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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

[vﬂ‘or cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _A_ to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at a( - 12617 - J ; OF,

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[V is unpublished.

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

the petition and is

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[ is unpublished.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[v] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ . i - .- court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[ 1 has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported; or,
[\{m unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[V For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was __\Wnsettle .

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix '

[ 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. § 1254(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).
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

united states of America

EX Rel Mathanid wawsh  _ pETITIONER
(Your Name)

VS.
A. Ralph — RESPONDENT(S)
PROOF OF SERVICE
*‘7/‘/% Y.y -«.ﬂ ﬂ/ﬂw(( , do swear or declare that on this date,
Mu 21T 20 F2, as requlred by Supreme Court Rule 29 I have

served the /enclosed MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS
and PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI 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: Jo¢ Biden, cabinet dffice~
Roy K. Attmnan | Sslicitor Generel A‘l’f'orn@\} Benerel 950 {)Lﬂﬁ_‘{l\@m@ Ave.,

Nowls W&S\\in&%m Di¢. 205320 -000), White House oo pennsylvema Nw.
sggfgghinsrhm D¢ 30800, WaHun corceckians ~dnsthdion A, Rgl?h Dﬂ-!ﬂ’ Er"caﬂu'}-)ang,

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

~ 57
Executed on M 2/° , 2022 M

(Signature)u

Notary Public State of Florida
‘ Puntmka Robinson
y Commission
nu HH 248455
Exp. 4/1/2028
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