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1. EXECUTIVE CASE STATUS

( )

The legally defensible public-record position as of the publication cutoff (URRENT PROFESSIONAL ASSESSMEN[T

Karmelo Sincere Anthony was convicted of murder on June 9, 2026, for the April 2, 2025
fatal stabbing of 17-year-old Austin Metcalf at a Frisco ISD track meet. A Collin County CONVICTION STATUS:
jury rejected self-defense, rejected sudden passion at punishment, and assessed 35 years
imprisonment. Anthony filed notice of appeal the next day. Judge John Roach Jr. was later
recused. Judge Michael Chitty presided over the new-trial hearing and denied relief. A
successful appeal could lead to retrial, but not acquittal by itself.

INTACT

APPEAL PATH:
ACTIVE | POSSIBLE

Conviction and 35-year sentence remain intact.
Direct appeal remains active / possible.

Judge Roach was recused; Judge Chitty denied post-trial relief.

State disclosed a 75-page Anthony dossier; defense disclosed more than 20 pages of Current classification: conviction active,

adverse Metcalf background material. new-trial relief denied, direct appeal
pending, retrial evidence risk substantial.

The key distinction is verdict sufficiency versus legal-process error.

2. MANDATE, METHODOLOGY, AND EVIDENTIARY STANDARDS

This publication applies the same methodology used in the Nolan Wells report: objective chronology first, source hierarchy second, competing
hypotheses third, and formal findings only after separating established facts, allegations, legal positions, and analytical inference. Authentication
comes before interpretation; relevance is not the same as admissibility.

BOTTOM LINE

Appellate courts can order a new trial because of legal error even when evidence of guilt is substantial.

SOURCE CONTROL.: 81, S2, S3, S84, S6, S7, S13, S15
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3. RECONSTRUCTED CHRONOLOGY

Objective anchors should control over later narrative reconstruction

E APRIL 2, 2025
Fatal stabbing at Frisco ISD track meet

JUNE 9, 2026

Jury convicts Anthony of murder

E JUNE 10, 2026 AUGUST 19, 2026
Notice of appeal filed Judge Roach recused
AUGUST 20-21, 2026 AUGUST 22, 2026
Two-day new-trial hearing exposes excluded background Motion denied
evidence

@ The core chronology is stable, even as the evidentiary picture grows more complex.

SOURCE CONTROL.: S2, S4, S6
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@ 4. CRIME-SCENE AND ENCOUNTER DYNAMICS

Rain drove students toward team tents. Anthony was under a tent associated with Memorial High School though he attended a different school.
Witnesses said Metcalf and others repeatedly told him to leave. The exchange escalated. Anthony was reported to have reached into a bag and

said, 'Touch me and see what happens.' Witnesses then described Metcalf pushing Anthony, followed by Anthony drawing a knife and stabbing
Metcalf in the chest.

Two teenagers attended different schools and were not publicly shown to know each other beforehand.

Conflict began as a presence / territorial dispute.
Weapon availability transformed a nonlethal conflict into a lethal-force event.

Single penetrating chest wound is behaviorally important but not dispositive of intent by itself.

5. TRIAL EVIDENCE AND THE JURY'S DECISION

Prosecutors presented eyewitness testimony, video, police testimony, and medical evidence. The defense argued self-defense and sought lesser
alternatives. Anthony did not testify. The jury convicted him of murder and later assessed 35 years.

= B

EYEWITNESS VIDEO POLICE MEDICAL
TESTIMONY EVIDENCE TESTIMONY EVIDENCE

SOURCE CONTROL.: S2, S4, S6, S9
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@ 6. ANTHONY'S STATEMENTS AND IMMEDIATE POST-EVENT BEHAVIOR

Contemporaneous statements often carry greater weight than later curated explanations

Body-camera and police evidence placed Anthony in the role of admitted actor while also preserving the core of his self-defense
explanation: he maintained that Metcalf put hands on him after being warned. The public record supports distinguishing a
contemporaneous subjective belief from the separate legal question whether deadly force was objectively reasonable.

7. TEXAS SELF-DEFENSE AND DEADLY-FORCE LAW

The legal question is immediate necessity, not merely whether physical contact occurred

Texas Penal Code §9.31 permits force when and to the degree an actor reasonably believes it is immediately necessary to
protect against unlawful force. §9.32 requires a higher threshold for deadly force: a reasonable belief that deadly force is
E immediately necessary to protect against unlawful deadly force or prevent specified violent felonies.

® Verbal provocation alone does not justify force.
® Provocation by the actor can restrict the justification.
Stand-your-ground does not eliminate the immediate-necessity requirement.

® The jury decides whether a push reasonably created a need for deadly force.

SOURCE CONTROL.: S2, S8
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8. PROVOCATION JURY INSTRUCTION
Potential appellate leverage depends on the Trial One record
The defense objected to the provocation limitation in the jury charge. Prosecutors argued Anthony had provoked the shove; the defense
argued the instruction improperly weakened self-defense. Appellate law requires more than ordinary rudeness or confrontation; evidence
must support intent to provoke an attack as pretext for harm.
-
-
9. LESSER OFFENSES AND SUDDEN PASSION
ry could consider manslaughter but convicted Anthony of murder. The detense also requested criminally negligent homicide; the
court declined to submit it. At punishment, the defense raised sudden passion. The jury rejected it and assessed 35 years.
( A
ANALYTICAL NOTE
Sudden passion can mitigate punishment classification after a murder conviction; it does not convert a murder verdict into an
acquittal.
. J
.
SOURCE CONTROL: S2, S8, S9, S15
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10. EVIDENCE THE JURY DID NOT HEAR: ANTHONY DOSSIER

During the August new-trial hearing, prosecutors publicly described a 75-page Anthony character dossier derived from school records, police reports,
and cell-phone extractions. The original jury did not hear this material because of the parties' private evidentiary arrangement.

Renewed focus

Denied motion Newly public Weapons photos PN
for new trial violent texts and school-related ']]:. on appellate and
threat material retrial
-

11. THE NEW TEXT MESSAGES: WHAT THEY DO - AND DO NOT - PROVE

The most important newly public material is the evidence closest in time to April 2, 2025. Prosecutors publicly described communications involving violent
ideation, repeated threats, weapons references, and statements reflecting loss of control when angry. The currently public record does not establish a text
naming Austin Metcalf as a preselected target, a direct plan to kill him, or a prior relationship between the two teenagers.

WHAT THE MESSAGES MAY SUPPORT WHAT THEY DO NOT
AUTOMATICALLY PROVE

State-of-mind evidence . o .
Target-specific premeditation toward Austin Metcalf

ROl IS A direct pre-offense murder plan

Violence-risk formulation . . -
That every prior statement is admissible

Grievance / arousal context q o
That character evidence can replace event-specific proof

Potential rebuttal of purely accidental escalation narratives That remote misconduct alone decides the homicide issue

PROFESSIONAL TERMINOLOGY More accurate formulation: pre-offense violent ideation / weapon salience / potential state-of-mind evidence

SOURCE CONTROL.: S2, S3, S13
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12. ACUTE PRE-OFFENSE STATE AND RELATIONSHIP CONFLICT

Temporal proximity may matter more than remote misconduct

Prosecutors said Anthony's girlfriend reported to a school staff member on the morning of the homicide that he was engaging in
stalking-type behavior, driving by her residence, and refusing to accept the end of the relationship. In violence-risk formulation, acute
destabilizers such as relationship rejection, grievance, anger, sleep disruption, perceived humiliation, and weapon access can be more
immediately informative than remote disciplinary history.

13. WEAPONS, KNIVES, AND GUNS MATERIAL

hearing descriptions included weapons-related communications, photos involving guns and knives, and reported episodes in which
a gun and knife fell from Anthony's school bag. The analytical importance lies in weapon salience, access, normalized carrying behavior,
and admissibility disputes - not in sensationalism.

PROFESSIONAL TAKEAWAY

The strongest newly public Anthony evidence is the material closest in time to the homicide. Temporal proximity, grievance, and weapon
salience are the most criminologically significant themes.

SOURCE CONTROL.: S3, S13
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14. SCHOOL-RELATED THREAT CONTENT

earing also described a 2023 school-shooting message. In the same exchange, Anthony later indicated he would not actually do it.
Professionally, this is better classified as violent ideation or threat language unless the complete authenticated thread shows actionable
preparation.

15. THREATS TO GIRLFRIEND / COERCIVE-CONTROL THEMES

ublic record now includes relationship-conflict material and threats toward Anthony's girlfriend. If authenticated, the evidence
may inform anger dysregulation, coercive-control dynamics, grievance formation, and risk escalation.

ANALYTICAL CAUTION

Threat language can be probative without proving action. Authentication, full-message context, temporal proximity, and evidence of
preparation remain essential.

SOURCE CONTROL.: S3, S13
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16. METCALF BACKGROUND MATERIAL AND VICTIMOLOGY

Victimology may complicate narrative without resolving legal justification

The defense disclosed more than 20 pages of adverse Austin Metcalf background material. Professionally, this complicates victimology and
potentially informs first-aggressor or limited character issues if a court permits it. It does not, by itself, establish that Anthony knew the
material, justify the stabbing, or prove racial motive.

e N N
WHAT IT MAY AFFECT WHAT IT DOES NOT PROVE

® Victimology context ® Anthony's subjective knowledge at the moment

® Potential first-aggressor disputes ® Automatic legal justification

® Narrative complexity ® Proof that race caused the killing

- J J

. J
4 )

17. RACE NARRATIVE: WHAT THE PUBLIC RECORD DOES - AND DOES NOT - SHOW

commentary has repeatedly framed the case through race. The current public record does not establish that racial animus caused the
fatal encounter. The confrontation appears to have begun as an on-site dispute under a team tent, not a prearranged racially motivated
attack.

VICTIMOLOGY RULE

Background conduct can complicate context, but evidence unknown to Anthony cannot by itself explain his subjective fear at the moment of
the encounter.

SOURCE CONTROL.: S2, S3, S13
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18. OFF-RECORD EVIDENTIARY AGREEMENT
arties” private evidentiary arrangement appears to have kept extensive adverse background evidence from Trial One. That agreement
was unusual and strategically significant. Its legal and constitutional consequences remain record-dependent.
&
-
@ 19. TESTIMONY-WAIVER ISSUE
defense later suggested Anthony's right to testify was affected. A contemporaneous transcript reportedly captures Anthony personally
declining to testify, which materially complicates the post-trial claim.
.
(
20. PUBLIC-TRIAL / COURTROOM-ACCESS ISSUE
efense has also raised a public-trial or courtroom-access complaint. That claim can be substantial only if the record establishes
constitutionally meaningful closure or restriction and the issue was properly preserved. Capacity or security management alone is not
automatically unconstitutional closure.
&
SOURCE CONTROL: S2, S3, 84, S5, S6, S7, S13
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21. BATSON / JURY-SELECTION ISSUE

tson claim remains record-dependent. Jury demographics alone do not prove unconstitutional race-based strikes; the analysis turns on
objections, reasons offered, comparative juror analysis, and the trial court record.

22. APPEAL PATH AND STANDARDS OF REVIEW

© @ o

Conviction Notice of Motion for Fifth Court Possible Outcomes:
Appeal New Trial of Appeals Affirm | Reverse
Denied and Remand |
Limited Relief

A successful appeal can result from legal error even when guilt evidence was substantial.

SOURCE CONTROL: S10, S12, S14, S15
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23. HOW COMMON ARE REVERSALS?
statewide aggregate data show that criminal reversals are uncommon. FY2024 reported approximately 4 percent of criminal
dispositions as reversed. Aggregate data do not predict the merits of Anthony's specific preserved issues.
.
(
24. RETRIAL SENTENCING EXPOSURE
ary Texas murder carries 5 to 99 years or life. If Anthony ever obtains a new trial and is again convicted, a new jury could lawfully assess
a sentence greater than 35 years, including life, subject to due-process protections against vindictive sentencing.
&

25. COMPETING INVESTIGATIVE AND LEGAL HYPOTHESES

Test each theory against evidence that supports and contradicts it

SELF-DEFENSE THEORY

Support: immediate justification claim; shove occurred. Limit: objective
reasonableness and deadly-force necessity disputed.

MURDER / INTENT THEORY

Support: jury verdict; warning statement; knife use; new violent-ideation
material. Limit: no public target-specific plan toward Metcalf.

@ APPELLATE-ERROR THEORY

-
Support: provocation, public-trial, testimony, Batson, unusual evidentiary
agreement. Limit: record-dependent and preservation-sensitive.

RETRIAL-RISK THEORY

Support: broader evidence may come in for both sides. Consequence: Trial
Two could be more inflammatory and evidence-heavy.

SOURCE CONTROL.: S10, S12, S14, S15
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26. FORMAL PROFESSIONAL FINDINGS

Conviction and 35-year sentence remain active.

Motion for new trial denied; direct appeal continues.

Judge Roach recusal was a real defense procedural victory but did not vacate conviction.

Identity was not the main trial dispute; justification and intent were.

The original jury rejected self-defense and sudden-passion mitigation.

Newly public Anthony material materially changes the behavioral risk picture.

The strongest new Anthony evidence is the material closest in time to the homicide.

The public record does not establish a target-specific plan to murder Austin Metcalf.

The phrase "premeditation texts" should be used cautiously; better formulation is violent ideation / weapon salience / potential intent-state
evidence.

A successful appeal or new trial would not equal acquittal and could increase sentencing exposure.

=
(=]

The new texts do not create a separate premeditated-murder enhancement and do not independently convert the case into capital murder.

Y
Y

A new jury could lawfully impose a sentence greater than 35 years, including life, after another murder conviction, subject to due-process
protections.

=
N

The most defensible current classification is: conviction active, new-trial relief denied, direct appeal pending, retrial evidence risk substantial.

13

FORMAL FINDINGS STATED TO A REASONABLE DEGREE OF PUBLIC-SOURCE CRIMINOLOGICAL ANALYSIS
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27. FINAL OPINION

The Karmelo Anthony case is now materially different from the case the first jury saw. Trial One was
deliberately narrowed to the confrontation under the tent. The August hearing exposed substantial behavioral
histories on both sides. For Anthony, the newly public material suggests a reported pattern of aggression,
weapons salience, threats, and anger dysregulation; the evidence closest in time to the homicide is the most
criminologically important. But the current public record still does not establish that Anthony selected Austin
Metcalf in advance or arrived with a documented plan to murder him. For Metcalf, the newly disclosed material
complicates victimology but does not establish racial motive or justify the killing. The most serious appellate
questions remain procedural and legal. If Anthony wins a complete new trial, the evidentiary containment
agreement may be gone and both sides may face a far broader record. Ordinary Texas murder already carries 5
to 99 years or life. If retried and convicted again, a life sentence is legally possible. The legal victory and the
sentencing risk can exist at the same time.

FINAL CASE CLASSIFICATION

CONVICTION ACTIVE - MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL DENIED - DIRECT APPEAL PENDING - NEWLY PUBLIC CHARACTERI/DIGITAL
EVIDENCE SIGNIFICANT - TARGET-SPECIFIC PREMEDITATION NOT ESTABLISHED - LIFE SENTENCE LEGALLY POSSIBLE
AFTER A RETRIAL MURDER CONVICTION

END OF ANALYTICAL REPORT - APPENDICES FOLLOW
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APPENDIX A. UNRESOLVED EVIDENTIARY AND APPELLATE QUESTIONS

Questions that should control future reporting and appellate analysis

® What is the complete authenticated thread surrounding the 1 a.m. April 2 message?

® Was any knife image linked to the same communication and to the homicide weapon?

® What was Anthony's complete phone activity between the girlfriend complaint and the track meet?

® s there any authenticated communication showing an intention to fight at the track meet or to target a particular person?

® What precise evidence supported the intent-to-provoke component of the provocation instruction?

®  Which proceedings, if any, were truly closed to the public?

® What objections preserved the public-trial and jury-selection issues?

®  Which specific Anthony bad acts can the State connect to a legitimate guilt-stage purpose other than character conformity?
® Which Metcalf acts can the defense lawfully offer to address first-aggressor or victim-character issues?

o Will the appellate briefing emphasize provocation, public trial, testimony waiver, Batson, lesser-included offenses, or cumulative error?
e If aretrial occurs, will Anthony elect jury punishment again?

® How much of the punishment dossier can the State prove beyond a reasonable doubt under Article 37.07?

APPENDIX A
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APPENDIX B. TECHNICAL AND LEGAL GLOSSARY

Provocation Words or acts that may bear on whether an actor intentionally elicited another person's unlawful force as a pretext for harm.
Batson Constitutional rule prohibiting race-based peremptory strikes.

Rule 403 Excludes relevant evidence if its probative value is substantially outweighed by unfair prejudice or confusion.

Rule 404 Restricts character or other-act evidence to show action in conformity, while allowing specified non-propensity purposes.
Sudden Passion Texas punishment-stage mitigation for murder when statutory adequate-cause requirements are proved.

Vindictive Sentencing Unconstitutional punishment imposed because a defendant exercised a right to appeal or obtain a new trial.

APPENDIX C. SOURCE REGISTER AND DOCUMENT CONTROL

S1 Collin County case information

S2 CBS Texas live trial updates

S3 CBS Texas new background / retrial hearing details
sS4 Associated Press on judge recusal

S5 CBS Texas on transcript / testimony issue

S6 Associated Press on denial of new trial

S7 CBS Texas on new-trial decision

S8 Texas Penal Code Chapter 9

S9 Texas Penal Code Chapter 19

S10 Texas Code of Criminal Procedure Article 37.07
S11 Texas Courts rules and forms

S12 Texas Courts FY2024 appellate statistics

S13 Texas Rules of Evidence

S14 Texas authority on resentencing / retrial exposure
S15 CBS Texas on Anthony appeal issues

SOURCE REGISTER - RJS-KA-082926
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APPENDIX D. YOUTUBE PUBLICATION ABSTRACT

This independent public-source criminological assessment examines State of Texas v. Karmelo Sincere Anthony through the denial of Anthony's
motion for a new trial on August 22, 2026. It distinguishes the evidence heard by Trial One from the substantial character and digital material
disclosed after conviction; evaluates self-defense, provocation, the off-record evidentiary agreement, the right to testify, courtroom-access claims,
jury selection, and Texas appellate statistics; and explains why a successful appeal could lead to a second trial with materially greater evidentiary
and sentencing exposure. Current analytical classification: CONVICTION ACTIVE / MOTION FOR NEW TRIAL DENIED / DIRECT APPEAL
PENDING. Target-specific premeditation is not established on the public record, but newly public violent-ideation and weapon-related evidence
could become significant if admitted at retrial. Ordinary Texas murder carries 5 to 99 years or life.

APPENDIX E. CERTIFICATION, LIMITATIONS, AND PUBLICATION CONTROL

I certify that this Version 1.0 publication is structured as an independent public-source criminological and behavioral-evidence assessment. It does not
represent access to sealed files, privileged attorney work product, complete unredacted juvenile records, complete raw phone extractions, or evidence
not available in the public record. Where public sources conflict, this report gives greater weight to official records, court transcripts, statutes, court
orders and corroborated professional reporting. Where a newly disclosed allegation has not been independently authenticated, it remains attributed to
the prosecution, defense, court documents or the source that reported it. No behavioral observation is used as a stand-alone guilt or deception finding.
This report is not legal advice. Appellate outcomes, evidentiary rulings and sentencing decisions remain within the authority of the courts and, where
applicable, a future jury.

s N
RJ SMITH
Criminologist, Author, Producer
STORYTELLER ENTERTAINMENT, INC. TRUTH. COMMON SENSE. LOGIC.
THE CRAZY CRIMINOLOGIST
N J
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