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APPENDIX A
QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

I Ts there suFficent evidence 4o establish o cosual linik between olacke mold
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2. Can ne Planhffs clamed health 1ss0es be scienttficlly linked o the Specific
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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
| See ATTACHED !
[ APPENDIX A ]
[ ]
LIST OF PARTIES

ﬁAﬂ parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[_1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of all parties to
the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this petition is as follows:

] e Sd S
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SUPREME COURT 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
B For cases from federal courts::
The opinion of the United States Court of "Appeals appears at appendxx 6“ __tothe
petition and is
[ reported at | .
[_] has been designated for pubhcatton but is not yet rcpomed or,
B4 is unpublished.
‘The opinion of the United States District Court appears at appendix _______to the
petition and is
[ Ireportedat 5 or,
{_] has been designated for pubhcatlon but is not yet reponed or,
L_]1is unpublished.
[_]1For cases from state courts:
The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at appendix
to the petition and is
[,=1reponed at ____;or,
[ has been designated for pubhcatton but is not yet reported or,
[_11is unpublished.
The opinion of the = o court
-appears at appendix __ to the petition and is
(L] reported at s OF,
[_] has been desi gnated for publication but is not yet reported or,
[.]is unpubhshed
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L ' JURISDICTION
IZ[For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case was
Februacy 13,2035 , )

14 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case. pue to Shte of Missourt Legal Sushee
ystem bey Dlshonesr'

[.]1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of Appeals on

the following date: ’ , and a copy of the order denying
rehearing appears atappendix. "

[.] An extension of time to filé the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted to and _
including L (date) on ___ (date)in
Application No. _ .

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

[L1For cases from state courts:.

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was __
A copy of that decision appears at appendix

[L1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing appears at

appendix ___

[t An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted to and
including (date) on (date) in
ApplicationNo.

The jurisdiction of the U.S. Supreme Court is invoked under 28 U. S, C. §1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

[ 42 us.c & 405(9) ]
[ 570 Amendment ]
[ Code of Federal Requjations (cFR) & /041505 )
[ The 12 monﬁq Rufe of Sﬁymj j&mﬁ«//yemp/ogcd ]
STATEMENT OF THE CASE
[ Severe Black Mold ﬁxpowa,(,&b up fo FPetrhroners | ;'& /orﬁ d:s:».bi//ﬁy o{' mold l//

[ Petrhoners mold 1iiness has kept her from sfaying gamﬁdly employed 12 Mo

| ondifon o 1oclnde Severe Migraine headpches due
E&%ﬁ%ﬁ)é‘? ; %ﬁf%s% rﬁ@rcf? Iaée of resiglences 4 ndude black molcf

o foxic exposores n Pehtioners envirenments keeps 1
mﬂfnf%“cﬁiu?j{ M%wayts movirg from Job v Job ond relocahrﬁ o new residences

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

This Cose affects o large number of people
Eﬂnl: Cag/cwlj o.%cfga substantial portion of the ccanomy%
]

[ Nahona! Importfunce
[ Preczglzﬂﬁo.! P\i&luz‘ TImportanyt- guestion of Federal [aw ]

CONCLUSION
The petition for a writ of cértiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
.@W”MWA
Date: __ W A2, LS

Click here for the content of this form.
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