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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

fxX] For cases from federai courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _A__to
- the petition and is

[ 1 reported at : - . o,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
X is unpublished. '

The opinion of the United States district couxt appears at Appendm _8 to
the petition and is- . '

[ ] reported at ; Oor,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
6q is unpublished.

Ix] For cases from state courts:

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

[ 1 reported at . ' ; OF,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet 1ep01 ted or,
0] is unpubhshed

The opinion of the MM%MM&M_QMM court
appears at Appendlx _D " to the petition and is o

- FQPOI‘ted D P — s et e o o e o T
[ ] has been designated for publication but i is not yet reported; or,

[} is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

X] For cases from federal conrtS'

The date on which the United States Couit of Appeals dec1ded my case
was MNovember 20,2025

X No petition for i"ehearing 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 cer tiorari was granted
to and including , (date) on v (date)
- in Application No. __A : '

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

[ 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 __ ___.

[1A tnnely petition for reheari 1ng was thel eafter 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 vi/vrit of certiorari was granted -
to and including ' (date) on (date) in
Application No. __A : '

The Jui 1schct10n of this Court is 1nvoked under 28 U S C §1257(a)



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

The Fourth, Jm;,:/m/ orovides: “The right of e people fo be secure i Pheir persows, houses,
pApers, and e/’/ecré, Ajﬂ/}vn‘ antersswible sediches and seczarcs, shafll mof boe vislafed, amd o
LSarcants shafl issue | but upa Py bable Cquse, :u//o/‘/d by Ot or A/Z"('m )4'5,\1, And
ﬂAr‘)ll'w/ﬁl‘é d e;cn“é:kg the place o Ge {em%a( wd Hhe persons of thivgs b be sefzed.”

Hhe ALH /@mdmwr‘ provides: ;\/o person ... shall be c""?”‘//“( ro ARy erimial edse /o e
A w,'twess Ajmbﬂ‘ ﬁ'PnSe//j Nof be Jcimbeal S Lt /Jéf)ff, or ,a/‘aael’ify,w/ﬂou/glqe process ol i,

e Sixth /%wd&e»/ provides:: ’,;u all epimaua /‘ ,m;ecaﬁbosj-/ire Accused shall e/ujoj Hhe

m:j/nf... fo hive the Assistance of Gunsel for his de 4»5&‘

The Fourteeohh /lwwa’mw?f fecﬁ&u /, ,o:w:‘d?s : l'..._NoI‘ shall Avy State Jepm’ve Auy persons of

byt ety bt sttt g
| Jum';d:'cﬁsu Yhe egu.d/p/b Feattm ;//7‘42 /s )

28 U.S.C. § 1257 (a) provides: “ﬁ;u,«/ Judgements or decreds rewdeced by the /\:'7 hest eart
o\z‘ | .574"[6. ro which A Aécﬂﬂbﬂ Cou/J be Adz{, mﬂj be I‘eth'eweJ ly e S)u/)/!me (éu/‘* 9
caif o/)'C’e/‘ﬁéfﬂl‘/“wéere“*f/le*VA/}‘A:& of A statute ol fhe Uoted-States rsdraon o

gueshinl. .. of where fuy (gt 15 ¢ luimed ander the Consttuta ... \
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Ochier 52018, polize executed a search woAnrant at Pe)tlylbnel; Nieolps Clarks
I‘es.:‘de;uce. OF licers Kuoeked, pu//e;‘ Clark onth He fpou? /&cl\, Awd eotered with At feast |
eig ht atmed of licers, iwcliding the FBI dnd 4 K-Tunit. The porch was parhilly evchsed
with only ave ext, blocked by huo Armed dedectives . Clark wsas hinded Fhe corrawt bt

g/ve mere SeCen:.Js to 3/fmée. Al A bebore 1uc524'w/503 éejAN. »

7he reconded interachian proceeded 4s Lollowss: Adper cgu/.'rmzbj Pecoding and
ideohily, police Aduised Clank he wis fhee fo lerve oot sde stest buk read Mt
whmivgs clue %o fhe epiminal dveshantion. Clank 4 Hirmed. ussdeys hiwding acd dechined fo.
Alk. Pulice Achuowskdged s but immedintely redorenced the cotmmant's poovisivs Lo

bismelrie TD f unloek An?,oﬂwe, 5;41;‘,}..)3 7‘/&3 weeld pr*ode:’d with that Clark fhew

oflered And prvided hes passeede: 96369, As his phone wohs wot focked bismetrieally,

————owly-by-phssecde—(See Appusdix £)-

Based ons infoomatins frm the phowe, Clark was Arrested, clw;jwl,' And
Conviched ;#/c‘aaa/‘"- |



wm>m_ozm FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Thes case presewts coitienl gueshions pbout Yhe protechions o cowst huhinal Plghts during
WA AR execwhbus and o derngahibus, with desp cireuit and state splits o Keg r5sues,
Certisrani is conrranted 4 resslve fhese eootliels and ensare wotloms Appheatibn of he

\A\xmﬁ&\x@c%\.

L. The Zudrnchos Viehhed the Filth ad Fauseosth Amesdmehs by Coshiustog
Costodinl Zuuterroqution After TrevocaBions of ;_w Right # mei.z‘ Silewt: _m\..e.?u
Testimenial Aet

ttLQ \&..i.&f v. b?xoz} 389 .S, 43¢, NR@V eustedial ixn,?u\:coz \m&m cedse.

:xoz, invocatan of the right f femain silent Here, Cluk exphieitly declned fo Ak yef

police ConFinued , sm\,nsm%iu the biametrie unbek o phompt A fespowse. 7his me&mx:mL

\rgiwz\ As i oas w%&t;&u. likely % elieit an docrimina Alog response «2,51% Hhe

e See- e o T i 28y Coshey et e

Verbal Assurances: Clank ws pulled loom his home,, separated fhom his coide | and detaived

st enscleed porch with the only exit boeked by aomed of s, mitroning de et

Arvest. See. Oroxco v. 7exas, 394 u.s, 329 (196%); lacts idivate Lm\%r\;{ of

freedom /o A “wz,mw%\ why. s Vislates due process under the m:sxw@i \_zﬁ_s@#

| ,\raao_.%.%sbvw..,\w\\x&w@x\%x\oa eehbus ee MMa \mqu.“,‘.hww#i‘.wvw oSA{ne).
e passcode FfselF 15 Postimenial, AS Cour k \ragz&\u Pecoquize * m_o.,%m\\.ru .

dise losure. [mp licates sel€ o eriminahbn, unslike pon-Tfeshmmin/ bismetiies. See Feeple

V. Speed \.N\\\M hop.wy holding m.gﬁ:\r_oz \violates FEth Amevdmen?; State v alder

Ky



(Uuteh .20.2‘/), Af/:rmlhs ,aASScoJeS' As Pm-/ec)tcd sﬁ)’v.memls. Cwﬁ‘ds with chses hke
State v. Avdrews (N.5. 20a0), highlighting the need far resolutisn. Even i#
Vo lur :leered,?) the comtext of Pod-.‘nuocm‘f'w',ﬂf‘essufe rendess H' ecefced, Akis Fo

Brown v. Mississippi, 297 A8, 278 (1130), whete due phocess bars lbuo(u»fnfj

Cons ASS rans,

ZZ: The Ldaeant Execution Violated the Faunth and Fonteesth Amecdments
Thtough Usrensovtble Seizure and Tnsaflicient Opportunily fo Review.

The Fourth Amesdment requires (esornble searches And seizares Ue?lm'/ug Clank dumﬂ
the Search s permissable uoder Michigan v. Sammens, 452 U.5.692 (1181), put the manwel-
pulling him out, bloc@j. the exf, A.\;d A\[’l’orcb'.»j owly seconds o rend the wamant -exceed s
PeAsonad lenvess. (Yarrants must be preseted for fospection, implying memmjﬁ.l 70/&‘#1»)1‘)3.
See United States v. Grabbs, S4°7 0.5, 9o (206(.) 72& Phonie search per Riley v

Cal; ;Cmm §73 0.8, 373 (2014), reguires A whrrant, bot cam'ae[/uuj Access p“ f-

, INVaCA ﬁ'oT! ﬂmr‘s ,/ 7715 au/'eﬁSwAberscSS V:olAf'eS Aue ,o/bcess wude/‘ ﬁ)e

Foun feentl Amendment R

ZTZ 7he Absense of Cunsel Zinphicates the Sisth pud Fasefeenth Amesdmersts

While Sixth Amendment cussel Athaches at AJ@sAPIA( procecdings, Flofhgery v.
G:‘/'le"sp;'é-'"*&a;r@;‘ S54°U8, 191 (2068), the eritieal nahire ":;l’%;3‘;2@;'ﬁhré?fjﬂ3?-""“‘ '
Aot execakbus leading dipee Hy fs evidence And ,_wnes/ ﬁyﬁue s for extensron
especinlly atter Mihodn juvocrtian. Altesnadely, substsntve due process under the
Foaoteaotl, Amecdment demods pomseel prevect coercion, See Chambers v,

b



Florvdn, 309 u.S. 227 (1940),

TV Ars Case /Pershs ﬁc wew #o C’Iﬂm‘{y Proteetivus ju ﬂ:j:}lnl E(‘A_an‘e/‘/’ig,u(/bpf.
State 5P/"+S on pAQCode Compa/s/ou And Conlaclj de on Hilaws demand uu;fo/’m/é,
gm» """3 certarani will sﬂlégumd MBAB Amid Wo(u:’;uj fech»o/ojs.

T Separrte-Brgument oo the Unconsthubtaoalily of Stowe v. Prael

Stone v. Powell, 428 (.5, Y45 (1974), holds Prnt Jederal habess copus relief i
usavailable Lop Founth Amendment claims i the state provided A Lull and Lo [ihigation
eppartunity, eves of enronecus. This rale is unconshtutiopnl, as i+ Abdrentes Ladersl
Courts’ duty fo e,o/;rce Ledepnl constitatisnal law, visla ting the Supf‘emﬁcj Clause
(U.S. Const got. XTI, ol. 2), |

7he Supremacy Clause mAndates federal faus 4s Supteme, binding sfates

Audﬁes Vd‘ J'fone no:u,[A fes stute eprons fmm (QJe/‘A/ feviewd, Lwdepmm/,uj

: et “/‘,”"‘“'fj Asd: lernj dnlel‘je»f' /m‘erpf’dn Hars, : Crites Arjue 't efedes hAbeAs role
/n vindicating federal rights, ,armm{»zmaj 1[.’».&/.“3 ove Atcuraty, Federal supremacy
requires aversight | uthout f, states became final acbiters o € fedeml guestions coustrary
o Marbury v. Madisont, 501 S, 137(1803),_ Stenes presump fron of sthte
comﬂu‘euee. igsiores ‘h.'n‘om‘cnl federal habeps XPUNS/oNS Fo e,\,'sufe; sapremney, Over-

(‘almj' ~Stane wsnld restere federal Courts” phimacy ins Cow st fuHosa] enloreemest.



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari shoﬁld be graxll,ted.‘

Respectfully submitted,




