnesses Created a. 
Variance in Pppeflanfs trial.See, Byrd v. State 33b SM2c!2HZ (T9kCr. fipp.loll),Ft trig!fv 

Able evidence coos withheld and this fulled tt> bring to light, to the jury and judge's 

attention pike. fact that they did indeed find, j)Nfi, and that -the Dlffi round belong tv 

Someone dies, And the State, also failed to State (Whose bifjf war round) with the possible pro­
bability of the Tfiff being the hoyfnendsThe State Should bout known of iht favorable evid­
ence, tee garden Idain wrlgkt i77lf<UtZu9 8Mi Burneif Punches, Ltd. v Cone Petroleum me, ZED 

lw3d SbZ, idrth The. evidence Collect ed that peeved Appellants innocence the flppcHanfS 

Attorney Should have put op a better defence) knowledge of low enforcement agencies /*$ 

Imputed to prosecutor even if the. prosecutor himSelf did not know of the evidence, tee, fyjes 
SHlff, ett HiQ-tHol By. parte JkfamS ?6BfMZd 29z)jOnihe governments behalf in ike Case including 

the. police, See, tyies Sit Iff, op 937,9381 Expartt Adams 7C8SM Zd 19h29Z/The Conflict refine, 
diagnosis between the Ftatls own ByperytUitn esses In fhe uc cessment of Comp/a into nfs

eem

vor-



w/KK^^tior, jCerr's testimony that the physician Mode the dta.gnosis of Sexual as- 
fai/)t is impeachedby Per/s testimony that no Sexualocsoulf took place,A, IS.fabfohultfJpgH, no 

trauma to vigino. Alb, fa,R,vol ? at 80-$H)pgk, And no evidence of a Seyua! oscavh or Sexual inter- 

-Course os Sfnted by Comp/ointant m) A.C. fad,id!?atHtjpg f, Only Xt fours after Sizrting She had 

htx,n Sexually assaulted, hy Appellant, ftBfCfXVohui/ot)pg/b,
Appellant has repeat guesrion just for the-Honorable Court of Justices. }f AppdUnt had 

infected his penis once or twice a weeji. A.B. fa. Cvu! 3 ctf Hljpj b, and hauing doggy fty/e Sex with 

the tom.pla.i/1 font f?r ytars} would th/'s mohe^ her (the Complaint and) not a virgin ( Sce,DaJtun V, 
ftntt 8% £w. idrftt U?*‘4pp.—Fort Idorth J'fff) Evidence -fiat Impeaches the Credihi/ify of a goV' 
ZrAment witness Whose testimony u/hen giverfmoy well he deter cm h a fide ofQhe defen­
dant's) gui It or innocence, is Brady matertaf that the prosecutor may not Svppreft,kej flyJio V. 
United (fates HOS UUfO, U (, Ct,%3, 7U 31. id, iddotCmU, (guotlng fapue vt ILLTMm 366 (JSUH 

JUCt mi'II77 3L Ullnwim) IK /, Martinez -JAoreuda 88$ F 2d17^1788 fa^Cr. Iw)Men 
(tahs own witness test! fed Jo Con fluting testimony^ It Caused a vac! wee which also dears 
Appellant 4 Tie DMA findings witch u/as excluded cmd not proper Jy presented tv the judge ,the 

juryftbe Appellant and the Appellants Counsel as to u/hace DMA wos found on the Complain  font 

dLnat the Appellants, with the, possible- probability of It being "the hoy/?, ends, fngitgious 

harm ef/Vf When the defendant's fights cure Injured to the point that he was denied a fair 

And Impartial triadf kihen the error, 0) went to the very heart of the CastJ (l) den led the. def■ 
Zndantu valuable right: or ft),\lifa/ly effects tip defence tieery. See fan Son Vffaap Zfl SM 3d. 
IH, )28(let, App-Aoi/SiOn [fphbisj) 2oof),petref/d /he Ad Harm Analysis Is utillLedSagjey error 

Coi/ld not he treated as hurmltrs, Since a reasonable probability edit that hod the evidence 

been disclosed to the defence^the result of fhe preceding Could ha \ie been differ on/ neceS - 

iordy must have had Substantial and injurious effect of enfluent e in deter mining "fhe. 
juris fir diet, $ee Eyles f/H iff cct 73% US S,Ct )SSS,

the evidence of Appellant's innocence ondthe errors art trial went tophi heartof fhe 

Case, and is that fhe Medical terminology and description of He Complain funi's examination 

h,d the fuct from those who did not PnoW tharhtie medico! definition described a Worn- 

an Who Was a v,rpin.Therefore. the Appellant (odd not have had. sey. with the Camplal/itartt 
the way the Complain tunt testified too, Af fuHows'i AS. (lkVohat/i7)pj hj AnpeJ/anT Infected 

his penis into Co rn.pla infant's Virgina once or twice a weef for years jarAB, (ttsTOls utUsf 
loHJpgUj Appef/ont fad doggy Sty/e Set w,th the Com.pla infant a Virgin. ~fh& vita.! inform** 

atron proved- Appellant's innocence. The Conviction and errors at trial and Sentennhg 

did vitally effect Appc/fonts defence theoryf which also Violated Appellant's Constitutional 

fight tv Due Process and Fan /real list having all the Correct in formation, the name and 

Owner of the DMA, the def in i Far of the Medical description ctnd definis-ion ofthe^ 

term, a olagy l/Sed toK deSCriht. [ opr plaint art S Opa/nlnatlan, proper COit/nSc! and defmsej'fite^. 
Appellant has spent Mine 7tars ,n(ur(jerafed fu/sc/y. Compare Appellant Brief fa.t,yo\j attfjppij 

With Da/tvn v, ftvte BldiMrid tit Vex.flpp-FoffIdorth UfSj (o it Stands to reason that if Com 
tunt was $tj/} a Virgin then the Sifters testimony is aha an un truth, ft,B,faXfd tut WjpjffjStates 

She Saw Appd/ant haying S& with her fliter,the. tOmp Jo infant ufho W«lS at the. time dr examin­
ation. frill a virgin,) his Could not have taken place and the Conviction violated Appellants

kin-



Aonshfi/tionai fight to DueProcess and fair Trial os guaranteed hy Amendments h,Sj- 

kj& ttndjy iothe United,{fates ton s.ti~hrflonfThis.Cose.h us.be tn a--grave miscarriage. odt'— 

justice . ancl.it: Would he manifestly. unjustOio let this Conviction Stand Inliyhf-O'ftfk
-Overwhelming evidence .'.SetEllzudo fMZclzoZ (Ter, ft App.Ujf)..KelleffoogktilTo.Be.___
. Eton erected,Taken efffe/ offender 1/tbslttyPeSfitUtlun. made. don. JnCor.c er.atlon^BeStii-.
.fiction for Jnjurlts/ColloHrol bomeiges and7o j2e Be leased.fr.om.Prlson.________________
-fronted*._______1_____ ____________________ htKi.ecl'f____________________________

e_

— EdbENCElWSiltfTClENTr Appellants Con V/ction-uJas_obtain ed-uS.a.result.ofOvid in c.e-ihaf 
Was insufficient- tv prove. Appellant's guilt beyondo. f.eo Son a hie. doubt; favorable- evidence..
- tUOf withheld, and Without all the evidence, being pseSCntediht Appefonf CoVldfiot-ProVje._
-hiS-innac ente„ likewise there Was not enough evidence i&Support & Conviction and a.. _ 
-Yfolatlon-odLbve Process .act uced, UppeHorn's BriefCttVo! SufJoyjygJlj Stores that no feme#. 
Of foreign, ha irS- were, found. AB,Q,LVfi3at Tt)pg*!j Elates fhotfu? physical t/t dene e of a SexuoL 

assaultsms.fiound] Appellants BriefIbd.tollut/iijpgSj States Hat the-fMA-tidT-WccS-found-did./lOt- 

-Mutck.AppellantsDBA,. AppcJIantBricf.ftXfol-Sat80-8lf)pg/l>j StafeS-tbere. Was-no-frauma tv. Com ^ 

-p]u2ntArtflS—Viginu.}.h>lwen>):CecvixjOnper.inev/n,^$ppe//ont-fine*lly-afjCed-hlsJtf.tefL-Cibout-jiiLS_. 
Ji.trlt^medicaLStnttm ent:.afttr:.eighttyearS-in prison to that, daftt and. Hint. yeurS. to this. 
-datty-Cind-ftr.ll fighting for my freedom, fifty lister. is 0 retired!.mlHifary nurse andjfhc. 

-Hpptllo.nt_waS-fvld this Staternent was the medical term inology_und definition (da Woman 

klho.has-not had fex. a Virgin. Heedless tv Say Appellant was Sptuchhss, because Appellant h«s 

three Sister S , has been married five, dimes , So X Cannot blame my ninth, grade cdi/c- 
-Oti0n.fpr_fiotknoiJfhg the parts of a uio mans body, well medical..ftSrmlno /ogy Wiseany Way,

Proof of Appellants i innocence hoi been there this UhoJe tide buried in the Wording offthe 

Complaint ants discrlpthte.-diagnosis •Scejandovol(yoef presentedno-Cora ba~
-fiating evidence,Z0. Cfj testimony..wos improperly bolstered] A.B, (id/ol3ultl)pg t,States /hr 

-juries Qre rarely found, this Stated about a VlrglnJetbaHvn-.vJtdft.8f8 UCX.AppssL—
For tfdo/.th imljhl S Ctfo.impeaches jCer/s. Secondhand feStlmony crif A.b.isXVoljatJtflppH. idhl.cU— 

JfUttS-ihz physician Made the diagnoS/S-ofi-Sexualassault,. They.buth examined flic.Complain:-' 
-tunfJ#d%elSame _tjme_vlth ton-n/cting.feSu/ti_Cf.eatintg-U Variance at trial, Jlie §-ott Wfrhr 

hdd.part~ofJihe:_trorh offhy J)HA Ona/ysis.and evicltn ce^WaS-tnoJe Vndea r tvthz fippe/r. 
Iantis Counsel,dhe judge, and jury during the Conviction and Sentencing, phase,, See JEp partt- 
fe rales 2/S CM Zdt 18,7)3 {Ttx,Crf App, 20d7). Counsel and ffote. failed Appellant In tns hueProcess 

Fight, jffloff hew V, EJdndg* ilH' ItffUft ((f7l) 1 £V> dence. )s fa Vora He iJhen.disclosed and died 

-effectively, it may Make the dlfficrente, between Conviction and nyvltthl.See Bay ley J7J Uf, 
att>JLi fapa.rHMitchell $53 iuKld(foe,Cr.App, Iff?), Appellant u/os Convicted on Pipert witness

-testimony tdhrch In.fut proved Appellant's innocence.yand yet. on!y.Sugge Steel at Appellants___
-gudt. fdhen testimony gives rise to no more than a Surmise.or. fuspislon os to ike evidence, 
.of fact Sought to he provlcled,their Is legal Contemplation rto evidence,City of.Houston 

Jidash ySZ f,U 2d5)3 fefj’cl, n,r,e,$j]h<L duty encompasses Impeachment evidence asweJios, e*col- 
.patory eutdencejee ftrickier v, Creene. 617 0,7-(S*>,28b [Itllj (citing ifirted ffotes V, Bag ley H73l/i at 

lit,MSCt WSHd, utbESfby nut Stating the. evidence clearly It hid facts that kloulel^.



(end uifll in ullpossible probaloiliticS-acjuit Appellant, Ps-ta.tFe impeocbmerrr evidentce,-- 

.and.tty-to.tkt-klboh- fe/uoLassovlt.. allegation is. fbisi Xbat.tkere-ts-no-C.Yidence -fttcrtuo. _ 
-£c(tne~or Serv&f assault was Cor*wafted byAppeI/anf. A A (fi.jlVtih fcr)$ tiemedic&L
-debirt itip/i-uf a. uiomMn-(dba_h-0-Virgin ,lh^ testimonies,.of tie Comploih-tanFsteiuoL.— 
-USSaif.lt. .were alleyations hostel on untruths and fufehoods. The .itote-bos much alleycrfionS 

of.Sey-uol assault were noSe.xual ,acfault took.p!ore with only the..occuSqtion of Hit. Complain 
.•hinfis.-testimony unci no evidence, There fort-iS the. State. tnokeS-a- C/arm and-UnnectSfary 
3tlle.<yationS-disCriptive-of-the~TFdentity of Hit- Gffen(e:/ClJ)ctryc) tie State trust- eStuhh sh. 
-Suth-ajleya-tionS by eviden ce., tee feters V. State L$Z (MzdHhbjid(Tff,App. ~lho/fan UfrMsZl 

1983)pet, fefpd,. He ftutement in A,B, ftfidd.SatHtJpyHj States .that (njurics-are.far.e/y found.
$ee,I)a)tPn-Y, State $98 fM id tltffcrtfpp- Fort idor-ihjFlS),_______________
__ Evidence is aS wlkw$\ 6). AS, (tJ.Vo/3 at I97)pg%, States PppeJMnt inserted hisptnis .(toceotjc.
twice a cueefi. (l). AA ffi.fi/dlSat 80~ %ti)/g!S) itatesjornplath font A os joot_hadter.ondjn.foct-.She__ 
iS-O-Viryln.iS), AS It. idol3 at 113+7.09)/$%/ (fates that Appellant bad doggy Styje Sen, la/'ilh t4tfhl.lt.
Virgin-Corn p/a in tanT, Compart -tiCSFatt/nenf in A,8i(fi.fiiCl3 at typy Hjinjuries .art.rarely
Found.with-Dalton V, State 89% S. W, id Htt (JeX, ApprFort Idorfh /99^). It WaS-andis.O-Violotion or. 

Dvt-frocess Jo.in cor cerate on innocent-person „.Se*.BliZ'ctn do 977.CM 2d,7(71 fjex. Cr. A/p 19%)This 

Xast-has been a grave /mSCorriaye.oFJustice. and! it vuoUld be.Manifestly unjust toletjUis. . 
.Conviction—Standin light &f the ovenJbeJnring evidence,.Appef/anfs Fast viola ted Appellants— 

-Constitutiona! fight to hue Process and Fair iria! os yuaran/feed by f)mendm enfs HfijCfi. 
-Und It to the l/nited (fates Constitution, feliefSougkt1, io Be.Fyonerated) Taken orFfhe.- 

Sc/L-bKendyridehiite^ festitut/on mode.For Jrua.rCeratbori and' Jnjuries/fa lloferalbum- 

toad Vo Be Athased From Prison,~T 7’-bronteef.,.. ..Denied)..

__ IfiFfF.BfTlYF-ABSTSTAdCF OF COUMFFL - [Failure to Tnve(tiyote). jht -favorable evidence.—
Ullrich toos withheld doi/ld fhaul Hurt Counsel Failed, to investigate as-trio! fecordf(Jillclearly 
ShouhSet Pa vej Y._HoilinS HiF 3c!HO..(t),FaHuee. to. prepurt a Je-fenc?.^lh\ Failure tO-Col! import-— 

ant (acts witness,{(),Failvrt-tO-Cull expert, tnedicaLe/omin ersSi>.rcbu±_(tote!s_Ftpjrt_idit^ 
JKSS Concern iruy the DhJft that Was. Found and tv u/horn lr belong too,AJ./ffi/d 3 fiflHlps^ Or-+t>— 

-ffuestionjtkt- (Fates F/pertferuoLAssavA-Franuner as to the mech C al. firm in o/ojy. VSed in.ber.dis~ 

Crip ft on of tie Compfaintanfs ffom/ and ur to.kJhot it rnenf as for OS tewo!'interCoutSeVCri 

-TneFfect i ver Assistance of Counsel, see Lmdstadt V, Fean 7.39 F,2d 171,ft, Crrminal lauJ ^t/jlt,- 

-(l.Jji). H.Habeas Corpus (Fey) 982) ft). Counsel- Conducted, no p/t-Trio I. irVestic/ uttonr Call no iuitnesses _ 
Jn defence. ofLfippel/unT.f.Culled-flliMed.itoLetp.tctS0$eeJ)Mriharn-l>$O.$,kl, ‘ld<i}lS)8l7-(jtf..tr,llppJ<l%s)~— 

.AppelI a ms fSriefj(fi,fi,\lol s at t>9)p$3}tie.phy siei*n.-/nadtttie-dta<jno$iS-o{L.teKualossai/lt—an.d.tbi$-iS- 

-impeached by States F/pert iditness ,bj A,B, (fXZol? uf BO'S^pIl^Stafi'n^.there u/os no traumaJvdhe
J iyinu ,ky m e n ^CerviiSfOrp erineunn^-trans/atlon-in-lay/yjen.ttrm.Sf Compl&/%txtntiiAiaS.a-ifir~
-gin.-Foiuev.er-in. Pppeilantisflfief,(fiF.'/i)l3.ut9ii)py!1)Stotes- phySicuLl/?jVries_ar.e.rorely -foundphis 

Statem ent only bolstered the. (totes Case, ofno evidenctrtCnee. Ferr testifies .for -iheState.,— 

Seejbulton V ftate %9BX>u/,2d2tl (lefc>App-FortIdorTkJffilihisJs.cts tD.fJba-t happens to Jt VrryinS- 

bocly-MJhenSepuolly-asfou)ted,Peep irxmind that,AF UttVoi3at ftO'tiHlpyll/lS the .medicals.



So.ifthe Cun-.term I b oiocf y- and definition of a woman who has nputr hod Ser or.is a Vrr.fn 

pfajhtunf Is by (fate's oun types* Setvo! foapit AucSe tyamintrs testimanyjn Medic a! ter/ns is 

SHl! a t'i/cjiAf then ayatn // Stands jv reason Oiatj A, $. fa,Me! 3 utH/lp^C, Stating Appellant. inserted. 
-hk.penis.onct.arJwic.e. a.WeelC^ on M. Uttohaf fojfoij StvtihjHeCo/np/aintanTs.Skiet_3ays.^
.Sht-Saw.Appellunt-hauincj^seiC-with. CompJalnturttjare. Untruths,^_______ ;_________________

These tkinjsCouid not ancJdidnot happen and this information CoOldhavt, been Uncover­
ed thuovcjk a pre-trial investigation* The (tundardof feuituj) f/ The Covet of Criminal Appeals,
.wdLho Id.that: Counsei's^ats Is tone <?_ wa s effective if it appears -from .the-entir ewecordsthat.__
-the, defendunt-did./iOt. relieve effective aSSktunce._tbunSeifailedir\/PuVeLr, dolllnS.UI.f3dt 
M,.akosce Cvde v. (tote mwdnsfr^CrJppJ?7j)f Bvidence Thotimpeackes.tiecrecHbf 

$ov em men t. Wi.tness. whose jestim on y. tmuy< wolf b<c.dtier/w nati'Ve. ofQhe defend- 

If or innocence k fc/ady Material that the Prosecutor /no-y not Suppress, fee Q^lio. 9,
.liSjik 31, Id, tdtoHU976)j ((fuofin^Hupue. V, TLIINOIS.%0 l/X—

flip reado tmtld MHfimfeiitir.

Jlty-ofu
otntisd Judf or innocence k B/ad\
United (hates HoSlMjSo, % fChJfyM 3L.td, tdmf/976} (<[vofin*Aop

’zim.3L.Zd ld JZITU?$l), !f( Martinez-/Asueado WZfild 

/mi AreasonafU probability, IJtJ 973llf.m S*fc 3303 (opinion uf Idbite Jr,),This mends 

tO—Appellate Counsel, Tine- Terras Court's have granted reliefj iy ranted
—(CSS t stun ce. of Counsel in the. fa!lowing Ciccvm Stances; founselfouled. to.Ceprei emi~propedylhe
-groundsj or Conform, to Common Appellate Cules.on.73.Grf_l7'allegederrors, and.on.habeas__

fils failure to do So Jet Dfetzmart 790SW,2d30Sz3>0l>~3fifths

.zmms ctjm
Orl claim s_ of. m effecttit

faded to Satifactarily Pi plain 

tufpp.mo). There were however many errors ort trial, Sentencing and ut Appeal"Although no ons,
- V ' f . — as a idhoie May Compel Suck a holding, tie ty parte idelbvrn

7$$i flPtZd 311, 3% (TeK.Crfo, /fjp)f (feller, p.j) defectfilng to the <yranting of relief and noting, 
that Appellant fu>l tv object of Sen tencing procedures cct trial and farfieted his fighii 

tv Complain under fun v, State 67 3M3d7/$’.(Tes.tr,Appi.ZdOti) dvt because The Appellant had
_«& i l / V /* r l A >v iJ t* i m. Is J» i t s' f A amt

instance Counsel's performance as «

-i/i/ x.vmpiatn unaer nun v, jrare ©/s,w, va tn-ue^,u, npprsucn//jour aecause Tne ffppeuan/ naa 
Claimed ineffective: q sets tan ce of Trial and Appellate Counsel, his Cfui** toificlbe addressed 

Had tithe r too n Self performed, a proper, invest ^ ext Ion,, brooch t in rneJiculetpfCtS,— 

and.a.bAB.expert, they.svoxfld.hove Clarified fhat in Appellant's frirf ft,PVol3at80Mai 

J.ht, medical terminology and definition of u Woman who is a. Ytryin. Appellant Would 

-/Ifthav.e,been found gvilty and instead acjUltfed.t^dhen define ien~t performance&t:..
^ v hsue)jti\e Appellant must prove fhatj butfor tounSel.S.e/rors dhe,,..pvniShment phase

Sentencing jury Would have reached <x rnpr.ejfkv.onahie penalty.zphase virdietj.tie.,typarte.
task 170 3cli 8I6jB/8 (Ter.App. ZOOS) [cnbluncf fensonV, State 10H $M 3d9%$, 77! (jer,ApprHouston 

-Ustd 20os), Trial -failed to He a Motion for lfewTrl*( did notproperly Investigate^ Called, 
medical experts of fact witnesses ect all in defence offippeIIantfllhtre is a presumption that 

-Wttriaf Counsel at Albhon for HewTriul k effective, tit Tact /« (fate 6H CM fdCttl (Tet fpp,-
^ ^ ........ # pj/ij.oltrftdjvly l^Zc/19 at MiStnd/p Ckarly

Motion foi Aew hia/, Appellate Counsel utterly, fai­
led Appellant-, idhiltTrlcil Counsel'S failure were ecr Trie-1 and.punishm entphvit^Jr Tv/ne(—V^_

On. attorney has mod€ a Series of errors that prevent

is an

no..

y.vrr>?c/ ", ntffTlon- TOr nCW-l/WI l>
Houston djtjloof), Tn tht Memorandum Op 

Skews and States Counsel .faded to fV
tmon

e a

—buACan ISJP, 3d* 997 ,Td,j dt H$7> Idhen ,1 z-y ftv> mvi/iK. u UJ c.r(vn /n", ywcYf

—the -proper, pres entati on of a, defence, Tt is appropriate to tan si den the Whole,
-turner! atiue Impact of errors in .access in <j prejvdice.Td, otHS7 (dfincj Harris uMoodMi.
-id 1930-37 nth Cirr 1778),. foW ay am m tit medicol expert's Stated Secondhand testimony...

(G)



by JCerr, ktho examined He fame Complointant at Hit Same ti'me. as "Hit phy sician, Yet 
bo-th had Conflict i ng di&gflosis, ft.fi. (kHUdl at ys)pg,l)j physician tnode He (diagnosis ctf 

ibis Statement is -Hat Comp lain-hurt Mas a virgin. Lompluintant repeated!y ftafed’Hof 
Appellant had Sex ually ass at//fed her, Appellant's Brief frtVo\ 3 at Iw/psE States Hut Appel~ 

isuxt inserted his pervs info her vlgina once ar twice a week and fr.8.Vdl 3 at/63t2oi)pg. 
jij Sthce Comp)aintant was ft/)/ a virgin and Comp/ainhuif hadnever had Seyt/a)inter-r 
Courst as was Stated in jLB, (pp.Vol 3at )0H)pgJ6j u/hich means Comp/aintanfs testimony toes 

and is an Un troth , ft,B, (fP, Peizat iHpgUj faying injuries are rare/y foundiThot is because jh)s 

Statement was only used tz> bolster the. Cast oh no evidence, Com pare Oils Statement with . 
Dalton v. Stan. 813 Sid id Wfrex, App- fort idortfi Is a violation of Doe Process -fa incur-
Locate an, Innocent person, fee E/iz ada1H7 Skv, 2d 20Z UeX.CnttppJYUl.Thts Case has been 

a yrore miscarriage of JOStCce Ond It UJOLf/dbe manifeSfly unjust to let ibis Convic­
tion Stand In light of f)it overwhe!ming evidence* Relief fought t h Be. Ex oneroteed, 

—Taken off fe* dffencler (debsite.t Restitution made for Incarceration^ CtndTnjirrief/fal- 

laferul Damages, )o Be tel eased from Prison, This Cast violated Appellant's Constitutional 

-Right to Doe Process and fair Trio! as gva ranteed by AmendmenfS ^5,6frond /ft fo th & 

United States Const/ tut ion,
C r ante oil Denied',

CU/ftllLftTTVf BRBOR- Jht prosecution failed to present-Hie Appellant's j irr y and Hte Coort 
tU favorable evidence that Woi/ld in all pessib/e probability hove oyuitted "the Appellant* 

See, Sx parte Perales 2f5 S.U. Zd HltifllY(Tex. Cr,A/?p,2007),The evidence Withheld loos to \dhom He. 
bU ft belong that ui as found unth the possible probability of if being He buy friends < See lay/or V, 
muon m US t(0O urn); Holmes V licor lib S, Ct, 1727(7006); Ryles vUhitley 5)1 Ui W Uffi), 
The. DM ft Was not Stressed os a point of interest by trial Cot/nfe/J in light of its im par- 

—bonce to Appellant's guilt or innocencei Evidence, is favorable if u/fen disclosed and 

i/fed effectively may make the difference between Conviction and ay iritta! f fee Paglty 
. fi73 U (, at b76j Ex parte ftflitchell 853 5dZd. I, H fret, ft, f)pp, 1113), (fjh e doty in(Qmpasses * 
-pjLsuJncnent evidence as are)/ as exculpatory evidence, See ftrickler y, Lreen e 5Z7US, 

ZM^Qofrml (citing United States v. frog ley 173 Ul, Of b8Z,K>f $,Ct 333 3, Appef/onts Brief, 
d-UtVoll ulliDpgSj States that hUft idos foundand fhaf fhe Appellant Wos excludedos a Source, 
of She DUB and in fact it he long to Someone, e)es, Yet He test results sent Appellant does not . 
Stole to whom He DM ft belong. Set Jack Son V, Vaginiu 113 Ui 107 (llH),

lial HiS evidence been presented properly to tie jury, the possible probability PX if ted Hat 
jfhe. outcome of the. trial and Sentencing uiov/d ha ye been on o go iff a i See jbjlef 5H US, ft33~1W^.

bagley 173USb$Zj fxportt ftdomf 76$ S,tv,2d.Z3I,ZH tftX, tr, ftpp. /18l\ Th t Trial CoynSe! failed to . 
-mount an agr.efj.lve attack on fke Prosecutor's Charge and failed to Call important fact 

witness at all for Hie defence and in fact did nothing to fry and prove Appellunfs a/as 
-innocent. See Pave! V, Hollins 261 f, 3d 2J0 fr), (rim Ha! Law bi/,13 (l, Lb). 7. fr) Fla lure tv. 

—.prepare any defence at all, (b), failure, to Call facts witnesses (c), Failure to ball . 
Medical experts of any jcihd, Ineffective Assistance erf Counsel. See l indstadt w 
Kean Z3t f fJ, Hl.il Criminal iou! bHl,!3 (2, Ll), jS, Habeas torpof H$i, Li)\ h/hile.

1*7) J r J
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fapeiknl1? trial Counsel fulled to investigate Ht Appellant's Cast, Appellate tounse! &ko 

railed to pruced<& prope/iy with cm investigation^ See Eel! y, Cronic $3$ U$, iSTAIS'llb^ 
itOQQ-) (citing Urn fed ftotes V, Cranic Ht>t> III, LHSj bSH - h (>1 Otd^Tke £z>ct Hat both trial 

d Apoellufe Counsels Aim led Appellant by Vid luting Appellant's fight fa Due Process. Appel­
late. course/ failed to present property the grounds und did net Conform h Cam man Ap­
pellate titles* fee Dietz /nun 7?4 f.Ut.ld 30S~3oi>~3o7 ITer ,Cr, App. fifyflifial Counsel -failed tv ft It.a 
f/otion for litas Trialj Stated in States /flemorandum Opinion fgUj daft July %Hj 2olLi,0t//list'- 

flail (,ce Jack Yt flare. 6>H Sts, ?d btlllex, ApfirBouStonditJ 2ooz)JJte Suppressed tVidence a/as hid- 

In fhe medical terminology, Appel la nfs Brief (t£ VO 13 at 20-^)pgB, Storing ike 

trauma to Complain hint's vigihaf hymen, Cervix,or per ineum.Jhe frontlotion,ihe Complain- 
font usas & virgin j So He Appellant Coi/ld not hove. Inserted his penis once or ftuice a UJeejC 

fi.fc. UfiVoJtat/wlfylb, nor Could Appellant Completed. A.$, Ut..Val/ 3 at Us 12oujpgll, Stated 

AppeHunt having doggy Style Sex usith her the Complaint ant virgin. 7Jii$ did not and Coi/ld 

Hot have. happened and is an untruth* Since the Compluintant Was a Virgin at the -time, 
of the allegations.

The Court however has recognized that a defendants Due process fight to Fair Trialpror 

hi kits the prosecutor from Suppressing evidence tUui's favorable tv the accused. See _ 

Brody 63, S.Ct act ll%~cn. Evidence that impeaches the Credibility of a government witness 

u/hifse Hstfmony'moy it/ell be determinative, of Ghe defendants) guilt or innocencefis Brac/y mate- 

—ria] .that the prosecutor may not Suppress. See fifio V UnitedItotes HOC ifS, ISO, % iChlbSflU 3L Ed, 
td( I OH UWb) (cjuoting fliereado $BS F, 2d /HBBjHSS (Sfh iirJHBf). Appellant was Convicted on evidence 

-that actually proved Appellant's innocencefjet only Suggested at Appellant's guih. dhen tes­
timony gives rise to no more tka-n o. Surmise or Suspicion as to facts Sought tv be proved 

there is legal Contemplation no tVt'dence. See. City of Houston V. Cash tSl S.W.2d 6/3 feA'c/jCM, 
Appellant's keuietu of Errors in Criminal Cares usually involves a two Step processjftourt 

First determines that errors occurtd in trial and then determines (dhether Errors Calls 
for a reversed of Conuicfianjffuits. flpp.Pris,Poles $/ &)f/ () Martinez. Vt State Ho) {M2dl66 

(jet ftp/-Fort Worth Ms). I. fln error actured ouhen favorable evidence was Suppressed OS 

H> Itthom ~the hhtft belong toOj that was found, (p.P.Vdsact IIH)p$S. I?), kJhen trial Counsel failed to 

file a Blot/on for blew trial, ffiBrnorandum Dpt/uon dated July ZHjlOlH.fg !(>, Of fflis trial? (l),
- (Jhen Counsel for fUt {tote failed to inform the Appellant, Appellant's jury andfht Courtdf 

Utkut the Statement d/sCf iptiom/Odd definition of the J fates Efpert witness titho Stuttd%€' 
results of Complaintunt's examination actually ment. Bow if really $oys Hut the Comploinfotit 
tuoS ut the time of Convicfrdn- of intertMg hU penis repeatedly over the years, Still a vtrgih. \

_ In Fundauol V State HUt lS%l7£f(ttf)Jet, toft), There were errors were, not ho rmfi/l in 

and of ihemseJues u/hic A we conclude they were, the Combined effut of all the errors in ike. Cose 
jbnthidjnoj the opinion testimony of Detec tiue. Cor rose)" harmed Appellant, tee Com bo a v* 

State 2% S.kJ> 3d SzHj 5 $5 (Tct.Cr, flpp, Ztiof), Xt is possible for a number of Errors to Cumulatively. 
rite to the point were they become harmful til. (U) errors Qttrta.l)~l/err in Appellants Brief,(pEL 

What Ji)H)pj)b, Stotes She fund no Semen or foreign hairs belonging to Appellant. If) l/te of medical ter- 
totnoijxpy tv Suppress evidence, A.B/pdVd 3of8o-SH)ppU, fating no trauma to yfginu and this is the 

definition of Ct woman Who is a Virgin* if), Secondhand testimony of phyficions Jiag~

un

den re Was net

as in



-ttosts-titos.of a Sewn! assault, AJ.-Ck.mI Sat ^2)pg*i. (L)\ hoH expert ouithe.sses.examintd'fhe.. 
-tomp h infant' at Hit fame frme U/ith Hephysici a /tuting.there.u/os.u-fexva/ asfoult-and-
-Sexual-Assault Horse. Ixpert ftotHgjHere- ms. no SeytraL ass a Hr. Theft. Jr aynosis-Createdju._
—Variunct^attriaL ApptHanfs Brief(kiwi3aftl/pyStales- kernfound-Vjo.evidence-of-O-Serua/ 
^VSSavlt, ($), hidl Counsel fa/ ted to.File-a Motion For hltaiTr.i&L (filemoro n Jam Dpin ion.ofjulyZHj
-tOSH-UtJfiistrial1),There evert .many- g rounds Htut Appel/aniJife_tarJier_hut-haSJ,ihC.e__
-S£tttecLoi<-these-Fvur_lvhick-delue-into-ffu>..ji,e.oet.0fJfi-Corf^crn.olLpoiHtS, IFHere. is.nO__
-tra-urna-to. Vigina} hymen.. Cervix, or perineum tind Hits.1 THt. Med co( term/ h ulow_ ondstkc. 
^-deF/nifton tof a woman oUhoiS.a virginftkenHis Conviction violatedRfpd/aflCS-lenStitUtionoI
- flight to but Process and Fair Trial) nd SeKua La fra (/Itdoafi place.._____  _ _______
----(type!lord's,fincf, (PR,Z#l3 at Wipfy Hut injuries^ art farely fvand tvhen a Virgin isSexuaflpt—
-ustauited*AJ. (f,f,Vdhut/Hljpjh,HeAppellant-/ V_fuid,tv .have /Mserted-.hispenis,once.orshvic/r_
M.ivj.ejc.cthv, P&T&tiVoIxut Us tZdfijpgU, that Appellant hud Mad doggy Style CetFvr-years iv/H _ 

-tkQ.JV.ir.cjin COmpiaintunt.Compare. Hese Statement Ufftk.paltvn V. State £78 IM. ?dH2H fax. ftpp,~__ 
-Fortldorth/tff),—Therefore^!f.Hc. {tuft mates unnecessary allegations discr/ptiue.of. the Iden^ 

-ti.ty-oflhtTfFence/Change , Hie-Ctott must.establish .such allegations .hyevidence.ScejfieferS— 

-^-V^JtutesJSZ.ilitlZdJt6U,M/.Crex,fipp~llauStonDltDistil9Bl)pef./eFjd,-diiuJ-iFJLfhistest/mony— 

—hg—Cv.mpJainfrnt'S—UJOS-.o.n. untruth-. Quad hos been only used, .to .Stop a move.tolan.Antonioj, 
_7ietas, And.ip.lhe—Complaintant-k/oS-a.^vir.gfn:-at_iiie hi*e.oF.fUe Z.hour exomi^nationfit
Stands to reason Hat, ABX^MN at b*l)pg // Stating Hit.Comp lain tanf*s Sifter Says She Sour.__
t-fippel/oni-having ftp. utifk Hit virgin Complainfont, Th StoHment in fippel/artPs Brief, (jid 

-Slut iiipyJlj Stating Appellant .also Servo Up asS cut Fed her, Neither of these Statements'^ are.
hut and did hot take, plactj and in Act Hey are untruths, These alleged.fexuo(.aSSav/tS—_

- Could not and. did not ever a cc or, Stilithe, ftfpc//an t u/as Convictedlon frets dipper 

—those, facts alleged in the Charge findCctmerit* Incarceration ofan innocent person-Vib- 
Jutes.Due Process. See Fx parte Hi z ado <H7 CldilJ, 202 (Tex., Lr, App tfH). This.Cose hus h

grave miscarriuge-of justice, and it urovld he manifestly unjust tv let Hut Conviction. 
—ShmdJrv light of tie overulhlminU evidence. And this Cose vidoHd Appef/onts Canftitvt- 

—ionalAight to.fr ve Process and Fair trial us guaranteed My Amendments HjS,(>}2 and!H tv He 

—United Jtafes Constitution, Pelief fought*. To Pe Pxonerated, TJen off fex AfAender IdeF 

—Sits. j.Pestitv tiom_rna.de Ivr In Concern tionf aiso Restitution made jCrr InjurieS/Collateral 

—0a.mageS-.andsh.Be At!toSed-from.Arison.
—Cr.uYsS.ed',

tnt Horn —

een.u.

bin ted i

—kllule. Up pellant— is. n o_ lou/yen, or. expert in prepa ring..He d ocvm tnfs_ tk t Appellant tupj/ld. usk-thi$— 

Mo no rohU Court to See, iHidx X. ConZa/eSjMJMldJSS fret, Appr Houston [itfh. 0isB loo f)HK l, Pend, h g fry 
.3(if).-ft Pro-Tt-Thmate^S-Petition-fhovidbtYieuijjithJibtrality.andputicnct_ctnd.is_no;iheld—. 
-todhe_fhrincjent Standards appliedJvJvemaLphadings drafted, ly Attorneys, frughes K, fouceJUj 
-l/J.SfriOfdJ)l0lS,(tl7lULM2d.m (mo)(ifing Haines v< UtrnerjHoH UTfiJZO-Zl/n's, 

-Ct.pHj 30 l. ltd,id LSI (iPt) Black /, JaCpSOn BZ M3dHAjCl (jex.AfipJyler-tOQt/Mopety fa^- 
-itilof. -V'Stvnt U {M Id !j IH [Ten.ApprHouston fist hist!Jtf7. W,pet)T-See afro Yurra v, farnMq;- 

Tvn3$_.$M. 3d ML (Ter. ppp 'hxurkana tool). Affrll^nf uJould also ask His Honorohie.^Cevrtjv



qrant the Appellant the amount for Collateral Damages /'a Restitution ciS/d^ from tie 

Restitute on from tit Sta H, destitution }{ ordered by the Court in the amount of
,/lot including Restitution from fitate,
----------------------------------------heated:--------------------------------------------- -—Cran fed i

Executed on Hits to day of Alovember loio
* keiifhmitttd and Executed On Hits___ day of.

Utifit PetiHo ner's Dri<j in al tdrl t of Certiora ri///lotion fastens ion ofj?ni e. 
Received hy fupremt Court on //lay IB, 2-011

Couciitaod

pfafp£C7F(MyM/ifim262)
ox*

On febuary 22f 2013 fippe/Unt U/os Convicted offlyyreYated fexua/ flSSou/t this Conviction With­
out evident t to Support the Charge flfie favorable evidence Was obscured in the. medico) 

terminology, that no one Seem to understand or pay attention to. if Appellants /rial Coun­
sel had performed a pre-trial investigation, it Would have, deter mined the. definition ofthe 

medical terminology and informed the jury and the Court of the translation* find thut 
the Comp/aintvnt Id us m fact a. Virgin , just as Stated in Appellant's Brief. {fi.tt, Vdi 3 at Bfi-$/)/>} 

Stoting no trauma tv Vigina jhy menfCerviXf or perineum. Again the translation is that the Com- 
p/abifant Was a, Virgin at -fhe time of exam. ination, If this If true/then, A-6, f/t.Udl 3 ut)H7)fgU>, 
Saying that Appellant inserted his penis into her Vigina. once or twice a weelcon/IppeJ/aritif 
Brief fat. Yol 3 ot!63+ 20*i)pg/l, that Appellant had doggy Sty/e Sep U)lfh CompJainhint, Cod id not 

have token plate with a. virgin , See. Dalton v. State B?8 Sid, 2d Hit iTep.fipp-fiorTkhrthtTts).
find Since the bMfi found onthe CompJaintunfs panties did not match Appellant's bhlA,A<B, 

C/LfL, Vo 13 at 111) pg^ and this was the f'rst ftcy) to Appellant's oyuittaf but it Was also Suppressed 

(2), Counsel's ineffectiveness at not per Arming a pre-trio./ investigation into the facts of the. 
Case, (i) Counsel faded tv file a /fiction for hfew Trial or tv prepare ert all for trial, feefiave! V, 
tbJIinf 2UfF,3d 2J6 also Jack V, State 6H SW Sd 6ft(Tex.App-HoUStvn [j^J^VO^.peguarddg Appel­
lant'* Brief, (fit, toll at BO-BH)pfB, Which States the Medical c/e find ion of Congolaihiards fax* *" 
nation, fly sister being an IVbf Nurse Retired h/urst Military, 2 asked her about fheparts,of- 

Q Womans body, which I Should hove, done years Qgo*Vour Honorable JusticesjHuS is dot a 

Conversation you get into tditb ones fitter fiesperat-ion however after eight years X finally 

Uiktd about thepartS of a Womans Vigin ott hymen^Cervix and perineum and of wbaTtfe 

fhtemtnt Merit. 2 Was informed that the. medical terminology and definition Used Was that 

ijit Compiatntont Idas u. virgin* Ima.glne. mg fvpr/ie., Shock and then, anger, X'/n a man 

k&S three filters and been. married fire times and did not Know ihlsr for the Males, 
rcaol/\iy. Did. you /now this before, n&udi'nythis Brief<,

Apparently neighttr did my Counsel, the judge or the. jury, dho had Women fitting 
gmerit of Appellant, fo it Stands to reason that the Appellant Could not have SeXUolly 

fht. Complaintorit> Appellants Brief, f/.fi, Vfil 3 at I7i>)pgl>j States Co mpia intan fs to ere planning to 

run away from Itomej $0 that they would not have to move tv fan Antonio j JeXas andleove. 
there, friends, $0 t{t filed false Statements and had Appellant arrested and put in 

jail because, its the only wo/ this Would dork without/fiem being brought back. Betting the. 
Appellant out uf the Way fhy claiming Appellant Sexually aSSAt/ltedihem when actually no Sexual

mt "

Who

in jvd- 
assauhei



OSSault took-place .How /runny men Art In this fame fr Similar Situation as Here, almost 
two fitting lupremt fourt, CCD B! FES THEM, Hie statement in Appellant's Brief* (p.Zfohtd

Shrtikg Injur its Are rarely found Was only used to bolster a Case of no ev iden ct^hut
if is inpeacked by Belton V, State St9 SM2j H2H(tty, ApprFort Worth fttsX Incarceration . 
6~P no Innocent person violate* bat Process, See Eliza do 117, /.U/id, 2o7 CleX.fr. App 11%}, 
7fis .Cast has been a grave, miscarriage of Jvsiic*. and it Wouldb* manifestly unjust to let 

^fjiis Cast stand in light of the overwhelming evidence fa/so This Case Viola ted Appellorft's 

Constitutional Pi gift tv Do*- Process and Fair Trial as guaranteed by Amendments Ifjl/ 

ancUt to the (Bated ftates fonShiVfie n] Peht-f Sought/ fo Be Exonerated/ l&ktn sff the. 
Sets Offender Uebsit^Pesfitution made for Incarceration,Peitifvfion made fur InjuriesJAd 

ferf era, f damages and lu Be Immediately PeJeosed From Prisun.
C?7an tedi________________ ______________ Denied i___________

While the Petitioner is no expect of lawyer in preparing such documentsj Appellant also 
Would Oik this Honorable Court tea* See. HI inix /» homolts Zt>2 EM 3dl3S (ih^fipprHouston $tth 

Jhsf] loos) HA13, Pending key 3f ($•$) H Pro $e Inmates Petition should he viewed loitl ifberet- 

lit.y and patience} and if out held to tie Stringent Standards applied to formal pleadings 
Drafted by Attorney's, Hughes V, Poweify US.SjtlO'tH^JO! StOt,l73f 66 /, fjtdJlSUtBcjCciting 

Baines V Keener, 16H l/£ 5It, frO-H, 31 f. It. Eft, 30 Lid, id 1>9Z (tin), Bkck vlacksonjUS.td. 

3d. IIjSI (Ter.ftpp.Tyler looifUo, pet), Aguilar v. Stone S.W,3J/j hz (Tex App-HovShoofet blsB
ItlJj dO. pet.)Pd3 see also, Vucca V, Farrington $S $M 3d A^/CTek, App-lexarlana tool),

Appellant Would ask. Hits Honorable Court to grant the am aunt in Collateral Homages J 
Injuries as Restitution . find it if hereby Ordered by He hurt in the amount and Sum not
to accede S_____________ ^Tfhis not to includeJRestitution from The fate.

C ran ted t_________________________________ Denied '  ----------------------------- ——----- -
Executed by the Supreme Court 6n This

* Resubmitted by Petitioner ontiis 0l7 day o f ZTlay____
Petition for bJrit of Certiorari and fflotion for Extension of Time 
RtCeJtftd by Supreme Court pn Play /fy

day of ...... -20 _
707-1 With, Petitioner's Original

Pmamii fummib
CoucP.pcCmond^om

Y

107).

PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Cttzil EDjtoOWh YPAfCy, declare Under penalty of perjury That the foregoing /Strut and Cor­
rect And that ibis Petitioner's Petition fir Certiorari and Motions along tOtfk the Appen­
dix, H~\) Was placed in the prison /nailing System on the Mi-day of khvemher 2o20.Pursuant 
ft) 28 IIS.C, f H HL,\~fhis Petition is PeSubmiffedlthrough the prison /Clai ling System on this Ml
day of Olay______^202/) Rlorg u/irk Petitioners Original (d/ir of Cerrtorari Mutton and Elution
for FxfVf'-stun of Tto*-e. RpiPEiTfpil/EUBffJlTTEh

f___ _ VPRTFIc/trrotl
If CARL Eb/flOt/D fZtNtYt deduce, Under penalty of perjury thufiht (jregohvj far it of



C&r flora rt Uhtk Appendix _ A ~fa.and Order OpCypt/nrtion i s stru t and Coreecst, A/rSUant.
tt-UfcJim,- ________________

. Executed on fie 2a Juy ofhforemher tjeno.
* fafifhMitred on Hid the__ duu of

LJteL.

_____ 2021 Ulib Pc ft ft on €c(_ Ctig *hol- hJnf. Op (e/tfcCuA
Motions for , Ex tendon of. 17Me ifacedeil &y Supreme Court on. Mayj%,.20Zl__________________

. _ __ miff________________________
_\fAEPMPOPE.t If Li PREMISED CotifCTbEPEb t Appellant lumbfareyt/estsfhis Honorable favrt^'h/.Su.S-
.p.end_ Aults Ji.S (b)of fhe lexaS_Pu/es of fippdloritifirocedorejfo af/ou fippej/antto file Appe//o0 

-{ert/'orurj, Appendix A~7 fv Include oil fhings attached including Arguements and Author- 

JtleSyiuHU Petition e/s AegveSt far_E/punctle>n.-offjecords and- Prefer, of Expun c f/o n tv tx/hnU. 
Petitioner ft> ft$At£p fod&ty It/ tk a clear record fv rebuild fas Ilfe/Jlis-along UJ/fh Petitioned 

Petition for tJrit of Ce/tiuron. Appdlant prays fhisAono ruble Court -grant-Appeh/anllsfCr 

guest) Undfufpendjfht-fuprtme Cenc/tS ri/les reyuiring Hie number of Copies required as fh^--- 

AppeJ/antIs indigent " ______
-. Executed on tin's 20— day nf hfoUember. 2020 

*Pt£v/?nufled U/tfh Petitioners Original Pet If 

-SzEtfenfion &P Jim e, Executed on His £tl— day of jf&Qy.
PecifvetLfa) Supreme Court on May )B}Z02l_____________ _

fbrJdrit-of Certiorari -find.ffletlun-for-tke
dot 1.

ton.

ptsfitamr/ fa/smrms 
CaxdpfedndrudCfameop 

tttmm CM-HS&

. fuiofU CffTft

Xy Cm. EDfflOdft Ittdli) hereby giu/L my Path and my idord to (Pb/tiaT Upon my release from 

prison and refurn-homet Petitioner U)\H not folk to anyone Concerning tie past East/ nor. ouH(- 

Petitioner discuss it leiTh family members) and Petitioner also glues fas Path andhis Idord Out 
tv discuss fie Case with any radlc> Jfatlons or TP ricu/s reporters> Petitioner further asserts . 
and glues fas Oaii and fas kJord not tv dtscuss any parts-of the CaSe^ormy.incarceration cut 

TUT tv entxy facial Medic*, outlets an He internet) or_elesu/bere,.Petitioner gives bis Path., 
and his (dord to ofay Uft facial III edit*. far Research of business purposes or information to 

kelp rebuild a life torn Apart by false accusations. It isHme tv put Hie past In tiePast/ 
and leave it litre, The Petitioner agrees not to Contact fit fompU;h fonts (hfot a fr 

problem), ly any means inducting facia! Media... To This T POLEftiNLf fadCflP) CD A TIP ME fPb. 

dkuj is fie flme to fiue and rebuildj SP please, girt fie Order SO fhat this petitioner 
Cun go home to Start. OUerplfk to hutso ever Compensation fhe Court ofeems fuire for 

Cailatera f bam ages/inJuries, nut greedy, Can falld on udwts a!fated tv tics fetift'oner. —

reakin

Pporutod this 2.0-day nf pout2/92 0 -------- -------------------- ,
*fasvhmitted tutfk Petitioner's Original Petitioner far fartt of Certiorari and Motion far 

Extension of Tjme, Eyerated .on 47. d*y nrf May
. face i/ed ly fop re me Court on ffiuy 1$j toil

WBCTFtllil MlEFTEb2021___

- ft)


