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QUESTIONS PRESENTED


 

1. When and where both hybrid crime and judicial crime exist in such extreme cases including this 

case, how should the Constitution of the United States and/or the Supreme Court of the United 

States protect the constitutional rights of such victims (including the petitioner)? 

 

2. When and where such victims (including the petitioner) cannot perform their constitutional rights 

because of the failure of the function of the rule of law, how should the Constitution of the United 

States and/or the Supreme Court of the United States protect the constitutional rights of such 

victims? 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PARTIES TO THE PROCEEDING 

Petitioner is KYUHWAN HWANG, an individual who appeared as plaintiff-appellant in the courts 

below. Respondents are JERRY QUEZADA ARITA, TENET HEALTHCARE 

CORPORATION(“SAINT FRANCIS HOSPITAL-MEMPHIS”), AND CITY OF 

MEMPHIS(“Memphis Police Department” and “Memphis Fire Department”), who appeared as 

defendants-appellees in the courts below.


CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT


Petitioner is an individual and not a corporation. No corporate disclosure statement is required. 


 
 

LIST OF ALL RELATED PROCEEDINGS IN STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS 

1. THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF TENNESSEE, No. W2023-01703-SC-R11-CV, 

KYUHWAN HWANG v. JERRY QUEZADA ARITA ET AL., Opinion-Filed: September 10, 2025 

(09/10/2025). 

2. THE COURT OF APPEALS OF THE STATE OF TENNESSEE, No. W2023-01703-COA-R3-

CV, KYUHWAN HWANG v. JERRY QUEZADA ARITA ET AL., Opinion-Filed: May 30, 2025 

(05/30/2025). 

3. THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR SHELBY COUNTY OF THE STATE OF TENNESSEE AT 

MEMPHIS, No. CT-4094-20, KYU (HWAN) HWANG VS JERRY QUEZADA ARITA ET AL., 

Order-Filed: February 24, 2025 (02/24/2025) (by judge HIGGINS, HONORABLE GINA C.), 

Order-Filed: November 3, 2023, (11/03/2023) (by judge CORBIN-JOHNSON, HONORABLE 

FELICIA).  

4. THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT, KYU HWAN 

HWANG v. JERRY QUEZADA ARITA ET AL., (Note: The petitioner does not have the 

information about the case number and the filed date in this court.) 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5. THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT — WESTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE, No. 

2:20-cv-02904-SHL-atc, KYU HWAN HWANG v. JERRY QUEZADA ARITA ET AL., Filed: 

August 20, 2021 (08/20, 2021). 
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I. PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI


Kyuhwan Hwang petitions the Court for a writ of certiorari to review the judgment(“opinion”) of 

the Supreme Court of the State of Tennessee and other lower courts.


II. OPINIONS BELOW 

The opinion of the Supreme Court of the State of Tennessee is attached in the appendix. 

The petitioner does not have the information whether the opinion of the Supreme Court of the State 

of Tennessee is reported or unpublished. Therefore, the petitioner does not have the information 

about the citation. 

                                                               III. CITATIONS 

The petitioner does not have the information in terms of “Citations” (Rule 14.1(d)), “Citations of 

the offcial and unoffcial reports of the opinions and orders entered in the case by courts or 

administrative agencies.” However, the opinion of the Supreme Court of the State of Tennessee is 

attached in the appendix.


IV. JURISDICTION


The judgment of the Supreme Court of the State of Tennessee was entered or filed on or about 

September 10, 2025 (09/10/2025). A petition for rehearing was NOT filed. (Such petition could not 

be filed because of the constant crime or/and ‘probable causes’ which continued to exist in this 

case.) This Court has jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1257(a). This petition is filed within 90 days of 
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the entry of judgment, as required by Supreme Court Rule 13. This petition is NOT filed under this 

Court’s Rule 11. In terms of Rule 14.1(e)(v), the petitioner makes his statement that the 

notifications required by Rule 29.4(b) or (c) have NOT been made. The petitioner has no issues in 

terms of Rule 29.4(b). However, the petitioner has issues in terms of Rule 29.4(c). However, the 

petitioner has not been in a situation to raise issues because of the alleged constant crime and its 

circumstances. Therefore, such notifications had NOT been made by the petitioner. 

 

                    V. CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED 

This case is about justice, law, the rule of law, the constitutional rights, and the protection of such 

constitutional rights  of individuals in the United States. Here are some of the essential parts 

hereinafter.      

                                                                    Statues 

18 U.S.C. § 241:  

If two or more persons conspire to injure, oppress, threaten, or intimidate any person in any State, 

Territory, Commonwealth, Possession, or District in the free exercise or enjoyment of any right or 

privilege secured to him by the Constitution or laws of the United States, or because of his having 

so exercised the same; or If two or more persons go in disguise on the highway, or on the premises 

of another, with intent to prevent or hinder his free exercise or enjoyment of any right or privilege 

so secured— They shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both; and 

if death results from the acts committed in violation of this section or if such acts include 

kidnapping or an attempt to kidnap, aggravated sexual abuse or an attempt to commit aggravated 

sexual abuse, or an attempt to kill, they shall be fined under this title or imprisoned for any term of 

years or for life, or both, or may be sentenced to death.                         

                                                            Constitutional Provisions 

Preamble to the U.S. Constitution:  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We the People of the United States, in Order to form a more perfect Union, establish Justice, insure 

domestic Tranquility, provide for the common defence, promote the general Welfare, and secure the 

Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the 

United States of America. 

 

U.S. Const. amend. VII: 

In Suits at common law, where the value in controversy shall exceed twenty dollars, the right of 

trial by jury shall be preserved, and no fact tried by a jury shall be otherwise reexamined in any 

Court of the United States, than according to the rules of the common law.


VI. STATEMENT OF THE CASE


This case arises from a civil action alleging the petitioner had a car accident which happened on 

October 5, 2019 (10/05/2019). The civil complaint was filed on October 1, 2020 (10/01/2020). The 

opinion of the Supreme Court of the State of Tennessee was filed on September 10, 2025 

(09/10/2025). This case was adjudicated in five (5) lower courts. However, the petitioner could not 

have a fair opportunity to prosecute his case not because of the lack of his will and efforts but 

because of the hybrid crime and judicial crime. The petitioner alleges that there have been, in this 

case from 2019 to 2025, constant crime, white-collar crime, physical crime, litigation crime, 

litigation interferences, and so on. The petitioner alleges that this case and the decision below raises 

nationwide important questions of the Constitution of the United States, Federal laws, and the 

protection of the constitutional rights of such victims (including the petitioner) that warrant this 

Court’s review.


VII. REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT


This case presents an important federal question that should be settled by this Court.  Hybrid crime 

and judicial crime produce the failure of the function of the rule of law. It is extremely serious 
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problem in the United States. This matter has great importance nationwide. Transportation, 

automobiles, and insurance are indispensable in the American way of life. When and where such 

victims including the petitioner cannot perform their constitutional rights because of the hybrid 

crime and judicial crime, and because of the failure of the function of the rule of law, the lofty 

ideals of the Constitution of the United States collapses disastrously or grisly. If such matters 

including this case are not dealt with by the Supreme Court of the United States, such wretchedness 

will continue to exist and prevail in the United States. Therefore, we need to resolve this once and 

for all.


VIII. CONCLUSION AND PRAYER FOR RELIEF


1. For the reasons stated above, the petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.   

2. If it is not granted, the petitioner request the Court to “hibernate” this case for ten (10) years or 

such time. During the hibernation, the enforcement of this case will be stayed and the petitioner will 

perform investigative journalism and other special activities in order to collect and present 

additional evidence in terms of such alleged hybrid crime and judicial crime even though there are 

already existing evidence.


Respectfully submitted,  


______________________________  


/s/ KYUHWAN HWANG,  

Petitioner (Pro Se) 

P.O.Box 40803 

Memphis, TN 38174 

Tel.: (901) 264-7363 

E-Mail: kyuhwan.hwang@gmail.com 

Dated: December 3, 2025 (12/03/2025) 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                                                    CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

1, the undersigned hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing was mailed(or will be mailed), 

postage prepaid and/or via electronic mail to: Attorney, R. Scott Vincent, 80 Monroe Ave, Suite 650, 

Memphis, TN., 38103, svincent@allensummers.com; Attorney, Taylor Davidson, 6060 Primacy 

Pkwy, Suite 100, Memphis, TN., 38139, tdavidson@harrisshelton.com; and Attorney, Theresa 

Patterson, 44 N. Second, Suite 604, Memphis, TN., 38103, tpatterlaw@aol.com. 

I hereby certify that I have sent(or will send) a copy of the foregoing electronically or via Email to: 

svincent@allensummers.com, aharris@allensummers.com, cc: appellatecourtclerk@tncourts.gov, 

Circuit.Division4@shelbycountytn.gov. 

/s/ Kyuhwan Hwang (Pro Se), Dated: On or about December 3, 2025 (12/03/2025). 

 

                                                  CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE 

I hereby certify that I tried to comply with the formatting requirements set forth in Rules of the 

Supreme Court of the United States (Rule 33). Based upon the word count of a word processing 

system(Apple Pages) and excluding the sections set forth in Rule 33.1(d), this document contains 

1,685 words. It contains 8,691 characters without spaces. The total pages of this document are 12 

pages that are less than 40 pages (Rule 33.2(b)). I declare under penalty of perjury that the 

foregoing is true and correct. 

/s/ Kyuhwan Hwang (Pro Se), Dated: December 3, 2025 (12/03/2025). 

 

                                                                           NOTE 

1. Petitioner could not collect the necessary details in this case because of the constant crime and 

probable causes until as of this moment. Instead, petitioner can try to put some information in the 

newspapers hereinafter when he can. (The Tennessee Times, https://tennesseetimes.org/ct-4094-20, 

The Memphis Times, https://memphistimes.org/ct-4094-20).
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2. The petitioner is Chairman of AmericanTV(https://americantv.org) and Publisher of the American 

Newspaper(https://americannewspaper.org). 


APPENDIX


App. 1: Opinion of THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF TENNESSEE AT JACKSON 
(Opinion-Filed: September 10, 2025 (09/10/2025)).
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF TENNESSEE
AT JACKSON

KYUHWAN HWANG v. JERRY QUEZADA ARITA ET AL.

Circuit Court for Shelby County
No. CT-4094-20

___________________________________

No. W2023-01703-SC-R11-CV
___________________________________

ORDER

Upon consideration of the application for permission to appeal of Kyuhwan Hwang
and the record before us, the application is denied. We further find that the application is 
frivolous and award appellee Jerry Quezada Arita his reasonable attorney’s fees and 
expenses incurred in responding to the application as damages for a frivolous appeal 
pursuant to Tennessee Code Annotated section 27-1-122. The case is remanded to the trial 
court for a determination of the amount of damages and any further necessary proceedings.

PER CURIAM 

09/10/2025


