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1gee Also: Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Prohibition at Docket # 21-5833; Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of
Mandamus at Docket #21-5832; Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence (District Court for Western District
of Pennsylvania (Docket #20-1833); and Petitioner’s Petition(s) for Writs of Mandamus for Declaration of Rights.

2 petitioner, proceeding in forma pauperis, does not have adequate funds to print and mail documents. Hence,
this document is filed two-pages per sheet. The “ECF” Documents are electronic filings in the District Court for the
Western District of Pennsylvania Docket #20-1833.

3 petitioner’s last legal address. At this time, Petitioner is in Pittsburgh, PA. Petitioner is domiciled in Prince

George’s County Maryland.
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- 2)
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

Whether the Court should consider this Petition for Rehearing on the May 3, 2021
Petition for Writ of Certiorari (Docket #20-8176) to consider whether the Actions or
omissions of a District Court in a 42 U.S.C. 1983 Action persistently thwart or tend
to thwart appellate review, obstructing an appeal; and whether such actions or
omissions are persistently sanctioned by a United States Court of Appeals.
Whether this Court should exercise its supervisory powers in-aid of appellate
jurisdiction, to remove obstacles to an appeal, and/or obstacles to appellate review,
in a Section 1983 Action, and in a Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence.
Whether the Court should issue a Mandate directed to the Third Circuit Court of
Appeals (Docket #19-2094) to Recall a December 10, 2020 Mandate, particularly as
to real estate property; andissue a Remand to the District Court for the Western
District of Pennsylvania (Docket #18-290) (“District Court”) for a decision on a
Fed.R.Civ.P. 59 (¢) Amended Motion for Reconsideration, ECF document No. 217
(and addendum statements at ECF document No. 218 and Exhibits; and ECF
document No. 221 and Exhibits), which raises the issue of statute of limitations,
fraud, breach of fiduciary duty, and judicial officials aiding and abetting the breach
of fiduciary duty; and for review of the Section 1983 requests for relief at ECF
document No. 199, all filed in the District Court Action (Distr. Ct. Docket #18-290),
which are all omissions by the District Court (See: ECF document No. 207,
Memorandum Order) intended to thwart appellate review, obstructing the appeal
and the appellate process, and which were sanctioned by the Court of Appeals for

the Third Circuit.



LIST OF PARTIES

1. Leslie Willis, Petitioner

2. The Hon. Lawrence J. O'Toole, et al.

RELATED CASES
Petitioner’s ‘Petition for Writ of Certiorari,’ (Docket #20-8176) was filed on May 3,

2021 and docketed on May 28, 2021. On July 15, 2021, the Petition was Distributed for the
September 27, 2021 Conference. On October 4, 2021, an Order was entered denying

Certiorari. Petitioner, hereby, files a ‘Petition for Rehearing.’

Petitioner’s related federal Court Actions include:*

1. Emergency ‘Petition for Writ of Mandamus’ to PNC Bank, N.A. and The PNC
Financial Services Group, Inc. “‘PNC”) (S.CT. Docket #21-5832);

2. Emergency ‘Petition for Writ of Prohibition’ to The District Court for the Western
District of Pennsylvania (S.CT. Docket #21-5833, See ECF Document No. 161);

3. Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to The Trust for Annie
Pearl (White) Willis (Distr. Ct. Docket #20-1833); 5

4. Appeal in the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (CA3 Docket #19-2094), from
initial section 42 U.S.C. § 1983 Action filed in the District Court for the Western
District of Pennsylvania (Distr. Ct. Docket #18-290).

5. Section 1983 Action in the District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania

(Distr. Ct. Docket #18-290).

4 State Orphans’ Court Action: Estate of Annie Pearl Willis, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, Dept. of Court Records,
Wills/Orphans’ Court Division (Docket No. 02-11-00397).

5 see Also: Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring Constitutional Rights to real estate property (ECF
Document No. 157); and Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring Rights to Trust for Annie Pearl
(White) Willis (ECF Document No. 160); and See Also: Second Amended Petition, ECF Document No. 161).
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OPINIONS BELOW’

This Petition for Rehearing is for a review of the following Opinion below:

District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania (Docket #18-290) — District Judge

Memorandum Order (ECF Document No. 207) (See Questions Presented).

Please see also the following intervening® Actions:

1. Emergency Petition for Writ of Prohibition to the District Court for the Western
District of Pennsylvania (8. Ct. Docket #21-5833);

2. Emergency Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC Bank, the PNC Financial
Services Group, Inc. (8. Ct. Docket #21-5832);

3. Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to the Trust for Annie Pearl White
Willis,’ pursuant to Fed.R.Civ.P.27 (District Court for the Western District of

Pennsylvania, Docket #20-1833, See: ECF Document No. 161 (and ECF No. 126-2).

7 please see the online and electronic filing Petitions filed in this Court and the lower Courts. Petitioner,
proceeding in forma pauperis, does not have adequate funds to print and mail documents.

8 The May 3, 2021 Petition for Certiorari was distributed on July 15, 2021 for September 27, 2021 Conference,
Order entered October 4, 2021 denying Certiorari. The Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC, filed August 27,
2021 - pending (Docket #21-5832); Petition for Writ of Prohibition to District Court, filed September 13, 2021 -
pending (Docket #21-5833); and Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to the ‘Trust for Annie
Pearl (White) Willis,’ filed November 25, 2020, still pending (District Court Docket #20-1833) - Fed.R.Civ.P. 12(b)(6)
Motion to dismiss the Petition was filed on May 10, 2021 (See: Petition for Writ of Prohibition to District Court
(Docket #21-5833). On August 16, 2021, Petitioner filed a Brief and Response in Opposition to the Rule 12(B)(6)
Motion to Dismiss the Petition (ECF document No. 127; and ECF document No. 127-1). On August 31, 2021,
Petitioner filed Objections to the Order at ECF document No. 134 and a reply (ECF document No. 136) to opposing
counsel’s opposition to Petitioner’s Motion to Amend Petition. On October 27, 2021, two days prior to the filing
of this Petition, the Hon. Magistrate Judge of the District Court entered a Report and Recommendation (Docket
#20-1833 - ECF document No. 153) to the Hon. District Judge, to dismiss the Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to
Perpetuate Evidence, with prejudice. At the time of this Petition, October 29, 2021, Petitioner has not yet filed
Objections to the Hon. Magistrate Judge Report and Recommendation.



JURISDICTION

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. § 1254(1).

The Supreme Court jurisdiction is also invoked, herein, pursuant to: -
f

28 U.S. Code § 1651 — Writs.

The Court’s relevant equity powers are also invoked.

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Petitioner’s Federal Court Actions involve the following Constitutional provisions

pertaining to real estate property:
U.S.C.A. Const. Amend. Xiv, § 1- Due Process Clause (Property);

U.S.C.A. Const. Amend. I — Petition Clause - right to Petition the government for

redress of grievances;

U.S.C.A. Const. Amend. Xiv, § 1- Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth

Amendment (Section 1) of the United States Constitution.

STATUTORY PROVISIONS

42 Pa. C.S. § 7533 - Construction of documents - Any person interested under a deed,

will...may have determined any question ...and obtain a declaration of rights... thereunder.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

AND NOW, on this 19 November 2021, Petitioner, Leslie Willis, Pro Se, proceeding in

forma pauperis, files this ‘Petition for Rehearing’ and, respectfully, states the following:

The May 3, 2021 Petition for Writ of Certiorari was filed pursuant to Supreme Court
Rule 10(a), where a United States Court of Appeals (i.e. 3* Circuit) has so far departed
from the accepted and usual course of judicial proceedings, or sanctioned such a departure
by a lower court, as to call for an exercise of this Court’s supervisory power. In Petitioner’s
Section 1983 Action, the District Court unlawfully repudiated jurisdiction over an Amended
Motion for Reconsideration, which raises the issue of fraud, statute of limitations, breach of
fiduciary duty and the aiding and abetting of that breach, by refusing to hold a Notice of
Appeal in abeyance to adjudicate the Motion; and by omitting review of relevant pleadings,
including Section 1983 requests for relief (See Question Presented #3 above). The Court of
Appeals for the Third Circuit (Docket #19-2094) sanctioned the District Court conduct by
unlawfully exercising jurisdiction over the Notice of Appeal, and by omitting review of
‘proof of facts’ filed in response to a ‘Motion for Summary Action of Affirmance’ — omission

confirmed in the March 2, 2020 opinion - and by issuing the December 10, 2020 Mandate.

Here, the District Court persists in obstructing an Appeal in its efforts to thwart a
Fed.R.Civ.P.27 perpetuation of evidence, which would be otherwise presented for appellate
review (i.e. Declaration of Rights and/or post-judgment Motions in the Court of Appeals) as
to whether there has been a violation of Constitutional due process rights to property
involving a breach of fiduciary duty and judicial officials aiding and abetting a breach of
fiduciary duty. The December 10, 2020 Mandate issued by the Court of Appeals for the

Third Circuit (Docket #19-2094) continues to have a controlling effect, sanctioning the



District Court thwarting appellate review and obstructing an Appeal and the appellate

process.

Petitioner incorporates here Appendix B aind, in entirety, the Emergency Petition for
Writ of Mandamus (Docket #21-5832); and the Emergency Petition for Writ of Prohibition
(Docket #21-5833).2 These Petitions are substantial, intervening circumstances in appellate
review of the Section 1983 Action (Third Circuit Court of Appeals Docket #19-2094 on
Appeal from Distr. Court Docket #18-290). The Petitions are interrelated, and are filed in
support of Petitioner’s federal Court Actions, including a Petition for Writ in Mandamus
Declaring Due Process Constitutional Rights to Real Estate Property, if available in this
Court; and/or the post-judgment Motions Petitioner intends to file in the Court of Appeals;

and/or in the event of further proceedings in District Court.

The lower Court persistence in conduct intended to thwart appellate review, and to
obstruct an Appeal in a Section 1983 Action, so far departs from the accepted and usual
course of judicial proceedings, and a Court of Appeals sanction of such a departure, calls for
an exercise of this Court’s supervisory power. To any extent that the Court of Appeals
unlawfully refused to exercise its jurisdiction in the Section 1983 Action, this Court has the
power “to compel the lower Courts to exercise a jurisdiction which it had unlawfully

repudiated.”

9 See also, Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring Constitutional Rights to real estate property; and
Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring Rights to ‘The Trust for Annie Pearl (White) Willis.’



SUBSTANTIAL GROUNDS NOT PREVIOUSLY PRESENTED

Petitioner, an Heir,!0 Legacy, Beneficiary, and Devisee of the Estate of Annie Pearl
Willis’ has a legal right to a determination of rights to the “Trust for Annie Pearl (White)
Willis’ (“T'rust”) under the Will, per stirpes,!! of Annie Pearl Willis pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S. §
7533 - Construction of documents.'? The “Trust for Annie Pearl (White) Willis’ is an Indian-
WWII Military Land Trust involving at least several hundred acres of land and substantial

monetary assets.

Furthermore, the Trust documents (i.e. Safe Deposit Records) are relevant and '
material in Petitioner’s claims as to the real estate in Petitioner’s Section 1983 federal
Court Action involving Constitutional due process rights to property. For instance, the
Trust documents would demonstrate whether the Trust was concealed from Petitioner at
the time of the sale of the real estate property interest (e.g. Noonan), demonstrating a
breach of fiduciary duty, in establishing an aiding and abetting of a breach of fiduciary
duty. Inthe Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition (Distr. ét. Docket #20-1833), Petitioner has a legal
right to an immediate determination of rights to the Trust. (In_Checkosky, as to a
Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition - (‘ITlhe right to this relief ... does not depend upon the condition of

the witness, but upon the situation of the party [petitioner], and [her] power to bring [her]

rights to an immediate investigation.” “)’ In re Application of Checkosky, 142 F.R.D. 4, 8 n.2

(D.D.C. 1992)). Thus, Petitioner seeks a remedy in this Court as to the Trust.

10 gae: Declaration of Leslie Willis as an Heir of the Estate of Annie Pear! Willis (District Court Docket # 20-01833
ECF Document No. 124 et seq.; and ECF Document No. 129-2).

11 The probated Will for Estate of Annie Pearl Willis is Per Stirpes pursuant to Pennsylvania Statute 20 Pa.C.S. §
2514.

12 47 Pa. C.S. § 7533 - Any person interested under a deed, will, written contract, or other writings constituting a
contract, or whose rights, status, or other legal relations are affected by a statute, municipal ordinance, contract,
or franchise, may have determined any question of construction or validity arising under the instrument, statute,
ordinance, contract, or franchise, and obtain a declaration of rights, status, or other legal relations thereunder.

10



INTERVENING CIRCUMSTANCES OF SUBSTANTIAL AND CONTROLLING EFFECT

Petitioner’s ‘Petition for Writ of Prohibition to the District Court Western District of
Pennsylvania (Docket #21-5833); and Petitioner’s ‘Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC
Bank, N.A. and The PNC Financial Services Group, Inc. (Docket #21-5832) are substantial
intervening circumstances, and have had a controlling effect in Petitioner’s federal Court
Actions, including as to whether the District Court may preclude a legal right to a
determination of rights to the “Trust for Annie Pearl (White) Willis’ (“Trust”), and whether
there would be an opportunity to appeal. Hence, the ‘Emergency Petition for Writ of
Prohibition to the District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania (“District Court”)
(Docket #21-5833); an intervening Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC Bank, the PNC
Financial Services Group, Inc. (Docket #21-5832); and intervening circumstances of a
Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence (District Court Docket #20-1833), all
involving a substantial Indian-Military Land Trust,'® which has been concealed for eleven
(11) years; 'Where Petitioner has a legal right to a determination of rights to the Trust. The
Petition to Perpetuate Evidence (e.g. Trust Instrument; and Designated Beneficiary)
regarding the Trust is at risk of being dismissed,' with prejudice, and would effectively

preclude Petitioner’s legal right to a determination of rights to the Trust.’* Thus, a

13 At |east several hundred acres of land, and substantial Trust Fund monetary assets. The indian-Military Land
Trust may have been concealed for many years longer than eleven years.

14 petitioner, proceeding in forma pauperis, would not have the financial resources to file an Appeal, as the District
Court is seeking to deny Petitioner leave to proceed in forma pauperis, while denying a legal right to a
determination of rights to the Trust.

15 The May 3, 2021 Petition for Certiorari was distributed on July 15, 2021 for September 27, 2021 Conference,
Order entered October 4, 2021 denying Certiorari. The Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC, filed August 27,
2021 - pending (Docket #21-5832); Petition for Writ of Prohibition to District Court, filed September 13, 2021 -
pending (Docket #21-5833); and Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to the ‘Trust for Annie
Pearl (White) Willis,” filed November 25, 2020, still pending (District Court Docket #20-1833) - Fed.R.Civ.P. 12(b)(6})
Motion to dismiss the Petition was filed on May 10, 2021 (See: Petition for Writ of Prohibition to District Court
(Docket #21-5833). On August 16, 2021, Petitioner filed a Brief and Response in Opposition to the Rule 12(B)(6)
Motion to Dismiss the Petition (ECF No. 127; and ECF No. 127-1). On August 31, 2021, Petitioner filed Objections
to the Order at ECF No. 134 and a reply (ECF No. 136) to opposing counsel’s opposition to Petitioner’s Motion to

11

I



dismissal, and moreover, a dismissal with prejudice, in the Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Action currently
pending in the District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania (Docket #20-1833 —
‘Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to ‘The Trust for Annie Pearl White Willis’

(“Trust”)) would deny a legal right.

Furthermore, a dismissal, and moreover, a dismissal with prejudice, of the
Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition would thwart appellate review as to whether the Trust documenﬁs
were withheld from Petitioner at the time of sale of real estate vproperty; and whether there
has been a breach of fiduciary duty in the sale of real estate property in violation of
constitutional (due process) rights to property; and as to whether judicial and other

respondents in a Section 1983 Action have aided and abetted of a breach of fiduciary duty.

The District Court persists in an abuse of power, intended to thwart appellate
review of documentary evidence and to obstruct an appeal and the appellate process. This
Court has jurisdiction to remove obstacles within its appellate jurisdiction. Also, the
appellate authority of this Court “is not confined to the issuance of writs in aid of a
jurisdiction already acquired by appeal but extends to those cases which are within its
appellate jurisdiction although no appeal has been perfected.” Therefore, this Court should
exercise its supervisory power to prevent a dismissal, and a dismissal with prejudice, in the

Action currently pending in the District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania

Amend Petition. On October 27, 2021, two days prior to the filing of this Petition, the Hon. Magistrate Judge of
the District Court entered a Report and Recommendation (Docket #20-1833 - ECF document No. 153) to the Hon.
District Judge, to dismiss the Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence, with prejudice. At the time of this
Petition, October 29, 2021, Petitioner has not yet filed Objections to the Magistrate Judge a Report and
Recommendation.

12



(Docket #20-1833 — ‘Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to ‘“The Trust for Annie

Pearl White Willis’). 16

THE PROBATE EXCEPTION DOES NOT PRECLUDE FEDERAL COURT REVIEW OF
PETITIONER’S SECTION 1983 FEDERAL COURT ACTIONS

Additionally, on grounds not previously presented, Petitioner incorporates here, in
entirety her statements made in Appendix C, as to Jurisdiction, that the Court of Appeals
for the Third Circuit March 2, 2020 Opinion (p.1) (Docket #19-2094) presents Petitioner’s
Section 1983 Action as, essentially, a probate matter, indicating that Petitioner’s Section
1983 federal Court Action is probate preclusive. The subject-matter of Petitioner’s Section
1983 federal Court Action(s) are not probate preclusive. To any extent that the Court of
Appeals unlawfully refused to exercise its jurisdiction in the Section 1983 Action, this Court

has the power “to compel the lower Courts to exercise a jurisdiction which it had unlawfully

repudiated.”

16 Though, disclosure of the Trust via the Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition to perpetuate evidence, where a summary
judgment Motion {Rule 12(b){6) Motion) has been filed, would subject personal financial information to public
access. Hence, please see Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC Bank, N.A. and The PNC Financial
Services Group, Inc. (Docket #21-5832).

13



REASONS FOR GRANTING REHEARING

1. Petitioner incorporates the Statement of the Case as stated herein, in entirety.

2. Petitioner is an heir, legacy, beneficiary, and devisee under the Will of Annie Pearl
Willis’s Estate. Pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S. § 7533, any person interested under a deed,
will, written contract, or other writings constituting a contract, or whose rights,
status, or other legal relations are affected by a statute, municipal ordinance,
contract, or franchise, may have determined any question of construction or validity
arising under the instrument, statute, ordinance, contract, or franchise, and obtain a
declaration of rights, status, or other legal relations thereunder.

3. The District Court persists in a departure from the accepted and usual course of
judicial proceedings and, by the December 10, 2021 Mandate, the Court of Appeals
for the Third Circuit continues to sanction the District Court unlawful conduct G.e.
thwarting appellate review and obstructing an Appeall?).

4. The lower Court persists in disregard of the Rules of Civil Procedure prescribed by
this Court (i.e. Fed.R.Civ.P. 27) (Please see: Petitioner’s ‘Petition for Writ of
Prohibition to the District Court Western District of Pennsylvania, Docket #21-5833;
and Petitioner’s ‘Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC Bank, N.A. and The PNC
Financial Services Group, Inc. (“PNC”) Docket #21-5832).

5. In a Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to “The Trust for
Annie Pearl White Willis’ (“Trust”) Docket #20-1833), the lower Court refused to
perform a plain ministerial duty of service of process upon the Executrix of the

Estate, who has custody, control, and possession of the Trust.

17 gee: Petitioner’s ‘Petition for Writ of Prohibition to PNC Bank, N.A. and The PNC Financial Services Group, Inc.’
(“PNC”), (Docket #21-5833); and Petitioner’s ‘Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC Bank, N.A. and The PNC
Financial Services Group, Inc. (“PNC”) (Docket #21-5832)

14



6. The District Court for Western District of Pennsylvania refused to exercise its
jurisdiction to review Petitioner’s Amended Rule 59 motion for Reconsideration
(Docket #18-290, ECF No. 217), which is an omission from a District Court Order at
or about ECF No. 207, which has thwarted and obstructed appellate review in
Petitioner’s Appeal to the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (Docket #19-2094),
where Petitioner raised the issue of fraud; and thwarted appellate review where
Petitioner raised the issue of breach of fiduciary duty and the aiding and abetting of
that breach (Docket #18-290, ECF document No. 221, p. 19-25; See Also: Petitioner’s
Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Docket #20-1833, ECF document
No. 126-2 or ECF document No. 160).

7. The real estate was uﬁlawfully sold in blatant violation of Petitioner’s Constitutional
Rights (Due Process Clause; and Petition Clause). Petitioner incorporates, in
entirety, her statements made, herein, and otherwise on Record, as to the
circumstances, disposition, and sale of the real estate (See: District Court for
Western District of Pennsylvania Docket #20-1833, ECF Document No. 157; and
ECF Document No. 161); and Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring
Constitutional Rights to Property).

8. The Executrix for the Estate of Annie Pearl Willis, breached a fiduciary duty in the
unauthorized, unlawful sale of the real estate property.'8

9. The Judicial Respondents aided and abetted the repeated unlawful sell of the real
estate of the Estate, by refusing to monitor the disposition of the real estate, and by
refusing to restrain the sell, and repeated sell, such that the real estate was not in"

the Court’s possession.

18 Real estate property located in Allegheny County at 267 William Street, Pittsburgh, PA. 15203 (Blk/Lot/Parcel ID
# 4-H-229)

15



10. The Judicial and DCR Respondents aided and abetted a breach of fiduciary duty in

refusing to docket Petitioner’s in forma pauperis petitions and pleadings.

16



S. CT. RULE 44.2 CERTIFICATTON

I, Petitioner, Leslie Willis, proceeding pro se, in forma pauperis, hereby, certify that,
pursuant to S. Ct. Rule 44.2, this ‘Petition for Rehearing’ is limited to intervening
circumstances of substantial or controlling effect, or other substantial grounds not
previously presented; and that this Petition for Rehearing is filed in good faith, and not for

delay.

{s/Leslie

P.O. Box 1153, Bowie, MD
Maryland 20718%7
Iwillis222@Y ahoo.Com

27 petitioner’s last legal address. At this time, Petitioner is in Pittsburgh, PA. Petitioner is domiciled in Prince
George’s County Maryland.



CONCLUSION

A Rehearing on the May 3, 2021 Petition for Writ of Certiorari; or a Writ of Mandamus
directed to the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit to Recall the December 10, 2020
Mandate; and/or a Remand to the District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania

should be granted.

§ Respectful
TN -

cMw

/s/Leslie Willis, Petitioner
Date: November 18, 2021

18



PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Leslie Willis, do swear or declare that on this date, November 18, 2021, as required by

Supreme Court Rule 29 I'have served the enclosed ‘Petition for Rehearing’ and Motion for Leave to

Proceed In forma Pauperis on each party to the above proceeding or that party’s counsel, and on

every other person required to be served, by depositing an envelope containing the above documents

in the United States mail properly addressed to each of them and with first-class postage prepaid, or

by delivery to a third-party commercial carrier for delivery within 3 calendar days.

The names and addresses of those served are as follows:

John Daley (for County Respondents) (Email)
(PA. ID. No. 63279)

Allegheny County Law Department

300 Fort Pitt Commons Building

445 Fort Pitt Boulevard

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 350-1169

The Honorable Judge David S. Cercone (by CM/ECF)
(Docket No. 20-1833)

District Court for the Western District of PA.

700 Grant Street

Joseph F. Weis, dJr.

U.S. Courthouse

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Caroline P. Liebenguth?® (Email)
(Attorney for Judicial Defendants)
Administrative Office of PA Courts
437 Grant Street, Suite 416

Pittsburgh, PA 15219-6003

Jordan M. Webster (Email)

Buchanan Ingersoll & Rooney PC.
Counsel For: For William S. Demchak,
President and Chief Executive Officer
for PNC; and PNC Bank, N.A. and
the PNC Financial Services Group Inc
Union Trust Building

501 Grant Street, Suite 200
Pittsburgh, PA 15219-4413

19 pyrsuant to Fed. R. Civ. Proc. Rule 5 (b) (1): Service: How Made: (1) Serving an Attorney. If a party is represented by an attorney, service
under this rule must be made on the attorney unless the court orders service on the party. Caroline P. Liebenguth legal counsel for the Hon.

Lawrence J. O'Toole and the Hon. Judge Kathleen A, Durkin.

19



DOCKET NO. 20-8176

" In The

Supreme Court of the United States

On Petition for Rehearing

ORDER

The ‘Petition for Rehearing’ is, hereby, GRANTED.

BY THE COURT

20



20-8176 PETITION FOR REHEARING DOCKET #20-8176
INDEX TO CITATIONS
(BY PAGE #)

All “ECF Document” numbers are electronically filed at District Court for the Western
District of Pennsylvania Docket #20-1833 (Unless otherwise indicated).

Page 2 — Questions Presented

42 U.S.C. 1983 (or “Section 1983")

Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition (District Court Docket #20-1833)

The following are electronically filed at District Court Docket #18-290:
Fed.R.Civ.P. 59 (e) Amended Motion for Reconsideration

ECF -document No. 199 Section 1983 Requests for Relief

ECF document No. 207 Memorandum Order V

ECF document No. 217 Amended Motion for Reconsideration

ECF document No. 218 Addendum to Motion for Reconsideration (Real Estate)

ECF document No. 221 Addendum to Motion for Reconsideration (Statement of the Case)

Page 3 — Related Cases
ECF Document No. 161 — Second Amended Petition (See Also: ECF Document No. 126-2)

Footnotes:

ECF Document No. 157 - Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring Constitutional Rights to
real estate property

ECF Document No. 160 - Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring Rights to
Trust for Annie Pearl (White) Willis

Docket No. 02-11-00397 - State Orphans’ Court Action: Estate of Annie Pearl Willis,
Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, Dept. of Court Records, Wills/Orphans’ Court Division
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All “ECF Document” numbers are electronically filed at District Court for the Western
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Page 4 — Appendices

District Court Docket #20-1833 - Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to “The Trust
for Annie Pearl White Willis’ (“T'rust”)

ECF Document No. 160-1 thru ECF Document No. 160-5
ECF Document No. 160-7 Declaration as Heir for 21-5832
ECF Document No. 160-8 Declaration as Heir for 21-5833
Section 1983

Page 6 — Opinions Below (and Intervening Actions)

ECF Document No. 207 - District Judge Memorandum Order

ECF Document No. 161 and ECF Document No. 126-2 — Second Amended Petition
S. Ct. Docket #21-5832 - Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC

S. Ct. Docket #21-5833 - Petition for Writ of Prohibition to District Court
Footnotes:

ECF document No. 127; and ECF document No. 127-1 — Response and Brief in opposition to
Fed.R.Civ.P. 12(b)(6) Motion to dismiss

Page 8-10; 12; 15 — Constitutional Provisions; Statement of the Case
U.S.C.A. Const. Amend. Xiv, § 1- Due Process Clause

U.S.C.A. Const. Amend. I — Petition Clause - right to Petition the government for redress of
grievances

Page-9 -Statement of the Case
Section 1983
Fed.R.Civ.P.27 perpetuation of evidence — ECF Document Nos. 27; 126-2; and 161
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Page 10-11 Substantial Grounds Not Previously Presented
42 Pa. C.S. § 7533 - Construction of documents

Noonan

Distr. Ct. Docket #20-1833 - Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to “The Trust for
Annie Pearl White Willis’ (“Trust”)

Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition (ECF Document Nos. 27; 126-2; and 161 Second Amended Petition)
In re Application of Checkosky, 142 FR.D. 4, 8n.2 (D.D.C. 1992

Footnote p. 10:

ECF Document No. 124 et seq.; and ECF Document No. 129-2 Declaration as Heir (See:
Updated Declarations at ECF Document No. 160-1 thru 160-8))

Page 11-12 — Footnotes: Intervening Circumstances of Substantial and Controlling EffectA 7

ECF Document No. 74 — Motion to Dismiss
ECF Document No. 75 — Brief in Support of Motion to Dismiss

ECF document No. 127; and ECF document No. 127-1 Response and Brief in opposition to
Fed.R.Civ.P. 12(b)(6) Motion to dismiss

ECF Document No. 134 — District Judge Order
ECF Document No. 136 - Objections to ECF Document No. 134

ECF Document No. 136 — Reply to Opposing Counsel Opposition to Motion to Amend
Petition



20-8176 PETITION FOR REHEARING DOCKET #20-8176
INDEX TO CITATIONS
(BY PAGE #)

All “ECF Document” numbers are electronically filed at District Court for the Western
District of Pennsylvania Docket #20-1833 (Unless otherwise indicated).

Page 12-13 - Intervening Circumstances of Substantial and Controlling Effect

Docket #21-5832 - Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC
Docket #21-5833 - Petition for Writ of Prohibition to District Court

District Court Docket #20-1833 - Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining
to “The Trust for Annie Pearl White Willis’ (“Trust”)

~ Section 1983

ECF Document No. 74 and ECF Document No. 75 - Fed.R.Civ.P. 12(b)(6) Motion to dismiss
the Petition, with Prejudice

ECF Document No. 127; and ECF Document No. 127-1 Response and Brief in opposition to
Fed.R.Civ.P. 12(b)(6) Motion to Dismiss

Page 14 — Reasons for Granting the Rehearing

U.S.C.A. Const. Amend. Xiv, § 1- Due Process Clause

U.S.C.A. Const. Amend. I — Petition Clause - right to Petition the government for redress of
grievances

42 Pa. C.S. § 7533 - Construction of documents



o FEr 7700 For~ [ty

vo HO51/ 76

IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

L_c—. sle \,Q illg

(Your Name)

— PETITIONER

V8.

, — RESPONDENT(S)

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

The petitioner asks leave to file the attached petition for a writ of certiorari
without prepayment of costs and to proceed in férma pauperis. T

Please check the appropriate boxes: t

‘b4 Petitioner has previously been granted Jeave to proveed in forma pauperisin =~ |
the following court(s): . . \

’Tﬁm/ Cravit Covct OF Appeals; Soprerne Cont U.S/*‘

DisteieT Conrt Westeen DisleicT OF Pennsylvania .

[ Petitioner has not previously been granted leave te proceed in forma

pauperis in other court. ‘
U@:zr’s affidavit or declaration in support of this motion is attached hereto,

(] Petitioner’s affidavit or declaration is not attachéd because the court below
appointed counsel in the current proceeding, and: : :

(] The appointment. was made under the following provision of law:

AN/
)

. \/ ~—(Signature) %

¥

[1a copy of the order of appointment is appepded.

AFFIDAVIT OR DECLARATION
N SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

I, / &S // & L{/ ! /// S am the petitioner in the above-entitled case. In support of
my mot{on to proceed in forma paupéris, I state that beeause of my poverty I am unable to pay
the costs of this case or to give security therefor; and I believe I am entitled to redress.

Pes

1, For both you and your spouse estimate the average amount of money received from each of
the following sources during the past 12 months, "Adjust any amount that was received
weekly, biweekly, quarterly, semiannually, or annually to show the monthly rate. Use gross
amounts, that is, amounts befare any deductions for taxes or otherwise,

Income source Average monthly amount during

the past 12 months ;
§/177/€‘
S/p,gps€ You

You
Employment $ $ s s /
Self-employment $ % y f s s / g

| o

Amount expected
next month

£
§
- \
44
h5)

Income from real property
(such as rental incoms)

Interest and dividends $ /é/ $ ) $ $ /
Gifts $ /@/ $ ! $ $__ / :
Alimony o 2 s | ]
Child Support $ /@/ $ $ '3 i
Retirement (such as soclal $ $ $ $ :

security, pensions,
annuities, insurance)

e
Disabliity (such as sacl;ari1 s_g $
ents)

i $ $
segcurlty, Insurance pa!
Unemployment payments $ /@/ $ } $ $
Public-assistance $ ,9/ 3 ’ $ $
(such as welfare) }
Other (specty): ZUAVE s /@/ s s S|

Total monthly lncoma:

y S Sl
— YTl bioier /&?éf'b;? a 03;2;%;/” 7he 3 /e-27 -
&r1) COPrésa 77 (10067 SO sl el Mo {
’Z:;Z /5w'/c/5 ) Z‘ s Tiine, 701
At ttonal CoptéS. ' November 17, 2021
[ W - - cETERR T —— i




2..List your employment.history forhe past two years, most vecent drat, (Gross monthly pay
Is befove taxes or other deduetions) - )

Employer Addregs Datos of ° Gross monthly pay

malon_a!,_-» s .
rE— E— — i

3. List yopr spousd’s employment; histary for the past f Wmufaﬁngaa employer first.
S
Singt

i

T
(Gross menthly pay 79 before taxes or other deductions) c..

Gross monthly pay

b X
4. How much cash dg you s your's S50 have? § .W.mv\\-

Below, state dny money you or $our spouse have-in hanlg accounts or in aay other financial
institutlon. S)agle.

Type of account {e.g. chocking or savings) M:.oca you :wé ms.n:i your spouse has
) ade
NEFTAR4 $ . %
e “U?HMH., T E— \

6. List the qagpts, and their values, which you own or-your spouse owns. Do ot list cloth
and o%b.m.eﬁuwaa furnishings, ' wuo e

03 Bamo gt odal estate 707 L fgatore
.E&h\N\Wl! Vel B ,mmimamﬁ%\&

t
\
1

b Moter Velicle 41 21620 GYET” O Motor Vihide 22 ,
Tear, make'& model /7 {555 Yo, iske & model_/*
Valwe Value ___

Ofuctases QY ASeds are ro [gitin. Moe Ailoble,
Vid___ SEE Dockd HE Ra-517 6 S.C7
SEE - DTl Cownd Doeker & J0~1§33

&

6. State every persan, business, or oyganixition owing you or your spousa money, and ¢he
amount gwed,

Parson owing you or. Amount owad t© you
your spause mangy

| s s
e, SRR SR
— . S S

7. Blate the.persons, .a».m rely on you or your spouse for support. For minor. children, list initials
tnstead of names @mw =] 5." inztead of “John Smith*),

Neme Roefationship Age

Amount owed to your spouse

\\\
nY
A

8. m&gpa.?-m&u%gﬁwnkﬁss. of you and your fumily. Show separately the amounts
pid by your epouse. Adjust.any P ts that .are made-weekly, biweekly, quarterly, or
annually {0 show the menthly rate. m.}.D fe,

Y 5

Al

1 Y >;<¥
et

‘( [

You Yout spouss

¥ ]

Rent. or home-mortgage poyment N N ﬁ 21
(include lot vented foy mobile homme) s &S Vi

Are veal estate takes ideluded? [)Yes ONo

18 property insurance ifichnded? {3Yes [ONo

Utititles (electricity, heafing fuel,
water, sewer, and teleptione)

5 \@\ ]
Home maintenance (répairs and upkeéep) $ \@\ $ \

$

Food W i) sEa0* o f
Clathing m $ ~ ® \

YA
Laundry aed dry-tleaning 5 ¢ \
s

o ]

Medical and dental.éxpenses




You Your spouse 9. Do you expect any major changes to your monthly income or expenses or in your assets or
\%\ Tiabilities duripg the next 12 months? £ Diskirel
Trangportation (not including motor vehicle payments)  $ L 3 \ \M Cov r+ D&h\nﬁﬂw
w\%\\ \ es [INo 1 If yes, describe on an attached sheet. Q\ h&l“wMuN
Recreation, entertainment, newspopers, maguzines, ote. 3 8 .%m:n\\s. m Disclosore oF Trust Fonel . £CFI367S
Insurancs (not deducted from wages or included in mortgage payments) ﬁ .M CE . \@\w‘\‘\,m e QQQ«.W WD \) M.%&.m\\mh\mw \“Mmh&u
. : gle = S LR7
Wner ) 7 10. Have you paid - or will you be paying ~ an attarney any money for gervices in connection
Homeo ' or renter’s P\M\\“\ $ \\ with this ease, including the completion of this form? (I Yes o A
. \
Life 3 $. 11 yes, how much? Y4 \\\\ %.m P 7 Drselorvse K
\ T o 7T Fmd

Health $ \%\ $. If yes, atate the attorney’s name, address, and telephone number:

Motor Vehicle 8 ,\Q s, \ \\ \\

Other: \N\ \\\ 3 W\Q\ Iy \

. R 11. Have you pald—aor will you be paying—anyone other than an sttorney (such as a parelegal or

Taxea (not aonﬁg.wﬁwm wages ar _wﬁoﬂ“\\s mortgage vmu.n..oug \ a typist) any money for services in connection with this case, including the Sﬁu_wmou of this

(speeify): \N\? GGt 70 /E . \Q\ . form?

TAREs. . &\zo\
Installment payments
..b\%\l s If yes, how much? \/\ 2k
Motor Vehicle % $ s
[} \~ 1f yes, state the person’s name, address, and telephone number:
Credit card(s) s 3
/ Y
Department store(s) $ s
Ve

Other: s ¢ \ 12. Provide any other information that will help explain why you E“.an% the costs of this case.
$

L
e
L
./ \\%\V.\\E\ T o7 il Uralls oreet
2
pa
A

Alimony, maintenance, and support paid to others

Th [rbrgetien desd Wothelel (JEE Distroel”

Regular expenses for operation of business, profession, . \ mq ’ S\.n\ Wniva Coreé At- uMb\\\.WLv\ VW«\.\\.\\N\.%Q

or farm (attach detsiled statement) $

\ 1 declare under penalty of p that the foregoing i3 trme and carrect. 41D S-C7- -51%

Other (specify): \i A . $ Docke? & 2°

Total monthly expenses; $ 7

5 \ . Executed on: )MW\\Q\NWRN.\! \m .wo..“N\
$ | )

M\NE)&UQ Ui t mpwkb\v .%QN /.35~ %&b “..\\m\saecmn\ e, ) J@nﬂe\ MQ
C Funels ¥ ‘
\QQ“\* h@ cd N ] \%\\“‘\.Gu/-
N&Skw\ 7 5C. S . 00 / \Q&\ %
(¢7 Focrbparte) §e. w 5 \Q\h %&“{

S Varies Tl @ \%@bm\&%\w November 17, 2021 h




LESLIE WILLIS Direct Contact:
lwillis222@yahoo.com

November 17, 2021
DOCKET # 20-8176

VIA FIRST CLASS MAIL

Clerk

Supreme Court of the United States
One First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20543

RE: PETITION FOR REHEARING’ .
Dear Sir or Madam,

I ém writing regarding the October 29, 2021 ‘Petition for Rehearing’ (“Petition”)
timely filed in this Court (Docket # 20-8176). Please see attached.

The October 29, 2021 ‘Petition for Rehearing’ document was mailed in two separate
envelopes, with a delivery date of November 1, 2021. It is my understanding, per the Clerk,
that on November 4, 2021, the Petition, presumably containing documents in only one of
the envelopes, was returned for lack of the Certification; and that on November 16, 2021,
the Petition, presumably containing documents in the second envelope which included the
Certification, was returned. Enclosed is the ‘Petition for Rehearing’ “re-filed,”* within 14-

days of the November 4, 2021 filing deadline, and within the 15-page limit count, excluding

the form pages specified in Rule 83, subparagraph 1(d).

Thank you for your attention regarding these documents. At this time, I am in

Pefitioner

Leslie Willis

1 At this time, | am proceeding in forma pauperis, and | do not have adequate funds to print and mail documents.
Hence, thee ‘Petition for Rehearing’ document is filed two-pages per sheet.

1



November 18, 2021

DOCKET NO. 20-8176

In The
Supreme Court of the United States

On Petition! for Rehearing

PETITION2 FOR REHEARING

Leslie Willis

P.O. Box 11853, Bowie, MD
Maryland 207182
lwillis222@Y ahoo.Com

1see Also: Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Prohibition at Docket # 21-5833; Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of
Mandamus at Docket #21-5832; Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence (District Court for Western District
of Pennsylvania (Docket #20-1833); and Petitioner’s Petition(s) for Writs of Mandamus for Declaration of Rights.

2 petitioner, proceeding in forma pauperis, does not have adeguate funds to print and mail documents. Hence,
this document is filed two-pages per sheet. The “ECF” Documents are electronic filings in the District Court for the
Western District of Pennsylvania Docket #20-1833.

3 petitioner’s last legal address. At this time, Petitioner is in Pittsburgh, PA. Petitioner is domiciled in Prince
George’s County Maryland.

QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1) Whether the Court should consider this Petition for Rehearing on the May 3, 2021

2)

3)

Petition for Writ, of Certiorari (Docket #20-8176) to consider whether the Actions or
omissions of a District Court in a 42 U.S.C. 1983 Action persistently thwart or tend
to thwart appellate review, obstructing an appeal; and whether such actions or
omissions are persistently sanctioned by a United States Court of Appeals.
Whether this Court should exercise its supervisory powers in aid of appellate
jurisdiction, to remove obstacles to an appeal, and/or obstacles to appellate review,
in a Section 1983 Action, and in a Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence.
Whether the Court should issue a Mandate directed to the Third Circuit Court of
Appeals (Docket #19-2094) to Recall a December 10, 2020 Mandate, particularly as
to real estate property; andissue a Remand to the District Court for the Western
District of Pennsylvania (Docket #18-290) (“District Court”) for a decision on a
Fed.R.Civ.P. 59 (¢) Amended Motion for Reconsideration, ECF document No. 217
(and addendum statements at ECF document, No. 218 and Exhibits; and ECF
document No. 221 and Exhibits), which raises the issue of statute of limitations,
fraud, breach of fiduciary duty, and judicial officials aiding and abetting the breach
of fiduciary duty; and for review of the Section 1983 requests for relief at ECF
document No. 199, all filed in the District Court Action (Distr. Ct. Docket #18-290),
which are all omissions by the District Court (See: ECF document No. 207,
Memorandum Order) intended to thwart appellate review, obstructing the appeal
and the appellate process, and which were sanctioned by the Court of Appeals for

the Third Circuit.

LIST OF PARTIES



1. Leslie Willis, Petitioner

2. The Hon. Lawrence J. O'Toole, et al.

RELATED CASES

Petitioner’s ‘Petition for Writ of Certiorari,’ (Docket #20-8176) was filed on May 3,
2021 and docketed on May 28, 2021. On July 15, 2021, the Petition was Distributed for the
September 27, 2021 Conference. On October 4, 2021, an Order was entered denying

Certiorari. Petitioner, hereby, files a ‘Petition for Rehearing.’
Petitioner’s related federal Court Actions include:

1. Emergency ‘Petition for Writ of Mandamus’ to PNC Bank, N.A. and The PNC
Financial Services Group, Inc. (“PNC”) (S.CT. Docket #21-5832);

2. Emergency ‘Petition for Writ of Prohibition’ to The District Court for the Western
District of Pennsylvania {(S.CT. Docket #21-5833, See ECF Document No. 161);

3. Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to ‘The Trust for Annie
Pearl (White) Willis (Distr. Ct. Docket #20-1833);5

4. Appeal in the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (CA3 Docket #19-2094), from
initial section 42 U.S.C. § 1983 Action filed in the District Court for the Western
District of Pennsylvania (Distr. Ct. Docket #18-290).

5. Section 1983 Action in the District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania

(Distr. Ct. Docket #18-290).

“State Orphans’ Court Action: Estate of Annie Pearl Willis, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, Dept. of Court Records,
Wills/Orphans’ Court Division {Docket No. 02-11-00397).

5 See Also: Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring Constitutional Rights to real estate property (ECF
Document No. 157}; and Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring Rights to Trust for Annie Pearl
(White) Willis (ECF Document No. 160); and See Also: Second Amended Petition, ECF Document No. 161).

TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW......cooiiiriiiiiiiiiiiiniiiin i esssvs s 8
JURISDICTION. ..ottt sttt e e 7
CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED ............. 7
STATEMENT OF THE CASE ......cccocciniviiiniiiiii s 813
REASONS FOR GRANTING REHEARING .....ccccoovviiiiiiiiiv 14-18
S. CT. RULE 44.2 CERTIFICATION ... ..o vt v e e s 17
CONCLUSION .....ccottiimeimmmmimniitiem st rniasssississ s es s sssssss s ens s s as s 18

INDEX TO APPENDICES?

Appendix A ~Declaration of Leslie Willis as an Heir of the Estate of Annie Pearl Willis
(with Certificates and Probated Will) (S.CT. Docket #21-5833, ECF Document No. 160-1

thru ECF Document No. 160-5, and ECF Document No. 167).

Appendix B ~ The Intervening Petitions for Writs of Mandamus and Prohibition Are in Aid

of Appellate Court Jurisdiction; District Court Thwarting and Obstructing Appeal.

Appendix C - The Probate Exception Does Not Preclude Federal Court Review of

Petitioner's Section 1983 Federal Court Actions.

6 The “ECF” Documents are electronic filings in the District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania Docket
#20-1833. Petitioner, proceeding in forma pauperis, does not have adequate funds to print and mail documents.

4



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES

In re Application of Checkosky, 142 FR.D. 4, 8.2 (D.D.C. 1992) as to a Fed R.Civ.P. 27
Petition - (“[Tthe right to this relief ... does not depend upon the condition of the witness,
but upon the situation of the party [petitioner], and [her] power to bring [her] rights to an

immediate INVEStIZALION.) ... ... oot oot eetees et s e et et e et e et e e e een e e 16

RULES

Fed.R.Civ.P. 19 (a)(1) (A); and (B)(i) — Required Parties ............ cc. cce cev ver veecer e 7-95 17-20

Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 — Depositions to Perpetuate Testimony - invoked in Petitioner's ‘Petition to
Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to the Trust for Annie Pearl (White) Willis’ (Dist. Ct.

Docket #20-1833) — for Production of Documentary Evidence ........................... 7-8; 17-20

OPINIONS BELOW'

This Petition for Rehearing is for a review of the following Opinion below:

District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania (Docket #18-290) - District Judge

Memorandum Order (ECF Document No. 207) (See Questions Presented).
Please see also the following intervening® Actions:

1. Emergency Petition for Writ of Prohibition to the District Court for the Western
District of Pennsylvania (S. Ct. Docket #21-5833);

2. Emergency Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC Bank, the PNC Financial
Services Group, Ine. (S. Ct. Docket #21-5832);

3. Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to the Trust for Annie Pear] White
Willis,’ pursuant to Fed.R.Civ.P.27 (District Court for the Western District of

Pennsylvania, Docket. #20-1833, See: ECF Document No. 161 (and ECF No. 126-2).

7 please see the online and electronic filing Petitions filed in this Court and the lower Courts. Petitioner,
proceeding in forma pauperis, does not have adeguate funds to print and mail documents.

& The May 3, 2021 Petition for Certiorari was distributed on July 15, 2021 for September 27, 2021 Conference,
Order entered October 4, 2021 denying Certiorari. The Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC, filed August 27,
2021 - pending {Docket #21-5832); Petition for Writ of Prohibition to District Court, filed September 13, 2021 -
pending (Docket #21-5833); and Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to the ‘Trust for Annie
Pearl (White) Willis,’ filed November 25, 2020, still pending (District Court Docket #20-1833} - Fed.R.Civ.P. 12{b}(6)
Motion to dismiss the Petition was filed on May 10, 2021 (See: Petition for Writ of Prohibition to District Court
{Docket #21-5833). On August 16, 2021, Petitioner filed a Brief and Response in Opposition to the Rule 12(B)(6)
Motion to Dismiss the Petition (ECF document No. 127; and ECF document No. 127-1). On August 31, 2021,
Petitioner filed Objections to the Order at ECF document No. 134 and a reply (ECF document No. 136) to opposing
counsel’s opposition to Petitioner's Motion to Amend Petition. On October 27, 2021, two days prior to the filing
of this Petition, the Hon. Magistrate Judge of the District Court entered 2 Report and Recommendation {Docket
#20-1833 - ECF document No. 153) to the Hon. District Judge, to dismiss the Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to
Pemetuate Evidence, with prejudice. At the time of this Petition, October 29, 2021, Petitioner has not yet filed
Objections to the Hon. Magistrate Judge Report and Recommendation.



JURISDICTION

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).
The Supreme Court jurisdiction is also invoked, herein, pursuant to:
28 U.S. Code § 1651 — Writs.

The Court’s relevant equity powers are also invoked.

CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS

Petitioner's Federal Court Actions involve the following Constitutional provisions

pertaining to real estate property:
U.S.C A. Const. Amend. Xiv, § 1- Due Process Clause (Property);

U.S.C.A. Const. Amend. I — Petition Clause - right to Petition the government for

redress of grievances;

U.S.C.A. Const. Amend. Xiv, § 1- Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth

Amendment (Section 1) of the United States Constitution.

STATUTORY PROVISIONS

42 Pa. C.S. § 7633 - Construction of documents - Any person interested under a deed,

will... may have determined any question ... and obtain a declaration of rights... thereunder.

STATEMENT OF THE CASE

AND NOW, on this 18 November 2021, Petitioner, Leslie Willis, Pro Se, proceeding in

forma pauperis, files this ‘Petition for Rehearing’ and, respectfully, states the following:

The May 3, 2021 Petition for Writ of Certiorari was filed pursuant to Supreme Court
Rule 10(a}, where a United States Court of Appeals (i.e. 8 Circuit) has so far departed
from the accepted and usual course of judicial proceedings, or sanctioned such a departure
by a lower court, as to call for an exercise of this Court’s supervisory power. In Petitioner’s
Section 1983 Action, the District Court unlawfully repudiated jurisdiction over an Amended
Motion for Reconsideration, which raises the issue of fraud, statute of limitations, breach of
fiduciary duty and the aiding and abetting of that breach, by refusing to hold a Notice of
Appeal in abeyance to adjudicate the Motion: and by omitting review of relevant pleadings,
including Section 1983 requests for relief (See Question Presented #3 above). The Court of
Appeals for the Third Circuit (Docket #19-2094) sanctioned the District Court conduct by
unlawfully exercising jurisdiction over the Notice of Appeal, and by omitting review of
‘proof of facts' filed in response to a ‘Motion for Summary Action of Affirmance’ —omission

confirmed in the March 2, 2020 opinion - and by issuing the December 10, 2020 Mandate.

Here, the District Court persists in obstructing an Appeal in its efforts to thwart a
Fed.R.Civ.P.27 perpetuation of evidence, which would be otherwise presented for appellate
review (i.e. Declaration of Rights and/or postjudgment Motions in the Court of Appeals) as
to whether there has been a violation of Constitutional due process rights to property
involving a breach of fiduciary duty and judicial officials aiding and abetting a breach of
fiduciary duty. The December 10, 2020 Mandate issued by the Court of Appeals for the

Third Circuit (Docket #19-2094) continues to have a controlling effect, sanctioning the



District Court thwarting appellate review and obstructing an Appeal and the appellate

process.

Petitioner incorporates here Appendix B and, in entirety, the Emergency Petition for
Writ of Mandamus (Docket #21-5832); and the Emergency Petition for Writ of Prohibition
(Docket #21-5833).% These Petitions are substantial, intervening circumstances in appellate
review of the Section 1983 Action (Third Circuit Court of Appeals Docket #19-2094 on
Appeal from Distr. Court Docket #18-290). The Petitions are interrelated, and are filed in
support of Petitioner’s federal Court Actions, including a Petition for Writ in Mandamus
Declaring Due Process Constitutional Rights to Real Estate Property, if available in this
Court; and/or the post-judgment Motions Petitioner intends to file in the Court of Appeals;

and/or in the event of further proceedings in District Court.

The lower Court persistence in conduct intended to thwart appellate review, and to
obstruct an Appeal in a Section 1983 Action, so far departs from the accepted and usual
course of judicial proceedings, and a Court of Appeals sanction of such a departure, calls for
an exercise of this Court's supervisory power. To any extent that the Court of Appeals
unlawfully refused to exercise its jurisdiction in the Section 1983 Action, this Court has the
power “to compel the lower Courts to exercise a jurisdiction which it had unlawfully

repudiated.”

2 See also, Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring Constitutional Rights to real estate property; and
Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring Rights to ‘The Trust for Annie Peari (White) Willis.”

SUBSTANTIAL GROUNDS NOT PREVIOUSLY PRESENTED

Petitioner, an Heir,® Legacy, Beneficiary, and Devisee of the Estate of Annie Pearl
Willis' has a Jegal right to a determination of rights to the ‘Trust for Annie Pearl (White)
Willis' (“Trust”) under the Will, per stirpes, ! of Annie Pear]l Willis pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S. §
7533 - Construction of documents .12 The Trust for Annie Pear] (White) Willis’ is an Indian-
WWII Military Land Trust involving at least several hundred acres of land and substantial

monetary assets.

Furthermore, the Trust documents (i.e. Safe Deposit Records) are relevant and
material in Petitioner’s claims as to the real estate in Petitioner's Section 1983 federal
Court Action involving Constitutional due process rights to property. For instance, the
Trust documents would demonstrate whether the Trust was concealed from Petitioner at

the time of the sale of the real estate property interest (e.g. Neonan), demonstrating a

breach of fiduciary duty, in establishing an aiding and abetting of a breach of fifiucialy
duty. In the Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition (Distr. Ct. Docket #20-1838), Petitioner has a Jegal
right to an immediate determination of rights to the Trust. (In_Checkosky, as to a
Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition - (‘[T]he right to this relief ... does not depend upon the condition of
the witness, but upon the situation of the party [petitioner], and [her] power to bring [her]
rights to an immediate investigation.’ *)” In.re Application of Checkosky, 142 F.RD. 4, 8 n.2

(D.D.C. 1992)). Thus, Petitioner secks aremedy in this Court as to the Trust.

10 gee: Declaration of Leslie Willis as an Heir of the Estate of Annie Pearl Willis {District Court Docket # 20-01833
ECF Document No. 124 et seq.; and ECF Document No. 129-2).

1 The probated Will for Estate of Annie Pearl Willis is Per Stirpes pursuant to Pennsylvania Statute 20 Pa.CS. §
2514.

1242 Pa. C.S. § 7533 - Any person interested under a deed, will, written contract, or other writings constituting a
contract, or whose rights, status, or other legal relations are affected by a statute, municipal ordinance, contract,
or franchise, may have determined any question of construction or validity arising under the instrument, statute,
ordinance, contract, or franchise, and obtain a declaration of rights, status, or other legal relations thereunder.
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INTERVENING CIRCUMSTANCES OF SUBSTANTIAL AND CONTROLLING EFFECT

Petitioner's ‘Petition for Writ of Prohibition to the District Court Western District of
Pennsylvania (Docket #21-5833); and Petitioner's ‘Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC
Bank, N.A. and The PNC Financial Services Group, Inc. (Docket #21-5832) are substantial
intervening circumstances, and have had a controlling effect in Petitioner’s federal Court
Actions, including as to whether the District Court may preclude a legal right to a
determination of rights to the Trust for Annie Pearl (White) Willis' (“Trust’), and whether
there would be an opportunity to appeal. Hence, the ‘'Emergency Petition for Writ of
Prohibition to the District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania (‘District Court”)
(Docket #21-5833); an intervening Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC Bank, the PNC
Financial Services Group, Ine. (Docket #21-5832); and intervening circumstances of a
Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence (District Court Docket #20-1833), all
involving a substantial Indian-Military Land Trust,!3 which has been concealed for eleven
(11) years; where Petitioner has a legal right to a determination of rights to the Trust. The
Petition to Perpetuate Evidence (e.g. Trust Instrument; and Designated Beneficiary)
regarding the Trust is at risk of being dismis;ed,“ with prejudice, and would effectively

prectude Petitioner’s legal right to a determination of rights to the Trust.'®*  Thus, a

13 At least several hundred acres of land, and substantial Trust Fund monetary assets. The Indian-Military Land
Trust may have been concealed for many years longer than eleven years.

14 petitioner, proceeding in forma pauperis, would not have the financial resources to file an Appeal, as the District
Court is seeking to deny Petitioner leave to proceed in forma pauperis, while denying a legal right to a
determination of rights to the Trust.

15 The May 3, 2021 Petition for Certiorari was distributed on July 15, 2021 for September 27, 2021 Conference,
Order entered October 4, 2021 denying Certiorari. The Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC, filed August 27,
2021 - pending (Docket #21-5832); Petition for Writ of Prohibition to District Court, filed September 13, 2021 -
pending (Docket #21-5833); and Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to the ‘Trust for Annie
pearl (White) Willis,” filed November 25, 2020, still pending (District Court Docket #20-1833) - Fed.R.Civ.P. 12(b)(6)
Motion to dismiss the Petition was filed on May 10, 2021 (See: Petition for Writ of Prohibition to District Court
{Docket #21-5833). On August 16, 2021, Petitioner filed a Brief and Response in Opposition to the Rule 12(B){6)

1

dismissal, and moreover, a dismissal with prejudice, in the Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Action currently
pending in the District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania (Docket #20-1833 —
‘Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to The Trust for Annie Pearl White Willis’

("Trust”)) would deny a legal right.

Furthermore, a dismissal, and moreover, a dismissal with prejudice, of the
Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition would thwart eppellate review as to whether the Trust documents
were withheld from Petitioner at the time of sale of real estate property; and whether there
has been a breach of fiduciary duty in the sale of real estate property in violation of
constitutional (due process) rights to property; and as to whether judicial and other

respondents in a Section 1983 Action have aided and abetted of a breach of fiduciary duty.

The District Court persists in an abuse of power, intended to thwart appellate
review of documentary evidence and to obstruct an appeal and the appellate process. This
Court has jurisdiction to remove obstacles within its appellate jurisdiction. Also, the
appellate authority of this Court “is not confined to the issuance of writs in aid of a
jurisdiction elready acquired by appeal but extends to those cases which are within its
appellate jurisdiction although no appeal has been perfected.” Therefore, this Court should
exercise its supervisory power to prevent a dismissal, and a dismissal with prejudice, in the

Action currently pending in the District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania
1

Motion to Dismiss the Petition (ECF No. 127; and ECF No. 127-1). On August 31, 2021, Petitioner filed Objections
to the Order at ECF No. 134 and a reply {ECF No. 136) to opposing counsel’s opposition to Petitioner’s Motion to
Amend Petition. On Octaber 27, 2021, two days prior to the filing of this Petition, the Hon. Magistrate Judge of
the District Court entered a Report and Recommendation (Docket #20-1833 - ECF document No. 153) to the Hon.
District Judge, to dismiss the Fed.R.Civ.P.27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence, with prejudice. At the time of this
Petition, October 29, 2021, Petitioner has not yet filed Objections to the Magistrate Judge a Report and
Recommendation.

12



(Docket #20-1833 — ‘Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to ‘The Trust for Annie

Pear] White Willis). 16

THE PROBATE EXCEPTION DOES NOT PRECLUDE FEDERAL COURT REVIEW OF
PETITIONER'S SECTION 1983 FEDERAL COURT ACTIONS

Additionally, on grounds not previously presented, Petitioner incorporates here, in
entirety her statements made in Appendix C, as to Jurisdiction, that the Court of Appeals
for the Third Circuit March 2, 2020 Opinion (p.1) (Docket #19-2094) presents Petitioner's
Section 1983 Action as, essentially, a probate matter, indicating that Petitioner's Section
1983 federal Court Action is probate preclusive. The subject-matter of Petitioner's Section
1983 federal Court Action(s) are not probate preclusive. To any extent that the Court of
Appeals unlawfully refused to exercise its jurisdiction in the Section 1983 Action, this Court
has the power “to compel the lower Courts to exercise a jurisdiction which it had unlawfully

repudiated.”

15 Though, disclosure of the Trust via the Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition to perpetuate evidence, where a summary

REASONS FOR GRANTING REHEARING

1. Petitioner incorporates the Statement of the Case as stated herein, in entirety.

2. Petitioner is an heir, legacy, beneficiary, and devisee under the Will of Annie Pearl

Willis's Estate. Pursuant to 42 Pa. C.S. § 7533, any person interested under a deed,
will, written contract, or other writings constituting a contract, or whose rights,
status, or other legal relations are affected by a statute, municipal ordinance,
contract, or franchise, may have determined any question of construction or validity
arising under the instrument, statute, ordinance, contract, or franchise, and obtain a

declaration of rights, status, or other legal relations thereunder.

. The District Court persists in a departure from the accepted and usual course of

judicial proceedings and, by the December 10, 2021 Mandate, the Court of Appeals
for the Third Circuit continues to sanction the District Court unlawful conduct (i.e.

thwarting appellate review and obstructing an Appeal!?).

. The lower Court persists in disregard of the Rules of Civil Procedure prescribed by

this Court (i.e. Fed.R.Civ.P. 27) (Flease see: Petitioner's Petition for Writ of
Prohibition to the District Court Western District of Pennsylvania, Docket #21-5833;
and Petitioner’s ‘Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC Bank, N.A. and The PNC

Financial Services Group, Inc. (‘PNC”) Docket #21-5832).

. In a Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to “The Trust for

Annie Pearl White Willis’ (“Trust”) Docket #20-1833), the lower Court refused to
perform a plain ministerial duty of service of process upon the Executrix of the

Estate, who has custody, control, and possession of the Trust.

Jjudgment Motion (Rule 12(b)(6) Motion) has been filed, would subject personal financial information to public 17 see; Petitioner’s ‘Petition for Writ of Prohibition to PNC Bank, N.A. and The PNC Financia! Services Group, Inc.’
access. Hence, please see Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC Bank, N.A. and The PNC Financial {“PNC”), (Docket #21-5833); and Petitioner’s ‘Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC Bank, N.A. and The PNC
Services Group, Inc. (Docket #21-5832). Financial Services Group, Inc. {"PNC”) {Docket #21-5832)
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6. The District Court for Western District of Pennsylvania refused to exercise its 10. The Judicial and DCR Respondents aided and abetted a breach of fiduciary duty in
jurisdiction to review Petitioner's Amended Rule 59 motion for Reconsideration refusing to docket Petitioner’s in forma pauperis petitions and pleadings.
(Docket #18-290, ECF No. 217), which is an omission from a District Court Order at
or about ECF No. 207, which has thwarted and obstructed appellate review in
Petitioner's Appeal to the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (Docket #19-2094),
where Petitioner raised the issue of fraud; and thwarted appellate review where
Petitioner raised the issue of breach of fiduciary duty and the aiding and abetting of
that breach (Docket #18-290, ECF document No. 221, p. 19-25; See Also: Petitioner’s
Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Docket #20-1833, ECF document
No. 226-2).

7. The real estate was unlawfully sold in blatant violation of Petitioner’s Constitutional
Rights (Due Process Clause; and Petition Clause). Petitioner incorporates, in
entirety, her statements made, herein, and otherwise on Record, as to the
circumstances, disposition, and sale of the real estate (See: District Court for
Western District of Pennsylvania Docket #20-1833, ECF Document No. 157; and
ECF Document No. 161); and Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring
Constitutional Rights to Property).

8. The Executrix for the Estate of Annie Pearl Willis, breached a fiduciary duty in the
unauthorized, unlawful sale of the real estate property.18

9. The Judicial Respondents aided and abetted the repeated unlawful sell of the real
estate of the Estate, by refusing to monitor the disposition of the real estate, and by
refusing to restrain the sell, and repeated sell, such that the real estate was not in

the Court’s possession.

18 Real estate property located in Atlegheny County at 267 William Street, Pittsburgh, PA. 15203 (Blk/Lot/Parcel ID
#4-H-229)
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S. CT. RULE 44.2 CERTIFICATION

1, Petitioner, Leslie Willis, proceeding pro se, in forma pauperis, hereby, certify that,
pursuant to S. Ct. Rule 44.2, this ‘Petition for Rehearing’is limited to intervening
circumstances of substantial or controlling effect, or other substantial grounds not

previously presented; and that this Petition for Rehearing is filed in good faith, andnoy for

delay.

P.O. Box 1153, Bowie, MD
Maryland 20718

17

CONCLUSION

A Rehearing on the May 3, 2021 Petition for Writ of Certiorari; or a Writ of Mandamus
directed to the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit to Recall the December 10, 2020

Mandate; and/or a Remand to the District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania

should be granted.

ectfully submi W

slie Willis, Petitioner
Date: November 18, 2021

S:

18



PROOF OF SERVICE

1, Leslie Willis, do swear or declare that on this date, November 18, 2021, as required by

Supreme Court Rule 29 T have served the enclosed Petition for Rehearing' and Motion for Leave to

Proceed In forma Pauperis on each party to the above proceeding or that party’s counsel, and on

every other person required to be served, by depositing an envelope containing the above documents

in the United States mail properly addressed to each of them and with first-class postage prepaid, or

by delivery to a third-party commereial carrier for delivery within 8 calendar days.

The names and addresses of those served are as follows!

John Daley (for County Respondents) (Email)
(PA. ID. No. 83279)

Allegheny County Law Department

300 Fort Pitt Commons Building

445 Fort Pitt Boulevard

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 350-1169

The Honorable Judge David S. Cercone (by CM/ECF)
{Docket No. 20-1833)

District Court for the Western District of PA.

700 Grant Street

Joseph F. Weis, Jr.

U.S. Courthouse

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Caroline P. Liebenguth!® (Email)
(Attorney for Judicial Defendants)
Administrative Office of PA Courts
437 Grant Street, Suite 416
Pittsburgh, PA 15219-6003

Jordan M, Webster (Email)

Buchanan Ingersoll & Rooney PC.
Counsel For: For William 8. Demchak,
President and Chief Executive Officer
for PNC: and PNC Bank, N.A. and
the PNC Financial Services Group Ine
Union Trust Building

501 Grant Street, Suite 200

12 pyrsuant to Fed. R. Civ. Prac. Rule 5 {b) {1): Service: How Made: {1)Serving an Attomey. if a party is represented by anattorney, service
under this rule must be made on the attorney unless the court orders service on the party. Carofine P. Liehenguth legal counsel for the Hon.

Lawrence J. O'Taole and the Hon. Judge Kathleen A. Durkin.

19

Pittsburgh, PA 15219-4413
DOCKET NO. 20-8176
In The

Supreme Court of the United States

On Petition for Rehearing

ORDER

The ‘Petition for Rehearing’ is, hereby, GRANTED.

BY THE COURT
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APPENDIX B

THE INTERVENING PETITIONS FOR WRITS OF MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION
ARE IN AID OF APPELLATE COURT JURISDICTION

In preparation for Petitioner's federal appellate Court Actions, including Petitioner’s
May 3, 2021 Petition for Writ of Certiorari filed in this Court (Docket #20-8176), Petitioner
filed, in the District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania, a Fed R.Civ.P. 27
‘Petition to Perpetuate Evidence Pertaining to the ‘Trust for Annie Pearl (White) Willis,” so
that certain Trust documents would be available in support of Petitioner’s federal Court
Actions (See: District Court for Western District of Pennsylvania Docket #20-1833, ECF
Document No. 27; and ECF No. 161 or ECF No. 126-2). Petitioner initially filed the Rule 27
‘Petition to Perpetuate Evidence’ on November 25, 2020, almost a year ago. However, the
Trust documents have been unavailable for review in this Court, and Petitioner has not
been able to bring an Action in federal Court for Declaration of Rights,! where the District
Court has been persistentin a refusal to perform its plain ministerial duty of service of

process upon the Interested parties, heirs of the Estate of Annie Pear] Willis, and upon the

10n or about luly 21, 2021, Petitioner filed an ‘Addendum to Petition for Writ of Certiorari.” The statements in the
Addendum included statements regarding the Trust. However, the Question Presented was, “Whetheritis
unlawful or improper, under 28 U.S.C. §1915 —in forma pauperis proceedings, for the government to deny, delay
or refuse to sua sponte Order discovery of financial resources that may be available to an in forma pauperis
litigant.” The issue was regarding service of process pursuant to 28 U.5.C. §1915 and a request, in District Court, for
Rule 34 Discovery of Trust documents during the pendency of a Rule 12{b)(6} Motion to Dismiss, to defend against
the Motion to Dismiss. In filing the ‘Addendum to Petition for Writ of Certiorari,’ Petitioner intended to
subsequently file a direct appeal, to this Court, from the District Court, supplemental to the Petition for Writ of
Certiorari, presuming that there would be a decision on the Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 ‘Petition to Perpetuate Evidence’ prior
to a Conference, in this Court, on the Petition for Writ of Certiorari. However, the Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 ‘Petition to
Perpetuate Evidence’ was still pending, Therefore, Petitioner did not file the direct appeal, to this Court, from the
District Court Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 ‘Petition. Subsequently, on September 13, 2021, Petitioner filed, in this Court, an
intervening ‘Emergency Petition for Writ of Prohibition to the District Court {Docket #21-5833); See Also,
Petitioner’s intervening August 27, 2021 ‘Emergency Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC Bank, N.A. and the PNC
Financial Services Group, Inc.’ ("PNC”) {Docket #21-5832). Petitioner filed the Emergency Petition for Writ of
Prohibition to the District Court, and the Emergency Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC under the intervening
circumstances of the Fed.R.Civ.P. 27 ‘Petition to Perpetuate Evidence’ regarding the Trust at risk of being
dismissed, and with prejudice. The District Court persists in refusing to perform its a plain ministerial duty of
service of process, which is obstructive of the Appeal in this Court, where service of process, Notice, could have
been made upon interested parties regarding the Trust (i.e. Heirs under the Will and the Estate) and upon the
authorized signer for the Trust.

APPENDIX B

“authorized signer” for the Trust, who has custody, control, and possession of the Trust; and
due to other efforts by the District Court to thwart and obstruct the appeal and appellate
process (See: Petitioner’s ‘Emergency Petition for Writ of Prohibition to the District Court
for the Western District of Pennsylvania’ at Docket #21-5833; Petitioner also filed an
‘Emergency Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC Bank, N.A. and the PNC Financial
Services Group, Inc. at Docket #21-5832’ to perpetuate the Trust documents). The May 3,
2021 Petition for Certiorari was Denied on October 4, 2021. Petitioner intends to file a

‘Petition for Rehearing.’

On December 10, 2020, the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (Docket #19-2094)
issued a Mandate, precluding lower Court review as to the real estate property. However,
the lower Courts have persistently engaged in obstructing the appeal and appellate process,
and Petitioner's Fourteenth Amendment Constitutional rights to property (Due Process
Clause; and Petition Clause) have been violated. This Court has jurisdiction to remove
obstacles to Appeal and to prevent unauthorized action of the district court obstructing an

appeal by entering Orders and Opinions (and a Mandate) which thwart appellate review.

Petitioner intends to file a Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring Constitutional
(due process) Rights to real estate Property (See: District Court Docket #20-1833, ECF
Document No. 157) and as to the Trust (See: District Court Docket #20-1833, ECF
Document No. 160). The Petition is in aid of the appellate Court subject-matter jurisdiction
pursuant to Fed.R.Civ.P. 19 (2)(1) (A); and (B)(i) — Required Parties,? involving a real estate
property interest. Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Mandamus to PNC Bank, N.A. and the

PNC Financial Services Group, Inc. at Docket #21-5832 regarding a Trust, and Petitioner’s

2 petitioner's Section 1983 Action in the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (Docket #19-2094), on Appeal from
the District Court for the Western District of Pennsylvania (Docket #18-290) includes only judicial officials and
certain state employees as Respondents.
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Petition for Writ of Prohibition to the District Court at Docket #21-5833 are in support of
this Petition for Rehearing: and in support of the ‘Petition for Writ of Mandamus Declaring

Constitutional Rights to Property.’

Petitioner intends to file, in the Third Circuit Court of Appeals (Docket #19-2094)
post-judgment Motions, including a Motion to Recall the December 10, 2020 Mandate
issued by the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit as to the real estate property, if not
available in this Court, and a Motion to Reopen. In the post-judgment Motions, a
declaration of rights to the real estate property will aid in the appellate Court jurisdiction
in post-judgment Motions pursuant to Fed.R.Civ.P. 19 (a)(1) (A); and (B)(i) - Required

Parties.

Additionally, a declaration of rights to the real estate property will aid in the
appellate Court jurisdiction, pursuant to Fed.R.Civ.P. 19 (a)(1) (A); and (B)(i) ~ Required

Parties, in the event of further proceedings in the District Court for the Western District of

Pennsylvania (Docket #18-290).




APPENDIX C

THE PROBATE EXCEPTION DOES NOT PRECLUDE FEDERAL COURT REVIEW OF
PETITIONER'S SECTION 1983 FEDERAL COURT ACTIONS (JURISDICTION, CONTD)
In the March 2, 2020 Opinion (p. 1, 2) (Docket #19-2094) the Court of Appeals
presents a Section 1983 Action as, essentially, a probate matter, indicating that Petitioner’s

Section 1983 federal Court Action is probate preclusive, However, the subject-matter of

Petitioner’s federal Court Action(s) are not probate preclusive. As the Court states in
Markham v. Allen, “although "a federal court has no jurisdiction to probate a will or
administer an estate, . . . it has [long] been established . . . that federal courts of equity
have jurisdiction to entertain suits ‘in favor of ... legatees and heirs' and other claimants
against a decedent's estate ‘to establish their claims' so long as the federal court does not
interfere with the probate proceedings or assume general jurisdiction of the probate or

control of the property in the custody of the state court." 326 U.S., at 494. The Court next

described a probate exception of distinctly limited scope: "[Wlhile a federal court may not
exercise its jurisdiction to disturb or affect the possession of property in the custody of a
state court, . . . it may exercise its jurisdiction to adjudicate rights in such property where
the final judgment does not undertake to interfere with the state court's possession save to
the extent that the state court is bound by the judgment to recognize the right adjudicated
by the federal court.” Ibid. Marshall v. Marshall, 547 U.S, 293, 296 (2006). Marshall
acknowledges that, ... lower federal courts have read the words "interfere with the probate
proceedings" to block federal jurisdiction over a range of matters well beyond probate of a
will or administration of a decedent's estate, including an executor’s breach of fiduciary
duty. Tbid. (emphasis added). However, Marshall further states that, “...This Court
therefore comprehends Markham's "interference" language as essentially a reiteration of

the general principle that, when one court is exercising in rem jurisdiction over res, a

APPENDIX C

second court will not assume in rem jurisdiction over the same res.” Ibid. (citations

omitted).

Here, on April 25, 2017, the state Orphans’ Court Judicial Respondents, in
Petitioner’s federal Court Actions! entered a ‘Decree of Distribution,” intending it to be a
final Order in the proceedings on the administration of the Estate. However, in order for
either collateral estoppel or res judicata to apply in the Estate matter, the issue or issues
must have been actually litigated and determined by a valid and final judgment. In
Petitioner’s federal Court Actions, Petitioner claims that the ‘Decree of Distribution’ is not
valid where there is an unlawful sale of the real estate; where Petitioner has made 2
request to ‘Take In Kind’ the real estate (0. C. Rule 2.9); and where there is a refusal to
docket and adjudicate Petitioner’s in forma pauperis Petitions,? including a May 6, 2017
‘Petition for rule to show cause why sale of the real estate should not be set aside.”® Also,
Petitioner’s federal Court Action is initially filed pursuant to Section 1983 (42 U.S.C.S. §
1983), an Action against individual state officials and state employees, for the ongoing
violation of constitutional rights, where Petitioner’s requests for relief are that the federal
court enjoin or prohibit the state Court from violating constitutional rights. Thus, the

probate preclusion does not apply.

! See: Judicial Respondents in Petitioner’s Petition for Writ of Certiorari’ and/or ‘Petition for Rehearing” (Docket
#20-8176)

2 |n forma Pauperis Petitions filed as of July 2016 and as of August 2016, where the Decree of Distribution was
entered on April 25, 2017, months later. The refusal to docket Petitioner’s in forma pauperis Petitions in the state
Orphans’ Court, and probate Court, is ongoing.

* Spoliation of the Record: The May 6, 2017 ‘Petition for rule to show cause why sale of the real estate should not
be set aside is now missing from the state Orphans’ Court Docket.

4 See: District Court for Western District of Pennsylvania, Docket #18-290, ECF No, 199 — The District Court refused
to review Petitioner’s Requests for Relief at ECF No. 199, which is an omission from an Order at or about ECF No.
207, which has thwarted and obstructed appellate review of Petitioner’s Appeal to the Court of Appeals for the
Third Circuit {Docket #19-2094).
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Furthermore, the ‘Decree of Distribution,’ or a “final Order,” is subject to, and turns
on, the Fourteenth Amendment Due Process Clause.5 Here, Petitioner’s federal court
Section 1983 Action seeks a remedy against state violation of Fourteenth Amendment
Constitutional rights to property (Due Process Clause) and state violation of First
Amendment rights (Petition Clause®). The ‘Petition for Writ of Certiorari’ (8. Ct. Docket
#20-8176) seeks a remedy against lower federal Court violation of due process and pursuant
to 8. Ct. Rule 10(a); and Petitioner’s ‘Petition for Rehearing’, seeks a remedy against the
lower Court persistent efforts to thwart appellate review and to obstruct an Appeal. Such
remedies in this Court, or in post-judgment Motions, including a Recall of the December 10,
2020 Mandate issued by the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (Docket # 19-2094); A
Declaration of Rights to property; and/or a Remand to the District Court. Petitioner’s
Section 1983 federal Court Action turns on the Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitution.

Thus, the probate preclusion does not apply.

Furthermore, the state Orphans’ Court does not have possession of the real estate.
The real estate property of the Estate was sold” in an unlawful fiduciary sale, prior to audit
of the Estate account, without a hearing, and against the objection of an Heir under the
Will of the Estate. In fact, the real estate of the Estate was subjected to “house-flipping,” a
buying and selling of the real estate several times within a 2-year period, during Court

proceedings and the administration of the Estate.

The Judicial Respondents aided and abetted the repeated unlawful sell of the real

estate of the Estate, by refusing to monitor the disposition of the real estate, and by

5 The Court of Common Pleas for Allegheny County, Pennsylvania, particularly the Orphans’ Court Division, does
not have subject-matter jurisdiction over an Action for deprivation/violation of Constitutional rights.

5 The Clerk of the state Orphans’ Court refused to docket Petitioner’s in forma Pauperis Petitions, including
Petitioner’s Appeal from the Decree of Distribution to the state Superior Court {of Pennsylvania).

7 The will does not authorize sale of the real estate of the Estate.
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refusing to restrain the sell, and repeated sell, such that the real estate was not in the
Court’s possession. Thus, the probate preclusion does not apply given the disposition of the

real estate property.

At this time, the purchaser of the unlawful fiduciary sell of the real estate currently
has possession of the real estate of the Estate. Therefore, possession of the real estate
property of the Estate is not in the possession of a state Court, nor was the real estate
property of the Estate in the possession of a state Court during proceedings in the District
Court (Case No. 18-290), or in the Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (19-2094). Thus,
the probate exception does not preclude the federal Court from entertaining this Action by
Petitioner to establish her claims against an estate, as to the real estate. (Marshall v.

Marshall, 547U 8. at 310; Markham v. Allen, 326 U.S. at 494).




LESLIE WILLIS Direct Contact:
‘ Iwillis222@yahoo.com

November 20, 2021
DOCKET # 20-8176

VIA FIRST CLASS MAIL

Clerk

Supreme Court of the United States
One First Street, N.E.

Washington, D.C. 20543

RE: ‘PETITION FOR REHEARING’ — FULL PAGE COPY
Dear Sir or Madam,

1 am writing regarding the October 29, 2021 ‘Petition for Rehearing’ {‘Petition”) -
timely filed in this Court (Docket # 20-8176) and returned.! Please see (attached) ful/-page
copy of the Petition for Rehearing that was Re-filed on November 18, 2021,

On November 18, 2021, I re-filed the ‘Petition for Rehearing.” However, because 1
am proceeding in forma pauperis and did not have adequate funds to print and mail a full-
page copy of the ‘Petition, I re-filed the Petitionj on November 18, 2021, two-pages-per-
sheet. 1 presume that the enclosed full-page copy of the re-ﬁ]ed ‘Petition for Rehearing,’
including Appendix B and Appendix C, will have the same October 29, 2021 filing date, as
the two-pages-per-sheet copy. Otherwise, the enclosed documents are for the Court’s
review of the file.

I, hereby, Certify that both documents are the same cohtent, except page formatting

and Index to Appendices (See: Appendix A citations).

1 The October 29, 2021 ‘Petition for Rehearing’ document (full pages} was mailed in two separate envelopes, with
a delivery date of November 1, 2021. It is my understanding, per the Clerk, that on November 4, 2021, the Petition,
presumably containing documents in only one of the envelopes, was returned for lack of the Certification; and that
on November 16, 2021, the Petition, presumably containing documents in the second envelope which included the
Certification, was returned. On November 18, 2021, i re-filed the ‘Petition for Rehearing’ within 14-days of the
November 4, 2021 filing deadline, and within the 15-page limit count, excluding the form pages specified in Rule
33, subparagraph 1{d).

LESLIE WILLIS Direct Contact:

1 request that the full-page copy of the re-filed ‘Petition for Rehearing’ is made

available on the Court’s online website, so that I may have online access to the filed copy of
both documents (the ¢two-page-per-sheet copy of the re-filed ‘Petition for Rehearing’ and the
full-page copy of the re-filed Petition for Rehearing’) date and time-stamped by the Clerk.

Thank you for your attention regarding these document; this time, I am in




11/19/21, 1229 PM

Yahoo Mail - Fw: IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES (DOCKET #20-8176) - PETITION FOR REHEARING

Fw: IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES (DOCKET #20-8176) - PETITION FOR
REHEARING

From: Leslie Willis (Iwillis222@yahoo.com)
To:  johndaley@alleghenycounty.us; caroline.liebenguth@pacourts.us; legaldepartment@pacourts.us

Date: Friday, November 19, 2021, 12:10 PM EST

With Cover Letter to Clerk; Appendix B; and Appendix C.

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: Leslie Willis <lwillis222@yahoo.com>

To: john.daley@alleghenycounty.us <john.daley@alleghenycounty.us>; Caroline Liebenguth
<caroline.liebenguth@pacourts.us>; "legaldepartment@pacourts.us” <legaldepartment@pacourts.us>
Sent: Friday, November 19, 2021, 12:03:56 PM EST

Subject: Fw: IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES (DOCKET #20-8176) - PETITION FOR
REHEARING

Petition for Rehearing, Re-filed November 18, 2021.

--—- Forwarded Message -

From: Leslie Willis <Iwillis222@yahoo.com>

To: John.Daley@alteghenycounty.us <john.daley@alleghenycounty.us>

Sent: Saturday, October 30, 2021, 03:04:56 PM EDT

Subject: Fw: IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES (DOCKET #20-8176) - PETITION FOR
REHEARING

Page 17-18 of the 10-29-2021 Petition for Rehearing, edited 10-30-2021 to remove duplicate text.

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: Leslie Willis <lwillis222@yahoo.com>

To: ALLEGHENY CO LAW DEPARTMENT <john.daley@alleghenycounty.us>

Sent: Saturday, October 30, 2021, 03:03:36 PM EDT

Subject: Fw: IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES (DOCKET #20-8176) - PETITION FOR

REHEARING

Page 17-18 of the 10-29-2021 Petition for Rehearing, edited 10-30-2021 to remove duplicate text.

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: Lestie Willis <lwillis222@yahoo.com>

To: John.Daley@alleghenycounty.us <john.daley@alleghenycounty.us>

Sent: Saturday, October 30, 2021, 01:24:52 PM EDT

Subject: Fw: IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES (DOCKET #20-8176) - PETITION FOR

REHEARING
ATTN: JOHN MICHAEL DALEY,
For Allegheny County Respondents,

RE: PETITION FOR REHEARING OF MAY 3, 2021 PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI (S. Ct. DOCKET #20-
8176)

172

11/19/21, 1:29 PM Yahoo Mail - Fw: IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES (DOCKET #20-8176) - PETITION FOR REHEARING

Please see (attached) Petition for Rehearing, filed October 29, 2021 in the Supreme Court of the United States.
Certification with electronic signature; and
Updated Opinions Below;

Best Regards,
Leslie Willis

UPDATED OPINIONS BELOW - PETITION FOR REHEARING (5.Ct#20-8176).pdf

170kB

@ CERTIFICATION - PETITION FOR REHEARING (DOCKET #20-8176) (wElectronic Signature).pdf
71kB
S.CT. REHEARING - PETITION FOR REHEARING (DOCKET #20-8176).pdf

13" 316.2kB

@ S.CT. REHEARING (Edited 11-18-2021) (REFILED) - PETITION FOR REHEARING (DOCKET #20-8176) with Reference to
APPENDIX B and APPENDIX C.pdf
262.3kB

COVER LETTER - TO S.CT. CLERK re PETITION FOR REHEARING' (RE-FILED NOVEMBER 17, 2021).pdf
80.1kB

APPENDIX B - PETITION FOR REHEARING - THE INTERVENING PETITIONS FOR WRITS OF MANDAMUS AND
PROHIBITION ARE IN AID OF APPELLATE COURT JURISDICTION.pdf
155.5kB

r}q APPENDIX C - PETITION FOR REHEARING - THE PROBATE EXCEPTION DOES NOT PRECLUDE FEDERAL COURT
22 ReVIEW OF PETITIONER pdf
132.4kB



