21 -6877.

IN THE
Supreme Court, UG,
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES FILED
AUG 3
WO Lo —(Z 4520 A) ! 2021
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
\ [}
b ¢  — PETITIONER
(Your Name)
vs.
Slate OF Texas — RESPONDENT(S)
ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO
\ ' \ :
as Teat | n)

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

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORAR!

Olisha Dawn (Udndae,#MHE»(e(aX

(Your Name)

William P. Hobbu Unit 742FEm=712.

(Address)

Marlin, Tx. 7666

(City, State, Zip Code)

(Phone Number)



QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
Tneffective Counsel *
1 (ounde! %\\g Odvocate for his
‘ -

P Client

Theffective founse) / Due Process:

‘ Jhadlenge
Whu did Counsel not E‘)ncd
6%@ Wihesses festimeny -

Vi



LIST OF PARTIES

[ 1 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

X 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:

Appellont @ Alisha Dawn Aldridge # Itus(6g
Appetlee s Gmlg WottKins Datlas wrty Celiminal District QHorney
Presiding Triad” Jud ¢ Tracy F. HolmeS
Trial Prosecutor s Kevin Rarnts? (case—in-Chief)
Andy Beach  (voin dire)
Appellate Counsel : Apﬁl E.Smith
Assiatant Districh Atorpay s Russul T. nderson I, 2Hoq43k44q
Finder of Facts: Bruce Tyton

RELATED CASES

Stke V. Qdnidae - (Tex.R.APp, P.47 WL 327214 2008)

Daubect v, Mecrdll Dow Pharmaceuticals The.,509 U.S B74,
113S.0+.2786,125 L.Ed 2d 464 (1993). Id. at S47,543~
Hau ., -

Ezo . SenKowsKi ,32] £,34 110,137-38 (2d Cir. 2003).

Martinez V. KirK podrieK 496 Fed Oppx 158, el (24 Cin. 2012)
Colo. V. Spring H74 W.S.5ky (1487) C |
Siehl v. Grace Skl F.23d 139 14743 (3d Cin 2609).

Deluco v.lond 77 F.34 578 155 51,54 654

Saohroader v. State (app. 0-C.2003) 133 >.W. \ |
Wemble V. wcaﬁfﬁw. a8 618 S.W-2d4 59 Homvcﬂ&bqu
Molier V, Stote(app.3 Dish 1492) 827 _S.W. 2d.512. (evers

ix_ and Dawsen U3 “Tex, Prac . Series 3 31.95 g
| rD*;cCor*m‘icK ,%\aﬁkwuté Blocikuoatl , 3 Tex Prac. Sacies & 101,98

Battecson v. Naw Uork s U.S. NY . 1997,97 8.0¢ 231,432 U.5-
197 ,53-. B4 2d 23l




TABLE OF CONTENTS
OPINIONS BELOW oo R 1
& O
JURISDICTION. ... eeeeeeereeeeeeereeseeesesereeeesnesesssessesseesssssesessanas Heeeeeeraresenesteseseananerereseaseseneaes T
X4
CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED oo, ji13
<
STATEMENT OF THE CASE ..o eseeees e s s eseeees e eesses s es s s e 50"
& a ¢
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT .....oooveeeeeeeeeeeeeee oo ee s es e e w-Vii
[ -
[oT0) (o3 W UE:] (o] N VTS X
INDEX TO APPENDICES

APPENDIX A Stumm of Correspondance ond Supplements
lod ety Court cﬁpi iminal apptﬁﬁs (Texas).

3
APPENDIX B Texas Public Thforatt O_cA _
orks  efter, Letter @nervl\o?lindj Bﬁlfﬁﬁ)? é&zogag (bD

APPENDIX C Lattecs, From (upslene Pocter | vieh m3 mothes
Onginak tered ity Exhibits.
e GRS ™ et F (S
APPENDIX D Opinion ™M TexoS Covrt of Coiminal aﬂw;,ls

12

L ottor Prom Susan HowK regording “prefessional
APPENDIXE mg(tgmoe’/ on 5m+&}§ l?)LPI;N—%ﬁ—heSS‘

APPENDIX F 1, (.2, ABA Standacds fon Caminal Tustice




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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix

to
the petition and is '

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

to

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

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

[V{ For cases from state courts:

The opinion gf the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at (oot of Cpimn nDD of Texss ; OF,

[ 1 ks been designated for publlcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[v] is unpublished.

The opinion of the Truak Connt 'WL3272|L|10(T2X.K»O?(}?'kaourt
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

{ ] reported at ; OT,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
M is unpublished.
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

[ J 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: , 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. § 1254(1).

[\/{ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was ﬂug_aSt_LL,_Z,OZI
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 (date) on (date) in
Application No. A .

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

ajdmdgé, Was md:cl-e.d for the Lirsh déﬁr*ee,
~P@lon3 offense of murder, & violaton of
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Tasue No. L * Triad QDMSQJ Shouwld ha,\//é,, MPMSQXH’QA
Client better by challanging States witnesses.
Defundants il franseript only consisted of 65
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be differant with proper investigations.
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do it,0nd She rejected ZO
barain ond Fook
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Tasue No.3: States Evpuct witness from
& outhwestrn Tnshtute of Forensic
Serances in Pallas \Texos, Ho,oschq;r
Thomad was found to be Un credit—
oble and She +eshified o_gwnst mMe o
my tmal. T feel that het testimeny

Joirs N of
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Pm?gx\(a tosted.

Tasue No.4 2 Vicims Family does not believe
that defendant meant to Shoot
and Kill Bran forter. Letters onter-
od nto avidence with [1.07.




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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