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SLSo tom OF AppEAU H^6£fcUXT_________
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)
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iHO-Htn-\<oQ\
(Phone Number)



QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

M>id tbcpefcthfler can pri 7na Mental State* of mbnre'A?
During the TAA/ESTI&ATIO/V PHASE 5 did d&fertdart-ffsgt. Bet1 Jones) Violate the petitioners sood 
Samaritan immunity by arrestfngjand cha^inythe petitioner With criminal Offenses s-6ot,snd
s-few?

3. During the^ Xnv'bstt&Atioa/ PHASE,,dfd deferdantfet. gen Jones) corner-#-'perjury to secure the, 
warrant, and arrest the petitioner for caning 9H by Stating he ‘’avers retrieved*?.
Control purchases From the residence? .

H.During +h& 3uDxtiAL Phase,didGotti iarnaritan XMMOJstrrY-^aKwss OPANWD 3+ +r>© Motions Hearing fcy 6-. teasute,
by snowing petitioner to be SubSegue*rtHy prosecuted?

5. During *n© xnv/estx&ATJoa/ PHASE, did defendant (ASA. Michele HdrtSerb violate the petitioners 
Bood Samaritan immunity by charging, and prosecuting Petition torthe Prohibit Offenses 
3-boi,and S'b\°l?

b. If the decedent (k.&.C) was found in possession of Narcotic^ in her bra, ports(toctef7 
and her Louis i/uttor) putrse-(own effects), touid the Stood samatitan b& charged for 
any drug possession Offenses, being looted Out the apartment by the oeadbottP 

7# Idas the legislature: intent bjj passing theQoodSamaritan L3W(cP-i •Z\0),Uasfor the 
911 caller to be protected from False IMPRISONMENT fbrin*6ood faith ^ seeding EMer&ehcY 
pp&iiSLON to try +o Save a Life ? Or fhe legislator XNTEAfr passing the &ocd Sam- 
arifan L3W was for the 9H mailer t-o st-iii be* subject- to arrest, charge,, and prosecution 
for in “Good faith" seeding EMERGENCY PROVISION to fry to save a Life ?

8. can the defendant's be a Hooted to maintain thegiMMuNirY^fi-ven when they chose*to 
violate the immunity of the <?n c^iieriPetMonert by arresting,charging*)^Seating 
prosecution ?

\ Idas the* deferdantsiA.s.A. Mich&lAHansen ,sgt-6-®n Jones, Xup&B Danielle DuJt/©r)|n 'DEFAULT' 
by refusing to answerto the petitioner's complaint within "bo'days''that u)as'QPb&Rei>" 
by (AG. District court JUD&e fi^uiaXinus on tojiijlB, and defadamsdidht answer inti/I 
after petitioners Motion FoP default Judgement on fZjZb/lB ?

10. bio the petitioner experience* cruel and WIUS3UI punishment when heCi/as held Without* 

Pord for Months as 5 Sood Samaritan , Petitioner had no FTA's^ not a-threat tot he* 
community,and met ai ifhe Mitigating Factors-For Bail release*?

!

(3.)
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JURISDICTION

[vf For cases from federal courts:

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

[vf No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
and a copy of theAppeals on the following date: ____________

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No.__ A

(date) on (date)

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

[ ] 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____
Application No.__ A

(date) on (date) in

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

m



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Consfhtrtfatis Pro visions
I # i1H^ fkwenSwmj- - FalS6 Imprison du& process

Z. IP' Aiwdmenf - cru&\ ani an usual punishment 

5# Amend^enf - U#3l5earsh antsdzurg ? appl icatfor* for search
—---------- ---------- warns r>+

5t34utorg Provisions

)• criminal Prt>6e^uv8* I-^IO 6ocd Sdwarrten Law

US)



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
0r> 4/n/i6 at 3roa^ Tloopm^the petitioner did can 911, and -for emergency provision 

in* Good faith" for his girlfriend,the deeederrf<K.6x.) was unr^ponsiv/e \lidfbot&9
2nd had placed 3 "Dead Bolt''on the,front door to prevent entry fbrthe P&tifiomr+o beabje 
+0 have any Knowledge of the t>rug uses, and brag possession of -the d&cedent(K.S-.c.).Sheriffs 
Srriv^and he broKE the vdindou) an sen* petitioner ih -the apartment first to open the front door 
for the OthersheRifF. Petitioner mnediatety discovered the overdose^ Sheriff's contacted N.T.F, 
and sgt Ben Jones arrived on the, scene. During theswesnx,ATC0N PHAS&", on H/iZjib sgUBen 

Jones chose to commit pu&svw"on the, application for search W4^Aat*bystating he"avers 
there w&ce^Z control purchases out of the residence- On t/it/ib St Z'.tOam^ juoseKenn­
eth long st his residence signed th&'WABJpAtfrj then Sgt, Ben sores crossed out th& *2 mi-' 
trx>\ purchases Statement ^tner exerted the 'hJARRAMrl The decedent (k*&.c.) teas found in 
possession of biarooMoS in her Bra, pants pocret, and her Louis vutton purs&(om effects)^ 

Paring ihe'iNV&TX&AiroN phase'' set. Ben Jones chose, to arrest petitioner as being the 

9il caller erood Samaritan^ and charge petitioner for the> Narcotic's that ms found in+hedeced- 

ont(K.&.c) purse9(cp |-240) EocdSdWdrHan taw states that the 91 I cellar cant be zrrwtedj 
dnarofi/yWc prosecuted for criminal offense^ s-bol,and 5-619# Dunngth&iwestreAT±&/v PHAsp" 

AS.A. Michele Hansen an sgt. Ben Jones chose to charge petitioner With thePfotirgrrOFFEN- 
$es 5-6©l, and s-6ig0 This decision by the defendants (A.5. A. Michele Hansen, 5yh &&n Jones) 
clearly violated the, petitioners Sood Samaritan immunity J the def&danfe are nof'xMMONEfbr 
these, actions during the"JNvbstxsmion PHASE. Ittitioner taas hetd withou f'$0Nb*for°l» months 
and o)as denied th& request to attend tngFwEmi.Qn 9/I6//6 petition Denttoa"MoiXotts HEAR-1 
IN& in front of Jub6€ &. LfA5vR£,and he"eRANr&?"the, Crood SamarHan'lHHVNXiY* for the Pet­
itioner from prosecution Tor criminal Offenses 5-6ol^and s-hlR.A.s.A. Michele Hansew Bf 
the 'Mofions Hearing" chose not to Dismiss the case, and postpone the casetor'TRsAcl On 
12/15/(6 the petitioners trial bate, jup&e banfede Dwyer defied petitioners request for'tos- 
MI55^ and allowed A.S.A. Michele Hansen to prosecute pet-rtf onerfor possession lOit intent 

to distribution Narcotics that u)as found in the decedent (k.&&) Louis vuttvrt purse* 
Petitioner was ssyurtfedof an charges. r 1

Wft



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The Reasons for Start'mg the petition is based an thcfaots^as officials In th# 

defendantsfsgh 0ew Tones, A.s. A. Michele, Hansen^Xoi^ Oaniei/ebwyer)posrftiorisdid Krwj 
that they conduct Violated clearly established preexisting caw, the cheated Uber-H/infect 

“u&iSLAuve XNTENf'in not being pnasscutsd,arrested nor charged ware, clearly esfeb- 
rished^arjd petitioner legal counsel (Mr. Bernard ia/. Seller es^p/aosd defertdbnf#ut^ 

Paniel DtogeY)<,anddefefdanf(4.5.A. Michele Hansen) on "NOTTceHbatfcp. l-aio'' pr^^ed 

defendants from this Illegal Prosecution. Respite this Knouledg^they disregarded the 
substantial h'sK to the petitioner health,and safety m violation of petitioner RighHs) to 

‘ Edi/aL prote&uion &f law , and violative of petrt'oneKsfPRocFPbi^ianSOBSWArnLVE' Dt/£ 

PROCESS RZ&HT5" under the IH7* AMEWPMeNTto+he UNITED STATES COUsrpVTZON. Vefefid- 

3nt5(A.5.A,Mioh©|e Hansen, iut>6£ Pan?eile&wyer) moved forward with Criminal prosecution^ 

they act of moving -forward initiating an acgx^irtanced in the 1/legal prosechon that petit­
ioner was acg^Hted ©nailcharges^is s?gnificantly harmful to demonstrate deliberate 
Indifference to a substantial Risk, of harm to petitioner. This deliberate attitude of iW- 

fer^nee is conscience snooting arbitrary, and capneious,defenc&ntC?) (A.5.A. Michele,3U- 

pef Danielle DWyer) Knew of the petitioners ''miAUNTTV''fvmthis Xiiegai prvsecutiortjdesp- 
ite there Knowledge they i ntenfionai ly disregarded it, and failed totans reasonable treasu­
res to abate the Ultimate harm that betall the petitioner,There blatant disregardfbr Petit­
ioners created Liberty interest^ egwai protection of LaU),and his Dua process Rights. Proced­
ural an Substantive are objectively sufficiently serious,and thedefendarrte)(A#5.A.Michele 
HanSen, Sgt# 0en Tones,Judge- Panieife- Dwyer) Knetd of petitioner rights, and subjectively dis­
regarded them as a direct result of defendants deliberate indifference* Petitioner Offered 
irreparable harm in the form of Severe emotional,antphysioal damage from being subjected to 

"cruel and unusual Punishmmt?Petitioner suffered the deprivation of his liberty for g* 
months*and Suffer^ unnecessary the 5eve,r emotional Distress inflict^ (Apon the Pet ­
ition, and his losses are'conscience Shocking" ss a direct result p* tioner has «h 

dergon extensive psychological, and Atipical Hardship in Violation of his clearly esfeb*- 
((Shed Rights under the IH™ AMtMDMHMT to the UNITED STATES CoNSTXTUTiOA/, and /*W- 
lAND ANN. 6.R |-a&. Petitioner WorKed for a couple years, was established in the commune 

fy,<*)ej| respected,and lfKed,;>usf tohave compiled tragedy overwhelm/ng hi5 hfe*These 

tragedies include the loss of his loved one,i>ob, home, car. Petitioner ^T5
Pam from continued rehatching of the event that lead to this Lrhgafion?^?ai the,jays 

an nfyhts Spent thin tcing of "what X did wrpng^ coupled with being placed ir> jai I for
"vailing I# This emotional imuryis intolerable and irreparable, I think of mg lossesdaily^ 

Which effects my activities,teg) Sleep general concentration to minimum tasKS. Petitioner is 

See KingM&ntai ffea ith "for my P.IS.D.y any Tc*ry or fact finder may find that Severe enctitf)-

Oo)



31 D*l5+r&55 Is causa-Kon m rH5e*f,a-nd+he panful werwrfas associated U)tth naliYtty 

these &jen+5 over an over. There Is no &er\mwe> issue Q-f tact in t>ispu+e with regards 

to +he petitioner^ Final Element, beJs entitled to ^udgembnt d£ a Mstt&r&fLMO, art this 

Honorable court should ©RANT this Portion For-writ 0f certiorari 9nur£i prctunc.

ReauesTKp relief

fetitioner Demands compensatory damages in the amount #25 qqo 000
Petitioner Demands Nomina I damages i n the amount of §25,000,000 *
Petitioner Demands FurWw damgges/xc $pe&tetdamg<%; 
smoKonei Wsfress m We amount of $50,000,000 or any amount
+Hts court Deetn necessary.

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

July 3o, iozoDate:

an


