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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETI;I'ION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

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

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

{ ] reported at M‘D ; Or,

[ ] 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[ 1 is unpublished.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 _B_ to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at 5 E DIS L R : ; OF,

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[ ] is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The opinionof the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _é__ to the petition and is :

[ ] reported at MMJMM; or,

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

[ ] is unpublished.

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

[ 1 reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished. '
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’ [ ] For cases from state courts:
|
|

JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the UnitetiStates Court of Appeéls decided my case
was A&ELLZIAH%&CLL

(14 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: __A//3 , 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 __ A/ %+ (date) on _ /A (date)
in Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 A timely petition for 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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PROULSTONS CovCERMING PROSE CuTZON
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= - ANY
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AMENDMENT— XLV
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L TFE, LTBERTY OR PROPERTY, WITHOUT DUE-PROCESS

OF LAW,

AMENDMENT —XLV
NOR DENY TO ANY PERSON WITHIN LTS

JURLSDLCTION THE EQUAL PROTECTION
OF THE LAWS.,

TEXAS CoDE OF CRIMIABL PROCEDURE
SECTTON 23!Y3, (E)

(3




STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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- ON NOUEMBER 37, 2990 1N CASE W0. 05 8125,
TIN-THE 209™ DrsTrIeT CoukTOF HARRTS Coullry,
TEXAS THE PETZTITONER WAS CONUICTED OF THE
O) FEENSE OF POSSESSTON OF f) CONTROLLED
SURSTANCE UNDER L BRAM, PETTONER MO

SHow.s THE COURT THAT~TN 2997, THE TEXAS

LEGISLATURE AMENDED TEXAS fewhl. CODE

ANN. 24 AFTER THE PETr 77001507 CON-
UTCTTON. THE SENTENCE TIMPASED UL 0N

PETLIIONER EXCEEDED STA7UTORY AliTHO
RI7Y Tk EFFECT AT THE TIME,

THLS THE PREDTCATE OFFESE FoR SN
ENHRNCED SENTENCE AS AN ARMED CAREER
CRZMINAL,




STRATEMENT OF THE CASE
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ThE TUDGE UTOLRTED APPRENDL

THE PETIZZOVER UANCE L. LW T7E DD
NOT STLPULATE THRT HE LOULD LET |
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Av0 A FATR TRIAL LIHERE LT LIAS

O LEAR TUDGE KRISTzN M. QUEVEY NIRDE
UP HER MIND AT THE STRRT THAT UANCE L,
LIHLTE LWAS SULLTYs PETITTONER
UANCE L. WHITE NEUER OMCE AOMILTTED
TO A STWELE EIEMENT OF THE CRDVE

CHARGED i THE IWLCT MIENT.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

THE TINOTCTMENT STATED THAT UANCE
L (JHTTE SHOT ALLEGED UZCTZM M AURICE
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CECOND DEGREE [ELOMY LIHEN THE

Q HRRGE WAS A THIRD DEGREL[ELONY
mssesszon OF 77 ConTRoLULED SUBSTANE

LESS THpk OVE GRAM TS-ASTATIRTL
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ATTORNEY TED K, DOEBLLER 7/;742250 7O
ADUBCATE [FOR HIS CLIENTIUNCE L
(HTTE HE LET M1 ClEwT UK CE L,
WHITE FLER BRARGTA 7O ~A TWELUE YEAR

PRISON SENTENCE!THe& STR7¢/70/Ry i uN)
IS STZLLNOW TEK YEARS Lf%ﬁaz/)g{)/ﬁ /ZL‘IUA"

AOBRAUPTE] ASSAULT Llz7w 12 PEBDLY LW/ERPON
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STATENENT OF THe CASE

RELATED TEXAS CouRT OF CRONIAAL
NPPERLS RELATED CASES O ENANCE -

MENTS SECTZON Z2Hs

I VS, W0-09-95-378 CR.CLT
% gf%’%éﬁf?m 175?1)371%95 PAEALS
BEAUMONT APRTL 03, 2997) DEFENDAWT LIRS
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TEXRS HEALTH WD SAFETY CODE /il
083 0ul AND RS BEING R /IHBLTUAL FEIOWY

OFFENDER PURSUANT 70 — TEXAS PEAL

CODE Auny 23,471, BECUSE THE | E6TS-
LRTURE AMEMDED TEXRS PENAL CODE
ANK Z2.42 7FTER THE DELFEN DTS CON-
ULCTION.  THE SEN7ENCE IMPASED PON
DEFENDANT EXCEEDED STATTORY AUTHORTTY
LN EFFECT /77 =7HE TINE  DEFENDANTS SEN-
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BECRUSE HE DD NMo7 CommTT /5 STATE
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DESCRIBED Z47 TEXRS /242 CODE AWK

13,35 7S REQuzge),

7]




P _ . L= —

STATEMENT OF THE CRSE

CTHTE JRLL FELONY ENHANCENENIS

TN EX-PARTE MILLER, 9oL 5! 2d 239
959 QX TEXRS O RTVIINAL. APPERLS ) EXISE
£71, TEXAS CRIMAL 9PPERLS,IMAY 081976

JPPLICATION FoR WRLT QF HABERS CORPUS
VRS CORANTED] LHERE APPLICANTS S E;;g
TENCE"OF % YEARS EXCEEDED TF
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- REASONS FOR GRANTING THE .PETITION
PETLTIONER UANCE L, WHITE LS ANOTHER

i
UTCTIM OF TEXRS JUSTICE SYSTEM THA
T ity ik OIGE /R0
' EN-THEY OU S
%D OTBHijN HNﬂUHA/T/?QEo RLACKSTONE ;
PARALECAL STubTES HAS A DEFINLIION Fo

THAT IS CALED FRAUD BAD FATTH /JIS“‘
- 1JONESTY, UNFRIRNESS, WY FORM OF MES-_
REPRESENTHITION, TRICKERY, CONCEALMENT,
OR CUNNING. T 06E KRISTZA ) CUIAEY
CHANBED THE THDTICTMENT THERESY UIDLBTN
6" PLER BARETH RULES . THE Oy PRSI THAT
CAN AMEND AN INOLCTIENT IS THE GRAND ]
TURY UBNCE L, WHITE ZS FRACTYALLY THMO
CENT OF THE CHARGES e ESTABLISHED FEDERAL
LAW $AYS SUs N~ GODFREY |/S, GEORGIA, Y96 1S,
120 CUNCONSTITIONALY (JACLE L1980

LIZW-RTCHMOND VS, LEWTS, 506 ¢, 4o L2920, TNA
STRTE LIHERE THE TURy MUST (IEZGH BR BAIANCE
LAGSRALATING AND MULGHLING FACTORS 70 OETER
MIWE WHICH CPRELAT) T7-T75 CoMSTZ7zzz0mm1
ERROR T0 QI &/EZEIT 70ty ConsZzrirsony.

ALLY (ot ACERALITING FACTER EUEM~TF,
VALTD Fﬁggm /9,95@ PA)ESEV/% ’ O



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

\lnee L. White

e

Date: / 19
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