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SUMMARY

This document is Quentin Washington’s petition for discretionary review to the Texas Court of
Criminal Appeals challenging the affirmance of his convictions for five counts of aggravated sexual
assault. It contests the admission of cell-phone extraction reports and chlamydia urinalysis results,
arguing that the State failed to establish evidentiary reliability, proper chain of custody, and sufficient
authentication. The document also includes the Second Court of Appeals memorandum opinion

affirming the trial court’s judgment.
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DISPOSITION affirmed

PROCEDURAL POSTURE Direct appeal from convictions for five counts of aggravated sexual

assault. The appellant challenged the admission of cell-phone

extraction printouts and chlamydia-test results.

STANDARD OF REVIEW The admission of evidence over a defendant's objection is reviewed for
abuse of discretion. A ruling is an abuse of discretion when it is so

clearly wrong as to lie outside the zone of reasonable disagreement.

PRECEDENTIAL VALUE Unpublished memorandum opinion; not designated for publication
under Tex. R. App. P. 47.2(b).
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by admitting printouts from UFED Cellebrite extractions of
cell phones without additional proof concerning the device's scientific reliability, maintenance,
operation, or the operators' qualifications.

2. Whether the trial court abused its discretion by admitting chlamydia-test results when the State did not

establish every intermediate link in the urine sample's chain of custody.

HOLDINGS

1. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by admitting the cell-phone extraction reports because the
officers' testimony, together with the mother's and Rita's testimony, empirically showed that the

extractions accurately copied and displayed text-message exchanges from their phones.

2. The trial court did not abuse its discretion by admitting the chlamydia-test results because the evidence
established the beginning and end of the urine sample's chain of custody and contained no affirmative

evidence of tampering or alteration.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Applying the controlling principle of reliability to the particular circumstances of this case, we cannot hold
that the trial court abused its discretion by admitting the cell-phone extraction reports because the
combination of the officers' testimony with Mother's and Rita's uncontroverted testimony empirically showed
that the extractions accurately copied and displayed text-message exchanges from Mother's and Rita's
phones.” (at 10)

“Because we conclude that the evidence sufficiently establishes the beginning and end of the chain of custody
of appellant's urine sample and that there is no affirmative evidence of tampering or alteration, we hold that

the trial court did not abuse its discretion by admitting results of the urinalysis.” (at 14-15)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

Washington was convicted of sexually assaulting thirteen-year-old Rita, who lived with Washington and her
mother. The State introduced text-message exchanges between Washington and Rita and between Washington
and Rita's mother; the messages were obtained through UFED Cellebrite cell-phone extractions and corroborated
by the witnesses. The State also introduced laboratory results showing that a urine sample attributed to
Washington tested positive for chlamydia, supported by testimony from the collecting detective, a medical

assistant, and a LabCorp employee.

PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A jury convicted Washington on five counts of aggravated sexual assault, and the trial court assessed concurrent
forty-year sentences. The Second District Court of Appeals reviewed the trial court's evidentiary rulings for

abuse of discretion and affirmed the judgment after overruling both points of error.



DISPOSITION

affirmed
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