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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES 

DeAndre' Russell Petitioner pro se' 

V. 

Redstone Federal Credit Union! Anthony Ingegneri, 
ET.AL, Respondents 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I DeAndre' Russell, Petitioner pro Se' do swear or declare 

that on this date of December 20, 2018 as required by 

the U.S. Supreme Court Rule 29, that I have presented to 

the Clerk of this U.S. Supreme Court his CORRECTED 

PETITION FOR REHEARING and will serve each party to 

the above document or that party's counsel, by 

depositing a copy in the United States mail, with signed 

signature. The names and addresses below are those 

who are being served with these documents: 

Mr. Noel J. Francisco 
Solicitor General 
United States Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20530-00 
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Sherman & Lacey, LLC 

P.O. Box 3062 

118 N. Royal St. Suite 702 

Mobile, Al. 36602 

David E. Avery Ill 

Attorney for Appellees 

Deputy Counsel, Dept. of Revenue 

P.O. Box 320001 

50 Ripley Street 

Montgomery, Alabama 36132 

Law Office of C. Howard Grisham 

and Jeffery L. Cook, attorney(s) 

Redstone Federal Credit Union 

4011 Marie Ave. N.W. 

Huntsville, Al. 35816 

John Larsen 

Attorney at Law 

1733 Winchester Rd. 

Huntsville, Al. 35811 

Melissa Larsen 

Attorney at law 

521 Madison St., Suite 201 

Huntsville, Al. 35801 

rndre' R 

4882Ja Street 

Huntsville, AIabma 35811 

PetitionePro Se' 

(256) 851-6658 
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Alabama home to. fiafflo-WsWeakest 
debtor protections,r* e' p . ort says. 
Alex Walsh 
awalsh@al.com  

Alabama law contains only 
a few weak. protections for its 
residents that find themselves 
with significant amounts of 
debt, a new report shows, 
making it one of the worst 
places in the nation to find 
one's self in debt 

Composedby the National 
Consumer Law Center, the 
report, titled "No Fresh Start: 
-Bw States LetDebtCollectors 
•Push Families Into Poverty," 
givesAlabamaan "F" grade for 
AS debt protection laws. Just 
three other states received "F" 
grades - Delaware, Kentucky  

And Michigan. 
The NCLC argues that 

stronger exemption laws can 
help debtors recover more 
quickly. Protecting a home 
and a vehicle can allow some-
one with significant 'debt to 
continue working, for exam-
ple, but those protections are 
not in place in Alabama, the 
NCLC found. 

States were graded on sev-
eral criteria, which are listed 
below, along with how Ala-
bama fared on each compo-
nent: 

P Wage protection (Grade 
- F): Only 75 percent of  debt-
or's wages, or 30 times thefed-
eral minimum wage, is pro- 

tected from garnishment in 
Alabama. That's the federal 
minimum required protec-
tiôn, and ]a 'win 20 states. 

P Vehicle protection 
(Grade - F): Alabama law caps 
the protection of possessions 
owned at $3,000 in value, and 
includes vehicles, household 
goods, and bank accounts 
in the same bundle. Just five 
other states received. an  "F" 
for this category. 

P Home protection (Grade 
-. F): The cap on home value 
protection in Alabama makes 
the benefitessentially nOn-
existent:.only homes valued 
under $s;000 are protected 
bylaw. At the other end of the  

spectrum, 19 states set their 
home value protection caps at 
$100,000 or higher, and seven 
states goso far asto protect the  ; 
home from seizure regardless 
of its value. 

P Household goods protec-
tion (Grade - D): Up to $3,000 
worth of household goods are 
protected in Alabama, better 
than six other states. But this 
includes any vehicles and 
bank accounts as well.. 

P Bank account protection 
(Grade - F): Again, debtors' 
bank accounts are included 
in the $3,000 "bundle" of pro-
tectedgoods. In1Ostates bank 
acconnts.are completelyvul-
nerable to seizure.  
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