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APPLICATION FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME
TO THE HONORABLE CLARENCE THOMAS, ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES AND CIRCUIT JUSTICE FOR THE

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT:

Pursuant to this Court’s Rules 13.5, 22, and 30.3, applicants Robert L Walker and Tamiko N Peele
respectfully request a 20-day extension of time— to and including February 14, 2022—within which to
file a petition fqr a writ of certiorari to the United States Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit. The
district court with abuse of discretion and judicial over reach and prematurely Issued Three(3)
Conflicting Opinions in err on the 25th of October 2022 (Exhibit”A”), in an opinion reported at 2022
WL 4477259, at *1, the 6th of October 2022 in an opinion reported at 2022 5237915, at *1, and the 29th
of September 2022 in an opinion reported In re Walker, No. 20-10507, in which those opinions
conflicting in nature have created premature judgments with judicial overreach as to not “safeguarding
not only ongoing, proceedings, but potential future proceedings,” Klay, 376 F.3d at 1099, as well as to
“protect or effectuate” their prior orders and judgments, Wesch v. Folsom, 6 F.3d 1465, 1470 (11th Cir.
1993); see United States v. N.Y. Tel. Co., 434 U.S. 159, 172, 98 S. Ct. 364, 372 (1977)

1. The Eleventh USCA Judges JORDAN, NEWSOM LOGOA, presiding over directly related
claims briefing before the Court, made in passing related to current, and raised briefly with supporting
arguments or authorities that are currently “still” pending Appellate review under the same panel
JORDAN, MEWSOM, LOGOA. The Hon. Rodney Smith of the USDC of Florida Southern Division

under Appellate Jurisdiction in addition to and Lower State of Florida Judge Daryl Eisenhower also have

jurisdiction over the briefing of related matters that JORDAN, NEWSOM and LOGOA without



jurisdiction, opinioned on causing abuse of discretion and judicial over reach conflicting with Barton v.
Barbour, 104 U.S. 126, 127 (1881) Doctrine, Carter v. Rodgers,220 F.3d 1249, 1252-53 (11th Cir. 2000)
and Seminole Tribe of Florida v. Florida. 517 U.S. 44, 116 S. Ct. 1114, 134 L. Ed. 2d 252 (1996). “The
Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals panel JORDAN, NEWSOM and LOGOA” abused its discretion with
erred by taking jurisdiction over State matters and matters tolling under Appellate Review under the
jurisdiction of Three Jurisdictions and relying on Neidich v. Salas, 783 F.3d 1215, 1216 (11th Cir. 2015),
Timson v. Sampson, 518 F.3d 870, 874 (11th Cir. 2008) and Sapuppo v. Allstate Floridian Ins. Co., 739
F.3d 678, 681 (11th Cir. 2014), Cc;nﬂicting with Local Loan Co. v. Hﬁnt, 292 U.S. 234, 244 (1934)
Jesinoski v. Countrywide Home Loans, Inc.,135 S.Ct.790, 791(2015)... Griggs v. Provident Consumer
Disc. Co., 459 U.S. 56, 58 (1982) Wesch v. Folsom, 6 F.3d 1465, 1470 (11th Cir. 1993); see United States
v.N.Y. Tel. Co., 434 U.S. 159, 172,98 S. Ct. 364, 372 (1977)

2. The Applicants cannot abandon any claim not briefed before this Court, made in passing, or
raised briefly without supporting arguments or authority as the matters are still under briefing with
several arguments and authorities under State PRE-TRIAL and Florida USDC Appellate Review. The
Courts Three Opinions cause conflict deeming issues not briefed on appeal as abandoned, violating the
Rooker-Feldman Doctrine. and 14th amendment of right to due process as matters are still before the
Court, tolling with issues that are brief and still pending before the court in separate mattes in which the
Applicants placed the court on notice in which after their Opinions have since then ruled on the Notice

of related case stating “To the extent any of the various grievances and requests for relief that Walker

and Peele raise on appeal are collateral matters, those arguments and requests for relief are outside the



scope of this appeal”, relying on In re Donovan, 532 F.3d 1134, 1136 (11th Cir. 2008). On the 10th of
August 2022 prior to the Courts Opinion the issues before the court where denied a related cases
consolidation as to jurisdiction of related issues,

3. The Eleventh USCA issued a unusual amount of jurisdictional questions and denied all
jurisdiction , however soon thereafter the Applications matters were tolling under the jurisdiction of the
State, set for Pre-Trial and after the United States of America removed the matters rendered Three
Opinions and a Denial for a Stay on the 7th of November 2022 (Exhibit”B”), as there will need to render
an additional Two(2) more Opinions as the matters that were not abounded have been briefed and is
pending briefing on the 14th of December 2022. The Applicants State Matters which are still pending
and is awaiting Remand once the JORDAN, NEWSOM, and LOGOA render their decision after
briefing. The Applicants PRE-TRIAL in related stated matters that has since been removed from State
Court by party Respondents in a related matter that is currently tolling under appeal in the Eleventh
Circuit with the same panel of JORDAN, NEWSOM, LOGOA that have rendered a Pre Mature opinion
and Judgment as these matters have been on appeal for over seventeen months with significance delay
that has successfully prejudice the Applicants as the tolling issues which have been briefed on appeal and
not abandoned as the matters are currently being heard by several jurisdiction, making the Court’s order
not only an abuse of discretion with judicial overreach, but a violation of thg Equal Protection Clause
and the14th amendment of Due Process but not limited to.

4. The Applicants declined to have matters reheard under enact as the matters are still tolling

under the same panel JORDAN, NEWSOM, LOGOA in “All” Applicants tolling Appeals. Unless



extended, the deadline to file a petition for a writ of certiorari is January 25, 2022. This application is
timely. See Sup. Ct. R. 30.2. And this Court’s jurisdiction will be invoked under 28 U.S.C. § 1254(1).

5. “For good cause, a Justice may extgnd the time to file a petition for a writ of certiorari for a
period not exceeding 60 days.” Sup. Ct. R. 13.5, Additional time is necessary to allow Applicants’ to
“request for records” and to prepare and file a Two(2) Related but Three (3) séparate petitions on this
exceptionally important and complex question of constitutional law. Applicants also ha\;e significant
“Health” and “Legal Litigations” obligations during the period in which the petition would otherwise
need to be prepared, including a Two(2)merits brief and One(1) Intervenor Brief due on 14th of
December in Peele. v. The Florida Bar etal., No. 2?-13173 (11th Cir.) and includes These Respondents in
additional to bimeteen (19) of the party Respondents in two other related matters. In addition, the
Applicants have PRE-TRIALS Hearings with several Party Respondents on the 14th of December 2022
PRE-TRIAL Hearing in City of Port Saint Lucie, PEELE v. USPS, 5620225C3954 and 5620225C002970
(Fla.19th Circuit), Moreover, applicants are not aware of any party that would be prejudiced by a 20-day
extension. Accordingly, good cause exists for this application, and applicants respectfully request a 20-
day extension of time within which to file a petition for a writ of certiorari, to and including 14th of

[y

February 2022.

ber, 2022
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