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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner i'espectquy prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

~~—OPINIONS-BELOW-—

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _g_ to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at THE COU/QTQZD NMoT SAY or,C.D,H DE{ﬂf.\D

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _H_ to
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[ 1 is unpublished. ggmo/u DENTED ON 777’E FIna.0F mL
CURT,

The opinion of the ‘ court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OF,
[ 1 has been designated for publlcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.
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PoRTED" BY OATH OR AFEZAMATION AND PARTECULARY O 6
THE PLACE To BE SEARCHED, ANl THE PERSoN OR THINGS 70

QELZED, WARRANTZESS BLooy) DRI

FLFTH AMENOMEXNT YMITED STATES CONSTITLT LN
PRoOULSTONS CONCERNTING PROSECUITON AND DUE—PROCESS OF

LAW, NOR BE DEPRIUED OF LTFE LTBERTY,OR PROLERTY LZ7H -
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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Rt Lol0us APPELLATE BRIER. WIR TACKSoN STATED
ON HIS BRCEF THAT MR MELWLN THOMPSON LAS
TNEFFECTIVE FOR FAFLURE 7O 0BIECT 70 IHSOV
PyTIMAK!S CommenT RB0UT RTSon ool JIME

0D PAROLE LA, PIELUIN Tremlon az0 OBTET
TG THE JURY CHpRGE AT THE BEMCH, AuSTIH KREEVE
TACKIoW FAZLIO FLLE n Morzow 70 SUPRESS THE
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WE IS BECAUSE LM 9 BLACK LDERSONT

N A CASE FRom 24157 JUDLCTAL DLSTRICT
COuRTOF SINTTH COUNTY TEXAS TYUERLWHITE -
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STHATEMENT OF 7HeCASE
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AND ShFETY CoDE  PENA -
HSC, 482,7761 airy Choup &7

MORE THAN & OZ, TO
10 5 Poyuwns MARLIUAN,
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CTATEMENT OF THe CASE
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DESTONATED By SECTIon Z3.43 (B)(C) 0R 1)
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CONCLUSION

The .petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

DulD ol Dilin)

9\3RD .
Date: A UQ ug?ﬂf 9\ 0&2
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Cﬁm ANTHORY G215 PPO=SE e

(Your Name)

VS. ,
BoBBy LUMKIN  _ RespoNDENT(S)
PROOF OF SERVICE
I, C,)IQ L ﬁ WM/ ACMON do swear or declare that on this date,
H(AQLLST 19_ 202, as reqmred by Supreme Court Rule 29 I have

served the enclosed MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS
and PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI on each party to the above proceeding
or that party’s counsel, and on every other person required to be served, by depositing
an envelope containing the above documents in the United States mail properly addressed
to each of them and with first-class postage prepaid, or by delivery to a third-party
commercial carrier for delivery within 3 calendar days.

The names and addresses of those served are as follows:

TC CENERAL
KEN PAXTON POST QFFICE Rox ZAS Zd

ﬁuS7IA// TEXAS 78712—5Y8

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on /4 y QélgT / qTH, 20_3'4'

(Signature)



