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QUESTIONS PRESENTED FOR REVIEW

As required by Rule 14.1(a)

Question # 1

What is the 'proper' interpretation of CFR 7 226.6 (c) (v). (copy enclosed)

This question arises in direct relation to circumstances in the case.

Enclosed are statements from second administrative hearing, showing the

AU did not address the length of time being imposed by the USDA regional

Office in Dallas, upon Mrs. Whitaker whom I was accused of allowing to

participate in USDA program as a 'disqualified individual'. This interpretation

has me permanently excluded by Arkansas Dept, of Human Services (ADHS).

This interpretation allows for Mrs. Whitaker to be on the National Disqualified

List (NDL), for (12) twelve years, not (7) seven. From 1997 thru 2009.

After over two years, The Western District Court in El Dorado, AR. Was able to

help obtain a declaration from USDA National Office in Virginia, from Ms.

Jennifer Weatherly, FOIA officer, and from colleages that are familiar with this

case, (enclosed).

Question #2

Was AU correct to refuse to hear if Mrs. Whitaker's time on the list (NDL), was

proper, as the institution that was placed on it at the same time that she was,

was off the list in (7) seven years, and she was not. (enclosed pg. 84,85; 260-262).



LIST OF PARTIES

[ ] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[yj^All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of 
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this 
petition is as follows:

/Ylfi Cctd-hs dtiiMi/- Spscwl Nirieffte/J fW'**' D»*&**-M*^«

Betfif vWi/sy - UhDA diatden 4 MkXI&M

Ma Mai Sicofo - USOA Oavfaj &«f m<A
M* Zllzu vdnLb&tg' Uii>A Pd*<4 &yarft ,7s*<«

('J4ifbeiKid'D'J Q/toutL-d*)

MlHSpi

ttftfiz
Ms J ZNtitfzA hJtAiUiiiLy - M VA pm O



TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW 1

JLJURISDICTION

3CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

.....

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

(oCONCLUSION

INDEX TO APPENDICES

' UAL&o/VAPPENDIX A

APPENDIX B
bJ/Mi’ (DbJ 
BottomQttl5+

UVOrt- f’lftctmWt rf fVta u)ktUkt& iW&i ii&lwi
APPENDIX C

APPENDIX D

Lk)^-^ (p^frtwfaotJ 0$ ik/Jfy ih. A
3/0AS1S ^ ^

APPENDIX E

APPENDIX F



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

PAGE NUMBER 

DtfC/. 10
CASES gAS-tZP-i0 /h^~-

£a6^ S'* l$r-CV - OO i02 " BrtMVJ
f A*k.

dA5Z /"IS-c^

STATUTES AND RULES

7 dfR 7^6,1 (v)

OTHER



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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix 
the petition and is Q, A4. S'//# cv i og ~ QKMS

fy\Ay I ip i T)i5 _____• or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

to

[ ] reported at

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is

[ ] reported at__
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

to

Pfgfclif) ; or,

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The op^fUiTgi^ 

Appendix_____ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

; or,

The opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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

1.



JURISDICTION

|yf For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was_M/\y Mqj Q& S____

[4f No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.?
[ ^ A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of

Appeals on the following date: ____________
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix7 , and a copy of the

? [jf An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
(date) onto and including______

in Application No. __ A
(date)

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(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_______

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter 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 writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____
Application No.__ A

(date) on (date)in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT

This complaint was filed in The United States District Court, Western District of Arkansas, 

Eldorado Division, on Jan. 5th 2018. Which has jurisdiction based on 28 U.S.C. 1343. 

Motion to Dismiss, was filed on March 26th 2018. Response to Motion to Dismiss was filed 

on April 5 th 2018. Plaintiff requested change of venue, due to Plaintiffs residence is located 

in the part of the state covered by The Eastern District Court. Change of venue was granted, 

on April 27th 2018. Plaintiff received ‘Initial Scheduling Order’ on May 2nd 2018, from 

Eastern District Court, located in Little Rock, Arkansas. On May 3rd 2018 ‘Notice of 

Appearance’ was filed, by United States Attorney Jamie Goss Dempsey, on behalf of 

Defendants. The following day, May 4th 2018, Judge Billy Roy Wilson, for the United States 

District Court, Eastern District of Arkansas, granted Defendant’s March 26th 2018 ‘Motion 

To Dismiss’. This appeal comes from the May 4th 2018, Order of Dismissal, from The U.S.

Eastern District Court. This Court’s, authority of jurisdiction comes pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

1291, which provides for jurisdiction over a final judgment from a U.S. District Court.
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ATSTATEMENT OF THE CASE ID
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

O

Date:


