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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 Jjudgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] reported at F&‘ﬁ?ﬁm N/A : or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix M to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at N/A 5 O,
[ 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[ ] is unpublished.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 _NIA to the petition and is

[ ] reported at N/A ; OF,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the __N/A | court
appears at Appendix NIA o the petition and is

[ 1 reported at /A ; Or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was _FebruarY 1,202 .

[Vf 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: N/A ‘ , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix N |

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted -
to and including __N/A (date) on __N/LA (date)
in Application No. A .

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

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was __IN/A
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
N/A » and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix _IN/ .

[ 1 An extension.of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including _ N /A (date) on __N LA (date) in
Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1257(a).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

All persons born or naturolized inthe Unifed
Stotes, and SubJect 1o the Jurisdiction thereof,
are. Citizens of the United States and of State wherein
theY reside. No state shall make or enforce ony.
law Which shall obridge the privileges or immunities
of Citizens of the Unrfed Stutes: nor shall o state
deprive anY person of life,liberthor propert, without
due process of low; nor denY to anY: person Wrthin its
Jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws,



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Septemher 27, 2015, Pettioner boke info an
o} ﬁmemnqc\%%xnl ﬂ\e_cx ctment OC(lupne_d bY the_ mother
of hgs childeen. He then cmed access 4o her apartment

9
( h the odJdoining wall. At Some poirtt;
?1\/6 gré?\(?c‘?ggh gou atteess in Jrhaéddommg onﬁmerﬁ-



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The Unrted Stotes Court of APPeals made an
Unreasonable decision in this petfition. ITn Kondrick
vs, RYan, 50 U.5. 43 <2004, 4his Court held that
'woadurewlo ComplY wrth +hehme Lﬂmremenﬁ in Federal
Rule of BQRKFUerCY Procedurat 400Y- did not Q%Pead )
a federnl Courts Subdect matter Juriadiction to oddu
dicate the matter, under Article. 11,8 2,¢l. k. US.C.A. Const

10



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

ﬂmmusm [J(;)mm szmSL

Date: m(M'Ch 2‘ ;2024' |




