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IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Donna M. Conner
Petitioner

V.

Commonwealth of Virginia
Xfinity et.al

MOTION UNDER SCOPE OF 28 USC 455

Under judicial statute 28 USC 255 that states:

“This statute applies to all federal judges, including Supreme Court justices, appellate judges,
district court judges, and magistrate judges. It mandates disqualification in cases where
impartiality might reasonably be questioned, ensuring that judicial proceedings remain free from
conflicts of interest. Unlike some recusal rules that allow judicial discretion, this law imposes an

objective standard—requiring recusal even when there is only an appearance of bias.”

Petitioner is motioning for non-participation from Justice John Roberts and Justice
Ketanji Jackson even in the decision whether to accept or not accept this Certiorari. Petitioner
has learned a lot in twenty years about the favoritism and loyalty that consumes the
Commonwealth of Virgina judicial circuit. Justice John Roberts jurisdiction is the
Commonwealth of Virginia; my intuition tells me that there is a deep loyalty between Justice
Roberts and the Commonwealth of Virginia senior Senators, Mark Warner and Tim Kaine. In this
twenty-year battle to enforce my equal protections it has been discovered that these two Senators
control much of everything in Virginia including the courts; someone with more authority than

these senior senators must be conceding to their abuse of authority. (See Certiorari Questions)

Justice Ketanji Jackson quickly disposed of my court filing seeking wholeness for these

oppressive conditions when filing within a different venue, the DC courts. Immediately after
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dismissing my claim, Justice Ketanji Jackson was promoted to the Supreme Court; it was not the
only time a judge was promoted right after dismissing my valid claims. (order enclosed with
this motion) Moreover, petitioner does not have to possess strong or powerful evidence of a
conflict of interest according to the statute cited above but only in: “an appearance of bias.”
Petitioner believes the reasons given are enough to seek non-participation by Justice Jackson and

Roberts in this matter.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DONNA M. CONNOR, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
! ) Civil Action No. 20-3014 (UNA)
)
)
COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA ef al.. )
) L]
Detendants. )

ORDER
For the reasons stated in the accompanying Memorandum Opinion, it is
ORDERED that Plaintiff’s motion to proceed in forma pauperis, ECF No, 2 is
GRANTED, and her motion for appointed counsel, ECF No 3, is DENIED; it is furthe
ORDERED that this case is DISMISSED without prejudice for want of jurisdiction.

This is a final appealable order.
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KETANJ BROWN JACKSON
DATE: November 4, 2020 United States District Judge
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