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.UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS e e .
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT P

STEPHANIE A. MYKONOS, PRO SE
PLAINTIFF - APPELLANT

V. CASE NO. 24-7035

AXINN, VELTROP & HARKRIDER, ET. AL,
DEFENDANTS - APPELLEES

APPELLANT’S BRIEF

HERE COMES PRO SE APPELLANT STEPHANIE MYKONOS ON APPEAL FROM THE UNITED
STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA (“USDC - DC") IN HER APPEAL
IN THE ABOVE-CAPTIONED CASE THAT PRO SE WAS DENIED AN “APPEAL” 4X (SEE,
“APPELLANT'S APPENDIX” THAT CONTAINS THE HON. USDC - DC'S COURT RECORD @ THE
DOCKET) AS PRO SE WAS RECEPTIVELY “DENIED” HER CON. RIGHT TO AN APPEAL
BEFORE THIS HON. DC CIRCUIT, PER F.R.C.P. AND PER LOC. DC COURT RULES
GOVERNING THE RIGHT TO AN “APPEAL” AS A PROCEDURAL MATTER.

AS YOU CAN SEE, THE USDC - DC HAD “DENIED” PRO SE THE RIGHT TO HER “APPEAL” NOT
1X BUT 4X IS THE “JUST" IN “JUSTICE” WAS “DENIED" AT THE HEART OF THIS CASE IS A
MATTER THAT CONCERNS “DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP” WITH DEFENDANTS - APPELLEES
AXINN, VELTROP AND HARKRIDER OF NEW YORK, NEW YORK. WITH DEFENDANT -
APPELLEES PROSKAUER OF NEW YORK, NEW YORK, WITH DEFENDANT - APPELLE LESLIE
OVERTON, ESQ. OF CHEVY CHASE, MARYLAND AND WITH DEFENDANT - APPELLEE
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<. AN HOWELL OF HART , CONNETICUT. WITH NOTHING ABOUT WASHINGTON,
DC BUT ME.

IN THIS “DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP” MATTER, PRO SE HAD EXPERIENCED “JUDICIAL
PREJUDICE” AT THE HON. DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA SUPERIOR COURT (‘DC SUP. COURT")
THAT HAD CALLED FOR A “VENUE CHANGE” FROM THE DC SUP. COURT TO THE USDC - DC
AB “REMOVAL” TO THE USDC - DC (SEE, “APPENDIX”) ON THIS SUBSTANTIVE WRONG AS A
MATTER OF LAW, PER THE HON. USDC - DC'S “ORDER” THAT IS NOW ON “APPEAL” WHERE
“B” FOR “BILLIONS” CORPORATE DEFENDANTS HAD “DEFAULTED” BY PROVIDING “NO
ANSWER" WITHIN 21 DAYS OF SERVICE, PER DC LOC. COURT RULES, PER THE F.R.C.P,,
PER THE IN FORMA PAUPER (“IPR - STATUS") RULES, PER THE “PRO SE HANDBOOK” PRIOR
TP THE “VENUE CHANGE” FROM THE HON. DC SUP. TO THE HON. USDC - DC’S “REMOVAL”
All THIS BLATANT “JUDICIAL PREJUDICE” THAT PRO SE HAD EXPERIENCED, CALLING FOR
THE "“REMOVAL” TO THE HON. USDC - DC FROM THE HON. DC SUP. COURT (SEE,
“APPENDIX").

NOW WE ARE HERE.

S YOU CAN SEE, THE HON. DC CIRCUIT HAS THE OPPORTUNITY TO ADDRESS AND
EMEDY THESE PROCEDURAL ERRORS AS A MATTER OF LAW THAT PRO SE’S “APPEAL”
AS “DENIED" 4X BEFORE THE HON. USDC - DC, ON BEING FORECLOSED ON A CON. LAW
“APPEAL” TO THIS HON. DC CIRCUIT 4X BEFORE IN THIS INSTA-CASE.

>

RESPECTFULLY,

,&(ﬁéﬂ&/\«w QAQ‘\N?MPYL)}:: TV 2.0 = 2{1‘_’__

STEPHANIE A. MYKONOS, PRO SE
4401-A CONNETICUT AVE NW # 275
WASHINGTON, DC 20008
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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF
APPEALS FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
CIRCUIT

October 15, 2024 Per Curium Judgment Denied
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Utnited States Qourt of Appeals

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

No. 24-7035 September Term, 2024
1:23-cv-03569-UNA
Filed On: October 15, 2024
Stephanie Mykonos,

Appellant
V.
Axinn, Veltrop & Harkrider, LLP, et al,

|

Appellee
ON APPEAL FROM THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
BEFORE: Millett, Pillard, and Pan, Circuit Judges

JUDGMENT

This appeal was considered on the record from the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia and on the brief and notices filed by appellant. See Fed. R.
App. P. 34(a)(2); D.C. Cir. Rule 34(j). ltis

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the district court's January 22, 2024, denial of
leave to file a motion be affirmed. The district court did not abuse its discretion in
denying leave to file a document after the case was remanded to the Superior Court, as
the district court no longer had jurisdiction over the case. See Berry v. District of
Columbia, 833 F.2d 1031, 1037 n.24 (D.C. Cir. 1987) (noting “[a] trial court’s decisions
with respect to the management of its docket are normally entitled to deference”). To
the extent appellant seeks review of the district court's December 20, 2023, remand
order, this court lacks jurisdiction to review that order. See 28 U.S.C. § 1447(d).

Pursuant to D.C. Circuit Rule 36, this disposition will not be published. The Clerk
is directed to withhold issuance of the mandate herein until seven days after resolution
of any timely petition for rehearing or petition for rehearing en banc. See Fed. R. App.
P. 41(b); D.C. Cir. Rule 41.

Per Curiam
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United States Court of Appeals

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

No. 24-7035 September Term, 2024
1:23-cv-03569-UNA
Filed On: November 19, 2024

Stephanie Mykonos,
Appellant
V.
Axinn, Veltrop & Harkrider, LLP, et al,
Appellee
BEFORE: Srinivasan, Chief Judge, and Henderson, Millett, Pillard, Wilkins,
Katsas, Rao, Walker, Childs, Pan, and Garcia, Circuit Judges
ORDER

Upon consideration of the petition for rehearing en banc, and the absence of a
request by any member of the court for a vote, it is

ORDERED that the petition be denied.

Per Curiam
FOR THE COURT:
Mark J. Langer, Clerk
BY: /s/

Daniel J. Reidy
Deputy Clerk
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS )
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA CIRCUIT

STEPHANIE A. MYKONOS, PRO SE
PLAINTIFF - APPELLANT

V. - CASE NO. 24-7035

AXINN, VELTROP & HARKRIDER, ET. AL..
DEFENDANTS - APPELLEES

APPELLANT’S APPENDIX

Navaiovibddu wiii M3

1. "AFFIDAVIT OF SERVICE” AT THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA SUPERIOR COURT (“DC SUP.
COURT") AS TO DEFENDANT - APPELLEE AXINN, VELTROP & HARKRIDER, DEFENDANT

- (09-30-2023),

LESLIE OVERTON, ESQ., DEFENDANT JONATHAN HOWELL BY AXINN’S MR. REISER, ESQ.
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. 2.D ”gc%getygmg@sgm@&mm@@&@ym FORFIHE DIRERII/OF CapumBIR4
(USDC - DCY) INCLUDING PRO SE'S "APPEAL” TO THE DC CIRCUIT WAS “DENIED’ 4X (12-21-
2023),
3. “ORDER" OF THE USDC - DC (12-20-2023)

4. “REMOVAL LETTER” OF THE DC SUP. COURT TO THE USDC - DC BY DC SUP. COURT'S
CIVIL ACTIONS BRANCH CHIEF JOY JEFFERSON (10-26-2023),

5. “DOCKET” OF THE DC SUP. COURT (10-26-2023),

6. “(PROPOSED) ORDER” AS TO DEFENDANT LESLIE OVERTON, ESQ.’S “DEFAULT” ON PRO
SE’S "MOTION FOR DEFAULT JUDGMENT” AND NOT SUBJECT TO “SERVICEMEMBERS CIVIL
RELIEF ACT-DECLARATION’” OF THE DC SUP. COURT (09-30-2023),

7. "ORDER ASSIGNING CASE AFTER REMAND’ AT DC SUP. COURT (03-26-2024),

8. “COMPLAINT” AT DC SUP. COURT (08-24-2023).

RESPECTFULLY,

WQW; Maye  Ju z.2.2 2009

STEPHANIE A. MYKONOS, PRO SE
4401-A CONNETICUT AVE NW # 275
WASHINGTON, DC 20008
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