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“Fraud upon the court” versus a frivolous lawsuit, witk?nl{ﬁes n-!\-!e?rw SEE%@I@?{F NTE

S sawf?g clause by
distinguishing from intrinsic and extrinsic fraud. The question presented is “fraud upon the court”

intentionally and unintentionally or just intentionally protected or unprotected by immunity or is
detected “fraud upon the court” predominantly voidable to set aside judgment within appellate
courts’ review of a federal courts’ decree or final judgement order overrule frivolous defiance?

Question presented is a pro se ligitant's defense not identifed to authorize change of the court address
impersonation by Title 187



LIST OF PARTIES

@ All 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:
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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 judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

@! For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appea.rs at Appendix A
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; or,
[ I has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
i@ is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix B to

the petition and 1s 5 1 11 200

[x} reported at f‘y’é& { 1) (}Pg‘_’_(-\—\ Cnse "-!‘-l‘{LUOUGG > "{w‘:{(CaL ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the - court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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

[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

U For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was i6]io | 201§

U2

[ 1 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: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix .

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

The jurisdiction of this Court is inveked under 28 U. 8. C. §1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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

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

appears at Appendix

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

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. §12567(a).



IS Constitution Article Il secteONSTLTUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

IS Constitution Amendment 14 Section 1

5 U.S. Code § 706(2)(a)



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

Western District Court Case is not fair equal trial that nature code represents Discrimination Employment y Title VIl lieu of
the actual selection by petitioner for Title 42 Discrimination. No right to sue letter was enter to filing and

adjustment by civil filing is fraud of the petitioner pro se's intent on the Defendant Muy Pizza Southeast LLC d/b/a Pizza Hut
located in Ridgeway Virginia. Petitioner suffer pphysical and mentally to the final order

in connection to the enjoinment order of the case before mandated decision of appeal decision

Here, Plaintiff atleges in count one that he was damaged by the Us District Court’s fraud upon the federal court when
Court “misled the civil procedure into believing that plaintiff case was nature of code Discrimiation Employment when
Discriminiation was the nature code selection by tort of orginial proceeding, genuine issue in controversy.”

Plaintiff seeks damages as a result of intentionally concealing material facts and knowingly making
false statements that misled IFP and judges opinionthat Federal court went into enjoinment order decree.

In count two, Plaintiff makes claims under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 stating that the Courts’ fraud
upon the court, and the ultimate dismissal of his case following that fraud, deprived him of his constitutional rights among Western

District Cases filing and state action cause state court to
accept erroneous evidence by label of

Plaintiff also argues that his ctaim second identifies grounds of defamation which extends violations
of his constitutional rights and labeled the plaintiff as a pro se by a bias of Danville Division Us District Court when docketed final

order, state court obtained the decree or final judgement.

The state court place judgment on other cases by jursidicition in reference to or by fraud upon the court within
final judgment order of Danville Division Western District See {418cv-013), not on the state court judgment but off of tactial

measurement within Senior Judge’s Opinion bias of fraud upon the court with final arder still pending appeal within Higher Court
US Court of Appeals 4th Circuit from Danville Division US District Court.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Sufficient claims, grounds of relief, authories, rules , and reference federal law jursideition identify error subject to the previous records of
case and relief by error within fraud upon the court prove subject to the civil filing of petitioner pro se Cedrick Draper's selection.

With intent the petitioner extends to the court of United States Supreme Court to capture the record by writ for evidence of fraud,

which is identified intrinsic fraud to draw sufficient reason to regulate by Supreme Court review the elements to verfiy the fraud of the court
and reverse enjoinment and final judgement for possible fair trial obtain Defendant Muy Pizza Southeast LLC.

The court is order to grant petition and review.



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

N
Cedprick Draper (49__&,
T — \‘_____/

Date: Yoo oo ol [ig




