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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
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LOURt WHIRL LtflDENLL t£ IMSUFFICIWT TQ RtRUT THE. AFFIRMATIVE 

DEFEASE Of Sat DEFENSE BEYOND A REASONABLE. 00U8T ?

IS IT UNCONSTITUTIONAL FOR HIGHER STATE COURTS TO REFUSE ; 
To Review cases of affirmative defense that where Affirmed 

on Direct appeal?

What is Petitioner re&vest THE United states Supreme court do

ItE&ARMND WRIT OF CERTIORARI IN THE MATTER OF BRYANT 

CHRISTOPHER WATTS, APPELLANT v THE STATE OF TEXAS. APPELLEE?
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STATEMENT of the case
This WnF e>l C-M-ionx/S li-cS -tYovn Affall&ni'£ Cohv/iCFion ih 

1WWM1T CFIMSTQPHER \MAtTS vl THE STATE OF TEXAS CmtNo. i5032SH in 

Th^ m* TuAiCicA DfStnlV Court- . Harris Coun^; Texas . The, feto/d relhtFS 

ifhfit, -tki fktd AA/0T &[)LLT^1 +o AW<jUr fcoUiAiA -Fo A "3ury
Trtol.On OcFoWr 3j2ol1 -tki Jury foui\A TW /JpptIIc^V 3^)H) £r\al htirv\
-fo SO^ars T.D CD IfcSVAAAVioftcA Division • NoFiu oi Appeal was fiWd ow OcbW-2 

2oJT ApPelkaPs C_oui\StA was apPoir\*diCiWrbn S\of\S^ on OcVo\>-<r 14;20) T
AppdiftrvP’S Artel on Dtea> AfP^l was fi|*A Wilrh ftrsF DrsFritF Coi/rF q|

App^\S an Tc^uary 27; TOlO.hfpiU^r'S Ame*di& Br'mA f-ikd On Jfiwtrt 3T
2-020. Firsf DiSFn CV C-ourV ol Apptccis cxT Tirm-e ApPt/A/vPS Convi cHa k\
0CFoW 22,2020.

ApPdkKF'S Pe-RHon fof DiScreHonw^ RavieW filtd in COUfF of- CoVmJ 

Appeals on OcToW 2A;1020. DtSpih -fhe fep lit CourF ol CtfvnWl ApP^U 

REFUSED ApP-dW'S P-eHHon for DfSCnFiovw!4 RevkW on Delefnb-tr %2j020
ApPtlia*vF VWS YUVif inlormtid UnF\l Aftelta** wrok FWe CourF ol CriiniWvl AtfeJi 

<k Udttf MtM$tih9 a. (WkeF Ske*f fttvAJ-U SFaFuS of ftffelhnt'S Petition
for DiStrekonory (WitW On AWh l%)20ll Afrii l^ldll APPtfk^ Pu'mJ 

(X I'tFUr ftrvA AockfV ShepV daA-tA April Ilj202) ffoM lli (L&m\ of Co w ind
Appeals rental M ApPilUnd Petition -for DtCifi tion&ry Review
REFUSED December *),101O.

<Dh

mss

Upon ftlitvmj i h Fa rhrvcT ion a I +h-c dfsfoSiHon ol fiPtilk^S Pok AfUlhnt 

u *Mofion for lUkanhi" with -pit Lo\>r\ ef Cririrsfil A/frdS. On 

Mm l2),lOll ftppdknt'S 'Motion Pot faUnrin5vmu Denied as Untimely-
liW

On Tu»v4. \.lOl\ hmlhr-Y fihcl ^ teHir With SiUfrt^c Court oA 

UriHd SMtts CXPUinintj tU above M^tiorrcJ /Wj re£Mtir\j/
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bSUianCt of bertiorcfi. Tk& Cmri of TBt (Jhlhd SfMti
3unt HmlOt) OKDBKBD hftdlMr toIt-M

fill ioffittidi PifiHon WitVm bQ from 3i/^ lf>202l-
an



Reasons Fok 0MNTIN& THE Petition
Tkis Lourt SW\&\ Btcmt tW P-&hv\g*\ aw vk-e. 3 founds tYvxt *. 

b-fU Justus of- tW (LourV of hwi diS^ftd on a m&kMf/A
^"LSHsTs of" IM ) T) fVvC CoUrV <si (^?ftt\C) kct^> ekov/fd Tki, tne| CowV 

to £hforLt Cl lftW tkft-Y ku6 fcinddtd -J^Wc or itoinU'fCHtS of-
k C\V>2.-tv\ of t\\t OrvikA SHH.S -t'VvCJt Ws dm\\Mc\ ApP-dl^t of //~fr;
i/WVy i ai\A ProfirVy \m\t\ouY due PfoUSS o+ i&W a<\d clemti AppAWy 

C^AUl PfoKLtjon af fke lawi>. C U Con /bmcFlffll Sac113)Ike Court 
of APPecJ^ bs So far dtPortid from -tk-c wupwA cuvA UlSuA Course 

of dudvtuA Proceedings < or SuncHoneA MU a depart ixt b e lowtr
COtt-rtS (KS to tdl for an ex-erciSe Of fkiS Court's Supervisory 

PoWtr- (SuPf-ewt Court Ruk loicO

Did Thl court of Appeals m> in affimzm the trial Court
WHERE E\M)EM(X IS IflSUFFlCTWT TO REBUT THE AFFIRMATIVE DFJEWSE 

Of SEIF DEFENSE BeIoND A REASONABLE DOU&T ?
I* R*-60^ fetiiCH tkrousk CorrokorUVe testimony XttyHSHi

or +imti ^ ikeMni tompki»to+ 1-0 k [<* «** Vduek..
1 , " St"f0'tm3 'Mins Am- fimU^t tvu vitH* „S
kjntfpins. AkJutton for mfoiu of kduMna after ie. Joes. nob Mute 

(Aoes not ftUift /AW- victim bt ht)d -for Certain khfbh q4 Htot.CStc
OhtWuoC / ifaH, $‘Wld Vh HoJ vShtc (os Swzd(Ih

*Mnifli of JournosiHMt *
W C a **•" ^ *» fn*r+ Mil htouoJHon h
juries or hotels hm m a Nut te!w, h< A tub Muh, to

be w,ar bo Ml M Uu.Chh»9 Mbior rsmt,



1C5 SWid $70,514-515 iTtx.am fiff ms), \I.T. tA ?&^\ o>it
StUion lOOltl'lV'NolWiS In t"V\t Tex^s CUwfVr^] SMM 

am SWtst tW if 15 n-tu^Ar^ for tW. sv<x\c to pfov/e tut 

(a AtfmpWV moved V\?s Victim <X Certain d^tcmCe/ Or tW ht 

h-tld kim a Specific Itft9fk ot- time teWe hi Cav\ hi fotuvA
Suilt^ ©f IC\tlh0tfPir$. i-V\ fact / Wi kfiv-t ke\A uuxAif fWt kicWfPii^ 

kkA-dfe tWi \S ho Specificfi^Uiirimirxf for diVerm^1^ 

h/kefker (x fesVnxitvt kaS fakm Plate.-Si£ Mines, v £HK, 15 SW 3d
H44i4M7~'4H^CT«x trim App CODll

3l. Record reflects CohoPlctinkinV Was UcitmlA w\vV a. AetdW Wt^poA; 

RidofA hfWcV^ AfPtWimV W&S aware ComPViftUrvV was arm<A WivV\ a 

AcaAlli WtA?0V\, RiUrA rtfllttS Df-M'iltolVS CXPer-V testimony wu 

CoffoWatwe of Aff-tltafS WVr Aaron tones' tcsHvnany CoinpK'r>tov+
\Afai> tufn»A^ 1a AnVtf Seal- Cka*r ComPi&inKAV- recckcd for A&Aly 

btfsre ApPdWA Sko\- CohnPlc^nH-AV. j>£/lP 'DeftrSd iS PTeSuiwed

~ +o ke Reasonable if tke actor Kwew or tad teaSon to believe +Wf
tki Ptr5on vA\om forte WOS UkA \Ata-S CoinwiHriv\$ or a&mWnb
4<q CqWvvyn.v Ab5uMt*v<A Kidnappingt MurAvr, SoiuA A4£awU- i ^rxwtvl
ASSCU-VV ; RoV>Wy/ 0( A^fuCCkA RokW<y. Sri TeX PercA Lodi StC- ^- 3 / $cl(~ 

Defense (Veryvm (WPk lOlo) A Person may r^orV to Self 'defend 

if kc regionA.l»ly bditv/tS fkav ki is in ijfAmiAtnV cWttr <of deA.i4\ or 

9reM- bodily bwn, tbas htua.wnni m i^-Kihd rc^ic. iu [AiivJl 
5WkSv To If do 731 F.$d SIsl.EliHlOtk Om icin'), U»inJl SHKS \t 
ViSinaa. m F.3il 1300,1311 ClOri> lu lOObl, Uniud SW-tSy Grtsthiw Hi 

Fid 375,3^Clo* Cir.iW]

IViAPolO
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Sdt “Detoxse ov\\4 Ttliiirts tW ftoSoretUe. btiseF

fitxte Wa WCtS hecesStfU; hoV Fbai■ he aurtASe. a duVy Vo reheovV or 

kWniz.'t -Hu UVxa.v0alA.l3111H1 of- klkrttkMvtS • Set Uw'iHA SkVtS \f Tbledo 

731 Bd a-VSW ClO^ O 20)4), UhiVtA Skksv Vising 42* F.!*U/3llClfl* 

ik') Un/kd ^Fa-ViS v GmcWr #02 f.2<l av 3W£lO+k O] Jft ^oS* 

PfoktuHonS » cWendt^Y be*r<> +W WnJ|y\ o4 Pfod^CMoYX an -Yk-c del^ASe
of- Gell-dAnSt.OnC-i +VvOcV burden is meY vW Goverv\»YvtM bears 4ke 

biArdiA g£ fefSuaSioY^ and muef neikH- SeikcUlWt teHond a reenable
dotiW. Uhikd Ws v IWk 1l F-3d Ml, 1I4 (5^ Grtuv

3) In rtswa- Fa Vkt ie<jktb qF YW UaIhA SFaYls ConCHVuVRm,
Federd: Sv&Ye. i awA LcAt law Ike -vke CourV oi Appeals WtS ck-Pfil/ect 
ApfeikaV oi l\WY‘y PUfSUfcaY Vo UftittA SkRS ConSfi-HxYvOVN Am-*^vkuiv¥ "X HT 

Set-Hon / by a#irm\AS k\<A Courvs CovwdcVionoC AppdWv. CorfoWr«k\/t 

tye-WiV-rveSS and ex PerV WiYniSS -testimony Was SuWiutnY Vo raise 

ev\au$b evid«\ULte> R^irt a 3ur9 IwSYrutYion oy\ St\t-(kk<\S£ wiVkoivY
[X nw(L SCJXi\H\W ©A PerSuOMov\ From FW SYaVe +0 -Yke \SSUt 8*f
toalite_. WivkomY Five press tnC€_ dF malitei &»\A tike evidence Pre&nYeA
ixunfi tettetkfi oF ftfPekivY WinS V\CkW\ oF A 5>5»Hd KiiWfPkS a CnW
fofifcWblt SkR CihA FoAifA imPfko-AmenV -fkert is v\o WSF a r&ttowA' 
kndtf cA ffcXH Could hwt Found tW -tsStrdUl tWenVS o-f- Mu/Air 

bi9onA a teaSoAnUe dovdoY. For iVate kiVS tike. m&tM in+k& CohVlcHoiv 

is M&lly mSafktitrvY PurtutjvF to Alison v ViHto 443 U<>30tiplL 

tA jLA SliO. SI £-G\ 27£l vWkVkS AtfiltoS 3H /W,W*v Dut fr^eSi 
ri4kvs (XS ^ Cik^en o4 The Ikiud SkVes oF Africa.



IS IT UNCOUSTXTUTlOIVflL Rm HIGHER STATE COURTS TO REFUSE 

TO REVIEW CASES Of AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSE THAT mm hmtMD 

ON DIRECT APPEAL ?
AliWa^k ibe PfoStCaV\oy\ b^rS THc t>ucdiv\ af Prov'vr»3 -tkt\\ of the 

SkWfory ekuntnE? af cx cWtal OfTtutt+Vi Sfat shift ftoe bur^A of
ProV\Y$ OiffiHrnGVVi <At£eiAS{£ To 4W deft/AML Stt Geo. 1~3- Ann fov-CriM Pfo6. 
^O^ClonlThfii Gutomovh^lly P^s fc olftWKv m- o. kt to
Wi£ (X&mphon of euilf i'mPh fto* b*iy Ckrfcd With a Criht, UtuiSy 

i#U*a trhr J hit h allowd to aj AhLrliei/t any
tvik^u )v Wisbes-tSee m $Mc HUSWU I* Mum a
loc&l (XPPteIs CoiatV ia Tta Srpa-c Cowvvy of CoMitVlovo |y\a(4 Turn <k blind 

^ To Ga imPfofer VendiCT KftowmS \VS M lijCtb fta> W*+kiHt 9mtt 

Will likely be ^rloofad or moV Tou4 b<4 Hi<ib€r Sf^e CourVS for the 

fAt\ fmKic LoucT fWiev/ K dliSt/eKoAcr^. fSftliklty for
Affirmed Defines Crt O^lMWeA wta<\ c\/vWe tX?$Y To fttiPVe 

3ur^ in&cUl-Kim -for JUid DeTt^ Qun AUTOMATIC REVIEW will fttiaU 

the inMrity of fhe Tf7~ A^Jl

the htt

Due PfoCiis rights of Prisons, 
in Shii awI trPais UnI ck/>P(IUU Court tfoUrJincjS-

WW-rvV

What is Petitioner request the united states supreme court
Da toARDINO WRIT OF CERTIORARI IN THE MATTER OF 

BMANT CHRISTOPHERYJfrTTS,WftlW vTHE STATE OF TEXAS , AfMkt ?
Petitioner rtw<sv the united states SUPREME COURT issu-e

THE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEARS 6F Al/STIN.TEXAS cun ORdlK of 

AauiTTAL looked S+dnAorJs Pur£u&*+ ro cWkw v VirsinL Hi-O-tlf|.QY\
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Conclusion

The p&tiHop) -for i/vrit a-f C&rHoffcfi ShouU be

R.£SP^c^4uily SuUmWVe^l/

1-1L ~2o7J
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