
ft<
.1,u. •>

. .\\4i\ 'V\V»No.

FILED 

AF^ 2 9 2024IN THE
OFFICE OF THE CLERK 
F ,f-PEV-E COURT. U.S.

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Rushed Cj\QjU
(Your Name)

— PETITIONER

vs.

— RESPONDENT(S)1H

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

AloPlh&w1 0/a-fKc-f Cflcu/4 81eul& Df Ggj„
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE) 

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

1WWJ £Aqja
(Your Name) ■

SfcSO Rflnirl
(Address)

\A/f>iLin,PO&Sj Crnb 31503
(City, &tate, Zip Code)

mk i(Phone Number)



QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
I.Whq waiS H-he A/ovemb@r H.aoia ga»nsho+ residue r&pori under 

Division of Forensic.Sciences Ca>se#soia-IO 4511 bev Georqiai Ba/eato

»S 5S3CS?rrrpn^tefc!aifte+,?ft9'’ “fi wnmOTt
3.Xn relation to Det- Robinson’s triad testimony ottatl/ng bVe rounds 

his dote/ mouqcuzine handaun and plajcindthem Into theda/ty

physical e\Zrdence d&nimg the Chaji n o-F custody I

M.Whq petitioner wcus denied ri ght to eftWH^eaiSS (stance of counsel 
QiP+er discovery of pre-+riai| ItWer displacing violation oraMovn&y/ 
client jcuilconvirs^+ions instated by+riojl prosecutor?

5,0pon inconsistent trioul testimony o-P state witnesses Shoatd haiVe 
-fhe coart been held in contewptdcoeto penja/ry?
fe.D aetathe criminculch&rqes broaiqht oooa)ins+-Pc>rmen+piaJjGjdQe 

Schrader and Ed Kramer in aOI<? tfUq&i+h tbaoo6cqu/+lYe&Nnq<>f 

■Vhe+wotCose# ob-kOWib-Z Fi I e date ife/3,1 ia006i,WK</Hasn+everease

Corrib

S, why certified cotorj’ Reporters BecKcj Pea>rrow. pnd hr istwou 

Stef-feyomit state witness Oet.Robeiftison^s Motion toRevohe Bond 

hearinQ+es+imont/confirming neocbTivebcollis+ics fes+muq-teailonq 

wifb+rrcul f&sfimoviO Oodmit+iriqto hcuvinq ‘‘spcure ba4le+s tn nlepreciwf 

loeKer box from pefifi oner’scoar+fransbrip-F? CFculsif/cAiften of
cott/r+doCttmen+s)



LIST OF PARTIES
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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 O 
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at App&&J A/o. 13.1 $£y~Gr_______ 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[ ] is unpublished.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 Q to 

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[ ] is unpublished.

CiVil Aciity) AId, I", 9.3-Cl/- 0311

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix _A__to the petition and is
[ ] reported at 6Wl hpfrH-Soupedj QP CfiLbin + or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the fir&QPQtn} P6KTV&
appears at Appendix _B___.to the petition and is

court

[ ] 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 U(XK)&—&DM

[ ] 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)(date) on
A

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 Qi / 3 / ^ 03H. 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ ] A timelypetition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
3v/9l / SkOcM______.__, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

at Appendix Csappears

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including___ _
Application No. —A

(date) in(date) on

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
I* Oh! led States
9>, United S+cu+es Cons+ticuf-ion}AmendmeniXV 

3,0riiied S+cuteS CohS+itarKon, Amendwerrf V
*j,c/m+ed States Con<s+l+a>+i0h; Amend men+ VI 

E.(/nitad States Cons4i-foilon,Amendmen-f VIH 

b*UnUed States Cc>ns4i4cfc4tanjAmendmentXXV (
7# Apf I'cteXjSee+tanXj ph I of Beorq i cu Cons*H-fu/f»cj>n
g.A^+iel^IaSec+icnX.Paj^r^phir of teo&i/* Cone+i+co-f ion 

*f .Artfic lei, SeoH onljP^WJraph \/ of &eomtCb G®n$ijfuA\pft 

Io.AH-!cteljSec+iorXfarA&phVlof&eor^ n
11• Ar+icleX>Sec+iorfLPooY'cwpQjphXIof o^nstl^^7‘ jf?
\a,Ar+i cl e4 Sec+i o hi> PcurAripli^IX H5
tAr+icleLSee+i Pa^r4>hxxix
4. Ar+i cletseeti onl" P^rcKph XXVof CeorgNb <fcn «4«+«£
5. AM-i e I elj See+i onX, Porc^'rofyh t V3H of fieor^i &> Con s+i+o



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

• On 'SuA Sj %Q13 Pe+Hion was arrested and fcbiselcj accused of Malice 

Munder> Aggravated Assault, and Possession Of A Firearm DarinqThe 

Commission of A F el on 6/, pe ■(■if/oner v\zas illegally1 nd/cted by a Gwinnett 
CoUintcyAdjocornedgrand iany panel i/fta>rclYa-0l&i on September Sj&OIStfor 

malice mftrdei^f^<jnymurderj 3 counts cf aggravated aSSCoaft^oond

jang trial ao-aa^aci^ Petitioner was wrongful It/ convlefed of air
Chargesandsenrenced-h? Ufe PlcosOSMajrSwmcbxurc/selecH'ionihcd 
consls+ed of one Afriean Americanjuror.
• Petitioner was ineffectively represented byAhintunde AHinyele wh^v*'t>1aj+ed 

♦he Confidentiality of communications bydisclosing pre-tr/ara+f^rneg/ 
Client Jai l converSafionsto trial prosecutor John W&r r as shown in a Oof. lb, 
a0(3 fetfer placing pe+itioner^frialdefense Cj+oudisadyan+ag^ On /Vow 
L oni a fWioner's motion ftt^bsti+ate Counsel was deniedMf former

(e+^en-i A/o.0af 8 - 035 61-5).
♦On direct appeal; petitioner (ProSe) encomerafed IOfeuctu/oJgrounds to 

f he OeoroiexjSapr em e Court' I - Actual In nocence / Brady vi o I &f i o n, SL Perj­
ured TesTlmony, 3.11 legal Admission ofTainted £vdeneejHJm permissibly 
SaQflesfiveXdien+ificA+ionJ5.VoIdInd.,cfimen+,S./yonrXnr)parfial Jarc/,7. 

XnSpf ecfive Assis+ance Of Counsel; S. Prosecutor ial Miscondactj^# Pj£»?®p

•Petitioner filed an application for certif Ication gPprobabfe cao/seto,appeal, wn i ch+he Supreme Coc^rf of Greorg* a denied on April l8,aoa3 a^nd
mofi o n for re cons ideratl on d ism is sed or) Ma*j I h &0 93 C Cose No. Saa H 0<? 731*



S'tajteweM OfThe 6&&e Con+tncocd

<>On U^neaS aoa3^ Pe-h'-fioner -Piled a>feder&l pe+rh'on for hcubecus 

Caroms -Pe^r+her Chcollenqina cund prwmp hiSinnoC^nce/wppa-
conviction. On FebreKaW a,a0&H> PaffHoner w&$ oM 

Order for Service of F/nal Keporia>nd Recommendation +o-PMe

(WO),Fedaro)! Ru^ oPOWt IPnoc^re^aftl. ^SG s6rVed Wl+h

Corpus ^^^^e^t0i^4,^T^PeS+alTe of 6eorgio^ei\Pil Ae+ionMo-

lhe<;L^^e^^‘!?f,;c+l',3v'6""+he'S“
pe+l+>neWs w^n^l^v/oi/o/o.



if,

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

, To ensure +he due process eund ©d to col prodecdion r! qhds of dbe 

innocen-f and wroncmt It/convieWisprodee+eda&Mmcedb($b&
S+ade and federal consfirarfion^Throttah I emd docurnendadi on ,i f is 

c eo>r dim proven dhoddhe sdcude of Gfedrqi ordid not leqcollt/ prove fhe 

elemends otculliheS ohcorges brocoqht cbqcb'msii be pp+i'fionsr.Thft 

(junlouw-Pud deoedics imposed beiih&Sia>re, OP&eorqioj hops led do 

numerous violations of petitioner’s conedidtotion r’anis 

dcorinq predriai posd-eonviedion,Cbnd cou,rd driad widH , 
fcSSODrtfdelcutj viofoudinQ Qu>&Process omd Ecjcood Proteodion-

wmec-



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

0
Date:


