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0836979-A & 0836985-A

Robert Keith Gill



Gregory Burke Westfall & Cheyenne  Billy Minick,

12-12-02

Aggravated Robbery; Two Concurrent 35 years sentences

N/A

x

N/A

X

But the jury did sentence me.



No. I was counseled against it.

x

Second District Court of Appeals of Texas

2-02-498-CR & 2-02-499-CR

Paul Francis

Affirmed; 10-14-04

x

PD-1787-04 & PD-1788-04

Denied

x

WR-69,338-01
& WR-69,338-02

Denied; 2-27-08

x



Westfall & Minick failed to keep applicant informed of important developments 

throughout the course of the prosecution;  i.e., they kept important information from 

applicant, and infiltrated the prosecution of applicant’s  prior application…. After paroling 

applicant’s sentences applicant was able to file a freedom of information act request and 

discovered the information they failed (concealed) to inform applicant..

x

United States District Court, Northern District of Texas, Fort Worth Division; 4:06-cv-409-Y





Applicant was denied the effective assistance of counsel.

Westfall and Minick failed to investigate when applicant went to Tiffani’s mom’s, 

and they failed to research the presumption of innocence as it pertained to the 

extraneous shooting at sentencing, consequently, the extraneous was used to prove 

applicant deserved more time than he otherwise deserved.

In fact, Westfall and Minick failed to keep applicant informed of important 

developments, namely, impeaching evidence impeaching the extraneous witnesses, 

throughout the course of the prosecution so that they could perpetuate a hoax upon 

the court, i.e., so that applicant could complain on appeal through their (Westfall’s 

Minck’s) friend (Wynn) Gill failed to charge the jury, sua sponte , on applicant’s 

potential criminal responsibility for the extraneous, i.e., at least until an unexpect-

ed grievance was filed from an unexpected inmate (Tony Gregory) on Westfall,

when the captain (Westfall and/or Minick) of the ship  abandoned it and applicant,

their unsuspecting lamb, went down with the it, i.e., applicant got stuck with

a significantly increased or enhanced sentence than he otherwise would’ve  



would have gotten.

Alternatively, Westfall and Minick actively represented conflicted loyalties: (a) Defend 

applicant’s innocence against respondent’s accusations that he shot Rick, or (b) add another 

legal-precedent trophy to their mantel or hall of fame; e.g.: (1) Wynn and Gill did it in Moore; 

(2) Wynn and Hartmann did it in Bluitt; (3) Westfall did something similar in Burke; (4) 

Westfall and his wife, Mollee Westfall, did something similar in Nickerson; (5) Westfall & 

Kearney did something similar in Daugherty; (7) Wynn’s wife, Shelia Wynn, and Wilkinson 

did it in Ranger; (8) Wilkinson wrote about it in Grunsfeld, ten years later.



                              Applicant’s restraint is unlawful, and his sentence invalid, in that 

he was denied the due process of the law at sentencing in violation of the Fourteenth 

Amendment to the United States Constitution 

Respondent’s expert (Fazio) in this case gave testimony that exceeded the limits 

of science. This mislead the jury by implying that the expert could identify 

scratches on a metal shaving recovered from the extraneous, to the exclusion of 

any contamination (extraneous scratches) to the scratches on an exemplar fired 

from the rifle in applicant’s truck. Respondent “knew or should have known” the 

expert’s testimony was false at the time of trial.
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