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The trial court, as opposed to the jury, was to assess punishment.
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Leonard Gonzales, a/k/a Manuel Gonzalez (appellant) appeals his conviction for

burglary of a habitation with intent to commit sexual assault.  His two issues concern

comments made by the prosecutor during voir dire.  The comments involved the

punishment to which the appellant could be subjected and the existence of “special

circumstances” warranting an automatic life sentence.1  We affirm the judgment.
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The record discloses that appellant voiced no objection to the trial court about the

comments at issue.  Uttering a timely objection was required to preserve his complaint.

See Turner v. State, 805 S.W.2d 423, 431 (Tex. Crim. App. 1991) (requiring a

contemporaneous objection to conduct occurring at voir dire to preserve the complaint for

review); Ross v. State, 154 S.W.3d 804, 807 (Tex. App.–Houston [14th Dist.] 2004, pet.

ref’d) (holding the same).  Having failed to object, the complaints were waived.    

Overruling appellant’s two issues, we affirm the judgment of the trial court.
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