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Rayan Dhanes Ganesh v. The State of Texas

Ganesh - No. Nos. 05-20-00861-CR & 05-20-00862-CR - Decided May 13, 2021

SUMMARY

The Fifth District Court of Appeals at Dallas denied the appellant’s pro se motions seeking
appointment of new counsel and a copy of the State’s brief. The court held that the appellant was not
entitled to hybrid representation and directed the clerk to send him a copy of the order and the State’s
brief.
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PROCEDURAL POSTURE On appeal from the 282nd Judicial District Court of Dallas County,

Texas, the represented appellant filed pro se motions seeking

appointment of new counsel and a copy of the State's brief.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether a represented criminal appellant is entitled to file pro se motions seeking appointment of new

counsel and other appellate relief.

2. Whether the appellant should receive a copy of the State's brief.



HOLDINGS
1. An appellant who is represented by counsel on appeal has no right to hybrid representation, including
the filing or consideration of pro se appellate motions or briefs.
KEY QUOTATIONS

“appellant has no right to hybrid representation on appeal”

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Rayan Dhanes Ganesh was an appellant in two criminal appeals and was represented by counsel. He filed two
pro se motions, one seeking appointment of new counsel and the other requesting a copy of the State's brief. The
appellate court denied both motions but directed the clerk to provide him with a copy of the State's brief.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Ganesh appealed from the 282nd Judicial District Court in two criminal cases. While represented by counsel on
appeal, he filed pro se motions seeking new counsel and a copy of the State's brief. The court denied the motions
and directed the clerk to send him the State's brief.
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