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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 ^ CO If1 ; 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[ ] is unpublished.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 ; 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[ ] is unpublished.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 __to the petition and is
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

yrw r.AF>£ .conf ; or,

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[ ] is unpublished.
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was pH & x 13 ST

I

[ ] 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 _*13.. 3
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).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

I am writing in response to the honorable Judge Stinson’s ruling in district court. I did

not clearly explain the part concerning my stepdaughter and her boyfriend.

My stepdaughter did live here and I refused to let her boyfriend in with her.

The Anderson City Police came later and arrested me for not letting both of them in. I thought it

was a homeowner’s right to protect themselves in their home, but that did not apply to me on the

day of the incident. That is all I have to say about anything concerning rulings with prejudice.

As far as missing guns, I did not find out about them until Judge Happe released my property I

got three guns back from APD and, as your honor can see in the discovery officers Thomson and Petitt

came back to my house two hours later and removed another shotgun and handgun for safekeeping these

guns were never tagged into evidence. (34-U.S.C. § (12601) Unlawful Seizure) They are missing and

gone and the APD officers and supervisors are responsible. Why didn’t Supervisor Thompson fail to

intervene? (18-U.S.C § 242).

I have the make, model, and serial number for the missing handgun from the Anderson City Attys

want to deny this issue even though they have seen the report themselves.

Kevin Smith, former APD detective, and Anderson City Mayor at the time of the incident, and

saw the report and said, “It looks pretty good but there is an issue with a missing gun and APD

has a problem.” I have pursued this matter since. Had he said forget it, I would have.

H,
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During a phone conference, the city said I refused a proposal offer that did not happen. My attorney,

Marianne Woolbert, said there was no conversation concerning money. Mrs.Woolbert said she would not

have refused an amount without consulting me first. Mrs.Woolburt, Sen. Lanne, and I had only one

meeting and it did not go well. I told my lawyer before the meeting that I would take 25,000 or a

reasonable five-figure amount. No restitution was discussed and the last thing Mrs.Woolbert said to me

was I don’t think these people will ever make things right with you. She vacated in 2021 citing health

reasons and I have prose ever since.

Also, my daughter has a pending lawsuit over this matter as ownership of the missing gun is now

in her name. The missing gun was in my name when my lawsuit started.

In closing, I feel there is obvious wrongdoing and negligence on behalf of Officers Thompson
and

Petite concerning missing guns and the city’s proposal and refusal are bogus. I feel my Fourth

Amendment constitutional rights have been violated. Officers Thompson and Petite came back two and

half hours later and took property that was not theirs I feel unlawful acts were committed under (18

U.S.C § 922 (J)) and Yang V Hardin 37 F 3d 282 I feel the federal courts have every right to

investigate APD under fed trial rule 42-U.S.C § (14141) for unlawful acts and federal offenses

committed. If your honor feels that I am due any monetary restitution I will be grateful for what your

honor rules anything is better than less than nothing.
Thank you

Dale Tranbarger
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

iOtifo C. vj f\mJ.
t

H-1W.- 3,0J.CDate:


