
3-77
Non:

FILED
JUN | J 2024

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

In Re» Eooac — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

vs.

— RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF

Hvi 9jdi >t-V| S >p(fong fnjf-F
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULEDiON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF

TWyAnl/ XlPJTYk TSrriaaU
(YourJ^kme)<0

1kD VrtftR nf.'yp
(Address)

(City, State, Zip Code) /

(Phone Number)



QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

Is c\ Wif\ire ~Rcof +Ke c\
'ocTious bodily injury as defined m
c?0i>fh DaKofa (2drft ed Low

2-TrL-7_(^)?

Does 12 0o£)°C' ^>l2>6b Qex^O 

Ujba-V i<b A Sef\<*£> of simple folily



LIST OF PARTIES

\S/f All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of 
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this 
petition is as follows:

RELATED CASES

4:2A_-Cv-(WZ5
A-pp-d\«A€ Cof^e2i-7-7<01L
r^-cv-OHoO

Coufl-ot fexA Mnn*3D2<f5>



TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW 1

2-JURISDICTION

3,CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

.4*STATEMENT OF THE CASE

lREASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

YLCONCLUSION

INDEX TO APPENDICES

Li'Vitfn'itff HtxDeac, (pCfy/z,APPENDIX A

APPENDIX B

APPENDIX C

APPENDIX D

APPENDIX E

APPENDIX F



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

CASES PAGE NUMBER

STATUTES AND RULES

•j

OTHER



IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF

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 
the petition and is

to

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the_
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] 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.

(date) on (date)
A

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

[yf^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_ck___

[ ] 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
(date) on (date)into and including____

Application No.__ A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § IsSSSjli). / v

l.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

8+K Awendiwf of fie 0«G° Gm&d&n
(3 Amendroaf U>9» CxfoK-Mi'cn

bDCL nr i-i-Lm)
3/i
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
-- \

My OohV -Vo be-ffee -flbm cfu&\ cwl uooSua\ 

punigomerrf found in +^€ Eiah+h AmenVen-f- 

of +be 0«S* CoOb+i-KjA-ion^Cvpph'eJ 4-Ke
via 4-We. Fouf+^gn^b Afnerjfnerii' P(oce&3

Clause uJc\s viol^d*

My fUh+- +o be ffe£ -ffoo cf^/ and onuSua |
PurvisViYrvenl ojab v/ioU+e</ because +bg Cotm/idiet) 

c\nd Sentence imposed by +be JocL 

Drvconcyf 14o+i <^>£t [ and tr
Ci fcvm'bkmc&b of mV case.

e was 

l.ctVH- oftn na

Wly cwo'afcd c\ 4-\bi&\ pl<M€4o ffac-Wfe
(_Wf\'V'€--frc\t>ufe)< Accofiihcx-Vo -VV>e.
CfYTT'm^ De-fensp lecWcpaes which is c\ 

Secondary «boufc€ oC- 4-be LfiXvS A/exis i

applka^ a piaWjffhdkjte g 

ie£if^d as a simple injufy.

X C\CC\

‘t.



In cWptdf &1C, ,Fofe(v<biG EWdeivc ir> ’DeoUK 

Rc\pe anc) tasooU- Ccise^S (yld'Q7 

"fclixvf prce Injuries \z J^3./4 fr<*G+c/£ is 

Aefiiyo ofe jKdiut<\c*Hc bfexK In -t-te cxXHtowfy 

of a bong,.

j Ffct+ufes SVywimti c\ tineAf y&M ofe called simple.
; If -He bone s)uus moWlpVe

Co^too-tecl* bimdc. ffac4-ufe m«y be

6^0* u>hite -ffc^^ Mftm^fcd+lL ^ 4^ 

oiHsicte cK(fe oWshv^lto (As W^ca open orconjunct

miJccA'biVi is Wed on 4*te V&hhicatiiW*
Vhe ^Taok»(6 c^<bedl by 4^6 vi'o^i^n Deih^ acai^V 

poshed +o ^ ffoaTW (W is^<x tmWIaauA
2fr ‘i drdmfy.TWft^e1
"stytldrito seftH6% U* }§^a Wdliicfl/Sr

Common deeyfeev\ Thefe uMs no ciwunuofouifti
^ B. ’ ***«£,



My rialvV \o efffc+ive assistonee of osunv/f ' 
fboooin 4+£ <hiX+H Amadm^n^- of -vbe l)®S»

applied 4o 4-h« &ta+e& vi<\ fbe 

Fouf4-e-ervVh An^mMenf Due ffoee8E> Clouse, 

ViolaVeA
U)0&

Itefciw** wooiJ o* +*Rf«d V»
+«^flW*/ ujwld of. been fWoTaUeaW +k ^+"*7 

u>sol<L &£ (JrvojngjBo drV& 0^

/% fiaU 4o effec+We assis-fanog of counsel 

vua'b Violated because toy evVVcwTrvey Ryan Ui-fV 

failed 4o call qn exper-j- uji+nc&s t Ja j 
^Of+hopedfoP* am -failed ,4o PhofamlY
i(MViAid^. my case by -f-adina 4© fwveu/ 

exculpa4<?fy evidence ^Police fepCfs" and
u medical fepaC+s^.
r tepecffully fefuesP +be court- \o SoWenq 

q (X-dnopedtel 4o be examined at an -
€viieOWa(y WfiW A oCfbopedv&P is (X
^peci'aMs-l yjtv deals wdb or+Koped»’cS • 

CX+bopedice7 is +b€ branch of meotabe 4taf
d-’Mls uji+b in^offeb Of d isofdels of 4be
wel^ui system.

Tte unc4

w

6.



An Of+V>eed'f4 +e&l-i»nooy .ddmfe^le
undef Rule. 70Z of bedefi1 Roles ^
Evidend? due ¥> +He fAV*u»n^ ^ H>e Sclenffh 

l<ntxol-ccj&s wit) help ^~o d&tefri/n€ fhc fctof- 

in iyojet+be febHwny unf be based on _
<botf ictfnd UAs "oCMlo^ 4-Ke fe&'^Z 

be +te product of (ih'«ble frisks and
ftve+Ktfi^/'ljeinA fhe hdtnce.anj af+ of 

rrvedWne^ c\to an Of+hc»eo//s+ uAH have . 
feliciUV c\ppl\ee) +fe pnnaiples and n^+Ms 

■Ue fools of +he Case due +0 +he

U/fl\

fo
>noufy Soffefd beiW of 4-he ‘oKefeW 

‘by^+env ^

ckHoffep^nfwon fell beta* cwi
°^ec+i\ie Skafdafd of ftuEondJeoeSS by M
call |W an expeTf of+bopedi&rk^y OvV-VofY\ey^ 

onfejf^nab^ aeftcVercty pfeJudig +Ve def&nse, 
and caused 4*e JSvAxrnenf 4o be 3vihY« If if 

wasH -for -Hie efror of nof cailk . 
or4bope<iis4 4o -k&Hfy^fV dodiA ujuultj 

have. V«d (X feasohcvmS ciDubf Ce^ecfh^

an

Q\o \If.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Ay oxse t<b in ai^ of 4he ca;f4s <xppek4£ 

dotisdicfion because 44e court- 4as 4fe 

Pajuef 4-o Vtwf and ie+eTmiog 4V\is ca^.
-Vo torr«c4- and 4he 

Jo{Wnen4 of ffe dfeffted- Couf4.
/

S

T4e fea^un feT no4 nv*K<W an applicaficr) 

4o :4Ke dfe4fici- CdoT4 is 31 alfedv hawe 

*f>Pkd -fcChrtW> in 4*« 0.5. D\W+ 

Couf-4.

auVbofi'Z-ocI uroefTta' u)f>4- vs
2$ O.S»C. % 2201 due +0 me

CosMy in vioUficn of 4-ke 0.9 

ConsVi+u-Ucn.tm^ <hen4encecl sH 

VioiabkiP of 4bg 0.^*

|D
* ■■

li on.

3
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Exc-epJ-ienal cifojfn&tan&es &Xib+-l except \
h('ojM‘bkmo£s w<T<w4+he exef<?se a£-\ke

k'^eHwy Pcwefe. 4W ,
WwnbtoBMj, die (VXual facrne aid

7* Pr^re ty-fof cut/ Wea+ota 

onc^ Hfmi W+tnoe-u^h pfcW<£ of 

benefvH- -Horn c*p «# 5 y&U* af-feC

into

I’ve been ouftjeinA my 

^ +he inWoT^ uj»i\ ' 

bc+4*ef ‘hefv&a. My pevivion d«nws+C«i€s 

^<*4- (W\\t4 g£ M*Y a)i\\ OMf£ iffwtoftnbl'1?
W^j due 4o m <hW ffcijef 

QvaiWbte becou/ie. ot r*»e -f il&W wfife 

^ KjW, (jtou^ fa all £>ta|e ccute
and fexier«| eouf^.TKe (^son 4>f nuf 

V «w> «^ppl«oa4kA -b 4-Ke dfeWbf Cauf-i-

fi m

1 N

4



1 year fitoe is rvH~ c\
•Jufitsdic+lWi bc\Cj+Ke +jw£ limit- is 

^ob,yec+ 4o etjui-kbte 4oIK*ia.

^ ^ fjlihd d-eaiyherioi+'onafijf,

IVe V>€©n ^ufSjiAA^iy fi^vis dili^Myj +he
dili*erve> fec|uife(j ftff •C'foikblf 4oltiM, pt//p<39eg, 
in a W>&6 case is ^feasorwbfe cmiaen&e"
1TO+- ^MrtXirtyjm-fe^Sil)(p clilgprt^. !

Im CAc4udUy innoc.en4 and ir»+efeb4 of 

^abiTce uJoukl be letter by 

o3te»i-Vhe rntfsKi of-4*^ paf-fi'a»!«f 

habeas Cdfpi/b Case.

X lacked rx>+k£

\0.



jurieJic4ioo is? c\ <by&e«> of ousfi<£ 

(k^'ahen +o Swppltmeivl- +h& Q5^im«o leuu bV 

ttc-Mdn >n A fetsoTvsib(? and -fair 

'PTT wjj^‘c^ feo'+S in c\ oHMoni€.
1-fe w&\ on a se+ of topi principlts* 

no^ly Ecji/rt-y -f>C ac^iwina na+tYc(| 
Jus+ii€. _Ln -end^ Wo.nciwcd ou^-i
IS +€chh{cctl 4df fofe Old

<w>d 4V C\aU 4o a 4W hearinufl
^odi aWefarf) pattern* and J 

7/Alenno [ud-ex in caoSA feua".

ztICXIt

+a

rt»rs4bias

iufe+ioe »& vbe ttdv*y ^
toy".
1+ u/cW\d ^€, -fcviC -to ctfoVld' +his>
haWs Cofnus.

\l



In view c£ -(of€aoiVn -Gac-ts -CQuft 

‘hhcuM-faifly QuMcJ 4-nis Wfi4yn WdM- of
^ -k> cxc+ {airy. Whefe-foftjX 1K2

9^ViWr fep^lly foues+4-W- ^ 

^yiae. -evWVkd \n+hls pftee-ei^

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of eemor^ri.should beigranted. COU^(~l~

^hWd rv)4- ckToM- 4-Kis urtif-jL f&pec+fuHy feiuesl-
VK^3lL(i&nit^,k +» A-he tffeWjdf

TWiaak
tr 70
jTipg, A TjOZ1!

£a»r-f of to#) ’DaM^

Date:

.. 4
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