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STATEMENT CONCERNING ORAL ARGUMENT

 Pursuant to Texas Rule of Appellate Procedure 39.7, Appellant Manuel 

Velez hereby requests oral argument.  This is a capital case.  Among the issues 

presented are Points: 

1 & 6 (a). The State corrupted the truth-seeking function of Velez’s trial when it 
failed to correct the false and highly misleading testimony of its star witness at the 
guilt-innocence phase, requiring reversal (Point 1), and defense counsel provided 
constitutionally ineffective assistance in not correcting the record on this crucial 
issue (Point 6 (a)). 

2. The trial court’s denial of the defendant’s motion to disqualify the special 
prosecutor violated Article 2.01 and the Due Process Clause of the United States 
Constitution, and requires reversal.

3. The court’s failure to instruct on accomplice corroboration as required by 
articles 38.14 and 36.14 caused egregious harm and requires reversal.

4. The court’s expansion of the intent charge beyond the result of Velez’s actions 
to the “nature of his conduct” was reversible error. 

5. By presenting false and highly misleading testimony on a crucial issue at the 
penalty phase, the State violated Velez’s constitutional rights.

10.  The trial judge lacked authority to issue findings of fact and conclusions of 
law under article 38.22 as she did not preside at the suppression hearing. 

 It is upon these issues that oral argument is particularly sought.

Undersigned counsel is of the opinion that oral argument would serve to 

emphasize and clarify these issues.






















































































































































































































































































































































































