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Main Briefs

Johns v. Georgia, 25-689  
Question presented:  A forensic pathologist who performed an autopsy on a homicide victim was unavailable for trial.  In her place, the State of Georgia offered testimony by a “peer review” pathologist who did not participate in the autopsy but testified as to the results based on her review of the autopsy materials.  Does the surrogate’s oral recitation of testimonial hearsay from an unadmitted autopsy report violate the Confrontation Clause?
Petition: https://law.unc.edu/wp-content/uploads/2025/12/20251210160621131_Johns-v-Georgia-Petition.pdf

Villarreal v. Alaniz, 25-29 
Question presented:  Respondents are police officers and prosecutors who sent Petitioner Priscilla Villarreal to jail for asking a police officer for facts and then reporting what the officer volunteered. Those officials plotted the local journalist’s arrest not for any legitimate purpose, but to silence a vocal critic. 
In a nine-to-seven en banc decision, the Fifth Circuit held the officials have qualified immunity, concluding it was reasonable to arrest Villarreal for routine news reporting under a Texas felony statute no local official had enforced in its 23-year history.
This Court granted certiorari, vacated, and remanded for further consideration in light of Gonzalez v. Trevino, 602 U.S. 653 (2024) (per curiam). But on remand, a splintered Fifth Circuit again held the officials have qualified immunity and largely restored “our previous en banc majority.” In dissent, Judge Higginson remarked, “I do not think it is a proper answer to the High Court to reinstate what we mistakenly said before, just in different packaging.”
The questions presented are:
1. Whether it obviously violates the First Amendment to arrest someone for asking government officials questions and publishing the information they volunteer.
2. Whether qualified immunity is unavailable to public officials who use a state statute in a way that obviously violates the First Amendment, as decisions from the Sixth, Eighth, and Tenth Circuits have held, or whether qualified immunity shields those officials, as the Fifth Circuit held below.

Counterstatement of the question presented: Qualified immunity protects government officials from personal liability unless they violate a “clearly established” constitutional right. Respondents arrested Petitioner, pursuant to a warrant issued by a magistrate, for violation of a duly enacted state statute that had never been held unconstitutional by any court. Without reaching the merits of Petitioner’s First Amendment argument, the en banc Fifth Circuit held that Respondents did not violate any right that was clearly established at the time of the arrest in 2017. Did the Fifth Circuit err?

Brief in opposition: https://law.unc.edu/wp-content/uploads/2025/11/No.-25-29_Brief-in-Opposition.pdf


Bembury v. Kentucky, 23-802
Question presented: Does the exception to the Fourth Amendment’s warrant requirement for searches incident to arrest permit a warrantless search of a backpack, purse, luggage, or other external container in the arrestee’s possession at the time of arrest, if, at the time of the search, the container is separated from the person and there is no reasonable possibility the arrestee could access the container to obtain a weapon or destroy evidence?
Petition:  https://law.unc.edu/wp-content/uploads/2025/01/Bembury-v-Commonwealth-of-Kentucky-Petition.pdf
Reply: https://law.unc.edu/wp-content/uploads/2024/05/Bembury-Reply-Brief.pdf

Amicus briefs
FDA v Alliance for Hippocratic Medicine
 https://law.unc.edu/wp-content/uploads/2024/02/DancoAmicus.pdf
Great Lakes Insurance SE v. Raiders Retreat http://www.supremecourt.gov/DocketPDF/22/22-500/267982/20230531110903539_No.%2022-500_Brief.pdf
Torres v. Texas Department of Public Safety
https://www.supremecourt.gov/DocketPDF/20/20-603/213465/20220207134045042_20-603_Amicus%20Brief.pdf

