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LIST OF PARTIES

M 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

f U.S. Disfn'cf Cour-fBooker- V. SfiVllng . 2.’24-cv-0^2-Dcc-M&E 

4fe Disfrie-f of Sou4K Carolina. Pending,
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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 
the petition and is

to

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

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IM is unpublished.

The opinion of the_
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

[ ] reported at 5 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[ ] is unpublished.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)(date) on
A

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

[yf^For cases from state courts:

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

[vf A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
0q/2M/-ZOZW__________

appears at Appendix_B
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

[ ] 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).

2.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Fl rS-f A d/went +o the. Unrfed Stafes Coos'}-/•fusionmen

Sixth AMBncJ/Yieot ho the Unrfed States Constitution

Pour teenth Aw^ndMent +o the United States Const/tutii on

i o'P South CarolfVia Code oh LTi+le. IH, Chapter Sect/ion O.UJS

3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Ffeflfioner Luos ck civilian - clflzen Lubo tuasThe ro seP
held In d i reef Criminal confennpf by fbe Sup 

Soufb Carolina lubieb sen-fenced fhe pef rfioner fo six (£) 

rnon-fks> crp confinemenf ? in pef if oners absence.

The moeffer f-ooK pierce af- a college. — nof af a courfbouse.

— dun'ng a Quesfjon and Answer ( Qf A^ 

£venf ““ ciof during a judicial proceeding.

On Sepfember lli2024; fhe pro se pef/f/oner- drove from h 

fo fhe Cidlfal Milifary College tubene 4b>e Supre/we Courf ap Soufh Carolina 

boos scheduled fo bear Oral argumenf in ftoo judicial proceedings 

(fo be held in fhe. a.udrf-Dnu/v\ of*fhe. college^ ^ Uihicb Uiene. fo be folloaiecl

f (hosfed by ffof Courfs ch iePjusfice) during

members o-C fhe. general public, college sfude/fs,

Courf opre^e

Courfor in a roonn

ome.

by a Q^A ufic Aeven
ffiose /n affendance. Ci.e.>

)
allowed and encouraged fo asK any guesfion (s) oP aCc+. were

legal naf
The pef ifloner uuas allowed fo asK guesfions/ however^ fhe

pefifioner in criminal confempf and Ordered

ure.

cbieP iusfice beld 4feJ
fbe pefifi

Alfbougb fbe chief*jusfice bald fhe pefffaner in direef Coafemp^ 

be did nof immediafe/y punisby'sanef/on pefif loner, Rafber fhan 

immediafely imposing punishmenf, fAe Courf delayed punishmenf 

linfil Complefoo oP fhe J udicial proceedings . The courf I ofer imposed 

a senfence oP six monfh Confinemenf in pefif oners absence.

immed/V-fe arresfand removal.loners

H.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

In 1447 -HiIs Couri observed. In a case where if Is asserted

'Had' a person loos been deprived by a Sfade cour-f qT a -funda/v\enfal 

rigbl secured by die Consiiiu'h'on9 an independenf exouviinadi 

d-he-facds by *Riis C.oui"f 15 0-Pden required To be Made. His is

:q V, Harney, 33/ U.S. 367 (mi)%

■fon 0

" cSUcIn a case. rat

Because Ibis pe-pffion demonsfrade d-hocf pedddioner u>as deprived 

by a Spade courp crF a lunda/vie/vhxl rlghP /d~o Free speech and do due 

process^? <^n independa/vf exa/mnadi'on oldleFacds by dbi's Courj- is

rnuired in dbis case.

TusF as ddYis Courp 'found in Wood v. Georg/a,370 U.S,37574be.

be given dhe oppor-fu/irfy *foF/nsd~ Ann end no end" envisions -fhccf- p 

inP
ersons

dhe communipy 0~P bodb sides op 

problem, and such privilege should nod* lighfly cur-pailed.

Co/nmun'rfan issue in a Y0 r/vi

Tie Q 8 A "Funcfion

fnderesd-. The ped-i+i

£venP

88 F 44b 490 fD

luas a Connmunidy evend" oP legidinade 

oners parp'cipadi'on in 4bocf public., conooounijy 

pro+ecded by dhe. Firs4 A/v\e/\d/v\end\ See, U.S, v.Tru/wp, 

S^)( To provide adccjuocfce b
Uuas

Fhing spcLcedor-

robusd- public ..1 par-j-icipccb'onj Firs-p Annend/v\enp generally shields
ou-frageouSj speed. X Be

^OuPsider *Fo die lifigapon before die. shape cour*b, ddiaf 

Courp had very limiFed

.C.2022 rea

tnsu Hina , 4nd even ped-i+icause oner3'
uuas <3n

ihorl~l-y To respricf pedipioner Phrougha.u

5;



Use od dba Courds Condempd pouuer, US. V. Tnwp, Supra ( The.

gives courds Ver^ Km/ded audbohdy do resdricd Speech 

cP press and odder oudsiderr? do IffyaHon j under F/rsf A/vieAd/viend, 

dbeir speech general/y /v\ay be abridged only if id presend clear

4-o adminisdmbion od jusd'ce. \ Craig v, Harney, 

Supra. ( The hisdory of dhe pooler punish dor conde/wpd and hha 

Unequivocal command of dha Flrsd Aniend/v\end 

re/nindens dhad dreadoM of speech and crP -jPe. press 

inn paired dhrough dhe exercise of dhuxh potoer? unless dhere is no 

doubi dhah dhe u44erances in question are a serious 

dbreod do 4he admiVusdradion od jusbce. 3.

Consdidudion

and d dpresen r

serve as consdand

should nod be

and »mm in end

d did nod immediadely punish dhe 

d held ped/dioner in Criminal Condenpd, 

Ordered bis immediaie arresd and. rernovaj From dhe college audordonuAA,

The Sdade

Furdbernnore, dbe Sdade 

bud insdeaol dhad

Cour

pedidoner cour

pleded >ds business and I afar sendenceci ped/boneijd comcour

riod od SIX mondhs. Thad UJOS o,in bis absence, “do con-finemend d( 

clear disregard dir bodh dhis Courdi preceded ood sdodelauO. See.. 

Indernadional Union, Unifed Mine. WorKers ad America v, Bagwell, 5IZ U.S, ZZlflM'i)

(" xr

peor a.

(x courd delays punishing a direcd CondeMpd undil dhe Comp led oa 

of drial, f>r exaMpie, due process requires dhod dhe conf&MnorJs 

righds 4d nodice and 

of Laws,^cdion H-l- ISO

bed, )j, also see, S.C. Codebeanna bea re^pec3
HO c/bzea od dhis Sfahe shall be send 

"bo jail dor any Condempd od Courd or Supposed Conbe/vtp-f ad courd,
* » i

Commidded dunnq dhe sihf] od dhe Cour-f- and in clisdurbance o*d*39
fhe courd and dhere berd, undil be be brough! beddhe cou ore '

6.



liectrd by himselF or counsel or shall s-fand mu-fe. 

Court recoini-zed in Craig v. Harney, sup

As this
• y __
* Due process cannot"ra. •

be measured in /nioutes and hours or dollars and cents. Par the

accused Conhemnor -facing a jail Seni&nce, his Hiher-fy* is valuable 

Qnd /Dust he seen as withm 4he-P^ c4ion op the. Fourteenth

Amendmenp Its Pernomapon calls "fir- som& orderly process^iwever

I. )4rp pe.titiinfo loner tuas not aFtorded any process. 

Finally-, the State cour

ormcK.

4"s imposition oF nnaXiV\unn l80~ day jail 

Servtenc^ "for petitionees alleged verbal misbehavior ujos excessive.. 

See S4~ocfe V. 0her--tont 10 N.W.3ol <£H ZOZ4*) *

y>

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

(PaisuA £. I^nr-y4^

Date: Pecemher 23r-d,ZQZH .
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