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Questions presented

Is the taking of a deceased person’s organs by a state agency without
preauthorization of said person or next-of-kin a violation of the Constitutional and
legal rights of said person and next-of kin? Also, without authorization 1s it a

violation of this person’s next-of-kin’s constitutional and legal rights to give organs
to research facilities
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STATUTES AND RULE

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
[x] 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

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[x ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix B
to the petition and is




[ ] reported at

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[x ] is unpublished.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

> OF,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; ox,
[]is unpublished.

The opinion

court tothepetitionandis
Appendix

of the
appears at

;0T
[ ] reported at

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[1is unpublished.

1.
JURISDICTION

[ x] For cases from federal courts

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was —October20,2025——

[ x] 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 dates—and—a—eopy—of-the—erder 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. S. C. § 1254(1).




[] 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

[ 1 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(date) on (date) in

Application No. —A

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

CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
First Amendment of the United States Constitution

Fourth Amendment of the United States Constitution

Nineth Amendment of the United States Constriction

Fourteenth Amendment of the United States Construction




STATE_MENT OF THE CASE
On May 9, 2024 my mother died. The Baltimore City Police Department told me that an

autopsy had to be performed. The Baltimore City Police said that there was no way that I
could stop the autopsy. There was no due process before the state took my mother’s

body giving her heart and brain to research facilities. An autopsy was performed on my
mother on May 10, 2024. A few days later I buried my mother’s body. I made three phone
calls after my mother’s funerial to the Office of Chief Medical Examiner to ask if any part
of my mother’s body was retained. I was told on all three occasions that nothing was
retained. On one of the occasions, I was told by a woman who refused to give her name
that if my mother was not an organ or tissue doner then no part of her body was retained.
I then called into Andy Harris® office. Congresaman’s Harris’ chief of staff Matt Hudson
contacted the Chief Medical Examiner Pamela Southall MD who finally admitted that my
mother’s brain was donated to Johns Hopkins Hospital and my mother's heart was
donated to the CVPath institute. The CVPath Institute is a research facility in
Gﬁthmmea:yhniTheOvPathhsﬁmtemdezoﬁsmbhchmdSOsﬁdesﬁom
my mother’s heart. These blocks and slides are what I am concerned were not returned to
that they only kept what they legally could. I called to ask what was retained and Ms.
Moore kept putting me on hold, and finally said that I would need to talk to the Medical
Examiner if they would talk to me. I reached out to the asgistant medical examiner that
performed the autopsy Dr. Jack Titus MD and he did not return my calls. I was later

contacted by Ms. Moore who told me to contact a funerial home to get my mother’s organs.




I made arrangements to have my mother’s organs buried on August 14, 2024. I was at the
gravesite when the undertaker called me and said that the office of Chief Medical

Examiner did not yet have my mother’s organs, and I had to delay the burial by two
hours. I was able to inter my mother’s heart and brain, but I do not know if I have all of
her heart due to the samples that were taken. All of the mix-ups is the reason that Iam
concerned about the tiesue blocks and slides. This matter is an issue of federal concern in
that it has never been address at the foderal level as to the government taking organs.
Algo, there is a question of law because the tissue banks use the organs for research
which they are probably paid money for the research. My mother cried to me asking that
she not be cremated. She wanted to be buried according to her Catholic Faith. My mother
wanted her body buried together. This was her last wish. As an only son I am trying my
best to ensure that my mother’s dying wish is fulfilled. This is an issue of importance to
the court, because there are several class action law suits that are coming though the
state courts over this issue.




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
The reason that I think that you should grant this petition that it is

a violation of mine and my mother’s conational right's. Also, it will

not harm the appellant in any way to give me back the tisgue blocks

and slides. Finally, it will prevent other families from having to go
though the emotional distress that I am feeling now.




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Albert Glass

Date: January 20, 2026
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