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Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 

No. 20–783. Suncor Energy (U. S. A.) Inc. et al. v. Board 
of County Commissioners of Boulder County et al. C. A. 
10th Cir. Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case re-
manded for further consideration in light of BP p.l.c. v. Mayor 
and City Council of Baltimore, 593 U. S. 230 (2021). Reported 
below: 965 F. 3d 792. 

No. 20–884. Chevron Corp. et al. v. San Mateo County, 
California, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted, judg-
ment vacated, and case remanded for further consideration in 
light of BP p.l.c. v. Mayor and City Council of Baltimore, 593 
U. S. 230 (2021). Justice Alito took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. Reported below: 960 F. 3d 586. 

No. 20–900. Shell Oil Products Co., L. L. C., et al. v. 
Rhode Island. C. A. 1st Cir. Motion of Energy Policy Advo-
cates for leave to fle brief as amicus curiae granted. Certiorari 
granted, judgment vacated, and case remanded for further consid-
eration in light of BP p.l.c. v. Mayor and City Council of Balti-
more, 593 U. S. 230 (2021). Justice Alito took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this motion and this petition. Re-
ported below: 979 F. 3d 50. 

Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 20–7506. Gakuba v. Grissom. C. A. 7th Cir. Motion of 
petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and 
certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 20–7698. Allen v. Town of Cary Police Department 
et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed 
in forma pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this 
Court's Rule 39.8. As petitioner has repeatedly abused this 
Court's process, the Clerk is directed not to accept any further 
petitions in noncriminal matters from petitioner unless the dock-
eting fee required by Rule 38(a) is paid and the petition is submit-
ted in compliance with Rule 33.1. See Martin v. District of Co-
lumbia Court of Appeals, 506 U. S. 1 (1992) (per curiam). 
Reported below: 834 Fed. Appx. 31. 

No. 20–7831. Lasher v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, 
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and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. As peti-
tioner has repeatedly abused this Court's process, the Clerk is 
directed not to accept any further petitions in noncriminal mat-
ters from petitioner unless the docketing fee required by Rule 
38(a) is paid and the petition is submitted in compliance with Rule 
33.1. See Martin v. District of Columbia Court of Appeals, 506 
U. S. 1 (1992) (per curiam). 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 20A157. Tolle v. Northam, Governor of Virginia, 
et al. D. C. E. D. Va. Application for stay, addressed to Jus-
tice Gorsuch and referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 20M78. Summers v. Tennessee. Motion to direct the 
Clerk to fle petition for writ of certiorari out of time denied. 

No. 20M79. Crayton v. Massachusetts. Motion for leave 
to fle petition for writ of certiorari with supplemental appendix 
under seal granted. 

No. 20–437. United States v. Palomar-Santiago. C. A. 
9th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 592 U. S. 1163.] Motion of respond-
ent for leave to fle a supplemental brief after oral argument 
granted. Conditional cross-motion of petitioner for leave to fle 
a supplemental brief after oral argument granted. 

No. 20–827. United States v. Husayn, aka Abu Zubaydah, 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 593 U. S. 962.] Mo-
tion of petitioner to dispense with printing joint appendix 
granted. 

No. 20–7000. Brown v. Foley, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis [592 U. S. 1316] denied. 

No. 20–7307. In re Beaton. Motion of petitioner for recon-
sideration of order denying leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
[592 U. S. 1317] denied. 

No. 20–7862. In re Sirleaf. Petition for writ of habeas cor-
pus denied. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 18–8776. Le v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 2018–0085 (La. 2/18/19), 263 So. 3d 422. 
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No. 18–9297. Hall v. Myrick, Superintendent, Two Riv-
ers Correctional Institution. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 740 Fed. Appx. 599. 

No. 19–8711. Dunn v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2019–0868 (La. 1/14/20), 286 So. 3d 1045. 

No. 19–8740. Williams v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 2019–00867 (La. 1/22/20), 347 
So. 3d 740. 

No. 19–8875. Jones v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2019–01127 (La. 3/9/20), 290 So. 3d 1126. 

No. 20–880. Holland, as Trustee for the United Mine 
Workers of America Combined Benet Fund et al. v. 
Westmoreland Coal Co. et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 968 F. 3d 526. 

No. 20–1060. Oliva v. Nivar et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 973 F. 3d 438. 

No. 20–1106. Doe v. Harvard Pilgrim Health Care, Inc., 
et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 974 
F. 3d 69. 

No. 20–1111. International Association of Bridge, 
Structural, Ornamental and Reinforcing Iron Workers, 
Local 229, AFL–CIO v. National Labor Relations Board. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 941 F. 3d 902. 

No. 20–1125. Jones v. Alabama. Ct. Crim. App. Ala. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 322 So. 3d 979. 

No. 20–1167. Azano Matsura v. United States. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 979 F. 3d 697. 

No. 20–1272. Garland, Attorney General v. Reyes-
Luevanos. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 831 Fed. Appx. 415. 

No. 20–1288. Geness v. Pennsylvania et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 974 F. 3d 263. 

No. 20–1307. White v. Knapp et al. Ct. App. Mich. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 20–1309. Corcamore, LLC v. SFM, LLC. C. A. Fed. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 978 F. 3d 1298. 

No. 20–1311. Linsangan v. Territory of Guam et al. Sup. 
Ct. Guam. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2020 Guam 27. 

No. 20–1320. Lasheen v. Supreme Court of Ohio. Sup. Ct. 
Ohio. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 161 Ohio St. 3d 1236, 
2020-Ohio-4954, 162 N. E. 3d 834. 

No. 20–1323. Patmythes v. City of Madison, Wisconsin. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1330. Domino v. California Correctional Health 
Care Services et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1331. Clemens v. Local One Service Employees 
International Union et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 817 Fed. Appx. 297. 

No. 20–1333. Sheridan v. DLJ Mortgage Capital, Inc. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 975 F. 3d 358. 

No. 20–1340. Atsemet v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 11th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1343. Kimner v. Web Watchers et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1345. Arnold v. City of Auburn, Washington. Ct. 
App. Wash. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1401. Dennis v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–1409. Spanier v. Libby, Director, Dauphin County 
Probation Services, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 981 F. 3d 213. 

No. 20–1431. Brown v. Jones, Acting Warden. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 978 F. 3d 1029. 

No. 20–1476. Behm v. Montana-Dakota Utilities Co. Sup. 
Ct. N. D. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2020 ND 234, 951 
N. W. 2d 208. 

No. 20–1481. Parbhudial v. LaManna, Superintendent, 
Green Haven Correctional Facility. C. A. 2d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 
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No. 20–1498. Alexander v. Jones, Acting Warden. C. A. 
7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1504. J. L., a Child v. Halamay et al. Ct. App. 
Wash. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1506. Thomas v. State Bar of California. Sup. Ct. 
Cal. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–5003. Woods v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2019–01198 (La. 3/9/20), 291 So. 3d 222. 

No. 20–5728. Dotson v. Louisiana. Ct. App. La., 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–5813. Young v. Vannoy, Warden. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 809 Fed. Appx. 244. 

No. 20–6045. Choat v. Coursey, Superintendent, Eastern 
Oregon Correctional Institution. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 20–6307. Lawrence v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 296 So. 3d 892. 

No. 20–6724. Alexander v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 827 Fed. Appx. 1011. 

No. 20–6775. Raines v. Georgia. Sup. Ct. Ga. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 309 Ga. 258, 845 S. E. 2d 613. 

No. 20–6786. Sheppard v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
967 F. 3d 458. 

No. 20–6879. Freeman v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 300 So. 3d 591. 

No. 20–6887. Phillips v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 299 So. 3d 1013. 

No. 20–6890. Chong Leng Lee v. Wisconsin. Ct. App. Wis. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2020 WI App 6, 390 Wis. 2d 
426, 939 N. W. 2d 427. 

No. 20–7234. Barrett v. PAE Government Services, Inc., 
et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 975 
F. 3d 416. 
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No. 20–7479. Velayo v. Fox et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 826 Fed. Appx. 709. 

No. 20–7484. Olivares v. Long et al. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7487. Grimes v. Alabama. Ct. Crim. App. Ala. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 329 So. 3d 692. 

No. 20–7490. Ivie v. Washington. Ct. App. Wash. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 20–7502. Cropper v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 812 Fed. Appx. 927. 

No. 20–7504. Gough v. Sullivan, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7514. Johnson v. St. Louis County Public Health 
and Human Services et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 817 Fed. Appx. 294. 

No. 20–7515. Woody v. New Jersey. Super. Ct. N. J., App. 
Div. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7520. Rice v. Pennsylvania. Super. Ct. Pa. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 237 A. 3d 453. 

No. 20–7525. Kikuchi v. Bauman, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7526. Ameen v. Hamilton, Warden. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 829 Fed. Appx. 864. 

No. 20–7530. Moore v. Bartram et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7531. Mukherjee v. Childrens Mercy Hospital. 
C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 800 Fed. 
Appx. 447. 

No. 20–7532. Turner v. Texas Department of Criminal 
Justice. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
836 Fed. Appx. 227. 

No. 20–7535. Medina-Jasso v. Georgia. Ct. App. Ga. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 20–7537. Thieme v. New Jersey. Super. Ct. N. J., App. 
Div. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7538. Jones v. Georgia. Sup. Ct. Ga. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–7540. Caiby v. Ferguson, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Phoenix. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 788 Fed. Appx. 830. 

No. 20–7541. Jo, as Personal Representative of the Es-
tate of Mee Jin-Jo v. JPMC Specialty Mortgage, LLC. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 818 Fed. 
Appx. 103. 

No. 20–7542. Carter v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 2d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2020 IL App (2d) 170695–U. 

No. 20–7555. Patel. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7558. Packer v. Wisconsin Department of Correc-
tions. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7612. Johnson v. Indiana. Sup. Ct. Ind. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 157 N. E. 3d 1199. 

No. 20–7614. Von Tobel v. Garrett, Warden, et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 975 F. 3d 849. 

No. 20–7618. Jasmin v. Santa Monica Police Department 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 828 
Fed. Appx. 347. 

No. 20–7621. Patton v. Saul, Commissioner of Social Se-
curity. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7637. James v. Florida Department of Correc-
tions. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 1st Dist. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 308 So. 3d 258. 

No. 20–7645. Horn v. Walmart Stores, Inc. Ct. App. Cal., 
3d App. Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7648. Joaseus v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 4th 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 309 So. 3d 663. 

No. 20–7649. Jackson v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 4th 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 308 So. 3d 616. 
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No. 20–7681. Boggs v. Saul, Commissioner of Social Secu-
rity. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 815 
Fed. Appx. 172. 

No. 20–7700. Ibarra v. Montgomery, Acting Warden. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 835 Fed. 
Appx. 247. 

No. 20–7710. Mann v. Volusia County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7711. Chatman v. Iowa. Ct. App. Iowa. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 954 N. W. 2d 783. 

No. 20–7725. Dean v. Entzel, Warden, et al. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 805 Fed. Appx. 237. 

No. 20–7734. Afah v. Texas Southmost College et al. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 829 Fed. 
Appx. 52. 

No. 20–7752. Jordan v. Sawyer et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7772. Jefferson v. Ohio. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–7774. Johnson v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 4th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 613 S. W. 3d 613. 

No. 20–7782. Greer v. Korneman, Warden. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7797. Rosa-Hernandez v. United States. C. A. 3d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 828 Fed. Appx. 823. 

No. 20–7806. Lee v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 827 Fed. Appx. 289. 

No. 20–7808. Mitchell v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 1st 
App. Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7812. Bowen v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 830 Fed. Appx. 504. 

No. 20–7816. Afolabi v. Warden, Federal Correctional 
Institution Fort Dix. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 821 Fed. Appx. 72. 
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No. 20–7822. Wiley v. Louisiana. Ct. App. La., 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7824. Ricker v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 983 F. 3d 987. 

No. 20–7826. Johnson v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 813 Fed. Appx. 250. 

No. 20–7829. Bustamante-Muniz v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 720. 

No. 20–7832. Thompson v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 984 F. 3d 431. 

No. 20–7837. Bradford v. Mississippi. Sup. Ct. Miss. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7842. Lorenzana-Cordon v. United States. C. A. 
D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 949 F. 3d 1. 

No. 20–7847. Minor v. Baker, Warden, et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 842 Fed. Appx. 98. 

No. 20–7853. Morgenstern v. United States. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7858. Armendariz v. Martinez, Warden, et al. 
C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 834 Fed. 
Appx. 454. 

No. 20–7861. Shulaya v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 853 Fed. Appx. 714. 

No. 20–7866. Gray v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 830 Fed. Appx. 210. 

No. 20–7877. Washington v. Gomez, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7879. Chavez v. Cates, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 234. 

No. 20–7882. Potter v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 834 Fed. Appx. 719. 
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No. 20–7885. Proctor v. United States District Court 
for the District of Maryland. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 837 Fed. Appx. 1021. 

No. 20–7903. Green v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 981 F. 3d 945. 

No. 20–287. Johnson v. Precythe et al. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 954 F. 3d 1098. 

Justice Breyer, dissenting. 
I join Justice Sotomayor's dissent. The Eighth Circuit con-

cluded that petitioner Ernest Johnson plausibly claims that be-
cause of a brain tumor operation, the State's ordinary execution 
method, lethal injection of pentobarbital, is cruel. It risks cau-
sing him severe and painful seizures. See 954 F. 3d 1098, 1101– 
1102 (2020); Johnson v. Precythe, 901 F. 3d 973, 978 (CA8 2018), 
vacated and remanded, 587 U. S. 935 (2019). Johnson seeks relief 
to ask instead for what is today a highly unusual method of execu-
tion, namely, execution by fring squad, not used in Missouri since 
1864 (nor in any State but one since 1913). See Death Penalty 
Information Center, Methods of Execution (2021), https://www. 
deathpenaltyinfo.org/executions/methods-of-execution; id., Exe-
cutions in the U. S. 1608–2002: The ESPY File, Executions by 
Date 255 (Apr. 10, 2019), https://fles.deathpenaltyinfo.org/ legacy/ 
documents/ESPYyear.pdf. In other words, he asks that the 
courts decide between an execution that is “cruel” and one that 
is “unusual.” 

For the reasons Justice Sotomayor sets forth, I believe the 
courts should resolve the merits of Johnson's claim. Under the 
governing majority opinion in Bucklew v. Precythe, 587 U. S. 119 
(2019), and consistent with my dissent in that case, the Eighth 
Amendment may not allow Missouri to execute Johnson by pento-
barbital. See id., at 160–163 (Breyer, J., dissenting) (no “ ̀ alter-
native method' requirement” where the State's proposed method 
may cause excessive suffering because of a prisoner's unique med-
ical condition). I simply add that the diffculty of resolving this 
claim, 27 years after the murders, provides one more example of 
the special diffculties that the death penalty, as currently admin-
istered, creates for the just application of the law. See United 
States v. Higgs, 592 U. S. 1207, 1208–1209 (2021) (Breyer, J., 
dissenting); Glossip v. Gross, 576 U. S. 863, 945–946 (2015) 
(Breyer, J., dissenting). 
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Justice Sotomayor, with whom Justice Breyer and Justice 
Kagan join, dissenting. 

Ernest Johnson is a death row inmate in Missouri who suffers 
from epilepsy as a result of a brain tumor and damage caused by 
signifcant brain surgery. In the operative complaint he fled in 
2016, Johnson alleged that he will experience excruciating sei-
zures if Missouri executes him by lethal injection of the drug 
pentobarbital. Johnson also alleged that Missouri should execute 
him by nitrogen gas instead, a method of execution authorized by 
state law. In 2018, the Eighth Circuit held that Johnson fully 
stated a claim for relief under the Eighth Amendment. Johnson 
v. Precythe, 901 F. 3d 973, 978–980. 

Subsequently, in another case, Bucklew v. Precythe, 587 U. S. 
119 (2019), this Court held that a State could decline to use nitro-
gen gas as an alternative method of execution because it lacked 
a “ ̀ track record of successful use.' ” Id., at 142. Bucklew also 
announced that, to satisfy the track-record requirement, plaintiffs 
may look to well-established methods of execution in other States, 
even if they are not authorized in the State seeking to carry out 
the relevant execution. Id., at 139–140. Given this option, the 
Court expected “little likelihood” that a plaintiff who alleges a 
serious risk of pain, like Johnson, would be unable to identify an 
adequate alternative method of execution. Id., at 140. 

Faced with these changes in the law, Johnson sought to amend 
his complaint to plead the fring squad as an alternative method 
of execution. Although not authorized in Missouri, the fring 
squad has a long history of successful use. See id., at 134. In-
deed, during oral arguments in Bucklew, Missouri itself suggested 
the fring squad as an available alternative. See id., at 153 (Ka-
vanaugh, J., concurring). The Eighth Circuit, however, denied 
Johnson leave to amend his complaint. See 954 F. 3d 1098, 1103 
(2020). In its view, Johnson should have pleaded the fring squad 
earlier, even before Bucklew. Given that view, and in the inter-
est of resolving Johnson's claim “ ̀ fairly and expeditiously,' ” the 
Eighth Circuit closed the case. 954 F. 3d, at 1103 (quoting Buck-
lew, 587 U. S., at 150 (majority opinion)). 

The Eighth Circuit's decision was an abuse of discretion. 
Leave to amend a complaint must be granted “when justice so 
requires.” Fed. Rule Civ. Proc. 15(a)(2). Justice requires it here. 
The Eighth Circuit's decision punishes Johnson for failing to antic-
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ipate signifcant changes in the law brought about by Bucklew. 
Worse, it ensures that Johnson's claim will never be heard on the 
merits. Missouri is now free to execute Johnson in a manner 
that, at this stage of the litigation, we must assume will be akin to 
torture given his unique medical condition. To dispose of the case 
more quickly, the Eighth Circuit has sacrifced the Eighth Amend-
ment's chief concern for preventing cruel and unusual punishment. 

Accordingly, I dissent from the denial of Johnson's petition for 
a writ of certiorari. I would grant Johnson's petition, vacate the 
judgment below, and remand with instructions that Johnson be 
given leave to amend. 

I 

A 

Johnson's second amended complaint alleges that he was diag-
nosed with a brain tumor and underwent major surgery in 2008. 
Although doctors removed roughly one-ffth of Johnson's brain 
tissue, they could not eliminate the tumor. The surgery scarred 
Johnson's brain tissue, leaving a lasting brain defect. The tumor 
cells, scar tissue, and brain defect have together caused Johnson 
to suffer from epilepsy, which produces violent, uncontrollable, 
and painful seizures. 

Johnson alleges that, because of his unique medical condition, 
injecting him with the drug pentobarbital, as Missouri's lethal 
injection protocol requires, will create a “ ̀ substantial' ” risk that 
he will suffer an extraordinarily painful seizure. App. to Pet. for 
Cert. 25a. Pentobarbital is part of a class of medications known 
to trigger seizures, even in those without seizure disorders. See 
Johnson, 901 F. 3d, at 978. Pentobarbital also has “an anti-[analge-
sic] effect,” which means that “it exaggerates pain.” App. to Pet. 
for Cert. 27a. As a result, Johnson claims that executing him using 
pentobarbital is “ ̀ sure or very likely to' ” trigger an exceptionally 
painful seizure and cause him “ ̀ serious and needless pain.' ” Ibid. 

On the other hand, Johnson alleges that executing him using 
nitrogen gas would be painless. Notably, “Missouri law already 
permits execution by lethal gas, Mo. Rev. Stat. § 546.720.1, and 
nitrogen, which is used commonly in welding and cooking, is easy 
to obtain.” Id., at 28a. By ftting a hood or mask over Johnson's 
head and administering the gas, Missouri could induce lethal hyp-
oxia without triggering Johnson's seizure disorder. Ibid. 
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B 

Johnson brings an as-applied Eighth Amendment challenge to 
Missouri's lethal injection protocol. Such a claim has two ele-
ments. First, Johnson must allege (and later prove) that the 
State's method of execution poses a “substantial risk of severe 
pain.” Glossip v. Gross, 576 U. S. 863, 877 (2015) (internal quota-
tion marks omitted). Second, he must propose an alternative 
method of execution that is “feasible” and “readily implemented,” 
and will “signifcantly reduc[e]” the risk of severe pain. Ibid. 
(alteration and internal quotation marks omitted). 

In 2017, the District Court concluded that Johnson had failed 
to allege either element adequately. The Eighth Circuit re-
versed. 901 F. 3d, at 976. As to the frst element, the Eighth 
Circuit explained that Johnson had plausibly alleged “that a sei-
zure will occur when the State injects pentobarbital and that such 
a seizure causes severe pain.” Id., at 978. As to the second 
element, the court cited Johnson's detailed allegations that “nitro-
gen gas is readily available on the open market, could be intro-
duced through a `medically enclosed device to be placed over the 
mouth or head of the inmate,' and would not require construction 
of a new facility.” Id., at 979. Under the law at the time, “this 
[was] suffcient.” Ibid. 

Missouri sought review in this Court. While Missouri's peti-
tion was pending, this Court decided Bucklew. In that case, an-
other death row inmate challenged Missouri's lethal injection pro-
tocol under the Eighth Amendment and proposed nitrogen gas 
as an alternative. This Court rejected the claim. Among other 
things, this Court concluded that Missouri had a legitimate reason 
for declining to use nitrogen gas because it was “an entirely new 
method—one that had never been used to carry out an execution 
and had no track record of successful use.” 587 U. S., at 142 
(internal quotation marks omitted). Even assuming nitrogen gas 
was a readily available alternative, this Court held that Bucklew 
had failed to prove that nitrogen gas would signifcantly reduce a 
substantial risk of severe pain. Id., at 143. 

Bucklew also announced an “additional holding” on “a legal 
issue that had been uncertain.” Id., at 153 (opinion of Kava-
naugh, J.). Namely, “[a]n inmate seeking to identify an alternative 
method of execution is not limited to choosing among those pres-
ently authorized by a particular State's law.” Id., at 139–140 (ma-
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jority opinion).1 After Bucklew, an alternative method of execu-
tion may be feasible and readily implemented even if it is not 
currently legal in the State. 

This Court subsequently vacated the Eighth Circuit's decision 
in Johnson's case and remanded for reconsideration in light of 
Bucklew. On remand, the Eighth Circuit recognized that Buck-
lew changed the law relevant to Johnson's claim in at least one 
respect. Previously, “[t]hat a method was new could make it 
more diffcult for the prisoner to meet his burden,” but it “did 
not foreclose the claim as a matter of law at the pleading stage.” 
954 F. 3d, at 1102. Bucklew, however, “superseded that reason-
ing.” 954 F. 3d, at 1102. In the Eighth Circuit's view, the nov-
elty of nitrogen gas as a method of execution now ruled it out as 
an alternative. See ibid. 

Johnson asked the Eighth Circuit to remand his case to the 
District Court so that he could amend his complaint in light of 
Bucklew's additional ruling that a suitable alternative method of 
execution need not be authorized in the State. On that point, 
however, the Eighth Circuit concluded that Bucklew did not “con-
stitut[e] an intervening change in law” warranting leave to amend. 
954 F. 3d, at 1103. Instead, the court determined that Johnson 
should have known, presumably when he fled his second amended 
complaint, that he needed to allege all possible alternative meth-
ods of execution “that he wished to pursue,” whether authorized 
in Missouri or not. Ibid. In support, the Eighth Circuit relied 
on McGehee v. Hutchinson, 854 F. 3d 488 (2017) (per curiam) (en 
banc), in which the court had “frst addressed” whether an alter-
native method of execution must be authorized by state law. 954 
F. 3d, at 1103. In a single sentence, and citing no prior Eighth 
Circuit precedent, McGehee declined to “say that an alternative 
method must be authorized by statute or ready to use immedi-
ately.” 854 F. 3d, at 493. 

As the Eighth Circuit acknowledged in Johnson's case, however, 
McGehee was decided several months “after Johnson fled his lat-

1 Indeed, just a few months after Johnson fled his second amended com-
plaint, and over a year before this Court decided Bucklew, this Court al-
lowed to stand a decision that denied an Eighth Amendment claim on the 
ground that “Alabama law does not expressly permit execution by fring 
squad, and so it cannot be a `known and available' alternative under 
Glossip.” Arthur v. Dunn, 580 U. S. 1141, 1142 (2017) (Sotomayor, J., dis-
senting from denial of certiorari). 
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est amended complaint.” 954 F. 3d, at 1103; see Second Amended 
Complaint in No. 2:15–cv–4237, ECF Doc. 41 (WD Mo.). Thus, it 
could not have settled the question whether an alternative method 
of execution must be authorized by state law when Johnson fled 
his operative complaint. Nevertheless, the Eighth Circuit at-
tempted to fip the script, arguing that no binding precedent for-
bade Johnson from pleading the fring squad prior to Bucklew. 
See 954 F. 3d, at 1103. Then, citing Bucklew's admonition that 
method-of-execution challenges should be resolved “ ̀ fairly and 
expeditiously,' ” the Eighth Circuit concluded that Johnson should 
not be allowed to amend his complaint. 954 F. 3d, at 1103 (quo-
ting 587 U. S., at 150). 

Johnson now petitions for a writ of certiorari. 

II 

The Federal Rules of Civil Procedure mandate that courts 
“should freely give leave [to amend] when justice so requires.” 
Rule 15(a)(2). This Rule refects the “ ̀ principle that the purpose 
of pleading is to facilitate a proper decision on the merits.' ” 
Foman v. Davis, 371 U. S. 178, 182 (1962). “If the underlying 
facts or circumstances relied upon by a plaintiff may be a proper 
subject of relief, he ought to be afforded an opportunity to test 
his claim on the merits.” Ibid. For that reason, denying leave 
to amend a potentially viable claim requires a “justifying reason,” 
such as “undue delay, bad faith[,] or dilatory motive on the part 
of the movant.” Ibid. Absent such a justifcation, denying leave 
to amend “is not an exercise of discretion; it is merely abuse of 
that discretion and inconsistent with the spirit of the Federal 
Rules.” Ibid. 

Johnson's claim plainly may be a proper subject of relief. On 
remand, the Eighth Circuit identifed just one defect in Johnson's 
allegations: On its reading of Bucklew, nitrogen gas was no longer 
a viable alternative method of execution. Any such defect can 
be corrected easily. Now that Bucklew has announced that alter-
native methods of execution need not be authorized by state law, 
Johnson is prepared to allege that he should be executed by fring 
squad. Unlike nitrogen gas, the fring squad has a long track 
record of successful use. See, e. g., Bucklew, 587 U. S., at 134 
(describing “traditionally accepted methods of execution[,] such 
as . . . the fring squad”). Missouri itself suggested the fring 
squad as an alternative to nitrogen gas during oral arguments in 
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Bucklew. See Tr. of Oral Arg. in Bucklew v. Precythe, O. T. 2018, 
No. 17–8151, p. 64 (“[I]f you really thought that he was going to 
suffer this excruciatingly, he has an option available. He can 
plead all kinds of alternative methods of execution that are not 
completely untested and completely unknown. . . . He can plead 
fring squad”). 

Because amendment would not be futile, there must be a special 
justifcation to deny Johnson leave to amend. The Eighth Circuit 
offered two: Johnson “had ample opportunity to allege any alter-
native method that he wished to pursue” prior to Bucklew, and 
giving him a chance to do so now would be inconsistent with this 
Court's instruction that “ ̀ method-of-execution challenges' ” should 
be “ ̀ resolved fairly and expeditiously.' ” 954 F. 3d, at 1103 (quo-
ting Bucklew, 587 U. S., at 150). 

The notion that Johnson had ample opportunity to allege the 
fring squad rests on a fawed assumption that Johnson should 
have anticipated Bucklew. Placing such an impossible burden on 
Johnson (a burden that even the Eighth Circuit failed to meet in 
2018) undermines the basic purpose of our pleading system. No-
tice pleading is designed to “give the defendant fair notice of what 
the claim is and the grounds upon which it rests.” Erickson v. 
Pardus, 551 U. S. 89, 93 (2007) (per curiam) (internal quotation 
marks and ellipsis omitted). It is not meant to be “ ̀ a game of 
skill in which one misstep' ” prevents a potentially meritorious 
claim from being heard. Foman, 371 U. S., at 181. Missouri has 
had ample notice of the basis for Johnson's claim, which fully 
satisfed the pleading standard prior to Bucklew, as the Eighth 
Circuit itself acknowledged. Johnson's only misstep was to plead 
an alternative method of execution that was both adequate under 
existing precedent and already legal in Missouri, rather than an 
alternative method of execution that was not authorized by state 
law but had been successfully used in the past elsewhere. Put 
simply, his only misstep was failing to predict Bucklew and ad-
dress it pre-emptively. He bears no fault for that. 

The Eighth Circuit suggested that its decision in McGehee put 
Johnson on notice that he could plead an unauthorized method of 
execution like the fring squad. See 954 F. 3d, at 1103. But 
McGehee was decided “after Johnson fled his latest amended com-
plaint,” and thus provided no advance notice. 954 F. 3d, at 1103. 
Even setting aside the timing of the decision, McGehee's one-
sentence comment that the Eighth Circuit declined to “say that 
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an alternative method must be authorized by statute,” 854 F. 3d, 
at 493, was beside the point for Johnson, who had properly alleged 
an alternative method of execution that was both authorized by 
statute and entirely adequate under Eighth Amendment prece-
dent at the time. Only after Bucklew did Johnson need to look 
beyond Missouri law for an alternative method of execution. He 
is entitled to an opportunity to do so, especially because he seeks 
to allege the very method of execution that Missouri suggested 
during oral arguments in Bucklew.2 

The Eighth Circuit's invocation of Bucklew's concern for fair 
and expeditious resolutions of claims does not justify its decision, 
either. Bucklew did not create an exception to the Federal Rules 
of Civil Procedure for method-of-execution claims. It certainly 
does not permit courts to ignore potentially meritorious claims 
for the sake of expediency. Bucklew sought only to guard against 
“attempts to use . . . challenges as tools to interpose unjustifed 
delay.” 587 U. S., at 150. 

There is no reason to think Johnson sought leave to amend as 
a delay tactic. The Eighth Circuit had already determined that 
Johnson plausibly alleged that executing him by lethal injection 
will cause serious pain. Bucklew suggested that plaintiffs in ex-
actly this situation should have little trouble identifying an avail-
able alternative. See id., at 140; id., at 153 (opinion of Kava-
naugh, J.) (“[A]n inmate who contends that a particular method 
of execution is very likely to cause him severe pain should ordi-
narily be able to plead some alternative method of execution that 
would signifcantly reduce the risk of severe pain”). Johnson 
seeks only to take Bucklew up on that promise. Denying him 
leave to amend his complaint under these circumstances renders 
this Court's words an empty gesture. 

* * * 

Think about what the Eighth Circuit has done in the interest 
of moving things along more quickly. Johnson has plausibly 

2 This is now the second time that Missouri has opposed an alternative 
method of execution that the State itself previously held out as an option. 
Johnson's prior alternative method of execution, nitrogen gas, was the very 
method that Missouri's Legislature had adopted as an alternative to lethal 
injection. This litigation strategy calls into question whether Missouri in-
tends to allow for any alternatives to its lethal injection protocol, even if 
pentobarbital will cause constitutionally intolerable pain. 
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pleaded that, if he is executed using pentobarbital, he will experi-
ence pain akin to torture. Those factual allegations must be ac-
cepted as true at this stage of the litigation. Yet despite the risk 
of severe pain rising to the level of cruel and unusual punishment, 
the Eighth Circuit has ensured that no court will ever review the 
evidence in support of Johnson's Eighth Amendment claim. 

Even if Johnson had full notice that he could have pleaded the 
fring squad before Bucklew (which he plainly did not), his deci-
sion to choose a different method of execution that was also au-
thorized by state law is no reason to deny him an opportunity to 
be heard and subject him to the serious pain he alleges. “There 
are higher values than ensuring that executions run on time.” 
Id., at 174 (Sotomayor, J., dissenting). The Eighth Amendment 
sets forth one: We should not countenance the infiction of cruel 
and unusual punishment simply for the sake of expediency. That 
is what the Eighth Circuit's decision has done. Because this 
Court chooses to stand idly by, I respectfully dissent. 

No. 20–951. Stewart, as Administrator of the Estate of 
Stewart, Deceased v. City of Euclid, Ohio, et al. C. A. 
6th Cir. Motions of Legal Scholars, Professor Seth Stoughton 
et al., and Institute for Justice for leave to fle briefs as amici 
curiae granted. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 970 F. 3d 
667. 

No. 20–1258. Ono Pharmaceutical Co., Ltd., et al. v. 
Dana-Farber Cancer Institute, Inc. C. A. Fed. Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Justice Breyer took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition. Reported below: 964 F. 3d 1365. 

No. 20–1322. Neely v. Boeing Co. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Justice Alito took no part in the consideration or deci-
sion of this petition. Reported below: 823 Fed. Appx. 494. 

No. 20–7527. Johnston v. McGinnis et al. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Barrett took no part in the consid-
eration or decision of this petition. 

No. 20–7545. Robinson v. Buesgen, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Barrett took no part in the consid-
eration or decision of this petition. 

No. 20–7851. Cruz v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Justice Sotomayor and Justice Kagan took no 
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part in the consideration or decision of this petition. Reported 
below: 826 Fed. Appx. 49. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 20–507. Mays, Warden v. Hines, 592 U. S. 385; 
No. 20–1007. Stewart v. RRL Holding Company of Ohio, 

LLC, et al., 592 U. S. 1352; 
No. 20–1035. In re Kimbrell, 592 U. S. 1351; 
No. 20–6177. Davis v. Goodyear Police Department 

et al., 592 U. S. 1183; 
No. 20–6295. Raively v. Whelihan, 592 U. S. 1310; 
No. 20–6483. Matuck v. United States, 592 U. S. 1223; 
No. 20–6547. McNees v. Michigan, 592 U. S. 1273; 
No. 20–6654. Romero v. Madden, Warden, 592 U. S. 1276; 
No. 20–6689. Kwong v. Cheswold (TL), LLC, et al., 592 

U. S. 1277; 
No. 20–6719. Jackson v. Williams, 592 U. S. 1354; 
No. 20–6856. Oden v. Turner, Warden, 592 U. S. 1282; 
No. 20–6931. Landreneau v. United States, 592 U. S. 1284; 
No. 20–6955. Skillings v. City of New York, New York, 

592 U. S. 1355; 
No. 20–7004. Mata v. Massachusetts Commission Against 

Discrimination, 592 U. S. 1324; and 
No. 20–7074. Nave v. Vanihel, Warden, 593 U. S. 916. Peti-

tions for rehearing denied. 

No. 20–426. Huntress et al. v. United States, 592 U. S. 
1171. Motion for leave to fle petition for rehearing denied. 

May 26, 2021 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. 20A161. Oklahoma v. Bosse. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. Ap-
plication to stay the mandate of the Court of Criminal Appeals 
of Oklahoma, case No. PCD–2019–124, presented to Justice Gor-
such, and by him referred to the Court, granted pending the 
timely fling and disposition of a petition for writ of certiorari. 
Should the petition for writ of certiorari be denied, this stay shall 
terminate automatically. In the event the petition for writ of 
certiorari is granted, the stay shall terminate upon issuance of 
the mandate of this Court. Justice Breyer, Justice Soto-
mayor, and Justice Kagan would deny the application. 
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Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 

No. 20–6400. Sanders v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
granted. Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case re-
manded for further consideration in light of Caniglia v. Strom, 
593 U. S. 194 (2021). Reported below: 956 F. 3d 534. 

Justice Kavanaugh, concurring. 

In this Fourth Amendment case, the Eighth Circuit relied on 
the “community caretaking” doctrine to uphold the warrantless 
entry into a home. This Court's recent decision in Caniglia v. 
Strom, 593 U. S. 194 (2021), rejected that doctrine as applied to 
homes. I therefore concur in the Court's decision to grant, va-
cate, and remand to the Eighth Circuit in light of Caniglia. As 
I will explain, however, the Eighth Circuit on remand may still 
consider whether to uphold the entry under this Court's long-
standing precedents allowing offcers to enter a home without 
a warrant when offcers reasonably believe that an occupant is 
threatened with serious injury. See, e. g., id., at 200 (Roberts, 
C. J., concurring); Brigham City v. Stuart, 547 U. S. 398 (2006). 

* * * 

This case arises out of a domestic disturbance that occurred in 
Dubuque, Iowa. On February 16, 2018, 11-year-old N. R. called 
her grandmother and said that N. R.'s mother, Karina LaFrancois, 
and Karina's boyfriend, Kenneth Sanders, were “ ̀ fghting really 
bad' ” and “ ̀ they need[ed] someone to come.' ” 956 F. 3d 534, 
537 (CA8 2020). The grandmother called 911 and relayed that 
information to the operator. The grandmother also told the oper-
ator that two other small children were in the home. 

When the Dubuque police offcers arrived at Karina's home 
shortly thereafter, one offcer saw N. R. through an upstairs win-
dow “ ̀ acting excited' ” and gesturing. Ibid. Karina then came 
out of the home to talk to the offcers. Karina had red marks on 
her face and neck and appeared visibly upset. The offcers asked 
to speak with her boyfriend Sanders, and Karina responded that 
she would have Sanders come outside. When Karina opened the 
door to get Sanders, the offcers heard a child crying inside. At 
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that point, the offcers entered the home. They found Sanders 
just inside the door and an infant in a nearby playpen. They 
then went upstairs and located N. R., who informed them that 
there was a gun downstairs and that she had heard Karina yell-
ing, “ ̀ Put the gun down! Put the gun down!' ” Id., at 538. 
N. R. also told the offcers that she had heard what she thought 
was Sanders choking Karina. The offcers then spoke with Kar-
ina, who told them that Sanders had a gun and that it could 
be in a couch on the frst foor. The offcers found the gun in 
the couch. 

Sanders later conditionally pled guilty in federal court to the 
federal offense of unlawfully possessing a frearm, preserving his 
right to appeal with respect to the offcers' warrantless entry into 
Karina's home. 

On appeal, the Eighth Circuit held that the offcers' entry was 
reasonable under the Fourth Amendment. The court relied on 
Circuit precedent recognizing a “community caretaking” doctrine 
that justifed certain warrantless entries into the home. The 
court explained that the offcers “reasonably believed an emer-
gency situation existed that required their immediate attention in 
the form of entering” Karina's “home to ensure that no one inside 
was injured or in danger.” Id., at 539. 

The Court today vacates and remands the Eighth Circuit's judg-
ment in light of Caniglia. In Caniglia, the Court held that there 
is no standalone “community caretaking” doctrine that allows 
warrantless entries into the home. See 593 U. S., at 199. Be-
cause the Eighth Circuit relied on just such a standalone “commu-
nity caretaking” doctrine, today's decision to vacate and remand 
for reconsideration in light of Caniglia is appropriate. 

To be clear, however, the fact that the Eighth Circuit used a 
now-erroneous label does not mean that the Eighth Circuit 
reached the wrong result. Caniglia did not disturb this Court's 
longstanding precedents that allow warrantless entries into a 
home in certain circumstances. See id., at 200 (Roberts, C. J., 
concurring). Of particular relevance here, the Court has long 
said that police offcers may enter a home without a warrant if 
they have an “objectively reasonable basis for believing that an 
occupant” is “seriously injured or threatened with such injury.” 
Brigham City, 547 U. S., at 400, 403. On remand, the Eighth 
Circuit will be able to consider precedents such as Brigham City. 

With those comments, I concur in the Court's decision to grant, 
vacate, and remand. 
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Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 20A144. DeBenedetto v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas 
Department of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institu-
tions Division. Application for certifcate of appealability, ad-
dressed to Justice Sotomayor and referred to the Court, 
denied. 

No. 20M69. Dwyer v. United States Court of Appeals 
for the Fifth Circuit. Motion for leave to fle petition for 
writ of certiorari under seal with redacted copies for the public 
record denied. 

No. 20M80. Allen v. Parris, Warden. Motion to direct the 
Clerk to fle petition for writ of certiorari out of time denied. 

No. 20M81. Arizona et al. v. City and County of San 
Francisco, California, et al. Movants in this matter have 
sought leave to intervene in this Court. They have also indicated 
their intention to fle a petition for writ of certiorari respecting 
the denial of their motion for leave to intervene in the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. Motion for leave 
to intervene in this Court is hereby held in abeyance pending the 
timely fling and disposition of the petition for writ of certiorari 
respecting the denial of intervention below. 

No. 20M82. Brooks v. Agate Resources, Inc. Motion of 
respondent for leave to fle petition for writ of certiorari under 
seal with redacted copies for the public record granted. 

No. 20M83. Duran-Gomez v. United States. Motion for 
leave to fle petition for writ of certiorari under seal with redacted 
copies for the public record granted. 

No. 142, Orig. Florida v. Georgia. The Honorable Paul J. 
Kelly, Jr., of Santa Fe, N. M., the Special Master in this case, is 
hereby discharged with the thanks of the Court. [For earlier 
decision herein, see, e. g., 592 U. S. 433.] 

No. 20–7366. In re Alexander. Motion of petitioner for re-
consideration of order denying leave to proceed in forma pau-
peris [592 U. S. 1350] denied. 

No. 20–1365. In re Kuigoua; and 
No. 20–7660. In re Sulzner. Petitions for writs of manda-

mus denied. 
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Certiorari Granted 

No. 20–915. Unicolors, Inc. v. H&M Hennes & Mauritz, 
L. P. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted limited to Question 1 
presented by the petition. Reported below: 959 F. 3d 1194. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 20–578. Hedger et al. v. Graves. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 810 Fed. Appx. 414. 

No. 20–885. Next Energy, LLC v. Illinois Department of 
Natural Resources. App. Ct. Ill., 5th Dist. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 2020 IL App (5th) 180582–U. 

No. 20–1044. Saul, Commissioner of Social Security v. 
Ramsey et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 973 F. 3d 537. 

No. 20–1318. Shack v. NBC Universal Media, LLC, et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1325. Perkins v. Lipscombe, Judge, County Court 
at Law No. 3, Travis County, Texas, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1336. Quinette v. Reed et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 805 Fed. Appx. 696. 

No. 20–1347. Zecena-Valdez v. Nevada. Sup. Ct. Nev. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 136 Nev. 897, 462 P. 3d 1231. 

No. 20–1348. True Harmony et al. v. United States Dis-
trict Court for the Central District of California. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1353. Thomas v. Abebe et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 833 Fed. Appx. 551. 

No. 20–1358. Armstrong v. United States Court of Ap-
peals for the Fourth Circuit. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–1367. Spruill v. Braggs, Warden. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 829 Fed. Appx. 308. 

No. 20–1380. Security People, Inc. v. Hirshfeld, Acting 
Under Secretary of Commerce for Intellectual Prop-
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erty and Director, United States Patent and Trademark 
Ofce, et al. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 971 F. 3d 1355. 

No. 20–1397. Li Wang v. Garland, Attorney General. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 830 Fed. 
Appx. 927. 

No. 20–1398. Katz v. Saul, Commissioner of Social Secu-
rity. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 798 
Fed. Appx. 734. 

No. 20–1404. Garrett v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 820 Fed. Appx. 275. 

No. 20–1407. Al-Saadoon et al. v. Garland, Attorney 
General, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 973 F. 3d 794. 

No. 20–1413. Brown v. Federal National Mortgage Asso-
ciation. App. Ct. Mass. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
97 Mass. App. 1103, 140 N. E. 3d 955. 

No. 20–1437. Optimum Services, Inc. v. Haaland, Secre-
tary of the Interior. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 829 Fed. Appx. 527. 

No. 20–1440. Anaya v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
976 F. 3d 545. 

No. 20–1446. LaCourse, Individually and as Personal 
Representative of the Estate of LaCourse, Lieutenant 
Colonel, USAF (Ret.) v. PAE Worldwide Inc. et al. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 980 F. 3d 1350. 

No. 20–1464. Joshi v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 832 Fed. Appx. 921. 

No. 20–1488. Brook v. McCormley et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 837 Fed. Appx. 433. 

No. 20–1503. Laity v. Harris. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–1528. Wilson, aka Rashid v. United States. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 828 Fed. Appx. 414. 
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No. 20–1546. Bellower Unied School District v. Lua 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 832 
Fed. Appx. 493. 

No. 20–1547. Broidy Capital Management, LLC, et al. v. 
State of Qatar. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 982 F. 3d 582. 

No. 20–6049. Gonzalez-Ferretiz v. United States. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 813 Fed. Appx. 837. 

No. 20–6066. Segura-Virgen v. United States. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 799 Fed. Appx. 214. 

No. 20–6684. Silveria v. California; and 
No. 20–7252. Travis v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Certio-

rari denied. Reported below: 10 Cal. 5th 195, 471 P. 3d 412. 

No. 20–6802. Jones v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 969 F. 3d 192. 

No. 20–6946. Cashin v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 822 Fed. Appx. 378. 

No. 20–6947. Cave v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 299 So. 3d 352. 

No. 20–7005. King v. Kendall, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 806 Fed. Appx. 242. 

No. 20–7116. Del Pino Allen v. Board of Trustees of 
Miami Dade College. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 3d Dist. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 308 So. 3d 122. 

No. 20–7214. Patrick v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 302 So. 3d 734. 

No. 20–7238. Garcia v. Mississippi. Sup. Ct. Miss. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 300 So. 3d 945. 

No. 20–7251. Williams v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7353. Sharipoff v. Persson, Superintendent, 
Coffee Creek Correctional Institution. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7559. Oxendine-Taylor v. Eastern Band of Cher-
okee Indians, Council. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 829 Fed. Appx. 672. 
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No. 20–7560. Morris v. Cate et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 826 Fed. Appx. 296. 

No. 20–7568. Coffey v. South Carolina. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7571. Fulgham v. Crow, Director, Oklahoma De-
partment of Corrections. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 838 Fed. Appx. 355. 

No. 20–7576. Rodriguez v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7577. Stucks v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 1st 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 306 So. 3d 373. 

No. 20–7578. Spataru v. Ramsay et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7579. Phillips v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7581. Hernandez v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 3d 
Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7583. Hild v. Colorado. Ct. App. Colo. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–7588. Gay v. Shinn, Director, Arizona Department 
of Corrections, Rehabilitation and Reentry. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7590. Parker v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7595. Thomas v. Stanson et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 816 Fed. Appx. 885. 

No. 20–7596. Ware v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7600. Navarro v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. 
Dist., Div. 4. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7602. Rodriguez v. Klemm et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 827 Fed. Appx. 173. 
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No. 20–7606. Ajjahnon v. St. Joseph’s University Medical 
Center et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 840 Fed. Appx. 667. 

No. 20–7616. Thomas v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 968 
F. 3d 352. 

No. 20–7620. Moret v. Garrett et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7671. Johnson v. Schmidt, Attorney General of 
Kansas, et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 838 Fed. Appx. 319. 

No. 20–7676. Richards v. Vannoy, Warden. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7757. Toliver v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 1st 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 294 So. 3d 428. 

No. 20–7810. Prophet v. Terry, Acting Warden. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 825 Fed. Appx. 139. 

No. 20–7839. Ford v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 821 Fed. Appx. 742. 

No. 20–7845. Minaya v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 841 Fed. Appx. 301. 

No. 20–7856. Ayala v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 991 F. 3d 323. 

No. 20–7872. Morton v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 843 Fed. Appx. 699. 

No. 20–7876. Tillery v. Vannoy, Warden. Ct. App. La., 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7884. Melendez-Davila v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 836 Fed. Appx. 282. 

No. 20–7888. Ross v. Shelton et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 20–7890. Spencer et al. v. United States. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 20–7904. Simmons v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 814 Fed. Appx. 534. 

No. 20–7906. Silva v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7910. Aybar-Ulloa v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 987 F. 3d 1. 

No. 20–7914. Williams v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 836 Fed. Appx. 310. 

No. 20–7917. Lowell et al. v. Vermont Department for 
Children and Families et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 835 Fed. Appx. 637. 

No. 20–7939. Jones v. United States District Court for 
the Middle District of Tennessee. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 20–7948. Baker v. Oregon Department of Correc-
tions et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 829 Fed. Appx. 800. 

No. 20–1223. Johnson & Johnson et al. v. Ingham et al. 
Ct. App. Mo., Eastern Dist. Certiorari denied. Justice Alito 
and Justice Kavanaugh took no part in the consideration or 
decision of this petition. Reported below: 608 S. W. 3d 663. 

No. 20–1493. Nichols v. Wayne County, Michigan, et al. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Motion of Restore the Fourth, Inc., for leave to 
fle brief as amicus curiae granted. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 822 Fed. Appx. 445. 

No. 20–7574. Rymer v. United States Court of Appeals 
for the Seventh Circuit. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Justice Barrett took no part in the consideration or decision 
of this petition. 

No. 20–7887. Spells v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Justice Sotomayor took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition. Reported below: 833 Fed. 
Appx. 890. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 20–1023. Coulter v. Ignelzi et al., 592 U. S. 1352; 
No. 20–1342. In re Radcliff, 593 U. S. 925; 
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No. 20–6357. Cook v. Appellate Division of the Superior 
Court of California, Los Angeles, 592 U. S. 1221; 

No. 20–6965. Miller v. Dunn, 593 U. S. 915; 
No. 20–7009. Reed v. Toole, Warden, et al., 592 U. S. 

1324; and 
No. 20–7399. Clancy v. Austin, Secretary of Defense, 

593 U. S. 918. Petitions for rehearing denied. 

No. 20–656. Kinghorn et al. v. United States, 592 U. S. 
1176; and 

No. 20–6677. In re Wright, 592 U. S. 1234. Motions for 
leave to fle petitions for rehearing denied. 

No. 20–955. Newhouse, Administratrix of the Estate of 
Newhouse v. Ethicon, Inc., et al., 592 U. S. 1343. Petition 
for rehearing denied. Justice Alito took no part in the consid-
eration or decision of this petition. 

June 3, 2021 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 20–1010. Rranxburgaj v. Mayorkas, Secretary of 
Homeland Security, et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari dis-
missed under this Court's Rule 46. Reported below: 825 Fed. 
Appx. 278. 

June 7, 2021 

Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 

No. 20–896. Graham v. Barnette et al. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case remanded for fur-
ther consideration in light of Caniglia v. Strom, 593 U. S. 194 
(2021). Reported below: 970 F. 3d 1075. 

Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 20–8009. Calhoun v. Pennsylvania et al. C. A. 3d 
Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 20M84. Rose v. Sununu, Governor of New Hamp-
shire, et al.; 

No. 20M85. Toliver v. Inch, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections; and 
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No. 20M86. Zavalidroga v. Hester et al. Motions to di-
rect the Clerk to fle petitions for writs of certiorari out of time 
denied. 

No. 20M87. L. C. v. S. C. et al. Motion for leave to fle 
petition for writ of certiorari under seal with redacted copies for 
the public record granted. 

No. 20M88. Doe v. United States. Motion for leave to fle 
petition for writ of certiorari with supplemental appendix under 
seal granted. 

No. 20–480. Babcock v. Saul, Commissioner of Social Se-
curity. C. A. 6th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 592 U. S. 1302.] 
Motion of petitioner to dispense with printing joint appendix 
granted. 

No. 20–7994. In re Scott; and 
No. 20–8044. In re Annamalai. Petitions for writs of ha-

beas corpus denied. 

No. 20–1387. In re Arunachalam. Petition for writ of man-
damus denied. The Chief Justice took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition. 

No. 20–7650. In re Zou. Petition for writ of prohibition 
denied. 

Certiorari Granted 

No. 20–828. Federal Bureau of Investigation et al. v. 
Fazaga et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported 
below: 965 F. 3d 1015. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 20–1019. Thompson v. Marietta Education Assn. 
et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 972 
F. 3d 809. 

No. 20–1062. Bennett v. Washington. Ct. App. Wash. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 13 Wash. App. 2d 1114. 

No. 20–1093. Just Energy Marketing Corp. et al. v. 
Hurt, Individually and on Behalf of All Others Simi-
larly Situated, et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 973 F. 3d 509. 
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No. 20–1148. Sellers v. McDonough, Secretary of Veter-
ans Affairs. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 965 F. 3d 1328. 

No. 20–1195. Kansas Natural Resource Coalition v. De-
partment of the Interior et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 971 F. 3d 1222. 

No. 20–1197. Clemons v. Dunn, Commissioner, Alabama 
Department of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 967 F. 3d 1231. 

No. 20–1210. Seneca County, New York v. Cayuga Indian 
Nation of New York. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 978 F. 3d 829. 

No. 20–1220. Comcast Cable Communications, LLC v. 
Promptu Systems Corp. et al. (two judgments). C. A. Fed. 
Cir. Reported below: 838 Fed. Appx. 551 (second judgment) and 
555 (frst judgment). Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1372. Chambers v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 13th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1384. Everett v. Cobb County, Georgia, et al. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 823 Fed. 
Appx. 888. 

No. 20–1386. Eisele v. Estate of Smith. Sup. Ct. N. H. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1399. Capul et al. v. City of New York, New 
York, et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
832 Fed. Appx. 766. 

No. 20–1403. Hernandez v. Excel Contractors, Inc. Ct. 
App. La., 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2019– 
1058 (La. App. 1 Cir. 5/11/20), 304 So. 3d 74. 

No. 20–1406. Armstrong v. North Carolina et al. Sup. 
Ct. N. C. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 376 N. C. 886, 854 
S. E. 2d 805. 

No. 20–1433. Aguilar-Molina v. Garland, Attorney Gen-
eral. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1454. Rukoro et al. v. Federal Republic of Ger-
many. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 976 
F. 3d 218. 
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No. 20–1467. Varco v. Superior Court of the District of 
Columbia et al. Ct. App. D. C. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1512. Dacanay v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 2d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2020 IL App (2d) 190533–U. 

No. 20–1517. Fast 101 Pty. Ltd. v. Citigroup Inc. et al. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 834 Fed. 
Appx. 591. 

No. 20–1554. Citizens Against Corporate Crime, LLC v. 
Lennar Corp. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 834 Fed. Appx. 747. 

No. 20–1565. Mitchan v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 137. 

No. 20–1576. 145 Fisk, LLC v. Nicklas. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 986 F. 3d 759. 

No. 20–6399. Jones v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 814 Fed. Appx. 553. 

No. 20–6794. Guevara Salamanca v. United States. C. A. 
6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 821 Fed. Appx. 584. 

No. 20–7101. Billings v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 829 Fed. Appx. 461. 

No. 20–7162. Aguilar et al. v. Specialized Loan Servic-
ing, LLC, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7185. Esposito v. Ford, Warden. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 818 Fed. Appx. 962. 

No. 20–7282. Malloy v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7284. Curry v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 833 Fed. Appx. 328. 

No. 20–7285. Collins v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 836 Fed. Appx. 842. 

No. 20–7286. Davis v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 828 Fed. Appx. 698. 

No. 20–7287. Cius v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 465. 
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No. 20–7304. Ivers v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 967 F. 3d 709. 

No. 20–7326. Valentine v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7330. Lloyd v. Hutchinson, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 822 Fed. Appx. 245. 

No. 20–7341. Coddington v. Farris, Warden. C. A. 10th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 959 F. 3d 947. 

No. 20–7348. Ybarra v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 827 Fed. Appx. 896. 

No. 20–7359. Gagarin v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 950 F. 3d 596. 

No. 20–7536. Coleman v. Bradshaw, Warden. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 974 F. 3d 710. 

No. 20–7601. Smith v. New Jersey Bureau of Securities. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7605. Martinez v. Arizona. Super. Ct. Ariz., Pima 
County. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7613. Womack v. Oxley. Sup. Ct. N. C. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–7627. Shabani v. City of Madison, Wisconsin, 
et al. (Reported below: 828 Fed. Appx. 330); Shabani v. Wis-
consin et al.; and Shabani v. Kalka et al. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7630. Madlock v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7631. Thompson v. JPMorgan Chase Bank, N. A., 
et al. Ct. App. Cal., 1st App. Dist., Div. 3. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7638. Gomez v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7642. Fetzer v. Harris, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Children and Families, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 20–7643. Faison v. Wetzel, Secretary, Pennsylvania 
Department of Corrections, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 20–7646. Gatson v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 813 
Fed. Appx. 980. 

No. 20–7651. Curiel v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 6th App. 
Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7653. Denton v. Davids, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7654. Douglas v. State Bar of California. Sup. 
Ct. Cal. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7658. Rice v. Vanihel, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7662. Luevano v. Yeakel, Judge, United States 
District Court for the Western District of Texas, et al. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7665. Dillbeck v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 304 So. 3d 286. 

No. 20–7666. Ponder v. Inch, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7669. Jackson v. Alabama. Ct. Crim. App. Ala. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7670. Dean v. Workers’ Compensation Appeals 
Board et al. Ct. App. Cal., 4th App. Dist., Div. 2. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–7682. Barnes v. Salinas Superior Court Judge. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7685. Heard v. Perry, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7690. Winzer v. Vannoy, Warden. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7696. Ardaneh v. United States et al. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 20–7718. Pierre v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2020–01107 (La. 12/8/20), 305 So. 3d 849. 

No. 20–7720. Thomas v. Inch, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–7724. Wilson v. Ndoh, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 840 Fed. Appx. 947. 

No. 20–7740. Vickers v. Diggs, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 837 Fed. Appx. 999. 

No. 20–7741. Wen Dong Zhao v. Department of State. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 776 Fed. 
Appx. 733. 

No. 20–7747. Patel v. Robinson et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7756. Tademy v. Colorado. Ct. App. Colo. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 20–7759. Williams v. Payne, Director, Arkansas Divi-
sion of Correction. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7760. Worthington v. Ofce of National Drug 
Control Policy et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7762. Biner Ma v. CVS Pharmacy, Inc., et al. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 833 Fed. 
Appx. 10. 

No. 20–7766. Davis v. Reagle, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7771. Bator v. Nilsson et al. Ct. App. Cal., 3d App. 
Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7781. Gould v. Bess et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 832 Fed. Appx. 227. 

No. 20–7787. Millsap v. Payne, Director, Arkansas Divi-
sion of Correction. Sup. Ct. Ark. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 2020 Ark. 401, 611 S. W. 3d 479. 

No. 20–7809. Miller v. Radtke, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 20–7849. Lopez v. United States et al. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 823 Fed. Appx. 34. 

No. 20–7854. Olson v. Olson. Ct. App. N. Y. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 35 N. Y. 3d 965, 147 N. E. 3d 1163. 

No. 20–7869. Torres v. Blackstone Group. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 836 Fed. Appx. 49. 

No. 20–7873. McBride v. Zatecky, Superintendent, Pen-
dleton Correctional Facility. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–7898. Ridley v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–7912. Gomez-Gomez v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 841 Fed. Appx. 2. 

No. 20–7913. Wims v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 836 Fed. Appx. 793. 

No. 20–7931. Segura-Resendez v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 812 Fed. Appx. 283. 

No. 20–7936. Ponce-Ulloa v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 835 Fed. Appx. 227. 

No. 20–7937. Loggins v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 966 F. 3d 891. 

No. 20–7940. Elbeblawy v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 839 Fed. Appx. 398. 

No. 20–7941. Onick v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 830 Fed. Appx. 442. 

No. 20–7944. Bobal v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 981 F. 3d 971. 

No. 20–7945. Arnaud v. Vannoy, Warden. Ct. App. La., 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7946. Biron v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7950. Serrano-Perez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 830 Fed. Appx. 457. 
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No. 20–7956. Montalvo v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 836 Fed. Appx. 300. 

No. 20–7959. Connerton v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 843 Fed. Appx. 417. 

No. 20–7961. Olmeda v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 837 Fed. Appx. 52. 

No. 20–7964. Riley v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 122. 

No. 20–7969. Agustin-Pineda v. United States. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 830 Fed. Appx. 839. 

No. 20–7970. Glenn v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 839 Fed. Appx. 376. 

No. 20–7973. Nunley v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 119. 

No. 20–7976. Thomas v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 816 Fed. Appx. 839. 

No. 20–7981. Nivens v. Morgan, Warden, et al. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 75. 

No. 20–7991. Contreras-Figueroa, aka Contreras v. 
United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 826 Fed. Appx. 652. 

No. 20–8008. Conn v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–8011. Webb v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 842 Fed. Appx. 946. 

No. 20–8014. Baez v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 983 F. 3d 1029. 

No. 20–8018. Tisdale v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 980 F. 3d 1089. 

No. 20–8024. Biron v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–850. Big Time Vapes, Inc., et al. v. Food and Drug 
Administration et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Motion of 19 National 
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and State Electronic Nicotine Delivery System Product Advocacy 
Associations for leave to fle brief as amici curiae granted. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 963 F. 3d 436. 

No. 20–928. National Coalition For Men et al. v. Selec-
tive Service System et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 969 F. 3d 546. 

Statement of Justice Sotomayor, with whom Justice 
Breyer and Justice Kavanaugh join, respecting the denial of 
certiorari. 

The Fifth Amendment to the United States Constitution pro-
hibits the Federal Government from discriminating on the basis 
of sex absent an “ ̀ exceedingly persuasive justifcation.' ” Ses-
sions v. Morales-Santana, 582 U. S. 47, 58 (2017) (quoting United 
States v. Virginia, 518 U. S. 515, 531 (1996)); see Califano v. West-
cott, 443 U. S. 76 (1979); Califano v. Goldfarb, 430 U. S. 199 (1977); 
Weinberger v. Wiesenfeld, 420 U. S. 636 (1975); Frontiero v. Rich-
ardson, 411 U. S. 677 (1973). Cf. Bolling v. Sharpe, 347 U. S. 497 
(1954). The Military Selective Service Act requires men, and 
only men, however, to register for the draft upon turning 18. 
See 85 Stat. 353, 50 U. S. C. § 3802(a). In Rostker v. Goldberg, 
453 U. S. 57 (1981), this Court upheld the Act's gender-based reg-
istration requirement against an equal protection challenge, citing 
the fact that women were “excluded from combat” roles and hence 
“would not be needed in the event of a draft.” Id., at 77. 

The role of women in the military has changed dramatically 
since then. Beginning in 1991, thousands of women have served 
with distinction in a wide range of combat roles, from operating 
military aircraft and naval vessels to participating in boots-on-
the-ground infantry missions. See Brief for Modern Military As-
sociation of America et al. as Amici Curiae 11–18. Women have 
become Army Rangers and been awarded the Green Beret, and 
a woman has recently completed the Navy's demanding assess-
ment and selection process to qualify for SEAL training. See 
Brief for General Michael Hayden et al. as Amici Curiae 11–13. 
As of 2015, there are no longer any positions in the United States 
Armed Forces closed to women. See Memorandum from Secre-
tary of Defense to Secretaries of the Military Departments et al. 
Re: Implementation Guidance for the Full Integration of Women 
in the Armed Forces 1 (Dec. 3, 2015). Petitioners ask the Court 
to overrule Rostker in light of these developments. 
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Petitioners, however, are not the only ones asking whether a 
male-only registration requirement can be reconciled with the role 
women can, and already do, play in the modern military. In 2016, 
Congress created the National Commission on Military, National, 
and Public Service (NCMNPS) and tasked it with studying 
whether Selective Service registration should be conducted “re-
gardless of sex.” National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 2017, §§ 551(a), 555(c)(2)(A), 130 Stat. 2130, 2135. 

On March 25, 2020, the Commission released its fnal report, 
in which it recommended “eliminat[ing] male-only registration.” 
Inspired to Serve: The Final Report of the [NCMNPS] 111. 
Among other things, the Commission found that “[m]ale-only reg-
istration sends a message to women not only that they are not 
vital to the defense of the country but also that they are not 
expected to participate in defending it.” Id., at 118. Just a few 
months ago, the Senate Armed Services Committee held a hearing 
on the report, where Chairman Jack Reed expressed his “hope” 
that a gender-neutral registration requirement will be “incorpo-
rated into the next national defense bill.” Tr. of Hearing on 
Final Recommendations and Report of the [NCMNPS] before the 
Senate Committee on Armed Services, 117th Cong., 1st Sess., 21 
(Mar. 11, 2021). 

It remains to be seen, of course, whether Congress will end 
gender-based registration under the Military Selective Service 
Act. But at least for now, the Court's longstanding deference to 
Congress on matters of national defense and military affairs cau-
tions against granting review while Congress actively weighs the 
issue. I agree with the Court's decision to deny the petition for 
a writ of certiorari. 

No. 20–1305. Douglas J. Holdings, Inc., et al. v. Eberline 
et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Motion of American Association of Cosme-
tology Schools for leave to fle brief as amicus curiae granted. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 982 F. 3d 1006. 

No. 20–1373. Cole v. Wake County Board of Education. 
C. A. 4th Cir. Motion of Constitutional Accountability Center for 
leave to fle brief as amicus curiae granted. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 834 Fed. Appx. 820. 

No. 20–1381. Fox et al. v. Summers. Sup. Ct. Ohio. Mo-
tions of Buckeye State Sheriffs' Association, Legal Momentum 
et al., and Ohio Prosecuting Attorneys Association for leave 
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to fle briefs as amici curiae granted. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 163 Ohio St. 3d 217, 2020-Ohio-5585, 169 N. E. 
3d 625. 

No. 20–1563. Rashid v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Justice Alito took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. 

No. 20–7668. Weidrick v. Biden, President of the United 
States, et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari before judgment 
denied. 

No. 20–7966. Rudzavice v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition. Reported below: 831 Fed. 
Appx. 731. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 20–938. Walker et al. v. Deutsche Bank National 
Trust Co., as Trustee for Harborview Mortgage Loan 
Trust Mortgage Loan Pass-Through Certicates, Series 
2007–6, 592 U. S. 1318; 

No. 20–1321. Lee v. United States, 593 U. S. 930; 
No. 20–1361. Heisler, Individually and as the Execu-

trix of the Succession of Heisler v. Girod LoanCo, LLC 
(three judgments), 593 U. S. 964; 

No. 20–5817. Lewis v. Decker et al., 592 U. S. 1128; 
No. 20–6385. Devers v. Nebraska, 592 U. S. 1237; 
No. 20–6404. Liggins v. Vashaw, Warden, 592 U. S. 1237; 
No. 20–6614. Jarvis v. Leggett et al., 592 U. S. 1274; 
No. 20–6839. Townsend v. Taylor, Superintendent, East-

ern Oregon Correctional Institution, 592 U. S. 1282; 
No. 20–6847. Torres v. Livingston et al., 592 U. S. 1322; 
No. 20–6981. Walter v. Texas, 592 U. S. 1355; 
No. 20–7117. Troy-McKoy v. Mount Sinai Beth Israel, 593 

U. S. 931; 
No. 20–7141. Brown v. United States, 592 U. S. 1327; 
No. 20–7321. Douglas v. Superior Court of California, 

Los Angeles County, 593 U. S. 977; 
No. 20–7389. Udoh v. Dooley, Warden, 593 U. S. 918; and 
No. 20–7390. Udoh v. Knutson, Warden, 593 U. S. 918. Pe-

titions for rehearing denied. 
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June 10, 2021 

Dismissals Under Rule 46 

No. 20–1339. Sowinski v. California Air Resources 
Board. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari dismissed under this Court's 
Rule 46.1. Reported below: 971 F. 3d 1371. 

No. 20–1509. Timbes v. Deutsche Bank National Trust 
Co., as Indenture Trustee. Super. Ct. Glynn County, Ga. 
Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46. 

June 14, 2021 

Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 

No. 19–1116. LinkedIn Corp. v. hiQ Labs, Inc. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Motion of Electronic Privacy Information Center for leave 
to fle brief as amicus curiae granted. Certiorari granted, judg-
ment vacated, and case remanded for further consideration in 
light of Van Buren v. United States, 593 U. S. 374 (2021). Re-
ported below: 938 F. 3d 985. 

No. 20–1250. Mauricio-Benitez, aka Sanchez-Farjardo v. 
Garland, Attorney General. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari 
granted, judgment vacated, and case remanded for further consid-
eration in light of Niz-Chavez v. Garland, 593 U. S. 155 (2021). 
Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 120. 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. D–3068. In re Blatt. Stuart Richard Blatt, of Boca 
Raton, Fla., having requested to resign as a member of the Bar 
of this Court, it is ordered that his name be stricken from the 
roll of attorneys admitted to the practice of law before this Court. 
The rule to show cause, issued on March 29, 2001, [592 U. S. 
1349] is discharged. 

No. 20M89. Smith v. Tehama County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment et al. Motion to direct the Clerk to fle petition for writ 
of certiorari out of time denied. 

No. 20M90. Whitehead v. Paramount Pictures Corp. 
et al. Motion for leave to proceed as a veteran denied. Jus-
tice Kavanaugh took no part in the consideration or decision of 
this motion. 
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No. 20M91. Murphy v. Citigroup Global Markets, Inc., 
et al. Motion for leave to fle petition for writ of certiorari with 
supplemental appendix under seal granted. 

No. 20M92. Marques v. JPMorgan Chase, N. A. Motion for 
leave to fle petition for writ of certiorari under seal with redacted 
copies for the public record denied. 

No. 20–1199. Students for Fair Admissions, Inc. v. Presi-
dent and Fellows of Harvard College. C. A. 1st Cir. The 
Acting Solicitor General is invited to fle a brief in this case 
expressing the views of the United States. 

No. 20–7266. Martin v. Capron et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis [593 U. S. 910] denied. Justice Bar-
rett took no part in the consideration or decision of this motion. 

No. 20–7715. In re DeCaro. Motion of petitioner for recon-
sideration of order denying leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
[593 U. S. 972] denied. 

No. 20–8067. In re Ybarra. Petition for writ of habeas cor-
pus denied. 

No. 20–7817. In re Bennett. Petition for writ of prohibi-
tion denied. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 20–575. Royal Truck & Trailer Sales and Service, 
Inc. v. Kraft et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 974 F. 3d 756. 

No. 20–911. Jackson v. Hudson, Warden. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 822 Fed. Appx. 821. 

No. 20–925. Afework v. Babbitt et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 816 Fed. Appx. 111. 

No. 20–939. Wilcox v. Lyons et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 970 F. 3d 452. 

No. 20–1100. Rodriguez et al. v. Newsom, Governor of 
California, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 974 F. 3d 998. 
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No. 20–1161. Kosinski v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 976 F. 3d 135. 

No. 20–1207. Balbuena v. Cates, Acting Warden. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 980 F. 3d 619. 

No. 20–1224. O’Reilly Auto Enterprises, LLC, dba O’Re-
illy Auto Parts v. Bell. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 972 F. 3d 21. 

No. 20–1238. Garcia-Diaz v. Garland, Attorney General. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1241. Miselis v. United States; and 
No. 20–7377. Daley v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-

tiorari denied. Reported below: 972 F. 3d 518. 

No. 20–1252. Simoni v. Jersey Shore University Medical 
Center et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 835 Fed. Appx. 660. 

No. 20–1302. McWhorter v. Dunn, Commissioner, Ala-
bama Department of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 824 Fed. Appx. 773. 

No. 20–1383. Diamond et al. v. Pennsylvania State Edu-
cation Assn. et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 972 F. 3d 262. 

No. 20–1405. Farag v. Waqas. App. Ct. Ill., 2d Dist. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2020 IL App (2d) 200284–U. 

No. 20–1412. NetSoc, LLC v. Match Group, LLC, et al. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 838 Fed. 
Appx. 544. 

No. 20–1415. Moon v. Moon et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 833 Fed. Appx. 876. 

No. 20–1417. Estivill et ux. v. Von Kahle. Dist. Ct. App. 
Fla., 3d Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 303 So. 3d 
540. 

No. 20–1420. Roadie, Inc. v. Baggage Airline Guest Serv-
ices, Inc. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
828 Fed. Appx. 721. 
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No. 20–1424. ACE American Insurance Co. et al. v. MSP 
Recovery Claims, Series LLC. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 974 F. 3d 1305. 

No. 20–1435. Galvan v. Nationstar Mortgage, LLC. Ct. 
App. Nev. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 136 Nev. 810, 466 
P. 3d 948. 

No. 20–1436. Foust v. Lawrence Brothers, Inc., et al. 
Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1450. Murphy v. Blalock, as Executrix of the 
Estate of Murphy-Wallace. Ct. App. Tenn. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–1469. Zavala de Gomez et al. v. Garland, Attor-
ney General. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 835 Fed. Appx. 931. 

No. 20–1485. Crossett v. Emmet County, Michigan, et al. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1487. Gilbert et al. v. Weahkee, Rear Admiral, 
et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 830 
Fed. Appx. 496. 

No. 20–1489. Baldwin v. Seida et al. Ct. App. Ore. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 303 Ore. App. 363, 460 P. 3d 556. 

No. 20–1490. Marez v. Allison, Secretary, California De-
partment of Corrections and Rehabilitation. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1513. Patel v. Trump Corp. et al. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–1534. Doughty et al. v. State Employees’ Associa-
tion of New Hampshire, SEIU Local 1984, CTW, CLC. C. A. 
1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 981 F. 3d 128. 

No. 20–1548. Fridman v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 974 F. 3d 163. 

No. 20–1557. Anand v. Commissioner of Internal Reve-
nue. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 851 
Fed. Appx. 247. 
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No. 20–1568. Miller v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–1571. Raymond et al. v. United States. C. A. 2d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 980 F. 3d 30. 

No. 20–1578. Graven v. Arizona. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 342. 

No. 20–1581. Arciero v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 835 Fed. Appx. 196. 

No. 20–1586. McGowan v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 816 Fed. Appx. 387. 

No. 20–1593. Sanders v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 834 Fed. Appx. 742. 

No. 20–1600. Sae Han Sheet Co., Ltd. v. Eastman Per-
formance Films, LLC. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 829 Fed. Appx. 601. 

No. 20–1619. Expensify, Inc. v. White. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 268. 

No. 20–6731. Francis v. Massachusetts. Sup. Jud. Ct. 
Mass. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 485 Mass. 86, 147 
N. E. 3d 491. 

No. 20–6905. May-Shaw v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 955 F. 3d 563. 

No. 20–7083. Brown v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7188. Marion v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 821 Fed. Appx. 264. 

No. 20–7198. Bradley v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 969 F. 3d 585. 

No. 20–7207. Gordillo-Escandon v. United States. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 832 Fed. Appx. 158. 

No. 20–7355. Reed v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 972 F. 3d 946. 

No. 20–7368. Hooks v. Atoki et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 983 F. 3d 1193. 
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No. 20–7386. Chapnick v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7406. Robinson v. Inch, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7599. Tucker v. McDonough, Secretary of Veter-
ans Affairs. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7615. Owen v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 304 So. 3d 239. 

No. 20–7688. Lewis v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–7691. Washington v. Williams, Warden, et al. 
C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 823 Fed. 
Appx. 179. 

No. 20–7692. Violett v. Grise. Sup. Ct. Ky. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–7695. Jones v. Tilden et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 827 Fed. Appx. 591. 

No. 20–7704. Shaheed et al. v. Kroski et al. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 833 Fed. Appx. 868. 

No. 20–7706. Vester v. Henlopen Landing Homeowners 
Assn., Inc., et al. Sup. Ct. Del. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 241 A. 3d 217. 

No. 20–7712. Singleton v. Orangeburg County Disabili-
ties Special Needs Board. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 822 Fed. Appx. 206. 

No. 20–7713. Sharp v. Long, Judge, Second Judicial 
Circuit Court of South Dakota, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7717. Morris v. Jumper et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7719. Tatum v. Trettin et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–7721. Dotson v. Tunica-Biloxi Gaming Commission 
et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 835 
Fed. Appx. 710. 
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No. 20–7722. Church v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 20–7727. Shareef v. Palko et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 839 Fed. Appx. 766. 

No. 20–7735. Harris v. Michigan. Ct. App. Mich. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 20–7736. Schoppe v. Utah et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 830 Fed. Appx. 267. 

No. 20–7739. Gage v. Richardson, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 978 F. 3d 522. 

No. 20–7748. McKen v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 2d 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 305 So. 3d 528. 

No. 20–7751. Lopez v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7754. Yerton v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7758. Vance v. Bishop, Warden, et al. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 827 Fed. Appx. 333. 

No. 20–7765. Martin v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. 
Dist., Div. 7. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7819. Logan v. Town of Windsor, New York, et al. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 833 Fed. 
Appx. 919. 

No. 20–7825. McGinn v. Kansas. Ct. App. Kan. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 56 Kan. App. 2d xlv, 422 P. 3d 687. 

No. 20–7850. LaRose v. Missouri. Ct. App. Mo., Eastern 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 611 S. W. 3d 553. 

No. 20–7857. Ayala v. New York. App. Div., Sup. Ct. N. Y., 
2d Jud. Dept. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 172 App. Div. 
3d 1084, 100 N. Y. S. 3d 103. 

No. 20–7899. Middleton v. Georgia. Sup. Ct. Ga. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 310 Ga. 365, 850 S. E. 2d 126. 
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No. 20–7901. Merrihew v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 4th 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 308 So. 3d 620. 

No. 20–7952. Bastidas v. Atchley, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7953. Aleykina v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 827 Fed. Appx. 708. 

No. 20–7955. Pelichet v. Wayne Circuit Court Judge 
et al. Ct. App. Mich. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–7990. Meza v. Sherman, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 836 Fed. Appx. 585. 

No. 20–8002. Cavazos v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 130. 

No. 20–8003. Metivier v. Haaland, Secretary of the In-
terior. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 821 
Fed. Appx. 673. 

No. 20–8004. L. M. C. v. West Virginia. Sup. Ct. App. 
W. Va. Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–8013. Anchondo-Quezada v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 138. 

No. 20–8033. Minjarez-Molina v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 717. 

No. 20–8036. McKoy v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 844 Fed. Appx. 637. 

No. 20–8039. O’Neal v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 835 Fed. Appx. 70. 

No. 20–8051. Sabatino v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 827 Fed. Appx. 330. 

No. 20–8052. Quiroz v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–8054. Reinwand v. Novak, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 20–8055. Aviles v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 938 F. 3d 503. 
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No. 20–8058. Rose v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 20–8060. Poff v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 830 Fed. Appx. 145. 

No. 20–8062. Panopio v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 836 Fed. Appx. 839. 

No. 20–8064. Grant v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 979 F. 3d 1141. 

No. 20–8065. Greaves v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 831 Fed. Appx. 52. 

No. 20–8066. Hill v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 20–8069. Merritte v. Illinois. Sup. Ct. Ill. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 20–8080. Johnson v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 4th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2020 IL App (4th) 180620–U. 

No. 20–8091. Zapata v. Kentucky. Sup. Ct. Ky. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 20–1089. Chevron Corp. et al. v. City of Oakland, 
California, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice 
Alito took no part in the consideration or decision of this peti-
tion. Reported below: 969 F. 3d 895. 

No. 20–6832. Harris v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. Reported below: 815 Fed. Appx. 
793. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 20–948. Kobe v. Buscemi et al., 593 U. S. 927; 
No. 20–1022. Coulter v. Jamsan Hotel Management, Inc., 

et al., 592 U. S. 1352; 
No. 20–6374. Brown v. United States, 593 U. S. 965; 
No. 20–7084. Hill v. Google LLC et al., 593 U. S. 931; 
No. 20–7261. Redmond v. United States Court of Appeals 

for the Fifth Circuit, 593 U. S. 966; 
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593 U. S. June 14, 2021 

No. 20–7295. Sauceda v. Shinn, Director, Arizona De-
partment of Corrections, Rehabilitation and Reentry, 
et al., 593 U. S. 934; and 

No. 20–7567. Cole v. United States, 593 U. S. 938. Peti-
tions for rehearing denied. 
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