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6Z Why did Judge Timothy L. Ashcraft, Let Attorney William do the complaint again, 
while Judge Timothy stated in the trial that, William to appear in Court with such omissions 
is to despise before Judge.

7/ Why did Judge Timothy L. Ashcraft denied my case with reason, I didn’t respond to his 
order on November 3, 2022,1 said, I did with the receipt, but Judge said, “He signed, If I not 
agree, continue suing the higher Court!

*** YOUR HONOR!

I DON'T SUE JUDGES, AND I KNOW THAT JUDGES NEVER GET SUED, BUT I MUST TELL 
COURT EVERYTHING THAT HAPPENED TO MY CASE FROM START TO PRESENT.

8/ WHY did Judge Timothy open Court on June 9, 2022, while He ordered cancel that 
day, by Angeline email showed?

9/ WHY IS KAREN HOUMIEL, she is the Claims Adjuster Sedgewick Claims 
Management Services. She did not have a good grasp of my profile. On 11/10/2022, She 
made false my statements in the Court system.

10/ WHY DO Judge MAXA P. J. Of Court Appeals of the State of Washington Division II, 
ordered on June 18, 2024, (The CCA argued that the Superior Court lacked jurisdiction) and 
(on July 15, 2024, Judge MAXA ordered my submitted real evidence is invalid, Judge ruled 
that my Employer's Attorney won, and I must pay Attorney’s fees $1,076.50?

11/WHY, The Supreme Court of Washington State, is the highest Court of Washington 
They did not follow the Order of their Court gave out on September 3, 2024, with 30 days 
response of Employer’s Attorneys respond on October 3, 2024, but They didn’t be on time?

12/ WHY ON 12/04/2024 HALL & MILLER, P.S. and COURT DIVISION II, OF APPEALS IN 
TACOMA: THEY HAVE DISREGARDED THE ORDERED on 12/4/24, from The Supreme Court 
of Washington?

13/ On 10/15/2024,1 made appeals about The Employer’s Attorneys having lost the order 
from Supreme Court on October 3, 2024.

*-On 12/04/2024, Supreme Court ordered for denied my case and denied Employer’s 
Attorneys requested me pay fee $1,076.50.

*** WHY THEY BOTH sent me documents, requested me to pay $1,075.50

14/ WHY THEY BOTH REQUESTED GRESS—CLARK—YOUNG & CHOEPPER, claim my 
debt while Supreme Court denied them request?
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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 appears at Appendix to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at; or, 
M has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at; or, 
[Vj 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
Appendixpi^TOOto the petition and is 

reported at . -^O 2-A ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is
[ ] reported at; or, 
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which theJJnited States Court of Appeals decided my case 

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[/] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by theJJnited States Court of 

Appeals on the following date: i_~ , and a copy of the
 order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] 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. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was -SepiFMXr, 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix '

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

appears at Appendix

[ ] 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. S. C. § 1257(a).
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
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