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QUESTION^) PRESENTED

DID THE DECISION OF THE LOUISIANA COURT OF APPEAL. THIRD 
CIRCUIT, IN WHICH WAS UPHELD BYTHE LOUISIANA SUPREME COURT, 
CONFLICT WITH TOE UNITED STATES CONSTITUTIONS EIGHTH AND 
FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT PROHIBITIONS AGAINST CRUEL AND 
UNUSUAL PUNISHMENT AND VIOLATIONS OF DUE PROCESS AND EQUAL 
PROTECTION OF LAW ?
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LIST OF PARTIES

[X] AH parties appeal' in the caption of the ease on the caver page.

[ ] AH parties do not .appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list <£ all parties 
to the proceeding in the cotut whose jtu|§meut is the snbjed. of this petition is as follows:
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IN THE-

SUPREME COURT OF THE- UNITED STATES

PEITHON FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully pays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United Stales court of appeals appears at Appendix to 
the petition and is
[ ] reputed st; or, 
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; on
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears st Appendix to  
the petition and fe
[ ] reported sg;cr, 
[ j has been designated for publicsdion but ts not yet tsported; or, 
f J is ?mpubllslied.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appe^s at
Appendix “A" to the petition and is
[X] reprsted at 420 Se.Jd 707; or, 
[ ] has been designated for publication both not yet reposted; or.
[ ] KHrnputdished.

The opinion of the court 
appears at Appendix To the petition and is
[ ] reposted st.; or, 
[ ] hag been designed foi publieatfoii but is not yet reported; or, 
[ I is unpublished.
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal eamts:

The date on which rtte Unfed States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was.

[ ] No pethion for rehearing u'ajs timeh filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition ftr refeesmg was Asfed by the United States Court. of 
Appeals on the folfowng date:smd a copy of the order denying  
reheariag appears at Appendix.

[ ] An extension of time to fife the petition for a wit. of certiorari was granted 
to and foriudmg(date) on.(date) m Application No.  
A .

The jurisdicrioii of this Court is invoked wider 28 IJ.S.C. § 1254(1).

[ J For eases from state courts:

The date on which the highest rtste court decided my case was 11-12-25.
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix “A”

( ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following 
date:, and a copy of the order denying rehearing 
app?3rK nt Append^.

f ] An extension of rime to file the pewtloft for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and factaifiag(date) on(drte) in Afiplication No. A  

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U.S.C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL  AND STATUTORYPRO VISTIONS INVOLVED

U.S. CONSTITUTION AMENDS. 8 &i4 5, and Appendix A & B



STATEMENT OE THE CASE

Appellant was convicted of one connt rtf first tlegree rape, in YtcIaiiGii of La. R.S. 14:42 

(AX.S); ®re count of third degree rape, in viokiicn cf La. R.S. 14:43 (A)(4), afid one eoiint. rtf' 

sexnal battery, in vioMion ofLs. R.S. 14:43.1 (AX.1), (AX.2), and (CX.2X W8S silenced to life 

imprisonment for first degree rape, twenty-five years far third degree rape, and forty years for 

seoaial battery. Each sentence was ordered to be served rt hard bbcr without the benefit of 

parole, jirobation, or suspension of sentence, and to run consecutive^. See Apgiendix “A**,, Pp. 
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0a May 08, 2025, the Louisiana Court of Appeal for tire Third Circuit affirmed 

Appellant's conviction and sentences. See Appendix “B”

The Louisiana Court of Appeal tor the Third Ctmih fore warded ite decision to Edward K. 

Bauman, the attorney for die Louisiana Appellate Project who mailed a co|jy of the decision to 

apjpetlaat st the Louimaa Stole Prison, where art May 12,2025, appellant signed a reception slip 

for the copy of the judgment rendered by the Louisiana Court of Appeal for the Thad Circuit.

Appellant applied to the Louisiana Supreme Court for Writ of Certiorari, claiming that the 

Louisiana Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit erred in its decision that denied the relief he 

sought in his dhect appeal silication. See Appendix “A”

f.ta the drte of 11°12°25, the Lmiiwiana Supreme Court denied Appellaafs Application for 

Writ CertiiKsn.

Finally, Ajjpeilanf is before this HONORABLE COURT for consideration of Iris 

Application for Writ of Certiorari.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Appellant was convicted of one count of first degree je, in violation oila. ILS. 14:42 

(AX5); oae count of third degree i^pe, m viotafion of La. R.S. 14:43 (AX4X mid mie count of 

sexual battety; ia mWion ofLs. R.S. 14:43.1 (AXl), (AX 2), aid (Q(2), was sentenced to life 

rmpriswament for first degree rape, twenty-five yean? fbr third degree rape, aid forty yeais for 

sexfjsl battesy. Each sentence was ordered to be served st hard labor without the benefit of 

|im»le, probation, or suspension of sentence^ mid to ran consecutively.

Appdfesit had «o coavidhss the hohoess <his whence, so toe

sentence %%sg exosssiw,, aid was ao more that s seedless tafltdioa of pain mid sufferhig thsf 

amounted to an Eighth, and Fourteenth Amendment violation. U.S. Const. Amends. 8 & 14 

respect&lty contend, that toe seniences should have been ran coaeimentiy, as 

opposed to beitig ran consecutively.

CONCLUSION

The petition fcra writ of certiorari should be granted.

■Respectfully submitted.


