21666 2 ORIGINAL

Supreme Court, U.S. [

FILED

JUN 09 2021

OFFICE OFT—H:(‘ EPY l

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES = -

T CHRISTOPH P:TTSJ & PETITIONER
(Your Name) ’

VS.

THe sTaTe©f TExgS . RESPONDEN'I-'(é)'.

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

First Courk OF Appecs Houston

(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

BNM C\m\mp\\tf \/\{Mé TD(I#1240557 |

(Your Name)

A”fw\ E PO)UAS\N UN’F 3372— FM 550 (bW/’
(Address) .

LVingSton Z{XM 7735/
(City, /State,.Zip Code) |

(713) Yigz-tpol

(Phone Number)




QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
DID THE COURT OF APPEALS ERR TN AFFIRMING THE TRIAL
COURT WHERE E\lIDF.NLF. 16 INSUFFICINT To RERUT THE ARIRMATIVE
DEFENSE OF SELF DEFENSE REYOND A REASONABLE DOUBT? |

16 IT UNCONSTIT UTIONAL FOR, KIGHER STATE COURTS T0 REFUSE
TO REVIEW CASES OF AFFTRMATIVE DEFENSE THAT WHERE AFFIRMED
ON DIRECT APPEAL? :

WHAT TS PErITIONEN REGUEST THE UNITED STHTES SUPREME COURT Do
ReGARDING WRIT OF CERTIORAKL IN THe MMTER OF BRYANT
CHRISTOPHER WATTS, APPELLANT v THE STATE OF TEAAS. APPELLEES "«
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| IN The
SUPREME COUKT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETTTION FOR WRTTOF CERTIORARI

Petiioner teseeckbulls Prods e o Wik of Cerriommr 1SUL to fevidW Hhe Judgmint

below. )
| OpPINTONS BELOW

The oPimon of Hre hidhest SHite COURY Yo fevieW the menrs
OPPesrs of AppendiX A fo the Pevwion 15 UnPublished.

The obinion of the FIRST COURT OF APPEALS apperss at Appendix A
Yo +he PehiFion ond 19 unfubliched.

JURTSDICTION
The dore an whith +the hithest SHire courr detided mb tase Whs

Detember 3,2020CREFUCED). A coty af Pwt detision arpesss ar AppendiXC.

An extension of Hme t+o file £he Perition for a wrr of
Corbiafary WS 9fanved +o ond including Juet 15,2021 +o
Pugust 1,202 in  Aeelistion No_A

The dudsdicrion ot this COURT 75 invoked Under 29 US.L.5/2576).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

This Wik ot Cectioran hel from Arpellant’s Convitkion in .
BRYANT CHRLSTOPHER WATTS \ THE STATE of TEXAS Coust Nb. 1503254 in

The 179% Juditial District Counr . Hoerns Couwnky s Texes . The retod reblads
#hot. +he  Defenalont Pleed “NOT GUILTY Y 40 Mucder ond Frotecded +o & Iy
Triel. On Ocrober 3:2011 +he Jucy Found the Arpzliony GuilH gnal Sentinted hima
to S0Ytace TD L3 Tnshivurional Divicion. Nottte ob Appes) wes filed on Ocrobac
2.019. Apeellants Counstl wrs appointed ( Sharon S\ofisS) on Otkober 14,2014,
Aeedists Briet on Direer Arteed wis filed with Firsh Distrit Court of

Aprecls an Jsowory L7, 2020. Arpellenss Bmended Briet whs Liled on Jenwes 3
1020. First Digtrict Lovrt of Aveecls ofbirmtd APpelenr's ConvicHon on

Otkober 22,2020.

RAepellonts Pesition for Discretisnary Review W&o fld in Court of Criminal
Atrens on October 29,2020 Despite +he fek +he Courk 0f Crimine Appals
REFUSED Areellont’s Perition for Distrerionsry Review on December 9,200

Areclisnt whs nevtr informed untl Mrellent wroke +he Court of Coamined Apfesls
0 leber resuwesking o doeket Sheet ond Hhe Stakus of fellanks fetition

for Dicerevionsry Review on March 29,2021 Afril 23, 202) Appellisnt Tetiend
o leier and dotket Chest dared Aec\ [2,202] fom the Corrt of Cominsl

Aepecls reenling APft//an}‘S Petition for DiSeretionery Review wis
REFUSED o~ Dtlember 9, 0. 0.

UPen recieving informekion af +he dictosition of Arecllsnts FDR Arreflent

‘ﬂl'u\ 6 Mokion For Reheerins™ with +he Lovrt o4 Crimminal Areeels. On
May 13,2021 Aeeeliint s “Mokion For Keheaxring ™ wirs Denito 28 untimely.

Oh S\M\L 3,202 APPL/IAM‘ Eiled O /tH{f‘ With Surreme  Lourk ot

the Un'ted Stares EXPlaining the above Mentioned  facks reguestin



iﬁ&uance ol Ctertiorali. The Surreme Court OF The Uhived States
recieved Smd Jeter an Sune 16:202) ond ORDERED hetllont to
File Lorrutte Petition within GO davs from June Jby 2021



ReasoNs FoR GAANTING THE PerItzON
This Coury Shanld atont the Pervion an ¥he Grabnde Hoaodk ¢

D +he Justites of the Coucr of Appanls havt disadreed on o mara)

Weskon ob lawi D) the Courr of Arrerds has allowed +he +rinl Comet
to enforte ’IRW et hes abrdded +he Privikests or immuntics of
6 Grizen ol Phe Unitd Stred thar hes deervid Mercllont of Tife,
libertyiond Proptrty wivhowr due Protess ot [aw oed dened Areelnt
Lui Protection ab +the laws. CU-S Con Amend KT Ser.1) 3)+he Comer
of Arrecls has So dor depvrttd From the olepred and USW\ Cowse
of JudiGi\ Proteedings s OF SoncHoned Suth o demeruve by a Jowes

Courts ; 06 Yo Call For an txercise OF +his Courkrs Supervisory
Power. [ Supreme Court Rule 100 ‘

DID THE COURT OF APPEALS ERR TN AFFIAMING THE TRIAL COURT

WHERE BibENCE TS TNSUFFICINT TORERUT THE RFFIRMATIVE. DEFEWSE
OF SELF DEFENSE BEVOND A REASONABLE DouBT ?

|. Recortl fePlecre Hnrough Conokom&‘\vt techimony Appellant reguesh td

theew ar four Himes betore Sheoking Complainkant ¥o by let ok Vehiele .
This is evidenis SufPortivd and Proving shat AfPelfant WhS Yitkim of
Kid h&fPing. Abdutfion For PurPoscs of Ki

idnepping otfense doc< nol 72eUire
foes nor resuis that vittim be hedd $or cotain fen th of Hime.(See

Ontiveros v Shie 350 S-0.2d 95, 130, Sanducs v State 605 S.wad 612,
bi4) AIM/M/M! '/}MW’“WI’/'AM meinin 9 of Kidnatting sHiukte munc 4o
f£“£77‘—m:'n a Ferlon with inkint o Fravenk bus lberakion by ehher
| Setreting or holding him in ¢ Plics where he s not fely #o
be found , or Fhtbhening Fo sy Aded]y Force.(Citing Mason V Stity



905 SW2Ld 570, 5M-515 (Tex. Crim Aee 1945), VT, C. A Foral Code

Section 20.01(0)) Nothing In the Texas Lkidnareingl Statute
even V9IS Hhot iF 19 necestary for the State to Prove +hax
0 defendont moved Wis Vickim o Cerroin dhisronte, or thar he

had him o Seecific lensth of Hime bebore he an be found
Swlty of K\\D\Y\&?f’mgg .T.h focr  we hove held onder +he KidnaeAing
Clakube. Paece 15 No SPLGRtHime  veauitmenty For dovermining
Whether o teckrmnd hos Yaken Plate. See Mines v G, 75 SW.3d
YU, 44 7- 444 (Tex crim Arp 2002)

&. Recocd feflecys Complainknt WhS Grned wivh o deadly Weapon
Recocd Pellecks AvteNont Wol awere  Combluintink WS armed Wivh &
dendly wenton; Retord refliets De-Milton's expert testimony ies
Cottobarttive of Areellents brothee  Aoron dones' tesrimony Complaintint

Was Fuming in dnver Sear Chair 86 Complainkint Teathed for dadly
weaton befsre Appelisat Shot Comeloinkent. Seif-Defense is Presumed

-~ 40 he MSQV\a\a\e i{: Yhe otkor Knew ar MA ferson o b&\‘\ﬂ\/e ok

Hhe Person sbwnct Whom forte WS USd WBS Commitring or GHemPrind

Yo Commit Asgrvuctd Kidnarerins, Muder, Sexued Acgoult ; A sgravmred Seauel
Pssculk , Robbery: of Agsnwtted Mabbery. See Tex Perne\ Lotle Sec- 431 Seff-

Defense (Vemon Pamfn 2020) AperSon may resory to SUf ~defense

i he ressonably believts Hher he is in imminent danger of dearh or
ﬁfﬂ* badily hortn ; Hhud netelSiking on in-Kind reSponse. $te Unived
Shades v Toledo 731 Fad SUL, 5b7 Clovh Girgwt 20, Unirdh SHars v
Visinaiz. 42 £3d 1300, BIICIO M Uir-2005), Unived Shakesy Greschner 900
F2d 37330410 G 1994)



S5 -Debense ol tewsirts twe Defendorts tersonatle. belich Hoar
dendly Force WS nececSery; hot thar he exertise a duvy to rerfest of
Petodnize +Hhe Unavoilability of olkemarives. See Univd Shares v Toledo
73 F3d ot Sbf (10 Cie 2004), United Skareey Visinaiz 424 F.ad at /311 (10
Cie) United Shodes v Grecchiner 402 F.2d ar 30U L1068 Gr) T mnost Eedurs)
Prosecurions ; defendant beacs +he buardin ob ProdutHon on he detense
of Selt-defense. Onee sy burdin 16 mer Pae Gavimment benrs dhe
buden of Pecsunsion and mugr nedart Seif~defence bedond o resdonable

doubt, Univd Gravesv Brancw 41734 1649, 704 (Sén Cirtar 1490)

3) T receatt o Phe 1eality ab Phe Unived Gt Congribtution,
Federl , Srave , and (o6e low the +he Courk of Revens has derrived
Arecllont of liberty purcusst to Unired Stares Condidution Mmendment X
Section | by affirming sl Courts Convictionol Arrdlont. Corroborative
2Ye-Witness and exPect Wirness testimony was Subicient o roise
Enoush eVidne to Tedmice 0 Jurd InSteutrion on Sete-defense Withont

Bmert otonkillh ob Persuskion From Hae SHide to +he iSSue ot
malite. Wivhout theertssente of malitey Gnd Fhe evidinte  PreSentec

beins fellartut ol Ateelont beind Vickm o} Assranrd Kidnsering & Critmg
Lichoble bY SHue ond Fedn imPrisonment +here 15 NoWHY 6 Tokonnl

Bnder of fatrs Could hove found +he €ssentinl elemenss of Mushs
bevond & vestonaWe doubt. For these ek the evidence in +this ConvicHon
is legally insubhitient furtusnt Yo ducksonv Virdima 443 1S 307 bi L
B 24 50,99 S G 2781 violaking Attlants XL Amendment Due Protes$
WS 05 & Ghzen ot The Unnd Stives of Amerits..
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TSTT ONCONSTITUTIONAL FOR HIGHER STATE (OURTS To REANE

TO REVIEW CASES OF AFFIAMATIVE DEFENSE THAT WRERE AFFIAMED
ON DIRECT APPEAL 7

Athoush the Prosecurion bears the buden of Proving enth of #he
Shakwbory elaments of o Cherad OFfenoe s the Shre May Shift +he bidin of
Proving oFirmirive defenses 1o the defendant. See Geo. LT Pun Rev. Crim Prec.
2084 (2017) This owromakicelly Purs & efendent b disodvintege due fo
the agumetion of duilt SimPly From beid thrded with & crime ,¢speuelly
When* 0. trier of Foet is allowed Fo disiiss owd drshelieve Gny
evidence i+ Wishes-(See Conbrdd v Shabe 429 SW3d SU) Tn retum o
lotal Gpeedls Cowx in the Same County of Cohvittion mad +um o blinok
YL +o bn imtrorer Verdict Knowing WS not [ikely +heir opathetic. Gechu

will iiKely bt ovirlooked or not found by Hither Shre Courts for +he
{:kt)t Hithee Coucd Revitw 1S disereHonary. f5fdi"’,9 for +he fuct

Atbiemarve D efnses Gre only allowed When evidinte exisy to Meeiev e

Aduey ingtrutton for Baitl Defnse @an AUTOMATIC REVIEW will Prese i
the intesrity of +he XIT Amendmens Dut Protess rishts of Persons
In Sttt ond Fedinl #vials and aplellett court Proteedinbs.

WHAT IS PETITIONER REQUEST THE UNTITED STATES SUPREME ( QURT
Do REGARDING WRIT oF CERTIORARL IN THE MATTER OF

BRYANT CHRLSTOPHER WATTS , MPelewr v THE STATE OF TEXAS , APPullec ©

PET11TONER requesr THE UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT issue
THE COURT OF CRLMINAL APPEALS BF AUSTIN, TEXAS an ORDER of
AQUITTAL booted on Stnderds Purduent o daekson v Vicsinia 49 $.0F299].



~ LoNCLUSION
The perition £or writ o Certiorari Showld be 9ranted.
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