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TO THE HONORABLE JUDGES OF THE TEXAS SUPREME COURT:
COMES NOW, C.H., Petitioner and files this his
Petition for Discretionary Review of the decision of the

Second Court of Appeals.
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LIST OF INTERESTED PARTIES

JUDGES:
The Honorable Judge Jean Boyd
323t Criminal District Court of Tarrant County, Texas

TRIAL COUNSEL:

The Honorable Ronald Huseman, Counsel for the State
State Bar No. 24036816

2701 Kimbo Rd.

Fort Worth, Texas 76111

The Honorable Vicky Foster, Counsel for the State
State Bar No. 07308170

2701 Kimbo Rd.

Fort Worth, Texas 76111

The Honorable Candace Taylor
State Bar No. 00797542

902 S. Jennings

Ft. Worth, Texas 76104

The Honorable Felipe Calzada
Counsel for Respondent

State Bar No. 24003592

2724 Kimbo Rd.

Fort Worth, Texas 76111

APPELLATE COUNSEL:
Blake R. Burns, Appellate Counsel for Defense
115 North Henderson Street

Fort Worth, Texas 76102

STATEMENT REGARDING ORAL ARGUMENT

Appellant does not request oral argument.
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