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STATUTES AND RULES

Fed R.Civ. P15(a)(2)



Hain.es

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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A o
the petition and is '

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[ ] is unpublished.

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

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[ ] is unpublished.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

[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the .
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[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

was _January £,2076 . :

[4/ ‘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 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).




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

A Prose Ciuil (‘omg‘ain’r was filed By Plamntiff James. James

L ced an Al ¢ Ana Davide who filed 2 Secand Anenda
Complaind. Such was deened a shob-qun Complaint by the DistrictCourt
ALMBMMM&MMHMM&AML

Llecl Plainti ?F ]ames then mmeAna{elv &led a Bhition To Pmceed Ho se

J__QE_PJACQ before Hne DlSh’IC’( Cour* remlered I"‘S ru||na on Plamjn
]}ur& _AmEnAec\ Comn'am{ NeA bv A{{Ornev Ana Da\m]e QOon H‘)erea“er
- _LLDJS*L:A_C@&_GNQEJ” Plam* s PeHlon 1o Poceed Ro se.

MWMMMMMMMMMMM
MM&S:LLLL&M

LLLBQML&Q&LJLLDLS}LM_
Court then reversed ihself by later s’mkma Plaindifs Rose Fourth |
AdeeJ_Cm{L'mLmLDumﬁsnghLm_{sM_Amﬁndd_&ﬂ;ﬂﬂnL
Mﬂ] PrEmche Jue {'o anan\er S‘m‘ aun Com nlam\\ havmo Leen mpd
ﬁ&mmm&reﬁgéjsmw}_
i nilams_also_qieiﬂamgm]sum:.




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
ACIari{y Issue Is In DisPu{e Concerning

This Court's Instructions Ln Haines v Kernec
vs- An Alleged US District Courl Rule

Violation and Federal Rules of Civil

Frocedure




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

7 /
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