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SUMMARY

The Texas Second Court of Appeals affirmed Mike Frederick Bwondara’s conviction for driving while
intoxicated. The court rejected challenges concerning recusal, the handling of pretrial motions, seizure
of vehicle keys, alleged fabricated evidence, field sobriety testing, consent to a blood draw, chain of
custody, discovery, motions in limine, and alleged structural error. The court held that the trial court
and regional presiding judge did not abuse their discretion and that the challenged evidence and

procedures did not warrant reversal.

CASE DETAILS

COURT Texas Court of Appeals, Second Appellate District at Fort Worth
WRITING FOR THE COURT Brian Walker; Bassel; Womack; Walker

JURISDICTION Texas Court of Appeals, Second Appellate District at Fort Worth
DECIDED December 23, 2025

DOCKET No. 02-25-00148-CR

DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Appeal from conviction for driving while intoxicated (DWI).
STANDARD OF REVIEW Abuse of discretion for recusal denial and evidentiary rulings; de novo

for constitutional claims.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE unpub]ished
PARTIES Mike Frederick Bwondara v. The State of Texas
TOPICS

fourth amendment  search and seizure  probable cause  warrant requirement  exclusionary rule

miranda rights ~ double jeopardy  right to counsel  ineffective assistance  plea bargaining

PRACTICE AREAS

criminal law  criminal procedure  evidence  constitutional law



QUESTIONS PRESENTED
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Whether the regional presiding judge abused discretion by denying a motion to recuse the trial judge.

. Whether the trial court abused discretion by deferring ruling on pretrial motions.

. Whether police violated Fourth Amendment rights by seizing defendant's car keys during a traffic stop.
. Whether the State violated due-process rights by using a fabricated police report.

. Whether police violated rights by administering a nonstandard field sobriety test.

. Whether the State violated rights by taking a blood specimen without consent.

. Whether the trial court abused discretion by admitting blood-test results due to chain-of-custody issues.
. Whether the State violated rights by failing to disclose and suppressing exculpatory evidence.

. Whether the trial court's evidentiary rulings constituted structural error.

Whether cumulative error warrants reversal of the conviction.

HOLDINGS
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The regional presiding judge did not abuse discretion by denying the recusal motion because it was not

verified, a procedural requirement under Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 18a.

. The trial court did not abuse discretion by deferring rulings on pretrial motions until trial because

pretrial hearings are not mandatory under Texas law.

. Officer's confiscation of defendant's car keys during an investigative detention for safety reasons did not

violate the Fourth Amendment or transform the stop into a custodial arrest.

. The State did not violate due-process rights because any false statement in the police report was not

material and did not affect the jury's judgment.

. The officer's instruction for defendant to touch his toes was for safe handcuffing, not a field sobriety test,

and even if it were, it would not necessarily violate constitutional rights.

. The State proved by clear and convincing evidence that defendant voluntarily consented to the blood

draw, based on oral consent and absence of coercion.

. The trial court did not abuse discretion by admitting blood-test results because a proper chain of custody

was established, and any gaps affected weight, not admissibility.

. Defendant was not entitled to physical copies of discovery materials under Texas law, and rulings on

motions in limine are not appealable.

. Evidentiary rulings are not structural errors because their harm can be quantitatively assessed; the trial

court's ruling did not constitute structural error.

Because all other issues were overruled, there was no error to cumulate.

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Defendant was stopped for failing to maintain a single lane. He admitted to drinking, failed field sobriety tests,

and was arrested for DWI. He consented to a blood draw, which showed a BAC of 0.174, well above the legal



limit.
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