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LIST OF PARTIES

M Al 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:
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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

B/]/For cases from federal courts:

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

the petition and is

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M’ is unpublished.

to

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

[ ] reported at ; or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[\¥1s unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the ' court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.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




JURISDICTION

Bﬁor cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was _.Y .

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

M/A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: Jv\, , and a copy of the
order denying rehearmg appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A .

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

Afso ThiS Honorable CourT extending the deadline 4o 150 oLo. s,

v this wstant Matter (petition), prom the 0t/ Oroter\éenﬂtrg
Pe+rhoner5 Pane] Rehearms an ((ehec\mjj For en qnc See
docket-at 2la

[ 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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. A .

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

e




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

United States (onsttution ,F\menclmm'\' Vi -

. Noperson shal| be he{d+o answer gor a pa{nj‘ol ,or gtherwise

INFamMous Crime. unless on a presentment or indickment-of a Grand

Jury,exceptin cases atisinginthe land or naval gorces, or in
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nor shall a person be subject por the same oppense tobe put
+ut cein\}goﬂpd% oplipe orl“imb ; nor shall be compel led i fmxg
criminal caseto be a wriness 333‘1‘ nst himselg,noc be deprive

 oF lire, liberty,or roper’(\‘(e iHhout due protess o law; “g
shall private ploperty be Yaken for public use , without jus
compensation,

S.C.See. SNOM(®) : C C L
¥ L”lrheteﬂzeeﬁve da‘c(e)oF an awlacd of disaby vy compensation 1o
0 Veteran shall be the day pollowing the da{e;oﬁhe‘ve'%amr)f&
dis charae of release ip application therepor 1 received Wit
one qeaiﬂfrom such date of distharqe or release,

38 CFR Sec. 3.160 (B, ©):

b) Orig | \neh laim por one or More
&) Orvaina) claim. The gnn)nq\ com\e\e*(ec F
bene)\:i+s on an aPpl}ca’nm prescnbe& bl{“’l& Secce’tart( :

® Pencl\mﬁ clawm, A claw which has nok been praally
ao\_;uci: cated

33U.S.L, See 72400

The Courtop Appeals porthe federal i rculltj\a\ﬂec@e ?\ﬁ"
felevant ue,sfr}o ns 0Fla\d,'md udin mferp rejrn ﬂﬁCons%(fu wnq‘
and S*thor provisions . The Court shall hold dinlaw ul and
Setaside an Lliveiu[ahon or any \nterpretation thereop (Other

 than a defermination asto a ;ac‘rua\ matter that the Court

I



 CONSTITUTZONAL ANDSTATATORY PROVISTORS TANOLD
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE (
eo{ rom achive

Pebhonzr honorably Served veteranwas dxschar
Servioe on Macch L6, 1976 due to s “Severe” pes pans (plaf 20
condition .Dn March M,\‘WL , petitioner elled his or g mal / \raha‘
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inih q\ March 4 me claam wC\S nevee Fm“” adjudicate

y
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active Service,inthe S%a‘remen‘{ of the case\X0 ¢),which makes the.

S0¢ Yo no e‘:Fech nul( and O\ .
0n Tuly 4,200 pehhoner \Q&kts second clam Far bus “soere”
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STRTEHENT OF THE TAE Corths wed)
+he United States Loactor Appeals parthe Fe deral Cirourt

(Fedenal Cireuid),
cost entitled 10 SUC h
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isno evidence of o Alain fi edb\l ehitioner w&hm onelyear oFhis
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STRATEMENT OF THE CASE (ConHinued)
The Federal CireuitinThedisrissal on F«ebmqm\% ;u was Ermf,

abuse o dxswe.’nor\ as simi lacly inthe
Vto[e&ej this petifioner’s due process rxﬁm's

First, petitioners writof mandamus was notan attemptfo compe| the

VM‘O amend the ef Fec’(tve date or- drsabt[, mpmSa’hon For| his
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is verT important-and unFor‘runa‘fel Sas bt must no’ﬁaemtseon ued.
azﬂ'omd\‘ upceasonable o\e\ou( . He.

Pefh‘hOﬂe(‘ COf\“’Qf\&Qd Qa FOJ\LU‘&')(O
Wiks had been violated under

was netagsorded pairnes s that hi(s :3
tmer contendsthatthe RO, 8 oar&

C ushman, supa. Atthistime pe"ctﬁ
Veterane (ouck and the Federa| Lireuit Vi0 \afed WS due process s/ﬁ
m%i

Ucder (ushman and others ¢ited herel
qaheve-the PFe ¥
&gg non d;screJnonam( mondnselreiaia o the 93?1*
even at bathfhe\/e‘cer ns Courtond F eml srcud' There iS5 a

lqi
(j ¢ C(Il :;'\ Fl'or Fla“l' Fed' which ejraJrla ner hagl an h{'uno\er Cushman

aqain not =2 how demongﬁmte that he a P"O h{'bwLwaS
OL eﬂae & f‘DCeduml ‘mf-’ss am '10 ‘reqular
e rech vea > E&ﬁ%‘)as is;a 3@ usFar hnue, s

Fﬁ\\‘f f‘* r\eedgggak‘xe rec%mze&ccxf\t(rincg\ ,f‘,«é the b and

The Boam\ heama, Cartbe Fair with the” e’ “he becausa%he_\fﬁhasall
Q ssion evinein ‘\'h&‘cﬂfa claim ius was

netessary Copias mt’rs (>055e
9rowd€<1 pefitioner, 1n+er alia. ks state rePedbeoll ﬂig {ioner ﬂ\%
RO is hel(laccwm‘ahlo_ F‘"“ du&pmcess violadion unde :( (Fﬁa fmendmet.

Hhat therels 5 Said

Sq()?zhetkn Kﬂow(r;i \te comw F(‘OLU()\ Kﬂownr«;j S"ra n/le o
¢l + QpFo S g
Cose (585 ,ab so 3+n€? ng‘(pééﬁ&wu(ﬁga mfss" cdc’che lVi'rme
1S noJra[-oa ratt \/7 bdf rthe VA h‘)s‘mn adaman‘rll@n
a“ig" since 2013, Hm is P.l i )y eqrs reqarding a Forty-&qit
paurfess a e R0, o claimthal

(Ll@ oar old claim, and no ¢
h s%an Awas qran eyt whenthe nﬂ 2007 daamwas gmvt CimQO\Q



STRTEMENTUFTHE CASE Contirued)

Nomovevl Sperfaing mﬂeheann (), the Veterans Courtand
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- REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

¢ See hm%above,s\”demm{“ép%oe%e .

v Pelitioners dafe Marsh 24,1976 clam isaumal hag been
inﬂmg@%ﬁﬁ?onor eV h e Réami Board.. |

¢ P@‘hﬁﬁ\ﬂ&f& d.sqb [ \ge,nef&s area p e ht/hvt@@f’amé\ |
P\!‘0+8 cted under the Lonstitution o Amer! ca, Fipth ﬂwler\clmm[/

in. which oaths were-talen 10 be upheld bu-the Most ﬁomu
Supreme. ct.

¢ The Federq Cupcu.{g February &, 202| digmissal was e,rmr/
and abuseo‘:dcsc\‘\é\?@n /0 vloZﬁxon oF pelfioners due process mgh“ts

e In lqh*oppeﬁhoners Saﬁawaﬂonshmﬁonallssue the

(Fa%md)%\%f did have du dmﬁ(a)n\@n under 38US.L.Sec, 7292

(@)a

o The RO has used a“he’, “praud’ Eﬁfe\SIOUSlLi Pf‘educ}\m a
P ‘“‘999\“*1 ri an‘ /interest ‘
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
ML%&:A?

Date: Sep%ember l7,L§L0a\
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