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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 _ A to
the petition and is '
[ ] reported at ; or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[Wis unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _®  to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at y OT,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[+¥75 unpublished.

[ 1 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,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.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




JURISDICTION

[QF/or cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was -

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

[y]’ﬁ/timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: Tury 2oy 202 € , 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. S. 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. S. C. § 1257(a).




STATEMENT OF THE CASE
THIS CASE COMES BEFORE THE UNITED STATES SUPREME CouRT On THE
PARTICULAR 1SSUES PRESENTED IN THIS ACTioN, To RESOLVE THE
DISAGREEMENTS SOUGHT BUT NOT ESTARLISHED SPEQIFICY  LNDER FOURTH
CIRCUTT LAW CoOMPELUNG | THE PLAWNTIFF To SEEK FuRTHER REVIEW Frg
THE RFASONS THAT Fotlow. A CLEAR WNDICATIoN oF UNTRUST WORTRY
INTERPRE TATION HAS COMMENCED IDENTIFYING THE JUDBMENT AS BEING
CLEARLY CoNTRARY T6 LAW PURPORTING THE ABUSE OF DISCRETION, LACK
OF CLEAR REASONING AND IMPLIED UNCOMPREHENSWE ORDER .} THE.
PLAINTIFF COMMENCED THIS ACTiON BY DISCLOSING A PRO- SE 18-PAGE
COMPLAINT AGAINST 28 DEFENDANTS UNDER 42 U.5.C. $1983 ALonNG
WiTH Al AMPLE. AMOUNT OF MoTionNS LEFT PENDING E XCEEDING "THEE
DEADLINE. FOR REPLY, IN SuPPorT | THE PLAINTIFE HAVE SuBMITTED
MATERIAL DEEMED AS EVADENCE DATED AucUST 19, 2024 EXEMPLIFVING THAT
THE MoTionS WERE FILED On oqa\\—m)oawm--z% AND OB 19-28 BUT
WERENT RULED LIPON UNTIL 01-30-25 “To INCLUDE THE. Full. OVERVIEW |
 OF THE CASE WAS REVISED FROM 1:23cv a7t To I124ev 22 DUE DILIGENTLY,
THEREAFTER DEFELTS WERE CiTED AND CoRRECTED MOVING THE CASE
FeRWARD DESEITE THE FoRuMS DISPOSITIoN To So Mucr AS DECLARE
| THE PLAINTIFF AS TiiE DEFENDART m THE- AcTioN LET ALONE IN
ACLARDANCE WiTH FEDERAL RULE oF CVik PROCEDURE (o (b)) THERE
WAS A MoTion FILED BASED On An INAPPROPRIATE TubeMENT TuaAT THE
CourT oF APPEALS OVERLOOKED DuE T THE JubeMENT BEIG ENTERED
C.oNTRARY To CoursE. AND PRACTICE oF THE CouRT LIPON PROPER
SHOW ING OF IRREMAULARITY AND MERIT IN whiCH IT ERRED DuE To THE
CourTs OBRLIGATIoN To ADDRESS JURISDICTION AND HERE THE INSTAMT
MoTioN, LET ALONE DEPICT GANG AFFILIATION;DUE Tp THE

IMPORTANCE. To THE PupLic OF TRE ISSUE INNOKES THE
JURISDICTION OF THiS CouRT. '

RECEIVED
DEC 29 2025

F THE CLERK
COURT US.




THIS AcTioN COMMENCED THEREAETER A PRYSICAL BREAKDOWN

ReLATED TO DEEENDANTS LIVING ConbiTioN's DueRY UNDER

FUNDED_WAGES OF DEFENDANT S MocKaN ILLE CAUSATING A

DELUSIONAL STATE OF AUToMATISM. MAXONG 1T iMPesSIBLE To

FullY _EXHAUST ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDYS of SUPPORTED

FACTS SET OUT ADEM T THE (’ompn_mm"

DUE_To THE ALLEGATION OF INSANITY | THE PLANTEE MANAGED
To_ TOIMELY_ORIECT BUuT THE FoRuUM_ADOPTED THE DISMISSAL,

RECOMMENDATION DESPITE THE GonNFLICT oFf INTEREST W|T'HFORTH/

RENEWING TiE D1SPoSITioON oF THE F'\LNG.NQMEERJ.N*LLM_LNE.)
Such_CoNELICT CAUSE DELAY |n THE_CaSE, | THE PLAWTIFE

FILED For REHEARING wWHicH SENIOR JubGE BiCeS DENIED

PROMETING | THE_ PiLAINTIEE TO APPEAL To THE \JnITED STATES

CourT oF APPEALS 4T THAT TIME | THE PLAINTIFF BrRoUGHT

THE_ INSTANT MoTion_ 60 (b)) BASED ow_AN_[NAPPROPRIATE. .

DiSPosITioN_IN_THE _JubeMENT SEEKING RELIEE ERoMm THE

"JUDGMENT, SumMoNS FoRMS AND REMUNERATION buk. To

7 ,
THE TupeMENT BEING_ENTERED CoNTRARY_TO COURSE AND |

PRACTICE OF THE CoulRT UPonN PrROPER SHowING OF

IRREGULARITY AnD MERIT._TRE _Fouft CiRcuyT OV ERKLOOKED

THE CONCEPT OF GANG ACTWITY IM THE FILING |

NUMBER WHicH 15 INFACT CLA&Z;F\EDJN.WE;@ASE WHICH

FroMm_THE ACCEPTED AND_U_suﬁgg_ou_@sg_o_&Iu.b_\_C,J.A__L_

Proc EEDINGS. .

RECEIVED
DEC 29 2025

PRV cSEm‘*%J‘s




TuE CouRT_FAILED To_ ADDRESS WHETHER T POSSESSED

JuRISDICTION To HEAR THE INSTANT McTion FOR NEARLY -

A_YEAR_AFETER FILING THE MOTION_IN_REFERENCE To SucH

REFUSAL THE DISTRICT CoUrRT dDun NpT RETAIN JTURiSDicTioN .
ONVER_THOSE _ASPECTS o THE CAs%.uMm_ THE_DEADLINE For'

REAY WAS OVER WITHOMT EXCEPTION FoR THE Mo RALS, SAFETY,

AN.LGﬁﬂERAL_NELFA&E_aFJﬂE_& AINTIEE

3
j

dﬁCAQEE_QF_jIﬁE.QQuﬂﬁ.MLﬁI&K&_AND_ABUQE oF mscRm'QM

— TRANSPIRED UPON_A_DE NOVO DETERMINATION oF INSAMITY HAD

OCCURREN_THE. DISTRICT CouTsS RULEING WAS INFACT: 1N A‘b

OF THE_APPEAL iN_WHICH _| TTHE _PLAWIIEE HAD PROVE. THAT THE.

MOTON_\S ’T-"MEW} THAT THE CLAIM S MERI\TORIOUS, AND TTHET THE

cTMER PARTY Wikl Not SuFFER UNFAIR PRejubicE. e ThE

JUbGMENT 1S SET ASIDE.IN_ANNEX THE GROUND oF MiSTAKE.

AND_SURPRISE WAS SATISEIEDN For RELIEE Tb INcioDE VoiD

JupeMENT WERE | THE PLANTIEE WAS DETERMINED To B THE |

DEFENDANT IN_THE AcTion DuRING FinaL TUpeMENT BY DISTRIET

JudGE_BIGES WITHOUT GRANTING THE REOPENING. oF THE
EANAL_JUDGMENT MAKING TRIAL FAIR AND_IMPARTIAL .

TusT THE THOUGHT oF CANG AcTwiTY HONECTLY SHOULD

HAVE _REVERSED THE CASE DUE To THE_INIMAL FILING

NUMPER REMUNERATION wWAS SoucHT FRoM_FouR TH

Q\&CQL\‘MEW BuT DENIED AT THE Vowimon ofF. ThE

PANDOMINIUM S_RL_AL SANGS MEMBERS D11 EMMA




L THE. PLAINT _FF_NAMED_SJ'EIE ACTORS IN.THE SAME Su rT‘
_OR_AcTionN_AcTing AT THE. SAME. TiME_CAUSATING A

DE LI BERATE | NBEE&&&MC&.RE LATING T O _THE HospuTA L_

AND_DEFENDANTS As A GENERAL A Amugm WiHLCH.

THE _FouRTH CIRCUIT D) SCRIMINATED AGAINST REFUSING To_

AnawER | THE RLAINTIEFS Cawvi RULES VioL. ATTON Witk

IDENTIEYING A Dy UD_QF__ERRED_DEQLSmNLSM

T’mok ALso NEARLY A YEAR AGAINST PoricY A ND_EE:Q«:&DARE s

;
i‘

TH1 S CERTIORAR)_PRESENTS RAW. DISCRIPTIONS oF |

ERRONECMS ROLINGS REFORE._THE E oRu&ANbéﬁww

BE__C-;R&MFEJLP RO FoRMA,

THIS T HE 9. DAY oF DECEMBFER 202 5

RESPECTRULY. Sy pMITEED

Adbont bmdorson




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
TS CERTINRAR| PRESENTS 1SSUES OF \MPORTANCE. PEYOND THE PrrTi culiia
FACTS AND PARTIES INVOLVED AND UPON CoMPELLING REASONS Such

AS A PANDDMINILIMWN oF GANG MEMBERS TAKING OVER THE CASE ;
OTHER THEN A PASSAGE oF GANG NARRATION IN THE MEMO DATED
o ao/ 25 AND SIGNED BY BoTh TUDGES SWPRA THE CouRSE OF
ORDERED LI\BERTY, THE FoLLOWING PROVISIONS FOR SCRUTINY
EXEMPUFIES THE Forum DEPARTING FRoM THE ACCERTED COURSE
OF JubDiCiAL Preoc_EEDlN&S To So MucH As ENTER A DECISION
CLEARLY DISCRIMINATING UPDN ADOPTED MEASURES REpPLICA OF
LONFLICT WHICH WARRANT'S Tris APPLICATION FOR REVIEW N SEVERAL
WAYS, PLURIBUS REASONS ARE ARTICULATED REFORE THE FoRUM

PRESENTED W THE DocUuMENT AnD DIVULGED EoR THE GRANTING OF

THE CERTIORARY, o MUCH DEJENDS oN THIS CouRT ExERCIZING TS
UAL RiGHTS OoF

ToriSDICTION FoR LIBERTY AND JusTicE FoR THE EQ
HuMANTTY THE KEASONS FOR (GRANTING THIS CERTIORARY ARE

ProFESSED REFORE. THE EYES oF THE TRIBUNAL. -




s .

ThiS CoMPLAINT vS ForeSgerpllY Bre£fTiewAL bm@mz.m%mm&ws |
((Dmb PRo Q‘-’Q) ACT\V«YWFK@”T&EM}S% T2 INVESTIGATION ofF SaD -

MISTAKE Dﬁuﬂ?ﬂa_» ,AND Void TuneMENT MoRE MATERIAL Wilh B&

LY VE.\L.EF_; %?;FORE TWE PROVIDENCE ;ﬂug CERTORARL 1S Evcausiviz
RECOGNTTIoN oF BVERY ELENENT DESCRIBNG hnd ERRED
Zru DEMENT WiTi: ACKNOWLEDMENT oF Suctd ﬁ‘.’)@gﬁaammﬂ GWE’:S

RisE Governme THE"REQUIRED” OPERATIONAEADINGUP To GraNTG
THIS CERTIORARY FoR AL TTHESE REASOMS RELIEFR 18 :msnmm .

SouGHT) AMD QECQGNREEWE? UPON AuTHERIZED PRoviSian’ s !ﬁﬁ?g” '
“THE SuPREME Cour T . _—

CONCLUSION -
The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

[ }\&h:i" @m A‘jﬂ B AAN .




