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[ 1 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
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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:

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

[ ] reported at ; OF,

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

[ 1 is unpublished.

to

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

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[ 1 is unpublished.

[ 1 For 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,

[ ] is unpublished.

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

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[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ For cases from federal courts:

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

was Magch 10, 2030
P<| No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 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).



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED
CASES PAGE NUMBER
Famne Vo Riennan: S .S €25 84, 114 3.¢+.io0 (00

Helling s MciGnney, 504 ILS. 95,33, N3.S.c+ 2475 (R3),

Cauokng De Shoner V. Wiaehoan County Dept. of Qrinl Sevues,
489 U.A. 129 D20+ 164 S.CL. 99T 09%7).

Casten U, Caundy oF Log Bnaeles, €23 E3A 10601071, (9h
Cie, 2oil) - |

STATUTES AND RULES
Federal Bules of Ciutl Rocedure 5ada)

OTHER



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

X1Uth MMEBNENT TO THE UNITED STATES Lol TITuTIa)

VUL ANEAOMENT T TRE UNTTED STATES ConsTrrurnn

Famer Ue Breman . 51 S, 825, %44, 114 S. Ck 56 (19a4)
Heiling v. Mc Kinaey, 509 U.S. 257 33, 113 S. C+ 2495 (149R) (qusting

De Shiner V. Winebaso Coundy sﬁept o€ Sriol Sewices . 489 .S 189, 200,
104 S. 4. a4€ 0987,



SHUHA ) wat
—e T Qe-1g-g e Q
ucrswd PR D ASYDUNTL VY PRAYTIING T RIVTO VY I
sy cgv-i"%:j?\'\i- AT Fﬁ*‘-i})d@ I Fa\vuog JRPUM 0T T

Youwigaays W\Jﬂj oW o
2P |\ Viut AU Y AP T SV Y V’/\fa\j-ﬁ Wuu AYg OV
PP MOMQ BT WHIED AG T3 TUIVIO ATAY FIRIRA T MR

Hos, PwND TOrT oML - JoRt q"‘-\\*'j sven Fung awy 97 2wos
YUY PRIV ?‘LO“\’*’\‘ Ay Py ooy Bw oy SSMIME Py
Uiy s avy BN oM Pley PYU Uem Aoy Soviongy - ows
AoV Of IWAIL AUT O ™My ~%y SRV UTIG SVU 7Y AV Wiy

JA0V HONQ AW PISTITY SNV DAV PSS Prouy YL ST 3T W
POy VORI 10 WRVG, 39y Puw 2o AL SAPHS G A9 ! PUVY

sy “b-a\xg MU 1D PUY W P00 '\.A..'CJ\JJ W) WOy VY PJV‘I:\/
HAVRM X WISGE- O\ VO UHY| SHRIM @ FomBugy winy Viiton 2w

ANG PUW AL 1P PIVS AT (On)gg vy, eon Foogsy +SvO Ty
O} PP WM UPOT U@ AuwD T Ay ABTM ROy oy Buey

TV T - WD VORI ML PRINNTD o9 o W VPROI0y PUY S|
PRREU SHANGIY BUL hi-h QL U@ LUBUL Mk o PReiuD Buey

IVOM MOXILQ {AYUM s*\w_\il___-‘\‘a”a\)—\g UL VT Swon S\ UM \)“O—\%S
SFEYN0ap 2 3T PUT PRIIDA PUY A0US MO SPYIRQ. e

VO Wy Pnom Fout 4L SP904, U \\TD S,VOXIC ISYT ML SIRVWUL

BUTHNG 10T SO0 GIT UL - W YBY 2us 0wou B0 SR PANGD
VDX P OS IV U AN 09 JIPIV Fuoro gy W ~9y POASY L PUV
wsHFw Rg pesroura 49 T puv JTDGIT PUY Pk T PUV PW uo
BV PRINY VOXIQ VALY PARD SYOY ST MO BI-GLAL VY Ve
Y JT WYL Uy B WLl w piem s o A% M JTotyge
UL PUY AT FRume) Smvispess dup UL svon T OR10E VL Yg

ASVYI 3HL 40 LNIW3ALVYLS



QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

FEDERAL QUESTION 1013 05d Plaintild, Tom FRANXS howe o XTIk AMEDMEIT

70 TREUNETED. STATS (NSTI TUTTon) EXPECTATION OF BEINE fatected by the Slanishug
County Snerifls ()e‘)&(’(-mémL while {n 4heir custdy a3 a pcetvial detainee T

FEOERAL QUETTIN N0, 2.5 Did the Stanfshus Canty Sheri 0 Oeq)etr+men¥ maKe an
tntentionol decision with 1€ b the Condition Undes wihich they unlanfully

Called P lainti 6 Tom FRANKS with o knoln enemy Cousing Plainkid Tom
FRARKS T & ufler plivaical induies by that enemy under Caloe ob outhoridy?

FEOERAL QUESTION 0.3 Did 4he District Cauet) dnd the “‘“‘YZ Crrguit
Couvt oF Appeals haue o dut 1o @m&\ the Goniclous Couv;*v g ev’.\égf
Department To prouide reasonable sakty {he their 1;‘C)w'sorws as Uell e
P\aih"{{(\&.{\'Tm SRAWNKS Y, under the LINI TED STATE CoWSTITUTTA] |

FEO FeAl QUESTIG A0, 4 ¢ Did +he Stanislous Cunty Sher i Depavtwent,

e Fedeval Distrct Cawk, and the Niath Cicea b Couvt o€ iy & oburd
e N AT AN AN I P A (i P
Amendmentt 4o the UNITED STATES CONSTTTIoN
FEDERAL QUESTIIN Q.58 ARE The citizen's of the L1 NLTEQ STATES ¢ntidle)
4o the Pm’cech‘é.f\ﬂ o€ tihe VWWITED STATES CoNLTITUTION §




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

fo 4he O%trict Court G ra veteia) conelstont With the apinian g
- Couvt because the Distict (urt and 4he Winth ecuch (ot 09@1@ |
had a duty do Bllou the UNITED STATES CONSTITUT Tow n Prefecting ?ﬁ |
Plaintith, Tam FRWKY, and 'n protecting dhe di¥izea's of theSe UNTTED

STATES, om the Unlotoful actions of fai?@e D9 CieS Under (olar of
oubhac b and they @led 8 Ao 80 T hik mater. The Dicteicd Coardr and

the Nt Corendt Qourk of Apoeal aloused s /hets discretfon in denving
Plaindillc Pule 59 mation Wik is unassarlable anty Wheee the Uerdict
s Aok aadinst the weight of the ewidnces unlilKe e There Las N0
eVidencs to Suppart the Jordick, Qs Castvo V. Cannty o€ Los tnodes
€22 F 20 10065 VN (th Civ. 2016 ) (an lonc) (Sebhing Gcth elementS

of o P(elfvm\ dedainees Foarteerth Bim-endmant @ilare - Dotect clin).

The SUPREME COURT Shauld Qrant s pefian and vemand this maftey back
\



Due 4o Al dhe ev i dence. T- nave. shown Trn
A%\/\\r\,g -Q)(\ -\—\r\e_, Cau(*\‘ Ao ’_gPAr\\-— me_ A MerJ
oA AN Appdan\- Me rew) counsel.

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

ToM FRANK LS, Fooelbnt/Plainie
Date: D -\ ~A0D




