ORIGINAL
18-898%

FILED
FEB 22 201

OF -
SUE{:?E%«F{- 7

E 2ounT

HE CLERK
s

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

MICHAEL « W. KARIUKI — PETITIONER

(Your Name)

VS.

[coRES OF-APPEALS OF THE STATE OFWARESPONDENT(S)
?_"I (et aln) -
ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

COURTS OF APPEALS OF THE STATE of WASHINGTON

(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

MICHAEL w. KARIVALI
(Your Name)

1301 N. EPhRatn PO BOX F69
(Address)

CONNELL ; WASHINGTON | 49326
(City, State, Zip Code)

509- 543 - 5800
(Phone Number)




QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

ls the defendunt , Michael Kariumi, entitled to
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

[ ] For

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,

1" has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[~T is unpublished.

The opinion of the court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; or,

[] been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[T is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

[\ﬂ/N o petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix .

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. ___A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
* ON May |, 2015, the defendant, Michael Kariywi and hig Step-
Yater , Called Federat Way Police and they Wwere dispaiched to
Michael Hariuki 'S apartument fegarding an allegation that an
05520\t had occored.  Mr. Karluki aueged he had  been assavited
by his priend ) Nikki- He Forther directed the Ppolice to Where
Nk Vived.

The Ofricers Went to the location and afrter  questionvn
A \oung woman  She identified herseir as “ Nikki ?  \While taiking

to her friend named , Tabitha, Nikki Ranvdomly  tormed and raw
bock inNgide her home. Her Relatives; Brittcole ;| who ¢ her Sidter,
@i Game  from  the ApartMent and began CONVRI'SiNG  WIith OFfFiteRS.

A fenw MINUtes (Nto  the Gonversation; Tabitha returnved  to
Nikk 'S home . She quickiy ran out  the hogse JPoNtm'NOUS\\/ and
Stated that Nikki had  KniveS awnd  WAS  Contemplating  Syceide
Out of te blue. Nikki wWes  Quickly  regtrainved by OFFicers. Up
Untl g Pont aeter She war  placed N hand copps did  He
focuS  of the INwestigation | fAlleged agsauit oN Michael, Change to
Nikki  allegedlly being Adsavrted - —”\Q OFFICeRs  arressted NMichael.
ﬂ\@ ,'N\le&tn'gat\'ow Also Rwaled Nikki WaAS |3 VeARS op age  awd

Mg, ForOki WAS 20 YemRs Of age.

Doring  Trial | Nikki | jdentis '
| laentified As,S-MOR( did nob She
- ‘ 5 w W
NOR tedti fy. HF’GQF' her Armeet She Spome to A Social WorKkea. "rﬁowe
Words She Osed With e Socal WoR wer wer  Used ded“pf'te HeaRJm{

RoRS: Ower M Karpk's Obyection; the Socal Worwer Claimed the

Heprsay Stu’cfemewt WAS part of the “ expminai on PRocess ? anvd part
of Medical  diagnosis  ang TReAtme Nt

MR. KARIUKE  Way  charged  With two Counts of 20 degree
FoR OF A chijd ; ove COUNt op 28° degre  Child molectation, onve COONE
OF 2% Dear® wassavlt by StrangulatioN; one Coont of Commonicati NG



With 2 MiNorR  For immoral  PURP(SeS ,4awd Onve  Coonk of  Jexval
QxploltatioN of @ MINOR - Following 2 Jory TRinl; MR. KARIOK
WAS  Convicted OF onR Count  op nb deg Ree, Rape Of A chid
For the Vidy clip oN his Ceilphore | and  oNe  cognt of

Q% Degree  Bssavlt by  Stranguiation.

The Qoorts of Appeals  mRyected  MR. Kahok's argument that
Here  WAC  INGUFFICIENT euidence that he  wirangled sopm.@ .

Occision at 4-5- T Supreve Covrt  Resected B el



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

A, Tere WS INGUERClent @UIdeN® MR KORIVKI WAS GUIEf OF SeCOND  Degree
gssaut by strangufation:

The dtaR 1§ mrequited  to Prow  each -element ofF the chine
ChaRged  beyond @ RAvoNabR  dOUE: (.5 . Const . Tmend XN Apprend’ v. ey
JEASRY | 530 V.S Uk 4Rl (120 S.Ct.2348 WF L Ed.2d 435 (2000)

Strangulation 10 degived Dy RCW dA. 04 .00 (26) as-

i (/ompnessl"r\g o ?-ggsonwr neck | there by ~Obsbmc4:|‘a‘\) the,
reroi’s bood flow OR Phility lo bReade o doing So with th
\vkent Ao obstroct  khe PRrsoNS  blood Flow or abiiity to

- brefATH:
* Contra Ry o the CGovrt of Appeals Condusiovt the two medical
?TO{Q&NYOW\S Wm QXQMI‘NQd S M- AR j EW\QPG;QN@’ ROOM Do (‘,'tor' aNd

ER Nerse did not stoR tamt the bRuise on S MRS weck
WRS £ resoirt of  StRANGLI BLION

2, S.M.R'Y hearany  Statements to He Hoopital Social Werker
wore W adMmissible of O StitkMent of Medical diagwosis or

teptment  under ER

The Covrt of Appeals, Trial Coort; and Svpreme  CoURY
SORly  teied  oN the ”YeJﬁ'moN\/ of 2 witnesses that are close
o SM.R who tes¥mony  was Shot and Not GReditabley what
So @WeR. Theae 18 No <uidence S.M.R lived With MR. KaridKi
oR had an ONGOING domeSHC  MRigtionship  with him. There is
NO -RUidence  that  DR- Himelic WRied sy the Stae meNt For
Puposes OF Medical tratment or dignosis. The doctor; ER wore,

ok ER social worrer aduied SiM<Raboyt  COUNSRIING  ServyceS.
NV



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

WICHALL. W KFARIUK!

Date: O;l }Q.Z/ZO\q




