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LIST OF PARTIES

j>4 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover, page.

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

RELATED CASES

CiWl Ac-bo*-, Mo. Zl-002_2>S JAO-R.T C O.'-s+.ot- VW- ^OzO

Covr+- Appeals 4-lne- Mm+tn KJo.ZI UolZS

ClR. Mo. H-cr- 00104- JMS- KTM U*W DKsV. 20\"0

United
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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

P<3 For cases from federal courts:
The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _?— to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at

has been designated for publication but.is not yet reported; or, *02-0
[ ] is unpublished.

; or,- >

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _^— to 
the petition and is

*02-1 u.a,CHA».L£.*ia 7o2Sylyl reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[ j For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appeal’s at 
Appendix_____to the petition and is
f 3 reported at ; or,
[ ] lias been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

courtThe opinion of the------------------------------------
appeal’s at Appendix_____to the petition and is
[ ] reported at----------------------------------------
[ 3 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ 3 is unpublished.

; or,

1.
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JURISDICTION

[X For cases from federal courts:

The dijte^on whichthe United States Court of Appeals decided my case^^^^ ) Appg^'* J

" Nio -fU.r+Vvc^r' t/Vlll \oO *\Cjd lO HmS» £*■£& . -

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
, mid a copy of theAppeals on the following date:----------------

older denying rehearing appeals at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was gi*anted
(date) on-------------------------- (date)to and including______

in Application No. __ A

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

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
_____ !_______________ _ and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appeals at Appendix_______

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

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

(date) in_ (date) on

2,
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
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■or.d&raA WV vine, w^r^e+o 

WtrVllcA feeA^V dte+vibufcv,due+D

A | E^VM.bi'toftO. "Hnoso reconst-s -H'vcn

Vn4 , dclre^nsaritfi|

Jwdqo ^=wb^ 
too o>oo' eise^ \/^to>ei-c-upor> loo

o4 44oo psyebo +incr^ pi^to~ p«b>e-*n4 yri vo l

Dr* Kennedy feu led fe>Uow CcrurV orders lAolcttotd
Federal « Skto <&<** ^cto%tonmad ■:

1054 * nog

4Ve issuo

Ccm&c*otn

© 2008 Matthew Bender & Company, Inc., a member of the LexisNexis Group. All rights reserved. Use of this product is subject to the restrictions 
and terms and conditions of the Matthew Bender Master Agreement.

4

0977912
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Hic^&n^ofa^ CnVmn*\Amy wee* V^essars!) <rv^y f^t ^ 
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My XPP Ap^a-W and Mcrhcm
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•fe +WO Mio^, Orcu'lf On July \S,2QM , 4-Wo M»o*H <V^ O'' D^Wddd <my
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TRULINCS 09779122 - SULLIVAN, LEIHINAHINA ■ Unit: HON-C-A

FROM: 09779122
TO:
SUBJECT: III. District Court Erred & IV. 9th Cir. Order 
DATE: 10/03/2021 07:11:21 PM

III. District Court Erred When Deciding that Defendant Dr. Kennedy Is Immune From Monetary Relief Under 28 U.SX. Section 
1915(e)(2) As A Federal Actor, District Court Then Applied Bivens v. Six Unknown Named Agents of Federal Bureau of_ 
flarcoticsT 403 U.S. 388 (1971) and Failed to Give Pro Se Plaintiff An Opportunity To Amend Her Complaint to Include Damages 
Under the Federal Torts Claim Act ("FTCA") When Plaintiff Had Plausibly Alleged Six FTCA Elements Under 28 U.S.C.S.

Matter Jurisdiction,’So Even Though the District Court's Ruling In Effect Deprived It of Jurisdiction the District Court Necessarily 
Passed On The Substance Of The FTCA Claims (See Brownbackv.King. 917 F.3d 409, 2019 U.S. App. LEXIS 5438 (6th Cir.) 
(6th Cir. Mich., February 25, 2019))

In the District Court decision to deny my claim for lack of jurisdiction (Appendix Blthe District Court recites the same facts in the 
background with the exception for clarity that it was Judge Seabrightlhat had provided Plaintiff Sullivan's treating psychological- 
patient records to Defendant Dr. Kennedy. Plaintiff Sullivan did state a claim for damages in her Initial Complaint (Appendix A) 
and in District Court decision, it did not allow Plaintiff Sullivan to amended her complaint as it would be futile citing to Plaintiffs 
Sullivan request for an In Forma Pauperis Application (Annendix J) filed on June 4, 2021, Statute, 28 U.S.C. Section 1915(e). 
Based on my Initial Complaint, my status as an indigent Pro Se Plaintiff, there is enough facts provided that the District Court 
should have allowed me to amend my complaint to include the FTCA Claims as it alleged six of the FTCA elements and et. al to 
include the United States for the action of its contractor which the District Court determined was a "federal actor” and therefore 

quasi-judicial immune from monetary damages. (See Appendix B Pp. 4). The District Court applied Bivens v. Six Unknown 
Agents of the Federal Bureau of Narcotic, 403 U.S. 388 (1971) to the Constitutional Claims but failed to address the actual tort 
claim (her actions of not obtaining informed consent for psychotherapist-patient records she received from the Courts then she 
distributed those records in violation of State and Federal laws causing harm to Plaintiff Sullivan) of what Dr. Kennedy did which 
is in the initial complaint. District Court error in not allowing Plaintiff to amend her complaint as District Court decision .should be 
reversed and Plaintiff Sullivan be allowed to amend her complaint. (Brownback v. King, 917 v. F.3d 409, 2019 U.S. App. LEXIS 
5438 (6th Cir.)(6th Cir. Mich., February 25, 2019)).

IV. The United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit Decided On the Merits Of The Case When They Concluded The 
Appeal was frivolous under 28 U.S.C. Section 1915(e)(2) (Appendix I)

Brownback v. King applies in this case when the United Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit decided on the merits of the case 
as "frivolous" which is unclear on the record as to what, therefore Ninth Circuit Order should be reversed.
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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