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PDRs Granted / Writs Filed and Set
        

Case Name: Madison McDonald
   

     ! PDR(s) GRANTED: Appellant’s
     ! COUNTY: Dallas
     ! GRANTED ON: July 2, 2025
     ! OFFENSE: Capital Murder
     ! CCA CASE NO: PD-0147-25

     ! COURT OF APPEALS CITATION / CASE NO: 05-23-00419-CR (see G&S, Vol. 32, No. 43;
11/18/2024)

   

ISSUE(s) GRANTED: The Court of Appeals erred by approving the trial court's decision to allow the
State to use illegally obtained evidence through its insanity expert because: (1) McDonald's
objection to the testimony and behavior of the State's insanity expert was properly preserved and
presented on appeal; and (2) the constitutional harm of the testimony was proven. (Issue 6)
        

Case Name: Bobby Carl Lennox
   

     ! PDR(s) GRANTED: State’s
     ! COUNTY: Lamar
     ! GRANTED ON: July 2, 2025
     ! OFFENSE: 3x Forgery of a Financial Instrument
     ! CCA CASE NO: PD-0284-25
     ! COURT OF APPEALS CITATION / CASE NO: Unpublished (06-19-00164-CR)
   

ISSUE(s) GRANTED: 
   

1. On remand, did the Court of Appeals correctly decide whether, and under what circumstances,
any defendant - including the Appellant (Lennox) - might raise a claim that he was being
prosecuted under the wrong statutory subsection [32.21(e-1)] - as this Court directed in Green v.
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State, 682 S.W.3d 253, 278 (Tex. Crim. App. 2024) - or, upon "de novo" review, was error not
preserved on this important question of state law? 
           

2. On remand, did the Court of Appeals in Lennox correctly apply the standard of review for
alleged jury-charge error?
           


