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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

l~l\|he-Vher ex ccobchon tor cxldincj exnA oJoeWln<^ recorder vloVxheS 
du€ process under dacKson \J. xArgvn^/^ its. 2>ot- 
where -the evidence shows only presence cxnd cxvhoi<yous 
c^ndoch, wWhoiA proo-f oh l-nVenY Vo VacAltaVe Ahe cnw\e-

2, Whether -Vhe adtnlssion o-f highly prejudicial gang evidence 
VioVAes doe process where \V renders Ahe Arlcd Vundamen-Wly 
UnWc undec EsA-ell-e \i. He(huire,5o2 U.S. G2 Xmi):

3-VdheVhec Ahe Cunnul^Aive eWccA- eV- ’rooAlp^e Avlc\\ errors 
Cao deny due process evert where XndlvlducJ errors ore 
domed harmless.

4. Whe+her AW lower courts wilsoipphed the cecYvhiccAe of 
/^ppecUnh\lAy sVc^nAxcd endec SlaeK V. VA.cV<=\n\e\ and HlheC-EL V, Co>c«RJ 
by denying a cechlhlc^e AppealaVihty deSfde J^b^Veble
C^ns-ViVuEi0 n a\ clhxtvx 6.



LIST OF PARTIES

A list of all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of 
this petition is provided below. If a party is a corporation with a stock ticker symbol 
that symbol is also included.

Petitioner Giovanni TbomaS Jassd
Respondent" Gaelic MatteSon, Warden

RELATED CASES

Ciiovann'i JhomS Jasso v. Giselle MaHeson, united 
States District Court Eastern District of cAifornioi Case 
number V.Z4-cV'00|3S-kes-SA8-(hc). ■Judgement erW ^2b'25

Gnovanm Thoms Jasso V. Giselle Matteson, United States 
Court of Appeals fafi. "The Ninth Circuit. Docket M umber 9R VnU2 
Judgement entered 3-I3-2G ~ wnroer 25-50bZ.
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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; 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[x/] is unpublished.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 db to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[V] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix _D to the petition and is
[ ] reported at; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[v] is unpublished.

The opinion of the CfidtPofUt Cout'10~F APPt&J NPPEMVAVE QlfrtRlffiourt 
appears at Appendix _C to the petition and is
[ ] reported at; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[V] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was lAaccVx ____
[7] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] 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).

[ ] 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 JD

[ ] 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

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED,
This CciSe involves +V\e Cons-VvY^orxoA prov\s\ons.

<US. Consf. awend. xiv, one process clause

TniS Case also involves -Hie-folloiAHng sWcrVeS
. >28 U.S.cJ I2SHW 28U.S-C-5 t*) ■

.28 u.s.c J n53fc)
•28 U.S.C ■§ 225^

ThiS Case Tu.r4Vier involves CoAlWrvcx Jury \fts+rvc-V\or\ C ACCRAV\ 
NO.' IH03 Cancer rung AV\e use of g^ng evidence.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

petitioner VM Convicted in CatAocnia sUe court os an oikged 
aider and abetter to murder, Petitioner iMas nd the shooter) 
and the prosecution relied prnwit/ on circumstantial evidence, 
including curv/iellcxnce Video and gong ~ related hest,\rriori\^.

~rt\e evidence showed, at most, that Petitioner vcac present 
near Mne Scene and imlhed io the Vicinity of the victim. There 
vdaS no direct evidence -that petitioner tnevu oP the shooters 
intent or that he Mended Vo PacihWe the come-

At tnal,dk, projection introduced expensive gang evidence,aihich 
Portrayed petitioner a 5 Mng^rouS and predisposed Ax> VicAeneC. 
The <Jua| iaJcvS instructed voi\V\ C/XV_C^\vA wo, yAo3, ah^uoir^g 
Consideration o? gang evidence tor tinoited pjuppoees, Y>\jp 
instruction permitted Vne dvrg -to use suet evidence 
evoAucxPxnq motive and intent-

Petitioner sougVit Mteas ce\\et \n Peeler ©A Coort, raising 
dawns oh \n60pPiCvent evidence,improper aUirwissien o-P geng 
evidence, and cornu Votive error. The district court denied
reiieP and denied ex ceCtiticcAe ^p appeaWoitty The Wj 
cvccuit iik-CvuiSC denied cr cert Pt cat c oP cKppeaiaVrVitx/,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
I. THE EVIDENCE WAS INSUFFICIENT TO ESTABLISH AlDINGi AM) ABETW LWglUVi 

Under Jacfcon V-.VirginiaJue process rewires sufficient evidence -For cv 
rational trier o+ EacT to -Find guilt beyond a reasonable doubt
. Petitioner Was corMc+ed q$an alleged aider and abettor even though 

Was naf-ihe shader. The prosecution relied almost entirely on circumstantial
evidence ana Speculative. inferences. 7

. While +he surveillance video may suggest petitioner was present and 
walked near the vic-tirri) mere pressence and ambigauos conduct do nd establish 
Knowledge oF thQ Shooter'S intent or an intend to Facilitate murder.

M/vffl CIRCUIT recognized in WALTERS V-MAASS, Circumstantial 
Tf^fnce %ust do more.'mn merely Permd Speculation or Conjecture. Here, evidence supported multiple plausible mterpretationspncluding tnn^^

cL j Tfe prosecution Failed to establish beyond a reasonable doubt that Petition 
snared the shooters intent or intentionally assisted the murder.

1 LIlNmM1SS'0H °F PRtJOC,Al WOCE RENDERED THE TRIAL VUHWKVAllY
The prosecution introduced extensive gang evidence andrelied heavily 

on CALCfW No. 7^03 to argue motive and intent
rr jjhe gang evidence had minimal probative Value but substantialprejudice 

ejF + Encouraged the Jury to convict Petitioner based on gang associatea 
Qna chap^cterroiteer^ar) proof op intentional participation in murder.

, wider ESTELLE y.McGUirej evedenteary rul,ngS viofaFe due process 
When they render the. trial Fundamentally Unrair
9^9 ^L<e c0n^ionnl timffs ot

111. THE CUMULATWE EFFECT OF THE ERRORS DENO DUE PROCESS
Even IF the indivtdual errors are considered harm LeSS^ their 

cumulative effect deprived Petitioner of a fundamentally Fair tried
The combination ofi. .

*weaK Circumstancia(evidence
* extensive gang evidence
*and instructional error involving CALC RIM no. IUa3

a substantial rfsK tfed- petitioner Was convicted base® 
doubt, evudice &nd speculation rather dhan proof beyond oi reasonable 

m<av combined effect- of multiple errors
iFIf /s F/ fi P SS ^en ^here w sin3le error 'ndSpenden/ly



Respectfully submitted,

iV. THE EOIaO COW nsSAPPlO-w CERTIFICATE OF APPEAWlUT 
STA^ARO

The Uni W States Court 0-P Appeals for Fhe Ninth Giroirt denied c 
Certificate of appealability in a Summary order, Concluding fhrt prtAioner foCAe 
fo rmlCe a CubsWhoA slwmg of the denial of a conrtvhrtional r ight-

Under SlacK V-McDaniel and Mi\ler-Et V.CodCrelljCk certfierte of 
>ppertabtfy Should \SSUC Wnerc reasonable Jurusf Could debate the resolution of 
^onsfifufionoA clews.

Petitioner's claims are oT leasY debatable cAnnona Jurisf oP c-ez\S6>n i>ecause:
•PefiTionef vias nof VHe shorter
’"The prosecution relied ertirelo on circumsfanhirt evidence
•There vias no direct evidence fhrt PeVdioner'vrtendedTo WiVTrte-
• The prpsecrtion Introduced extensive gang evidenceThrt riste 
conviction Vf association rrther Mw proof beyond a reasonable doub 

aerits cP av e Circuit's summary deni<x\ ePPectiveX^ resolved+te

conclusion '
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Date: Moej n;20ZU


