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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 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at__________________ _____________________. 0r
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

to

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at________________________ ______________ . or
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[#^For cases from

to

state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix A~ to the petition and is
[►^reported at I&'IO fed? • ^99 ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

6&bb C&urdyThe opinion of the____
appears at Appendix X__ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at__________________ ____________________ . orj
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

court

is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
was____________________

[ ] 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: ------- ---------------------- 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______________ __  (date) on___________
in Application No.__ A______

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

(date)

[*^For cases from

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 2020
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix 3*3 .

state courts:

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing 
—-------------

appears at Appendix N/A

M*An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted 
to and including Maw n {2Q2.\ (date) on M&ntk 2&2D (date) in
Application No.—A______ £brder lizt •' 589 U<£.)

See : Thucsddy, f9y 2<d2c> order- APP^ty Lf .
The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).

was thereafter denied on the following date: 
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

2.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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ttotia of %«l Witttn I Odaw wV3*1^ *f a 
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md Mecca kubn m k default gnd must net be dl/owed b 6lefend 
owinsf the eombm t further^ have failed b mkemfow^
ctf omim the default pursuant h Q/fifl.ffyH- lz (?)//_/ nL%. 
As * dePeudcwl (bbb&miy (ffwussronffUey kavefyled 1* ff^de 

VBflpiCukor] id their dusters dud responses to MterrogsPoes^ rlesse. 

gPft Attuoix 6 •

jo wtemgames directed oh He dnthOrndyOmMSSion.•
& MawLi by default wii°n dyainsf Hath bnkm drt wteca xff'L 
dmidatidsW Igntew. andmeccA ktefori nuti&pemrkd h

ML.



SWEKBtT0F1tlEG(SE

liV iXwade a«7 sfeawty of opening the default) Sec Amm X. < 

ho!<% aw bw4 • pif^f y* /iPPEMixx.^ _
ftXitm&r sowjkt ^pped on ibese jnotif S .

i. The ircfeetion of ifne dftfu 

&rt in default
t fWet kstfr Iwhim 2nd iZeheaa. fej-fon

e dmmfttot defmfM-k k&Hilsnhm fiM 
M-ti fymmMon aasms^b-\heemphihtaind

\n&hy

e struck •responses to 

ttlf rtjtctm of'Ike Cotttwfioin'tb&f (bfiTiffl&s Complaint is vertftoa.

<W, Wjjv ^Bm^3 *
3.

PttiiiWs appeal 
w&vtofjuf&ficto

Cmo7o^Vl9Mt

»f £»^/s^.'K'.SS 3 «*3V *-»''
to j5Ye§ei^te^ lyiTfate (feixrt* *TP?i5 pstitiw

was APPEND)* A •March 51, e seen on
' ivi ike dmcmt
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

cm fled(hcorctiz- (W4 ef Apeak entvreA <> <****” j1

appeal answers and ««« £ Kama's d W

Sfelf, 2w 6-a 4^33^ ^ (W S* 2d 2*>Jf» ™) (*“**%££ 

nSn 4r default JL»t is air rutiq wbicU «
appealable)- 1M Cbdtlheike, 4&misseJ
mfionpry spped ndim Hieffarma M* ^VnZZtfecufory^app®/ PyoceJuh ~Wuh£jeWa<M*f >tftm&$- 

<%te mm fern* tiie-trisl Court-t» obfiuiA sppellate rwiew.Sowfl LaX»n 4pp|i«rl'oh^A2C)D02g'7^EMKsedfefar«ary 

<4,2020). See also,' OCGA ■^•5-b-^Cb)- ©>' ^ Same te&ot'/*e Jaci( 

ikisdiwon rMertWs direct appeal, v/hfcii is hereby MMissbb,,,. -Se&—
fAPPBM'DiX A.

k<?rd)H4a appealed aw which h&\led both his M&ftOYi "fa 
S+rfke ad fW*Jnf by default motton*
a moftOYi -fa dUfrihs or a- Wiofm ib t?frlke Ml ^ pfevse'see
in sccordmce wiik (o) Code&*fio» 5-t>-34- Hep^e
ftl&A.f ‘Mi'iUfe).

anil ruling*courfo ertrttaab 

Catrf lulCenSttM1*™ W lawi>t«£s
r*”"* ‘“a*“

14,



%p Cmdd Aopezh d e#a Ma%',on Cnmflid
with decisions in fy<ton v- stM^&d.ofgpenls, 
rzooa\. 6fefe v. Cash ,2<?3 G®. VoOzoie); Co\nen «/. 6en«f«j»l WK'

5^( g<? S.et. 1221, <?3 t-fej. (5Zg/fWb /<2«fW
DrKe-JnWfaiwaM^f, J'**c v f j 4t, f /

rff mil in which Hiese decisions established -fhat 2 decision ml
ftKfe tkzmew^ # U u?ef Mi does
£1% ladordar wssiWy\> be made m d Case. Mod d detemJa Sor t msy be Cfixfyd sief cfe wM 

Am f fijkH aid

Wtybk case, ij tidjadicsfed .

11 n l(c)-*flhme^jomm) 4nc v• uougjjjl plfCdo^fJ
% % &. m m sJ. UM(#*>) Ck>r»

M ft*,-** CfSA illl'IU B*spf/W» gfJ^'S1 A«

-S luAndlAt ie senate

W*93 ,wouW d'^&Tr X -fiTfST*'Jibe sea n* ^ **
v&fificdlum ha ivuh&l y&?^(ms€ '•«■- Pfess s^s— -

&

ry O2fto20 is fn

m v.

IS,



lUe *T±rJ: t.
feSaXe ^ ****rty of *e P" Per P9^'^ **m wouU
been browM” it

<J&t tw onM empldi^t *A wmm* & wbmri ^ U wentf* my
of '£0C\iice, ,Qep, APpgMDIX -J •

served btfffc flie ommtl &Mf>^ 

,0* appendix &•Cptb (Wity was
Bh^ amended cowplamt weff.

&>w+-
ttdendaits have a«u«d Ctotif'umer by dfeiiwm^ ffct ramiff 

ka? acted in ted -fettfi 1V1 fnw'm? Ibis adieu, p b&i/g $-tubj>omb iiijtjioasy
5nd CausiM defendants uiWffiessarytrouble and e*f^^r ^afthkqatfc^S 
defendants -to recover reasonable apntfs -ftes md ’ [ %rfadf

„* APPSAlblX K. fifteen* defeni; See dto, Hayemarm M. «7fel^Wfo^P71, 6SO s-e.2d 43 ^7).
Rfer-etoh+f5«)efcys after been ^ed fte

fgTUws after been served fhe orttta/ amfl*** defendant ftW- 

serv/d awjrwe^ it 1tte cmpl^t
m default wdm, md men* tow ^

(W ^>ew/«f 'ffoe deram
dme toMpImT-

Defo/tfta4s '$lf(l£m 

-fe, iw vuT /nate fy W?ewM fo'furM debd

16.



Cbbb Courtiy Commission w pw^kled vefi faction their
responses fo efeovery revests -

The SudeenfT /vueftdwefif $rWs a sTafc fa "deny an 

wHfoin fte fa^o\ Protection of 'the Ibw^^' U&
AweMtoar XIV •

answer am
y person 
tm<fc

&%dz) Protection twbids MUa/tty V lackstudcfirdion. 
the denial op Korounai Motion fa strike avid fadment &y default wi^tiors 

ksrs no 'Tatma/ f£lafiMship*1z) a iff mate govern mhtP^rP.0de: ,
The dism&a/ at P&titioner's dm}tardimyrnyidied him and destea 

him equal prtfeeticm oPlbe law- The defendants' failairtfapmidehlM 

tii/Helyanswef and tv verify 3^ end dkenvtry mu^fs does nof|W 

a cjbm&M sfate IvdmsTtn d case, Mm ''faund'ameM ^stafv- iorfXh'/l "faptfifaimt. Itieir dbilune do3 not show d ,
teStor tasis fTtfoe achievement

"he'§htmd J^ruftny *
tfe deni*I fa teView Mrnri ease (s a denial 

(bn ofibe Ism i JjrfCtoWcr. Cfemw* Sturm v. Ork ^ i
lotb~l7 (3d hr lw); Doe \f- Spsrfs, 733 F %>/>• 227^33-3**
Fav |W)/ FliM/ers- v- Fauver; 633 F Supp- W, (j>-M.j-19SS) *

The Taw/zsrv 02 2020 orJer has dmdiisively determine the 

d knifed questions If ventlcwtrw &f pleadings and de foul fa resolve
snUMpo^tmt mit Completely separate favm ifre Men*^■ffoeacfiwi; 

and effectively irnreviewable , on appeal jam & finol juagmeiu. jot 

tollaleral at mt involved asserted rfakts the legal md practice veJve 
ofwhioh would be deshtyed If not vindicated before’trial* Please 
See United States v. Attmsm^o( U^Oisfn, mis 2c?^fi^r)-,

This Case is of CjreafapMic concern, gravity, and krprrfm 

do call frr an eyercise of this (Wti- Superveroiy Tower.
ct 3 s

J7.



County s-Korrtey's and lower ceurh, hmi'Wj jb&re

rlfkes of claims am 1qnonJ: dmpl^l'nb notttwdywsmed orwt
SwVall; lefe $ foi'm U/ms mS^
CaxrH nttheardy but smmwly denied of dmimt ■

is ho
rest;

sSCvHi

?£1si£Ei=*i&a-i
ftftfateYS lem courts decision are national oMporfmce of kviiMdfie ^fJ^tf^w^rdA

IgS S^rfi Si «i*S *%>
£fee »SIM** • Ttesev/^w be A.pftif*’ tv **»»< 

oou^f^ ui'IcrvQiTioK) > _________
1. As M «We of ■^.•vU.«-t«jr*sUesii»eA «.ly ----

oHw efHvWrdn ‘31,202^ WVi^trew Ip exph'c-ity ?btes farcum- filed bofit a dlsaretu»a.ry gppea <3H

ift



1. (corthnuaJj:
a direct appeal is unfkindec! and presents Misleading irt&nvi&h'on^ causc*^ delay a-nd disruption 
iri tide administration o^ justice^ especially &vpnse and/or iiMiqwt litigants. Ikprcmz.
Oever filed fwo areals as allecj^d. See PC6A. ^ ‘5~6>-"sk/a)” Ye fefericed in the j'nrisdicliona-i
statement" ,'*, lAotfoura's appeal 'ti CO A •

Another example i$ found In APPFAlbhL 6 ./wherein the oidet denying default Judgment and 
IHo'fwrt f» Sfrikt ey-pfic'iify states petitioner ///'iefther Complwifs Wife v&lrfved "w/fcei btttficner 
y/tftfieS ho% h\s original and amended Complaints- Please cot 4f'PEf}£>\c&S . , & and ^ P .

Denids, diswiisja^ i?r coftvidtims eh fshied thrdugh ouhigtous governi/heftt rUtsconductr 
ih$t ''shocks the conscience. " offfaids the f)ue Pfoetus clause of Phe ComtFtufCan .3

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

1 v

Patrick Koroma, prose
&DC^loom 3b7S

^Orc HnUr 1.1 ^ Of)'7 O ^Date:

EXPIRES
<: GEORGIA *.
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