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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A to 

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(vT*is unpublished.

&_toThe opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is
[A reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[yTis unpublished. (.GYllU.'dnfL Uiesfckluj (litclbiDYl 16 CLK'f6flHlA_ ^ labi&N

<^019 uiL smsnej ; or,

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix_____ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

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[ ] is unpublished.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

[V^For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was Dcbthex £4, 5lD\9

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[yf A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 

Appeals on the following date: 'CfclHLiaclk La 
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix__

, and a copy of the

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including____ ^
in Application No.__ A

(date) on (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).

<A..
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Ths case/ invDlviee the First fourteenth Anund-
iTlrnts dT th<t United 6tat.es Constitution, and the, Racketeering 
Influenced and Corrurt Organization (Ricrd Act,uihich Provide. *
First AryirndmentoT the United .States Constitution

Confess .shall rnahe no lavt respecting an establishment of 
religion,or prdmbibm. thefreeexemse thereof;or abnd^ethc 
freed orrL of Speech ,cx of the Press; or the mht of the People to 
Peaceable assemble, and to Petition the Government ftr a redress 

of grievances.
Pishth Amendment Dtthe United frtates. Cbn^btLition 

Excessive bail shall not be repaired, nor exees&we.fines imposed,nor 

Cruel and unusual punishment inflicted.
Fourth Miendment of the Unfed States Constitution

■^he mht of the People to be Secure \n their persons,bouses,Papers , 

and effects, aaainsL unreasonable searches and seizures,shall neb 

be Mdated . and no torahbs shall issue ,but upon Probable cause, 
Supported biL Dath or aftimnaiion, and Particularhc describing tine 
Place: to be searched, and the Ftcsom or thim* to be seized.
fniirt^rth Amendment of the Unted States Constitution

S*t.°n 1 ■ Ml wear*

.Uto wtemlfttetal
Ofthetaub

legation,-the, PttMisAons. of-Unis. 3<uat.
entaU U^eHa^n l^,Uroki

tek of an«i «kah*£-,o»Aman«.,ft8ii9hift
dhc ^ncridrmte sre 

States Code*.
fAiervs. Person Mho.under

3.



utiaie,, of any. btate. w let rttoot or the h stn ct of Cblu m- 

bia,sub\eets,Dr causes -to be suhit£f£d,3niA Cititcn oftheUnittcl 

Skates or ether Person Within the iurisdictimtherecf to the. 

deptwation of any. mbits, Priutleaes, or iimmuntUts secured boo 

-the Constitution and laws,shall be liable-tothe P3rH inlired in 

an action at late, suit in eauitM.,or other proper proc.cedim.toc 

teife&s Dccerttinab in ana. action brought adairid; a judicial . 
Ocbiter -for an act or omission taben in such officer's Jddiual 

Capacity JhdMtwe relief shall not be. scanted unless a declara­
tor it decree was vitiated or (declaratory. rditf was unai/ai able. 
ftr the Purples Of this section,anu. Art of Corflfesv applicable 

exdu&IMeiu.'b the bisfcnct of Columbia Shall be Considered-to 

be. a statute, of the 'bukrictof Columbia.
“tfu. RiCD Act. claims areenforced bu. IX li.S.C.^ ItlddhanA 

It) andCh , and \l U.5.C. % l<lfi>4to:
III Ub.C.MqLpa(b)

It .shall be. unlawful tk any Poison through a fatarn c£ 

fadtobterim aetivik. orthnucib collecton pt an unlawful debt 

-b acquire or Maintain, directly. or indirdMit.anb. interest in 

or Control (t any enterprise Which is emaatd ihyrr tine aciiift- 

heb of which atfafc,i'ntoitat£. of -formn Comment.
1% U.S,C.%I%5(XV)

It Shall be unlawful %< any Person employed buor asstciated 

vdvtin ant enterprise tn^aAfd in,ortheactiiiitit.s of wfiidn affect, 

interstate. or-tbteiyn Commerce ,-to Conduct or parbut^e, 
direi+lu nr indifcctlu-dh the conduct of such enterprise o 

affairs through a Pattern Of racbeteenna actwite-on collection
Of unlawful debt.

is u.ej.cJiqiDafdh
It shall be Unlawful ftr and Person ernto(tied byot asaewted 

\K\\th aniA. ^ tonaei^'to \nblafce. an^cf the ?xbM\%ms> bk mb
(’9^(W?Df ^VliS Se&tiDf).

4.



\t U.S.CShkMfrt
Ann Person inMeri in bis, business or fvofetk bd reason of a 

MldatW) of &ecJtm WUA of -this Charter [ \t USCj£>^IcSl triad 

Sue -Cherdfer in and appropriate United States bstnet Court and 

Shall temier threefold thtrWraaes hesustains andthtto+oP 

thesuit,indudmd a reasonable ■attorney's, tee.ptecA that no 

Person maid. Vek. upon and CwidliPJbthafc lOoufd have bum 

actionable, as fraud in-the, purchase, or salt t£ &minties,t» 

Establish 3 Violation of 6ec,teon Rtoct LIS USCS^Icllc31.'Tht 

Deception Contained m-ttie Pter-edmi Rentem. does, not ardur-b 

an action <aaatn& and ftx^n that is CnoumlliL cmvicted in 

CfinnectiiYl urththe-teiucLin Vlhirh Case-ihe^tatuteof Irmtahws 

shall start to run on the date cn tehichthtConviition becomes, 
final.

IH g.S.t.1) I3d3 .brand Vmuwe .PadrD.De-tekvlisAon
VWroukt, hasiwvd deMIstd or \nttnrk&.-to de>A&taod.sejnem. br 

ckteauA.ixdM o\fan\n<\vnonfe^ tx nviiam
of false. ortoudutent fr«tera« ,rtms«ntekibri^Dr Frhms^dravtt- 

mvtb br Causes Ad bjL teansrntfcbtd bu. ffle&os £>r \\\XL^a\t9^Yxutr 

Vision tonmiinitohon in interstate bv & aw Cowmee^n^totuias 

, $Bn^svamta^Plteurt$?Dr Sounds tototrum&e of exmteim. 

6ucVi &chm& ox arbftCF jkVvaU tofwtd under tens tifte bY \mfU- 

<5rbHcd nebmor<L-than <3d Aears^br bbtolf AAtl Miotahwn DdUrs 

in fdation fb,or inMcAvnifW anu,,a-Lrtb^r\xtd^ramPtoto, 

fram>mitoi ,-trar^fecred^ disbursed^ ox P&vd \n Conne^um tui-teja 

Pfeiderttiallu. ctectoed maM disaster nr enaer^oo^tastino^ 

toms ar^ deAnei in Seteibn iDSt b( -tern Mtaxto b\sas-
to CtlidP and Cfiite^^ncvr Assistance Ate (f\5i IKS. L 4i6laaY)? or 

affeefo a fmancAa\ intertution , such Mwi shal\ tatfined not more 

than $19Dl%DDD Dr imeri^ntd nettem than both.

3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

•The fettooneds Complaint alleged thatduxiifftthePrbC^inas 

\n a feeeacake ci\M action.toaihi vi. Pillaukb. l£-cv-lObn(fii.b.Pa^ 

the respondents used mail and vdice communications-b> carri" 

out a Successful feciierrieto share and -then use. Petitionee^ 

Confidential busing /'financial infermatton-ftrte benefit PTii& 

CdmpIqiinb -further alleged 'that Lohdeth^ Caurt ultimateliA. cfenifdthe 

motion to rerloKe mfbrma Pauperis status -that -the. information 

Idas used in/esfonderfes\actod LOithihe in-tmtoPdefrixfin^ 

Pefcitioner ofi his P^ferfiA^lx^ tile mhtto prosecute a civil 

action \n idfiicb tos of thousands Of dollars klereatstaKe.
h nail ^Petitioners Com pi amt also dieted that respondents 

badt (1) \ntrusi\fdiL Seized hio Papers and effects icitbout otter 

8 Uarrant or Pvikfeto cause %(d)axb\lxanto. in-fringed UPon his 

fvr*i Amendment rights to speech and /ar Cem muni cation; and^ 

In Usm the inferrnation in support of a FeA.R.Civi. P. Wtb) motion 

fersanctions (doabed as a motion do fevfoheL Petitioners! 

in ftoma Pauperis status')failed to Provide Petitioner ioith 

hohee of -the motion^undomumra. Petitioner - ptalnWP's 

ahlllfetto obAettto the mfevmatron used' be-fere it tuas made 

odaiUbie fer Public eonsuntftion vtoYioub arm. - khaferie "duest"- 

tomren nation.
"The distnot CDUrt/itsdfnisDbin^ is&uesof material fact (a, 

fdahontr’s Gbfttfhnb at the Screen ir$r Phase,, holding 

ditiiat thednaom^ of a Cbnsuttofinanlual ioM, Idas a Piereqeisto 

to hav/ira Standing m a civil RICO Att case;and,IS) Petition 

PVamhW could nztoPosEdoltotmiea Protected liberty or PropetK 

intact in a Confidential business domm^nt-ftr tohch bed 

tiled a Prior laebuitabout^ia^^^ temtoaoumd should 

ut denied .the court of appeals affirmed Th^ dismvkal fir -fine 

reasons stated toddrie district Court.
G.



REKSONS FOR GRKMTIMGl TRE-PEWTIOM
^ihelhdl Circuit Court of Ape-eak has decided an imfodravA UlAn 

pf fedixal Uvl \n a UaiA-that Conflicts Uivth fticv/ant decisions
of -this. Court:

"VVus Case Provides the Court \a\th a Vice OPPVDhMtlto ^ivie 

Mdance to an enta nation as -to tdnat effect facheteriA^
acfWltki rn± ha\re Upon its Mictina.

• in Petitioner's ConuPlaint it ailei^ihatUs^nJlerik usYrd 

ma\t and uiirc emriniumcahons uth ifk inbmtof otth
Petitioners Profti^L YlSht-to Prosecute Civil action ialleu. n. filial„et at. 

kio. \?>' c,V' iDloO (id.b.Pad bu. USinstW sa^irmAu.n«~do-firefc sba^ 

tilen USl Pdabontr‘5 confidential financial in^masbon^in
Violation of Ib4t ana IMS. KiertWbk dif&itf or appall
toatts disputed that "Confidential busmen inbr maUon "-or^-financial 

wvformatiDri - tonshtes "promts 4r rotoscs (ithefbW vml 

•fraud Statute, initcad/lhc district and ^ppdhbe courts Noised 

the. “dfrett of tQJ^ordcnbs acts ^ uthrnatak., Concluding thet because,
?MJoner hadn't Pleaded a Concede fmanaal loss Vk didnthaxfe.
^banAin&.-bbrirA. Civil RVCO Act damt.Append "&'&?.$'t* •

IbiS position .affirmed bu-the/lfwrd Circuit (AfP. A atP.3- vS
in rkuCi Conflict lOiththis Courts hotting. "that the VilTe fraud 

^tute Punishes -ihe Scheme.,flub its Success., Fasnuanfanc. \C 

[Med States,544 n c~ *4a ni facn^and Carpenter m. Unfej
5tate6.W u.e.wlmiv

In iVhe-nHef M.kbtoTal toarwatim-icrUlomen.551 U-S.^S 

tauD^-thJcCour-t made it L^atxbauouslt*. dear-that RICO does. vicb 
Proof-that either -the racketeering. entorrisjc or the. Predicate-

uan

teituwx
fbomstea .
1 (Sa< renter v. United ShteeMfot IPS. H L£d 3d S Ct i)\b

CW ST) CfmdinS. -that contieierTtial business* information ConSuxLtfce^* o 

Pert/t1 dor purposed okahe-federal trtailfraud Stetue).
7.



acts of Vachebemm. Wer«, rriDbVatd b(4 an economic purfDse. Id. afc 

3^"^. 5dhetdlfcf addressed the Cause jto&, present cause, tueshtifls 

the effect. hhat is /uihab must, its effect be.? *
iheTbitd Or cuts ?to\eL irtiXPxdaUon of npro&riuj' asha\An&tD 

be Sornd^in^banaibk/i.e^^mor^'y^ConCifete^oariCiai bs&",€kt5V3 

incomeatiable, vuith this Courts definition of '■Tropertt* as toitondomi 

-to $xtm& of valuable uahb and infeerc&b." FasauanbntxW 
ULb. at 3fili> (tuctos fokcb,(b Lau bictionaxK. ISSa Ftthed. ifSiY). 
TVui.u^ab'to VrosecatiL a nDrvfVi\h\oiis cunl action \n which tons 

Of thousands of dollars are 2b state is deark a "Valuable x&ht 

and interest? Id. SurdiL^sudh an inteosb is theueeononue ^ 

C/touvalcnGtl betoken monciA. in hand and moneit le^alln due> 

Correct! Id.
In Carfmtoc \1. United State,. d%d U.b.ia 

the tAciiamrims Vlto> of the eiaht members of the Ccutt, -
3ushce Vihito uehdd a Conviction under the

tL.u cit-ii eatGdenuai
Communication^ wxi/ lk><U a& medium.-tpto<T^out am%,0«
Scheme. Acrncimlvi,Petitioner

S£sS»%jssssis ss ss^* «*
vnattif. CaiYerfe'.J-fU- ILS. ab cSU-T.

The amilatc Courts affirmance of tbedu&tntt courk numwMia 

Coniitubicnal damti.Wj&Wb Pursuant-la ‘U li.S. OW&VkAaS 

al^£> in Conflict Uiitin dtcisions. of -tints Cpuk,aa. the. di&bact 

courts dtams&i uas, la^k Pudicat&i 

inmer tedutawi of a vmtemi S^kA^tsaiu*A Phase 

Specifically ,pdbtbcner alleged -thabdhe m<ondenk had Cmiul inb 

Contact u^tlbthe iri&nriahonfranchis e 

vdao. of that Co-defendant /fefondeolsytVle ai^ieh Court,,
£ AtiViile Caxfertter ws&s a crmunai RICO case.atbtoe.priZser^isavUdhatshould baue nD tonne UFDn-tine Counts analast.&s b(th Strife ixio 

Same dh&obivie. toe \l. feAior. to S.Gt. aSlSUcoSO.
3.



UPholdirva. its rrandatcru. duk-te screen a Priamtcs eoodawt, 

\iehemmtk concluded -that no claim. Could lit against rzsfondenk 

dot disclosin'! the. terms of -Brut confidential Sdtornent Mreemcrct 

because Petitioner had himself attached document-fo one of
his PrcMIDUsiu.-fiVtid latitilits.i'PPendi)C“b>'^qeMerall^.'l-t mould be 

beisond caml -to obkct that-the alterations turthin Petitioners, 
conurtaint didn't Proiiide respondents Uito “fair nobee of what 

the... claim is and the around?, upon uihich it resttedlbell 

Atlantic Corp. i/.Tuooiiok.SfiO tit lan S.Ct.Wtiti
Oocn'l(tintin'! [onleO-ii.Gibson.2>bti U.<b.)tf,Hr1,rl^S..Gt.cR 

(WtiH')); accord, buriechieiAiC.1 t.borenia. 5 M U .‘d 50t),5U, I aa 

(j.&t.tfiataccar
Had respondents.'hot the district court dunnt the screening 

Phase - alleged that Petitioners, filin'! Of the laiusutt idrth the 

Settlement agreement attached Was indeed the Uiart in tthch 

theued Come into Possession of the confidential business, 

information,hot ba. the-feeding of ittoitomJfomtheir co- 

defendants (as had been nlltSed btt PcirhorttfNytois coukHe 

4uite feascnaUtt- bun <arounds-fiw'th^ Ccurtito Conducto that 

thefi-. costed a <lcnune issueef matenalf&efc. Indeed,a "matinal" 

-fact 16 onethat "nu«ht afetthe. outcome of-toe suit Under toe 

‘kMtf'nint Ian!.* Anderson u. Lber-to-Utobt<lnc.,41,1 Its. ata,
aM% loo 5. Ct, a.500 (imV'nd a “genuine” issue exists “ if 

GlidenCe is such that a reasonable auto could return a vierdiet 

for the nonmrnim ParbA.”ld.at,3HS .tiMm so,this Court has 

lonft. held that reseton! these Sort of disrobes is toe ^ of toe 

AUto.,net the tiud<ae. Anderson, told US. aW&6 C 

dete/minahons ,-the WtitoinA Dftoe evidence, and-the drauOina

S.a% U-b.c.^WtoALa)*
4. \jdhile vehfomx was a “t?tismer" rat-thetime. of-ft 1 m,\u W3s> not n 

"Fnscrn “ at iLkt -turned a<re tlnatrfe inadt^ -that maite up 
Comdamb and bdieMte.-ttuifitL sMd be dtasivlt t$ whether oc 
V^^hcuyr 'it bsiLTi ^ubAedced dottle district courts.u screening. u

5. UViile moxo <niie.nL rkcis\b r> &cemttD hatfe. made-tine aTatr ncsbCfc t2iLiii'emehit mDXeo5riamiriQx. \L used inthe Pfesnt Cortot ojtm 
do ef^abLdh-that teeondMs, &uldAJe*badtbm- cbos^Vp^tbe 
iShAtefafs a dtefeirisiti (f FdoiLtDrier’s. Wux fi\ui& cfcihcSgxu&rn&vc.

9.



of lesitirttate inferences from-thefacts are uUr^tunctons7notth(^ 

of a Aud^e.”).
Fartherythe district and appellate CDUte Position retarding 

PtMiDner \aehin<V Standing is too in conflict latth nwtofthe 

PreMiou®! decisions of the Court, as ittahes “standim" out of
its ommalk intended Cortot.

The Court has lim held that a plaintiff has standing -b sue if 

the defendants conduct has caused her Some actual insure or 

threatens -to do so, and if a favorable court decision is, lihetoftb 

fed Cess the inAufA., Vi aVleiA, ferae Christian College v. Americans 

llnitfd fee Separation of Church and Ctate.TtT ,
IOC b.ct.lf&fM&a)* Mien \(. Vdr\Aht,%% LLh. 737/751,104 h. 

5t. 3315 (1bfrint Communications) Co.,IT. ri. (fCL 3er\lit&
,l_nc*?l<3& & .Ct.^53l ,<£535 t3ob%\

?ut fit would be beyond cavilfo Oh^ctihat th^
allegations vuithm petitioners comf\aint,t,aben as true, 

didn't establish that respondents used wire and moil Com- 

rmrucatiDn<b to carol out orfartboc a scheme to dmm 

Petitioner of Vus Vro^rba.; t^tldusirle use of tonfcfenhal 

business infer motion. Included loithin Petitioners fraiAertsl 

fer reVrefrt uexc ttflJUtate-fo both imuincti\i<L and dedar^m. 

Vdvef 7 (Wlamb at paragraphs 30 -7; <see also, Carmter^M

courts' lAhComhomsina stance that TPetihmefl 

has no cobniiabletvPrDPcrtLr%Qv] M Privacy claim about the 

release of the tee mi of his ^etiicmcnt agreement fvthen he 

intact Was the one wVid first cut the terms in the Public 

record.” App/V' p.lD.seenumk based Upon the third-carte 

doctrine, auam finds itself m conflict uiith the Courts previous
U. EreU Atlantic Coer. mTlqixtiIoIil, 550 11.3.6*H,555 (SHYA
V Petitioner's “praiAer-fec rtiiet* ako included a Prater fer^aM 

additional relief AUcke or Aur*4 deems AUSt^tcUiiiabto^Dr 

Provenn bee Comrlairt at paragraph 37.
to.



decisions YeAardim -this exact ’issue.
“dine thd-Favtu. dcctnne Partial stem from thenotion 

that an vndwiidual has a reduced expectation if 

FViMaDl in infb^ifnatton hnouindu- shared \AJ\th 

another, buttitle tiaeb of iVd\vr\inished Wiviacu, interests 

does Viet mean that tine foiMh Amendment fails 

DUt dF tine f letuo. entirely. ”
Camenter \L United gfates. U.^..— ,IS$ &.Gt-~
U. dd ^r>i^f°iiinhrtt. ftrtax.vi.California, 51b U.<b.

dl&bftfcb Courts VulinS9Sub^MiA birtiriJLarfldiata
Court: also Justified the residents filing oP cm den Clo^ toes iuortin 

rf rdationers iwmte account irformsto onfhe sounds time it is 

dear fcoryi the to(dtirBtidne \nbrusiDn ^l^oneTsl 

does not DUtUcASifl theSubstartial Wtomate Memnerfc interest 3t 

sfcaht \n insiriwi-Wnataltoatohsof
ML4 Mwaht infcna tawemstate?>p. b r.1 a
IS r *> Mlbiafe) Dn\tL fames a ensDnertiDsubme svUMmrrths Sw^Sb-riF-Gkrft
SSnertiBn -to which the reseorWenk obtaneA ajete-fe* vneans.^
bf wua- incarccfation l^ina. U&J against it^btonerto 1 tnW
tehsb 16 clearti*. w WWt tonflick iai|h J 

c.u,, 51% U <b at ^flafguntm Unardand v, hin^Skn u.S.H^o^if,g5 £: &£,«■*,«. LU. 44 1,««

g£;

aHte Urtttol’states Conditution cW against h^ndtfte&itof
CfltvMWL PeUhoncf -to bt-a Lbttoai-aaainsfc himself tot submrttartA 

tof\ea oF fthhoncK. wimatt-accaint Staterxint, uirf±vfrie--noPaa. cF ■ 
dePcWim.\m,cf a "VtofertA." infarct ,uhhou± nobctOr an meanim- 

W oPPffitumhL* obMSt-bD-the-l&aof 6irii infer maton bi&«L it urn
11.
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'filed \n the. d\5tnc-b i^Uf-iybacaoSfi.'thefa^ LMthih Pda-boners implant 

&i$\dltnfte established £iieh a VIolaldan/fter^sal^D Permit Pdi-dohec 

an OfPnAiintbA. -b fie An Amended tomflaimt ld2& also in Conflict otdb 

decisions of this Gtrb/bo. Metehe, \i. Uitliams?dno u.s. as,
iOdS.Gb/l^cQlCm^.
forihe United htato> Court of AfP-eah has aotar AtfafcltVonL the

Accepted and usual course of juchaal ftbCtedms as-fa Cail fer
an txaccAse, of this Coates &iif€r\/\sDt^ ?ovtef

"fht di&tiidb Coiilt itieif Achnouiled^cd 'that it u)(& ftVieut'itt
Pcfahoffixi Cwxilatnt uncktiieianiE.s!iafkkci applieabic-b a hraiwi 

h> dismissi t>ue>uartt-to> Rule App. b P.b'n.Th-^acceifeJ 

and um&I Cbiitsc of judicial Pmee&hnaj 3udn a xn-
does ndbau&iDxwl a Judas-b malto or moW. disetteotUlfcAjJ

M&mut is (Wer on\a."f-thtmoaanb showsdM -theft, to to 

fenuint disfuti. as-to anit mated, fot and-fhi rmiarfcis 

ent itied -to Judgment as <a mato« of 1-aui- ^ At-hhi. rleadin^hto 

hk, comdart must be laid tn-Unt lidnt unMtfavto^ to-ttu, 

p\a«M and 11 ukd'Pk^^'daltomflffackin^
Sstout. A?p."fc^ P. M ClitoiPs. fefatto\f.Qwifiatnt vnu± .b^-talWi

flantoto,4m .
eWitA Pli^th^ l&Otc ODiirte OVdfifA Uete lafAdA Predicate!

Upon a rcsotu;bon oP 3 ^Hjcsten of material -&Gb^u)hite > toitnout 

Providing Petitionee thjL DPfffitentiiAtD submit c\Adenc& in hi5 cite 

ddrciiSL^4undi intkof of the. vtsf ondenfa - kihomt Vteftet GJi/i 
AetVfli(. In sbte/hL biter teucte Pfeontel A cfef^x on behalf 

df tL^Pontknb sub^uenfcte hnaAe, A raUrcv intfaiov of tin*, 
fefondmfs,. ...

Wealths f^cticjL Sutatenbalte dce&fafoc fhteaoeted 

And lMia\ CdUTSu Of &cmruri<A. AnA/or Rufa(aLbW) Proceeds 

^ te Call 4f an eittcisiL of tees Couch liters filter.



Rub (Ob') c£ tho Rubs cftho Suemno Court of tho Unvbul Sbfcas.
Such an insirn. is loanhna. as -bo triL Qjjtegbr) of what the 

amomatfL rdief (6f Uhat is thu riimAw m a case
in which the district Court Ao\otbraalw_ Vitschies issues oP 

vnakfcflal 4kch Ab tbo ptaAinA sta&e. ? "Td avoid PfeiudiCe 4b arn. 

{$ the Padres^ €5Pib\a\lii4hL Plainhffc^thiL dyi\u_ atwriah^ 

AVaibble vtnteAit appears 4u h^the CJwMtdion Df 4irLL(^rnpbnt 

mb erihex a mobon-hr Audwient onthe beatfYA} pursuant 4e 

Rub &C6\ fi< a (motion % Aurnrwt iufeftot * pursiiantdb "Rule
%) i-f not a 4*iaL .

Position is based laradiW in Part tiitVli/iact tmb,
ImtaRrn^ (t ufl)n itsd-fto n^oKietto 'rmbjr\al4kcts 54h 

district Court has ufemabiw. Prided bts^rrWifcs both thsL 

Vent diMtii rmbeiia\ fact 4d idnich b is Omt4o mle?„.. .
The artUArvista^es of this cas^ also dhines amlluirunahnPsliit 

Uvon 4W. abu&iue tnanner \n which Rub blbYL^ motions^in 

•feiWb oriWj atd bnrtt mhoAbto iiM/k fto se PkioWs' Akdiibto 

UndatatiL di^DMcx^^afFachce bVnch is burvs alUo<ui 4o de - 

.UciofL A Pi . Lovto M. Full man „ M D 4 U«S, 5a<3 3 55b ? t<9 StCb
[dILd ImS) (ikA\n°s. ivtddnnicaiities &<<l particularity in^cwnab ?

which lauymen^unassisUd fcit trained

JL

in a statubxiA. scIwylil m ^
lauJUcrs lOltAabLtho PtOce^l

ttbioaUbe auestions.J ,b,anA 4 obkhs Petition hale, 

aiVcaAw. btvn broiiAnt tol thw Court bw urn. ob-tna 

linikyi &afcis ^umruL Coavt of ^alkix\l.t-urinst\MaYia 

teartfflfcntot foWutons^Kh. IQteener shdl 

ckiilflo 4b W mibiL theno herein* FaMiontr do cs a n the 

tVlent tbe Court At ants Cert. m 'Talto. \i. Rennsuhianig_ 

befartvnont of CotrediDrrs „ bttuesks -(hat the, Court 

dnall endear 4o mato a rulm as 4o what effaefc^
• anb 3 &uch palm^ italkhalb Ufon dtns Potion,
^C05a,



&\\tan (fcbick cjourt; Mvomk u&d tfi ckM
lo screen vddxcm'z Lovnpla\nt 2^an 6?Priunri*i4 txata arid the*i 

C<l&dW d\ffuteA Vr\attc\al-&Lck.^t\tt/i vTx'c^et^vfeiVs XiMLAhAm^t 

db ioWiiical fA^^i'k noui \r(rfiMde -that #w<l
^aduW novd mst a (YddMtk i&siie. ;iht v'dsAjth&n of idlmch ls^ 

thd Sanction c& a iu^ not a luAat. Ande/sm? Wl liitat^p 

f Cr&htoWk detohunaton^,^ vomV\m<a. bf-Une, ew tenet., and-ttvt
dtoAvrYL of k&Avmabt infoanCts %y\l -\3ae_ -fa&s afjLAurvAjhndlon^
^^IcuduU nmutk -to Dto-Mt-tta irrfftrfam

itaUe^ Wu&rfaA hc(ean.
CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

OliuMfe^laQkA

Ami 15^30Date:


