IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

DAVID EARL WATTLETON,

Petitioner,
VS

THOMAS W. THRASH, JR.,

RESPONDENT.

ON PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTTORARI

TO THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALs

APPLICATION FOR EXTENTION OF TIME TO FILE
 PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORART
SBPREME COURT RULE 30.3

RELIEF SOUGHT
The petitioner, David Earl‘Wattleton, as proise,'hereby
moves this Qourt for an order granting an extension of time
to file petition for a writ of certiorari, extending the time
60 days, so that the time for filing of the petition for a

writ of certiorari w1ll expire on June 27, 2022,

e TRECEIVED
MAY - 9 2022

OFFICE OF THE CLERK
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GROUNDS FOR RELIEF

requesting the Supreme Court to issue ga writ of Mandamyg directing

Scott g, Harris, to grant Petitioner in forma Pauperi
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT

No. 21-12195-A

DAVID EARL WATTLETON,

Plaintiff - Appellant,
Versus
THOMAS W. THRASH, JR,,

Defendant - Appellee.

Appeal from the United States District Court
for the Northern District of Georgia

ORDER: Pursuant to the 11th Cir. R. 42-1(b), this appeal is DISMISSED for want of
prosecution because the appellant David Earl Wattleton has failed to pay the filing and
docketing fees to the district court within the time fixed by the rules.

Effective February 04, 2022.

DAVID J. SMITH
Clerk of Court of the United States Court
of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit

FOR THE COURT - BY DIRECTION
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

DAVID EARL WATTLETON,

THOMAS W. THRASH, JR.,

Appeal from the United States District Court

FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT

No. 21-12195-D

versus

10T TNE NUNLIOIL Brdotatns AF Georgia

Before: WILSON and LUCK, Circuit Judges.

BY THE COURT:

Plaintiff-Appellant,

Defendant-Appellee.

David Earl Wattleton has filed a motion for reconsideration, pursuant to 11th Cir. R. 27-2,

of this Court’s order dated December 6, 2021, denying his motions for leave to proceed on appeal

in forma pauperis, and for appointment of counsel, in his appeal from the district court’s denial of

his pro se civil rights action under Bivens v. Six Unknown Named Agents of Fed. Bureau of

Narcotics, 403 U.S. 388 (1972). Because Wattleton has not alleged any points of law or fact that

this Court overlooked or misapprehended in denying his motions, his motion for reconsideration

is DENIED.
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