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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

DIb THE DECISION OF THE LOULSIANA COURT OF APPEAL, THIRD
CIRCUIT, IN WHICH WAS UPHELD BY THE LOUISIANA SUPREME COUERT,
CONFLICT WITH THE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTIONS EIGHTH AND
FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT PROHIBITIONS AGAINST CRUEL AND

UNUSU AL PUNISHMENT, AND VIGLATIONS OF DUE PROCESS AND EGUAL
PROTECTION OFLAW ?




LIST OF PARTIES

{X1 Al partics appear in the caption of the case on the cover prge.

[ 1 Allpartice do not appear in the caplion of the case on the cover prge. A list of all partics
to the procesding in the court whose Judgment is the subject of this petitian ic anfellows:
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SUFREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETTTION FOR WRIT OF CERTTORARI
Pefitioner respectfully prays that 2 writ of certiorani issue to review the dgment below:
OPINIONS BELOW
[ ] Forecases from federal conris:
The opinton of fre United Satex comt of appeals appears ot Appendix |

thepestittion mid

i ] repwiedad ; oF,
[ ] tasbeea designafed for publication but v nof vef repotfed; or,
f ] isuopublished

The opuxion of fiie Unifed States disfrict cout appears af Appendix
the peitition and &

'] repetedd Lo,
[ ] o been devignoled for publication but &= nof yet tqmn‘ed: of,
{ ] izuopublished

f ] Forcaws from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court fo review fhe merits appears at
Appeadix “A”  fothe petition and is

[X] reported 420 So.3d 747

[ ] hasbeen derignafed for publication but i nof yef reported; or,
[ 1 isuapublished

The &g}iﬂim of the

appems & Appendix To the pelition and 12 o
{ 1 reportedat ;or,
[ 1 Thasbeen degignoted for publication but & nof yef reported; or,
f ] izuapublished




JURISDICTION

f 1 Forcases from federal courts:

The date on which the Unifed Stafes Court of Appeals decided my cane
WS .

[ 1 Nopetition for reheaning was timely filed in my case.

T'1 Atweely pstition for rehearning was denied by the United Siales Court of

Appesks on the following date: , and 8 copy of the order denving
rehearing appears af Appendiz .

I 1 Anextension of time to file the petition for a writ of cortiorari was granted
to aad including {date) on ({date} in Application No.
A

The juresdiction of this Court is invoked under 28U 5.0 § 1254(1).

[ ] Foreases from sate conrts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was _11-12-25
& copy of that decizion appears af Appendix _“A” .

{ ] A fimely pefifion for rechepring was fhereafler denied on the following
dafe: » aitd 3 copy of the order denying rehearing
appoms # Appendm ) '

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certioryri was granted
to and includiag {datc) on {dxe} in Application No. __ &

The jurisdiction of this Comf iz mvoked nnder 28 U 5.C. § 125%(al




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISTIONS INVOLVED

US CONSTITUTION AMEKDS 8 414 5. ad Appendix AL B




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Appellant was convicted of one count of first degres rape. in violation of La. RS 14:42
{AN3}; one count of thind degres rape, in viclstion of La B S 1443 (A}4} snd one count of
sexual batiery, in vielstion of Le B8 14:43.1 {A)1), {AN2), snd {C)2), was sentenced to lile
mpnseament for firsd degree rape, twenty-five yvears for third degree rape, and faty years for

sexmal battery. Ench sentence was ordered to be sorved 8 hord Iabor without the benefit of

pamole, probation, or suspension of seafence, and to run consecufively. See Appendix “A™, Pp.

i3

O May 08, 2025, the Lovigiona Cowmt of Appeal for the Third Circutt offirmed
Appailant’s conviction and sentences. See Appeadix “B”
The Loutisisaa Couwrt of Appesl for the Thivd Circu#t forewarded ity decision to Edweard ¥
Bauman_ the afforaey for the Losisiana Appellate Project, who mailed a copy of the decwion o
apspeliond of the Losiziana State Prizon where on May 12, 2025 appelizet signed 2 reception ship
for the copy of the pdgment rendered by the Louisiana Court of Appeal for the Thard Cirouit.

Appetiant applted fo the Loussiana Supreme Coutt for Wrd of Certiorant, claimmg that the
Louisiana Court of Appeals for fhe Third Cireuif erved i its decivion that dented the relief he
zought ia his dwect appeal application. Jee Appendix “A™

On the dafe of 11-12-25_ the Lonisians Supreme Couet denied Appeflant's Application for
Wit of Certiorani.

Finally, Appeilant is before this HONORABLE COURT for consideration of bis

Agpplication for W of Certiorart.




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
Appellont wam convicted of one count of first degree rape, in violation of La B 5. 14:42
{A¥S); oue count of thind degree mape, m violsfion of La R.& 1443 (AM4), and one count of
sesmal battery, in vielgtion of La RS 14:43.1 {AX 1), (AX2), and (CH2}, war sentenced to Hife
anprizonment for first degree mape, fwventy-five years for third degree vape, and forty years for
seamal battery. Each senfence was ordered to be served of hard tobor without the benefit of

pamle, prabation, or suspension of sentenee, and fo run consscutively.

Appeliant had no prior conviclions warrating the harshness of his senfence, so the

sesdenice wan excengive, and wan o more thaa g neediens infliction of pan and suffering fhat

amounted to an Eighth, and Fourteenth Amendnent violafion. U3 Const. Amends 8 & 14

Appellant reapectfully contead, fiaf the cenfences chould have been run councumently as

oppased (o botng ma conseoutively.

CONCLUSION
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted, ‘
Drate 6 / / ‘%/&03\\0




