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LIST OF PARTIES

‘ X AH parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 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: -
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IN THE

e 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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

I ] has been de51gnated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

Xl For cases from state courts:

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

B4 reported at Ihye {Q?}%VAQ\ 035 Cy4l. L EX15 [085; o,

[ ] has been des1gnated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ , court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDIC'I;ION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was ' K

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals 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 (date) on (date)
in Application No. __A

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

i1 For cases from state courts:
. The date on which the highest state court decided ndy case was a/ a é/ 3\5 .
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. §1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

] ; : / oht To €F¢[ea7l/'l/6’
T here are many rights rof('éf/}y the rig Toel
dfbc’efgpffo the Coorts, ch/vj:y the right to petition For the

redress oFgrievances, Free speach, Fair trialy wilness
tam Feh”zy [aws, p/us the inherent avthor Ay o € The (ourts,

There is a 300 paye A LR, 5 ples the case o I cited.
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| oF that P/ﬁy({/ a role in The a’ec/’sm'n} oF the Lower
(orts, T Aot expect 1 hat you will choose 1o reach
the merifs of The case, ’Wf 'r/Y”U’(dWW %ﬂ, pleass
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

1 hort my hip P'/ﬂyinj soccer in prison in o015 T
want iT Fived., T am an f)m/fymf/)rfﬁbw” prdqub/fac/
by /ﬂW Fy\om ()G{V}ﬂf}?j 7%( 10'70}’7?}/ 7/7 FI’K Ir7L; T am I@yl///y
a ward ot the Stale of California. They st havent
ijczf' fﬁ d@;?[}g my unre/enfily ﬂb/ﬁ'hj since The 1'n(ju)’)/, |

T gm crfp/)le’d) ina Wkee}ckm'i; and offen in Forterous
pain, C’ﬁ/)ecm//y mlnf/hh T have been dragnesed as /”_”“”W
Chronit Paﬂq 5yn//rom5 /?y Dr. Centono (’77'5 re/apri f51h
the aHached pe%/}/’(m), My Prism PCP told pae that can

Cdyse /)(»rfom/h‘/ chﬂqﬂz T he medical Iiterafere says
i+ can cayse req_l_véj‘fonf ;nﬁaeﬁze of The prefronfyf cortex
and hi pocmoé"lzidﬁj cauvse depression, and Mcrease hlood
prossure whith cavses [ 15 own slew oFyrm/e side eFErts T
ﬁ;@/ mygélé becown ng more e mwf'/()na//) and bowfﬁoéd‘?/or”ﬁ””
come and o, T want to creafe a starfep after T panle,
and before T die a ch:’/z/prod/y)/ w ho never accomplished
an ”/7)'/'17 5 me H~ s worry fﬂj wbm Myﬂél’///?l)/ 71’0 f:bcuj on
A ‘fex%aokﬁyoeﬁ tn and oot |

L sospected T was being wronged from The diy of?
myi Yl bt that s verydiFferent from hm/ny con Fidence
that T wed be able 1o prﬁevm’/ as a pro per ina Court oflaw
given The deferency shown by the L aw 1o the judgment of

Dsctors treatin prisoners, T hat clfmnyw/ when CPCR

begun re;veafe/ix sendimg me fo Poctors who no /ovjm/o

hq‘;} sugpriw for hz‘f %rgeri 25 who Wrm(é’ 6up¢_?rb 507%‘(@/
emlum‘/‘onj (a Hacbec/ To fh(’ 4#46hﬂ/ lower covrf /)e?l/'f/M})

by Dr. (enteno and Dr, Wissen) recommend tvg that T

be semL fo 61/}700% who 6/0 The surg €Yy I I’IC’%/ Ca D!’f?cTL .
Anf’(’”&r‘ﬁp/?md(zl’) Ceramic—on—(gramic 77#0”7‘/,0/90/7/46())719)1-&



T hat was when my benlie fold me Thet 4 wes simple o
win s¢ long a5 T ket i+ Cocesed on them send ing e 1o

a §Ufj€0ﬂ who no /DW/W dﬁ(f h/'/) 501’7#/&5 .Fdr A h}p 90)%7)9

and 50 F Eiled, A+ the time of my h)p imrt ol ot
_ pin vy T« ho 47Ller57L
gé'/"”?rauﬂl ﬂyc‘ jvamf a?thp clin/e ﬂ/wr) fhm ”H')e /é/rsp WW/I//;Ml /P%mf ‘

5¢¢ a Poctor or a specia list myﬂf i magivg, then he bodor wold vot
lef me 506 a 5/>@c;a//'sf0rgefan M@, Then T gof an M., bt
the wrong 5pecid )f‘S?s and as ’H’W Years W€'77L b}/ hry h//?gﬂ% worse, At

the time of my injury a hip repair mfg/ML have been ;ws/'/y/ej bt
how an/y 7 14}/3 Tep/cZ(ﬂm«mL /'S Fmﬁ/é/ﬁ bemm&’ /'7L IS5 bﬂ)%’ ~onr=
bone, When T Eiled there was no longer anyone d/ﬁpw//to/ that

T needed a Totel Hip (e p/dwmeﬂ'IL, My PcP deferrod fothe specialisfs,

With That change i The dis potabilty o F the wrongdving T
Eiled a ha beas cor pus pe?thtfon aﬁ/(f”j for Sergery which s¢emed
| ko i1 would be jfm/v-/eram/ Faster Than a )93 /skm/ for
mmpy, -

This Jistinction belween The dafe one 505/’6’5f5 . e hes
been Wmnﬂ@/) and The date The Wrﬂiydv;pj i a/ﬁ/ﬂ//fa iha
way 5o a;f?rﬂgebuj ﬂ)m‘a case 568mMs5 o/Mr/y Wv'nwé/?) |5 offered
for your pom/eri‘nj, T he l_omf coorts held Thetime gap against
me, I he (0”'/;"07% Ihjb)’)f/TOﬂ" Doctrime oF 'qu F‘(’J(m/ (ﬂvr/}

‘/Id +‘7” EH'W "}7)’7)0 : ’} it oni | T i )
S'e;A/I?ZM_\g United States, 7:?5 rz f{% ;Mﬂgt /’?}6/7 ip Fried.

T n the Jene 30#}09‘ San.c)'oaimow y Seperfor (ourf oF
.}Czle;forr,m jeco}'ffon :l was Fav./’}ﬂ{?tf/:orb”fhe 'I::v—ijgp% bﬁ”fWKW’l o
he Injer wd my Filing,apparenly becarse The Con inving Fojvry [ Tor
Daoﬁine 352/ Federal {ﬁ 7’]‘442’ Ca'?ié /d‘Wf /‘fm?é’na//')(E ), ])? aI;)IDZ/,/f&/
,quL to The Third AF}%//ﬁf District (WYTLoFA,D[)W/mC California , and
go‘l‘ a vague a/ema/ a llpwing refiling in the Seperior Coort, l\/‘f);
appea( had clarified some afm[e}] and inveked The [énﬁ'nw‘/y ?njl/r}//ﬁv’}
Doctrine and made a refeliaion exhacsts stafe remedios argem it and
N . [N 7
(4 was vnclear what hed muf/w-fada//ﬂ‘mﬁj )Af%/,,“%u Ty

CAppendix]) ),




T PQF!’[W" as a }/MI/C’O/) noew W(ﬂ’) a FV” (vn.‘}ihvmj l*’{j""y/_fﬂﬁ: P&z’fr/‘)?(’
and r@ﬁtlmfi(?n thﬂvéb 51‘47[(’ P(?mao/ioj deal aryamﬂn-/‘) and wa$denin
b\/ the San Jarqein (mxh?"g/ guperior Qwr{ﬁo ﬁ‘ (a |ibornia (AppﬂndiXC )0

R opoaled and was denitd by the Third Disteict Appe llate Court (A

s a/;[;?:a/w/ 7")44% 1o the Californra vpmmﬁp[wr and W;/Ze”dix )
deniod C/A‘FP(“W”XPF),

All oF thedenuls, gl of the Stafe caselan cited by 1he denials,

and all oF Fhe State Cosolaw that exists so far as F can Find, Complefd]

|'7wrc/5 F@;{ém((onhnw’nj I"J‘W}//Torf Dochmé and| The Federa| (ourt

A vetaliation exhacsts state remedios. Thatis despite my

caselaw Th
rather exTensive argemonts in s pport of i, and ry rather desperate

p}ém;iﬁ‘/mf Fhey at least ackrowlelge the 5/7//7‘,
that the resvl t o consciosess o £

intellecteal g I+ T he Federal (oerts have if right, and they

" cannot semmon an dl’f(/m{'/)i' to The Confmr}/, bot lac I v hat (+
bakes to admit 4, Or an AT wroe the decision, and they
hever read The Pe%/h‘om; you decide 1f we even need +o fnow

which 1was,

Stuce The Lower Courts dlid nt reash The merifs of the cuse
T Pre&un;)a you also will ngt, TET am wron ’fhzﬁ[ will make
me very bappy —please seo The atached petition, and conside
d&kﬁw me Pal}jaa///?’/md/ bri QFinj, ('APPG”fj 0% //:0)% and ansdh

S

T encebrage you to call

IO



!Q eim Inutz‘on )

On M1H[p0a0 T received from a prisen Counselor a
Compre hens ive Risle Assessment duted 210[3020 wriffen ,’}’
DriTobin and revieved /9}/ Scpervisor S ta Cy TW(/(W) hothof the
Forensic Assessmont Division oF the Board o€ Parde Hearings,
14— i9 dn i mpﬂﬁlﬂw% par"/‘ oF The Pé{rﬂ“/e szz'fab// j-y‘y a/m[ermfm#ﬁn

process, Ttis Appondix G,

\/01/ are HO% asked to reash “qu rosve o F Wl’lﬂl/?ﬂ’ The
dﬁ“dgnﬁjfﬁ wda s CUVWOf Y‘@yar/fnﬂ Myf@/ﬁ) or l:’”{*i’gafar;
gen@m//y, I pro vide H)f} in Furmml/'Wl so That you Wldl/
459695 WI’)QH’I(’)" Hwe vse o F olocvm«n%j) réqt/fr(’d f’o lﬂ?
Praa/u(ad Cor eFFoctive access +o The (m/rf}) as evidene ot
‘/hﬁuﬁ’ak///*)/ 'FOT Pdm(e) 9 PPV se [”?y@/ bl/d gh’d{
)’r)any JI'F((’FOVI“ ary cments,

T%? (OWPPO")(')%I'V(’ /«,‘5,( As%%h’)e}ﬂt\ (/5676/ rh? 4//%04 \\""0)7(? /]
of my Y luminoes in mafe dﬂpéd/j as evidence of my, N sense
of @h%{ﬂemon/f and mrajmﬂl ﬂﬁ/’ﬁa{o} g evio/enu‘}y Yo her 5/,3(,‘{;((/
P@W’”a/ﬁty Disorder, Narcrss st Featores “and said " The
DSM=5 ndos thatnarciss sm is often associated with reacions
of W/}ﬂ/mn) rage and (aunJremﬁad(l_ in The Cace of criticism or
bomifm*r’on)wh,»ch may have played a role (n the 1ife crime, "

5}’]9 0/’(/ 5“}/ F’/h‘ﬁl I 6{0 b nm‘ Vﬂcd‘ 'H’)ﬁ F(/// CI”/"ILC’V/[( FOF
Nar(iﬁﬁfﬁ'hc P@rﬁona/f?(y D)‘)ﬂr&/W Nj b,% not wh VI(JIL, ‘FOP someon e
why jpmfﬂL I3 yedrs before prison (/0'”7 Chﬂf'/%dé/?/scimf{ﬂ{c,

vvor/r) hL %M(J% a romar}mb/F o/fawa/‘ﬁ, I 0/0 haw many

oﬂmr F’dW% nml fn Hw repm% Far H/m rrwe'f pﬂr?l,



vBe Fore ﬂ?? f@/)arvl pa w45 warhed J7y many prisoners
H’M% i+ I write a Ipt of prison g riovances i+ will he
cmplaived o€ and vsod agarnst me at my  parole hearmy,
1 fgwm/ ”H’)Pﬁ“ Wdrnﬁ?yj b?éﬂkﬁf /7L seerned 50 c/mréz
Iﬂpj q/ ‘{Lo me f/zml I [M/[é( }’)07[ )Je/f(’Vf‘ 'l‘/h(’y Wm/// &/d /{7(1
Stnce The parsle hearing at which T proceivel a §~your
d?m’d/ I )m:/e bml F”W/ any new pr/“ﬁm yh’p Vanees,

Pdm/l‘ng i5 more m pprfmy'f’ ’H’mr) access l‘hj 'H/)? Cd(/ﬁl},
Perhyps yoo will allow myselé and others to ds )y
efFore % and a3k,

1 0(16/ ﬂo ﬂ’)rwyh 7%? prv’ﬁmq gr’ie Vancy prﬂ/f) dn//
Q)f}véyﬂl §7L/¢YL0 rem eo/;"ej boﬁwe }03\0 ana{ ﬂ,e (am/]yﬂhan'sfw’
Risk Aﬁﬁefﬁmon+5 500 @ select Fow of thom alleched 1o
The pm[h[mn) fo the Lower (vurts, (/}/)pew/i,\f@

oth, T appedr



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

T he heart hestfates 1o sayy that a death penalty case shald
have a s horter +ime cam‘m inf Than a medical ney/m[ ca%)

bt The logrc for their time constraints s f&my/eff/y difFered,

T appars that no one has eversad t, af, and 50 T a5k you to,

T aﬁk you f‘o rm//(e’ The fi“me (onj’}faih/’j Loy hon -a’mf’h-pfm/;ly
habqa; Corpi, sech as medical }W/mz and Paro/c’ Adenyal cases

‘(0)75/57[6’74‘% W”Lh ‘Hfm (Oﬂfinu[}y 7;'”—}/:rrn()\w’)//"frwnlm!’»f/‘ Docﬁfm’f'
instead o f berng consisfont wATh death penalty fime constraiyfs,
Vl/hy shood T be penalized for Fi)fnj a4 h4beas (orps
WL);M)? O/M? ot indvidu ize blame, instead oF tort case for money;
wam hy'% fo 7,”( sergery 7”“)‘/))’? I am in orfeos paiy af
hfﬂ‘ﬂL) and x Frwr:’%;’lw/ an m;//]'p 777fj94/'h over momey, ' .
~ Plase see The discession o Grfinaing Tnjerios in Lage v, inile/
Stades, 709 F ad 818, 239 US App. D.C. 332 (DL Cir, 1984)
amd ’//’76 @ses5 f?L C/7[€)’, Thys pro per W/'// /ef those Jestices wakye
his argement For that Dectrine, Nothing in their logic fails to
ap/;?\/ to n0n¥é/eq7z/?‘pona/¥y habeas corpis 1S m}/ﬁﬂ/)/ﬁ‘ﬁ/ﬂ//y/m,'

Please se¢ 3 Z(a/,/fg,p, 51h 1999 Tn re Palmer (&0/22 for .
W(ny the Gntineing Tnjer ylTort Dectrine shold beapplied o parole

dé’hM/ )’MbC’dﬁ orp f) ﬂmugh f/m)/a/onlf ca ll /7L7L/74,70r C/(qtl? (.
The lackoF explicitness by the Coliornsa Sepreme Gurt ”'@"f/ﬂy

w hgthor Their r“eV(’Ua/mC&/m_ﬁ_éw applied fo /s Aq,,//,-,//a,ﬁ
ﬁmg (on5"f/ng/”/7 'f’} Wh;'C/’? ﬂ;cy /,5/ nd%//j‘w?ﬁ was ohér’/:/m;f{@r mga a5 |
T ﬁerprﬂ‘o/ itas nofdoing 50 ontil my case, T was a fool
who fhauy/)thanv( another medical neglet habeas wold be

5imple, and F delayed Cilfng my -more complicafal 7 f/wuy/;ﬁm/p

7

denial habess corpi uonti | T Filed the medical neglect habeas corp/t,




By

Plewse consfder W), argement Fhat T am Theone |
harmal b)/ myd@/a}/ in Fevor of Thr% madreal ne//e/f habets and

for W;‘ ressn There 1S ho 'facie/zp/ IFW[F)’[’)’?L in pena lrzing m e,

T will mm’ﬂy ]eJr the exfﬁ‘{rny Fec/em/ (c(jg/mq/ 7P6’4k+0
_Wl') ref?z //a 711'017 G’X/m uﬁ/)’ (()r eqw'm/mf/t/) yenders cha W,'/,(é/f) ﬂ%ff,

Femadics Csee Mc/grf&/(_l/, Lopez, §07 B 29BN (9th C/‘/,M For The

qath Circy ,',f versiond, the a//FFm)mfj éﬁweﬂn circeits are not relevant to

y case), Z/’} 1Lochm‘m//‘f}/.‘ g 6)‘/6’)’/’9}716’&/ acteal potaliation tn the form
A a5 evidonte 9 F my onseila

& of haw“ny my S8 oF 57[4/0 fémf///f} %14
b,’/ﬁy For paro ¢ ina Cumffr[’hanﬂw ﬂ;‘j/r/ﬁ)’efﬁhmrﬂﬁam(l censiderad

qu ac’*wt, N%ﬂ lfd?l/'ﬂﬂ 7L0 (0117//'/1/71f a fhrmf
0[#4 thed for a/e"f«//},j I?” d."# Jay ﬂ"ﬂl it yov wanT refa lration For
§€€}<D7j QFFGCJM accts; fo the (ourts '}0 5’{0@ then yev mm‘ I5508 &
‘rt//i)?j with feefh in i1, Itheru//% i+ W/'//(/‘uﬂ‘ leepon happening.
Ca'rrorﬂl/)/ /”07%’//“'/"0” in the prisons o F America is tThe bab (ta
C)(/)mlw( neoy m. Tt works = most pr5ongrs &/1))777l £ile prison grieantts
becavse ©f {4, Saying that i is 7] /@4/ Yo use access o the courts

[/ risk in Gmfrf’h(’ﬂ?}W’

req:?ireg/ Pf’l‘ﬁ?") ﬂr/dem[’} a €l//'/0>7(€ oF (h(r (a5
[/ For vSe in Pﬂrﬂ/t‘ /’Il@l/ffh//} W/'” l’MVe i»y/wa,

R'yl(,érﬁs'féﬁrnen fﬁ repare _ ,
I’ })qyeb )’)mr;( '”')Fﬁ’l[ 50)’77(7'/)\/7)?5 the (0)07}77/}5/\0)76*5 ‘dl) I a//'rpéf/y)
50 X ﬂgﬂoyf barr)ng Aoimy i+ inany 5 fuge of Parde Hearings.
\,f\ﬁ,;’:ﬁ'gf_hgfa/ |itsrnia Sepreme Gurt caselan on This, see In re

De or (1471 36 Cal, 3d 904,12 5-956 <itd by the (a /i bornia
ase, and Inre Muszalskl (1975),5% Cal, App. 3

fu/)réme (aur‘)‘ in This
e, and M}/ case,

500, Lo3-508 cited by The /f/)/)é///r/(’ Court i This s )
Na{ice how ho'l’ one 0{‘ Those casls mer)f)im} The word “}’(’fa’.’afion’)/
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

HNang T, /Qaém/
Date: 5/36/3‘5
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