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 Petitioner Ramiro Felix Gonzales respectfully requests that the Court stay his 

scheduled execution pending final disposition of his Petition for Writ of Certiorari. In 

support of this request, Petitioner sets forth the following: 

1. Petitioner Gonzales is a condemned Texas prisoner confined at the 

Polunsky Unit of the Texas Department of Criminal Justice. The State of Texas has 

scheduled his execution for June 26, 2024. See Exhibit A (order setting execution 

date). 

2. Petitioner has filed, simultaneously with this stay application, a 

Petition for Writ of Certiorari presenting the following questions: 

When a state conditions a capital defendant’s eligibility to be 
sentenced to death on a jury’s determination of “future 
dangerousness,” can the state refuse to recognize challenges to the 
accuracy of the jury’s determination as cognizable grounds for post-
conviction review? 

Does it violate the protections of the Eighth and Fourteenth 
Amendments to the United States Constitution to execute an 
individual who does not meet the eligibility criteria for a sentence 
of death under state law? 
 

3. A stay of execution is warranted where there is (1) a reasonable 

probability that four members of the Court would consider the underlying issue(s) 

sufficiently meritorious for the grant of certiorari; (2) a significant possibility of 

reversal of the lower court’s decision; and (3) a likelihood that irreparable harm will 

result if no stay is granted. Barefoot v. Estelle, 463 U.S. 880, 895 (1983).  Petitioner 

satisfies these criteria. 

4. For the reasons set forth in the Petition for Writ of Certiorari, a 

reasonable probability exists that four Members of this Court would consider the 
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underlying issues sufficiently meritorious for the grant of certiorari and would 

reverse the decision of the Texas Court of Criminal Appeals. 

5. In addition, irreparable harm will ensue absent a stay.  Absent a stay, 

Petitioner will be executed despite a strong likelihood that he has been denied the 

protection of the Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments. 

6. Accordingly, the equities strongly favor Petitioner. 

 
CONCLUSION 

 
For the foregoing reasons, Petitioner Ramiro Felix Gonzales respectfully asks 

that the Court stay his execution pending final disposition of his Petition.   

Respectfully submitted, 

 
       /s/ Raoul D. Schonemann 

Raoul D. Schonemann* 
Thea J. Posel 
Capital Punishment Clinic 
University of Texas School of Law 
727 East Dean Keeton Street 
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(512) 232-9391 
(512) 471-3489 fax 
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       Counsel for Ramiro Felix Gonzales 
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