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CINTHE
SUPREME GOURT 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

[ ] has been des1grrated for pub ,. catlen but 1e not yet reported or,

[1is unpubhshed

[' ]' has been deéignated for pubhcatlon but i is not yet reported or,
[ ] is unpublished.

B4, For cases from state courts:

he hl"hest state court» to review the merits appears at

[ ] reported a’c. ' . S ; or,
[ ] has been de&gnated for publication but is not yet reported or,

[] has been de31gnated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reported or,
DX is unpublished.
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| JU RISDICTION

For cases from federal courts:

[ ] An extension of time;}
to and including . J/H#"=re=
in Application No. ___ A .

- ’TT',;; .(date) on

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

P4 For cases from state courts:

ing: was thereafter deni'ed‘on the following date:
o g e and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendlx ®

[ 1 An extension.of time to
to and including
Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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’ JMIECiF - California Central District https://ecﬁ cacc}.uscourts.gov/ cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?15 5972098089265-L.

Qiuery Reports’ gﬁaities Heip LogOut
194, APPEAL,CLOSED

' UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA (Western Divisicn - Los Angeles)
cviL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 2:12-cv-05649-CAS-AN

James L. Miller'v. Dr. Amir Kashani et al ' "Dvate Fﬂed: 06/29/2012
Assigned to: Judge Christina A. Snyder R Date Terminated: 09/17/2012
Referred to: Magistrate Judge Arthur Nakazato Jury Demand: Plaintiff

. Case in other court: 9th CCA, 12-56895

Nature of Suit: 440 Civil Rights: Other
9th Circuit, 14-56597 . Jurisdiction: Federa] Question

9th CCA, 17-56567 |

oth CCA, 21-55384

9TH CCA, 21-56015

Cause: 42:1983 Civil Rights Act

;P{f.';f;;:..x

James L. Miller . represented by James L. Miller

V.

PO Box 122
Inglewood, CA 90306
323-399-5680

PRO SE

Defendant

Dr. Amir Kashani

Defendant

L.A.C. and U. S C Medicai Center Gen.

" Hosp.

.Defel_ldant

John Doe v
Oriental Dr./Phsician (#1)

#2

Defendant

John Doe (j L}) 9[6‘@

#3

Defendant
John Doe
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‘UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE NINTHCIRCUIT NOV 17 2023
~ ' ' ~ MOLLY C. DWYER, CLERK

U.S. COURT OF APPEALS

| No. 23-55371

JAMES L. MILLER, |
Plaintiff-Appellant, - | D.C. No. 2:23-cv-01223-AB-KS -
. |. Central District of California,
A | | Los Angeles

SCOTT S. HARRIS, Individual and Official | ORDER
Capacity, ' 1 '

Defendant-Appellee. - :_‘

Before: | SILVERMAN; WARDLAW, and TALLMAN , Circuit Judges.

On April 24, 2023, this court ordered appellant to explain in writing why this
appeal should not be C_iismissed as frivolous. See 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e}(2) (court
shall dismiss case at any time, if court determ;nes it is frivolous or malicioﬁs).

' Upon a review of the record and the response to the court’s April 24, 2023
order, we conclude this app<_3al is frivolous. We therefore deI;y appellant’s motion
to proceed in forma'pauper;s (Docket Entry No. 6) and dismiss this 'appeal as
frivolous, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. -§ 1915(e)(2).

No further filings will be entertained in this closed case.

DISMISSED.

OSA180






- T N AT DISTRICT GO0 —
- , EN ;.g,_'DISTchOFcALﬂ*omA
T '** = g CASE i e S s it
Seates. Dakels “"'-‘"ﬁ*ﬁm@csm
o '.mmm’m'sms
‘ &wN—PRISONERQASE)

S T L — 5
“The Comth Reqtiestio: Pmcqedl’ 'f«"qmaPau (ihe"Req .zs&")an&ihe demmmts snbnmg@&vﬁﬁg it. .Q,nﬁ;g
xgqgtm_n of: nfdxgaiqr ﬂ;e C’om finds: ﬁxaﬂheymj-wﬁoﬁl ed the Request: .
@ isnot ablekn pa’yth&ﬁlm,g fees, ,j:} is bleto pay thie Kling fees.
i (628, Thists whit fs missing:

}f] Jhasmdt subnmied enough fiiforingtion for the Couirt ta $all iFhE Bler'is aBlé to pay'the fiin

iTes m”mmnn okpﬁmzo that:
Mgmmemnﬁmmmmfarm&ayémm% e sttt
.The Retfu’ést is DENLEﬁmnse the ﬁler has the ab:bty 1o pay.
R As explined in fhyetuchd simmﬁe'mﬁ Ssm becaiise
Y heistgi Cofie Jack 17 ek bR Y réiviovs
: Uhe action fsfrivolonsor malidoss.
i@ The action fails 1o state aclaim vipo Wil véliet may be granted,
P he. sction £ssks moneary rélief dgainst defendant(s) immune from suck rédlief.

VST BRI ERED et
ﬁ Within 30 days of the dateof this Fder, the ﬁ“ﬂmnwéammﬁawmg

iAot prefice

‘thé complaint cannot be cured by

TR



(B ecastet Pl farns L. Miller (-RIminGiF) bas veqestod lonss to proceed:in forma paupedis in this dction |
(“IFP Recquiést”), the: Gourt bas sereene dﬂm@@hm&o detepmine whttther the aciibn is fivolousor
alicidus, fils fostatea claim on which reliefinay be granted, ofseeks monetagy.relief againsta defendant |
whoi£ fronitie from such relief. Se 28USC. § 1915(&){2).

Iotaitiff namesas the only-defeodant to this action Scott S, Hargis, Clerkof the Supreme Conrtof the

tnited Stanes, both in hisindiidul and official copactties. T the Complin, Plaintlf secks damagés and.
Wedlaratery redief for the perceived mishandling of his matters before the United §tantes Stpreme Court.

{Teidges and fiidicial officidls, sogh as Goutk derks, pefformning quesl-fudicii faperigns areatified taabsolyte|
Emmunity from civil Hability for damagesfor their judicial acts” Millins v.1.8. Banket tey-Court for Dist.
of Nev.828 £2d 1385, 1388 {9tk Cir, 1987); se8 alip Shrarmiv. Stevas, 790 .24 1486, 1486 (Sth Cir. 1986)

K¥The defendant Clerk of the United States Suprems Eourt has sbsolite quasi-judicial immunity becanse his
¢ ed detivities werean inpegeal park of thejudicial pRocess”); Dentorah ¥. Witk; 781 F.24 155, 156 {9th.
1Cir: 1988) ¥ courks hve extended shsqlute indical immunily from dizoage acions fnder 42 US.C.§ 1983
Inotonlytojudges but alsoto officers whosefanctions bear aclose association to thejudicial pracess”). “Toe
judidtal 6r qudsijudicial imtammity avdibible to federal oBieers isnotlimited fo {mmunity fofn deinagés, |

Ibutextends to actions for declatatory; injunctive andother byuitablerelief” Moore v. Brewster, 96 B3 |
1240, 1243-44 (9th Cix:1996), supetseded by statute on ‘vther grotmds (queitidg Mallis v, Baxkmptcy Court

for the District of Nevadla, §28,F.20,1985, 1394 (9th Ci.1987)); Atkdnson-Baker & Assocs. v.Kolts, 7834 |
1452, 1454 (9th Cir:1953) {percuriam } (“Federal judges are.absolutely immune from claims for declaratory
{and injisctive clief arising from their jfiditial acts”). Judidint inmunity applies “However ertoneous the sot
|may have been, and however injurious in its consequences it mayhave proveédto the plaimtff” Moote; 96
|F.3d at 1244 ’

INo amendnient can save this ‘qupiajngg so it Wil be dismissed without legve to amend,
Ea™

L v

L -5

- » ;- F-a s g (M ; . Wﬁ’ sz )

. — . " St iy P R U5 —
V73 (01122) ORDER -~ "~7TO PROCERD 1N FORMA PAUPERIS (NON-PRISONER CASE)
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE NINTH CIRCUIT

GO L, )Ra _ 9thGir.CaseNo. 9%
Appellant(s) ¢

o FILE
APR 18 w3

OLLY C. DWYER
CLERK U.S.COURT OF APPEALS

Appellee(s) |

STATEMENT THAT APPEAL SHOU:LD GO FORWARD
(attach additional sheets as necessary)

1. Date(s) of entry of Judgment or'.otder s) you are challengmg in this appeal:

‘ ) - ‘ -—*2 l: I{ - ' :,’»‘-# o I T

ims did you raise tg  the court BIOW?

;_i ‘; |

Foa

Hepguiix «'6 { %)@F ()



3. What do you think the court below did wfong? (You may, but need not, refer to

~ cases and statufes.), " . TR W
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4. Why are these errors $erious enough that thlS appeal should go forward‘?

b . ﬂ "y 0 I , o an

5. Addltlonal Information:

Appellant(s) in Pro Se

18)of 09



