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PETITION FOR REHEARING

Petitioner Patrick Christian believes COURT is unfair and in denial that
Respondents Advocate and Promote Homosexuality in a 42 U.S.C. §1985(3)
Conspiracy to interfere with Civil Rights & Privileges manner along with the
Rich, when clearly if they do not behave and speak, both during the
performance of their official duties and routine leisure activities, then the
general public would not know, since we see and hear them with our own eyes

and hears. This is first hand not second or third.

REASON FOR GRANTING REHEARING

THIS MATTER IS DULY BROUGHT HERE PURSUANT to Courts Rule
44 authorizing a Petitioner to Petition the Court for a REHEARING before
25 days after Denying Writ of Certiorari. This 1s the only way to seek justice
for victimization after Dismissals, Affirmations, and Denials. Petitioner has
been arrested in the past for saying no to their advances (though these were not
Respondents but 1s relevant). Re-emphasizing the cited cases: Firestone v.
Firestone, Gwinnell-Kennedy v. U.S. Gov’t Judiciary, McGuire v. U.S. Dist.
Court, and Neitzke v. Williams each were cited by the District Court in only
comparing Pro Se IFP Plantiff’s and Appellants in order to justify Dismissals
and Affirmations; while Lawrence v. Texas, Lewis v. High Point Regional
Health System, Menendez v. State of Califormia, Menendez v. Superior Court
(People), Miles v. New York Univ., Mitchell v. Axcan Scandipharm, INC., and



Schroer v. Billington were cited by Petitioner to show the Court that District
Court Errors can be Corrected and that he is not the only Plaintiff who feels
that he i1s being vicamized in this manner, and that the same scrutiny and
consideration should be applied here. The following Constitutional Officers
were held accountable for their wrongdoing and misconduct: Rep. Denmnis D.
Hastert, Jon Hinson, Sen. Bod Packwood, and Rep. Mel Reynolds,

www.govtrack.us, and again the same standard and consideration should apply

here. Also, reiterating the factor there are approximately 843 officials in the

United States who identify with Homosexuals (www.nbc.news.com), but

Petitioner believes it is probably more because many people are embarrassed
to openly confess for personal reason, and we would not know if they either let
everyone know, or we have not observed there behaviors. They do not protect
children but again, promote, advocate, and perpetuate homosexuality. They
do not believe in prevention, intervention, or justice since they allow and watch
adults, as mentioned, sodomize and rape children, consent to having children
castrated, raising boys as girls despite this falling under the following crimes:
Aggravated Assault, Child Abasement, Child Abuse, Child Endangerment,
Child Neglect, Aggravated Maiming, Crimes Against Nature, and Malicious
‘Wounding, as well as, conspiring and accessory to each especially the Doctors,
and Hospital Staff and Administrators. Today many of these people are adults
who openly express animosity towards Petitioner. Also, Respondants will insist
on maintaining this way of Life over Oaths, the Laws, State and Federal
Constitutions, Flags, Bench, and Office which are definitely violations,
misconduct, unethical, and unlawful. Additionally, we have Obama when he
was President kissing men in the mouth in front of the world. Both Al Gore

and Barak Obama, as well as, many other Defendants support homosexual


http://www.govtrack.us
http://www.nbc.news.com

marriage and passed Laws supporting such. Respondents States are
completely pro-homosexual and it 1s Law.  Additionally, Petitioner has not
seen an Opposition Response, and if this determination was based in part or
in whole on this, then he should have the opportunity to review it. People tell
Respondent regularly that he is stupid for not complying to homosexuality,
because it keeps him from his “Intangible Property” and “Employment”. Is
the Cause of Action a direct reflection of “majority rules” or “increased social

acceptance”?

CONCLUSION

SINCE it has been determined that “Government is Instituted for Common
Benefit, not just Caucasian’s, homosexuals, and immigrants”, but all citizens,
this Rehearing should be GRANTED. The U. S. SUPREME COURT has
always been the main advocate in meeting the fundamental rights of all citizens
by correcting lower Court Errors. This is another one of those times. Honestly

re-evaluating selves and this Petition will govern if it is granted or not.

Respectfully submutted,
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SUPREME COURT

Of The
UNITED STATES
Office of the Clerk

CERTIFICATE PETITION

RE: Christian v. Republican Party et. al.
USACDC No. 22-7075 & USSC No. 22-5531

Presented is a Civil Rights Dismissal #1:22¢v00274, Affirmation, #22-7075, and Denial #22-5531
Claiming that Defendant’s and the Rich advocates and promotes homosexuality, and those who do

not comply are Conspired Against, Deprived.

The intervening circumstances of substantial or controlling effect which causes the Constitutional
Limitations is when the Racist’s controlled everything, they did not expect everyone to become a
Racist, but to be completely compliant, tolerant and suffer the injustices, discriminations,
inequalities, and meet all expectations; and now that the Homosexuals control everything they

expect everyone to become a Homosexual, if not you will be excluded. Both systemizations create

the Constitutional Deprivations, Civil Depravations, Social and Economic Inequalities, as well as,
Judicial Injustices. The Legal Question here to be answered; “is this a reflection of Majority rules,

or the increased social acceptance of this way of life?”

These are the grounds this Petition to Rehear a Writ of Certiorari is based upon in this Certificate.
Since all children and young adults are also and will be impacted, not only Petitioner, this is why‘
this subject is presented in GOOD FAITH. It seems that more Caucasians are impacted by this
not only Black’s and other Races. Also, the weight of the Holy Bible and Holy Quran tells us that
GOD frowns upon this way of life. Defendants and their Appointees place their hand on the Bible
when they Swear to Uphold the Office and fulfill their responsibilities and obligations. This
Certificate is duly submitted on this &~ day of , 20 __013_\; in Good Faith.

v 9
Patrick Christiarfy
Pro Se IFP Petitioner, Displaced-Contact:
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PROOF OF SERVICE

| Patrick Christian, Pro Se IFP Appellant, with no address nor
telephone, but contacted by email, do solemnly swear that on this
l&d ‘day of /\/W@’W(@Ck 120 AF that | did prepare this

document a Petition To Rehear Writ of Certiorari, and that | provided

a true copy to the following individuals via email:

R. Craig Lawrence, Esquire Appellate Counsel

craig.lawrence@usdoj.gov 555 4t Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20530
202-252-2500

Jane Lyons, Esquire Department of Justice

jane.lyons@usdoj.gov 950 Pennsylvania Ave NW
Washington, D.C. 20530
202-514-2000

Tammatha Dawkins, Esquire Department of Justice

tammatha.dawkins@usdoj.gov 950 Pennsylvania Ave NW
Washington, D.C. 20530
202-514-2000

Peter Faffenroth, Esquire Department of Justice

peter.pfaffenroth@usdoj.gov 950 Pennsylvania Ave NW
Washington, D.C. 20530
202-514-2000

and did also, in accordance to Law, inform the Court.

Patrick Christian
Pro Se IFP Appellant, p.christian77@yahoo.com
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