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ORDERS FOR OCTOBER 2, 2023, THROUGH 
APRIL 9, 2024 

October 2, 2023 

Affrmed for Absence of Quorum 

No. 22–7743. MacTruong, aka Truong v. Stitt et al. C. A. 
10th Cir. Because the Court lacks a quorum, 28 U. S. C. § 1, and 
since the qualifed Justices are of the opinion that the case cannot 
be heard and determined at the next Term of the Court, the 
judgment is affrmed under 28 U. S. C. § 2109, which provides that 
under these circumstances “the court shall enter its order affrm-
ing the judgment of the court from which the case was brought 
for review with the same effect as upon affrmance by an equally 
divided court.” Justice Thomas, Justice Alito, Justice Gor-
such, Justice Kavanaugh, and Justice Barrett took no part 
in the consideration or decision of this petition. 

No. 22–7800. MacTruong, aka Truong v. DeWine, Gover-
nor of Ohio, et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Because the Court lacks a 
quorum, 28 U. S. C. § 1, and since the qualifed Justices are of the 
opinion that the case cannot be heard and determined at the next 
Term of the Court, the judgment is affrmed under 28 U. S. C. 
§ 2109, which provides that under these circumstances “the court 
shall enter its order affrming the judgment of the court from 
which the case was brought for review with the same effect as 
upon affrmance by an equally divided court.” The Chief Jus-
tice, Justice Thomas, Justice Alito, Justice Gorsuch, Jus-
tice Kavanaugh, and Justice Barrett took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. 

Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 

No. 22–1236. Ayala Chapa v. Garland, Attorney Gen-
eral. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, 
and case remanded for further consideration in light of Santos-
Zacaria v. Garland, 598 U. S. 411 (2023). Reported below: 60 
F. 4th 901. 
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No. 22–7229. Ovante v. Arizona. Super. Ct. Ariz., Maricopa 
County. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pau-
peris granted. Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case 
remanded for further consideration in light of Cruz v. Arizona, 
598 U. S. 17 (2023). 

Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 22–7488. Adams v. Davis et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Motion 
of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and 
certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 22–7522. Spencer v. Gasper, Director, Michigan 
State Police. C. A. 6th 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). 

No. 22–7573. Kissner v. Macauley, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis de-
nied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 22–7718. Bledsoe v. Townes. Ct. App. Cal., 3d App. 
Dist. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pau-
peris 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 non-
criminal matters 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). 

No. 22–7887. Dunigan v. Johnson, Warden, et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pau-
peris 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 non-
criminal matters from petitioner unless the docketing fee required 
by Rule 38(a) is paid and the petition is submitted in compliance 
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with Rule 33.1. See Martin v. District of Columbia Court of 
Appeals, 506 U. S. 1 (1992) (per curiam). 

No. 23–5092. Brown v. Pennsylvania et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis de-
nied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5204. Davis v. Cargile, Prosecutor, Pulaski 
County Prosecutor’s Ofce, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Motion 
of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and 
certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5317. Bressi v. Brennen et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, 
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. 23A96. Klein v. Louisiana Ofce of Disciplinary 
Counsel. Sup. Ct. La. Application for stay, addressed to Jus-
tice Kagan and referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 23A99. D’Olivio v. Hutson. Ct. App. Tex., 5th Dist. 
Application for stay, addressed to Justice Thomas and referred 
to the Court, denied. 

No. 23A112. Boyajian v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Application for stay, addressed to Justice Jackson and referred 
to the Court, denied. 

No. 23A128. Tingle v. Florida Department of Health. 
Cir. Ct. Fla., Miami-Dade County. Application for injunction, ad-
dressed to Justice Jackson and referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 23A196. Cordova v. Louisiana State University Ag-
ricultural and Mechanical College Board of Supervi-
sors et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Application for stay, addressed to 
Justice Sotomayor and referred to the Court, denied. 
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No. D–3094. In re Disbarment of Arif. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 598 U. S. 1093.] 

No. D–3102. In re Disbarment of Gomez. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 598 U. S. 1105.] 

No. D–3109. In re Disbarment of Jordan, 598 U. S. 1317. 
Motion for reconsideration of disbarment denied. 

No. D–3122. In re Discipline of Meettook. Kiran Nargis 
Thara Meettook, of New York, N. Y., is suspended from the prac-
tice of law in this Court, and a rule will issue, returnable within 
40 days, requiring her to show cause why she should not be 
disbarred from the practice of law in this Court. 

No. D–3123. In re Discipline of Pilla. Mary Lee Pilla, of 
Novelty, Ohio, is suspended from the practice of law in this Court, 
and a rule will issue, returnable within 40 days, requiring her to 
show cause why she should not be disbarred from the practice of 
law in this Court. 

No. D–3124. In re Discipline of Humphrey. Christopher 
Craig Humphrey, of Saratoga Springs, N. Y., is suspended from 
the practice of law in this Court, and a rule will issue, returnable 
within 40 days, requiring him to show cause why he should not 
be disbarred from the practice of law in this Court. 

No. 23M1. Green v. Washington Department of Social 
and Health Services et al.; 

No. 23M2. Perez v. Walt Disney Co.; and 
No. 23M9. Martin v. Martin. Motions for leave to proceed 

as veterans denied. 

No. 23M3. J. M. F. v. New Jersey Department of Treas-
ury, Division of Pensions and Benets; 

No. 23M8. Ingram v. United States; and 
No. 23M20. Jones v. Schuyler, Acting Warden. Motions 

for leave to fle petitions for writs of certiorari with supplemental 
appendixes under seal granted. 

No. 23M4. Zdunski v. Erie 2-Chautaugua-Cattaraugus 
Boces et al.; 

No. 23M7. Makozy v. United States; 
No. 23M10. Behroozi v. Jeremiah et al.; 
No. 23M11. Crawford v. Illinois; 
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No. 23M12. Bolton v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections; 

No. 23M14. Berka v. Wedgewood Manor Homeowners 
Assn.; 

No. 23M17. Davis v. Bankers Life & Casualty Co. 
No. 23M18. Andresen v. Jackson et al.; 
No. 23M21. Hosier v. Vandergriff, Warden; and 
No. 23M24. Edwards v. United States. Motions to direct 

the Clerk to fle petitions for writs of certiorari out of time denied. 

No. 23M5. Villa v. Commissioner of Internal Revenue; 
No. 23M6. Smith et al. v. Sanders, Governor of Arkan-

sas, et al.; 
No. 23M13. Calhoun v. United States; 
No. 23M19. Martin v. United States; and Tarovisky et al. 

v. United States; and 
No. 23M23. Jordan v. United States. Motions for leave to 

fle petitions for writs of certiorari under seal with redacted cop-
ies for the public record granted. 

No. 23M15. Doe v. Olson. Motion for leave to fle petition 
for writ of certiorari under seal with redacted copies for the 
public record denied. 

No. 23M16. Green v. U. S. Bank N. A. Motion for leave to 
fle petition for writ of certiorari before judgment under seal 
denied. 

No. 23M22. Bryant v. Delaware County Treasurer 
et al. Motion for leave to fle petition for writ of certiorari with 
declaration of indigency under seal denied. 

No. 65, Orig. Texas v. New Mexico. Motion of the River 
Master for fees and expenses granted, and the River Master is 
awarded a total of $8,796.96, for the period July 1, 2022, through 
June 30, 2023, to be paid equally by the parties. [For earlier 
order herein, see, e.g., 598 U. S. 906.] 

No. 22–324. O’Connor-Ratcliff et al. v. Garnier et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 598 U. S. 1258.] Motion of 
the Solicitor General for leave to participate in oral argument as 
amicus curiae and for divided argument granted. 

No. 22–340. Pulsifer v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
[Certiorari granted, 598 U. S. 1187.] Motion of petitioner for 
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leave to proceed further herein in forma pauperis and for ap-
pointment of counsel granted. J. Robert Black, of Omaha, Neb., 
is appointed to serve as counsel for petitioner in this case. 

No. 22–585. Culley et al. v. Marshall, Attorney Gen-
eral of Alabama, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 
598 U. S. 1243.] Motion of the Solicitor General for leave to par-
ticipate in oral argument as amicus curiae and for divided argu-
ment granted. 

No. 22–611. Lindke v. Freed. C. A. 6th Cir. [Certiorari 
granted, 598 U. S. 1258.] Motion of the Solicitor General for leave 
to participate in oral argument as amicus curiae and for divided 
argument granted. 

No. 22–886. Blenheim Capital Holdings Ltd. et al. v. 
Lockheed Martin Corp. et al. C. A. 4th Cir.; and 

No. 22–957. Dermody v. Massachusetts Executive Ofce 
of Health and Human Services; and Mondor et al. v. Mas-
sachusetts Executive Ofce of Health and Human Serv-
ices. Sup. Jud. Ct. Mass. The Solicitor General is invited to fle 
briefs in these cases expressing the views of the United States. 

No. 22–6389. Brown v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir.; and 
No. 22–6640. Jackson v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 

[Certiorari granted, 598 U. S. 1280.] Motion of petitioners for 
divided argument granted. 

No. 22–7109. In re Land. Motion of petitioner for reconsid-
eration of order denying leave to proceed in forma pauperis [598 
U. S. 1258] denied. 

No. 22–7212. In re Roberts. Motion of petitioner for recon-
sideration of order denying leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
[598 U. S. 1318] denied. 

No. 22–7215. Wazney v. South Carolina. Sup. Ct. S. C. 
Motion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis [598 U. S. 1310] denied. 

No. 22–7403. Eccarius v. Mendocino County Social Serv-
ices. C. A. 9th Cir.; 

No. 22–7446. Kulick v. Stubba et al. C. A. 9th Cir.; 
No. 22–7448. Swindell v. CACI NSS, Inc., fka L–3 Na-

tional Security Solutions, Inc., et al. C. A. 4th Cir.; 
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No. 22–7503. Davis v. Porsche Cars of North America 
et al. Ct. App. Cal., 4th App. Dist., Div. 2; 

No. 22–7556. Kulick v. Soon-Shiong et al. C. A. 9th Cir.; 
No. 22–7594. Jenkins v. United States et al. C. A. D. C. 

Cir.; 
No. 22–7634. Headman v. Headman, aka Bromley. Ct. 

App. Utah; 
No. 22–7652. Jones v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-

ment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir.; 
No. 22–7748. Webb v. Kimmel et al. C. A. 4th Cir.; 
No. 22–7811. Grifn v. American Zurich Insurance Co. 

et al. C. A. 5th Cir.; 
No. 22–7860. Cvjeticanin v. United States. C. A. 3d 

Cir.; 
No. 23–5053. Stevens v. Town of Snow Hill, North Caro-

lina, et al. C. A. 4th Cir.; 
No. 23–5056. Raymond v. JPMorgan Chase Bank. C. A. 

5th Cir.; 
No. 23–5069. McGee v. DeJoy, Postmaster General, et al. 

C. A. 9th Cir.; 
No. 23–5169. Mogan v. Sacks, Ricketts & Case LLP et al. 

C. A. 9th Cir.; and 
No. 23–5327. In re Radcliff. Motions of petitioners for 

leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied. Petitioners are al-
lowed until October 23, 2023, within which to pay the docketing 
fees required by Rule 38(a) and to submit petitions in compliance 
with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 

No. 23–9. AstraZeneca UK Ltd. et al. v. Atchley et al. 
The Solicitor General is invited to fle a brief in this case express-
ing the views of the United States. Justice Alito took no part 
in the consideration of this petition. 

No. 22–7762. In re Ellison; 
No. 22–7897. In re Walls; 
No. 23–5157. In re Whitaker; 
No. 23–5231. In re Navarro-Martin; 
No. 23–5287. In re Haake; 
No. 23–5312. In re Smith; 
No. 23–5394. In re Lewis; and 
No. 23–5395. In re Lewis. Petitions for writs of habeas cor-

pus denied. 
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No. 23–5247. In re Jackson. Motion of petitioner for leave 
to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and petition for writ of 
habeas corpus dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 22–1136. In re Mawhinney; 
No. 22–7434. In re Kuna-Jacob; 
No. 23–49. In re Ayers et al.; 
No. 23–5117. In re Simms; 
No. 23–5144. In re Martin; 
No. 23–5175. In re Darst; 
No. 23–5218. In re Curry; and 
No. 23–5232. In re Peterson. Petitions for writs of manda-

mus denied. 

No. 22–1126. In re Hartman. Petition for writ of mandamus 
denied. Justice Alito took no part in the consideration or deci-
sion of this petition. 

No. 22–7591. In re Stinson. Motion of petitioner for leave 
to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and petition for writ of 
mandamus 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 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). 

No. 23–5029. In re Hedrick. Motion of petitioner for leave 
to proceed in forma pauperis denied, petition for writ of manda-
mus 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 peti-
tioner unless the docketing fee required by Rule 38(a) is paid and 
the petition is submitted in compliance with Rule 33.1. See Mar-
tin v. District of Columbia Court of Appeals, 506 U. S. 1 (1992) 
(per curiam). 

No. 23–5128. In re Stinson. Motion of petitioner for leave 
to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and petition for writ of 
mandamus dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. As petitioner 
has repeatedly abused this Court's process, the Clerk is directed 
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not to accept any further petitions in noncriminal matters 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). 

No. 23–5182. In re Lussy. Motion of petitioner for leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis denied, and petition for writ of manda-
mus dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. The Chief Justice 
took no part in the consideration or decision of this motion and 
this petition. 

No. 22–7648. In re Windsor; and 
No. 23–5077. In re Boyajian; and 
No. 23–5262. In re Harmon. Petitions for writs of manda-

mus and/or prohibition denied. 

No. 23–5118. In re Braddock. Petition for writ of prohibi-
tion denied. 

No. 22–7850. In re Winding. Motion of petitioner for leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis denied, and petition for writ of prohibi-
tion dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. As petitioner has re-
peatedly abused this Court's process, the Clerk is directed not to ac-
cept any further petitions in noncriminal matters from petitioner 
unless the docketing fee required by Rule 38(a) is paid and the peti-
tion is submitted in compliance with Rule 33.1. See Martin v. Dis-
trict of Columbia Court of Appeals, 506 U. S. 1 (1992) (per curiam). 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 22–393. NetChoice, LLC, dba NetChoice, et al. v. 
Moody, Attorney General of Florida, et al. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 34 F. 4th 1196. 

No. 22–465. Georgia-Pacific Consumer Products LP 
et al. v. International Paper Co. et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 32 F. 4th 534. 

No. 22–731. Brienza v. City of Peachtree, Georgia, et al. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–739. Kagan et al. v. City of Los Angeles, Califor-
nia, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–756. Linthicum et al. v. Smith. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–809. Texas State LULAC et al. v. Torres, Medina 
County Elections Administrator, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 52 F. 4th 248. 

No. 22–848. Fox v. Campbell et ux. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 47 F. 4th 468. 

No. 22–869. Signet Builders, Inc. v. Luna Vanegas. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 46 F. 4th 636. 

No. 22–873. Ingenio, Inc., et al. v. Click-to-Call Tech-
nologies LP. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 45 F. 4th 1363. 

No. 22–893. Libertarian Party of New York et al. v. 
New York State Board of Elections et al. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–894. Meisner, Oakland County Treasurer, et al. 
v. Sinclair. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–926. U. S. Bank N. A. v. Windstream Holdings, 
Inc., et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–939. Frese v. Formella, Attorney General of 
New Hampshire. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 53 F. 4th 1. 

No. 22–943. Verdun et al. v. City of San Diego, Califor-
nia, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
51 F. 4th 1033. 

No. 22–945. Davis v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 53 F. 4th 833. 

No. 22–955. Sauk-Suiattle Indian Tribe v. City of Seat-
tle, Washington. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 56 F. 4th 1179. 

No. 22–958. Pukke et al. v. Federal Trade Commission 
et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 53 
F. 4th 80. 
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No. 22–959. Carswell, Individually and as Dependent 
Administrator of and on Behalf of the Estate of Lynch, 
et al. v. Camp et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 54 F. 4th 307. 

No. 22–969. City of Santa Maria, California, et al. v. 
San Luis Obispo Coastkeeper et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 49 F. 4th 1242. 

No. 22–978. Jackson v. Ohio. Sup. Ct. Ohio. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 2022-Ohio-4365. 

No. 22–992. Denton v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–1005. Emily et al. v. Welters. Sup. Ct. Minn. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 982 N. W. 2d 457. 

No. 22–1006. Prime Insurance Co. v. Wright. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 57 F. 4th 597. 

No. 22–1013. J. R. v. North Carolina. Sup. Ct. N. C. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 383 N. C. 273, 881 S. E. 2d 522. 

No. 22–1016. Cardone Capital, LLC, et al. v. Pino. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 55 F. 4th 1253. 

No. 22–1026. Ramirez-Hidrogo v. Garland, Attorney 
General. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1027. Dutra Group, Inc., et al. v. Zaradnik et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1033. Mazo et al. v. Way, New Jersey Secretary 
of State, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 54 F. 4th 124. 

No. 22–1042. Andersen v. British Airways PLC et al. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1045. Snyder v. California Department of Cor-
rections and Rehabilitation et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–1051. Simon et ux. v. Janke et al. Ct. App. Wash. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 22 Wash. App. 2d 1018. 
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No. 22–1053. ABKCO Music, Inc., et al. v. Sagan et al. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 50 F. 4th 309. 

No. 22–1061. Andry v. Lawyer Disciplinary Committee 
of the United States District Court for the Eastern Dis-
trict of Louisiana. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 59 F. 4th 203. 

No. 22–1067. Johnson v. Dobbins et al. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1068. Kirkman v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1069. Benet Strategies West, Inc., et al. v. Nau-
mann et al. Ct. App. Ariz. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 253 Ariz. 176, 510 P. 3d 513. 

No. 22–1070. Stelle v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. 
Dist., Div. 2. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1071. Washington Alliance of Technology Work-
ers v. Department of Homeland Security et al. C. A. D. C. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 50 F. 4th 164. 

No. 22–1072. Saxon v. Ameritas Life Insurance Corp. 
Ct. App. D. C. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 283 A. 3d 86. 

No. 22–1077. Pereira v. O’Neal. Ct. App. Ga. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 22–1083. Chandler, Chairman and Commissioner of 
Kentucky Public Service Commission, et al. v. Foresight 
Coal Sales, LLC. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 60 F. 4th 288. 

No. 22–1084. Walker et al. v. Dominion Voting Systems, 
Inc., et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1087. Bruce v. City and County of Denver, Colo-
rado, et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 57 F. 4th 738. 

No. 22–1089. Foster v. Foster. Sup. Ct. Mich. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 509 Mich. 109, 983 N. W. 2d 373. 
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No. 22–1090. Tarpey v. Wyoming. Sup. Ct. Wyo. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2023 WY 14, 523 P. 3d 916. 

No. 22–1091. Zook v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–1092. Ukpong v. International Leadership of 
Texas et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1094. Li v. Li. Ct. App. Ga. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1100. Karupaiyan v. Township of Woodbridge, 
New Jersey, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1101. Cunningham v. Merit Systems Protection 
Board. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1102. Acquisition 362, LLC, dba Strategic Import 
Supply v. United States. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 59 F. 4th 1247. 

No. 22–1104. Talbot v. Johnson et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–1106. Brannberg et al. v. Colorado State Board 
of Education et al. Sup. Ct. Colo. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 525 P. 3d 290. 

No. 22–1110. Dreiling v. United States. C. A. Fed. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1111. Marinos-Arsenis v. Horizon Blue Cross 
Blue Shield of New Jersey. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 22–1113. Jessop v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–1114. Harris v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–1115. Tagunicar v. California. App. Div., Super. 
Ct. Cal., County of San Mateo. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1117. Freeman et al. v. HSBC Holdings PLC 
et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 57 
F. 4th 66. 

Page Proof Pending Publication



814 OCTOBER TERM, 2023 

October 2, 2023 601 U. S. 

No. 22–1119. M. B. v. D. L. Super. Ct. N. J., App. Div. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–1121. Selvam v. United States et al. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1122. Lorenzo v. Austin, Secretary of Defense. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1127. Sawicky v. Sykes, Beneficiary of Real, 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1128. Jones v. Campbell University et al. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1129. Bonab v. Ginn. Ct. App. Cal., 6th App. Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1131. Blalock v. Union Pacic Railroad Co. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1132. Sine v. Kosmides. App. Div., Sup. Ct. N. Y., 1st 
Jud. Dept. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 199 App. Div. 3d 
415, 153 N. Y. S. 3d 848. 

No. 22–1133. Martin et al. v. Sandoval County, New 
Mexico, et al. Sup. Ct. N. M. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1134. Siyu Yang et al. v. University of Rochester 
et al. Ct. App. N. Y. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 39 
N. Y. 3d 1060, 203 N. E. 3d 632. 

No. 22–1135. Center for Medical Progress et al. v. Na-
tional Abortion Federation; and 

No. 22–1161. Cooley et al. v. National Abortion Federa-
tion. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1137. Conference of Presidents of Major Italian 
American Organizations, Inc., et al. v. City of Philadel-
phia, Pennsylvania, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1140. Offor v. Mercy Medical Center et al. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1141. Pisner v. Rubinstein et al. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–1143. Sweet v. Douglas County Board of Commis-
sioners. Ct. App. Colo. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1144. Jafri v. Signal Funding, LLC, et al. C. A. 
7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1145. Sosa v. Martin County, Florida, et al. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 57 F. 4th 
1297. 

No. 22–1146. Mynarcik v. WV 23 Jumpstart, LLC. Ct. 
App. Cal., 3d App. Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 85 
Cal. App. 5th 596, 301 Cal. Rptr. 3d 402. 

No. 22–1147. Merritt v. Planned Parenthood Federation 
of America, Inc., et al.; 

No. 22–1159. Newman v. Planned Parenthood Federa-
tion of America, Inc., et al.; and 

No. 22–1160. Rhomberg v. Planned Parenthood Federa-
tion of America, Inc., et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 51 F. 4th 1125. 

No. 22–1149. Pacic Carlton Development Corp. et al. 
v. New York State Urban Development Corporation, dba 
Empire State Development Corporation. App. Div., Sup. 
Ct. N. Y., 2d Jud. Dept. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 206 
App. Div. 3d 931, 171 N. Y. S. 3d 522. 

No. 22–1152. Azmat v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–1153. Mendez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1154. Winglet Technology, LLC, et al. v. United 
States. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1156. Sinclair, Mother of Anderson, Deceased v. 
City of Seattle, Washington. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 61 F. 4th 674. 

No. 22–1162. Lawrence v. United States District Court 
for the Western District of Michigan. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 22–1163. Dread v. Maryland State Police. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1164. Erde v. Irsfeld, Irsfeld & Younger, LLP. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1167. Bond, as Personal Representative of the 
Estate of Bond, et al. v. Silk. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 445. 

No. 22–1169. Expedia Group, Inc., et al. v. Del Valle 
et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 56 
F. 4th 1265. 

No. 22–1171. LeBlanc et al. v. Crittindon et al. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 37 F. 4th 177. 

No. 22–1172. Worthen v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 60 F. 4th 1066. 

No. 22–1173. Mendoza Vasquez v. Garland, Attorney 
General. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1174. Erwine v. Churchill County, Nevada, et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1176. Jean-Baptiste v. Department of Justice 
et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1177. Lee v. New York. App. Term, Sup. Ct. N. Y., 
9th and 10th Jud. Dists. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 77 
App. Div. 3d 127, 176 N. Y. S. 3d 757. 

No. 22–1179. Puri v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–1180. Shire U. S., Inc., et al. v. Blackburn. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1181. Eveno Co., Inc. v. Xavier et al. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 54 F. 4th 28. 

No. 22–1182. Walker et al. v. U. S. Bank N. A. et al. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1183. Walker et al. v. Ozment et al. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–1184. Walker et al. v. Mittelberg et al. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1185. Scott v. Georgia. Ct. App. Ga. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 365 Ga. App. 191, 877 S. E. 2d 852. 

No. 22–1186. Citizens for Constitutional Integrity 
et al. v. United States et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 57 F. 4th 750. 

No. 22–1187. Keller-McIntyre v. California. Ct. App. 
Cal., 1st App. Dist., Div. 4. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1188. Smith v. Terry. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 22–1189. Bogan v. Denton County District Attorney 
Ofce et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1191. Gearing et al. v. City of Half Moon Bay, 
California. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 54 F. 4th 1144. 

No. 22–1192. Headstream Technologies, LLC v. FedEx 
Express. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1193. Thul v. Haaland, Secretary of the Inte-
rior, et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1194. Jones v. Hawaii Medical Board et al. Int. 
Ct. App. Haw. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 152 Haw. 25, 
519 P. 3d 767. 

No. 22–1195. Robinson v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 62 F. 4th 318. 

No. 22–1196. GEFT Outdoor, L. L. C. v. Monroe County, 
Indiana, et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 62 F. 4th 321. 

No. 22–1197. Frank v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–1198. Flarity v. Argonaut Insurance Co. et al.; and 
Flarity v. Roberts et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1201. Creaghan v. Austin, Secretary of Defense, 
et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–1203. Fowler v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1204. Muhr v. Braswell; and Muhr v. Lee. Ct. 
App. Colo. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1205. Skattum v. Collomy. Sup. Jud. Ct. Me. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–1206. Kyung Chang Industry USA, Inc., dba KCI 
USA v. Eighth Judicial District Court of Nevada, Clark 
County, et al. Sup. Ct. Nev. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 139 Nev. 46, 525 P. 3d 836. 

No. 22–1207. Columbia Falls Aluminum Co., LLC v. At-
lantic Richeld Co. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1208. Newell-Davis et al. v. Phillips, Secretary 
of the Louisiana Department of Health, et al. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1210. Colgate-Palmolive Co. et al. v. McCut-
cheon, Individually and on Behalf of all Others 
Similarly Situated, et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 62 F. 4th 674. 

No. 22–1211. Guzman v. Sturgis et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–1212. Lindsey v. Max. F. Adler, M. D., P. A., fka 
Park Cities Dermatology Center, aka Coppell Dermatol-
ogy Center, et al. Ct. App. Tex., 5th Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1213. Gonzalez v. Blue Cross Blue Shield Assn. 
et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 62 
F. 4th 891. 

No. 22–1214. Syed v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–1220. Killian v. Vidal, Director, United States 
Patent and Trademark Ofce. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 45 F. 4th 1373. 

No. 22–1221. Stewart v. Mayorkas, Secretary of Home-
land Security, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

Page Proof Pending Publication



ORDERS 819 

601 U. S. October 2, 2023 

No. 22–1223. Gabriel et al. v. Outlaw et al. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1224. Ralston et al. v. San Mateo County, Cali-
fornia, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1227. Lane v. Illinois Attorney Registration and 
Disciplinary Commission. Sup. Ct. Ill. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1228. Tripodi et al. v. North Coventry Township, 
Pennsylvania. Commw. Ct. Pa. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 286 A. 3d 396. 

No. 22–1229. Ward et al. v. Cross Keys Bank et al. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1230. Fjord et al. v. American Airlines Group, 
Inc., et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1231. Heal v. Wells Fargo, N. A., as Trustee for 
WaMu Mortgage Pass-Through Certificates Services 
2006–PR2 Trust, et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1232. Holland v. Commissioner of Internal Reve-
nue. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1235. Ogbolu v. Trustees of Columbia University 
in the City of New York et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 22–1237. Daly et al. v. Chechowitz et al. App. Ct. 
Mass. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 102 Mass. App. 1107, 
203 N. E. 3d 1178. 

No. 22–1242. McClelland v. Chapman. Ct. App. Colo. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1243. Hieu Minh Le v. United States. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 59 F. 4th 958. 

No. 22–1244. Joseph v. McDonough, Secretary of Veter-
ans Affairs. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1245. Ristow v. Peterson et al. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1247. White v. Vance County Sheriff et al. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–1249. Foremost Title & Escrow Services, LLC v. 
FCOA, LLC. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 57 F. 4th 939. 

No. 22–1250. Chien et al. v. Jarrett et al. Sup. Jud. Ct. 
Me. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1251. Kinsella v. Bureau of Ocean Energy Man-
agement et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1252. Dongmei Li v. Connecticut et al. C. A. 2d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–6557. Houck v. Lifestore Bank et al. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 41 F. 4th 266. 

No. 22–6778. Charette, aka Critt v. Minnesota. Sup. Ct. 
Minn. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–6825. Edmonds v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–6873. Dominguez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–6881. Clark v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 46 F. 4th 404. 

No. 22–6897. Hernandez-Correa v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–6902. Harbin v. United States (Reported below: 56 
F. 4th 843); and Massmann v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–6910. Fields v. Conrad et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–6950. Newsome v. Festiva Resorts Real Estate 
Holdings, LLC, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–6955. Cole v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–6996. Searcy v. Orchard National Title. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7004. Khanna et ux. v. Westport Village at Iron-
gate Community Assn. Ct. App. Cal., 1st App. Dist., Div. 2. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7031. Diehl v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7058. Helmstetter v. Herzog, Trustee, et al. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 44 F. 4th 
676. 

No. 22–7098. Turner v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7113. Patsalis v. Thornell, Director, Arizona De-
partment of Corrections, Rehabilitation and Reentry, 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 47 
F. 4th 1092. 

No. 22–7114. Ortiz-Castillo v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7157. Stevens v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7179. Ajualip-Pablo v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7183. Ordonez-Mendoza v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7189. Hicks v. Ames, Superintendent, Mount 
Olive Correctional Complex. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 22–7193. Trevino v. U. S. Bank N. A., as Trustee. 
App. Ct. Conn. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 215 Conn. 
App. 901, 281 A. 3d 28. 

No. 22–7204. Wilson v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7205. Valdivia-Gonzalez v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7207. Martinez-Saucedo v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7209. Macias-Torres v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7218. Tomas-Antonio v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7220. Juarez-Medellin v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7224. Encarnacion-Pascual v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7228. Hardman v. Kijakazi, Acting Commissioner 
of Social Security. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7237. Grzywinski v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 57 F. 4th 237. 

No. 22–7243. Bonilla-Diaz v. United States. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7258. Fraser v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7259. Cejudo-Mancinas v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7260. Escobedo-Duenas v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7270. McKoy v. Ishee, Secretary, North Carolina 
Department of Adult Correction. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7276. Baker v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7287. Tovar-Zamarripa v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7301. Aranda v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7316. Perez-Mendoza v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7319. Salazar-Hernandez v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7320. Gonzales v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7337. Johnson v. Alabama. Ct. Crim. App. Ala. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7359. Baker v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7373. Miranda-Guerrero v. California. Sup. Ct. 
Cal. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 14 Cal. 5th 1, 519 
P. 3d 1004. 

No. 22–7374. McCoy v. United States; and 
No. 23–5012. Nix v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Certio-

rari denied. Reported below: 58 F. 4th 72. 

No. 22–7377. Mora-Rodriguez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7382. Sales v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7387. Aiello v. Collier et al. Ct. App. Tex., 13th 
Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7388. Dirkans v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 3d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7392. Clark v. Pratt. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 22–7393. Thompson v. Clarke, Director, Virginia De-
partment of Corrections. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7395. Taylor v. Ohio. Ct. App. Ohio, 2d App. Dist., 
Montgomery County. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2022-
Ohio-3579. 

No. 22–7399. Murphy v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7405. Handfield v. Salamon, Superintendent, 
State Correctional Institution at Rockview, et al. C. A. 
3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7406. Henry v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 3d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 352 So. 3d 874. 
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No. 22–7408. Hammersley v. Wisconsin. Ct. App. Wis. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7410. Palomo v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7411. Sims v. Buttigieg et al. Ct. App. Ind. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 194 N. E. 3d 80. 

No. 22–7420. Morquecho-Sanchez v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7422. Gunn v. New York. App. Div., Sup. Ct. N. Y., 
4th Jud. Dept. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 211 App. 
Div. 3d 1635, 178 N. Y. S. 3d 727. 

No. 22–7423. Marquez-Calzadilla v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7426. Hatt v. Washington. Ct. App. Wash. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 24 Wash. App. 2d 1020. 

No. 22–7428. Jamison v. Stuart-Lippman and Associates, 
Inc., et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7429. Santana Delacruz, aka Vergara v. Texas. 
Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7430. Debora D. v. John D. et al. Ct. App. Cal., 
4th App. Dist., Div. 3. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7433. Garcia v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7443. Reno v. Broomeld, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 46 F. 4th 821. 

No. 22–7445. Shunmugam v. Redevelopment Authority of 
the City of Bethlehem, Pennsylvania. Commw. Ct. Pa. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 288 A. 3d 141. 

No. 22–7450. Sykes v. New York City Housing Authority. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7457. Buckner v. Porter et al. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7460. Dixon v. Tennessee. Ct. Crim. App. Tenn. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7463. Kossie v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7465. Jogaak v. Sullivan, Warden. Sup. Ct. S. D. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7469. Hernan Hernandez v. Godwin, Warden. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7475. Hyatt v. Lukas et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7477. Manning v. St. Paul et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7478. Crawford v. Corrigan et al. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7479. Chairez-Avila v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7482. Menzies v. Powell, Warden. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 52 F. 4th 1178. 

No. 22–7483. Alkhayer v. Nashua-Oxford-Bay Associates, 
L. P., dba Bay Ridge at Nashua. 9th Cir. Ct. N. H., Dist. Div.-
Nashua. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7489. Acosta v. Wilson et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7491. Ocasio v. Noeth, Superintendent, Attica 
Correctional Facility. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7493. Dotson v. Federal Bureau of Prisons et al. 
C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7495. Gill v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7496. Frederick v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7499. Thorpe v. Cipparulo et al. Super. Ct. N. J., 
App. Div. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7501. Caril v. Washington. Ct. App. Wash. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 23 Wash. App. 2d 416, 515 P. 3d 
1036. 

No. 22–7504. Xingfei Luo v. Czodor. Ct. App. Cal., 4th 
App. Dist., Div. 3. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7506. Ledet v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2022–00474 (La. 9/7/22), 345 So. 3d 
429. 

No. 22–7509. Thompson v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7510. Thomas v. Florida Department of Highway 
Safety and Motor Vehicles et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7511. Turem v. Florida Department of Highway 
Safety and Motor Vehicles et al. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 1st 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 357 So. 3d 1208. 

No. 22–7513. Mitchell v. Stone et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7515. Andrade-Moreno v. Lumpkin, Director, 
Texas Department of Criminal Justice, Correctional In-
stitutions Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7518. Iron Road v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7521. Skrdla v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7524. Mack v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7528. Garcia v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 59 F. 4th 1059. 

No. 22–7530. Chambers v. Department of the Treasury. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7534. Ramsey v. Runion, Director, Virginia Cen-
ter for Behavioral Rehabilitation. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 
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No. 22–7535. Booth v. Allen et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7536. Sievers v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 355 So. 3d 871. 

No. 22–7538. Souto Diaz v. Irwin, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Forest, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7542. Johnson v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 14th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7545. Laroche-St. Fleur v. Board of Bar Over-
seers of the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts 
et al. Sup. Jud. Ct. Mass. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
490 Mass. 1020, 196 N. E. 3d 752. 

No. 22–7546. Roberson v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7547. Ashley v. Boayue et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7550. Novilla v. Department of Agriculture. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7551. Norris v. Stonebreaker, Warden. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7555. Mobley v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7558. Vigil v. Midas International Corp. et al. 
Sup. Ct. Nev. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 139 Nev. –––, 
523 P. 3d 557. 

No. 22–7560. Wyatt v. Wood et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7564. Wilson v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7568. Freitas v. Superior Court of California, 
Alameda County, et al. Sup. Ct. Cal. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7572. Doutherd v. United Parcel Service, Inc., 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7574. Ahmed v. Shoop, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7576. Maye v. Ocean Tax Deed Investment, LLC. 
Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7577. Ealy v. Radtke, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7579. Schneider v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7580. Bermudez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7583. Buckner v. Carsto et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7589. Saxton v. Forshey, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7590. Owens v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7592. Woodham v. Scheffer. Sup. Ct. N. H. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7596. Narula v. Superior Court of California, 
Orange County, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7600. Cooper v. Mississippi. Sup. Ct. Miss. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7601. Hall v. Twitter, Inc. C. A. 1st Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7603. Snyder v. Krieger, Warden, et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7604. Singh v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7607. Verogna v. Johnstone et al. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7610. Maragh v. Roosevelt Island Operating 
Corp. et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7611. Cunningham v. Quinn et vir. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7612. Sandy v. Baca Grande Property Owners 
Assn. Dist. Ct. Colo., Saguache County. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7615. Manning v. Mississippi. Sup. Ct. Miss. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7619. Anderson v. Aramark Correctional Serv-
ices, LLC. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7622. Bogarin v. Martinez, Acting Warden, et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7624. Smith v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7632. Garrett v. Ohio. Sup. Ct. Ohio. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 171 Ohio St. 3d 139, 2022-Ohio-4218, 
216 N. E. 3d 569. 

No. 22–7633. Canales-Cancel v. Kijakazi, Acting Commis-
sioner of Social Security. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7636. Manriquez-Gutierrez v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7639. Verser v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2022 IL App (1st) 192224–U. 

No. 22–7640. Wiggins v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7642. Angel Torrez v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 
5th App. Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7643. Webb v. Butler et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7644. Reyna v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7645. O’Brien v. Preti, Flaherty, Beliveau & 
Pachios, LLP, et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7647. Nevarez-Zamudio v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7651. Alphonsis v. Garnica, Deputy, et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7653. Gallegos-Hernandez v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7654. Caballero v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7657. Fort v. Department of Labor et al. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7660. Buford v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 54 F. 4th 1066. 

No. 22–7663. Waldon v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7665. Brown v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7666. Sandy v. Baca Grande Property Owners 
Assn. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7668. Hamidi v. Iqbal et al. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. 
Dist., Div. 6. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7669. Gabourel v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7672. Winston v. Nebraska. Ct. App. Neb. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 31 Neb. App. –––. 

No. 22–7674. Waldon v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7675. Ivery v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7676. Lugo-Barcenas v. United States. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 57 F. 4th 633. 

No. 22–7677. Akpore v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7678. Peel v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7679. Gabriel v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7681. Harriman v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7682. Gayle v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7683. Alfred v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 60 F. 4th 979. 

No. 22–7684. Douglas v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7685. Kartan v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 55 F. 4th 1245. 

No. 22–7686. Dorado v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 4th App. 
Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7687. Jones v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7688. Smartt v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 58 F. 4th 358. 

No. 22–7689. Romero Torres v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7690. Fluckes v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7691. Fesler v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7693. Munoz v. Arizona. Ct. App. Ariz. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 22–7694. Masek v. Isonta, Attorney General of Cali-
fornia, et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7695. Kelly v. Pennsylvania Ofce of Discipli-
nary Counsel. Sup. Ct. Pa. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7696. Parker v. Kijakazi, Acting Commissioner of 
Social Security. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7698. Davis v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 60 F. 4th 1151. 

No. 22–7701. Pena v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 58 F. 4th 613. 

No. 22–7703. Krafft v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7704. Marshall v. Wells Fargo & Co. et al. C. A. 
8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7705. Kwong v. Cheswold (TL), LLC, et al. App. 
Ct. Conn. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 211 Conn. App. 
905, 272 A. 3d 271. 

No. 22–7707. Williams v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7708. Collins v. Warden, United States Peniten-
tiary, Victorville. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7710. Walker v. Houser, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Benner Township, et al. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7711. Ebert v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 61 F. 4th 394. 

No. 22–7712. Xavier v. Thompson, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Albion, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7713. Araujo v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7714. Lecco v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7715. Wyatt v. Kijakazi, Acting Commissioner of 
Social Security. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7716. Moore v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7717. Bernard v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7719. Buttercase v. Davis et al. Sup. Ct. Neb. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 313 Neb. 1, 982 N. W. 
2d 240. 

No. 22–7720. Davis v. University of Maryland et al. 
App. Ct. Md. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7721. Whittman v. Prime Autotech, Inc., et al. 
Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7722. Vega-La Torres v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7723. Harris v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7724. Andrade-Moreno, aka Moreno v. Kwarting 
et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7725. Green v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7726. Webster v. Thurston, Arkansas Secretary 
of State. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7727. Webster v. Withers. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7729. Sears v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7730. Salazar v. Salazar, as Trustee. Ct. App. 
Cal., 3d App. Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7731. Jones v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7732. Cerron v. Personal Investment Inc. Sup. 
Ct. Fla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7733. Salti v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 59 F. 4th 1050. 

No. 22–7734. Alexander v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7735. Woodstock v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 2d 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 357 So. 3d 675. 

No. 22–7737. Hines v. Nelson. Sup. Ct. S. D. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 22–7738. Rivera v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7739. Swinton v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7740. McIntyre v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7741. Alvarez v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7742. Taylor v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 6th App. 
Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7744. Bartunek v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7745. Walker v. Montana. Sup. Ct. Mont. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: ––– Mont. –––, 526 P. 3d 1103. 

No. 22–7746. Webster v. Institute of Virology. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7747. Wilson v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7749. O’Bryant v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7751. Bickford v. Maryland. App. Ct. Md. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7752. Taylor v. Bird, Warden, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7753. Doe, Female Juvenile v. United States. 
C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 58 F. 4th 
1148. 

No. 22–7754. Hunt v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

Page Proof Pending Publication



ORDERS 835 

601 U. S. October 2, 2023 

No. 22–7755. Williams v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7758. Hunley v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7759. Douglas v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7760. Martin v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7763. Stuker v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7765. Lank v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7766. Ramirez v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7767. Ricks v. Hooper, Warden. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7770. Jordan v. Pierre et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7771. Johnson v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7772. Jackson v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7773. Soca-Fernandez et al. v. United States. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7774. Armstrong v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7775. Smith v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7776. Walker v. South Carolina Department of 
Social Services. Sup. Ct. S. C. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7777. Walker v. Castriotta et al. Sup. Ct. S. C. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7778. Ueding v. Colorado Department of Correc-
tions et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7779. Zohn Wang Kub Yang v. Cromwell, Warden. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7780. Entler v. Jackson et al. Ct. App. Wash. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 23 Wash. App. 2d 1031. 

No. 22–7781. Hines v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 62 F. 4th 1087. 

No. 22–7782. Morgan v. Prime Wimbledon SPE, LLC, 
et al. Ct. App. Ore. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7784. Ivey v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 60 F. 4th 99. 

No. 22–7785. Tucker v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 60 F. 4th 879. 

No. 22–7786. Lei Yin v. Biogen Inc. C. A. 1st Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7787. Bango v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7788. Baskerville v. McConahay, Warden. C. A. 
6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7789. Manning v. Nogan, Administrator, East Jer-
sey State Prison, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7790. Ray v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7791. Downs v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 61 F. 4th 1306. 

No. 22–7792. Turman v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7793. Vladimirov v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7795. Ezeani v. Zuchowski, Director, United 
States Citizenship and Immigration Services, Vermont 
Service Center. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7796. Alfredo Perez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7797. Dass v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7798. Shaque v. Equity Residential Manage-
ment, L. L. C. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7799. Smith v. Thompson, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Albion, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7801. Price v. Macomber, Secretary, California 
Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7803. Oliphant v. Montana. Sup. Ct. Mont. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 411 Mont. 250, 525 P. 3d 1214. 

No. 22–7804. Simmonds v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 62 F. 4th 961. 

No. 22–7806. Werkmeister v. United States. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 62 F. 4th 465. 

No. 22–7808. Gomez v. Sullivan, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7809. Jennings v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 55 F. 4th 1277. 

No. 22–7810. Nix v. Major League Baseball, Ofce of 
the Commissioner of Baseball, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 62 F. 4th 920. 

No. 22–7812. Cisneros v. Allen, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7813. McKenzie v. Kentucky Commission on 
Human Rights. Ct. App. Ky. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7814. Preece v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7815. Stanley v. Biter, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7816. Jideani v. Hilton Worldwide Holdings, Inc. 
Ct. App. D. C. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7817. Williams v. United States. C. A. Fed. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7818. Cohen v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 250. 

No. 22–7819. Bautista-Scheuber v. Floren. Sup. Ct. 
Mont. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7820. Annamalai v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7821. Peeples v. United States District Court 
for the Western District of New York. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7822. Powell v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7823. Kubbe v. Utah. Ct. App. Utah. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 22–7824. Medina v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7825. Siddiqui v. Garland, Attorney General. 
C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7826. Watson v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7827. Anderson v. Wakeeld, Superintendent, 
State Correctional Institution at Smitheld, et al. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7828. Russell v. Covello, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7829. Platte v. Schroeder, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7830. Nicholson v. Nagy, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7831. McRae v. Myers et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 
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No. 22–7832. Troy v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 64 F. 4th 177. 

No. 22–7833. Ezell v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7834. Ellis v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7835. Cordova v. Camacho. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. 
Dist., Div. 8. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7836. Julien v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7837. Delgado-Adame v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7838. Smith v. Jehovah’s Witnesses Organization 
et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7839. Tirado v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7840. Shoulders v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7841. Buckner v. Martell, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7842. Lewis v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7843. Maslovar v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7844. James v. Harris, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Children and Families, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7845. Coleman v. Minneapolis Public Schools. 
C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7846. Collins v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7848. Lawson v. Lawson. Ct. App. Ga. Certiorari 
denied. 
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No. 22–7849. Alexander v. Ely et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7852. Quezada-Lara v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7853. Concepcion-Guliam v. United States. C. A. 
1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 62 F. 4th 26. 

No. 22–7854. Armenta-Lopez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7856. Hale v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7857. Singh v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 5th App. 
Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7858. Aviles v. Kowalski. Sup. Ct. Mont. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7859. Sumpter v. Kansas. C. A. 10th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 61 F. 4th 729. 

No. 22–7861. Daniels v. Culpepper et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7862. Veliz v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7863. Castelan-Saucedo v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7864. Hubbard v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7865. Recinos v. Kreidler et al. Sup. Ct. Wash. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7866. Walls v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 22–7867. Polk v. United States; and 
No. 23–5031. Hill v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-

rari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 335. 

No. 22–7868. Broviak v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. 
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No. 22–7869. Wysinger v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 64 F. 4th 207. 

No. 22–7870. Sparks v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7873. Aguina v. Choong-Dae Kang et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7874. Piland et ux. v. Michigan Department of 
Health and Human Services et al. Ct. App. Mich. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7875. Reyes-Carrillo v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7876. Arrington v. Street et al. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7877. Coggins v. Tatum, Warden. Sup. Ct. Ga. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7878. Smart v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 60 F. 4th 1084. 

No. 22–7879. Robinson v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 3d 
App. Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7880. Lewis v. Nebraska. Sup. Ct. Neb. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 313 Neb. 879, 986 N. W. 2d 739. 

No. 22–7881. Henry v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7882. Delgado-Perez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7883. Cross v. Illinois. Sup. Ct. Ill. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 2022 IL 127907, 215 N. E. 3d 953. 

No. 22–7884. Marshall v. Educational Credit Manage-
ment Group et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7885. Whitten v. Clarke, Director, Virginia De-
partment of Corrections. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7886. Jackson v. Duggan, Mayor of the City of 
Detroit, et al. Ct. App. Mich. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 22–7888. Thomas, nka Amen El v. Minnesota. Ct. 
App. Minn. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7889. Lawson v. Irwin, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Forest, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7890. Ochoa v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 58 F. 4th 556. 

No. 22–7891. Littleeld v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 4th 
App. Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7892. Jefferson v. State Bar of Georgia et al. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7893. Gruezo v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 66 F. 4th 1284. 

No. 22–7895. Merrick v. Thornell, Director, Arizona De-
partment of Corrections, Rehabilitation and Reentry, 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7896. Mendoza-Najera v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7898. Lawrence v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7899. Lopez-Cristobal v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7900. Wright v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7901. Howard v. Baker, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7902. Navarrete De La Cerda v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7903. Hoffman v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7905. Upshaw v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 1st App. 
Dist., Div. 5. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7906. McDonald v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

Page Proof Pending Publication



ORDERS 843 

601 U. S. October 2, 2023 

No. 22–7907. Moore v. Morrison, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–1. Clopper v. President and Fellows of Harvard 
College et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–2. Spruell v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–4. Minemyer v. Commissioner of Internal Reve-
nue. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5. Powell v. Rivello, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Huntingdon, et al. C. A. 3d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–8. Hunt v. Nationstar Mortgage et al. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–10. Brysk et al. v. Herskovitz et al. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–15. Springboards to Education, Inc. v. IDEA 
Public Schools. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 62 F. 4th 174. 

No. 23–16. Rietschin v. Rietschin. Ct. App. Wash. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–17. Rizk v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–19. Bird Industries, Inc., et al. v. Tribal Busi-
ness Council of the Three Afliated Tribes of the Fort 
Berthold Indian Reservation. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–20. Ahmadi v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–23. Afework v. Babbitt et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–24. Grist Mill Capital, LLC v. Universitas Edu-
cation, LLC, et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–25. Ward v. Chan et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 
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No. 23–28. Townsend v. New Jersey Transit. C. A. 3d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–33. Lopez v. Court of Appeal of California, 
Fourth Appellate District, Division Three, et al. Sup. 
Ct. Cal. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–34. Uwasomba v. Bank of America et al. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–35. City and County of San Francisco, Califor-
nia, et al. v. Kirola, Individually and on Behalf of All 
Others Similarly Situated. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–36. Lattin v. United States. C. A. Armed Forces. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 83 M. J. 192. 

No. 23–37. Cardenas v. Saladen et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–38. Newbold et al. v. Kinder Morgan SNG Opera-
tor, L. L. C., et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 65 F. 4th 175. 

No. 23–39. Abdullah v. Paxton, Attorney General of 
Texas, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 65 F. 4th 204. 

No. 23–40. Bellay v. Shue et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–41. Borges et al. v. County of Mendocino, 
California. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–42. Pascal v. Concentra, Inc. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–43. Hunt v. Deutsche Bank Trust Co. Ct. App. 
Ga. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–45. Shields v. United States. C. A. Armed Forces. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 83 M. J. 226. 

No. 23–52. Reyes v. Garland, Attorney General. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–53. Bates v. City of San Jose, California, et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–54. Scott v. Forcht Bank, N. A. Ct. App. Ky. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–55. Cordova v. Louisiana State University and 
Agricultural and Mechanical College Board of Supervi-
sors et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–56. Solache Galarza v. Garland, Attorney Gen-
eral. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–57. Cabrera et al. v. Lozano et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–58. Chagolla et ux. v. Cluff, Maricopa County 
Sheriff’s Ofce, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–63. San Diego County Credit Union v. Citizens 
Equity First Credit Union. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 65 F. 4th 1012. 

No. 23–64. Phillips v. United States et al.; and 
No. 23–5238. Scott v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-

tiorari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 335. 

No. 23–65. Molina et al. v. BMO Harris Bank et al. Ct. 
App. Ariz. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–66. King v. United States. C. A. Armed Forces. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 83 M. J. 115. 

No. 23–67. Springboards to Education, Inc. v. McAllen 
Independent School District. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 62 F. 4th 174. 

No. 23–68. Springboards to Education, Inc. v. Mission 
Independent School District. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–70. Trafc Tech, Inc., et al. v. C. H. Robinson 
Worldwide, Inc. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 60 F. 4th 1144. 

No. 23–72. Santucci v. Commandant, United States Disci-
plinary Barracks, Fort Leavenworth. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 66 F. 4th 844. 

No. 23–73. Huber v. Biden, President of the United 
States, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–80. Laydon, Individually and on Behalf of All 
Others Similarly Situated v. Cooperatieve Rabobank U. A. 
et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 55 
F. 4th 86. 

No. 23–81. McCall v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 5th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 353 So. 3d 1171. 

No. 23–82. Joyner v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–84. Howard v. Carter. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–88. Brown v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–89. Reinoehl v. Whitmer, Governor of Michigan, 
et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–90. Shaomin Sui v. FedEx Ground Package Sys-
tem, Inc. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–91. Forness v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–93. Rogers v. Jarrett et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 971. 

No. 23–109. Wolf v. Carpenter, Hazlewood, Delgado & 
Bolen, LLP. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–111. United States ex rel. Beck v. St. Joseph 
Health System et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–114. Finizie v. McDonough, Secretary of Veter-
ans Affairs. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–119. Shoup v. Indiana. Ct. App. Ind. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 201 N. E. 3d 629. 

No. 23–121. Shin v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–123. Flatten et al. v. Smith et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–128. Wendt-West v. Hawaii Department of Educa-
tion et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–131. Falkbuilt Ltd. et al. v. DIRTT Environmen-
tal Solutions, Inc., et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 65 F. 4th 547. 

No. 23–139. United States ex rel. Martin et al. v. 
Hathaway et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 63 F. 4th 1043. 

No. 23–159. Perez v. City of Miami, Code Enforcement 
Board. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 3d Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–163. Blue Flame Medical LLC v. Chain Bridge 
Bank, N. A., et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–176. Cox et al. v. Helena Chemical Co. Sup. Ct. 
Tex. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 664 S. W. 3d 66. 

No. 23–181. Harrison v. South Carolina Department of 
Health and Human Services et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5001. Hemphill v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5002. Hauschild v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 2d 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2022 IL App (2d) 
131040–UC. 

No. 23–5003. Banister v. Kansas. Ct. App. Kan. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 62 Kan. App. 2d lvii, 511 P. 3d 988. 

No. 23–5004. Randle v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5005. Daniel v. T&M Protection Resources, LLC. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5006. Blake v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5007. Benson, on Behalf of Minor Child K. C., 
et al. v. Fort Mill Schools/York County District 4 et al. 
C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5008. Bien v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5009. Jordan v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5010. Linville v. Arizona. Ct. App. Ariz. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5013. Jury v. Ohio. Ct. App. Ohio, 6th App. Dist., 
Erie County. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2022-Ohio-
4419, 203 N. E. 3d 222. 

No. 23–5015. Kent v. Jennings, Attorney General of 
Delaware, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5016. Limbrick v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5018. Spaulding v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5019. Jin et al. v. Velasquez et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5020. Delgado v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5022. Ramirez-Rivera v. United States. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5023. Thomas v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2022–01613 (La. 3/28/23), 358 So. 3d 498. 

No. 23–5024. Link v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 12th Dist. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5025. Sundberg v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 4th 
App. Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 88 Cal. 
App. 5th 441, 304 Cal. Rptr. 3d 741. 

No. 23–5026. Dunbar v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5027. Gonzalez Perez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5028. St. George v. E. E. Ct. App. Colo. Certio-
rari denied. 
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No. 23–5030. Freeman v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 56 F. 4th 1024. 

No. 23–5032. Whiteld v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5033. Morales v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5035. Lux-Tum v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5037. Martinez v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5040. Beverly v. Newport Beach Police Depart-
ment et al. Ct. App. Cal., 4th App. Dist., Div. 3. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5041. Jackson v. Humana. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5042. Robinson v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5043. Ceaser v. Hooper, Warden. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5044. Belser v. Michigan. Cir. Ct. Wayne County, 
Mich. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5045. Santos Diaz v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 66 F. 4th 435. 

No. 23–5046. Brown v. Williams, Warden, et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5047. Torres v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5049. Singleton v. Eckstein, Warden. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5050. Knight v. Biden, President of the United 
States, et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5051. Valles v. Garland, Attorney General, 
et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5052. Stokes v. New York. Ct. App. N. Y. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5054. Kolosha v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5055. De Jesus-Torres v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 64 F. 4th 33. 

No. 23–5057. Werling v. Circuit Court of Wisconsin, 
Rock County. Ct. App. Wis. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5058. Simental-Murillo v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5059. Hardaway v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5060. McCord v. Bridges, Warden. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5061. Cardwell v. Arizona. Ct. App. Ariz. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5062. Martinez-Rubio v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5063. Cox v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 54 F. 4th 502. 

No. 23–5064. Davall v. Montgomery, Warden. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5066. Reyes v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 4th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2022 IL App (4th) 210541–U. 

No. 23–5067. Diaz v. Madden, Warden, et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5068. Peterson v. Nogan, Administrator, East 
Jersey State Prison, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5070. McKaig v. Arkansas. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5071. Buckner v. Martell, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5073. Robinson v. Guajardo. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5074. Valles v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5075. Petty v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5076. Linehan v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 56 F. 4th 693. 

No. 23–5078. Page v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 604 F. 4th 1151. 

No. 23–5079. Perchez-Hernandez v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5080. Tate v. Hooper, Warden. Sup. Ct. La. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2022–00222 (La. 2/7/23), 354 
So. 3d 670. 

No. 23–5081. Lovell v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5082. Richter v. Truitt, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5083. Calfee v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5084. Lozano v. Garland, Attorney General. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5085. Williams v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5086. Sachs v. Financial Industry Regulatory 
Authority. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5087. Michael R. v. Connecticut. Sup. Ct. Conn. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 346 Conn. 432, 291 A. 3d 567. 

No. 23–5088. Hall v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5091. Armengau v. Hildebrand, Warden. C. A. 
6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5093. Arjona v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 6th App. 
Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5094. Poitra v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 60 F. 4th 1098. 

No. 23–5095. Maynor v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5096. Davis v. Mariano et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5097. Auten v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5098. Deere v. California Department of Correc-
tions and Rehabilitation Employees et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5099. Jolly v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5101. Wade v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5102. Onamuti v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5103. Tate v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2022–00321 (La. 2/7/23), 354 So. 3d 677. 

No. 23–5104. Aiking-Taylor v. Serang. Sup. Ct. Mont. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: ––– Mont. –––, 525 P. 3d 
346. 

No. 23–5106. Freitas v. Superior Court of California, 
Alameda County, et al. Ct. App. Cal., 1st App. Dist., Div. 5. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5107. Jordan v. Fly; and Jordan v. Pomeroy. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5108. McGuire v. Tennessee et al. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5110. Silva v. District Court of Massachusetts, 
Dukes County. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5111. Webster et al. v. Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, City and County of San Francisco, et al. Ct. App. 
Cal., 1st App. Dist., Div. 4. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5112. Robertson v. Pennsylvania. Super. Ct. Pa. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 284 A. 3d 922. 

No. 23–5113. Maxwell v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 61 F. 4th 549. 

No. 23–5114. Tate v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5116. Adams v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5120. Thomas v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5121. Rivers v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5122. Walker v. Robey, Warden, et al. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5123. Abadi v. Target Corp. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5124. Cargill, aka Scott, aka Tucker v. United 
States. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5126. Shah v. American Airlines, Inc., et al. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5127. Brown v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5129. Ward v. Ramsey County, Minnesota. Ct. 
App. Minn. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5130. Hickcox v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5131. Garris v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5132. Gonzalez v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 68 F. 4th 699. 
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No. 23–5133. Watkins v. Chapman, Acting Warden. C. A. 
6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 57 F. 4th 576. 

No. 23–5134. Allen v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2022–01404 (La. 4/12/23), 359 So. 3d 16. 

No. 23–5135. Burgos-Valencia v. United States. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5136. Quintana v. Wirthlin et al. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5137. Stockstill v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5138. Ramos-Urias v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5139. Alvarez v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 60 F. 4th 554. 

No. 23–5140. Castillo v. Martinez, Warden, et al. Dist. 
Ct. N. M., Bernalillo County. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5141. Holguin v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5142. Counts v. Maine. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5143. Kocontes v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 4th 
App. Dist., Div. 3. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 86 Cal. 
App. 5th 787, 302 Cal. Rptr. 3d 664. 

No. 23–5146. Rosales Martinez v. Iowa. Ct. App. Iowa. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 990 N. W. 2d 816. 

No. 23–5148. Edmond v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5150. Light v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5151. Berger v. Wood County Sheriff’s Depart-
ment et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5152. Maldonado v. Pennsylvania. Super. Ct. Pa. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 292 A. 3d 1111. 
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No. 23–5153. Cowan v. Abbott, Governor of Texas, et al. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5154. Smith v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5155. VanTassel v. Thompson, Superintendent, 
State Correctional Institution at Albion, et al. C. A. 3d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5156. Allison v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 666 S. W. 3d 750. 

No. 23–5158. Wallace v. Thornell, Director, Arizona 
Department of Corrections, Rehabilitation and Reentry, 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5159. Hollis v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5160. Houston v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2022–01403 (La. 3/28/23), 358 
So. 3d 42. 

No. 23–5161. Funk v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5162. Grifn v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5163. Formica v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5164. Adzemovic v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5165. Zhang v. County of Los Angeles, Califor-
nia, et al. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5167. Suarez v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5168. Silversmith v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5170. Jordan, aka Mercer v. United States. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5172. Deleon-Juarez v. United States. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5174. Houff v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5176. Smith v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5177. Ragan-Armstrong v. United States. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5178. Robey v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 62 F. 4th 465. 

No. 23–5179. Becirovic v. Vidal, Under Secretary of 
Commerce for Intellectual Property and Director, 
United States Patent and Trademark Ofce. C. A. Fed. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5180. Etienne v. Edmark, Warden. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5181. Ventura-Recinos v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5185. Howard v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 66 F. 4th 33. 

No. 23–5186. MacDonald v. Lambrew et al. Sup. Jud. Ct. 
Me. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5187. Sepulveda-Arreola v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5188. Roy v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5189. Steele v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5190. Mollett v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5191. McShan v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5192. Doan v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 6th App. 
Dist. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5193. Fairbourn v. Morden, Warden, et al. C. A. 
10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5194. Green v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 67 F. 4th 657. 

No. 23–5195. Wood v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5196. Massey v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 667 S. W. 3d 784. 

No. 23–5197. Partain v. Hallmark et al. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5198. Potts v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5199. Peoples v. Garman, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Rockview, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5200. Rincon Medina v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 
2d App. Dist., Div. 6. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5201. Valenzuela v. Arias, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5203. Carpenter v. Wisconsin. Ct. App. Wis. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5205. Lesane v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5206. Castaneda v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5208. Boudreau v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 58 F. 4th 26. 

No. 23–5210. Zapata-Reyes v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5211. Cook v. Martin, Warden, et al. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5212. Stephenson v. Payne, Director, Arkansas 
Division of Correction. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

Page Proof Pending Publication



858 OCTOBER TERM, 2023 

October 2, 2023 601 U. S. 

No. 23–5213. Grant v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5214. Key v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 348 So. 3d 691. 

No. 23–5215. Wright v. Union Pacic Railroad Co. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5216. MacDonald v. Duddy et al. (two judgments). 
C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5217. MacDonald v. Maine. Sup. Jud. Ct. Me. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5219. Wilson, aka Parker v. Lumpkin, Director, 
Texas Department of Criminal Justice, Correctional In-
stitutions Division, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5220. Harkins v. Citizens Bank. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5221. Betero-Carrillo v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5223. Rios v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5224. Scott v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2022 IL App (1st) 210097–U. 

No. 23–5225. Sapp v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5226. Turner v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5227. Roman v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 4th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2022 IL App (4th) 200414–U. 

No. 23–5229. Hernandez Roman v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5230. Poppo v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2022 IL App (1st) 191217–U. 

No. 23–5233. Sanders v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5235. Lares-Nunez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5237. Laws v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5239. Hughes v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5240. Cooper v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5241. McLean v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5242. Wu v. Public Employment Relations Board 
et al. Ct. App. Cal., 3d App. Dist. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 87 Cal. App. 5th 715, 303 Cal. Rptr. 3d 693. 

No. 23–5245. Aparicio-Martinez v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5246. Abadi v. Caesars Entertainment, Inc. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5248. Gacho v. Baker, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5249. Green v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5252. Fuller v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 4th App. 
Dist., Div. 2. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5254. Serrano-Munoz v. United States. C. A. 3d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5256. Cooper v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5257. Rios-Edeza v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5258. McLendon v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5259. Hilyard v. Wyoming. Sup. Ct. Wyo. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 2023 WY 13, 523 P. 3d 936. 
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No. 23–5260. Harcrow v. Harcrow et al. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5261. Flores-Salcido v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5263. Wilson v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5264. De La Rosa-De La Cerda v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5265. Miller v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5266. Stevens v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5270. Lewis v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5272. Woodham v. Hanks, Commissioner, New 
Hampshire Department of Corrections, et al. Sup. Ct. 
N. H. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5273. Barton v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5274. Milk v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 66 F. 4th 1121. 

No. 23–5276. Martinez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5280. Grifn v. Eckert, Superintendent, Wende 
Correctional Facility. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5281. Holmes v. Bowen, Warden. Sup. Ct. Ga. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5283. Hearns v. Trahune et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5284. Lee v. Maryland. App. Ct. Md. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5285. Gebreselassie v. Matteson, Warden. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5288. Hymas v. Department of the Interior et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5290. Clark v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5292. Patino Restrepo v. United States. C. A. 2d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5295. Carrasco-Garcia v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5296. Marin-Torres v. United States. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5298. Catarino v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 14 Cal. 5th 748, 529 P. 3d 60. 

No. 23–5299. Sims v. Gray, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5302. Rederick v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 961. 

No. 23–5303. Germeil v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5305. Vaughn v. Nebraska. Sup. Ct. Neb. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 314 Neb. 167, 989 N. W. 2d 378. 

No. 23–5308. Manship v. Beals, Commissioner. Sup. Ct. 
Va. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5309. Carlos v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5314. Crawford v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5319. Riggins v. Hollibaugh, Superintendent, 
State Correctional Institution at Somerset, et al. C. A. 
3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5320. Magee v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5322. Weathers v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5324. Beiter v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5326. Smith v. United States District Court for 
the District of Nevada. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5334. Iglesias-Villegas v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 357. 

No. 23–5339. Remarque v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5340. Hurst v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5342. Cooley v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 1173. 

No. 23–5344. Abadi v. City of New York, New York. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5345. Robledo v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5346. Farmer v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5348. Breal v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5351. Ramirez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5353. Modugumudi v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5356. James v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5361. Slabon v. Sanchez et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5362. Beale v. Mississippi. Sup. Ct. Miss. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5363. Bishop v. Georgia. Ct. App. Ga. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5366. Deephouse v. Wyoming. Sup. Ct. Wyo. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2023 WY 37, 527 P. 3d 1261. 
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No. 23–5371. Tompson v. New Hampshire. Sup. Ct. N. H. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5374. Roberts v. Samuel. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5388. Lyles v. South Carolina. Sup. Ct. S. C. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5393. Taylor v. Illinois. Sup. Ct. Ill. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2023 IL 128316, 220 N. E. 3d 1034. 

No. 23–5406. Porter v. USAA Casualty Insurance Co. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5416. Hollingsworth v. Thornell, Director, Ari-
zona Department of Corrections, Rehabilitation and Re-
entry, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5418. Catherwood v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida 
Department of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5420. Wanzo v. Pfeiffer, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5458. Conley v. Wells, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1066. CareDx Inc. et al. v. Natera, Inc., et al. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Kavanaugh would 
grant the petition for writ of certiorari. Reported below: 40 
F. 4th 1371. 

No. 22–1093. Spell et al. v. Edwards et al. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Motion of Alabama Center for Law and Liberty for leave to fle 
brief as amicus curiae denied. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1095. Community Housing Improvement Program 
et al. v. City of New York, New York, et al. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Motion of Alexander Gallo for leave to fle brief as amicus curiae 
out of time denied. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 59 
F. 4th 540. 

No. 22–1138. Eastman v. Thompson, Chairman of the 
United States House Select Committee to Investigate 
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the January 6th Attack on the United States Capitol, 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Thomas took 
no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. 

No. 22–1168. Center for Medical Progress et al. v. 
Planned Parenthood Federation of America et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Motion of Foundation for Moral Law for leave to fle 
brief as amicus curiae denied. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 51 F. 4th 1125. 

No. 22–1226. Idaho v. Dorff. Sup. Ct. Idaho. Motion of 
respondent for leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 171 Idaho 818, 526 P. 3d 
988. 

No. 22–7641. Wyatt v. Harpe, Director, Oklahoma De-
partment of Corrections. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Justice Gorsuch took no part in the consideration or decision 
of this petition. 

No. 22–7768. Ayyad v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Justice Sotomayor took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition. 

No. 22–7805. Brewer v. Wray, Director, Federal Bureau 
of Investigation, et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Justice Alito took no part in the consideration or decision of 
this petition. 

No. 23–59. Clark v. Garland, Attorney General, et al. 
C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. The Chief Justice took no 
part in the consideration or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–117. Castro v. Trump. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
before judgment denied. 

No. 23–5011. Sharma v. Circosta, Chair, North Carolina 
State Board of Elections, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari 
before judgment denied. 

No. 23–5017. Smith v. Indiana Parole Board et al. C. A. 
7th Cir. Certiorari before judgment denied. 

No. 23–5021. Smith v. Galipeau et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari before judgment denied. 
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No. 23–5048. Houston v. Highland Care Center, Inc. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Sotomayor took no 
part in the consideration or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–5125. Lewis v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari before judgment denied. 

No. 23–5183. Herschaft v. New York City Campaign 
Finance Board. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice So-
tomayor took no part in the consideration or decision of this 
petition. 

No. 23–5184. MacDonald v. Sutton, Judge, District 
Court of Maine, et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari before judg-
ment denied. 

No. 23–5202. Abadi et al. v. Transportation Security Ad-
ministration. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice 
Jackson took no part in the consideration or decision of this 
petition. See 28 U. S. C. § 455 and Code of Conduct for U. S. 
Judges, Canon 3C (prior judicial service). 

No. 23–5228. Williams v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition. See 28 U. S. C. § 455(b)(3) and 
Code of Conduct for U. S. Judges, Canon 3C(1)(e) (prior govern-
ment employment). Reported below: 63 F. 4th 908. 

No. 23–5291. Johnston v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Barrett took no part in the consid-
eration or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–5653 (23A262). Zack v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Ap-
plication for stay of execution of sentence of death, presented 
to Justice Thomas, and by him referred to the Court, denied. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5667 (23A276). Zack v. Desantis, Governor of 
Florida, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Application for stay of execu-
tion of sentence of death, presented to Justice Thomas, and by 
him referred to the Court, denied. Certiorari denied. 

Rehearing Denied 
No. 22–6769. Fast v. Florida, 598 U. S. 1216; 
No. 22–7087. Hoffman v. United States District Court 

for the District of Arizona, 598 U. S. 1314; 
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No. 22–7090. Gallardo v. United States, 598 U. S. 1261; 
No. 22–7206. Hood v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-

ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion, 598 U. S. 1321; 

No. 22–7214. Bacilio v. Texas, 598 U. S. 1321; 
No. 22–7250. Washington v. University of Texas Medical 

Branch et al., 599 U. S. 905; 
No. 22–7296. Thomas v. United States, 598 U. S. 1287; and 
No. 22–7413. Flemming v. Tennessee, 599 U. S. 915. Peti-

tions for rehearing denied. 

October 10, 2023 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 22–321. Slockish et al. v. Department of Transpor-
tation et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari dismissed under this 
Court's Rule 46. 

Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 23–5316. Bressi v. McCloud et al.; and 
No. 23–5318. Bressi v. Gembic et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Mo-

tions of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, 
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). 

No. 23–5325. Adams v. Merit Systems Protection Board. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed 
in forma pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this 
Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5328. Adams v. Merit Systems Protection Board. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed 
in forma pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this 
Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5329. Adams v. Merit Systems Protection Board. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed 
in forma pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this 
Court's Rule 39.8. 
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No. 23–5330. Adams v. Merit Systems Protection Board. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed 
in forma pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this 
Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5337. Brown v. State Correctional Institution at 
Somerset, Administration Ofce, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, 
and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5467. Andrews v. Ramos, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis de-
nied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5544. Leonor v. Nebraska. Sup. Ct. Neb. 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 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). Reported below: 314 Neb. –––. 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23A16. Stalcup v. Department of Defense. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Application for stay, addressed to Justice Thomas and re-
ferred to the Court, denied. 

No. 23A139. Sharma v. Circosta, Chair, North Carolina 
State Board of Elections, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Application 
for injunction, addressed to Justice Thomas and referred to the 
Court, denied. 

No. 23A152. Lajeunesse v. Karberg, Warden. Applica-
tion for bail, addressed to Justice Jackson and referred to the 
Court, denied. 

No. 23A197. Bradford v. United States. Application for 
bail, addressed to Justice Jackson and referred to the Court, 
denied. 

No. 23A210. Bochra v. Department of Education et al. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Application for injunction, addressed to Justice 
Gorsuch and referred to the Court, denied. 
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No. 23A230. Gazzola et al. v. Hochful, Governor of New 
York, et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Application for stay, addressed to 
Justice Thomas and referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 23A308. Nasser v. Murphy. C. A. 5th Cir. Application 
to vacate stay of execution of sentence of death, presented to 
Justice Alito, and by him referred to the Court, granted. The 
October 6, 2023, order of the United States District Court for 
the Western District of Texas, case No. 1:23–cv–1170, is vacated. 
Justice Sotomayor, Justice Kagan, and Justice Jackson 
would deny the application. 

No. D–3110. In re Disbarment of Moats. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 598 U. S. 1256.] 

No. D–3111. In re Disbarment of Saldana Tier. Disbar-
ment entered. [For earlier order herein, see 598 U. S. 1256.] 

No. D–3112. In re Disbarment of Boyer. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 598 U. S. 1256.] 

No. D–3113. In re Disbarment of Infurna. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 598 U. S. 1256.] 

No. D–3114. In re Disbarment of Nelson. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 598 U. S. 1257.] 

No. D–3115. In re Disbarment of Gilliam. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 598 U. S. 1257.] 

No. D–3116. In re Disbarment of Flechas. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 598 U. S. 1257.] 

No. D–3117. In re Disbarment of Love. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 598 U. S. 1257.] 

No. D–3118. In re Disbarment of Silbiger. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 598 U. S. 1257.] 

No. D–3119. In re Disbarment of Cohen. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 598 U. S. 1278.] 

No. D–3121. In re Disbarment of Fabrizio. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 598 U. S. 1031.] 

No. 23M25. BrumField v. McComas; and 
No. 23M26. McCluskey El v. Celebrity Cruises, Inc. 

Motions to direct the Clerk to fle petitions for writ of certiorari 
out of time denied. 
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No. 22–277. Moody, Attorney General of Florida, et al. 
v. NetChoice, LLC, dba NetChoice, et al. C. A. 11th Cir.; 
and 

No. 22–555. NetChoice, LLC, dba NetChoice, et al. v. 
Paxton, Attorney General of Texas. C. A. 5th Cir. [Cer-
tiorari granted, 600 U. S. 970.] The following briefng schedule 
is adopted: Respondents in No. 22–277 and petitioners in No. 22– 
555 shall fle opening briefs on the merits on or before Thursday, 
November 30, 2023, and the briefs are to bear a light blue cover. 
Any brief for an amicus curiae in support or in support of neither 
party shall be fled on or before Thursday, December 7, 2023, and 
the brief shall bear a light green cover. Petitioners in No. 22– 
277 and respondents in No. 22–555 shall fle response briefs on 
the merits on or before Tuesday, January 16, 2024, and the briefs 
are to bear a light red cover. Any brief for an amicus curiae in 
support shall be fled on or before Tuesday, January 23, 2024, and 
the brief shall bear a dark green cover. Reply briefs are to be 
fled in compliance with this Court's Rule 25.3, and the briefs are 
to bear a yellow cover. An amicus curiae shall fle only a single 
brief in these cases. 

No. 23–5255. Swinton v. Livingston County, New York, 
et al. C. A. 2d Cir.; and 

No. 23–5311. Holmes v. Granuaile, LLC, et al. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Motions of petitioners for leave to proceed in forma pau-
peris denied. Petitioners are allowed until October 31, 2023, 
within which to pay the docketing fees required by Rule 38(a) 
and to submit petitions in compliance with Rule 33.1 of the Rules 
of this Court. 

No. 23–5561. In re Shumpert; and 
No. 23–5590. In re Williams. Petitions for writs of habeas 

corpus denied. 

Certiorari Denied 
No. 22–977. Bruns et vir v. USAA et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. 

Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1048. Blackburn et ux. v. Dare County, North 
Carolina, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 58 F. 4th 807. 

No. 22–1055. Elbaz, aka Green v. United States. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 52 F. 4th 593. 
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No. 22–1082. Larrabee v. Del Toro, Secretary of the 
Navy, et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 45 F. 4th 81. 

No. 22–1112. Avail Vapor, LLC, et al. v. Food and Drug 
Administration. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 55 F. 4th 409. 

No. 22–1118. Adams et al. v. United States. C. A. Fed. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 59 F. 4th 1349. 

No. 22–1158. Magassa v. Mayorkas, Secretary of Home-
land Security, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 52 F. 4th 1156. 

No. 22–1240. Tashman v. Advance Auto Parts, Inc. C. A. 
8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 1147. 

No. 22–1248. Missouri et al. v. Biden, President of the 
United States, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 52 F. 4th 362. 

No. 22–7286. Alexander v. Doe et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 57 F. 4th 667. 

No. 22–7474. Cuthbertson v. United States. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7539. Gallman v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 57 F. 4th 122. 

No. 22–7671. Palacios v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7904. Demont v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–11. Dubin v. United States District Court for 
the District of Hawaii; Dubin v. Ofce of Disciplinary 
Counsel et al.; and Dubin et al. v. Supreme Court of 
Hawaii et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–12. Kowal v. Ferndale Area School District 
et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–18. Bernhardt, Personally and as the Admin-
istratrix of the Estate of Wise, et al. v. HSBC Holdings 
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PLC et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 47 F. 4th 856. 

No. 23–30. Argent Trust Co. et al. v. Harrison. C. A. 
10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 59 F. 4th 1090. 

No. 23–76. Karupaiyan v. Infosys BPM et al. C. A. 3d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–77. Karupaiyan v. Tata Consultancy Services 
et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–78. Karupaiyan v. Vaissie et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–83. Bernard v. Hodyl. Ct. App. Colo. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–85. Giehl v. Bank of America. Sup. Ct. Fla. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–86. Chamberlin v. Hartog, Baer & Hand, APC, 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–87. Craig v. Solorzano. Sup. Jud. Ct. Me. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–92. Hoganson v. Colorado. Ct. App. Colo. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–96. Fulton, County, Pennsylvania, et al. v. 
Secretary of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania et al. 
Sup. Ct. Pa. Certiorari denied. Reported below: ––– Pa. –––, 
292 A. 3d 974. 

No. 23–99. Adelson v. Ocwen Loan Servicing, LLC, nka 
PHH Mortgage Corp., et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–100. Clemens v. O’Hara. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–102. Carrera v. Forsberg. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–104. Watson v. Connecticut et al. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–105. Thorpe v. Township of Salisbury, Pennsylva-
nia, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–110. Ituah, by Her Guardian McKay v. Austin 
State Hospital et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–112. McElroy v. City of Corvallis, Oregon. Ct. 
App. Ore. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–113. Pohl v. United States. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–116. Caldwell v. Anthony et al. Sup. Ct. R. I. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 285 A. 3d 734. 

No. 23–118. O’Dwyer v. Carter et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–127. Cooperman v. Social Security Administra-
tion. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–129. Tardy v. Corrections Corporation of 
America, nka CoreCivic, et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 57 F. 4th 567. 

No. 23–132. Pollick v. Trozzolillo. Super. Ct. Pa. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–136. Brown v. Garland, Attorney General. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–137. Crews v. McDonough, Secretary of Veter-
ans Affairs. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 63 F. 4th 37. 

No. 23–143. Minnesota Automobile Dealers Assn. v. Min-
nesota Pollution Control Agency. Ct. App. Minn. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 986 N. W. 2d 225. 

No. 23–144. Marciano v. Adams, Mayor of the City of 
New York, et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–145. Shklyar v. Carboline Co. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–149. Sabine River Authority, Louisiana v. Bonin 
et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 65 
F. 4th 249. 
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No. 23–162. Winchel v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–172. Pollick v. Trozzolillo. Super. Ct. Pa. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 289 A. 3d 52. 

No. 23–180. Laborin-Ledes v. Garland, Attorney Gen-
eral. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–188. Dumas v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–190. Bondyopadhyay v. United States. C. A. Fed. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–206. Burns v. Iowa. Sup. Ct. Iowa. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 988 N. W. 2d 352. 

No. 23–214. Murray v. Sar Law P. L. C. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–228. McKenna v. Sony Pictures Entertainment, 
Inc., et al. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. Dist., Div. 5. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–230. Personalized Media Communication, LLC v. 
Apple Inc. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 57 F. 4th 1346. 

No. 23–5039. Creech v. Richardson, Warden. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 59 F. 4th 372. 

No. 23–5222. Ali v. Minehart, Judge, et al. Sup. Ct. Pa. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5234. Jenkins v. Tengowski. Super. Ct. Pa. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5250. Franklin v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5251. Guida v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5253. Hoballah v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certio-
rari denied. 
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No. 23–5267. Lunn v. City of Detroit, Michigan, et al. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5268. Bakambia v. Schnell et al. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5269. Christo El, aka Jones v. Miller et al. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5271. Villarreal v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 3d 
App. Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5278. Belcher v. Williams, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5279. Annabel v. Novak et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5282. Hearns v. Whisnand et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5286. Green v. Smith, Warden, et al. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5289. Crain v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5293. Davison v. Whitten, Warden. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5294. Wade v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 2d Dist. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5297. Kone v. Milburn, Superintendent, Spring 
Creek Correctional Center. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5300. Ramos v. Rankins. C. A. 10th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5301. West v. Ulloa et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5306. Holbert v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 7th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 665 S. W. 3d 120. 

No. 23–5307. Crowder v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5313. Roque v. Buffaloe, Secretary, North Caro-
lina Department of Public Safety. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5315. Redfearn v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5321. Reaves v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5323. Collins v. Jeffreys et al. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5336. Walker v. Lamb, Warden. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5343. Halfhill v. Washington. Ct. App. Wash. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 23 Wash. App. 2d 1020. 

No. 23–5350. Ramsey v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5357. Smith v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5359. Burke v. Deml, Commissioner, Vermont 
Department of Corrections, et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5360. McCoy v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 498. 

No. 23–5365. Taylor v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 62 F. 4th 146. 

No. 23–5368. Reynolds v. Eller, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5377. Gaines v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5378. Capozzi v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5379. Wills v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2021–00106 (La. 6/17/23), 361 So. 3d 965. 

Page Proof Pending Publication



876 OCTOBER TERM, 2023 

October 10, 2023 601 U. S. 

No. 23–5382. Graham v. McDonough, Secretary of Veter-
ans Affairs. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5384. Johnson v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5386. Parker v. Clarke, Director, Virginia De-
partment of Corrections. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5389. Rodriguez v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5390. Chopra v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 67 F. 4th 913. 

No. 23–5391. Maguina v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5392. Fernandez v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5396. Clark v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5398. Ledford v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5401. Christmas v. Wedd et al. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5403. Moreira Bravo v. United States. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 56 F. 4th 568. 

No. 23–5405. Petersen v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5407. Askew v. Bailey, Sheriff, Berrien County, 
Michigan. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5409. Fratus v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5412. Shrum v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 59 F. 4th 968. 

No. 23–5419. Williams v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5424. Vaca v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5425. Rosasen v. Rosasen. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5426. Robertson v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 68 F. 4th 855. 

No. 23–5428. Gastelum Valenzuela v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5430. Brown v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5432. Vaughn v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5433. Ononuju v. Virginia Housing Development 
Authority et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5434. Moncrieffe v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5435. Webb v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5437. Sanusi v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5439. Huffman v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5440. Glukhoy v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 3d App. 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 77 Cal. App. 5th 576, 
292 Cal. Rptr. 3d 623. 

No. 23–5442. Johnson v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 1st App. 
Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5445. Bazemore v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5449. Rojas v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5450. Garcia-Gutierrez v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5451. Rios-Hernandez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5453. Ramirez-Urbina v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5456. Gilcrease v. Louisiana. Ct. App. La., 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 54,905 (La. App. 2 Cir. 
11/30/22), 352 So. 3d 153. 

No. 23–5461. Giddings v. Knudsen et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5462. Solorzano v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 245. 

No. 23–5466. Alexander v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5469. Spencer v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5473. Salazar v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 69 F. 4th 474. 

No. 23–5475. Zahn v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 699. 

No. 23–5477. Butler v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5478. Monical v. Nofziger et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5483. Blake v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5484. Wheeler v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5486. Gonzalez-Gonzalez v. United States. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5487. Hernandez-Mendez v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5488. Tousant v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5490. Eller v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5497. Woods v. District Attorney of Philadel-
phia, Pennsylvania, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5499. Del Cid Bran v. United States. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5503. Alvarado v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5504. Lakes v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5506. Gata v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5507. Green v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5509. White v. Phillips, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 66 F. 4th 615. 

No. 23–5511. Elhage v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5512. Mendoza-Gomez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 69 F. 4th 273. 

No. 23–5514. Dillard v. Wyoming. Sup. Ct. Wyo. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 2023 WY 73, 533 P. 3d 179. 

No. 23–5515. Meyer v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 1024. 

No. 23–5517. Cox v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5518. Gamble v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5519. Cortez Fierros v. United States. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5522. Guerra v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5523. Jones v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5526. Rodriguez-Mendez v. United States. C. A. 
3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5531. Crabtree v. Oregon Board of Parole and 
Post-Prison Supervision. Ct. App. Ore. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 323 Ore. App. 322, 522 P. 3d 566. 

No. 23–5535. Lane v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5537. Bean v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5539. Thompson v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 64 F. 4th 412. 

No. 23–5540. Rinaldi v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5547. Hahn v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 2d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 359 So. 3d 712. 

No. 23–5550. Jones v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

Page Proof Pending Publication
No. 23–5554. Hickman v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 

Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5555. Garcia-Aleman v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5560. Rufn v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5569. Gutierrez v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5573. Tinnen v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5574. Wright v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5578. Paw v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5583. Lopez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 325. 

No. 23–5586. Leon v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5587. Carrington v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1125. Blankenship v. NBCUniversal, LLC, et al. 
C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 60 F. 4th 744. 

Justice Thomas, concurring in the denial of certiorari. 

“The common law of libel at the time the First and Fourteenth 
Amendments were ratifed did not require public fgures to satisfy 
any kind of heightened liability standard as a condition of re-
covering damages.” McKee v. Cosby, 586 U. S. 1172, 1176 (2019) 
(Thomas, J., concurring in denial of certiorari). To be sure, the 
law was not static; “[i]n the frst decades after the adoption of 
the Constitution,” the rule that “truth or good motives was no 
defense” to libel “was changed by judicial decision, statute or 
constitution in most States.” Beauharnais v. Illinois, 343 U. S. 
250, 254 (1952). But from the founding until 1964, the law of 
defamation was “almost exclusively the business of state courts 
and legislatures.” Gertz v. Robert Welch, Inc., 418 U. S. 323, 369– 
370 (1974) (White, J., dissenting). 

The Court usurped control over libel law and imposed its own 
elevated standard in New York Times Co. v. Sullivan, 376 U. S. 
254 (1964). It decreed that the Constitution required “a federal 
rule that prohibits a public offcial from recovering damages for 
a defamatory falsehood relating to his offcial conduct unless he 
proves that the statement was made with `actual malice'—that is, 
with knowledge that it was false or with reckless disregard of 
whether it was false or not.” Id., at 279–280. The Court did 
not base this “actual malice” rule in the original meaning of the 
First Amendment. It limited its analysis of the historical record 
to a loose inference from opposition surrounding the Sedition Act 
of 1798, see McKee, 586 U. S., at 1181–1182 (opinion of Thomas, 
J.), and primarily justifed its constitutional rule by noting that 
20th century state-court decisions and “the consensus of scholarly 
opinion apparently favor[ed] the rule,” New York Times, 376 U. S., 
at 280, and n. 20. 

I continue to adhere to my view that we should reconsider the 
actual-malice standard. See Counterman v. Colorado, 600 U. S. 66, 
105 (2023) (dissenting opinion); Coral Ridge Ministries Media, Inc. 
v. Southern Poverty Law Center, 597 U. S. 911, 912 (2022) (dissent-
ing from denial of certiorari); Berisha v. Lawson, 594 U. S. 953, 
955 (2021) (same); McKee, 586 U. S., at 1182 (opinion of Thomas, J.). 
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“New York Times and the Court's decisions extending it were 
policy-driven decisions masquerading as constitutional law.” Id., 
at 1173. The decisions have “no relation to the text, history, or 
structure of the Constitution.” Tah v. Global Witness Publish-
ing, Inc., 991 F. 3d 231, 251 (CADC 2021) (Silberman, J., dissenting 
in part). And the actual-malice standard comes at a heavy cost, 
allowing media organizations and interest groups “to cast false 
aspersions on public fgures with near impunity.” Id., at 254. 
The Court cannot justify continuing to impose a rule of its own 
creation when it has not “even inquired whether the First or 
Fourteenth Amendment, as originally understood, encompasses 
an actual-malice standard.” Coral Ridge Ministries, 597 U. S., 
at 913 (opinion of Thomas, J.) (internal quotation marks omitted). 

Petitioner Don Blankenship asks us to revisit New York Times. 
I agree with the Court's decision not to take up that question in 
this case because it appears that Blankenship's claims are inde-
pendently subject to an actual-malice standard as a matter of 
state law. See State ex rel. Suriano v. Gaughan, 198 W. Va. 339, 
356, 480 S. E. 2d 548, 565 (1996). In an appropriate case, how-
ever, we should reconsider New York Times and our other deci-
sions displacing state defamation law. 

No. 23–79. Karupaiyan v. Solomon et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari before judgment denied. 

No. 23–5524. Jones et al. v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Barrett took no part in the consid-
eration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 56 F. 4th 
455. 

No. 23–5584. Rogers v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Gorsuch took no part in the consid-
eration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 520 Fed. 
Appx. 727. 

No. 23–5740. Murphy v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Appli-
cation for stay of execution of sentence of death, presented to 
Justice Alito, and by him referred to the Court, denied. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 22–6930. Hackney v. Michigan, 598 U. S. 1283. Petition 
for rehearing denied. 
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October 12, 2023 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 22–7706. Taylor v. Tanner, Acting Warden. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46. 

October 13, 2023 
Certiorari Granted 

No. 22–529. Cantero et al., Individually and on Behalf 
of All Others Similarly Situated v. Bank of America, N. A. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 49 F. 4th 121. 

No. 22–1025. Gonzalez v. Trevino et al. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari granted. Reported below: 42 F. 4th 487. 

No. 22–1079. Truck Insurance Exchange v. Kaiser Gyp-
sum Co., Inc., et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari granted. Jus-
tice Alito took no part in the consideration or decision of this 
petition. Reported below: 60 F. 4th 73. 

No. 22–1219. Relentless, Inc., et al. v. Department of 
Commerce et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Motion of Advancing Ameri-
can Freedom, Inc., et al. for leave to fle brief as amici curiae 
denied. Certiorari granted limited to Question 1 presented by 
the petition. The Clerk is directed to establish a briefng sched-
ule that will allow this case to be argued in tandem with No. 22– 
451, Loper Bright Enterprises et al. v. Raimondo, Secretary of 
Commerce, et al., in the January 2024 argument session. Re-
ported below: 62 F. 4th 621. 

October 16, 2023 
Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 23–5335. Young Bok Song v. Parker et al. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5372. Davis v. Douglas et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, 
and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23A302. Garland, Attorney General, et al. v. Black-
hawk Manufacturing Group, Inc., et al. Application to va-
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cate injunction, presented to Justice Alito, and by him referred 
to the Court, granted. The September 14, 2023, order of the 
United States District Court for the Northern District of Texas, 
case No. 4:22–cv–691, is vacated. 

No. 23M27. Crook v. San Bernardino County Sheriff’s 
Department et al. Motion to direct the Clerk to fle petition 
for writ of certiorari out of time denied. 

No. 23–5367. Wu v. Twin Rivers Unied School District. 
Ct. App. Cal., 3d App. Dist.; and 

No. 23–5381. Harper v. Adams et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Mo-
tions of petitioners for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied. 
Petitioners are allowed until November 6, 2023, within which to 
pay the docketing fees required by Rule 38(a) and to submit peti-
tions in compliance with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 22–1148. North Carolina Farm Bureau Federation, 
Inc. v. People for the Ethical Treatment of Animals, 
Inc.; and 

No. 22–1150. Stein, Attorney General of North Caro-
lina, et al. v. People for the Ethical Treatment of Ani-
mals, Inc., et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 60 F. 4th 815. 

No. 22–7629. Nunez v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–106. Nowicki et al. v. Crown Financial Corp. 
Super. Ct. Pa. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 284 A. 3d 
957. 

No. 23–122. Wilmington Trust, N. A., et al. v. Henry, on 
Behalf of the BSC Ventures Holding, Inc. Employee 
Stock Ownership Plan. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 72 F. 4th 499. 

No. 23–126. Blessett v. Abbott, Governor of Texas, 
et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–134. Klossner v. IADU Table Mound MHP, LLC, 
et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 65 
F. 4th 349. 
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No. 23–141. Martin, Individually and as Administrator 
to the Estate of King v. Bexar County, Texas, et al. C. A. 
Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–148. SR Construction, Inc. v. RE Palm Springs II, 
LLC, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 65 F. 4th 752. 

No. 23–150. Harper v. North Carolina. Ct. App. N. C. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 285 N. C. App. 507, 877 S. E. 
2d 771. 

No. 23–151. Rynn et al. v. UHS of Phoenix, LLC, et al. 
Ct. App. Ariz. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–153. Rynn, Next Friend and Parent of M. R., 
a Minor v. Lujan, Individually and in His Ofcial Capacity 
as the Director of the Arizona Department of Child 
Safety, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–164. Doe v. Rodgers, as Senior Adviser in Divi-
sion of Practitioner Data Banks, et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–182. Tindall v. Department of Labor, Adminis-
trative Review Board. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–192. Trimble v. Department of Veterans Affairs. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–193. Rynn v. First Transit, Inc., et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–245. ChromaDex, Inc., et al. v. Elysium Health, 
Inc. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 59 
F. 4th 1280. 

No. 23–252. United States ex rel. Calderon v. Carring-
ton Mortgage Services, LLC. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 968. 

No. 23–256. Ibrahim v. Department of the Interior. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–268. Keenan v. River Oaks Property Owners, Inc. 
Ct. App. Tex., 1st Dist. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–287. Vernon Healthcare Center, LLC, et al. v. 
Blackmon, By and Through Her Guardian ad Litem, 
Bracks. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–289. Lloyd et al. v. Ford Motor Co. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 851. 

No. 23–5100. Marinov v. FCA US LLC et al. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5109. Lindsey v. Jenkins, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5333. Ramzidin v. Onofri, Individually and in His 
Ofcial Capacity as Mercer County Prosecutor, et al. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5341. Foster v. Aurzada et al. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5347. Russell v. Texas et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5349. Johnson v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5352. McGuire v. Highmark Holdings et al. C. A. 
6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5354. McCoy v. Ouedraogo. Super. Ct. Pa. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5355. Warren v. Nanos, Sheriff, Pima County, Ar-
izona, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5370. Dyer v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5373. Barnett v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 3d 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 358 So. 3d 817. 

No. 23–5376. Diaz et ux. v. Nationstar Mortgage, LLC, 
dba Mr. Cooper. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5380. Webster v. Doe, Sheriff, Craighead County. 
C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5385. Knoll v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5387. Noel v. Indiana Metro Police Department 
et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5399. Rodgers v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 4th 
App. Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5400. Branham v. Michigan. Ct. App. Mich. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5423. Edwards v. Cargor, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5485. Poupart v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 2023– 00278 (La. 6/7/23), 361 
So. 3d 983. 

No. 23–5591. Groves v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 166. 

No. 23–5594. Bell v. New Hampshire. Sup. Ct. N. H. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 175 N. H. 382, 288 A. 3d 411. 

No. 23–5599. Amaya-Castaneda v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5602. Hartseld v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5605. McDonald v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5616. Biegon v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5621. Alvarez-Alvarado v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5626. Dhavamani v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 22–7186. Mann v. Clark, Warden, et al., 598 U. S. 
1306. Petition for rehearing denied. 
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October 17, 2023 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 22–851. United States v. Garcon. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46. Reported 
below: 54 F. 4th 1274. 

October 19, 2023 
Miscellaneous Order 

No. 23A281. Robinson et al. v. Ardoin, Louisiana Secre-
tary of State, et al.; and 

No. 23A282. Galmon et al. v. Ardoin, Louisiana Secretary 
of State, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Applications for stay, presented 
to Justice Alito, and by him referred to the Court, denied. 

Justice Jackson, concurring. 
I concur in the denial of emergency relief. I write separately 

to emphasize two points. 
First, nothing in our decision not to summarily reverse the 

Fifth Circuit should be taken to endorse the practice of issuing 
an extraordinary writ of mandamus in these or similar 
circumstances. 

Second, as we have previously emphasized, this litigation should 
be resolved “in advance of the 2024 congressional elections in 
Louisiana.” Ardoin v. Robinson, 599 U. S. 916, 917 (2023). To 
that end, I read the Fifth Circuit's mandamus ruling to require 
the District Court to delay its remedial hearing only until the 
Louisiana Legislature has had suffcient time to consider alterna-
tive maps that comply with the Voting Rights Act. See In re 
Landry, 83 F. 4th 300, 306 (CA5, Sept. 28, 2023). The State has 
now represented, in its flings before this Court, that the legisla-
ture will not consider such maps while litigation over the enacted 
map is pending. See Response to Emergency Application for 
Stay of Writ of Mandamus in Nos. 23A281, 23A282, p. 16. There-
fore, the District Court will presumably resume the remedial 
process while the Fifth Circuit considers the State's appeal of the 
preliminary injunction. 

October 20, 2023 
Miscellaneous Order. 

No. 23A243 (23–411). Murthy, Surgeon General, et al. v. 
Missouri et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Application for stay, presented 
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to Justice Alito, and by him referred to the Court, granted. 
The preliminary injunction issued on July 4, 2023, by the United 
States District Court for the Western District of Louisiana, case 
No. 3:22–cv–01213, as modifed by the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Fifth Circuit on October 3, 2023, case No. 23– 
30445, is stayed. The application for stay is also treated as a 
petition for a writ of certiorari, and the petition is granted on the 
questions presented in the application. The stay shall terminate 
upon the sending down of the judgment of this Court. 

Justice Alito, with whom Justice Thomas and Justice Gor-
such join, dissenting. 

This case concerns what two lower courts found to be a “coordi-
nated campaign” by high-level federal offcials to suppress the 
expression of disfavored views on important public issues. Mis-
souri v. Biden, 83 F. 4th 350, 392 (CA5 2023). To prevent the 
continuation of this campaign, these offcials were enjoined from 
either “coerc[ing]” social media companies to engage in such cen-
sorship or “active[ly] control[ling]” those companies' decisions 
about the content posted on their platforms. Id., at 366, 376. 
Today, however, a majority of the Court, without undertaking a 
full review of the record and without any explanation, suspends 
the effect of that injunction until the Court completes its review 
of this case, an event that may not occur until late in the spring 
of next year. Government censorship of private speech is anti-
thetical to our democratic form of government, and therefore to-
day's decision is highly disturbing. 

This case began when two States, Missouri and Louisiana, and 
various private parties fled suit alleging that popular social 
media companies had either blocked their use of the companies' 
platforms or had downgraded their posts on a host of controver-
sial subjects, including “the COVID–19 lab-leak theory, pandemic 
lockdowns, vaccine side-effects, election fraud, and the Hunter 
Biden laptop story.” Id., at 359. According to the plaintiffs, Fed-
eral Government offcials “were the ones pulling the strings,” that 
is, these offcials “ ̀ coerced, threatened, and pressured [the] social-
media platforms to censor [them].' ” Ibid. (alterations in origi-
nal). Based on extensive fndings of fact that spanned 82 pages, 
the District Court held that the plaintiffs were likely to be able 
to prove their claims and were threatened with irreparable harm, 
and it therefore issued a preliminary injunction against a num-
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ber of Executive Branch agencies and offcials. Missouri v. 
Biden, 680 F. Supp. 3d 630 (WD La. 2023). 

On appeal, the Court of Appeals agreed with the District 
Court's assessment of the evidence, which, in its words, showed 
the existence of “a coordinated campaign” of unprecedented “mag-
nitude orchestrated by federal offcials that jeopardized a funda-
mental aspect of American life.” Missouri v. Biden, 83 F. 4th, 
at 392. The Court of Appeals found that “the district court was 
correct in its assessment—`unrelenting pressure' from certain 
government offcials likely `had the intended result of suppress-
ing millions of protected free speech postings by American citi-
zens.' ” Ibid. 

To stop this “campaign,” the injunction, as it now stands, prohibits 
the covered offcials from doing two things. First, they may 
not “coerce” social media platforms to make “content-moderation 
decisions.” Id., at 397. Second, they may not “meaningfully 
contro[l]” social media platforms' “content-moderation” efforts. 
Ibid. Displeased with these restrictions, the Government fled 
an emergency application asking us to stay the effect of this 
injunction pending certiorari. 

Under a straightforward application of the test we use in decid-
ing whether to grant a stay, the Government's application should 
be denied. To obtain a stay pending the disposition of a petition 
for a writ of certiorari, an applicant must show, among other 
things, “a likelihood that irreparable harm will result from the 
denial of a stay.” Hollingsworth v. Perry, 558 U. S. 183, 190 
(2010) (per curiam). A stay is an “extraordinary remedy that 
may only be awarded upon a clear showing that the plaintiff is 
entitled to such relief.” Winter v. Natural Resources Defense 
Council, Inc., 555 U. S. 7, 22 (2008) (discussing the similar stand-
ard for an injunction). Thus, the Government in this case must 
make a “clear showing” of irreparable harm. And to do that, it 
is not enough to “simply sho[w] some `possibility of irreparable 
injury.' ” Nken v. Holder, 556 U. S. 418, 434 (2009). A mere 
“ ̀ possibility' standard is too lenient.” Id., at 435 (quoting Winter, 
555 U. S., at 22). Instead, the Government must prove that irrep-
arable harm is “ likel[y].” Hollingsworth, 558 U. S., at 190. 
Here, the Government's attempts to demonstrate irreparable 
harm do not come close to clearing this high bar. 
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Instead of providing any concrete proof that “harm is immi-
nent,” White v. Florida, 458 U. S. 1301, 1302 (1982) (Powell, J., in 
chambers), the Government offers a series of hypothetical state-
ments that a covered offcial might want to make in the future 
and that, it thinks, might be chilled. Application 36–38. But 
hypotheticals are just that—speculation that the Government 
“may suffer irreparable harm at some point in the future,” not 
concrete proof. White, 458 U. S., at 1302 (emphasis added). And 
such speculation does not establish irreparable harm. Nken, 556 
U. S., at 434; see also Clapper v. Amnesty Int'l USA, 568 U. S. 
398, 414, n. 5 (2013) (rejecting similar speculation as insuffcient 
to establish an Article III standing injury). 

Moreover, it does not appear that any of the Government's 
hypothetical communications would actually be prohibited by the 
injunction. Nor is any such example provided by the Court's 
unreasoned order. The Government claims that the injunction 
might prevent “the President and the senior offcials who serve 
as his proxies” from “speak[ing] to the public on matters of public 
concern.” Application 36; accord, id., at 3 (suggesting that the 
Fifth Circuit's decision implicates “the use of the Offce's bully 
pulpit to seek to persuade Americans”). The President himself 
is not subject to the injunction, see Missouri v. Biden, 83 F. 4th, 
at 398, and in any event, the injunction does not prevent any 
Government offcial from speaking on any matter or from urging 
any entity or person to act in accordance with the Government's 
view of responsible conduct. The injunction applies only when 
the Government crosses the line and begins to coerce or control 
others' exercise of their free-speech rights. Does the Govern-
ment think that the First Amendment allows Executive Branch 
offcials to engage in such conduct? Does it have plans for this 
to occur between now and the time when this case is decided? 

Despite the Government's conspicuous failure to establish a 
threat of irreparable harm, the majority stays the injunction and 
thus allows the defendants to persist in committing the type of 
First Amendment violations that the lower courts identifed. The 
majority takes this action in the face of the lower courts' detailed 
fndings of fact. But “[w]here an intermediate court reviews, and 
affrms, a trial court's factual fndings, this Court will not `lightly 
overturn' the concurrent fndings of the two lower courts.” Eas-
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ley v. Cromartie, 532 U. S. 234 (2001); see also Glossip v. Gross, 
576 U. S. 863, 882 (2015); Graver Tank & Mfg. Co. v. Linde Air 
Products Co., 336 U. S. 271, 275 (1949). And the majority sus-
pends the relief afforded below without a word of explanation. 

Applying our settled test for granting a stay, I would deny the 
Government's application, but I would specify in the order that 
in the unlikely event that a concrete occurrence presents a risk 
of irreparable harm, the Government can apply for relief at that 
time, including, if necessary, by fling an emergency application 
here. Such an order would fully protect the ability of Executive 
Branch offcials to speak out on matters of public concern. 

At this time in the history of our country, what the Court has 
done, I fear, will be seen by some as giving the Government a 
green light to use heavy-handed tactics to skew the presentation 
of views on the medium that increasingly dominates the dissemi-
nation of news. That is most unfortunate. 

No. 23A296. Missouri et al. v. United States. D. C. W. D. 
Mo. Application for stay, presented to Justice Kavanaugh, and 
by him referred to the Court, denied. Justice Thomas would 
grant the application for stay. 

Statement of Justice Gorsuch, with whom Justice Alito 
joins, respecting the denial of the application for stay. 

With the understanding that the district court “prohibited” only 
“implementation and enforcement” of H. B. 85 by the State of 
“Missouri and its offcers, agents, and employees” and “any others 
in active concert with such individuals,” App. to Emergency Ap-
plication 29a, I agree with the denial of the application for a stay 
under the present circumstances. An injunction purporting to 
bind private parties not before the district court or the “chal-
lenged” provisions “themselves,” however, would be inconsistent 
with the “equitable powers of federal courts.” Whole Woman's 
Health v. Jackson, 595 U. S. 30, 44 (2021). 

Certiorari Granted. (See No. 23A243 (23–411), 601 U. S. 888.) 

October 23, 2023 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 22–7571. Rashidi v. Kijakazi, Acting Commissioner of 
Social Security. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari dismissed under 
this Court's Rule 46. 
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October 25, 2023 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. 23A315. West Flagler Associates, Ltd. v. Haaland, 
Secretary of the Interior, et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Applica-
tion for stay, presented to The Chief Justice, and by him re-
ferred to the Court, denied. The order heretofore entered by 
The Chief Justice is vacated. 

Statement of Justice Kavanaugh respecting the denial of the 
application for stay. 

I agree that the stay application should be denied in light of 
the D. C. Circuit's pronouncement that the compact between Flor-
ida and the Seminole Tribe authorizes the Tribe to conduct only 
on-reservation gaming operations, and not off-reservation gaming 
operations. 71 F. 4th 1059, 1062, 1065–1068 (2023); Response in 
Opposition to Application for Stay 7–10, 13–14. If the compact 
authorized the Tribe to conduct off-reservation gaming opera-
tions, either directly or by deeming off-reservation gaming opera-
tions to somehow be on-reservation, then the compact would 
likely violate the Indian Gaming Regulatory Act, as the District 
Court explained. 573 F. Supp. 3d 260, 272–274 (DC 2021); see 25 
U. S. C. §§ 2710(d)(1), (d)(8)(A). 

To the extent that a separate Florida statute (as distinct from 
the compact) authorizes the Seminole Tribe—and only the Semi-
nole Tribe—to conduct certain off-reservation gaming operations 
in Florida, the state law raises serious equal protection issues. 
See Students for Fair Admissions, Inc. v. President and Fellows 
of Harvard College, 600 U. S. 181, 206 (2023); Adarand Construc-
tors, Inc. v. Peña, 515 U. S. 200, 221–222 (1995). But the state 
law's constitutionality is not squarely presented in this applica-
tion, and the Florida Supreme Court is in any event currently 
considering state-law issues related to the Tribe's potential off-
reservation gaming operations. 

October 30, 2023 
Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 23–5438. Salerno v. Thornell, Director, Arizona De-
partment of Corrections, Rehabilitation and Reentry, 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed 
in forma pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this 
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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 
Columbia Court of Appeals, 506 U. S. 1 (1992) (per curiam). 

No. 23–5444. Strege v. Vos, Individually and in His Of-
cial Capacity as the Chief Defender for the Ofce of 
the Federal Public Defender District of Puerto Rico, 
et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed 
in forma pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this 
Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5498. Adams v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th 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. 23A76. Harris v. American Accounting Assn. et al. 
Application to fle petition for writ of certiorari in excess of word 
limits, addressed to Justice Alito and referred to the Court, 
denied. 

No. 23A161. Lewis v. Wells Fargo Bank, N. A., et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Application for injunctive relief, addressed to Jus-
tice Kavanaugh and referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 23A185. Andrews v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Application for stay, addressed to Justice Jackson and referred 
to the Court, denied. 

No. 23A242. Parietti v. Day et al. App. Div., Sup. Ct. 
N. Y., 2d Jud. Dept. Application for stay, addressed to The 
Chief Justice and referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 23M28. Trimble v. Department of Veterans Affairs. 
Motion for leave to proceed as a veteran granted. 

No. 23M29. Johnson v. United States; and 
No. 23M31. Stand for Something Group Live, LLC, dba 

The Rail Club Live, et al. Motions to direct the Clerk to fle 
petitions for writs of certiorari out of time denied. 
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No. 23M30. M. C. et vir v. Indiana Department of Child 
Services. Motion for leave to fle petition for writ of certiorari 
with supplemental appendix under seal granted. 

No. 23M32. Woodward v. Woodward. Motion for leave to 
fle petition for writ of certiorari under seal with redacted copies 
for the public record granted. 

No. 22–193. Muldrow v. City of St. Louis, Missouri, et al. 
C. A. 8th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 600 U. S. 902.] Motion of the 
Solicitor General for leave to participate in oral argument as ami-
cus curiae and for divided argument granted. 

No. 22–859. Securities and Exchange Commission v. Jar-
kesy et al. C. A. 5th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 600 U. S. 902.] 
Motion of Administrative Law Scholars for leave to participate in 
oral argument as amici curiae and for divided argument denied. 

No. 22–1178. Federal Bureau of Investigation et al. 
v. Fikre. C. A. 9th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 600 U. S. 969.] 
Motion of petitioners to dispense with printing joint appendix 
granted. 

No. 23–5464. Okeyo v. United States Citizenship and Im-
migration services, Newark Ofce, et al. C. A. 3d Cir.; and 

No. 23–5476. Zimmerman v. Kijakazi, Acting Commissioner 
of Social Security. C. A. 9th Cir. Motions of petitioners for 
leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied. Petitioners are al-
lowed until November 20, 2023, within which to pay the docketing 
fees required by Rule 38(a) and to submit petitions in compliance 
with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 

No. 23–5708. In re Stansell; 
No. 23–5720. In re McCauley; 
No. 23–5721. In re McCauley; 
No. 23–5736. In re Guttu; and 
No. 23–5744. In re Wheeler. Petitions for writs of habeas 

corpus denied. 

No. 23–5402. In re Knowles; 
No. 23–5508. In re MacDonald; and 
No. 23–5685. In re Richardson. Petitions for writs of man-

damus denied. 

No. 23–5452. In re Smith. Petition for writ of prohibition 
denied. 
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Certiorari Denied 

No. 22–1116. Klamath Irrigation District v. United 
States Bureau of Reclamation et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 48 F. 4th 934. 

No. 22–1151. City of Arlington, Texas v. Crane et al.; 
and 

No. 22–1157. Roper v. Crane et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 50 F. 4th 453. 

No. 22–1209. PDVSA U. S. Litigation Trust et al. v. 
LUKOIL Pan Americas LLC et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 556. 

No. 22–1241. Murphy et al. v. Securities and Exchange 
Commission. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 50 F. 4th 832. 

No. 22–7309. Roane et al. v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 51 F. 4th 541. 

No. 22–7471. Alegre v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7851. Poulo v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7855. Dawson v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 64 F. 4th 1227. 

No. 23–31. Pye v. Emmons, Warden. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–69. PrimeSource Building Products, Inc. v. 
United States et al. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 59 F. 4th 1255. 

No. 23–142. Adams v. Royal Park Nursing and Rehabili-
tation. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–152. Lowe et al. v. Mills, Governor of Maine, 
et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 68 
F. 4th 706. 

No. 23–155. Ashton v. Whitten, Warden. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–157. Jacobs v. Jacobs et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–158. Adkins v. Fitness International, LLC. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–161. Sullivan v. Seaton. Super. Ct. Butts County, 
Ga. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–169. CraneVeyor Corp. v. City of Rancho Cuca-
monga, California. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–174. Rynn v. First Transit, Inc., et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–177. Fitch v. McAdams et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–184. Suber v. VVP Services, LLC, et al. C. A. 2d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–187. Ramon Ochoa v. Levine et al. Super. Ct. Pa. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 285 A. 3d 969. 

No. 23–200. Chae v. Yellen, Secretary of the Treasury, 
et al. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–205. Matadi v. Garland, Attorney General. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–211. Wortley v. Juranitch et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–221. Zoellick v. Wisconsin. Ct. App. Wis. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–229. McClelland v. Katy Independent School 
District et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 63 F. 4th 996. 

No. 23–240. Smith v. Securities and Exchange Commis-
sion. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–247. S. C., Mother v. Philadelphia Department 
of Human Services et al. Super. Ct. Pa. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 292 A. 3d 1073. 

No. 23–266. Watkins v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reporter below: 66 F. 4th 1179. 

No. 23–280. Gaebel v. United States Polo Assn. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–286. Windsor Oakridge Healthcare Center, LP, 
et al. v. Turner et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–288. Novato Healthcare Center, LLC, et al. v. 
Martinez. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–292. Riverside Healthcare and Wellness Cen-
tre, LLC, et al. v. Khan, Individually and as Heir and 
Successor in Interest to Khan, Deceased. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–293. Pomona Healthcare and Wellness Center, 
dba Park Avenue Healthcare and Wellness Center 
v. Thomas, Individually and as Heir and Successor in In-
terest to Jackson. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–294. San Pablo Healthcare & Wellness Center, 
LLC v. Westbrook. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–295. San Marino Gardens Wellness Center, LP, 
dba Pasadena Park Healthcare and Wellness Center v. 
Olmes, Individually and as Heir and Successor in Inter-
est to the Estate of Olmes. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–297. Newman v. York. Ct. App. Ind. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 211 N. E. 3d 1010. 

No. 23–301. Workman v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 661. 

No. 23–302. Watkins v. Wunderlich et al. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–304. Neilsen v. Kellner, District Attorney, 
et al. Ct. App. Colo. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–306. TriZetto Group, Inc., et al. v. Syntel Ster-
ling Best Shores Mauritius Ltd. et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 68 F. 4th 792. 

No. 23–312. Stephens v. Scruggs, Secretary, Maryland 
Department of Public Safety and Correctional Services, 
et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–321. Davis v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 
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No. 23–336. Kiefer v. Isanti County, Minnesota. C. A. 
8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 1149. 

No. 23–350. D’Olivio, aka Anderson, aka Brigetta v. Hut-
son. Ct. App. Tex., 5th Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–353. Jones v. Pyankovska. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 1067. 

No. 23–366. Uetricht et al. v. Chicago Parking Meters, 
LLC. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 64 
F. 4th 827. 

No. 23–5236. Aurelien v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5404. Woodham v. New Hampshire. Sup. Ct. N. H. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5408. Ballard v. Florida. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5411. DeMartino v. Alderin et al. Ct. App. Ore. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 322 Ore. App. 797, 520 
P. 3d 447. 

No. 23–5413. Lipska, aka Hare v. Oregon. Ct. App. Ore. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 323 Ore. App. 639, 522 
P. 3d 930. 

No. 23–5414. Gilberti v. Pentagon et al. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5415. Jackson-Stith v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. 
Okla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5421. Brewer v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
66 F. 4th 558. 

No. 23–5422. Robinson v. McIntosh, Superintendent, 
Clinton Correctional Facility. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5431. Brown v. Neal, Warden, et al. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5436. Barnett v. Guten, District Judge, District 
Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5441. Shakur v. Thompson. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5443. Huss v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5446. Richert v. Murphy et al. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5448. Belssner v. Westgate Las Vegas Hotel, 
LLC, et al. Ct. App. Nev. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 139 Nev. –––, 526 P. 3d 1113. 

No. 23–5459. Turner v. Administrator, New Jersey State 
Prison, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5460. Johnson, aka Ru v. Johnson et al. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5463. Johnson v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5465. Villalona v. Warden, Federal Correc-
tional Institution, Oakdale I, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5468. Coleman v. Island Express Helicopters, 
Inc., et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5470. Adams v. Diamond et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5471. Shrefer v. Pennsylvania. Commw. Ct. Pa. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 285 A. 3d 348. 

No. 23–5472. Andrade Rico v. Robertson, Warden, et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5474. Salim v. Kennedy, Superintendent, Old Col-
ony Correctional Center. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5479. Peyton v. Cisneros, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5481. Ohan v. Fontoura, Sheriff, Essex County, 
New Jersey, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5482. Dunlap v. Idaho Maximum Security Institu-
tion et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5489. Brown v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5491. Brooke v. Vanderbilt Mortgage & Finance, 
Inc. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5492. Christensen v. Reddish, Warden, et al. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5493. Johnson v. Catholic Community Services 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5494. Asquith v. United States District Court 
for the Northern District of West Virginia. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5495. Dyess v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 3d App. 
Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5496. Alexander v. Ely et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5500. Merritt v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5501. Chen v. Metropolitan Police Department 
et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5542. Hood v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5543. Aljindi v. United States. C. A. Fed. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5545. Decker v. Federal Bureau of Prisons. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5546. Sansbury v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 66 F. 4th 612. 

No. 23–5548. Aguirre-Hodge v. Larson. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5585. Creech v. Shoop, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5598. Merchan v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 2d 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 358 So. 3d 1212. 

No. 23–5623. Medearis v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 981. 

No. 23–5627. Deleon v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5628. Duerson, as Next Friend of McFarland v. 
United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5631. Moriarty v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5632. Cadenas v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5636. King v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5639. Rivera-Fonseca v. United States. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5640. Taylor v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5641. Randall v. Oregon. Ct. App. Ore. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 324 Ore. App. 411, 524 P. 3d 1002. 

No. 23–5642. Jones, aka Wilcox v. United States. C. A. 
8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 1109. 

No. 23–5644. Blake v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5645. Stallings v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5647. Savage v. Harris, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5648. Nucera v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 67 F. 4th 146. 
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No. 23–5649. Monson v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 72 F. 4th 1. 

No. 23–5655. Mallett v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 66 F. 4th 734. 

No. 23–5656. Cooke v. Gang, Warden, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5658. Ball v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5662. Wampler v. Handwerk et al. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5666. Aswegan v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5668. Bellamy v. United States. Ct. App. D. C. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 296 A. 3d 909. 

No. 23–5669. Grimm v. United States (two judgments). 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5671. Hernandez Maldonado v. United States. 
C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5672. Mac Cleary v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5675. House v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5677. Woods v. Cates, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5678. Wagner v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5686. Calhoun v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5688. Jordan v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5689. Jones v. Schuyler, Acting Warden. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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October 30, 2023 601 U. S. 

No. 23–5692. Andino-Morales v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 73 F. 4th 24. 

No. 23–5696. Sylvestre v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 78 F. 4th 28. 

No. 23–5699. Galiany-Cruz v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5706. Smith v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5718. Santana v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5719. West v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5724. Meece v. Wyoming. Sup. Ct. Wyo. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2023 WY 60, 530 P. 3d 597. 

No. 22–912. King v. Brownback et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 49 F. 4th 991. 

Statement of Justice Sotomayor respecting the denial of 
certiorari. 

This case squarely presents an issue this Court previously left 
undecided: Whether, under the Federal Tort Claims Act's judg-
ment bar, “an order resolving the merits of an FTCA claim pre-
cludes other claims arising out of the same subject matter in 
the same suit.” Brownback v. King, 592 U. S. 209, 219 (2021) 
(Sotomayor, J., concurring). When this case was frst before us, 
we remanded for the Sixth Circuit to consider this issue in the 
frst instance. On remand, a divided panel of the Sixth Circuit 
determined that it could not consider this issue anew because it 
was bound by Circuit precedent. 

When this Court remanded, I observed that “while many lower 
courts have uncritically held that the FTCA's judgment bar ap-
plies to claims brought in the same action, there are reasons to 
question that conclusion,” and the issue “merits far closer consid-
eration than it has thus far received.” Ibid. The text, purpose, 
and effect of the FTCA, as well as principles of common-law claim 
preclusion, all indicate that the judgment bar might not apply to 
claims brought in the same lawsuit. Indeed, applying the judg-
ment bar in such circumstances produces unfair and ineffcient 
results. James King now cannot litigate his claims that offcers 
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unconstitutionally stopped, searched, assaulted, and hospitalized 
him, even though the Sixth Circuit previously concluded that 
these claims could proceed to a jury trial. See King v. United 
States, 917 F. 3d 409, 421–432 (2019), rev'd on other grounds, 
Brownback v. King, 592 U. S. 209 (2021). He cannot advance 
these compelling claims solely because he brought them together 
with his FTCA claim, which was dismissed for unrelated reasons. 
This broad application of the judgment bar incentivizes piece-
meal litigation. 

The Court now denies certiorari and declines to review the 
Sixth Circuit's decision. This denial does not necessarily forestall 
further consideration of this issue in the lower courts. Some 
Circuits have not yet decided this issue or have addressed it only 
in dicta. Others have decided it, but may conclude that prior 
Circuit precedent is distinguishable. Still others may conclude 
that the Circuit should revisit the question en banc. See Fed. 
Rule App. Proc. 35(a). This may be especially appropriate be-
cause few lower courts have analyzed or explained how the judg-
ment bar's text or purpose compels the conclusion that claims 
arising out of the same subject matter in the same suit are barred. 
See Brownback, 592 U. S., at 222 (Sotomayor, J., concurring). 

This case presents a consequential statutory interpretation 
question that has divided the courts of appeals. That question 
still “deserves much closer analysis and, where appropriate, recon-
sideration.” Id., at 223. In an appropriate future case, this 
Court should decide this issue. 

No. 23–22. Save Jobs USA v. Department of Homeland 
Security et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari before judgment 
denied. Justice Kavanaugh took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 22–990. Harry et al. v. KCG Americas LLC et al., 
598 U. S. 1319. Petition for rehearing denied. 

November 3, 2023 
Certiorari Granted 

No. 22–976. Garland, Attorney General, et al. v. Car-
gill. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 57 
F. 4th 447. 
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November 3, 6, 2023 601 U. S. 

No. 23–3. Coinbase, Inc. v. Suski et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari granted. Reported below: 55 F. 4th 1227. 

No. 22–842. National Rie Association of America v. 
Vullo. C. A. 2d Cir. Motion of Goldwater Institute for leave 
to fle brief as amicus curiae denied. Certiorari granted limited 
to Question 1 presented by the petition. Reported below: 49 
F. 4th 700. 

November 6, 2023 

Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 23–5525. Jackson v. Goodwin et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, 
and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5530. Jones v. Maine State Police Troop E. Sup. 
Jud. Ct. Me. 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 non-
criminal matters 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. 22A571. Barnes v. United States. Application for cer-
tifcate of appealability, addressed to Justice Barrett and re-
ferred to the Court, denied. 

No. 22–674. Campos-Chaves v. Garland, Attorney Gen-
eral. C. A. 5th Cir.; and 

No. 22–884. Garland, Attorney General v. Singh; and 
Garland, Attorney General v. Mendez-Colin. C. A. 9th 
Cir. [Certiorari granted, 600 U. S. 902.] Motion of petitioner in 
No. 22–674 and respondents in 22–884 for divided argument denied. 

No. 22–1008. Corner Post, Inc. v. Board of Governors 
of the Federal Reserve System. C. A. 8th Cir. [Certiorari 
granted, 600 U. S. 969.] Motion of petitioner to dispense with 
printing joint appendix granted. 

No. 22–1078. Warner Chappell Music, Inc., et al. v. 
Nealy et al. C. A. 11th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 600 U. S. 
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970.] Motion of petitioners to dispense with printing joint appen-
dix granted. 

No. 22–1238. Ofce of the United States Trustee v. 
John Q. Hammons Fall 2006, LLC, et al. C. A. 10th Cir. 
[Certiorari granted, 600 U. S. 969.] Motion of petitioner to dis-
pense with printing joint appendix granted. 

No. 23–124. Harrington, United States Trustee, Region 
2 v. Purdue Pharma L. P. et al. C. A. 2d Cir. [Certiorari 
granted, 600 U. S. 961.] Motion of respondents for divided argu-
ment granted. 

No. 23–5763. In re Daniels. Petition for writ of habeas cor-
pus denied. 

No. 23–5797. In re Nelson. Motion of petitioner for leave 
to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and petition for writ of 
habeas corpus dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 22–1175. Xiulu Ruan et al. v. United States. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 56 F. 4th 1291. 

No. 22–1234. Stirling, Director, South Carolina Depart-
ment of Corrections, et al. v. Stokes. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 64 F. 4th 131. 

No. 23–103. Ellis et al. v. City of Clarksdale, 
Mississippi, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–165. Johnson, Individually and in His Ofcial 
Capacity as Sheriff of Santa Rosa County, Florida v. Rog-
ers, as Personal Representative of the Estate of Escano-
Reyes and as Parent and Natural Guardian of Y. C., a 
Minor. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–185. HIP, Inc. v. Hormel Foods Corp. C. A. Fed. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 66 F. 4th 1346. 

No. 23–201. Newman et ux. v. Heritage Village West 
Condominium Assn., Inc. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 2d Dist. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 361 So. 3d 320. 

No. 23–202. Hall v. O’Brien et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 
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November 6, 2023 601 U. S. 

No. 23–204. WY Plaza LC v. Safeway Stores 46 Inc. 
C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 
474. 

No. 23–209. Ottawa OH, LLC v. Pandora Distribution, 
LLC, et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–213. O’Grady v. United States et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 826. 

No. 23–220. Parietti v. Day et al. App. Div., Sup. Ct. N. Y., 
2d Jud. Dept. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 215 App. Div. 
3d 897, 188 N. Y. S. 3d 548. 

No. 23–222. White et vir v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–233. Antero Resources Corp. v. Irby, West Vir-
ginia Tax Commissioner, et al. Sup. Ct. App. W. Va. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–234. Crystal v. Johnson, Warden, et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–257. Martinez-De Paz v. Garland, Attorney Gen-
eral. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–264. Hannah v. United Parcel Service, Inc. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 72 F. 4th 630. 

No. 23–322. Affordable Care, L. L. C. v. McIntyre et al. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–333. Gutman v. Citibank, N. A. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 
4th Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 367 So. 3d 493. 

No. 23–361. Swanson v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–381. Sharif v. Mackoff, Associate Judge, Circuit 
Court of Illinois, Cook County. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5277. Ochoa v. Smith, Acting Warden. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 50 F. 4th 865. 

No. 23–5480. More v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. 
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No. 23–5510. Braxton v. Harrah et al. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5516. Johnson et al. v. Victoria Fire & Casualty 
Co. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5520. Harbec v. North Country Hospital and 
Health Practices et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5521. Gaff v. MSNI Advantage, L. P., et al. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5527. O’Keefe v. Gillespie et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5528. Perkins v. Harry, Secretary, Pennsylvania 
Department of Corrections, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5529. Mousa v. Greve et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5532. Lewis v. Knight et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5533. Clayton v. Navy Federal Credit Union. 
Sup. Ct. Ala. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5534. Zelkowitz v. District Court of Texas, Har-
ris County, et al. Ct. App. Tex., 1st Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5541. Hartle v. New York. Ct. App. N. Y. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 40 N. Y. 3d 39, 214 N. E. 3d 472. 

No. 23–5552. Lei Yin v. Hartford Underwriters Insur-
ance Co. App. Ct. Mass. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
100 Mass. App. 1118, 179 N. E. 3d 1136. 

No. 23–5562. Dubois v. Alves, Superintendent, Massa-
chusetts Correctional Institution at Norfolk. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5565. Wells v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 364 So. 3d 1005. 

No. 23–5568. Pleasant-Bey v. Clendenion, Warden. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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November 6, 2023 601 U. S. 

No. 23–5595. Rolland v. Aurora Retirement, LLC, dba 
Cherry Creek Retirement Village, LLC, et al. C. A. 10th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5607. Valero v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5609. Banks v. Brown, Attorney General of 
Maryland, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5634. Currey v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 2d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5665. Johnson v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5676. King v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 670 S. W. 3d 653. 

No. 23–5687. Brunson v. DeKalb County Schools. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5704. Jones v. Bayler. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5710. Burghardt v. Campbell, Warden. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5767. Flores v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 72 
F. 4th 678. 

No. 23–5768. Escalante v. Robertson, Warden. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–244. Lawyers for Fair Reciprocal Admission v. 
United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari before judgment 
denied. 

No. 23–354. Von Vader v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Barrett took no part in the consid-
eration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 58 F. 4th 
369. 

No. 23–5034. Orduno-Ramirez v. United States. C. A. 
10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Gorsuch took no part in 
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the consideration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 
61 F. 4th 1263. 

No. 23–5680. Villa v. Commissioner of Internal Reve-
nue. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari before judgment denied. 

November 7, 2023 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. 23A364. BP America Production Co. et al. v. Parish 
of Cameron, Louisiana, et al. 38th Jud Dist. Ct. La., Cam-
eron Parish. Application for stay, presented to Justice Alito, 
and by him referred to the Court, denied. 

November 9, 2023 

Miscellaneous Order. (See No. 23–5421, 601 U. S. 911.) 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 23–5421 (23A410). Brewer v. Lumpkin, Director, 
Texas Department of Criminal Justice, Correctional In-
stitutions Division, 601 U. S. 899. Application for stay of exe-
cution of sentence of death, presented to Justice Alito, and by 
him referred to the Court, denied. Petition for rehearing denied. 

November 13, 2023 

Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 23–5538. Brown v. Hollibaugh, Superintendent, 
State Correctional Institution at Somerset. Super. Ct. 
Pa. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 
Reported below: 287 A. 3d 890. 

No. 23–5695. Michuda v. Minnesota. Ct. App. Minn. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, 
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). 
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November 13, 2023 601 U. S. 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23–120. United States Soccer Federation, Inc. v. Re-
levent Sports, LLC, et al. C. A. 2d Cir. The Solicitor Gen-
eral is invited to fle a brief in this case expressing the views of 
the United States. 

No. 23–5564. Grifn v. United States District Court for 
the Northern District of Texas. C. A. 5th Cir. Motion of 
petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied. Peti-
tioner is allowed until December 4, 2023, within which to pay the 
docketing fee required by Rule 38(a) and to submit a petition in 
compliance with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 

No. 23–5845. In re Wright; and. 
No. 23–5854. In re McCauley. Petitions for writs of habeas 

corpus denied. 

Certiorari Granted 

No. 23–14. Diaz v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari granted. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 22–540. Riojas v. Department of the Army et al. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–1217. McKnight v. Pickens Police Department 
et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7068. Anderson v. Bolster. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7503. Davis v. Porsche Cars of North America 
et al. Ct. App. Cal., 4th App. Dist., Div. 2. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7634. Headman v. Headman, aka Bromley. Ct. 
App. Utah. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7697. Brown v. Pennsylvania et al. Sup. Ct. Pa. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: ––– Pa. –––, 286 A. 3d 712. 

No. 22–7872. Barela v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–212. Jones v. Catholic University of America. 
Ct. App. D. C. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–215. Marchisotto v. Ocean County Prosecutor’s 
Ofce. Super. Ct. N. J., App. Div. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–223. Jenkins v. TriWest Healthcare Alliance 
et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–225. Krupka et al. v. Stifel Nicolaus & Co., Inc. 
C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–231. Porter v. Kennard Law PC, dba Kennard 
Richard PC, et al. Ct. App. Tex., 1st Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–265. Sczesny et al. v. Murphy, Individually and 
in His Ofcial Capacity as the Governor of New Jersey, 
et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–290. Grano, as Personal Representative of the 
Estate of Barron, et al. v. El Paso Healthcare System, 
Ltd., dba Las Palmas Medical Center. Ct. App. N. M. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–303. Townsend v. Rockwell Automation, Inc. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–319. Newey v. Orange County, California, et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–364. Nazerzadeh v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 73 F. 4th 341. 

No. 23–371. Johnson v. United States. C. A. Armed 
Forces. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 83 M. J. 331. 

No. 23–382. Carr v. Internal Revenue Service et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–383. Yeh Ho v. Wells Fargo Bank, N. A. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–421. Ciof et al. v. Google LLC. C. A. Fed. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5338. Penn v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 1305. 

No. 23–5536. MacDonald v. Maine. C. A. 1st Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 
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November 13, 2023 601 U. S. 

No. 23–5551. Little, nka Childers v. Little. Ct. App. Ky. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5557. Price v. Centurion of Delaware, LLC, 
et al. Sup. Ct. Del. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 299 
A. 3d 1282. 

No. 23–5559. Outlaw v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5563. Derting v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5571. Johnson v. Brown, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5582. Manuel Reyes v. Washington County, Ore-
gon, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5600. Bostwick v. Massachusetts Executive Of-
ce of Health and Human Services et al. App. Ct. Mass. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 102 Mass. App. 1107, 203 
N. E. 3d 1177. 

No. 23–5624. Porter v. United States District Court for 
the Middle District of Florida. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5700. Gray v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2023–00195 (La. 5/2/2023), 360 
So. 3d 5. 

No. 23–5709. Coulston v. Labrador, Attorney General 
of Idaho. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5716. Zavala v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5717. Shahar v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5722. Orozco-Calderon v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5725. Troup v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 1073. 
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No. 23–5726. Holden v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 1015. 

No. 23–5730. Caroleo v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5734. Flack v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5739. Metsinger v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5742. Easton v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5749. Thompson v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5751. Gumbs v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5756. Davalos v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5758. Strayhorn v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5759. McConnell v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5762. Redbird v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 73 F. 4th 789. 

No. 23–5764. Tucker v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5766. Haas v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5773. De La Torre v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5774. Cabezas v. United States District Court 
for the Middle District of Florida. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5776. Medlock v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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November 13, 2023 601 U. S. 

No. 23–5777. Mendez-Alfaro v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5778. Davis v. Payne, Director, Arkansas Division 
of Correction. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5779. Romo v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5781. Skinner v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 219. 

No. 23–5782. Robinson v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5784. Porter v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 66 F. 4th 1223. 

No. 23–5786. Green v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5788. Buendia v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 73 F. 4th 336. 

No. 23–5790. Beeman v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5791. Jumper v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 107. 

No. 23–5795. Morrow v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5796. Folch-Colon v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 73 So. 3d 24. 

No. 23–5802. Adams, aka Johnson v. United States. C. A. 
6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5803. Decker v. Baez et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5807. Mustafa v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5810. Laureano-Perez v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5812. Jeffries v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5813. Calonge, aka Sealed Defendant v. United 
States. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 74 
F. 4th 31. 

No. 23–5816. Ward v. West Virginia. Sup. Ct. App. W. Va. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5818. Martinez v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5820. Cornelius v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5828. Rivera v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 134. 

No. 23–5834. Johnson v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5836. Sharma v. Buffaloe, Secretary, North Car-
olina Department of Public Safety, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5838. Reynoso, aka Hernandez v. United States. 
C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5840. Castillo v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 894. 

No. 22–693. Johnson v. Prentice et al. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 29 F. 4th 895. 

Justice Jackson, with whom Justice Sotomayor and Jus-
tice Kagan join, dissenting. 

This Court has long held that the test for evaluating an Eighth 
Amendment challenge to a prisoner's conditions of confnement 
involves determining whether prison offcials acted with “deliber-
ate indifference” to a substantial risk to an inmate's health or 
safety. Estelle v. Gamble, 429 U. S. 97, 104 (1976). With respect 
to the Eighth Amendment claim at issue in this case, the Court 
of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit affrmed the grant of summary 
judgment to prison offcials without applying that well-established 
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standard. Given this indisputable legal error, I would grant cer-
tiorari and summarily reverse. 

I 

A 
For nearly three years, petitioner Michael Johnson—whom the 

Illinois Department of Corrections has classifed as “seriously 
mentally ill” based on his bipolar disorder, severe depression, and 
other diagnosed conditions—was held in solitary confnement at 
Pontiac Correctional Center, a prison two hours from Chicago. 
During that time, Johnson spent nearly every hour of his exist-
ence in a windowless, perpetually lit cell about the size of a 
parking space. His cell was poorly ventilated, resulting in un-
bearable heat and noxious odors. The space was also unsanitary, 
often caked with human waste. And because Pontiac offcials 
would not provide cleaning supplies to Johnson unless he pur-
chased them from the commissary, he was frequently forced to 
clean that flth with his bare hands. Johnson was allowed out of 
his cell to shower only once per week, for 10 brief minutes. 

As Members of this Court have recognized, the practice of 
solitary confnement “exact[s] a terrible price.” Davis v. Ayala, 
576 U. S. 257, 289 (2015) (Kennedy, J., concurring); see also Apo-
daca v. Raemisch, 586 U. S. 931, 935–936 (2018) (statement of 
Sotomayor, J., respecting denial of certiorari); Ruiz v. Texas, 580 
U. S. 1191, 1192 (2017) (Breyer, J., dissenting from denial of stay 
of execution). Indeed, “serious objections” to this form of impris-
onment have been brought to this Court for more than a century. 
In re Medley, 134 U. S. 160, 168 (1890). In this regard, Johnson's 
case is not unusual. 

But Johnson's solitary confnement was unusually severe in an-
other respect. In addition to the typical hardships associated 
with solitary confnement, prison offcials completely deprived 
Johnson of exercise for nearly all of his incarceration at Pontiac. 
In the ordinary course, even when in solitary confnement, Pontiac 
inmates are permitted to have recreation time in the prison yard 
for at least eight hours per week. See Ill. Admin. Code, tit. 20, 
§ 504.670 (2023). While in the yard, inmates can access a caged 
outdoor exercise area that has some basic exercise equipment and 
enough open space in which to move about. 

In Johnson's case, however, Pontiac offcials refused to provide 
even this modest relief. Rather, Johnson was repeatedly placed 
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under so-called “yard restrictions” as punishment for various in-
fractions, most of them minor, which resulted in the denial of any 
access to recreation outside his cell. Each yard restriction was 
imposed for a period of between 30 and 90 days, but the restric-
tions were stacked such that, in total, Johnson received over three 
years' worth of yard restrictions. The cramped confnes of John-
son's cell prevented him from exercising there. Thus, for three 
years, Johnson had no opportunity at all to stretch his limbs or 
breathe fresh air.1 

The consequences of such a prolonged period of exercise depri-
vation were predictably severe. Most notably, Johnson's mental 
state deteriorated rapidly. He suffered from hallucinations, exco-
riated his own fesh, urinated and defecated on himself, and 
smeared feces all over his body and cell. Johnson became suicidal 
and sometimes engaged in misconduct with the hope that prison 
guards would beat him to death. His muscles also became prone 
to spasms and cramping, and he often complained of overwhelm-
ing fatigue. He developed respiratory diffculties, including pain-
ful chest contractions and nosebleeds. Worse still, Johnson's dire 
physical condition led to further yard restrictions, as prison 
guards faulted him for being disruptive and having an unclean 
cell. This vicious cycle continued month after month until John-
son was transferred to a specialized mental-health treatment unit, 
where his condition improved. 

B 

Just before his transfer, Johnson fled a lawsuit in the Northern 
District of Illinois against the Pontiac offcials who had deprived 
him of exercise. Proceeding pro se under Rev. Stat. § 1979, 42 
U. S. C. § 1983, Johnson made various Eighth Amendment claims, 

1 It appears that Johnson received 16 yard-restriction sanctions beginning 
in January 2013 and that 10 of those restrictions were imposed for some 
variation of “insolence,” “damage or misuse of property,” or “disobeying a 
direct order.” 3 App. in No. 18–3535 (CA7), pp. 575–578 (alterations omit-
ted). Only four—three of which involved spitting on another inmate, and 
one that involved throwing liquid at prison staff—could be characterized as 
involving any violence. See id., at 576–578. Nor did any of these infrac-
tions involve misconduct that occurred in the yard. Thus, as one judge 
noted below, “[m]any, if not most, of the disciplinary infractions in this case 
[did] not signify any acute security risk.” 29 F. 4th 895, 913–914 (CA7 2022) 
(Rovner, J., dissenting). 
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and also repeatedly pleaded for the District Court to appoint him 
an attorney, noting that his mental state made it diffcult for him 
to litigate his case. His pleas were refused, and Johnson litigated 
the case on his own. After the prison offcials moved for sum-
mary judgment, Johnson mustered only a partially completed, 
handwritten opposition brief, which ended with the statement “I 
could not fnish.” 3 App. in No. 18–3535 (CA7), p. 742. The 
District Court granted summary judgment to the Pontiac 
offcials. 

Over Judge Rovner's dissent, the Seventh Circuit affrmed. As 
relevant here, the panel pointed to Pearson v. Ramos, 237 F. 3d 
881 (CA7 2001), and restated the two-part holding of that Circuit 
precedent: (1) that a single “90-day period of no yard privileges 
as a sanction for misconduct does not infict cruel and unusual 
punishment on an inmate in segregation,” and (2) that “imposing 
consecutive 90-day periods of no-yard privileges for separate mis-
conduct violations does not violate the Eighth Amendment unless 
the sanctions were meted out for `some utterly trivial infraction 
of the prison's disciplinary rules.' ” 29 F. 4th 895, 904 (2022) 
(quoting Pearson, 237 F. 3d, at 884–885). Applying that legal 
standard to the facts presented in Johnson's case, the panel rea-
soned that, while “Johnson's cumulative yard restrictions were far 
longer” than the total one year of yard restrictions imposed in 
Pearson, Johnson did not, and could not, argue “that his miscon-
duct was trivial, either individually or in the aggregate,” and 
thus “[s]ummary judgment for the defendants on this [Eighth 
Amendment] claim was appropriate.” 29 F. 4th, at 904–905. 

With fve judges dissenting, the entire Court of Appeals subse-
quently denied Johnson's petition for rehearing en banc, rejecting 
his request that Pearson's “utterly trivial infraction” rule be re-
visited and revised. 47 F. 4th 529 (CA7 2022). Concurring in 
the rehearing denial, Judge Scudder characterized Johnson's case 
as presenting a “diffcult” question that Pearson had not ade-
quately addressed insofar as Pearson suggested “that the proper 
Eighth Amendment focus is not on the cumulative effect of disci-
plinary infractions . . . but rather on whether each individual 
instance of misconduct warranted denying that access for some 
lesser increment of time.” 47 F. 4th, at 530. Judge Scudder 
recognized that Pearson's rule was “at odds with the established 
preference of resolving Eighth Amendment challenges to prison 
conditions on their individual facts with legal guideposts inform-
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ing the proper inquiry,” and thus he indicated that “[re]considera-
tion in a future case” was warranted. 47 F. 4th, at 530 (citing 
Farmer v. Brennan, 511 U. S. 825 (1994)). But, in Judge Scud-
der's view, Johnson's case was not the appropriate vehicle to reas-
sess “the right legal standard,” because Johnson's pro se status 
had led to a record that was “underdeveloped on points of fact 
and law.” 47 F. 4th, at 529–530. 

II 

The “right legal standard” for evaluating Johnson's Eighth 
Amendment no-yard-access claim is well established. As this 
Court has long explained, the Eighth Amendment prohibits condi-
tions of confnement that are attributable to a prison offcial's 
“deliberate indifference” to an inmate's health or safety, Estelle, 
429 U. S., at 104, for in such cases, it can be fairly said that “the 
offcial has inficted cruel and unusual punishment,” Wilson v. 
Seiter, 501 U. S. 294, 299 (1991). We have also clarifed the mean-
ing of deliberate indifference, noting that any prison offcial who 
“knows of and disregards an excessive risk to inmate health or 
safety” has violated the constitutional rights of an inmate who is 
harmed by that condition. Farmer, 511 U. S., at 837. And we 
have further specifed that, in order for a prison offcial to be 
liable for unconstitutional deliberate indifference, “the offcial 
must both be aware of facts from which the inference could be 
drawn that a substantial risk of serious harm exists, and he must 
also draw the inference.” Ibid. 

In the cumulative no-yard-access context, then, proper applica-
tion of the deliberate-indifference standard when evaluating a 
prison offcial's motion for summary judgment requires consider-
ation of two factbound factors: frst, whether the exercise depriva-
tion at issue posed a substantial risk to the prisoner's health 
or safety, and second, whether prison offcials “knowingly and 
unreasonably disregard[ed]” that risk of harm. Id., at 845–846. 
In other words, the focus of the correct assessment is on the 
evidence concerning the risks presented to the inmate and the 
prison offcials' knowledge of and response to those risks. And 
for summary judgment to be properly awarded to prison-offcial 
defendants, there cannot be any genuine dispute about the insuf-
fciency of the prisoner's showing related to the risks posed by 
the complained-of condition or the offcial's knowing and deliberate 
disregard of them. See id., at 846. 
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Pearson's “utterly trivial infraction” test bears no relationship 
to this legal standard. As noted above, its entire focus is on the 
reasons the offcials imposed the yard restrictions, presumably 
based on the mistaken view that the Eighth Amendment analysis 
turns only on a prison offcial's rationale for imposing the purport-
edly inhumane condition. The Pearson rule pays no attention 
whatsoever to the indisputable risks to health or safety that a 
prolonged period of exercise deprivation can cause.2 Moreover, 
Pearson's conclusion that the way to evaluate a prisoner's com-
plaint about yard restrictions that cumulatively deprive him of 
exercise—by disaggregating the stacked penalties and examining 
each one for its unreasonableness relative to what the prisoner 
has done to warrant that restriction—is plainly contrary to the 
thrust of a legal standard that requires consideration of “the sum 
total of the deprivation,” as Judge Scudder rightly observed. 47 
F. 4th, at 530 (quoting Wilson, 501 U. S., at 304, for the proposition 
that “[s]ome conditions of confnement may establish an Eighth 
Amendment violation in combination when each would not do so 
alone” (emphasis deleted; internal quotation marks omitted)). 

The facts and circumstances here further indicate that the Sev-
enth Circuit's erroneous application of the Pearson test in lieu of 
the deliberate-indifference standard was not a harmless error in 
the context of Johnson's case. The Court of Appeals rejected 
Johnson's claim by focusing only on the nature and volume of 
Johnson's infractions. See 29 F. 4th, at 904–905. It did not con-
sider the impact of cumulative exercise deprivation on Johnson's 

2 Respondents do not contest that a 3-year deprivation of exercise might 
implicate the Eighth Amendment insofar as it poses a substantial risk to an 
inmate's health or safety. Nor could they. This Court has already deter-
mined that “deprivation of a single, identifable human need such as . . . 
exercise” can “establish an Eighth Amendment violation.” Wilson v. Seiter, 
501 U. S. 294, 304 (1991); see also Apodaca v. Raemisch, 586 U. S. 931, 934 
(2018) (statement of Sotomayor, J., respecting denial of certiorari) (“[T]o 
deprive a prisoner of any outdoor exercise for an extended period of time in 
the absence of an especially strong basis for doing so is deeply troubling— 
and has been recognized as such for many years”). And while the Constitu-
tion “does not mandate comfortable prisons,” Rhodes v. Chapman, 452 U. S. 
337, 349 (1981), it is clear beyond cavil that the Eighth Amendment does 
require “that inmates be furnished with the basic human needs,” Helling v. 
McKinney, 509 U. S. 25, 33 (1993); see also Youngberg v. Romeo, 457 U. S. 
307, 315 (1982); DeShaney v. Winnebago County Dept. of Social Servs., 489 
U. S. 189, 200 (1989). 
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physical and mental health, or what was known to prison offcials 
about the risks of such deprivation. And there was more than 
enough evidence to support a reasonable jury fnding that the 
overall 3-year deprivation of yard time that Johnson was sub-
jected to was the result of unconstitutional deliberate indifference. 
The record includes, for example, evidence of Johnson's attempts 
to notify prison staff of the dire impacts that the yard restrictions 
had on his health. See, e. g., 1 App. in No. 18–3535 (CA7), at 30 
(writing in a prison grievance form: “I am in a cell 24 hours a 
day, 7 days a week. I am not allowed to go out of my cell for 
anything except showers once a week. . . . Due to me not being 
allowed to have outdoor exercise I . . . continuously am being 
injured physically [and] psychologically”).3 

In short, rather than faulting Johnson for failing to present 
arguments or evidence that established the “trivial” nature of 
the behavioral infractions that precipitated the cumulative yard 
restrictions, the Seventh Circuit should have abandoned Pearson's 
“utterly trivial infraction” rule and applied the well-established 
deliberate-indifference standard to analyze the state of the evi-
dence concerning Johnson's Eighth Amendment cumulative no-
yard-access claim. If it had done so, the Circuit panel would 
have had to acknowledge that, at the very least, the deliberate-
indifference inquiry presents a genuine issue of material fact for 
the jury, under the facts and circumstances presented here, such 
that summary judgment was not appropriate. 

No. 23–263. Smith v. United States Congress et al. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Barrett took no 
part in the consideration or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–5728. Salley v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. See 28 U. S. C. § 455(b)(3) and Code 
of Conduct for U. S. Judges, Canon 3C(1)(e) (prior government 
employment). 

3 Other evidence confrms that Pontiac offcials were aware of Johnson's 
suffering. For example, one mental-health professional at Pontiac reported 
that Johnson was “hyperactive,” and that while “on yard restriction” he had 
“no outlet for his mania.” 2 App. in No. 18–3535 (CA7), at 295. By that 
Pontiac professional's own account, Johnson was “restricted in his basic 
need[s] due to being indigent/manic.” Ibid. 
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Rehearing Denied 

No. 22–1127. Sawicky v. Sykes, Beneficiary of Real, 
et al., 601 U. S. 814; 

No. 22–7695. Kelly v. Pennsylvania Ofce of Discipli-
nary Counsel, 601 U. S. 831; 

No. 23–5086. Sachs v. Financial Industry Regulatory 
Authority, 601 U. S. 851; and 

No. 23–5324. Beiter v. United States, 601 U. S. 862. Peti-
tions for rehearing denied. 

November 14, 2023 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 23–283. Tri-City ValleyCats, Inc., et al. v. Ofce 
of the Commissioner of Baseball. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari 
dismissed under this Court's Rule 46. 

November 16, 2023 
Miscellaneous Order 

No. 23A366. Grifn, Secretary of the Florida Depart-
ment of Business and Professional Regulation v. HM 
Florida-Orl, LLC. D. C. M. D. Fla. Application for stay, pre-
sented to Justice Thomas, and by him referred to the Court, 
denied. Justice Thomas, Justice Alito, and Justice Gor-
such would grant the application for stay. 

Statement of Justice Kavanaugh, with whom Justice Bar-
rett joins except as to footnote 1, respecting the denial of the 
application for stay. 

Florida recently enacted a law that makes it a misdemeanor for 
a restaurant or bar to knowingly admit a child to an “adult live 
performance,” defned as a sexually explicit show that would be 
obscene in light of the child's age. Fla. Stat. § 827.11 (2023). An 
Orlando restaurant known as Hamburger Mary's sued the State 
(nominally, the relevant state offcial) and argued that the new 
Florida law violated the First Amendment. The District Court 
agreed that the law was likely unconstitutional, and the court 
preliminarily enjoined the State from enforcing the law against 
Hamburger Mary's or any other entity, including non-parties to 
this litigation. Florida has appealed the District Court's judg-
ment to the Eleventh Circuit. That appeal is pending. 

As relevant here, Florida seeks a partial stay of the District 
Court's judgment while the appeal is ongoing. The Eleventh Cir-

Page Proof Pending Publication



Page Proof Pending Publication

ORDERS 925 

924 Statement of Kavanaugh, J. 

cuit denied the State's stay request, and Florida now asks this 
Court for a stay pending appeal. For this Court to grant a stay 
pending appeal, a stay applicant must show, among other things, 
“a reasonable probability” that this Court would eventually grant 
certiorari on the question presented in the stay application if the 
district court's judgment were affrmed on appeal. Merrill v. 
Milligan, 595 U. S. 1197, 1199 (2022) (Kavanaugh, J., concurring); 
see Hollingsworth v. Perry, 558 U. S. 183, 190 (2010). The State 
has not made that showing here. 

To begin with, although Florida strongly disagrees with the 
District Court's First Amendment analysis, Florida's stay applica-
tion to this Court does not raise that First Amendment issue. 
Therefore, the Court's denial of the stay indicates nothing about 
our view on whether Florida's new law violates the First 
Amendment. 

Rather, for purposes of its stay application, Florida challenges 
only the scope of relief ordered by the District Court—namely, 
that the injunction prohibits state enforcement of the law not 
only against Hamburger Mary's but also against other entities 
that are non-parties to this litigation. To be clear, if this Court, 
for example, were ultimately to affrm the District Court's First 
Amendment judgment on the merits, the State could not success-
fully enforce this law against anyone, party or not, in light of 
stare decisis. But district court judgments do not have that stare 
decisis effect. And the State here contends that the District 
Court otherwise lacked authority to enjoin the State from en-
forcing the law against entities other than Hamburger Mary's. 
Therefore, the State says that it should be able to enforce 
the law against those non-parties during the pendency of its 
appeal. 

No federal statute expressly grants district courts the power 
to enter injunctions prohibiting government enforcement against 
non-parties in the circumstances presented in this case. The 
question of whether a district court, after holding that a law 
violates the Constitution, may nonetheless enjoin the government 
from enforcing that law against non-parties to the litigation is an 
important question that could warrant our review in the future.1 

1 Importantly, that issue is distinct from the issue of a court's setting aside 
a federal agency's rule under the Administrative Procedure Act. The APA 
expressly authorizes a court to “hold unlawful and set aside agency action” 
that violates the Act. 5 U. S. C. § 706(2); see M. Sohoni, The Power To Va-
cate a Rule, 88 Geo. Wash. L. Rev. 1121, 1173 (2020) (“The term `set aside' 
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But the issue arises here in the context of a First Amendment 
overbreadth challenge, which presents its own doctrinal complexi-
ties about the scope of relief. This case is therefore an imperfect 
vehicle for considering the general question of whether a district 
court may enjoin a government from enforcing a law against non-
parties to the litigation. For that reason, the Court is not likely 
to grant certiorari on that issue in this particular case. 

In sum, because this Court is not likely to grant certiorari on 
the only issue presented in Florida's stay application, it is appro-
priate for the Court to deny the application. 

Certiorari Denied 
No. 23–471 (23A402). McWhorter v. Alabama. Sup. Ct. 

Ala. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, pre-
sented to Justice Thomas, and by him referred to the Court, 
denied. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–503 (23A429). McWhorter v. Alabama. Sup. Ct. 
Ala. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, pre-
sented to Justice Thomas, and by him referred to the Court, 
denied. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6003 (23A440). Renteria v. Lumpkin, Director, 
Texas Department of Criminal Justice, Correctional In-
stitutions Division, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Application for stay 
of execution of sentence of death, presented to Justice Alito, 
and by him referred to the Court, denied. Certiorari denied. 

means invalidation—and an invalid rule may not be applied to anyone” (foot-
note omitted)). As a leading article explained: “Judicial review of agency 
action presents a different situation because the Administrative Procedure 
Act instructs a reviewing court to `hold unlawful and set aside' agency rules 
and orders that it deems unlawful or unconstitutional.” J. Mitchell, The 
Writ-of-Erasure Fallacy, 104 Va. L. Rev. 933, 1012 (2018). Therefore, “[u]n-
like judicial review of statutes, in which courts enter judgments and decrees 
only against litigants, the APA . . . go[es] further by empowering the judi-
ciary to act directly against the challenged agency action. This statutory 
power to `set aside' agency action is more than a mere non-enforcement 
remedy. . . . In these situations, the courts do hold the power to `strike 
down' an agency's work, and the disapproved agency action is treated as 
though it had never happened.” Id., at 1012–1013 (footnote omitted). Of 
course, if a lower court sets aside an agency rule under the APA, the Fed-
eral Government may promptly seek a stay in the relevant court of appeals 
or in this Court if the Government wants the rule to remain in effect while 
the appellate litigation over the rule's legality is ongoing. 
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No. 23–6036 (23A444). Renteria v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. 
Tex. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, pre-
sented to Justice Alito, and by him referred to the Court, de-
nied. Certiorari denied. 

November 20, 2023 

Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 23–5727. Zhang v. Knapke. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. Dist., 
Div. 7. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23M33. Norman v. H. Lee Moftt Cancer Center 
and Research Institute, Inc., dba Moftt Cancer Center. 
Motion for leave to fle petition for writ of certiorari with supple-
mental appendix under seal denied. 

No. 23M34. In re Jolley. Motion for leave to proceed as a 
veteran granted. 

No. 23M35. Sorbel v. South Dakota ex rel. South Dakota 
Department of Social Services et al. Motion for leave to 
fle petition for writ of certiorari with supplemental appendix 
under seal granted. 

No. 22–1219. Relentless, Inc., et al. v. Department of 
Commerce et al. C. A. 1st Cir. [Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 
883.] Motion of petitioners to dispense with printing joint appen-
dix granted. 

No. 22–7573. Kissner v. Macauley, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Motion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis [601 U. S. 802] denied. 

No. 23–5092. Brown v. Pennsylvania et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Motion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis [601 U. S. 803] denied. 

No. 23–5311. Holmes v. Granuaile, LLC, et al. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Motion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying 
leave to proceed in forma pauperis [601 U. S. 869] denied. 

No. 23–5337. Brown v. State Correctional Institution at 
Somerset, Administration Ofce, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Mo-
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tion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis [601 U. S. 867] denied. 

No. 23–5643. In re Mercer. Petition for writ of mandamus 
denied. 

No. 23–5601. In re Carter; and 
No. 23–5848. In re Abdallah. Petitions for writs of prohi-

bition denied. 

Certiorari Granted 

No. 23–370. Erlinger v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari granted. Reported below: 77 F. 4th 617. 

No. 23–250. Becerra, Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, et al. v. San Carlos Apache Tribe. C. A. 9th 
Cir.; and 

No. 23–253. Becerra, Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, et al. v. Northern Arapaho Tribe. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari granted, cases consolidated, and a total of one hour is 
allotted for oral argument. Reported below: No. 23–250, 53 
F. 4th 1236; No. 23–253, 61 F. 4th 810. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 22–1200. Jones v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 53 F. 4th 414. 

No. 22–1215. Delaeld v. Vetter, Acting United States 
Trustee. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
57 F. 4th 414. 

No. 22–1239. Files v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 920. 

No. 22–7448. Swindell v. CACI NSS, Inc., fka L–3 
National Security Solutions, Inc., et al. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7757. Morrison v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7761. Keith v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 61 F. 4th 839. 
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No. 22–7847. Moran v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 57 F. 4th 977. 

No. 23–48. Indiana Municipal Power Agency et al. v. 
United States. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 59 F. 4th 1382. 

No. 23–71. City of Costa Mesa, California v. SoCal Re-
covery, LLC, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 56 F. 4th 802. 

No. 23–224. Alessio v. United Airlines, Inc., et al. Ct. 
App. Ohio, 8th App. Dist., Cuyahoga County. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 2022-Ohio-4510. 

No. 23–239. Barnes v. Allen. Sup. Ct. App. W. Va. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–241. Salazar v. AT&T Mobility LLC et al. C. A. 
Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 64 F. 4th 1311. 

No. 23–254. Guilday v. Crisis Center at Crozer-Chester 
Medical Center et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–258. Delaware Department of Insurance v. 
United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 66 F. 4th 114. 

No. 23–261. Klein v. Louisiana Ofce of Disciplinary 
Counsel. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
2023–0066 (La. 5/18/23), 362 So. 3d 392. 

No. 23–262. Raghubir v. Parrish et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–269. Juntikka v. Cadell & Chapman et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–273. Southern-Owners Insurance Co. v. American 
Builders Insurance Co. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 71 F. 4th 847. 

No. 23–282. Stepien, on Behalf of Herself and Her 
Minor Child, et al. v. Murphy, Governor of New Jersey, 
et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–298. Riverdale Mills Corp. v. Su, Acting Secre-
tary of Labor. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–300. Khalid v. Microsoft Corp. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–309. Nelson v. North Carolina. Sup. Ct. N. C. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 384 N. C. 67, 887 S. E. 2d 720. 

No. 23–314. Brown v. Federal National Mortgage As-
sociation. Sup. Jud. Ct. Mass. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 492 Mass. 1001, 208 N. E. 3d 725. 

No. 23–318. Salomon v. Kroenke Sports & Entertain-
ment, LLC, et al. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. Dist., Div. 7. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–320. Washington, Director, Michigan Depart-
ment of Corrections v. Fox et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 533. 

No. 23–326. Phillips v. Macon Bibb County Government. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–339. J. M. F. v. New Jersey Department of Treas-
ury, Division of Pensions and Benets. Super. Ct. N. J., 
App. Div. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–357. Hilbert v. Missouri. Sup. Ct. Mo. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 663 S. W. 3d 462. 

No. 23–369. Javitch Block LLC et al. v. Smith. Ct. App. 
Ohio, 8th App. Dist., Cuyahoga County. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 2023-Ohio-607, 209 N. E. 3d 869. 

No. 23–375. D’Olivio v. Hutson. Ct. App. Tex., 5th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–386. Tata Consultancy Services Ltd. et al. v. 
Epic Systems Corp. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–388. Como v. Pennsylvania Public School Employ-
ees’ Retirement Board. Commw. Ct. Pa. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 292 A. 3d 621. 

No. 23–393. Shichinin, LLC v. Sprint Corp. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–404. Gronda et al. v. Title Check, LLC. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–406. Matson v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–416. Chauvin v. Minnesota. Ct. App. Minn. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 989 N. W. 2d 1. 

No. 23–443. MMN Infrastructure Services, LLC, Suc-
cessor in Interest to Vectren Infrastructure Services 
Corp. v. Michigan Department of Treasury. Sup. Ct. Mich. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5053. Stevens v. Town of Snow Hill, North Caro-
lina, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5056. Raymond v. JPMorgan Chase Bank. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5089. Harper v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
64 F. 4th 684. 

No. 23–5119. Tiger v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5169. Mogan v. Sacks, Ricketts & Case LLP, et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5358. Long v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5364. Nerius v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5375. Delacruz v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5558. McGill v. Rankin. C. A. 10th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5576. Pann v. Burt, Warden, et al. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5577. Morris v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5580. Barroso v. Texas. Sup. Ct. Tex. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5588. Libby v. Legran, Warden, et al. Ct. App. 
Nev. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 139 Nev. –––, 527 
P. 3d 977. 

No. 23–5589. Elyas v. Johnston et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5593. Castiglione v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 
2d Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 363 So. 3d 1049. 

No. 23–5596. Steiner v. Washington. Ct. App. Wash. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 25 Wash. App. 2d 1032. 

No. 23–5603. Edwin v. Clean Harbors Environmental 
Services Inc. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5608. Butler v. Mississippi. Sup. Ct. Miss. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5610. Shackelford v. University of Minnesota 
et al. Ct. App. Minn. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5611. Middleton v. Gittere, Warden (Reported 
below: 138 Nev. –––, 521 P. 3d 55); and Middleton v. Gittere, 
Warden, et al. (138 Nev. –––, 520 P. 3d 826). Sup. Ct. Nev. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5612. Ohan v. North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5613. Allum v. Montana State Fund. Sup. Ct. 
Mont. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 412 Mont. 546, 531 
P. 3d 560. 

No. 23–5614. Jordan v. Pennsylvania State University 
et al. Super. Ct. Pa. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 276 
A. 3d 751. 

No. 23–5615. Linicomn v. District Attorney, 482d Judicial 
District Court of Texas, Harris County, et al. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5620. Allen v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 
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No. 23–5622. Savage v. Walmart Stores, Inc. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5625. Davis v. Walker. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5635. Carter v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 4th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2023 IL App (4th) 220074–U. 

No. 23–5637. Reed v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5638. Jackson v. Canady, Judge, et al. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5694. Peay v. Burgess, Warden. Ct. App. Mich. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5701. Walls v. Wakeeld, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Smitheld, et al. C. A. 3d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5799. Missimer v. Forshey, Warden. Sup. Ct. Ohio. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 172 Ohio St. 3d 36, 2023-
Ohio-2355, 221 N. E. 3d 824. 

No. 23–5815. Hari v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 67 F. 4th 903. 

No. 23–5819. Green v. Montgomery, Warden. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5829. Rios v. Covello, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5837. Wallace v. Salamon, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Rockview, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5839. Valencia-Terrazas v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5846. Jong Whan Kim v. United States. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 155. 

No. 23–5852. Davis v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 50. 
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No. 23–5858. Schneider v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5859. Hackney v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5860. Ferrell v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5862. Castaneda v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5863. Woitaszewski v. United States. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5865. Dix v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5869. Shults v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–13. E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co. v. Abbott 
et ux. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Kavanaugh 
would grant the petition for writ of certiorari. Justice Alito 
took no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. Re-
ported below: 54 F. 4th 912. 

Justice Thomas, dissenting. 
Plaintiffs brought negligence claims against petitioner E. I. du 

Pont de Nemours & Co. (DuPont) on behalf of a class of approxi-
mately 80,000 residents for DuPont's discharge of perfuoroocta-
noic acid into the Ohio River and the air. They alleged that their 
exposure to the chemical caused a range of diseases. The Judicial 
Panel on Multidistrict Litigation assigned the cases to multidis-
trict litigation (MDL). The MDL court directed the parties to 
identify cases for bellwether trials, which it explained would be 
informational for the other pending MDL cases. The three re-
sulting trials ended in verdicts for the plaintiffs. DuPont then 
settled the remaining cases in the MDL. 

After the settlement, however, more plaintiffs brought claims, 
including respondents Travis and Julie Abbott. Relying on the 
three bellwether trials, the District Court held that DuPont was 
collaterally estopped from disputing several elements of the Ab-
botts' (and the other new plaintiffs') claims. Specifcally, the Dis-
trict Court prevented DuPont from challenging duty, breach, and 
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foreseeability. The only elements seemingly left unresolved were 
specifc causation and damages. See App. to Pet. for Cert. 131. 
The jury found for the Abbotts, awarding them roughly $40 mil-
lion. The Sixth Circuit affrmed over Judge Batchelder's partial 
dissent. In re E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co. C-8 Personal 
Injury Litigation, 54 F. 4th 912 (2022). 

DuPont now asks us to review the District Court's application 
of collateral estoppel. I would grant the petition. I have serious 
doubts about the application of nonmutual offensive collateral es-
toppel in the MDL context. 

Nonmutual offensive collateral estoppel prevents a defendant 
from relitigating issues that it lost in an earlier case against a 
different plaintiff. At common law, however, collateral estoppel— 
also called issue preclusion—required mutuality of parties: A 
prior judgment prevented only the same parties from relitigating 
settled issues in a new case between them. See, e. g., Hopkins 
v. Lee, 6 Wheat. 109, 113 (1821); Deery v. Cray, 5 Wall. 795, 803 
(1867). In Parklane Hosiery Co. v. Shore, 439 U. S. 322 (1979), 
the Court relaxed the mutuality requirement for a plaintiff 's of-
fensive use of collateral estoppel. But the Court cautioned that 
this preclusion should not be used when “the application of offen-
sive estoppel would be unfair to a defendant.” Id., at 331. 

Extending Parklane to the MDL context seems illogical and 
unfair. First, an MDL is a mechanism for streamlining pretrial 
proceedings; it is not designed to fully resolve the merits of large 
batches of cases in one fell swoop. When several courts face 
cases involving common questions of fact, an MDL pools resources 
by having one court handle the pretrial proceedings for all related 
cases simultaneously. An MDL's scope, however, is limited to 
pretrial proceedings. See 28 U. S. C. § 1407(a). Once pretrial 
proceedings are complete, the MDL court must remand the cases 
back to their originating courts to be resolved on the merits. 
Ibid. (“Each action so transferred shall be remanded by the 
panel at or before the conclusion of such pretrial proceedings . . . ” 
(emphasis added)); see also Lexecon Inc. v. Milberg Weiss Bershad 
Hynes & Lerach, 523 U. S. 26, 40 (1998). Although the MDL 
court may hold bellwether trials, I have not yet seen evidence 
that they are anything more than “nonbinding trial[s] . . . held 
to determine the merits of the claims and the strength of the 
parties' positions on the issues.” Black's Law Dictionary 190 
(11th ed. 2019) (defning “bellwether” (emphasis added)); see also 
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4 W. Rubenstein, Newberg and Rubenstein on Class Actions 
§ 11:20, and n. 13 (6th ed. 2022). Indeed, the MDL court here 
shared that understanding and described the bellwether trials as 
helpful “information gathering.” In re E. I. du Pont de Nem-
ours & Co. C-8 Personal Injury Litigation, No. 2:13–md–2433 
(SD Ohio 2016), ECF Doc. 4624, p. 100947. It is quite a stretch 
to use a mechanism designed to handle only pretrial proceedings 
to instead resolve multiple elements of a claim based on a few 
nonbinding bellwether trials. This use of nonmutual offensive 
collateral estoppel is far afeld from any this Court has endorsed. 

Second, expansive use of nonmutual offensive collateral estoppel 
in the MDL context raises serious due process concerns. See 
Taylor v. Sturgell, 553 U. S. 880, 891 (2008) (“[P]reclusion is . . . 
subject to due process limitations”). Although not without limits, 
it is “part of our deep-rooted historic tradition that everyone 
should have his own day in court.” Richards v. Jefferson County, 
517 U. S. 793, 798 (1996) (internal quotation marks omitted). Ap-
plication of this type of collateral estoppel in an MDL, however, 
could prevent a defendant from raising a defense in potentially 
thousands of cases. It would make no difference if other MDL 
plaintiffs have material differences that would prevent them from 
making their required showing on that element—once nonmutual 
offensive collateral estoppel has been applied, a defendant's hands 
are tied. In fact, a defendant cannot raise a defense even if there 
was no notice that bellwether trials would dictate the results of 
every MDL case. Collateral estoppel also must contend with a 
defendant's right to a jury trial. See Parklane, 439 U. S., at 
346–347 (Rehnquist, J., dissenting). In short, applying nonmutual 
offensive collateral estoppel in the MDL context runs afoul of this 
Court's warning that preclusion should not be used when “the 
application of offensive estoppel would be unfair to a defendant.” 
Id., at 331. 

The MDL here is a case in point. The MDL court originally 
told the parties that the bellwether trials would be informational 
and “would facilitate valuation of cases to assist in global settle-
ment.” ECF Doc. 4624, at 100947. Yet, the MDL court later 
treated them as binding. Far from mere gauges of the parties' 
claims, the three trials turned out to be DuPont's only chance to 
litigate several elements of claims brought by numerous different 
plaintiffs. The MDL court thus used a tiny fraction of the cases 
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against DuPont to impose sweeping liability—all without any 
warning to DuPont of the bellwether trials' import. 

The MDL court's ruling was not only breathtaking in its scope, 
but it also disregarded the fact that the three bellwether trials 
were not representative of the cases against DuPont. For exam-
ple, two bellwether plaintiffs drank water from wells that were 
less than one-third of a mile from DuPont's plant; the Abbotts' 
water, by contrast, came from wells 14 to 56 miles away. Two 
bellwether plaintiffs asserted exposure through air emissions, in 
addition to exposure through drinking water; the Abbotts' alleged 
exposure was only through their water. These differences in lo-
cation and source of exposure are material to each plaintiff 's claim 
that DuPont injured him through its negligent discharge of the 
chemical: “Any combination of these factual differences could lead 
a jury to fnd that a particular plaintiff 's injuries were not reason-
ably foreseeable and, therefore, that DuPont did not owe or 
breach a duty of care.” 54 F. 4th, at 943 (Batchelder, J., concur-
ring in part and dissenting in part). And, of course, the third 
bellwether plaintiff was chosen not as a representative case, but 
as one of “the most severely impacted plaintiffs.” ECF Doc. 
4624, at 100962. Given the differences among plaintiffs, DuPont 
may have lost the frst three trials, but perhaps it would have 
won the rest. Under the MDL court's ruling, however, DuPont 
had no chance to fnd out. 

The preclusion was also entirely one sided: While plaintiffs 
were able to use their bellwether trial wins against DuPont, if 
the roles were reversed, DuPont could not have asserted collat-
eral estoppel against new MDL plaintiffs without violating those 
plaintiffs' due process rights. See Blonder-Tongue Laboratories, 
Inc. v. University of Ill. Foundation, 402 U. S. 313, 329 (1971) 
(explaining that “[d]ue process prohibits estopping” those litigants 
“who never appeared in a prior action”). DuPont had all of the 
downside without any potential for upside. The lopsidedness of 
the preclusion adds to the potential for unfairness. 

I have doubts about whether the application of nonmutual offen-
sive collateral estoppel based on bellwether trials comports with 
due process. Given that MDLs constitute a large part of the 
federal docket, this issue should be resolved sooner rather than 
later. We should not sacrifce constitutional protections for the 
sake of convenience, and certainly at least not without inquiry. 
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No. 23–5663. Adegbuji v. Garland, Attorney General. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Alito took no part in 
the consideration or decision of this petition. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 22–1087. Bruce v. City and County of Denver, Colo-
rado, et al., 601 U. S. 812; 

No. 22–1111. Marinos-Arsenis v. Horizon Blue Cross 
Blue Shield of New Jersey, 601 U. S. 813; 

No. 22–1152. Azmat v. United States, 601 U. S. 815; 
No. 22–1204. Muhr v. Braswell; and Muhr v. Lee, 601 

U. S. 818; 
No. 22–1220. Killian v. Vidal, Director, United States 

Patent and Trademark Ofce, 601 U. S. 818; 
No. 22–1250. Chien et al. v. Jarrett et al., 601 U. S. 

820; 
No. 22–7483. Alkhayer v. Nashua-Oxford-Bay Associates, 

L. P., dba Bay Ridge at Nashua, 601 U. S. 825; 
No. 22–7696. Parker v. Kijakazi, Acting Commissioner of 

Social Security, 601 U. S. 832; 
No. 22–7835. Cordova v. Camacho, 601 U. S. 839; 
No. 23–10. Brysk et al. v. Herskovitz et al., 601 U. S. 843; 

U. S. 844; 
No. 23–40. Bellay v. Shue et al., 601 U. S. 844; 

844; 

601 U. S. 885; 

No. 23–5268. Bakambia v. Schnell et al., 601 U. S. 874. 
Petitions for rehearing denied. 

No. 23–34. Uwasomba v. Bank of America et al., 601 

No. 23–43. Hunt v. Deutsche Bank Trust Co., 601 U. S. 

No. 23–192. Trimble v. Department of Veterans Affairs, 

No. 23–5031. Hill v. United States, 601 U. S. 840; and 

November 21, 2023 
Miscellaneous Order 

No. 23–370. Erlinger v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
[Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 928.] D. Nick Harper, Esq., of 
Washington, D. C., is invited to brief and argue this case as ami-
cus curiae in support of judgment below. 
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601 U. S. November 27, December 1, 8, 11, 2023 

November 27, 2023 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. 23A452. Toma et al. v. United States District Court 
for the District of Arizona. C. A. 9th Cir. Application for 
stay, presented to Justice Kagan, and by her referred to the 
Court, denied. 

December 1, 2023 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. 23A449. Petteway et al. v. Galveston County, Texas, 
et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Application to vacate stay, presented to Jus-
tice Alito, and by him referred to the Court, dismissed as moot. 

December 8, 2023 

Certiorari Granted 

No. 23–21. Harrow v. Department of Defense. C. A. 
Fed. Cir. Certiorari granted. 

December 11, 2023 

Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 

No. 22–1225. Payne v. Biden, President of the United 
States, et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari granted, judgment 
vacated, and case remanded with instructions to dismiss the case 
as moot. See United States v. Munsingwear, Inc., 340 U. S. 36 
(1950). Reported below: 62 F. 4th 598. 

Justice Jackson, concurring. 
Although I would require that the party seeking vacatur estab-

lish equitable entitlement to that remedy, I accede to vacatur here 
based on the Court's established practice when the mootness oc-
curs through the unilateral action of the party that prevailed in 
the lower court. See Acheson Hotels, LLC v. Laufer, 601 U. S. 
1, 14 (2023) (Jackson, J., concurring in judgment). 

No. 23–60. Biden, President of the United States, et al. 
v. Feds for Medical Freedom et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari granted, judgment vacated, and case remanded with instruc-
tions to direct the District Court to vacate as moot its order 
granting a preliminary injunction. See United States v. Munsin-
gwear, Inc., 340 U. S. 36 (1950). Reported below: 63 F. 4th 366. 
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Justice Jackson, dissenting. 
In my view, the party seeking vacatur has not established equi-

table entitlement to that remedy. See Acheson Hotels, LLC v. 
Laufer, 601 U. S. 1, 14 (2023) (Jackson, J., concurring in judgment). 

No. 23–154. Kendall, Secretary of the Air Force, et al. 
v. Doster et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari granted, judgment 
vacated, and case remanded with instructions to direct the Dis-
trict Court to vacate as moot its preliminary injunctions. See 
United States v. Munsingwear, Inc., 340 U. S. 36 (1950). Re-
ported below: 54 F. 4th 398. 

Justice Jackson, dissenting. 
In my view, the party seeking vacatur has not established equi-

table entitlement to that remedy. See Acheson Hotels, LLC v. 
Laufer, 601 U. S. 1, 14 (2023) (Jackson, J., concurring in judgment). 

Certiorari Dismissed. 
No. 23–5651. Williby v. Brin et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Motion 

of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and 
certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5715. Gullett-El v. Internal Revenue Service 
et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed 
in forma pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this 
Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5888. Thompson v. Florida et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis de-
nied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5929. Andrews v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis de-
nied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5961. Robinson v. Ohio Civil Rights Commission 
et al. Sup. Ct. Ohio. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed 
in forma pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this 
Court's Rule 39.8. Reported below: 170 Ohio St. 3d 1487, 2023-
Ohio-2348, 212 N. E. 3d 931. 

Miscellaneous Orders. (See also No. 23–5683, 601 U. S. 960.) 
No. 23M36. Dardagan v. Truitt, Warden; 
No. 23M38. Downey v. Lange Plumbing & Heating, Inc.; 

and 
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No. 23M43. Laza v. City of Palestine, Texas. Motions to 
direct the Clerk to fle petitions for writs of certiorari out of 
time denied. 

No. 23M37. Sealed v. Sealed. Motion for leave to fle peti-
tion for writ of certiorari under seal with redacted copies for the 
public record granted. 

No. 23M39. D. E. v. Russell County Department of 
Human Resources; and 

No. 23M42. Hall v. Brochu-Reynolds. Motions for leave 
to fle petitions for writs of certiorari with supplemental appen-
dixes under seal granted. 

No. 23M40. I. M. v. Jorgensen, Justice, Appellate Court 
of Illinois, Second District. Motion for leave to fle petition 
for writ of certiorari under seal denied. 

No. 23M41. Ellington et al. v. Stratton et al. Motion 
to direct the Clerk to fle petition for writ of certiorari out of 
time under this Court's Rule 14.5 denied. 

No. 23M44. Akerman v. Nevada National Guard. Motion 
for leave to proceed as a veteran granted. 

No. 22–899. Smith v. Arizona. Ct. App. Ariz. [Certiorari 
granted, 600 U. S. 969.] Motion of the Solicitor General for leave 
to participate in oral argument as amicus curiae and for divided 
argument granted. 

No. 22–915. United States v. Rahimi. C. A. 5th Cir. [Cer-
tiorari granted, 600 U. S. 902.] Motion of Professor Lorianne Up-
dike Toler for leave to fle brief as amicus curiae out of time 
denied. 

No. 22–7488. Adams v. Davis et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Motion 
of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying leave to proceed 
in forma pauperis [601 U. S. 802] denied. 

No. 22–217. E. M. D. Sales, Inc., et al. v. Sanchez Car-
rera et al. C. A. 4th Cir. The Solicitor General is invited to 
fle a brief in this case expressing the views of the United States. 

No. 23–411. Murthy, Surgeon General, et al. v. Missouri 
et al. C. A. 5th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 888.] Mo-
tion of the Kennedy Plaintiffs for leave to intervene denied. 
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Justice Alito, dissenting from the denial of the motion to 
intervene. 

Although intervention in this Court is reserved for unusual 
circumstances, see S. Shapiro, K. Geller, T. Bishop, E. Hartnett, 
& D. Himmelfarb, Supreme Court Practice § 6.16(c), p. 6–62 
(11th ed. 2019), I would grant the motion now before us. Allow-
ing intervention would not unduly prejudice the parties, but the de-
nial of intervention may cause irreparable harm to the movant. 

This case concerns what two lower courts found to be a “coordi-
nated campaign” by high-level federal offcials to suppress the 
expression of disfavored views on social media platforms that now 
serve as the primary source of news about important public issues 
for many Americans. Missouri v. Biden, 83 F. 4th 350, 392 (CA5 
2023) (per curiam). One of the alleged victims of this campaign 
is Robert F. Kennedy, Jr., who is a candidate for President of the 
United States. The District Court found that Government off-
cials have asked social media platforms to block Mr. Kennedy's 
efforts to communicate with the public and that the platforms 
have complied. See Missouri v. Biden, 680 F. Supp. 3d 630, 645– 
646, 649–650, 688–690 (WD La. 2023). Mr. Kennedy brought a 
suit similar to the one now before us, but his case is stuck in the 
District Court, which will not rule on his motion for a preliminary 
injunction until we decide this case. See Missouri v. Biden, 2023 
WL 4721172, *2 (WD La., July 24, 2023). Mr. Kennedy has there-
fore moved to intervene here to protect his rights. 

Because Mr. Kennedy's arguments on the merits are essentially 
the same as respondents', allowing intervention would not signif-
cantly affect petitioners' burden with regard to that issue. But 
the denial of intervention is likely to prevent Mr. Kennedy from 
vindicating the rights he claims until the spring of 2024 and per-
haps as late as June of that year. And by that time, several 
months of the Presidential campaign will have passed. 

In fact, denying intervention may prevent Mr. Kennedy from 
obtaining redress for an even longer period. In successfully ar-
guing that we should stay the preliminary injunction entered 
below, the Government contended strenuously that respondents 
lack standing. If the Court ultimately agrees with that argument 
and orders that this case be dismissed, our decision will provide 
little guidance for deciding Mr. Kennedy's case, and Mr. Kennedy 
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will be required to wait until the District Court separately as-
sesses his claims. 

In addition, allowing Mr. Kennedy to intervene would ensure 
that we can reach the First Amendment issues, notwithstanding 
the Government's contention that respondents lack standing. In-
deed, because Mr. Kennedy has been mentioned explicitly in com-
munications between the Government and social media platforms, 
he has a strong claim to standing, and the Government has not 
argued otherwise. 

Our democratic form of government is undermined if Govern-
ment offcials prevent a candidate for high offce from communicat-
ing with voters, and such efforts are especially dangerous when 
the offcials engaging in such conduct are answerable to a rival 
candidate. I would allow him to intervene to ensure that we 
can reach the merits of respondents' claims and to prevent the 
irreparable loss of his First Amendment rights. 

No. 23–467. Garcia v. Hobbs, Secretary of State of 
Washington, et al. Appeal from D. C. W. D. Wash. Motion 
of Susan Soto Palmer et al. for leave to intervene denied. 

No. 23–624. United States v. Trump. C. A. D. C. Cir. Peti-
tioner's motion to expedite consideration of petition for writ of 
certiorari before judgment granted, and respondent is directed to 
fle a response to the petition on or before 4 p.m. (EST) on 
Wednesday, December 20, 2023. 

No. 23–5438. Salerno v. Thornell, Director, Arizona De-
partment of Corrections, Rehabilitation and Reentry, 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Motion of petitioner for reconsideration 
of order denying leave to proceed in forma pauperis [601 U. S. 
893] denied. 

No. 23–5681. Weible v. Provost et al. C. A. 9th Cir.; 
No. 23–5957. Bronson v. District of Columbia Depart-

ment of Buildings. Ct. App. D. C.; and 
No. 23–5990. Simmons v. Scarantino. C. A. 4th Cir. Mo-

tions of petitioners for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied. 
Petitioners are allowed until January 2, 2024, within which to pay 
the docketing fees required by Rule 38(a) and to submit petitions 
in compliance with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 
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No. 23–5937. In re Taylor; 
No. 23–5989. In re McKenna; 
No. 23–5992. In re Bailey; and 
No. 23–6054. In re Thieme. Petitions for writs of habeas 

corpus denied. 

No. 23–345. In re Thul; 
No. 23–5674. In re LeBlanc; 
No. 23–5881. In re Jah. Petitions for writs of mandamus 

denied. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 22–601. Lake, Chairman, Public Utility Commission 
of Texas, et al. v. NextEra Energy Capital Holdings, Inc., 
et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 48 
F. 4th 306. 

No. 22–1107. Gregory et al. v. Brown. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–1202. Spirit of the East, LLC v. Yale Products 
Inc. et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7769. Morant v. Stange, Warden. Sup. Ct. Mo. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6. Brickman v. United States et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–7. Hamlet v. Hoxie. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–61. O’Boyle et al. v. Town of Gulf Stream, Flor-
ida. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–74. Vitagliano v. County of Westchester, New 
York. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 71 
F. 4th 130. 

No. 23–95. Esformes v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 60 F. 4th 621. 

No. 23–98. Lemelson et al. v. Securities and Exchange 
Commission. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 57 F. 4th 17. 
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No. 23–107. Clements v. Florida et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 59 F. 4th 1204. 

No. 23–115. Elldakli et al. v. Garland, Attorney Gen-
eral, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 64 F. 4th 666. 

No. 23–166. Hilton Hotels Retirement Plan et al. v. 
White et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 64 F. 4th 302. 

No. 23–183. Eastern Pacic Shipping PTE, Ltd., dba EPS 
v. Ganpat. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
66 F. 4th 578. 

No. 23–195. Hashim et al. v. Cohen, Individually and 
in Her Ofcial Capacity as State Controller of Califor-
nia, et al. Ct. App. Cal., 1st App. Dist., Div. 4. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–198. Lewis v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 58 F. 4th 764. 

No. 23–255. Johnson v. Cohen, Individually and in Her 
Ofcial Capacity as State Controller of California, 
et al. Ct. App. Cal., 1st App. Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–271. Lynch v. Condominiums of Buena Vista, Inc. 
Ct. App. Minn. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–272. Winterville Police Department et al. v. 
Sharpe; and 

No. 23–276. Sharpe v. Winterville Police Department 
et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 59 
F. 4th 674. 

No. 23–277. Karri v. Garland, Attorney General, et al. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–281. Fustolo v. Patriot Group, LLC, et al. C. A. 
1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–284. H. C., Individually and on Behalf of J. C., a 
Child With a Disability, et al. v. New York City Depart-
ment of Education. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 71 F. 4th 120. 
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No. 23–296. Kiser et al. v. Duke Energy Carolinas, LLC, 
et al. Sup. Ct. N. C. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 384 
N. C. 275, 886 S. E. 2d 99. 

No. 23–299. Khalid v. Citrix Systems, Inc. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–305. Rice v. Interfood, Inc., et al. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–311. Connole v. Garbarino, Judge, Superior 
Court of Arizona, Maricopa County, et al. Ct. App. Ariz. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–313. DeBose v. University of South Florida, 
Board of Trustees, et al. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–316. Davis v. Bonilla et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–338. Bush et ux. v. Reliant Bank et al. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–340. Perez v. Walt Disney Co. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–346. Walpool v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–347. Martin v. Bravenec et al. C. A. Fed. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–349. Esslinger et ux. v. Bass et ux. Sup. Ct. 
Idaho. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 171 Idaho 699, 525 
P. 3d 737. 

No. 23–352. Rogalski v. Laureate Education, Inc. C. A. 
3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–355. Kern v. Board of Supervisors of Alleghany 
County. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–356. Kern v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–358. Andrews v. Kinnett et al. Sup. Ct. La. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2023–00060 (La. 6/27/23), 366 
So. 3d 25. 
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No. 23–359. Wright v. United States District Court for 
the Western District of Texas. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–360. Sharif et al. v. Fox, as Trustee. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–372. Jarrett v. Service Employees International 
Union Local 503 et al.; Schiewe v. Service Employees 
Union Local 503 et al.; Yates v. Washington Federation 
of State Employees, AFSCME Council 28, AFL–CIO, et 
al.; Quezambra v. United Domestic Workers of America, 
AFSCME Local 3930, et al.; and Mendoza v. AFSCME Local 
3299 et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–379. Barth v. Department of Justice et al. C. A. 
D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–385. Hulbert, as Personal Representative of 
the Estate of Hulbert, et al. v. Pope. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 726. 

No. 23–398. 
rari denied. R

Howe v. Gilpin et al. C. A. 8th Cir. 
eported below: 65 F. 4th 975. 

Certio-

No. 23–408. AstraZeneca Pharmaceuticals 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

LP v. Ivie. 

No. 23–412. Engel v. Engel et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–418. Concerned Household Electricity Consum-
ers Council et al. v. Environmental Protection Agency. 
C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–422. Sherrod et al. v. Su, Acting Secretary of 
Labor. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 68 
F. 4th 345. 

No. 23–435. McNeil v. Sanders, Governor of Arkansas, 
et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–438. Clark v. Bendapudi et al. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–439. Boydston et al. v. Weber, California Secre-
tary of State, et al. Ct. App. Cal., 4th App. Dist., Div. 1. 
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Certiorari denied. Reported below: 90 Cal. App. 5th 606, 307 
Cal. Rptr. 3d 27. 

No. 23–453. Special Risk Insurance Services, Inc. v. 
GlaxoSmithKline, LLC. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–458. De Cola v. Starke County Council et al. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–459. Ibrahim v. United States. C. A. D. C. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–464. Boermeester v. Carry et al. Sup. Ct. Cal. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 15 Cal. 5th 72, 532 P. 3d 1084. 

No. 23–469. Witt v. United States. C. A. Armed Forces. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 83 M. J. 282. 

No. 23–483. Gonzalez v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–487. Vashisht-Rota v. Howell Management Ser-
vices, LLC. Ct. App. Utah. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–490. Jevons et al. v. Inslee, Governor of Wash-
ington, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–494. MacNeil IP LLC v. Yita LLC. C. A. Fed. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 69 F. 4th 1356. 

No. 23–499. Esquivel-Carrizales v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–502. Ezukanma v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–511. Bell v. Sun West Mortgage Co., Inc. Ct. 
App. Tex., 14th Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–513. Smith, Sheriff, et al. v. Rogers. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5090. Brown v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5209. Poling v. Kijakazi, Acting Commissioner of 
Social Security. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5275. Nolasco-Ariza v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5310. Favorite v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5367. Wu v. Twin Rivers Unied School District. 
Ct. App. Cal., 3d App. Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5381. Harper v. Adams et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5383. Dupriest v. New Jersey. Super. Ct. N. J., 
App. Div. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5502. Hernandez-Lopez v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5513. Hamilton v. Tennessee. Ct. Crim. App. Tenn. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5630. Sliney v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 362 So. 3d 186. 

No. 23–5646. Jah El v. Town of Palm Beach, Florida, 
et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5650. Panghat v. Department of Veterans Af-
fairs et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5652. Dorsey v. Vandergriff, Warden. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5657. Deere v. Gray, Clerk, United States Dis-
trict Court for the Central District of California. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5660. Honie v. Powell, Warden. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 58 F. 4th 1173. 

No. 23–5661. Martinez v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 5th 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 356 So. 3d 245. 

No. 23–5664. Sindaco v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5670. Darries v. Cornelius. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5679. Stephenson v. May, Warden, et al. C. A. 3d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5684. Dahl v. Wisconsin. Sup. Ct. Wis. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5690. Lal v. United States et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5693. Thompson v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5697. Farooq v. Manheim Remarketing, Inc., et al. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5702. Milaski v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 1st 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 360 So. 3d 379. 

No. 23–5703. Ohan v. ABN AMRO et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5712. Gwen v. Mayes, Attorney General of Ari-
zona, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5723. West v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5729. Henderson v. Boughton, Warden, et al. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5731. Panzlau v. Adams County Housing Author-
ity, dba Maiker Housing Partners. Ct. App. Colo. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5737. Wilson v. Department of Justice et al. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5741. Grant v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5745. Hammond v. University of Vermont Medical 
Center. Sup. Ct. Vt. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5753. Latham v. Alaska. Ct. App. Alaska Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5757. Ramirez-Fort v. Medical University of 
South Carolina et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5760. Lomax v. United States. C. A. Fed. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5761. Morse v. Clerk, Clinton District Court. 
C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5769. Jefferson v. Ford, Attorney General of 
Nevada, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5792. Chandler v. Neal, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5801. Ducote v. Hooper, Warden. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5808. Jennings v. Phillips, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5814. Lamoureux v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5822. Russomanno v. Sunovion Pharmaceuticals 
Inc. et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5833. Roulo v. Minnesota. Ct. App. Minn. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5843. Belgrave v. Publix Super Market, Inc. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5847. Mai-Trang Thi Nguyen v. United States. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5849. Brown v. New Hampshire. Sup. Ct. N. H. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5861. Pierre v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5867. Bryant v. Delaware County Treasurer 
et al. Ct. App. Ind. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 207 
N. E. 3d 1201. 

No. 23–5868. Keo v. Massachusetts. App. Ct. Mass. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 102 Mass. App. 1124, 211 N. E. 
3d 1123. 
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No. 23–5872. El v. Department of Commerce. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5873. Ross v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5876. Porter v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5878. Johnston v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5879. Johnson v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5880. Martinez-Hernandez v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5882. Merritte v. Circuit Court of Illinois, La-
Salle County. Sup. Ct. Ill. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5886. Gibbs v. Carl, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5889. Williams v. Shoop, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5891. Hidalgo v. Garrett, Warden, et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5893. Zmrukhtyan v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5894. Brandon v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 64 F. 4th 1009. 

No. 23–5896. Richardson v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5898. Hayward v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5899. Isabella v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5902. Cole v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5906. Ackies v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5907. Jones v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 75 F. 4th 502. 

No. 23–5909. Zevely v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5910. Dameri v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5912. Cathey v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5913. Rolon v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5917. Diaz-Diaz v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5919. Thomas v. United States; and 
No. 23–5975. Capistrano v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 

Certiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 756. 

No. 23–5920. Ramirez-Moreno v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5921. Sarkiss v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5922. Ezenwa v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5925. Johnson v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 1115. 

No. 23–5926. Springeld v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5927. Martinez-Alberto v. United States. C. A. 
1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 79 F. 4th 7. 

No. 23–5928. Beiter v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5933. Lynch v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5934. Jenkins v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5936. Santos-Flores v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5939. Northington v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 77 F. 4th 331. 

No. 23–5940. Lopez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5941. Randle v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5942. Singletary v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 75 F. 4th 416. 

No. 23–5944. Johnson v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5947. Trotter v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5949. Wright v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5952. Williams v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5955. Parks v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5956. McCorkle v. Robinson, Warden. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5959. Edwards v. Lemon, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5960. Wright v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5962. Eckford v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 77 F. 4th 1228. 

No. 23–5966. Ericksen v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5969. Makdissi v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 2d 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 364 So. 3d 1032. 
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No. 23–5971. Fezia v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5973. Duerson v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5978. Person v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5979. Vargas-Hernandez v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5980. Arellano v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 2d 
App. Dist., Div. 7. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5981. Leon v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5982. Small v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5986. Rodriquez Ruiz v. Wierenga. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5995. Messer v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 452. 

No. 23–5997. Baxton v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5998. Arreola Chavez v. United States. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5999. Chi v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6018. Currica v. Miller, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 718. 

No. 23–6022. Liu v. Pollard, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6026. Rehwald v. Pennsylvania et al. Sup. Ct. 
Pa. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–942. Tingley v. Ferguson, Attorney General of 
Washington, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Jus-
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tice Kavanaugh would grant the petition for writ of certiorari. 
Reported below: 47 F. 4th 1055. 

Justice Thomas, dissenting. 

This petition asks us to consider whether Washington can cen-
sor counselors who help minors accept their biological sex. Be-
cause this question has divided the Courts of Appeals and strikes 
at the heart of the First Amendment, I would grant review. 

I 

There is a ferce public debate over how best to help minors 
with gender dysphoria. The petitioner, Brian Tingley, stands on 
one side of the divide. He believes that a person's sex is “a gift 
from God, integral to our very being.” Pet. for Cert. 7. As a 
licensed marriage and family counselor, Tingley seeks to assist 
minors who suffer from gender dysphoria but “want to become 
comfortable with their biological sex.” Ibid. Tingley does so 
through “talk therapy”—i. e., therapy conducted solely through 
speech. The State of Washington is on the other side of the 
divide. Its view is that the State should “protec[t] its minors 
against exposure to serious harms caused by” counseling to 
change a minor 's gender identity, Note, Wash. Rev. Code 
§ 18.130.180 (2018), and, as a result, that counselors should only 
affrm a minor's chosen gender identity. 

Washington silenced one side of this debate by enacting S. B. 
5722, 65th Leg., Reg. Sess. (2018) (SB 5722). SB 5722 prohibits 
licensed healthcare providers from “[p]erforming conversion ther-
apy on a patient under age eighteen.” § 18.130.180(26). Accord-
ing to Washington, “[c]onversion therapy” is “a regime that seeks 
to change an individual's sexual orientation or gender identity.” 
§ 18.130.020(4)(a). Washington excludes from the definition of 
“[c]onversion therapy” counseling “that provide[s] acceptance, 
support, and understanding of clients or the facilitation of clients' 
coping, social support, and identity exploration and development 
that do[es] not seek to change sexual orientation or gender iden-
tity.” § 18.130.020(4)(b). In other words, helping a minor become 
comfortable with his biological sex is prohibited “conversion ther-
apy,” while encouraging a minor to change his “outward, physical 
traits” to “alig[n] . . . with [his] gender identity” is not. Dept. of 
Health and Human Services, Offce of Population Affairs, Gender-
Affrming Care and Young People 1 (Aug. 2023). Violations of SB 
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5722 are punishable by fnes up to $5,000, “remedial education,” 
suspension from practice, and license revocation. Wash. Rev. 
Code § 18.130.160. 

After Washington enacted SB 5722, Tingley fled suit, arguing 
that SB 5722 violates the First Amendment by restricting his 
speech based on its viewpoint and content. The Ninth Circuit, 
however, held that SB 5722 does not regulate speech at all. It 
reasoned that counseling is a type of medical treatment and qual-
ifes as only professional conduct. 47 F. 4th 1055, 1080 (2022). 
In the alternative, the Ninth Circuit held that counseling is unpro-
tected by the First Amendment because there is a “tradition of 
regulation governing the practice of those who provide health 
care within state borders.” Ibid. The Ninth Circuit denied re-
hearing en banc over the statement of Judge O'Scannlain, joined 
by three others, and Judge Bumatay's dissent. See 57 F. 4th 
1072 (2023). 

The Ninth Circuit's opinion created a Circuit split. Two years 
earlier, the Eleventh Circuit concluded that near-identical Florida 
municipal ordinances did regulate speech. Otto v. Boca Raton, 
981 F. 3d 854, 859, 865 (2020). The Eleventh Circuit held the 
ordinances unconstitutional because they prohibited speech based 
on content and viewpoint, and could not satisfy strict scrutiny. 
Id., at 864–870. The Third Circuit has also held that laws re-
stricting talk therapy designed to change a client's sexual orienta-
tion regulate speech, not conduct. King v. Governor of New Jer-
sey, 767 F. 3d 216, 224 (2014), abrogated on other grounds by 
National Institute of Family and Life Advocates v. Becerra, 585 
U. S. 755 (2018). Tingley asks us to resolve this Circuit split 
and review whether SB 5722 violates the First Amendment. We 
should have. 

II 

There is little question that SB 5722 regulates speech and 
therefore implicates the First Amendment. True, counseling is 
a form of therapy, but it is conducted solely through speech. “If 
speaking to clients is not speech, the world is truly upside down. 
[SB 5722] sanction[s] speech directly, not incidentally—the only 
`conduct' at issue is speech.” Otto, 981 F. 3d, at 866; see King, 
767 F. 3d, at 228 (noting that “it would be strange indeed to 
conclude” talk therapy is conduct when “the same words, spoken 
with the same intent” by a student, is speech). 
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It is a “fundamental principle that governments have `no power 
to restrict expression because of its message, its ideas, its subject 
matter, or its content.' ” National Institute of Family and Life 
Advocates, 585 U. S., at 766 (quoting Reed v. Town of Gilbert, 576 
U. S. 155, 163 (2015); some internal quotation marks omitted). A 
law that restricts speech based on its content or viewpoint is 
presumptively unconstitutional and may be upheld only if the 
State can prove that the law is narrowly tailored to serve compel-
ling state interests. Ibid. 

Under SB 5722, licensed counselors can speak with minors 
about gender dysphoria, but only if they convey the state-
approved message of encouraging minors to explore their gender 
identities. Expressing any other message is forbidden—even if 
the counselor's clients ask for help to accept their biological sex. 
That is viewpoint-based and content-based discrimination in its 
purest form. As a result, SB 5722 is presumptively unconstitu-
tional, and the State must show that it can survive strict scrutiny 
before enforcing it. 

The Ninth Circuit attempted to sidestep this framework by 
concluding that counseling is unprotected by the First Amend-
ment because States have traditionally regulated the practice of 
medicine. See 47 F. 4th, at 1080. The Court has already made 
clear its “reluctan[ce] to `exemp[t] a category of speech from the 
normal prohibition on content-based restrictions.' ” National In-
stitute of Family and Life Advocates, 585 U. S., at 767 (quoting 
United States v. Alvarez, 567 U. S. 709, 722 (2012) (plurality opin-
ion)). Accordingly, the Court has instructed that States may not 
“impose content-based restrictions on speech without `persuasive 
evidence . . . of a long (if heretofore unrecognized) tradition' to 
that effect.” 585 U. S., at 767 (quoting Brown v. Entertainment 
Merchants Assn., 564 U. S. 786, 792 (2011); some internal quota-
tion marks omitted). Despite this instruction, the Ninth Circuit 
did not offer a single example of a historical regulation analogous 
to SB 5722, which targets treatments conducted solely through 
speech. See 57 F. 4th, at 1082 (O'Scannlain, J., statement respect-
ing denial of rehearing en banc) (explaining the panel's “citations 
are not merely insuffcient evidence—they are not even relevant 
evidence”). 

This case is not the frst instance of the Ninth Circuit restrict-
ing medical professionals' First Amendment rights, and without 
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the Court's review, I doubt it will be the last. This Court 
recently reversed the Ninth Circuit's decision to uphold a law 
compelling crisis pregnancy centers to disseminate government-
drafted notices. National Institute of Family and Life Advo-
cates, 585 U. S., at 765–766. The Ninth Circuit declined to apply 
strict scrutiny because it concluded that the law regulated only 
“professional speech.” Id., at 767. As we explained, however, 
“[s]peech is not unprotected merely because it is uttered by `pro-
fessionals.' ” Ibid. And, we warned that “regulating the content 
of professionals' speech `pose[s] the inherent risk that the Govern-
ment seeks not to advance a legitimate regulatory goal, but to 
suppress unpopular ideas or information.' ” Id., at 771 (quoting 
Turner Broadcasting System, Inc. v. FCC, 512 U. S. 622, 641 
(1994)). That warning has proved prescient. 

* * * 

“If there is any fxed star in our constitutional constellation, it 
is that no offcial, high or petty, can prescribe what shall be ortho-
dox in politics, nationalism, religion, or other matters of opinion 
or force citizens to confess by word or act their faith therein.” 
West Virginia Bd. of Ed. v. Barnette, 319 U. S. 624, 642 (1943). 
Yet, under SB 5722, licensed counselors cannot voice anything 
other than the state-approved opinion on minors with gender dys-
phoria without facing punishment. The Ninth Circuit set a trou-
bling precedent by condoning this regime. Although the Court 
declines to take this particular case, I have no doubt that the 
issue it presents will come before the Court again. When it does, 
the Court should do what it should have done here: grant certio-
rari to consider what the First Amendment requires. 

Justice Alito, dissenting. 
Like Justice Thomas, I would grant the petition for a writ of 

certiorari. This case presents a question of national importance. 
In recent years, 20 States and the District of Columbia have 
adopted laws prohibiting or restricting the practice of conversion 
therapy. It is beyond dispute that these laws restrict speech, 
and all restrictions on speech merit careful scrutiny. 

There is a confict in the Circuits about the constitutionality of 
such laws. Compare, 47 F. 4th 1055 (CA9 2022), with Otto v. 
Boca Raton, 981 F. 3d 854 (CA11 2020). And the Ninth Circuit's 
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holding is based on the highly debatable view that its prior deci-
sion in Pickup v. Brown, 740 F. 3d 1208 (2014), survived at least 
in part our decision in National Institute of Family and Life 
Advocates v. Becerra, 585 U. S. 755, 767 (2018) which singled out 
Pickup for disapproval. 

For these reasons, this case easily satisfes our established crite-
ria for granting certiorari, see this Court's Rule 10(a), and I would 
grant review. 

No. 22–7652. Jones v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Motion of petitioner 
for reconsideration of order denying leave to proceed in forma 
pauperis granted. The order entered October 2, 2023, [601 U. S. 
807] vacated. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–186. Nevada Department of Corrections et al. v. 
Galanti. C. A. 9th Cir. Motion of respondent for leave to pro-
ceed in forma pauperis granted. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 65 F. 4th 1152. 

No. 23–457. Cates v. Zeltiq Aesthetics, Inc. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Alito took no part in the con-
sideration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 73 F. 4th 
1342. 

No. 23–5683. Smith et al. v. Sanders, Governor of Ar-
kansas, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Motion of petitioner Tiffany 
Smith for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied. Petitioner 
Tiffany Smith is allowed until January 2, 2024, within which to 
pay the docketing fee required by Rule 38(a) and to submit a 
petition in compliance with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 
Certiorari as to petitioner Mary Smith denied. 

No. 23–5705. Sampson v. United States et al. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari before judgment denied. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 22–977. Bruns et vir v. USAA et al., 601 U. S. 869; 
No. 22–1245. Ristow v. Peterson et al., 601 U. S. 819; 
No. 22–1252. Dongmei Li v. Connecticut et al., 601 U. S. 

820; 
No. 22–7031. Diehl v. United States, 601 U. S. 821; 
No. 22–7392. Clark v. Pratt, 601 U. S. 823; 
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No. 22–7642. Angel Torrez v. California, 601 U. S. 829; 
No. 22–7705. Kwong v. Cheswold (TL), LLC, et al., 601 

U. S. 832; 
No. 22–7782. Morgan v. Prime Wimbledon SPE, LLC, 

et al., 601 U. S. 836; 
No. 22–7786. Lei Yin v. Biogen Inc., 601 U. S. 836; 
No. 23–8. Hunt v. Nationstar Mortgage et al., 601 U. S. 

843; 
No. 23–16. Rietschin v. Rietschin, 601 U. S. 843; 
No. 23–54. Scott v. Forcht Bank, N. A., 601 U. S. 845; 
No. 23–112. McElroy v. City of Corvallis, Oregon, 601 

U. S. 872; 
No. 23–126. Blessett v. Abbott, Governor of Texas, 

et al., 601 U. S. 884; 
No. 23–159. Perez v. City of Miami, Code Enforcement 

Board, 601 U. S. 847; 
No. 23–190. Bondyopadhyay v. United States, 601 U. S. 873; 
No. 23–268. Keenan v. River Oaks Property Owners, 

Inc., 601 U. S. 885; 
No. 23–5013. Jury v. Ohio, 601 U. S. 848; 
No. 23–5037. Martinez v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-

partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division, 601 U. S. 849; 

No. 23–5050. Knight v. Biden, President of the United 
States, et al., 601 U. S. 849; 

No. 23–5082. Richter v. Truitt, Warden, 601 U. S. 851; 
No. 23–5109. Lindsey v. Jenkins, Warden, 601 U. S. 886; 
No. 23–5117. In re Simms, 601 U. S. 808; 
No. 23–5142. Counts v. Maine, 601 U. S. 854; 
No. 23–5215. Wright v. Union Pacic Railroad Co., 601 

U. S. 858; 
No. 23–5333. Ramzidin v. Onofri, Individually and in His 

Ofcial Capacity as Mercer County Prosecutor, et al., 
601 U. S. 886; 

No. 23–5385. Knoll v. Florida, 601 U. S. 887; 
No. 23–5406. Porter v. USAA Casualty Insurance Co., 

601 U. S. 863; 
No. 23–5442. Johnson v. California, 601 U. S. 877; 
No. 23–5485. Poupart v. Louisiana, 601 U. S. 887; and 
No. 23–5680. Villa v. Commissioner of Internal Reve-

nue, 601 U. S. 911. Petitions for rehearing denied. 
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No. 22–5518. Lucas v. Kijakazi, Acting Commissioner of 
Social Security, 598 U. S. 1010. Motion for leave to fle petition 
for rehearing denied. 

December 12, 2023 
Miscellaneous Order 

No. 23A521. Petteway et al. v. Galveston County, Texas, 
et al.; and 

No. 23A523. Dickinson Bay Area Branch NAACP et al. 
v. Galveston County, Texas, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Applica-
tions to vacate stay, presented to Justice Alito, and by him 
referred to the Court, denied. 

Justice Kagan, with whom Justice Sotomayor and Justice 
Jackson join, dissenting from the denial of applications to va-
cate stay. 

I would grant the applications to vacate the stay issued by the 
Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit. The Fifth Circuit's stay 
itself disrupted the status quo—an election map concededly lawful 
under Circuit precedent and nearly identical to the maps that 
have governed the election of Galveston County's commissioners 
for decades. In imposing a different map, acknowledged to vio-
late current law—on the theory that the Circuit might someday 
change that law—the Court of Appeals went far beyond its proper 
authority. I respectfully dissent from this Court's denial of the 
applications. 

December 13, 2023 
Certiorari Granted 

No. 23–50. Chiaverini et al. v. City of Napoleon, Ohio, 
et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari granted. 

No. 23–108. Snyder v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari granted. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 555. 

No. 23–146. Connelly, as Executor of the Estate of 
Connelly v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari 
granted. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 412. 

No. 22–982. Thornell, Director, Arizona Department of 
Corrections v. Jones. C. A. 9th Cir. Motion of respondent for 
leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. Certiorari granted. 
Reported below: 52 F. 4th 1104. 
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No. 23–235. Food and Drug Administration et al. v. Alli-
ance for Hippocratic Medicine et al.; and 

No. 23–236. Danco Laboratories, L. L. C. v. Alliance for 
Hippocratic Medicine et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari 
granted, cases consolidated, and a total of one hour is allotted for 
oral argument. Reported below: 78 F. 4th 210. 

No. 23–5572. Fischer v. United States. C. A. D. C. Cir. 
Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
granted. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 64 F. 4th 329. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 23–395. Alliance for Hippocratic Medicine et al. v. 
Food and Drug Administration et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 78 F. 4th 210. 

December 14, 2023 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 23–492. Doe et al. v. Kentucky ex rel. Cameron, At-
torney General of Kentucky. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari dis-
missed as to petitioners John Doe 3, Jane Doe 3, and Jane Minor 
Doe 3 under this Court's Rule 46. The petition remains pending 
as to all other petitioners. Reported below: 83 F. 4th 460. 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. 23A486. National Association for Gun Rights et al. 
v. City of Naperville, Illinois, et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Appli-
cation for writ of injunction pending certiorari presented to Jus-
tice Barrett, and by her referred to the Court, denied. 

December 20, 2023 
Miscellaneous Order 

No. 23A349. Ohio et al. v. Environmental Protection 
Agency et al.; 

No. 23A350. Kinder Morgan, Inc., et al. v. Environmen-
tal Protection Agency et al.; 

No. 23A351. American Forest & Paper Assn. et al. v. 
Environmental Protection Agency et al.; and 

No. 23A384. United States Steel Corp. v. Environmental 
Protection Agency et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Consideration of 
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the applications for stay, presented to The Chief Justice, and 
by him referred to the Court, deferred pending oral argument. 
The applications are consolidated, and a total of one hour is allot-
ted for oral argument. The applications will be set for argument 
in the February 2024 argument session. Arguing counsel should 
be prepared to address, among other issues related to the chal-
lenge based on the SIP [state implementation plan] disapprovals, 
whether the emissions controls imposed by the Rule are reason-
able regardless of the number of States subject to the Rule. 

December 22, 2023 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 23–624. United States v. Trump. C. A. D. C. Cir. Cer-
tiorari before judgment denied. 

January 5, 2024 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 22–913. Devillier et al. v. Texas. C. A. 5th Cir. 
[Certiorari granted, 600 U. S. 969.] Motion of the Solicitor Gen-
eral for leave to participate in oral argument as amicus curiae 
and for divided argument granted. 

No. 22–1074. Sheetz v. County of El Dorado, California. 
Ct. App. Cal., 3d App. Dist. [Certiorari granted, 600 U. S. 
969.] Motion of the Solicitor General for leave to participate in 
oral argument as amicus curiae and for divided argument 
granted. 

No. 22–1165. Macquarie Infrastructure Corp. et al. v. 
Moab Partners, L. P., et al. C. A. 2d Cir. [Certiorari 
granted, 600 U. S. 969.] Motion of the Solicitor General for leave 
to participate in oral argument as amicus curiae and for divided 
argument granted. 

Certiorari Granted 

No. 23–719. Trump v. Anderson et al. Sup. Ct. Colo. Cer-
tiorari granted. Case is set for oral argument on Thursday, Feb-
ruary 8, 2024. Petitioner's brief on the merits, and any amicus 
curiae briefs in support or in support of neither party, are to be 
fled on or before Thursday, January 18, 2024. Respondents' 
briefs on the merits, and any amicus curiae briefs in support, 
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are to be fled on or before Wednesday, January 31, 2024. The 
reply brief, if any, is to be fled on or before 5 p.m., Monday, 
February 5, 2024. 

No. 23–726 (23A469). Moyle, Speaker of the Idaho House 
of Representatives, et al. v. United States; and 

No. 23–727 (23A470). Idaho v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Applications for stay, presented to Justice Kagan, and by her 
referred to the Court, granted. The preliminary injunction is-
sued on August 24, 2022, by the United States District Court 
for the District of Idaho, case No. 1:22–cv–00329, is stayed. The 
applications for stay are also treated as petitions for writs of 
certiorari before judgment, and the petitions are granted on the 
question presented in Idaho's application. Cases consolidated, 
and a total of one hour is allotted for oral argument. The Clerk 
is directed to establish a briefng schedule that will allow these 
cases to be argued in the April 2024 argument session. The 
stay shall terminate upon the sending down of the judgment of 
this Court. 

January 8, 2024 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 23–415. BP America Production Co. et al. v. Parish 
of Cameron, Louisiana, et al. 38th Jud. Dist. Ct. La., 
Cameron Parish. Certiorari dismissed under this Court's 
Rule 46. 

Affrmed for Absence of Quorum 

No. 23–5856. MacTruong, aka Truong v. Abbott, 
Governor of Texas, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Because the 
Court lacks a quorum, 28 U. S. C. § 1, and since the qualifed 
Justices are of the opinion that the case cannot be heard and 
determined at the next Term of the Court, the judgment is 
affrmed under 28 U. S. C. § 2109, which provides that under 
these circumstances “the court shall enter its order affrming the 
judgment of the court from which the case was brought for re-
view with the same effect as upon affrmance by an equally di-
vided court.” The Chief Justice, Justice Thomas, Justice 
Alito, Justice Gorsuch, Justice Kavanaugh, and Justice 
Barrett took no part in the consideration or decision of this 
petition. 
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Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 23–5824. Adams v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th 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 
Columbia Court of Appeals, 506 U. S. 1 (1992) (per curiam). 

No. 23–5842. Keyes v. United States Court of Appeals 
for the Fifth Circuit. C. A. 5th Cir. Motion of petitioner 
for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and certiorari 
dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5853. Adams v. Layton et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, 
and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5885. Kissner v. Washington, Director, Michigan 
Department of Corrections, et al. C. A. 6th 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 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). 

No. 23–5930. Cole v. Keyes, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, 
and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–5931. Kissner v. Orr et al. C. A. 6th 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 docketing fee required by Rule 38(a) is paid 
and the petition is submitted in compliance with Rule 33.1. See 
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Martin v. District of Columbia Court of Appeals, 506 U. S. 1 
(1992) (per curiam). 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23A361. Kelly v. Disciplinary Counsel Swartz 
et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Application to fle petition for writ of 
certiorari in excess of page limits, addressed to Justice Gorsuch 
and referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 23A419. Bryant v. Delaware County Treasurer 
et al. Ct. App. Ind. Application for stay, addressed to The 
Chief Justice and referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 23A468. Baker v. JEA. C. A. 11th Cir. Application for 
stay, addressed to Justice Alito and referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 23A489. Akerman v. Hokanson, General, Chief, Na-
tional Guard Bureau, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Application for 
stay, addressed to Justice Kagan and referred to the Court, 
denied. 

No. 23M45. Hunter v. Leggett et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Mo-
tion to direct the Clerk to fle petition for writ of certiorari out 
of time denied. 

No. 23M46. Yourko v. Yourko. Sup. Ct. Va. Motion for 
leave to proceed as a veteran denied. 

No. 23M47. Taylor v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Mo-
tion for leave to fle petition for writ of certiorari under seal with 
redacted copies for the public record granted. 

No. 157, Orig. Alaska v. United States et al. Motion for 
leave to fle bill of complaint denied. 

No. 22–529. Cantero et al., Individually and on Behalf 
of All Others Similarly Situated v. Bank of America, N. A. 
C. A. 2d Cir. [Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 883.] Motion of peti-
tioners to dispense with printing joint appendix granted. 

No. 23–5498. Adams v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Motion of petitioner for reconsideration of 
order denying leave to proceed in forma pauperis [601 U. S. 
894] denied. 
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No. 23–5538. Brown v. Hollibaugh, Superintendent, 
State Correctional Institution at Somerset. Super. Ct. 
Pa. Motion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying 
leave to proceed in forma pauperis [601 U. S. 911] denied. 

No. 23–5727. Zhang v. Knapke. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. Dist., 
Div. 7. Motion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying 
leave to proceed in forma pauperis [601 U. S. 927] denied. 

No. 23–5914. Araoye v. City of Philadelphia, Pennsylva-
nia. C. A. 3d Cir.; 

No. 23–6005. Sadeek v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir.; 
No. 23–6059. Ferrell v. Department of Housing and 

Urban Development. C. A. Fed. Cir.; 
No. 23–6083. Detling v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir.; 
No. 23–6084. Stephens v. Alaska Division of Elections. 

C. A. 9th Cir.; and 
No. 23–6197. Teed v. Warden, Federal Correctional In-

stitution, Allenwood, Low. C. A. 3d Cir. Motions of peti-
tioners for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied. Petition-
ers are allowed until January 29, 2024, within which to pay the 
docketing fees required by Rule 38(a) and to submit petitions in 
compliance with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 

No. 23–6090. In re Benshoof. Petition for writ of habeas 
corpus denied. 

No. 23–6247. In re Knowles. Petition for writ of habeas 
corpus denied. The Chief Justice took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–6303. In re Drummond. Motion of petitioner for 
leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and petition for writ 
of habeas corpus dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–399. In re Bishay; 
No. 23–491. In re Briggs et al.; 
No. 23–5850. In re Smith; and 
No. 23–5874. In re Coffey. Petitions for writs of manda-

mus denied. 

No. 23–532. In re Jolley. Petition for writ of mandamus 
and/or prohibition denied. 
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Certiorari Denied 

No. 22–459. Ohio v. CSX Transportation, Inc. Sup. Ct. 
Ohio. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 168 Ohio St. 3d 543, 
2022-Ohio-2832, 200 N. E. 3d 215. 

No. 22–1139. Santana v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–1190. Hatley v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 61 F. 4th 536. 

No. 22–7614. Biron v. Upton, Warden, et al. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7692. Oaks v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7750. Traylor v. Knight, Warden, et al. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7783. Clowers v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 62 F. 4th 1377. 

No. 22–7794. Perez v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7802. Norris v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 62 F. 4th 441. 

No. 23–27. Harper v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–29. CLA Estate Services, Inc., et al. v. Washing-
ton. Ct. App. Wash. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 23 
Wash. App. 2d 279, 515 P. 3d 1012. 

No. 23–97. Daves et al., on Behalf of Themselves and 
All Others Similarly Situated v. Dallas County, Texas, 
et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 64 
F. 4th 616. 

No. 23–125. Seaview Trading, LLC, AGK Investments, 
LLC, Tax Matters Partner v. Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
62 F. 4th 1131. 
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No. 23–130. Sakkal v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–135. Intel Corp. et al. v. Vidal, Under Secretary 
of Commerce for Intellectual Property and Director, 
United States Patent and Trademark Ofce. C. A. Fed. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 1. 

No. 23–140. Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela et al. v. 
OI European Group B. V. et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 73 F. 4th 157. 

No. 23–147. Mann v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–160. Mora v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–173. Dahle v. O’Malley, Commissioner of Social 
Security. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
62 F. 4th 424. 

No. 23–178. Van Dermark v. McDonough, Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 57 F. 4th 1374. 

No. 23–194. Trendily Furniture, LLC, et al. v. Jason 
Scott Collection, Inc. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 68 F. 4th 1203. 

No. 23–196. Mound et al. v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–197. Owens et al. v. Turkiye Halk Bankasi A. S. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–199. Anibowei v. Mayorkas, Secretary of Home-
land Security, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 70 F. 4th 898. 

No. 23–207. R. J. Reynolds Tobacco Co. et al. v. Bonta, 
Attorney General of California, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–216. Klamath Irrigation District v. United 
States Bureau of Reclamation et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 69 F. 4th 934. 
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No. 23–219. Moore v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 392. 

No. 23–226. Gonzalez v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 881. 

No. 23–237. Wamai, Individually and on Behalf of the 
Estate of Wamai, et al. v. Industrial Bank of Korea. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–238. Anderson v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 67 F. 4th 755. 

No. 23–246. Tingle v. Florida Department of Health. 
Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 1st Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 361 So. 3d 315. 

No. 23–249. Polk v. National Railroad Passenger Corpo-
ration (Amtrak) et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 66 F. 4th 500. 

No. 23–251. Gomez Barco et al. v. Witte, Field Ofce 
Director, New Orleans District, Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement and Removal Operations, et al. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 782. 

No. 23–270. County of Tulare, California, et al. v. 
Murguia, Individually and on Behalf of the Estate of 
Murguia et al., et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 61 F. 4th 1096. 

No. 23–275. Avina v. Union Pacic Railroad. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 72 F. 4th 839. 

No. 23–285. Amory Investments LLC et al. v. Tyson 
Foods Inc. et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–307. Vaughn v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2022–00214 (La. 5/5/23), 362 So. 3d 363. 

No. 23–308. Steelman, Individually and as Trustee of 
the Steelman Asset Protection Trust, et al. v. Ernest 
Bock LLC. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
76 F. 4th 827. 

No. 23–310. Ratzloff v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–324. Ferreyra et al. v. Hicks. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 64 F. 4th 156. 

No. 23–327. Canada v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 76 F. 4th 1304. 

No. 23–328. Williams Alaska Petroleum, Inc., et al. v. 
Alaska et al. Sup. Ct. Alaska. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 529 P. 3d 1160. 

No. 23–330. Ani Creation, Inc., dba Rasta, et al. v. City 
of Myrtle Beach Board of Zoning Appeals et al. Sup. Ct. 
S. C. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 440 S. C. 266, 890 
S. E. 2d 748. 

No. 23–331. Doe v. Pisani et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–335. Kansas v. Cline. Ct. App. Kan. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 63 Kan. App. 2d 167, 526 P. 3d 686. 

No. 23–342. X Corp., fka Twitter, Inc. v. Garland, Attor-
ney General, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 61 F. 4th 686. 

No. 23–343. Martin et al. v. United States (Reported 
below: 54 F. 4th 1325); and Tarovisky et al. v. United States 
(54 F. 4th 1343). C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–368. Huntington Ingalls Inc. v. Barrosse et al. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 
315. 

No. 23–391. Moskovits v. MTGLQ Investors, L. P. Sup. Ct. 
Fla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–396. Marvin v. Holcomb et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 72 F. 4th 828. 

No. 23–397. Preserve Responsible Shoreline Manage-
ment et al. v. City of Bainbridge Island, Washington. Ct. 
App. Wash. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 24 Wash. App. 
2d 1047. 

No. 23–407. Perkel et al. v. Canella et al. Super. Ct. 
N. J., App. Div. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–409. Beaulieu v. Powell et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23– 410. Estate of Strickland et al. v. Nevada 
County, California, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 69 F. 4th 614. 

No. 23–417. Rutledge v. Board of County Commissioners 
of Johnson County, Kansas. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–419. USIC, LLC v. Northern Illinois Gas Co. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–420. UPS Supply Chain Solutions, Inc. v. EVA Air-
ways Corp. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
74 F. 4th 66. 

No. 23–425. Mann v. LSQ Funding Group, L. C. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 640. 

No. 23–426. Lisby, as the Personal Representative of 
the Estate of Lisby, Deceased v. Henderson et al. C. A. 
7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 470. 

No. 23–428. Osuagwu v. Home Point Financial Corp. 
et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–429. Kimberlin v. Department of Justice et al. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–430. Finch v. Casey et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–431. Mendez, Individually and as Legal Guard-
ian of A. C., et al. v. Banks, Chancellor, New York City 
Department of Education, et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 56. 

No. 23–432. Oman Fasteners, LLC v. United States et al. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 59 F. 4th 
1255. 

No. 23–433. Daniels, as the Administrator of the Es-
tate of Daniels, Deceased v. City of Pittsburgh, Pennsyl-
vania, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–440. S. B., on Behalf of Her Minor Daughter, 
S. B. v. Jefferson Parish School Board et al. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–441. Fehlman v. Mankowski. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 872. 

No. 23–442. Prescott v. Johnson et al. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–445. Williams v. American Honda Motor Co., Inc. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–447. Johnson v. Boyd. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 662. 

No. 23–448. Vashisht-Rota v. Howell Management Serv-
ices, LLC. Ct. App. Utah. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–449. Trimble v. Department of Veterans Affairs. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–451. Woodward v. Woodward. Cir. Ct. Davidson 
County, Tenn. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–454. Reimers v. United States Citizenship and Im-
migration Services et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–461. Navarro Carrillo et al. v. New York City 
Department of Education et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–462. Wilkofsky v. American Federation of 
Musicians, Local 45, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–465. Dolbin v. McDonough, Secretary of Veter-
ans Affairs. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–468. Haney, as Trustee of the Gooseberry Is-
land Trust v. Town of Mashpee, Massachusetts, et al. 
C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 12. 

No. 23–470. Bruce v. Citigroup, Inc., et al. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 75 F. 4th 297. 

No. 23–473. Bachman et al. v. Bachman et al. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–475. Ying Ye, as Representative of the Estate 
of Lin, Deceased v. GlobalTranz Enterprises, Inc. C. A. 
7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 453. 

No. 23–476. Centinela Skilled Nursing & Wellness 
Centre West, LLC, et al. v. Abdullah, as Legal Repre-
sentative and Successor-in-Interest of Holloway, De-
ceased, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–478. Harris v. American Accounting Assn. et al. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–479. Singh v. Uber Technologies, Inc. C. A. 3d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 67 F. 4th 550. 

No. 23–480. Stogsdill et al. v. South Carolina Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–482. Craig-Myers, Individually and as Personal 
Representative of the Estate of Meyers, Deceased v. Otis 
Elevator Co. et al. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 1st Dist. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 368 So. 3d 410. 

No. 23–493. Goldberg et vir v. Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
73 F. 4th 537. 

No. 23–496. Garlapati v. Brigham and Women’s Hospital 
et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–498. Realtime Data LLC, dba IXO v. Fortinet, 
Inc., et al. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–505. Arrowood v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–510. Caulkins et al. v. Pritzker, Governor of 
Illinois, et al. Sup. Ct. Ill. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 2023 IL 129453, 228 N. E. 3d 181. 

No. 23–512. Greenbaum, Individually and as Administra-
tor of the Estate of Greenbaum, Deceased, et al. v. 
United States. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 67 F. 4th 428. 
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No. 23–517. Pratt v. Helms, Sheriff of Camden County, 
Missouri, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 73 F. 4th 592. 

No. 23–519. Soondar v. Supreme Court of Colorado. 
Sup. Ct. Colo. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–520. Thompson v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–521. Fisher v. Moore et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 73 F. 4th 367. 

No. 23–522. Imperial Pacic International (CNMI), LLC 
v. Commonwealth Casino Commission, as Agency of the 
Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–523. Board of Supervisors of San Bernardino 
County v. Monell, Clerk, Board of Supervisors of San 
Bernardino County, et al. Ct. App. Cal., 4th App. Dist., Div. 
2. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 91 Cal. App. 5th 1248, 
309 Cal. Rptr. 3d 163. 

No. 23–526. Nichols v. Newsom, Governor of California, 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–528. Barth v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–529. Hayko v. Indiana. Sup. Ct. Ind. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 211 N. E. 3d 483. 

No. 23–533. Jordan v. Department of Justice. C. A. D. C. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–535. Ostrewich v. Hudspeth, Harris County 
Clerk, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 72 F. 4th 94. 

No. 23–540. Covington v. City of Madisonville, Texas. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–543. Hampton v. McDonough, Secretary of Veter-
ans Affairs. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 68 F. 4th 1376. 
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No. 23–544. Gaffney v. Florida Bar. Sup. Ct. Fla. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–547. Sharma v. Garland, Attorney General. 
C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 67 F. 4th 1. 

No. 23–553. Turner v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–554. O’Bannon v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 56 F. 4th 455. 

No. 23– 556. Ramey & Schwaller, L. L. P. v. Zions 
Bancorporation N. A., dba Amegy Bank. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 257. 

No. 23–557. Carter v. Community Living Case Manage-
ment et al. Ct. App. Ore. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 324 Ore. App. 655, 525 P. 3d 895. 

No. 23–559. Omoyosi v. Michael E. DeBakey Veterans 
Affairs Medical Center et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–561. Muslow et al. v. Louisiana State University 
and Agricultural and Mechanical College, Board of Su-
pervisors, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–564. Bing v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–574. Traxcell Technologies, LLC v. Sprint Com-
munications Co. LP et al. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–592. K. E. v. Trauth et al.; and 
No. 23–593. S. O. v. Hartzell et al. Sup. Ct. Tex. Certio-

rari denied. Reported below: 672 S. W. 3d 304. 

No. 23–600. Robert et al. v. Austin, Secretary of De-
fense, et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 72 F. 4th 1160. 

No. 23–602. Shupp v. Louisiana. Ct. App. La., 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–622. Thrush v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5014. Williams v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5115. Lillard v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 57 F. 4th 729. 

No. 23–5207. Alas v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 269. 

No. 23–5331. Wordly v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5332. Jeune, aka Voltaire v. United States. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5369. Smith v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5410. Russell v. Denmark. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 68 F. 4th 252. 

No. 23–5427. Long Pumpkin v. United States; and 
No. 23– 5454. Crowe v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 

Certiorari denied. Reported below: 56 F. 4th 604. 

No. 23–5429. Sykes v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 867. 

No. 23–5464. Okeyo v. United States Citizenship and Im-
migration Services, Newark Ofce, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5549. White v. Kentucky. Ct. App. Ky. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5553. Haight v. Jordan, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 59 F. 4th 817. 

No. 23–5581. Osuba v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 67 F. 4th 56. 

No. 23–5619. Winczuk v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 67 F. 4th 11. 

No. 23–5629. Rodriguez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5711. Green v. Wisconsin. Sup. Ct. Wis. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 2023 WI 57, 408 Wis. 2d 248, 992 N. W. 
2d 56. 

No. 23–5713. Long v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 79 F. 4th 882. 

No. 23–5732. Harris v. Stash et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5733. Higgs v. New Jersey Department of Cor-
rections et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5735. French v. Salamon, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Rockview. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5738. Cao v. BSI Financial Services, Inc., et al. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5746. Hayes v. Howell, Warden, et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5748. Holman v. Ohio Adult Parole Authority. 
Sup. Ct. Ohio. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 171 Ohio St. 
3d 806, 2023-Ohio-692, 220 N. E. 3d 801. 

No. 23–5750. Ferry v. Hainsworth, Superintendent, 
State Correctional Institution at Somerset, et al. C. A. 
3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5752. Foster v. Jackson, Assistant Warden, et al. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5754. Chase v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 12th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 666 S. W. 3d 832. 

No. 23–5765. Day v. Precythe, Director, Missouri De-
partment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5770. Barahona v. Platkin, Attorney General of 
New Jersey, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5771. Drummer v. Maynard et al. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–5772. Drummer v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5780. Chavez v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5783. Davis v. Power Authority of the State of 
New York et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5785. Aston v. Arizona. Ct. App. Ariz. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5787. Frasca v. President and Fellows of Har-
vard College et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5789. Darbouze v. Covello, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5798. Oliver v. Florida Commission on Offender 
Review. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5800. Muhammad v. Jackson et al. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5804. Clarke v. Adams et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5805. Corporal v. Weber, Warden, et al. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5806. Oien v. Pringle, Warden. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5809. Jackson v. Golick et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5811. LaTouche v. Graham, Superintendent, 
Auburn Correctional Facility. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5817. Lawrence v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2023 IL App (1st) 192306–U. 

No. 23–5821. Stafford v. Arizona. Sup. Ct. Ariz. Certio-
rari denied. 
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No. 23–5825. Robinson v. Savvy Ventures, LLC, c/o Greg-
ory Real Estate, Inc., dba Gregory Property Manage-
ment. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5830. Emerson v. Craigslist/Craig Newmark 
et al. Sup. Ct. Ohio. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 170 
Ohio St. 3d 1434, 2023-Ohio-1769, 210 N. E. 3d 534. 

No. 23–5831. Mendives, Individually and on Behalf of 
His Four Minor Children, R. C. M., et al. v. Bexar County, 
Texas, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5832. Abbott v. Otis-Sanders et al. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5841. Snyder v. United States et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5844. Alford v. Koses, Chairman, Committee for 
Purchase/AbilityOne, et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5851. Sanchez-Torres v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 365 So. 3d 1134. 

No. 23–5855. Tate v. Hamilton County Election Commis-
sion. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5864. Starling v. Mims, Warden. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5866. Brickley v. Joseph-Stephen. Ct. App. Tex., 
3d Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5870. Tolbert v. Nationstar Mortgage, LLC, dba 
Mr. Cooper. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5871. Smith v. United States District Court for 
the Northern District of Ohio. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5877. Nakanwagi v. City of Flagstaff, Arizona. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5883. Malik Bey v. Ohio. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 
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No. 23–5884. Ezeani v. Reagan. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5887. Vasquez v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5892. Woodgeard v. Heavlin et al. Ct. App. Ohio, 
5th App. Dist., Stark County. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5895. Bonner v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5897. Mack v. J. M. Smuckers Co. et al. C. A. 10th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5900. Massey v. El Paso City Attorney’s Ofce. 
Ct. App. Tex., 8th Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5901. Randolph v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5904. Sayed v. Colorado. Ct. App. Colo. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5905. Lak v. California. App. Div., Super. Ct. Cal., 
Orange County. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5911. Rivard v. Brattleboro Reformer et al. 
Sup. Ct. Vt. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5915. Alexander v. McGinley, Superintendent, 
State Correctional Institution at Coal Township, et al. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5916. Taylor v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 64 F. 4th 1264. 

No. 23–5923. Downing v. Michigan. Ct. App. Mich. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5924. Ohan v. American Medical Assn. et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5932. Kifor v. Massachusetts et al. Sup. Jud. Ct. 
Mass. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 492 Mass. 1021, 213 
N. E. 3d 598. 
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No. 23–5935. Thomas v. Douglas, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5938. Larson v. Alaska. Ct. App. Alaska. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5945. Johnson v. District Attorney of Allegheny 
County, Pennsylvania, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5948. Ishmael, aka Kosh v. Garland, Attorney 
General. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
77 F. 4th 175. 

No. 23–5953. Munywe v. Dier et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5954. Picklo v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5958. Rudometkin v. Payne, Commandant, United 
States Disciplinary Barracks, Fort Leavenworth, et al. 
C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5963. Roberts v. Hollar et al. Sup. Ct. Ohio. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 171 Ohio St. 3d 1463, 2023-
Ohio-3697, 219 N. E. 3d 952. 

No. 23–5967. Delaney v. Messer, Chapter 7 Trustee, 
et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5972. Dunlap v. Mitchell, Superintendent, 
Lanesboro Correctional Institution (two judgments). 
C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5974. Kaler v. ESA Management, LLC. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5976. Davis v. Gibbs, Warden, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5977. Overstreet v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5983. Spencer v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5984. Curtin v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 78 F. 4th 1299. 
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No. 23–5985. Bullock v. Bludworth, Warden, et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5987. Heart v. O’Malley, Commissioner of Social 
Security. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5988. Stout v. Johnson et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5991. Whatley v. Richland County Family Court, 
Columbia, South Carolina, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–5993. Montemayor v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 55 F. 4th 1003. 

No. 23–5994. McClain v. Campbell, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6000. Borg v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 4th App. 
Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6002. Del Rio v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6006. Johnson v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6007. Rocha v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6010. Woo v. Baez et al. Ct. App. Colo. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 522 P. 3d 739. 

No. 23–6011. Telcy v. Breckon, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6012. Espinal-Mieses v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6014. Bailey v. Morrison, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6015. Askia v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6017. Alaniz-Pimentel v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6019. Olivares v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6020. Zabala-Zorilla v. District Attorney of 
Berks County, Pennsylvania. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6021. Riddick v. Boston Housing Authority et al. 
C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6023. Sattazahn v. Harry, Secretary, Pennsyl-
vania Department of Corrections, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6024. Davis v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6025. Finch v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6028. Booth v. Georgia. Sup. Ct. Ga. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6030. Burleson v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6032. Thomas v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6034. Sanchez Barboza v. Pennsylvania. Super. 
Ct. Pa. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 290 A. 3d 669. 

No. 23–6037. Torres v. Hill, Acting Warden. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6039. Waite v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6041. Hernandez-Perez v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6042. Flores v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6043. Guidry v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6044. Rodriguez v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6045. Suggs v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6048. Redzepagic v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6050. Rahimi v. City of Sheridan, Oregon, et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6051. Aguiar v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6057. Zuniga-Bruno v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6058. Walden v. Howard, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6060. Mulkey v. Georgia. Ct. App. Ga. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 366 Ga. App. 427, 883 S. E. 2d 173. 

No. 23–6061. Messer v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 452. 

No. 23–6062. Womack v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 80 F. 4th 725. 

No. 23–6063. Simmons v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 1086. 

No. 23–6065. Smith v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6067. Lajeunesse v. Karberg, Warden. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6068. West v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6070. Bartoli v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6072. Richards v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 1064. 
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No. 23–6075. Neidinger v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6077. Robinson v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6079. Ramirez-Ortega v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6081. Fuentes-Salgado v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6082. Henry v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6085. Stoneman v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6086. Marcano-Godoy v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6092. Gallegos v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 1073. 

No. 23–6094. Minton v. Richardson, Warden. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6095. McGoy v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6097. Duncan v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6098. Dinnall v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6100. Dix v. United States; and Phelps v. United 
States. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6101. Chace v. Moody, Attorney General of Flor-
ida, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6102. Chatmon v. Payne, Director, Arkansas Divi-
sion of Correction. Sup. Ct. Ark. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 2023 Ark. 77, 665 S. W. 3d 231. 

No. 23–6103. Andre v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6105. Dalton v. Votari. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6106. Cruz-Benavente v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6107. Cua v. Arias, Acting Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6109. Tou Thao v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 76 F. 4th 773. 

No. 23–6111. Remsen et al. v. Shaffer et al. Ct. App. 
Cal., 2d App. Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6112. Smyer v. Phillips, Acting Warden. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6115. Barber v. Arizona. Ct. App. Ariz. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6116. Clemons v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 80 F. 4th 725. 

No. 23–6117. Lagerstrom v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida 
Department of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6118. Jones v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 81 F. 4th 591. 

No. 23–6119. Walker v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 1163. 

No. 23–6120. Washington v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6121. McNair v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6122. Newman v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 80 F. 4th 725. 

No. 23–6123. Parks v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6125. Lancaster v. Beats Electronics LLC et al. 
Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. Dist, Div 4. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6128. Poff v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6129. Carter v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 69 F. 4th 361. 

No. 23–6130. Hofstetter v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 80 F. 4th 725. 

No. 23–6134. Jamison v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 85 F. 4th 796. 

No. 23–6135. Agerton v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6141. Grady v. Truitt, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 515. 

No. 23–6142. Ali v. Simmons et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6144. Aspley v. Walz, Governor of Minnesota, 
et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6147. Jones v. Cain, Commissioner, Mississippi De-
partment of Corrections. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6148. Brooks v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6149. Gatlin v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6151. Torres-Giles v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 80 F. 4th 934. 

No. 23–6156. Meister v. Davis, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6158. Hunt v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6162. Williams v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6164. Carrasco v. United States; and De Los San-
tos v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23– 6165. Gonzalez-Rodriguez v. United States. 
C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6166. Moreira v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6169. Soto v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6175. Kenner v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6176. Garcia-Sanchez, aka Zamora-Sanchez v. 
United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6178. Moore v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6179. Miranda-Montanez v. United States. C. A. 
1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 73 F. 4th 24. 

No. 23–6182. Peterman v. Mississippi. Sup. Ct. Miss. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6183. Villalona v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 506 Fed. Appx. 902. 

No. 23–6186. Borboa v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6188. Blaxton v. Florida. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6193. Smith v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6195. Threats v. von Blanckensee, Warden. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6196. Ward v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6199. Hall v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6205. Budder v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 76 F. 4th 1007. 

No. 23–6206. Ezeah v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6207. Cummings, aka Commings v. Mississippi. Sup. 
Ct. Miss. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6210. Pierson v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 73 F. 4th 582. 

No. 23–6226. Zammiello v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 22–7728. Jackson v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consid-
eration or decision of this petition. See 28 U. S. C. § 455(b)(3) 
and Code of Conduct for Justices of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, Canon 3B(2)(e) (prior government employment). 
Reported below: 58 F. 4th 1331. 

No. 23–168. American Petroleum Institute et al. v. Min-
nesota. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Kava-
naugh would grant the petition for writ of certiorari. Reported 
below: 63 F. 4th 703. 

No. 23–341. Ingram v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. The Chief Justice took no part in the con-
sideration or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–378. Douglas et al. v. Hirshon et al. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Motion of respondents for damages and costs denied. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 49. 

No. 23–394. Richardson v. Procter and Gamble Co. et al. 
App. Div., Sup. Ct. N. Y., 1st Jud. Dept. Certiorari denied. Jus-
tice Alito took no part in the consideration or decision of this 
petition. Reported below: 209 App. Div. 3d 455, 176 N. Y. S. 
3d 605. 

No. 23–403. Serna et al. v. Cooksey et al. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Alito took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–5556. Gladney v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Gorsuch took no part in the consid-
eration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 44 F. 4th 
1253. 
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No. 23–5747. Hess v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. Cer-
tiorari denied. Justice Gorsuch took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–6145. Salley v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. See 28 U. S. C. § 455(b)(3) and Code 
of Conduct for Justices of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, Canon 3B(2)(e) (prior government employment). 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 22–1232. Holland v. Commissioner of Internal Reve-
nue, 601 U. S. 819; 

No. 22–6950. Newsome v. Festiva Resorts Real Estate 
Holdings, LLC, et al., 601 U. S. 820; 

No. 22–7227. Goudy v. Caluori, 598 U. S. 1315; 
No. 22–7477. Manning v. St. Paul et al., 601 U. S. 825; 
No. 22–7558. Vigil v. Midas International Corp. et al, 

601 U. S. 827; 
No. 22–7564. Wilson v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-

partment of Corrections, et al., 601 U. S. 827; 
No. 22–7612. Sandy v. Baca Grande Property Owners 

Assn., 601 U. S. 829; 
No. 22–7634. Headman v. Headman, aka Bromley, 601 

U. S. 912; 
No. 22–7666. Sandy v. Baca Grande Property Owners 

Assn., 601 U. S. 830; 
No. 22–7704. Marshall v. Wells Fargo & Co. et al., 601 

U. S. 832; 
No. 22–7738. Rivera v. California, 601 U. S. 834; 
No. 22–7752. Taylor v. Bird, Warden, et al., 601 U. S. 834; 
No. 22–7762. In re Ellison, 601 U. S. 807; 
No. 22–7787. Bango v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida 

Department of Corrections, 601 U. S. 836; 
No. 22–7884. Marshall v. Educational Credit Manage-

ment Group et al., 601 U. S. 841; 
No. 23–49. In re Ayers et al., 601 U. S. 808; 
No. 23–103. Ellis et al. v. City of Clarksdale, Missis-

sippi, et al., 601 U. S. 907; 
No. 23–142. Adams v. Royal Park Nursing and Rehabili-

tation, 601 U. S. 896; 
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No. 23–224. Alessio v. United Airlines, Inc., et al., 601 
U. S. 929; 

No. 23–229. McClelland v. Katy Independent School 
District et al., 601 U. S. 897; 

No. 23–239. Barnes v. Allen, 601 U. S. 929; 
No. 23–5019. Jin et al. v. Velasquez et al., 601 U. S. 

848; 
No. 23–5053. Stevens v. Town of Snow Hill, North Caro-

lina, et al., 601 U. S. 931; 
No. 23–5054. Kolosha v. Oklahoma, 601 U. S. 850; 
No. 23–5100. Marinov v. FCA US LLC et al., 601 U. S. 886; 
No. 23–5165. Zhang v. County of Los Angeles, Califor-

nia, et al., 601 U. S. 855; 
No. 23–5206. Castaneda v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-

partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division, 601 U. S. 857; 

No. 23–5262. In re Harmon, 601 U. S. 809; 
No. 23–5267. Lunn v. City of Detroit, Michigan, et al., 

601 U. S. 874; 
No. 23–5280. Grifn v. Eckert, Superintendent, Wende 

Correctional Facility, 601 U. S. 860; 
No. 23–5313. Roque v. Buffaloe, Secretary, North Caro-

lina Department of Public Safety, 601 U. S. 875; 
No. 23–5386. Parker v. Clarke, Director, Virginia De-

partment of Corrections, 601 U. S. 876; 
No. 23–5388. Lyles v. South Carolina, 601 U. S. 863; 
No. 23–5414. Gilberti v. Pentagon et al., 601 U. S. 

899; 
No. 23–5446. Richert v. Murphy et al., 601 U. S. 900; 
No. 23–5463. Johnson v. Oklahoma, 601 U. S. 900; 
No. 23–5514. Dillard v. Wyoming, 601 U. S. 879; 
No. 23–5521. Gaff v. MSNI Advantage, L. P., et al., 601 

U. S. 909; 
No. 23–5528. Perkins v. Harry, Secretary, Pennsylvania 

Department of Corrections, et al., 601 U. S. 909; 
No. 23–5552. Lei Yin v. Hartford Underwriters Insur-

ance Co., 601 U. S. 909; 
No. 23–5594. Bell v. New Hampshire, 601 U. S. 887; 
No. 23–5644. Blake v. United States, 601 U. S. 902; and 
No. 23–5744. In re Wheeler, 601 U. S. 895. Petitions for 

rehearing denied. 
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No. 23–59. Clark v. Garland, Attorney General, et al., 
601 U. S. 864. Petition for rehearing denied. The Chief Jus-
tice took no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–263. Smith v. United States Congress et al., 601 
U. S. 923. Petition for rehearing denied. Justice Barrett 
took no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–5584. Rogers v. United States, 601 U. S. 882. Peti-
tion for rehearing denied. Justice Gorsuch took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. 

January 12, 2024 
Certiorari Granted 

No. 22–1218. Smith et al. v. Spizzirri et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari granted. Reported below: 62 F. 4th 1201. 

No. 23–175. City of Grants Pass, Oregon v. Johnson 
et al., on Behalf of Themselves and All Others Similarly 
Situated. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 
72 F. 4th 868. 

No. 23–191. Williams et al. v. Washington, Alabama Sec-
retary of Labor. Sup. Ct. Ala. Certiorari granted. 

No. 23–367. Starbucks Corp. v. McKinney, Regional Di-
rector of Region 15 of the National Labor Relations 
Board, for and on Behalf of the National Labor Rela-
tions Board. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported 
below: 77 F. 4th 391. 

No. 23–334. Department of State et al. v. Munoz et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted limited to Questions 1 and 2 
presented by the petition. Reported below: 50 F. 4th 906. 

January 16, 2024 
Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23M48. Baker et al. v. CSX Transportation, Inc., 
et al. Motion for leave to fle petition for writ of certiorari with 
supplemental appendix under seal granted. 

No. 23–14. Diaz v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. [Certio-
rari granted, 601 U. S. 912.] Motion for leave to fle petitioner's 
brief on the merits under seal with redacted copies for the public 
record granted. 
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No. 23–21. Harrow v. Department of Defense. C. A. 
Fed. Cir. [Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 939.] Motion of peti-
tioner to dispense with printing joint appendix granted. 

No. 23–370. Erlinger v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
[Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 928.] Motion of petitioner to dis-
pense with printing joint appendix granted. 

No. 23–5444. Strege v. Vos, Individually and in His Of-
cial Capacity as the Chief Defender for the Ofce of 
the Federal Public Defender District of Puerto Rico, 
et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Motion of petitioner for reconsideration 
of order denying leave to proceed in forma pauperis [601 U. S. 
894] denied. 

No. 23–6326. In re Isaza Arango. Petition for writ of ha-
beas corpus denied. 

No. 23–6360. In re Setts. Motion of petitioner for leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis denied, and petition for writ of habeas 
corpus dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 23–171. Quinn et al. v. Washington et al. Sup. Ct. 
Wash. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 1 Wash. 3d 453, 526 
P. 3d 1. 

No. 23–179. Alaska et al. v. Alaska State Employees 
Assn. /American Federation of State, County and Munici-
pal Employees Local 52, AFL–CIO. Sup. Ct. Alaska. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 529 P. 3d 547. 

No. 23–232. BASF Metals Ltd. et al. v. KPFF Invest-
ment, Inc., et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 61 F. 4th 242. 

No. 23–337. Epic Games, Inc. v. Apple Inc.; and 
No. 23–344. Apple Inc. v. Epic Games, Inc. C. A. 9th Cir. 

Certiorari denied. Reported below: 67 F. 4th 946. 

No. 23–380. Military-Veterans Advocacy Inc. v. McDon-
ough, Secretary of Veterans Affairs. C. A. Fed. Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 63 F. 4th 935. 

No. 23–384. Boresky, in His Individual and Ofcial Ca-
pacity as a Special Agent for the U. S. Secret Service v. 
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Graber. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 59 
F. 4th 603. 

No. 23–390. Bhattacharya v. State Bank of India. C. A. 
7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 941. 

No. 23–392. Metropolitan School District of Martins-
ville v. A. C., a Minor Child by His Next Friend, Mother 
and Legal Guardian, M. C. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 75 F. 4th 760. 

No. 23–495. Trim v. Reward Zone USA LLC et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–501. Mallory v. Rocky Mountain Human Service 
SSVF. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–508. Matthews v. Tripp, Warden. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–515. Amory Investments LLC et al. v. Utrecht-
America Holdings, Inc., et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 525. 

No. 23–516. Smith v. Gordon et al. Ct. App. Ky. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–527. Rab v. Weber, California Secretary of 
State, et al. Ct. App. Cal., 3d App. Dist. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 91 Cal. App. 5th 1337, 308 Cal. Rptr. 3d 888. 

No. 23–5417. Liggett v. Colorado. Sup. Ct. Colo. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 529 P. 3d 113. 

No. 23–5592. Greene v. Arizona. Sup. Ct. Ariz. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 255 Ariz. 37, 527 P. 3d 322. 

No. 23–5714. Peraita v. Alabama. Ct. Crim. App. Ala. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6001. Jackson v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6016. Green v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6031. Dodwell-Wright v. Nationwide Insurance 
Co. et al. Ct. App. D. C. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6033. Smith v. United States District Court for 
the Northern District of Ohio. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6040. Bustos v. Encino Park Homeowners Assn. 
et al. Ct. App. Tex., 4th Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6047. Reed v. May, Warden, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6052. Bailey v. West Laurel Water Assn. et al. 
Ct. App. Ky. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6074. Onyejiaka v. Missouri. Sup. Ct. Mo. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6076. Pedraza v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6080. Close v. O’Malley, Commissioner of Social 
Security. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6184. Best v. Smith. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6260. Linder v. Black, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–548. Schieber et al. v. United States. C. A. D. C. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Jackson took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. See 28 U. S. C. § 455 
and Code of Conduct for Justices of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, Canon 3B(2)(e) (prior judicial service). Reported 
below: 77 F. 4th 806. 

No. 23–6004. Scott v. Mason, Superintendent, State Cor-
rectional Institution at Mahanoy, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Alito took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 22–7640. Wiggins v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division, 601 U. S. 829; 
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No. 
No. 

22–7742. 
22–7812. 

Taylor v. California, 601 U. S. 
Cisneros v. Allen, Warden, 

834; 
601 U. S. 837; 

No. 23–303. Townsend v. Rockwell Automation, Inc., 601 
U. S. 913; 

No. 23–5366. Deephouse v. Wyoming, 601 U. S. 862; 
No. 23–5501. Chen v. Metropolitan Police Department 

et al., 601 U. S. 901; and 
No. 23–5643. In re Mercer, 601 U. S. 928. Petitions for re-

hearing denied. 
January 22, 2024 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 23–400. Curran et al. v. O’Kelley et al. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46. 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23A349. Ohio et al. v. Environmental Protection 
Agency et al.; 

No. 23A350. Kinder Morgan, Inc., et al. v. Environmen-
tal Protection Agency et al.; 

No. 23A351. American Forest & Paper Assn. et al. v. 
Environmental Protection Agency et al.; and 

No. 23A384. United States Steel Corp. v. Environmental 
Protection Agency et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Motion of appli-
cants for divided argument granted. Motion of the Solicitor Gen-
eral for divided argument granted. 

No. 23A607. Department of Homeland Security et al. v. 
Texas. Application to vacate injunction, presented to Justice 
Alito, and by him referred to the Court, granted. The Decem-
ber 19, 2023, order of the United States Court of Appeals for the 
Fifth Circuit, case No. 23–50869, is vacated. Justice Thomas, 
Justice Alito, Justice Gorsuch, and Justice Kavanaugh 
would deny the application to vacate the injunction. 

No. 23A641. Michigan Independent Citizens Redistrict-
ing Commission et al. v. Agee et al. D. C. W. D. Mich. Ap-
plication for stay, presented to Justice Kavanaugh, and by him 
referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 141, Orig. Texas v. New Mexico et al. Exceptions to 
the Third Interim Report of the Special Master is set for oral 
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argument in due course. [For earlier order herein, see, e. g., 600 
U. S. 950.] 

No. 22–1078. Warner Chappell Music, Inc., et al. v. 
Nealy et al. C. A. 11th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 600 U. S. 
970.] Motion of the Solicitor General for leave to participate in 
oral argument as amicus curiae and for divided argument 
granted. 

No. 23–210. Jordan v. Howell, as Administratrix of the 
Estate of Howell; and 

No. 23–260. Erwin v. Howell, as Administratrix of the 
Estate of Howell. C. A. 6th Cir. Joint motion to hold peti-
tions in abeyance granted. 

No. 23–6275. Hughes v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied. 
Petitioner is allowed until February 12, 2024, within which to pay 
the docketing fee required by Rule 38(a) and to submit a petition 
in compliance with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 

No. 23–518. In re Klein; and 
No. 23–6137. In re Boyajian. Petitions for writs of manda-

mus denied. 

No. 23–6035. In re MacDonald. Motion of petitioner for 
leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and petition for writ 
of mandamus dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. Justice 
Barrett took no part in the consideration or decision of this 
motion and this petition. 

No. 23–6152. In re Rufus. Motion of petitioner for leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis denied, and petition for writ of manda-
mus and/or prohibition dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

Certiorari Granted 

No. 22–7466. Glossip v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
granted. Certiorari granted. In addition to the questions pre-
sented, the parties are directed to brief and argue the following 
question: “Whether the Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals' hold-
ing that the Oklahoma Post-Conviction Procedure Act precluded 
postconviction relief is an adequate and independent state-law 
ground for the judgment.” Justice Gorsuch took no part in the 
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consideration or decision of this motion and this petition. Re-
ported below: 2023 OK CR 5, 529 P. 3d 218. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 23–259. Lewis County, Kentucky, et al. v. Helphen-
stine, Administratrix of the Estate of Helphenstine and 
Guardian of B. D. H., the Minor Son of Helphenstine. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 60 F. 4th 305. 

No. 23–329. Chong Yim et al. v. City of Seattle, Wash-
ington. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 63 
F. 4th 783. 

No. 23–363. Porter v. Board of Trustees of North Caro-
lina State University et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 72 F. 4th 573. 

No. 23–405. Ross v. Federal Trade Commission. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 186. 

No. 23–414. Archer v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–504. Photoplaza, Inc., et al. v. Herbal Brands, 
Inc. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 72 
F. 4th 1085. 

No. 23–530. Yoast v. Pottstown Borough, Pennsylvania, 
et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–534. Otoh v. U. S. Bank Trust N. A. et al. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–536. Merlo v. Warren, Presiding Judge, Probate 
Court No. 2, Dallas County, Texas. Sup. Ct. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–539. De Botton v. Quality Loan Service Corpora-
tion of Washington et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–545. Ngola Mbandi et al. v. Pangea Adventures 
LLC et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–546. Corporate Management, Inc., et al. v. 
United States ex rel. Aldridge et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 78 F. 4th 727. 
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No. 23–549. Jean-Baptiste v. Department of Justice 
et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–567. Superior Well Services, Inc. v. American 
Home Assurance Co. et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 75 F. 4th 184. 

No. 23–572. Williams et al. v. McElhaney. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 81 F. 4th 550. 

No. 23–576. Abdulla v. Southern Bank. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–596. Kenno v. Colorado Governor’s Office of 
Information Technology et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–640. Smith v. United States. C. A. Armed Forces. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 83 M. J. 350. 

No. 23–641. Miller v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–681. Diamond J. Wholesale, LLC, dba Gabsons 
Novelties v. Top Tobacco, L. P., et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5654. Johnson v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–5857. Moody v. Georgia. Sup. Ct. Ga. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 316 Ga. 490, 888 S. E. 2d 109. 

No. 23–5968. Langston v. Connecticut. Sup. Ct. Conn. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 346 Conn. 605, 294 A. 3d 
1002. 

No. 23–5990. Simmons v. Scarantino. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6009. Austin v. American Building Co. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6027. Sweet v. Sweet et al. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 138 Nev. –––, 520 P. 3d 827. 

No. 23–6046. Melton v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 367 So. 3d 1175. 
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No. 23–6053. Nixon v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 342 So. 3d 691. 

No. 23–6055. Debora D. v. John D. et al. Ct. App. Cal., 
4th App. Dist., Div. 3. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6056. Sorbel v. South Dakota ex rel. South Da-
kota Department of Social Services et al. Sup. Ct. S. D. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 991 N. W. 2d 116. 

No. 23–6064. Kimbrough v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. 
Okla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6066. Williams v. Washington. Ct. App. Wash. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6071. Takhvar v. Warner Bros. Discovery Inc. 
et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6073. Shirley v. Harpe, Director, Oklahoma De-
partment of Corrections. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6088. Hamilton v. Arizona. Ct. App. Ariz. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6089. Blockson v. Oliver, Warden, et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6091. Lee v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6093. Finn v. New York et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6099. Gallegos v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 13th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6213. Poliero v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 81 F. 4th 96. 

No. 23–6217. De La Cruz Leyva v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6218. Smith v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6219. Rodrigues-Barios v. United States. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6220. Smith v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6221. Carrillo-Lopez v. United States. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 68 F. 4th 1133. 

No. 23–6224. Daum v. Corey, Superintendent, Auburn 
Correctional Facility. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6231. Parks v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6234. Robinson v. Compass Group USA, Inc. C. A. 
6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6235. Romero, aka Silva Romero v. United States. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6236. Dickey v. Warden, Federal Correctional 
Institution, Marianna. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6240. Gonzalez-Lunar v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6242. Mora-Carrillo v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 80 F. 4th 712. 

No. 23–6245. Lopez-Arellano v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6251. Rodriguez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6252. Guerrero-Lazaro v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6259. Ogle v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 82 F. 4th 272. 

No. 23–6263. Abad v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6264. Salcido v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6269. Hand v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6277. Gutierrez-Garcia v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6279. Robles-Perez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6285. Paiva v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6286. Parks v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6292. Crowell v. Sevier, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 77 F. 4th 539. 

No. 23–6297. Hewlett v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6299. Hollowell v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6302. Crawford v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6311. Clum v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6314. Stevenson v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6318. Daniel v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6319. Dow v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6320. Salazar-Ramirez v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6330. Ghaloustian v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6331. Moore v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 76 F. 4th 1355. 

No. 23–6332. Rivera-Lopez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6333. Guevara Triana v. United States. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 79 F. 4th 896. 

No. 23–6335. Walker v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6336. Garibay Mendoza, aka Mendoza-Romero v. 
United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6339. Guzman, aka Villarreal-Guzman, aka 
Guzman-Villareal, aka Nava, aka Lara, aka Lara-Paramo, 
aka Ramoro, aka Solorio v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 80 F. 4th 883. 

No. 23–6343. Bowie v. Miller, Superintendent, Green 
Haven Correctional Facility. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6346. Jordan v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6347. Bell v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6351. Terry v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6357. Smith v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6375. Sells v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–208. LeIsrael et al. v. Education for a Just 
Peace in the Middle East. C. A. D. C. Cir. Motion of Na-
tional Jewish Advocacy Center et al. for leave to fle brief as 
amici curiae out of time denied. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 66 F. 4th 1007. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 22–7790. Ray v. Oklahoma, 601 U. S. 836; 
No. 23–200. Chae v. Yellen, Secretary of the Treasury, 

et al., 601 U. S. 897; 
No. 23–5218. In re Curry, 601 U. S. 808; 
No. 23–5356. James v. Virginia, 601 U. S. 862; and 
No. 23–5614. Jordan v. Pennsylvania State University 

et al., 601 U. S. 932. Petitions for rehearing denied. 

No. 22–5330. Wade v. Clarke, Director, Virginia Depart-
ment of Corrections, 598 U. S. 965. Motion for leave to fle 
petition for rehearing denied. 
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January 24, 2024 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 23–6517 (23A664). Smith v. Alabama. Ct. Crim. App. 
Ala. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, pre-
sented to Justice Thomas, and by him referred to the Court, 
denied. Certiorari denied. 

January 25, 2024 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 23–6562 (23A688). Smith v. Hamm, Commissioner, Ala-
bama Department of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, presented 
to Justice Thomas, and by him referred to the Court, denied. 
Certiorari denied. 

Justice Sotomayor, dissenting. 

Alabama plans to execute Kenneth Eugene Smith tonight by 
nitrogen hypoxia. That method is untested. Smith is the frst 
person in this country ever to be executed in this way. The 
details are hazy because Alabama released its heavily redacted 
protocol under fve months ago. What Smith knows is that he 
will be strapped to a gurney. He will wear a nitrogen-supplying, 
off-the-rack mask for which the State has not ftted him or even 
tried on him. Once the nitrogen is fowing into the mask, his 
executioners will not intervene and will not remove the mask, 
even if Smith vomits into it and chokes on his own vomit. 

Smith is a surprising candidate to test this novel method. Ala-
bama tried and failed to execute him before. In November 2022, 
Alabama botched Smith's execution by lethal injection. It was 
Alabama's third failed execution in a row in fve months. See 
Barber v. Ivey, 600 U. S. 942 (2023) (Sotomayor, J., dissenting 
from denial of application for stay). Smith had warned repeat-
edly that Alabama would struggle and likely fail to complete its 
lethal injection in light of a “pattern of the State's diffculties in 
establishing venous access.” 2023 WL 4353143, *7 (MD Ala., 
July 5, 2023). This Court did not listen. It instead vacated a 
stay of execution without explanation, over three noted dissents. 
As a result, Smith's arms were strapped over his head and he 
watched as his executioners repeatedly stabbed needles into his 
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hands, arms, and collarbone, trying to access his veins. It took 
an hour and half after this Court vacated the stay before Alabama 
called off the execution. 

Since that day, Smith has suffered from posttraumatic stress. 
Reliving those hours strapped to the gurney, his medical records 
confrm worsening bouts of nausea and vomiting over the past 
few weeks. See Second Supp. Decl. of Katherine Porterfeld in 
No. 2:23–cv–00656 (MD Ala., Jan. 23, 2024), ECF Doc. 87–5, p. 3, 
¶¶5–6. Those symptoms have been resistant to prescribed medi-
cations. He is therefore likely to vomit during the execution 
as a combined result of this posttraumatic stress and oxygen 
deprivation. 

Smith asks this Court to stay his execution. He argues that 
Alabama's untested execution protocol will likely subject him to 
an unconstitutional risk of cruel and unusual punishment. Ac-
cording to one of Smith's experts, “there is a substantial and 
serious risk that Mr. Smith will experience nausea and vomiting 
during his execution,” thus “asphyxiating—that is, choking to 
death—on his own vomit” before he eventually passes out from 
hypoxia. Id., at 3–4, ¶7. Further, Alabama believes that an air-
tight seal is not needed on the mask. Smith therefore has raised 
the substantial risk that oxygen will infltrate the mask and lead 
to a persistent vegetative state, stroke, or suffocation, superadd-
ing pain and prolonging Smith's death. See Application 6. 

In denying Smith's motion for preliminary injunction, the Dis-
trict Court held that Smith failed to make the showing required 
for a method-of-execution claim under the Eighth Amendment. 
Such a claim requires that “the risk of pain associated with the 
State's method is substantial when compared to a known and 
available alternative.” Bucklew v. Precythe, 587 U. S. 119, 134 
(2019) (internal quotation marks omitted). The District Court 
found that the risk of substantial harm, including the risk of 
asphyxiation, was overly speculative because it required “a cas-
cade of unlikely events.” 2024 WL 262867, *2 (MD Ala., Jan. 24, 
2024). On the known-and-available-alternative requirement, the 
District Court faulted Smith for failing to provide “a feasible, 
readily implemented alternative” with his “list of proposed 
amendments to the Protocol.” 2024 WL 116303, *21 (MD Ala., 
Jan. 10, 2024). 

Smith appealed the denial of his motion for preliminary injunc-
tion and asked the Eleventh Circuit for a stay of execution. The 
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panel unanimously concluded that the District Court legally erred 
in requiring Smith to provide a “ ̀ veritable blueprint' ” for an 
alternative method of execution, a requirement with no basis in 
this Court's precedent. No. 24–10095 (CA11, Jan. 24, 2024), p. 22, 
n. 7 (per curiam). Two judges, however, upheld the District 
Court's determination that Smith had failed to establish a risk of 
substantial harm and concluded that the court's fndings of facts 
were not clearly erroneous. The panel affrmed the denial of 
Smith's preliminary injunction and denied his stay request.1 I 
view the case like Judge Jill Pryor, who dissented. For the rea-
sons given in her dissent, I would not let this decision stand. 
See id., at 33–35. 

Courts considering a stay must weigh the applicant's likelihood 
of success on the merits, potential for irreparable injury, and the 
public interest. See Nken v. Holder, 556 U. S. 418, 434 (2009). 
Smith has established a substantial likelihood of success on the 
merits of his claim challenging Alabama's undeterred implementa-
tion of its heavily redacted, 5-month-old protocol. The equities 
here, as in nearly all capital cases where the prisoner has shown 
a reasonable probability of success on the merits, favor Smith. 
See Bucklew, 587 U. S., at 172, (Sotomayor, J., dissenting). 
While I would grant the petition for a writ of certiorari and 
summarily reverse the Eleventh Circuit's order affrming the de-
nial of Smith's preliminary-injunction motion, at a minimum, I 
would grant Smith's request for a stay of execution. 

* * * 

Having failed to kill Smith on its frst attempt, Alabama has 
selected him as its “guinea pig” to test a method of execution 
never attempted before. Barber, 600 U. S., at 943 (Sotomayor, 
J., dissenting). The world is watching.2 This Court yet again 
permits Alabama to “experiment . . . with a human life,” while 

1 Judge Wilson wrote a concurring opinion expressing his concerns with 
Alabama's untested plan to execute Smith. 

2 See, e. g., US: Alarm Over Imminent Execution in Alabama, United Na-
tions (Jan. 16, 2024), https://www.ohchr.org/en/press-briefng-notes/2024/01/us-
alarm-over-imminent-execution-alabama; United States: UN Experts Alarm-
ed at Prospect of First-Ever Untested Execution by Nitrogen Hypoxia in 
Alabama, United Nations (Jan. 3, 2024), https://www.ohchr.org/en/ 
press-releases /2024 /01 / united-states-un-experts-alarmed-prospect-frst-ever-
untested-execution. 

Page Proof Pending Publication



ORDERS 1009 

1006 Kagan, J., dissenting 

depriving Smith of “meaningful discovery” on meritorious consti-
tutional claims. Id., at 950. This time around, Alabama has 
adopted a new protocol concerning a never-before-used method of 
execution. Consistent with Alabama's “familiar veil of secrecy 
over its capital punishment procedures,” it has released only a 
“heavily redacted” version of that protocol. 2024 WL 116303, *3. 
Smith should be allowed to complete discovery and litigate the 
merits of his claims challenging this new protocol in the ordinary 
course. That information is important not only to Smith, who 
has an extra reason to fear the gurney, but to anyone the State 
seeks to execute after him using this novel method. 

Not long ago, this Court remarked that “[t]he Eighth Amend-
ment's protection of dignity refects the Nation we have been, the 
Nation we are, and the Nation we aspire to be.” Hall v. Florida, 
572 U. S. 701, 708 (2014). This case shows how that protection 
can be all too fragile. Twice now this Court has ignored Smith's 
warning that Alabama will subject him to an unconstitutional 
risk of pain. The frst time, Smith's predictions came true. He 
“survived to describe the intense fear and pain [he] experienced 
during Alabama's tortuous attempts to execute [him].” Barber, 
600 U. S., at 950 (Sotomayor, J., dissenting from denial of applica-
tion for stay). This time, he predicts that Alabama's protocol will 
cause him to suffocate and choke to death on his own vomit. I 
sincerely hope that he is not proven correct a second time. 

With deep sadness, but commitment to the Eighth Amend-
ment's protection against cruel and unusual punishment, I re-
spectfully dissent. 

Justice Kagan, with whom Justice Jackson joins, dissenting. 

As Justice Sotomayor explains, the method Alabama will use 
to execute Kenneth Eugene Smith—the use of nitrogen hypoxia— 
is entirely novel. The State's protocol was developed only re-
cently, and is even now under revision to prevent Smith from 
choking on his own vomit. The State has declined to provide 
Smith with all the discovery respecting its protocol which he has 
requested. And Smith has a well-documented medical condition 
posing special risks from the State's newly chosen method of 
execution. 

I would grant Smith's petition for a writ of certiorari to con-
sider whether, in those exceptional circumstances, the extremely 
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demanding standard this Court established in Glossip v. Gross, 
576 U. S. 863 (2015), properly applies. See id., at 877 (requiring 
a prisoner to show that serious pain is “sure or very likely” to 
occur). Arguably, that standard can work fairly only when more 
is capable of being known about an execution method. To allow 
this Court to address that important issue, I would also grant 
Smith's application for a stay of execution. 

January 26, 2024 
Miscellaneous Order 

No. 22–7466. Glossip v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
[Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 999.] Christopher G. Michel, Esq., 
of Washington, D. C., is invited to brief and argue this case as 
amicus curiae in support of judgment below. Justice Gorsuch 
took no part in the consideration or decision of this order. 

February 2, 2024 

Dismissals Under Rule 46 

No. 22–7046. Morelos v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Certio-
rari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46. Reported below: 13 
Cal. 5th 722, 514 P. 3d 811. 

No. 23–191. Williams et al. v. Washington, Alabama Sec-
retary of Labor. Sup. Ct. Ala. [Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 
994.] Writ of certiorari dismissed as to petitioner Cynthia Haw-
kins under this Court's Rule 46. Certiorari remains pending as to 
all other petitioners. 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23A696. Students for Fair Admissions, Inc. v. United 
States Military Academy at West Point et al. D. C. S. D. 
N. Y. Application for writ of injunction pending appeal, pre-
sented to Justice Sotomayor, and by her referred to the Court, 
denied. The record before this Court is underdeveloped, and this 
order should not be construed as expressing any view on the 
merits of the constitutional question. 

No. 23–719. Trump v. Anderson et al. Sup. Ct. Colo. 
[Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 964.] Motion of Professor Seth 
Barrett Tillman for leave to participate in oral argument as ami-
cus curiae, for divided argument, and for enlargement of time for 
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oral argument denied. Motion of respondent Griswold for divided 
argument and for enlargement of time for oral argument is 
granted in part, a total of 80 minutes is allotted, and the time 
is divided as follows: 40 minutes for petitioner, 30 minutes for 
respondent Anderson et al., and 10 minutes for respondent 
Griswold. 

February 12, 2024 

Dismissals Under Rule 46 

No. 23–700. Karupaiyan v. New York et al. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari dismissed under this Cour's Rule 46. 

No. 23–701. Karupaiyan v. Vaissie et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46. 

February 16, 2024 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 22–277. Moody, Attorney General of Florida, et al. 
v. NetChoice, LLC, dba NetChoice, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
[Certiorari granted, 600 U. S. 969.] Motion of the Solicitor Gen-
eral for leave to participate in oral argument as amicus curiae 
and for divided argument granted. 

No. 22–529. Cantero et al., Individually and on Behalf 
of All Others Similarly Situated v. Bank of America, N. A. 
C. A. 2d Cir. [Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 883.] Motion of the 
Solicitor General for leave to participate in oral argument as ami-
cus curiae and for divided argument granted. 

No. 22–555. NetChoice, LLC, dba NetChoice, et al. v. 
Paxton, Attorney General of Texas. C. A. 5th Cir. [Cer-
tiorari granted, 600 U. S. 970.] Motion of the Solicitor General 
for leave to participate in oral argument as amicus curiae and 
for divided argument granted. 

February 20, 2024 

Vacated and Remanded on Appeal 

No. 23–467. Garcia v. Hobbs, Secretary of State of 
Washington, et al. Appeal from D. C. W. D. Wash. Judgment 
vacated, and case remanded with instructions to enter a fresh 
judgment from which an appeal may be taken to the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. 
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Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 23–6200. Green v. LG Electronics USA et al. C. A. 
3d Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pau-
peris denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 
39.8. 

No. 23–6201. Green v. General Mills World Headquar-
ters et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. See 
this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–6268. Gooden v. United States et al. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–6370. Adams v. Merit Systems Protection Board. 
C. A. Fed. Cir.; 

No. 23–6371. Adams v. Merit Systems Protection Board. 
C. A. Fed. Cir.; 

No. 23–6372. Adams v. Merit Systems Protection Board; 
and 

No. 23–6373. Adams v. Merit Systems Protection Board. 
C. A. Fed. Cir.; and 

No. 23–6463. Adams v. Merit Systems Protection Board. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Motions 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 
Columbia Court of Appeals, 506 U. S. 1 (1992) (per curiam). 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23A596. Kelly v. United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. C. A. 3d Cir. Ap-
plication for leave to fle petition for writ of certiorari in excess 
of the page limits, addressed to The Chief Justice and referred 
to the Court, denied. 

No. 23M49. In re Jolley. Motion for leave to proceed as a 
veteran granted. 
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No. 23M50. Davis v. Klinefelter, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Houtzdale, et al.; 

No. 23M51. Henning v. City of Jackson, Tennessee; 
No. 23M55. O’Reilly v. Tsottles et al.; 
No. 23M56. Dougherty v. Department of Homeland Se-

curity et al.; and 
No. 23M59. Gamble v. Brittain, Superintendent, State 

Correctional institution at Frackville, et al. Motions to 
direct the Clerk to fle petitions for writs of certiorari out of 
time denied. 

No. 23M52. Akerman v. Merit Systems Protection Board; 
No. 23M53. Akerman v. United States; and 
No. 23M58. Wright v. McDonough, Secretary of Veter-

ans Affairs. Motions for leave to proceed as veterans denied. 

No. 23M54. Norman v. H. Lee Moftt Cancer Center 
and Research Institute, Inc., dba Moffitt Cancer 
Center. 

No. 23M60. R. R. v. West Virginia Department of 
Health and Human Resources, Child Protective Services, 
et al. Motions for leave to fle petitions for writs of certiorari 
with supplemental appendixes under seal granted. 

No. 23M57. Barnes v. Adkins, Warden. Motion for leave 
to proceed as a veteran denied. Justice Barrett took no part 
in the consideration or decision of this motion. 

No. 141, Orig. Texas v. New Mexico et al. Motion of Texas 
and New Mexico for divided argument granted. [For earlier 
order herein, see, e.g., 601 U. S. 998.] 

No. 22–1025. Gonzalez v. Trevino et al. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari granted 601 U. S. 883.] Motion of the Solicitor General 
for leave to participate in oral argument as amicus curiae and 
for divided argument granted. 

No. 22–1079. Truck Insurance Exchange v. Kaiser Gyp-
sum Co., Inc., et al. C. A. 4th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 601 
U. S. 883.] Motion of respondents for divided argument 
granted. Motion of the Solicitor General for leave to participate 
in oral argument as amicus curiae and for divided argument 
granted. Justice Alito took no part in the consideration or 
decision of these motions. 

Page Proof Pending Publication



1014 OCTOBER TERM, 2023 

February 20, 2024 601 U. S. 

No. 22–7860. Cvjeticanin v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Motion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis [601 U. S. 807] denied. 

No. 23–235. Food and Drug Administration et al. v. Alli-
ance for Hippocratic Medicine et al.; and 

No. 23–236. Danco Laboratories, L. L. C. v. Alliance for 
Hippocratic Medicine et al. C. A. 5th Cir. [Certiorari 
granted, 601 U. S. 963.] Motion of Former Commissioners of 
the U. S. Food and Drug Administration for leave to fle brief 
as amici curiae out of time granted. Motion of American Bar 
Association for leave to fle brief as amicus curiae out of time 
denied. Motions of Missouri et al. and Gregory J. Roden as Next 
Friend of Americans en ventre sa mere for leave to intervene 
denied. 

No. 23–367. Starbucks Corp. v. McKinney, Regional Di-
rector of Region 15 of the National Labor Relations 
Board, for and on Behalf of the National Labor Rela-
tions Board. C. A. 6th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 
994.] Motion of petitioner to dispense with printing joint appen-
dix granted. 

No. 23–370. Erlinger v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
[Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 928.] Motion of the Solicitor Gen-
eral for divided argument granted. 

No. 23–719. Trump v. Anderson et al. Sup. Ct. Colo. 
[Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 964.] Motion of United States Jus-
tice Foundation and Policy Issues Institute, Inc., for leave to fle 
brief as amici curiae out of time denied. Motion of Chris Sevier 
for leave to intervene denied. 

No. 23–5842. Keyes v. United States Court of Appeals 
for the Fifth Circuit. C. A. 5th Cir. Motion of petitioner 
for reconsideration of order denying leave to proceed in forma 
pauperis [601 U. S. 966] denied. 

No. 23–5961. Robinson v. Ohio Civil Rights Commission 
et al. Sup. Ct. Ohio. Motion of petitioner for reconsideration 
of order denying leave to proceed in forma pauperis [601 U. S. 
940] denied. 

No. 23–6155. Webb v. Kimmel et al. C. A. 4th Cir.; 
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No. 23–6338. Fishman v. New York. Ct. App. N. Y.; and 
No. 23–6519. Vazquez v. Mayorkas, Secretary of Home-

land Security. C. A. 9th Cir. Motions of petitioners for leave 
to proceed in forma pauperis denied. Petitioners are allowed 
until March 12, 2024, within which to pay the docketing fees 
required by Rule 38(a) and to submit petitions in compliance with 
Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 

No. 23–6539. In re Corbin-Bey; 
No. 23–6541. In re Freeman; 
No. 23–6544. In re Hicks; 
No. 23–6552. In re Pisciotta; 
No. 23–6566. In re Trammel; 
No. 23–6595. In re Davis; 
No. 23–6605. In re Lake; 
No. 23–6624. In re Jones; and 
No. 23–6627. In re Hatton. Petitions for writs of habeas 

corpus denied. 

No. 22–7871. In re Bowe. Petition for writ of habeas cor-
pus denied. 

Statement of Justice Sotomayor, with whom Justice Jack-
son joins, respecting the denial of the petition for a writ of ha-
beas corpus. 

Under § 2244(b)(1) of the Antiterrorism and Effective Death 
Penalty Act of 1996 (AEDPA), a federal court must dismiss a 
“claim presented in a second or successive habeas corpus applica-
tion under section 2254 that was presented in a prior application.” 
28 U. S. C. § 2244(b)(1). State prisoners seek federal postconvic-
tion relief under § 2254. Federal prisoners seek postconviction 
relief under § 2255. This petition raises the question whether 
§ 2244(b)(1)'s bar, which explicitly references only § 2254, also ap-
plies to a claim by a federal prisoner who brings a successive 
challenge to his conviction under § 2255. 

The Government agrees with Bowe that § 2244(b)(1)'s plain lan-
guage covers only challenges by state prisoners under § 2254. 
Three Circuits now agree with that interpretation. See Jones v. 
United States, 36 F. 4th 974, 982 (CA9 2022) (“The plain text of 
§ 2244(b)(1) by its terms applies only to state prisoners' applica-
tions”); In re Graham, 61 F. 4th 433, 438 (CA4 2023); Williams 
v. United States, 927 F. 3d 427, 434 (CA6 2019). But six Circuits 
disagree. See Winarske v. United States, 913 F. 3d 765, 768–769 
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(CA8 2019); In re Bourgeois, 902 F. 3d 446, 447 (CA5 2018); In re 
Baptiste, 828 F. 3d 1337, 1339–1340 (CA11 2016); United States v. 
Winkelman, 746 F. 3d 134, 135–136 (CA3 2014); Gallagher v. 
United States, 711 F. 3d 315 (CA2 2013) (per curiam); Taylor v. 
Gilkey, 314 F. 3d 832, 836 (CA7 2002). 

Justice Kavanaugh has previously expressed his desire for 
this Court to resolve this split. Avery v. United States, 589 U. S. 
1288, 1289 (2020) (statement respecting denial of certiorari). I now 
join him. There is a reason, however, that this is the frst case 
to reach the Court presenting this question since he welcomed 
petitions on the split in Avery. There are considerable structural 
barriers to this Court's ordinary review via certiorari petition. 

A petition cannot reach this Court from the three Circuits 
that read § 2244(b)(1) to apply only to state prisoners. Before a 
federal prisoner can fle a second or successive habeas § 2255 mo-
tion, a court of appeals must certify it. See 28 U. S. C. § 2255(h). 
When a federal prisoner fles a second or successive § 2255 motion 
that raises an issue he has raised previously, neither the court of 
appeals nor the district court will apply § 2244(b)(1)'s bar. If the 
court of appeals certifes the motion, the district court will decide 
it on the merits. The Government, because it agrees that 
§ 2244(b)(1) applies only to state prisoners, will not seek certiorari 
and the question will be left behind. 

A petition cannot reach this Court from the six Circuits that 
apply § 2244(b)(1) to both state and federal prisoners either. In 
those Circuits, the court of appeals will apply § 2244(b)(1)'s bar 
and deny certifcation to any second or successive § 2255 motion 
that raises an issue the prisoner has previously raised. Neither 
the Government nor the prisoner can seek review of that interpre-
tation of § 2244(b)(1) from this Court, however, because AEDPA 
separately bars petitions for certiorari stemming from “[t]he grant 
or denial of an authorization by a court of appeals to fle a second 
or successive application.” § 2244(b)(3)(E). 

Here, the Eleventh Circuit denied Bowe authorization to fle 
his successive § 2255 motion based on § 2244(b)(1). Faced with 
§ 2244(b)(3)(E)'s bar on petitioning for review of that denial in this 
Court, Bowe instead invokes this Court's jurisdiction to entertain 
original habeas petitions under § 2241(a). The standard for this 
Court's consideration of an original habeas petition is a demanding 
one. A petitioner must show both that “adequate relief cannot 
be obtained in any other form or from any other court” and 
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“exceptional circumstances warrant the exercise of the Court's 
discretionary powers.” Rule 20.4(a). Whether Bowe has met 
that demanding standard here is questionable, because it is not 
clear that, absent § 2244(b)(1)'s bar, the Eleventh Circuit would 
have certifed his § 2255 motion. 

The Circuit split, however, is still an important issue for this 
Court to consider in a more appropriate case. I would welcome 
the invocation of this Court's original habeas jurisdiction in a 
future case where the petitioner may have meritorious § 2255 
claims. The Government also suggests that a court of appeals 
seeking clarity could certify the question to this Court. In the 
meantime, in light of the demanding standard for this Court's 
jurisdiction over original habeas petitions, I encourage the courts 
of appeals to reconsider this question en banc, where 
appropriate.* 

No. 23–6510. In re Shove. Motion of petitioner for leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis denied, and petition for writ of habeas 
corpus dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 23–673. In re Hill; 
No. 23–6212. In re Curry; 
No. 23–6233. In re di Santo; 
No. 23–6272. In re Fuller; 
No. 23–6290. In re Sgromo; and 
No. 23–6310. In re Emerson. Petitions for writs of manda-

mus denied. 

No. 23–6246. In re Knowles. Petition for writ of mandamus 
denied. The Chief Justice took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–608. In re Gothard et al.; 
No. 23–680. In re Salguero; and 
No. 23–6191. In re Hale. Petitions for writs of mandamus 

and/or prohibition denied. 

*For instance, it may be unnecessary to revisit the question en banc where 
statements from prior cases examining § 2244(b)(1)'s bar are dicta, rather 
than holdings. See, e. g., Williams v. United States, 927 F. 3d 427, 435–436 
(CA6 2019) (revisiting the § 2244(b)(1) analysis after concluding that state-
ments from two published prior cases were unreasoned dicta); King v. 
Brownback, 601 U. S. 904, 904–905 (2023) (statement of Sotomayor, J., re-
specting denial of certiorari) (noting different avenues for lower courts to 
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No. 23–6255. Hunter v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6256. Brabham v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 2d 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 372 So. 3d 1254. 

No. 23–6257. Jordan v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6261. Sellers v. United States. Sup. Ct. N. C. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 385 N. C. 396, 892 S. E. 2d 
604. 

No. 23–6262. Robideau v. Minnesota. Ct. App. Minn. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6265. Stone v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6266. Kerr v. Pollex et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6267. Gonzalez v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6270. French v. Washington. Ct. App. Wash. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 24 Wash. App. 2d 1040. 
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No. 23–6271. Maddox v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 4th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2023 IL App (4th) 220529–U. 

No. 23–6273. Lucas v. Ottinger et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6274. Felipe v. Garland, Attorney General. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6280. Gaspard v. BAC Home Loans Servicing, LP, 
et al. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 3d Dist. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 363 So. 3d 1054. 

No. 23–6281. Hogan v. Payne, Director, Arkansas De-
partment of Corrections. Sup. Ct. Ark. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 2023 Ark. 99, 668 S. W. 3d 466. 

No. 23–6282. Chastain v. Bedford Regional Water Au-
thority. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6283. Mitchell v. Arkansas. Sup. Ct. Ark. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 2023 Ark. 101, 668 S. W. 3d 483. 

No. 23–6284. Pontier v. Joseph Dang, dba Law Ofce of 
Joseph Dang. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6287. May v. Tims et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6288. Velasquez v. Baldock et al. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6291. Sgromo v. Scott et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6293. Hawkins v. Vandergriff, Warden. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6296. Bailey v. Bley. Sup. Ct. Ore. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6298. Smith v. Cook County, Illinois. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6300. Paiva v. Rhode Island. Super. Ct. Providence 
County, R. I. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6301. Oldham v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6306. Earl v. Harris et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6307. McCluskey v. Hendricks et al. Ct. App. 
Cal., 2d App. Dist., Div. 2. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6308. Garcia-Pelico v. Nebraska. Ct. App. Neb. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 31 Neb. App. 707, 988 N. W. 
2d 218. 

No. 23–6309. Farris v. Vector Construction, Inc. C. A. 
7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6312. Reese v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6316. Vincent v. Wakefield, Superintendent, 
State Correctional Institution at Smithfield, et al. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6317. West, on Behalf of West v. Garnet Hill 
Rehabilitation and Skilled Care. Ct. App. Tex., 5th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6321. Johnson-Luster v. Wormuth, Secretary of 
the Army. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6322. Ohio ex rel. Dodson v. Ohio Department of 
Rehabilitation and Correction et al. Sup. Ct. Ohio. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2023-Ohio-2263. 

No. 23–6323. Duncan v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 5th 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 370 So. 3d 961. 

No. 23–6324. Bonanno v. Virginia et al. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6325. Downs v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6327. Garcia v. Philadelphia District Attorney’s 
Ofce et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6328. Fields v. Bouldin et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6329. Finnegan v. Chidester. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6334. Woods v. Department of Housing and Com-
munity Development et al. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. Dist., 
Div. 8. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6337. Ahmad v. Day et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6341. Martin v. Forshey, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6345. Spring v. Gray, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6348. Leanos v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2023 IL App (1st) 
191079, 236 N. E. 3d 559. 

No. 23–6349. King v. Budget Car Mart, LLC. Ct. App. 
Ohio, 9th App. Dist., Summit County. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 2023-Ohio-2756. 

No. 23–6350. Franklin v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2023 IL App (1st) 
200996, 229 N. E. 3d 364. 

No. 23–6352. Williams v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 4th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2023 IL App (4th) 220481–U. 

No. 23–6354. Easterling v. Mississippi. Sup. Ct. Miss. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6358. Booker v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6359. Nevins v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6362. Steshenko v. Foothill-De Anza Community 
College District et al. Ct. App. Cal., 6th App. Dist. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6363. Hinson v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6366. Martin Islas v. Department of Homeland 
Security/Immigration and Customs Enforcement Ofce of 
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Chief Counsel-Alternatives to Detention. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6367. Hunter v. O’Malley, Commissioner of Social 
Security. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6376. Thorpe v. Board of Trustees, Public Em-
ployees’ Retirement System. Super. Ct. N. J., App. Div. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6378. Diaz-Jaramillo v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6379. LaFaive v. Records Custodian, Waukesha 
County District Attorney. Ct. App. Wis. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 2023 WI App 32, 993 N. W. 2d 180. 

No. 23–6382. Batista-Reyes v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6385. Garcia-Vela v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6386. King v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6387. Lebeau v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 76 F. 4th 1102. 

No. 23–6390. Ramirez v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 3d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2023 IL App (3d) 200470–U. 

No. 23–6391. Thomas v. Haaland, Secretary of the Inte-
rior, et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6392. Watkins v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6394. Tablack v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6396. Covarrubias-Martinez v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6397. Rivera v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6400. Hewitt v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6402. Orellana-Sibrian v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6404. Hunter v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 88 F. 4th 221. 

No. 23–6405. Allen v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6406. Eberhardt v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6408. LaRoche v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 83 F. 4th 682. 

No. 23–6410. Pena-Talamantes v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6411. Cortez-Garcia v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6412. Pavon-Rivera v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6413. Smith v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 81 F. 4th 800. 

No. 23–6416. Slater v. Yellen, Secretary of the Treas-
ury, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6418. Holland v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6419. Harris v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6420. Burgos v. Gamboa, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 81 F. 4th 911. 

No. 23–6421. Rivera v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 76 F. 4th 1085. 

No. 23–6422. Kraynak v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6424. Ford v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6425. Taylor v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6429. Gawlik v. Semple et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6430. Jones v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 941. 

No. 23–6432. Martinez v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6439. Mothershead v. Wofford, Superintendent, 
Washington Corrections Center for Women. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6440. De Jesus-Flores v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6441. Hernandez v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6442. Hernandez Zarate v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6445. Solomon v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6447. Sherman v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 81 F. 4th 800. 

No. 23–6448. Brunson v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6452. Thomas v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6453. Welton v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6454. Hutchins v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6458. Astudillo-Herrera v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6460. Duerson v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6461. Armando Jimenez v. United States. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6466. Lerma Flores, aka Penuelas Rodriguez, 
aka Pencelas Rodriguez v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6470. Gathercole v. United States et al. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6474. Desjarlais v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6475. Redd v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 81 F. 4th 822. 

No. 23–6476. Green v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6477. Huey v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6478. Welker v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 75 F. 4th 820. 

No. 23–6479. Roberts v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 84 F. 4th 659. 

No. 23–6484. Sanchez-Delgado v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6485. Shaw v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6486. Smith v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6488. Garcia-Bertadillo v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6489. Harrison v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 1094. 

No. 23–6492. Henderson v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6493. Wilson v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6494. Armstrong v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6495. Burno v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6498. Clayton v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 81 F. 4th 1160. 

No. 23–6499. Manning v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6500. Smart v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6502. Lamb v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6503. Rivera v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6505. Vongphakdy v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6520. Bennett v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6523. Galloway v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6526. Coates v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 82 F. 4th 953. 

No. 23–6528. Burgett v. O’Malley, Commissioner of So-
cial Security. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6543. Powers v. Department of Homeland Secu-
rity et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6549. Scott v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6553. McBride v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 302 Va. 443, 893 S. E. 2d 391. 

No. 22–1130. 74 Pinehurst LLC et al. v. New York et al. 
C. A. 2d Cir.; and 
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No. 22–1170. 335–7 LLC et al. v. City of New York, New 
York, et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
No. 22–1130, 59 F. 4th 557. 

Statement of Justice Thomas respecting the denials of 
certiorari. 

Petitioners are owners of small and midsize apartment buildings 
who challenge New York City's rent stabilization laws. Among 
other things, they argue that New York City's regulations grant 
tenants and their successors an indefnite, infnitely renewable 
lease terminable only for reasons outside of the landlord's control. 
Petitioners argue that they have suffered a per se taking as a 
result. The constitutionality of regimes like New York City's is 
an important and pressing question. There are roughly one mil-
lion rental apartments affected in New York City alone. See Pet. 
for Cert. in No. 22–1130, p. 1; Brief in Opposition for City of New 
York et al. in No. 22–1130, p. 4. And, the Courts of Appeals have 
taken different approaches: The Second Circuit rejected petition-
ers' takings claims at the pleading stage, but at least one other 
Court of Appeals has accepted similar claims. Compare 59 F. 4th 
557 (CA2 2023) (case below), with Heights Apartments, LLC v. 
Walz, 30 F. 4th 720 (CA8 2022). 

The pleadings in these petitioners' cases, however, would com-
plicate our review. The petitioners' complaints primarily contain 
generalized allegations about their circumstances and injuries. 
But, to evaluate their as-applied challenges, we must consider 
whether specifc New York City regulations prevent petitioners 
from evicting actual tenants for particular reasons. Similarly, 
petitioners' facial challenges require a clear understanding of how 
New York City regulations coordinate to completely bar landlords 
from evicting tenants. The pleadings do not facilitate such an 
understanding. However, in an appropriate future case, we 
should grant certiorari to address this important question. 

No. 23–170. Coalition for TJ v. Fairfax County School 
Board. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 68 
F. 4th 864. 

Justice Alito, with whom Justice Thomas joins, dissenting. 
The Court of Appeals' decision in this case is based on a pat-

ently incorrect and dangerous understanding of what a plaintiff 
must show to prove intentional race discrimination. A group rep-
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resenting applicants for admission to a highly competitive public 
magnet school brought suit, claiming that changes in the school's 
admissions requirements violated the Equal Protection Clause. 
They alleged that the changes were made for the purpose of 
discriminating on the basis of race, to the detriment of Asian-
American applicants. The District Court found that direct and 
circumstantial evidence supported that claim and issued an injunc-
tion against implementation of the changes. On appeal, however, 
a divided Fourth Circuit panel reversed and held that the plain-
tiff 's claim failed simply because the challenged changes did not 
reduce the percentage of Asian-American admittees below the 
percentage of Asian-American students in the schools in the juris-
dictions served by the magnet school. What the Fourth Circuit 
majority held, in essence, is that intentional racial discrimination 
is constitutional so long as it is not too severe. This reasoning 
is indefensible, and it cries out for correction. 

I 

A 

Thomas Jefferson High School for Science and Technology (TJ) 
is a magnet school that draws students from Fairfax County and 
other jurisdictions in northern Virginia. Widely recognized as 
one of the best public high schools in the Nation,1 the school has 
exceptional resources, including 13 on-campus research labora-
tories and a student-produced scientifc research journal, and it 
features a rigorous curriculum. All students must study com-
puter science and complete a science or technology research 
project, and the school offers 26 advanced placement and 20 “post-
AP” courses.2 

The Fairfax County School Board (Board), an elected 12-
member body, sets the school's admissions policy. Until 2020, the 
school had a highly competitive race-blind admissions process that 

1 U. S. News & World Report, Thomas Jefferson High School for Science 
and Technology, https://www.usnews.com/education/ best-high-schools/ 
virginia/districts/fairfax-county-public-schools/thomas-jefferson-high-school-
for-science-and-technology-20461. 

2 Thomas Jefferson High School for Science and Technology 2022– 
2023, https://t jhsst.fcps.edu/sites/default/files/media / inline-files/2022-23% 
20TJHSST%20Profile_0.pdf; Fairfax County Public Schools, School Summary, 
https://schoolprofiles.fcps.edu/schlprfl/f?p=108%3A50%3A%3A%3A%3A%3A-
P0_CURRENT _SCHOOL_ID%3A300. 
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relied heavily on standardized tests. Eighth grade students were 
eligible to apply if they had at least a 3.0 GPA and had taken a 
course in algebra. All applicants then took three standardized 
tests, and after that, the highest ranked students took a fourth 
exam and submitted two teacher recommendations. The class 
was selected from that group based on a holistic review of these 
inputs. Admission to TJ has been very competitive. From 2012 
to 2020, the admissions rate varied between 14 and 20 percent.3 

In recent years, this race-neutral competitive process produced 
classes with a high percentage of Asian-American students. In 
2019, Asian Americans constituted 71.5 percent of TJ's class, and 
the 2020 entering class was similar, with a 73 percent Asian-
American student body. 

Asian-American students, many of whom are immigrants or the 
children of immigrants,4 have often seen admission to TJ as a 
ticket to the American dream. In this respect, their aspirations 
mirror those of young people from other immigrant groups. Pub-
lic magnet schools with competitive admissions based on standard-
ized tests have served as engines of social mobility by providing 
unique opportunities for minorities and the children of immi-
grants, and these students' subsequent careers have in turn richly 
contributed to our country's success. For example, one such 
school in New York City has produced no fewer than nine Nobel 
laureates.5 

While Asian Americans have striven to attend TJ, their strong 
representation in the student body attracted criticism from educa-
tion offcials. In June 2020, TJ students received an email from 
their principal lamenting that the school did “ ̀ not refect the ra-

3 See, e. g., TJHSST Admissions Statistics for Class of 2016, https://web. 
archive.org/web/20150404073947/https://www.fcps.edu/cco/pr/tj/tjadmissions-
0412.pdf; Fairfax County Public Schools, TJHSST Offers Admission to 486 
Students, https://web.archive.org/web/20220824023116/https://www.fcps.edu/ 
news/tjhsst-offers-admission-486students. 

4 The percentage of foreign-born residents in the jurisdictions in question 
is well above the national average. For example, immigrants make up ap-
proximately 30 percent of the population of Fairfax County, which is the 
most populous county in Virginia. And of the top fve countries from which 
these immigrants came, four (India, Korea, Vietnam, and China) are in Asia. 
Fairfax County, Our Immigrant Neighbors, https://www.fairfaxcounty.gov/ 
demographics/our-immigrant-neighbors. 

5 Bronx Science Foundation, Celebrating Bronx Science Luminaries, 
https://alumni.bxscience.edu/hall-of-fame-2. 
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cial composition in [the Fairfax County Public Schools].' ” App. 
to Pet. for Cert. 90a. A member of the Board wrote in an email 
that she was “ ̀ angry and disappointed' ” at TJ's admissions results 
and that she expected “ ̀ intentful [sic] action forthcoming.' ” Id., 
at 100a. That Board member also contacted Scott Braband, the 
superintendent of the Fairfax County Public Schools, demanding 
that the Board and the public school system “ ̀ be explicit in how 
we are going to address the underrepresentation of [b]lack and 
Hispanic students.' ” Ibid. 

The Board answered the call. In December 2020, it adopted 
the current admissions policy, which no longer relies on standard-
ized tests. The policy flls around 450 of the 550 seats in each 
incoming class by allocating a specifed number of seats to each 
public middle school in the qualifying region.6 The remaining 
100 seats are open to the entire applicant pool. Applicants for 
these seats are evaluated based on their grades, a “portrait 
sheet,” a problem-solving essay, and “Experience Factors.” The 
portrait sheet is meant to describe the applicant's “soft” skills 
(such as the ability to work with other students). The four “Ex-
perience Factors” are (1) eligibility for free or reduced price 
meals; (2) status as an English language learner; (3) eligibility for 
special education services; and (4) attendance at a public middle 
school that previously sent few students to TJ. 

This new policy had an immediate effect. The percentage of 
white, Hispanic, and black students increased,7 while the percent-
age and number of Asian-American students sharply dropped. In 
prior years, the offer rate for Asian-American students had hov-
ered between 65 and 75 percent of the school's total offers. 
Under the new policy, Asian Americans received 54.36 percent of 
the offers. In fact, even though the entering class expanded by 
64 seats, the number of seats offered to Asian Americans de-
creased by 56. Id., at 89a. 

6 Specifcally, the number of seats given to each such school is equal to 1.5 
percent of the school's eighth grade population. 

7 White students received 22.36 percent of admission offers, up from 17.7 
percent. Hispanic students received 11.27 percent of offers, up from 3.3 
percent. Black students received 7.9 percent of offers, up from less than 3 
percent. Parties' Stipulation of Uncontested Facts in No. 1:21–cv–296 (ED 
Va., Dec. 3, 2021), ECF Doc. 95, pp. 4–5; 2 App. in No. 22–1280 (CA4, May 
11, 2022), ECF Doc. 44–2, pp. 96–98. 
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B 
The Coalition for TJ (Coalition), an organization that includes 

parents of children who have applied or will apply to TJ, fled 
suit in Federal District Court under 42 U. S. C. § 1983, against the 
Board. The Coalition alleged that the new admissions policy was 
based on intentional racial discrimination and therefore violates 
the Equal Protection Clause. 

After a careful review of the record, the District Court agreed. 
It found that both direct and circumstantial evidence clearly 
showed that the changes in the admissions process were moti-
vated by racial discrimination. The court found that the Board's 
decisionmaking process was “rushed, not transparent, and more 
concerned with simply doing something to alter the racial balance 
at TJ than with public engagement.” App. to Pet. for Cert. 106a. 
“The discussion of TJ admissions changes was infected with talk 
of racial balancing from its inception,” and “emails and text mes-
sages between Board members and high-ranking [Fairfax County 
Public School] offcials leave no material dispute that, at least in 
part, the purpose of the Board's admissions overhaul was to 
change the racial makeup [of] TJ to the detriment of Asian-
Americans.” Ibid. The court also found that “Asian-American 
students [were] disproportionately harmed by the Board's decision 
to overhaul TJ admissions,” id., at 99a, and it viewed this dispar-
ate impact as circumstantial evidence of unlawful discrimination. 
Based on this view of the evidence, the court granted summary 
judgment for the Coalition and enjoined use of the new policy. 

The Fourth Circuit reversed the District Court in a startling 2 
to 1 decision. 68 F. 4th 864 (2023). The panel majority held that 
the Coalition could not prevail because, as the majority saw 
things, the new policy “visit[ed] no racially disparate impact on 
Asian American students” since, even after use of the new policy 
began, Asian Americans still received 54.36 percent of the admis-
sions offers. Id., at 879–881. This percentage exceeded the per-
centage of Asian-American students in the applicant pool, and 
therefore, according to the panel majority's reasoning, Asian-
American students had no cause to complain. As the panel ma-
jority put it, “an application of elementary arithmetic shows that 
Asian American students, as a class, experience no material disad-
vantage under the policy's functioning” and in fact perform “bet-
ter in securing admission to TJ than students from any other 
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racial or ethnic group.” Id., at 882. Although the panel also 
went on to discuss the Coalition's other evidence, the panel major-
ity concluded that it “could end [its] analysis of the Coalition's 
Equal Protection Claim at th[at] juncture.” Id., at 879–880, 882. 
As I will explain below, the panel's “elementary arithmetic” was 
elementary error. 

II 

The “central purpose” of the Equal Protection Clause is to pro-
hibit “offcial conduct discriminating on the basis of race.” Wash-
ington v. Davis, 426 U. S. 229, 239 (1976); see also, e. g., Students 
for Fair Admissions, Inc. v. President and Fellows of Harvard 
College, 600 U. S. 181, 206 (2023) (SFFA) (the “core purpose” of 
the Equal Protection Clause is “doing away with all governmen-
tally imposed discrimination based on race” (internal quotation 
marks and alterations omitted)). When a party claims that a law 
or policy is racially discriminatory, that party must show that it 
was adopted for “a racially discriminatory purpose.” Davis, 426 
U. S., at 240. A facially discriminatory policy is automatically 
subject to heightened review. Even a policy that is race neutral 
on its face may be unconstitutional if it is adopted for a “racially 
discriminatory intent or purpose.” Arlington Heights v. Metro-
politan Housing Development Corp., 429 U. S. 252, 265–266 
(1977). A party who challenges such a policy on equal protection 
grounds can show intentional discrimination by proffering a com-
bination of direct and circumstantial evidence. 

In Arlington Heights, we listed four factors that, among others, 
have a bearing on the assessment of circumstantial evidence: 
(1) the law's historical background, (2) the sequence of events 
leading to the law's enactment, including any departures from the 
normal legislative process, (3) the law's legislative history, and 
(4) whether the law “ ̀ bears more heavily on one race than an-
other.' ” Id., at 265–269. We have emphasized that disparate 
impact, by itself, does not establish intentional discrimination. 
Davis, 426 U. S., at 239–240. 

The District Court faithfully employed this framework. In ad-
dition to noting that the record contains direct evidence of racial 
intent, the court noted the stark change effected by the new 
policy, the unusual decisionmaking process that led to the change, 
and the fact that the change bore “more heavily on” Asian Ameri-
cans than members of other groups. 
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The Fourth Circuit panel majority, by contrast, completely dis-
torted the meaning of disparate impact. Even though the new 
policy bore “more heavily” on Asian-American applicants (because 
it diminished their chances of admission while improving the 
chances of every other racial group), the panel majority held that 
there was no disparate impact because they were still overrepre-
sented in the TJ student body. 

That is a clearly mistaken understanding of what it means for 
a law or policy to have a disparate effect on the members of a 
particular racial or ethnic group. Under the old policy, each 
Asian-American applicant had a certain chance of admission. 
Under the new policy, that chance has been signifcantly reduced, 
while the chance of admission for members of other racial and 
ethnic groups has increased. Accordingly, the new admissions 
policy bore more heavily on Asian-American applicants. 

The panel majority, however, thought that this did not matter. 
The simple fact that Asian Americans were still overrepresented 
in the TJ student body was enough to doom the Coalition's equal 
protection claim. As far as the Fourth Circuit was concerned, 
the Board could have adopted a policy designed solely to reduce 
the Asian-American offer rate and still evaded liability. The 
holding below effectively licenses offcial actors to discriminate 
against any racial group with impunity as long as that group 
continues to perform at a higher rate than other groups. 

That is indefensible. As Judge Rushing explained in dissent, 
under the Fourth Circuit's view, the Constitution permits “facially 
neutral laws explicitly motivated by racial discrimination, as long 
as the law's negative effect on the targeted racial group pushes 
it no lower than other racial groups.” 68 F. 4th, at 904. “It 
would not matter, for example, if a new law cut a racial group's 
success rate from 90% to 30% and the legislature was open about 
its discriminatory purpose, as long as no other racial group suc-
ceeded at a higher rate.” Ibid. This rule defes law and logic. 

Consider the following hypothetical case. Suppose that white 
parents in a school district where 85 percent of the students are 
white and 15 percent are black complain because 10 of the 12 
players (83 percent) on the public high school basketball team are 
black. Suppose that the principal emails the coach and says: “You 
have too many black players. You need to replace some of them 
with white players.” And suppose the coach emails back: “Ok. 
That will hurt the team, but if you insist, I'll do it.” The coach 
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then takes fve of his black players aside and kicks them off 
the team for some contrived—but facially neutral—reason. For 
instance, as cover, he might institute a policy that reserves a set 
number of spots on the roster for each of the middle schools who 
feed to the high school. According to the reasoning of the Fourth 
Circuit majority, this action would not violate equal protection 
because the percentage of black players left on the team (approxi-
mately 42 percent) would exceed the percentage of black students 
in the school.8 I cannot imagine this Court's sustaining such dis-
crimination, but in principle there is no difference between that 
imaginary case and the one now before us. 

III 

The Fourth Circuit's decision is based on a theory that is fa-
grantly wrong and should not be allowed to stand. I would not 
reach the question whether the District Court correctly analyzed 
all the evidence in this case, but I would summarily reject the 
holding discussed above. If the District Court's evaluation of the 
evidence is correct, the panel majority's fallacious reasoning 
works a grave injustice on diligent young people who yearn to 
make a better future for themselves, their families, and our soci-
ety. In addition, the Fourth Circuit's reasoning is a virus that 
may spread if not promptly eliminated. Indeed, the First Circuit 
has already favorably cited the Fourth Circuit's analysis to dispar-
age the use of a before-and-after comparison in a similar equal 
protection challenge to a facially neutral admissions policy. See 
Boston Parent Coalition for Academic Excellence Corp. v. School 
Comm. for Boston, 89 F. 4th 46, 57–58 (2023). And TJ's model 
itself has been trumpeted to potential replicators as a blueprint 
for evading SFFA.9 

8 Should the Fourth Circuit's reasoning be adopted elsewhere, the same 
would also hold true in other circuits where the court of appeals considers 
disparate impact to be a necessary element of a successful challenge to a 
facially neutral policy. See Lewis v. Ascension Parish School Bd., 806 F. 3d 
344, 358–359 (CA5 2015); Doe v. Lower Merion School Dist., 665 F. 3d 524, 
549 (CA3 2011); Anderson v. Boston, 375 F. 3d 71, 89 (CA1 2004). 

9 Less than two weeks after SFFA was decided, the dean of University of 
California Berkeley School of Law and the general counsel for the Univer-
sity of Michigan, to name just a couple of examples, openly advocated for 
schools to emulate TJ's new admissions model. See Brief for Cato Institute 
as Amicus Curiae 4–7. Just as TJ offers a roadmap for other selective 
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* * * 

The Court's willingness to swallow the aberrant decision below 
is hard to understand. We should wipe the decision off the books, 
and because the Court refuses to do so, I must respectfully 
dissent. 

No. 23–203. Missouri Department of Corrections v. Fin-
ney. Ct. App. Mo., Western Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 662 S. W. 3d 89. 

Statement of Justice Alito respecting the denial of certiorari. 
I agree that we should not grant certiorari in this case, which 

is complicated by a state-law procedural issue. But I write be-
cause I am concerned that the lower court's reasoning may spread 
and may be a foretaste of things to come. 

In this case, the court below reasoned that a person who still 
holds traditional religious views on questions of sexual morality 
is presumptively unft to serve on a jury in a case involving a 
party who is a lesbian. That holding exemplifes the danger that 
I anticipated in Obergefell v. Hodges, 576 U. S. 644 (2015), namely, 
that Americans who do not hide their adherence to traditional 
religious beliefs about homosexual conduct will be “labeled as 
bigots and treated as such” by the government. Id., at 741 (dis-
senting opinion). The opinion of the Court in that case made it 
clear that the decision should not be used in that way, but I am 
afraid that this admonition is not being heeded by our society. 

This case is about Missouri's for-cause dismissal of two jurors 
based on their religious beliefs. Jean Finney sued her employer, 
the Missouri Department of Corrections, in state court under the 
Missouri Human Rights Act, which prohibits employment discrim-
ination on the basis of sex. See Mo. Rev. Stat. § 213.055 (Cum. 
Supp. 2022). “Finney alleged that she is a lesbian who presents 
masculine” and that “she was improperly stereotyped and dis-
criminated against based on sex.” App. to Pet. for Cert. 67a. 

At the beginning of voir dire, Finney's attorney asked all the 
jurors what he characterized as “a tricky question,” namely, 
whether any of them “went to a conservative Christian church” 
where “it was taught that people [who] are homosexua[l] shouldn't 
have the same rights as everyone else” because “what they did” 

schools to skirt the Equal Protection Clause, so too does the Fourth Circuit's 
reasoning offer a roadmap for other federal courts to provide cover. 
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was “a sin.” Id., at 29a–30a. The question was indeed “tricky” 
because it confated two separate issues: whether the prospective 
jurors believed that homosexual conduct is sinful and whether 
they believed that gays and lesbians should not enjoy the legal 
rights possessed by others. In response to this question, some 
potential jurors raised their hands, and Finney's lawyer then 
questioned them individually. 

During this phase of voir dire, Juror 4, a pastor's wife, stated 
that “homosexuality, according to the Bible, is a sin.” Id., at 
38a. But she quickly added: “So is gossiping, so is lying.” Ibid. 
“[N]one of us can be perfect. And so I'm here because it's an 
honor to sit in here and to perhaps be a part of, you know, a civic 
duty.” Ibid. 

Juror 13 similarly stated that he believes homosexuality is a 
sin because “it's in the Bible.” Id., at 33a. But he followed by 
noting that “every one of us here sins. . . . It's just part of our 
nature. And it's something we struggle with, hopefully through-
out our life.” Id., at 33a–34a. And the fact that it is a sin “has 
really nothing to do with—in a negative way with whatever this 
case is going to be about.” Id., at 34a. 

Finney's counsel moved to strike these jurors for cause, arguing 
that “there's no way . . . somebody [who] looks at a gay person 
and says . . . you are a sinner” could ever fairly consider a case 
involving a lesbian plaintiff. Id., at 43a. The trial judge granted 
that motion. She noted that both jurors said “that they could 
follow the law,” id., at 45a, and she did not suggest that she 
disbelieved them. Nevertheless, she concluded that she should 
“err on the side of caution,” and she therefore dismissed Jurors 
4 and 13 because there were “enough jurors left” without them. 
Ibid. 

The Missouri Court of Appeals affrmed the dismissals for two 
reasons. First, it reasoned that the jurors' belief “that Finney's 
conduct was sinful (meaning immoral and wrong)” provided a sus-
tainable ground for “concluding that they could not impartially 
and fairly decide her claim that she was unlawfully harassed due 
to her homosexuality—even if those veniremembers claimed that 
their religious beliefs would not prevent them from serving.” Id., 
at 78a. 

Second, the court concluded that the jurors had been dismissed, 
not on the basis of their religious status, but on the basis of 
their religious beliefs. And this distinction, it said, made all the 
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difference because, in its view, while dismissals based on a juror's 
“status as Christians” must comport with strict scrutiny, dismiss-
als based on a juror's “views” need not. Id., at 81a. 

Before us, the Department of Corrections argues that these for-
cause dismissals were unconstitutional, and I agree that the Court 
of Appeals' reasoning raises a very serious and important ques-
tion that we should address in an appropriate case. The judi-
ciary, no less than the other branches of State and Federal Gov-
ernment, must respect people's fundamental rights, and among 
these are the right to the free exercise of religion and the right 
to the equal protection of the laws. When a court, a quintessen-
tial state actor, fnds that a person is ineligible to serve on a jury 
because of his or her religious beliefs, that decision implicates 
fundamental rights. 

Under the Free Exercise Clause, state actions that “single out 
the religious for disfavored treatment” must survive “the `most 
rigorous' scrutiny.” * Trinity Lutheran Church of Columbia, 
Inc. v. Comer, 582 U. S. 449, 460, 466 (2017) (quoting Church of 
Lukumi Babalu Aye, Inc. v. Hialeah, 508 U. S. 520, 546 (1993)). 
And that is true regardless of whether the differential treatment 
is predicated on religious status or religious belief. Cf. Carson 
v. Makin, 596 U. S. 767, 786 (2022). Our precedents make it clear 
that distinctions based on “religious beliefs,” no less than distinc-
tions based on religious status, must “advance `interests of the 
highest order' and must be narrowly tailored in pursuit of those 
interests.” Lukumi, 508 U. S., at 532, 546 (emphasis added). 

Under Missouri law, “[t]he standard for determining whether a 
juror should be excused for cause is whether his or her views 
would `prevent or substantially impair' the performance of duties 
as a juror.” State v. Ramsey, 864 S. W. 2d 320, 336 (1993) (quot-
ing State v. McMillin, 783 S. W. 2d 82, 91 (1990)). If a court has 
a sound basis for concluding that a particular juror's beliefs would 
“prevent or substantially impair” his or her ability to render im-
partial justice, dismissal for cause clears that high bar. “The 
Constitution guarantees both criminal and civil litigants a right 
to an impartial jury.” Warger v. Shauers, 574 U. S. 40, 50 (2014). 

*The Department of Corrections relies on the Equal Protection Clause, 
but as the Court has done in prior cases involving claims of religious dis-
crimination, I would analyze the claim here under the Free Exercise Clause. 
See Locke v. Davey, 540 U. S. 712, 720, n. 3 (2004); Johnson v. Robison, 415 
U. S. 361, 375, n. 14 (1974); McDaniel v. Paty, 435 U. S. 618 (1978). 
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So a court has an indisputably signifcant “interest in [seating] a 
. . . jury that can properly and impartially apply the law to the 
facts of the case.” Lockhart v. McCree, 476 U. S. 162, 175 (1986). 
Jurors are duty-bound to decide cases based on the law and the 
evidence, and a juror who cannot carry out that duty may prop-
erly be excused. But otherwise, I see no basis for dismissing a 
juror for cause based on religious beliefs. 

I would vote to grant review in this case were it not for the 
fact that the Court of Appeals concluded that the Department of 
Corrections did not properly preserve an objection to dismissal 
of the two potential jurors and, thus, that their dismissal was 
reviewable under state law only for plain error. Because this 
state-law question would complicate our review, I reluctantly con-
cur in the denial of certiorari. 

No. 23–325. South Carolina State Ports Authority 
et al. v. National Labor Relations Board et al. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Kavanaugh would grant the 
petition for writ of certiorari. Reported below: 75 F. 4th 368. 

No. 23–484. Trevino et al. v. Palmer et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari before judgment denied. 

No. 23–685. Dorsey v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. See 28 U. S. C. § 455(b)(3) and Code 
of Conduct for Justices of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, Canon 3B(2)(e) (prior government employment). Re-
ported below: 76 F. 4th 1277. 

No. 23–804. Liquidia Technologies, Inc. v. United Thera-
peutics Corp. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice 
Jackson took no part in the consideration or decision of this 
petition. See 28 U. S. C. § 455 and Code of Conduct for Justices 
of the Supreme Court of the United States, Canon 3B(2)(d)(ii) and 
3B(2)(f)(i). Reported below: 74 F. 4th 1360. 

No. 23–6197. Teed v. Warden, Federal Correctional In-
stitution, Allenwood, Low. C. A. 3d Cir. Motion of peti-
tioner for reconsideration of order denying leave to proceed 
in forma pauperis granted. The order entered January 8, 2024, 
[601 U. S. 968] vacated. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6403. Ford v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. See 28 U. S. C. § 455(b)(3) and Code 
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of Conduct for Justices of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, Canon 3B(2)(e) (prior government employment). 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 22–7088. 
No. 22–7406. 
No. 22–7688. 
No. 22–7778. 

Grzeslo v. Fisher, Warden, 598 U. S. 1285; 
Henry v. Florida, 601 U. S. 823; 
Smartt v. United States, 601 U. S. 831; 
Ueding v. Colorado Department of Correc-

tions et al., 601 U. S. 836; 
No. 23–314. Brown v. Federal National Mortgage Asso-

ciation, 601 U. S. 930; 
No. 23–316. 
No. 23–352. 

U. S. 946; 
No. 23–383. 

913; 

Davis v. Bonilla et al., 601 U. S. 946; 
Rogalski v. Laureate Education, Inc., 601 

Yeh Ho v. Wells Fargo Bank, N. A., 601 U. S. 

No. 23–5184. MacDonald v. Sutton, Judge, District 
Court of Maine, et al., 601 U. S. 865; 

Page Proof Pending Publication
No. 23–5186. 
No. 23–5216. 

601 U. S. 858; 
No. 23–5217. 
No. 23–5252. 
No. 23–5281. 
No. 23–5287. 
No. 23–5346. 
No. 23–5508. 
No. 23–5536. 
No. 23–5737. 

U. S. 950; 
No. 23–5768. 

910; 
No. 23–5849. 
No. 23–5867. 

MacDonald v. Lambrew et al., 601 U. S. 856; 
MacDonald v. Duddy et al. (two judgments), 

MacDonald v. Maine, 601 U. S. 858; 
Fuller v. California, 601 U. S. 859; 
Holmes v. Bowen, Warden, 601 U. S. 860; 
In re Haake, 601 U. S. 807; 
Farmer v. United States, 601 U. S. 862; 
In re MacDonald, 601 U. S. 895; 
MacDonald v. Maine, 601 U. S. 914; 
Wilson v. Department of Justice et al., 601 

Escalante v. Robertson, Warden, 601 U. S. 

Brown v. New Hampshire, 601 U. S. 951; 
Bryant v. Delaware County Treasurer 

et al., 601 U. S. 951; 
No. 23–5975. Capistrano v. United States, 601 U. S. 953; 

and 
No. 23–5999. Chi v. United States, 601 U. S. 955. Petitions 

for rehearing denied. 

No. 21–1389. Bates v. Trump et al., 597 U. S. 907. Motion 
for leave to fle petition for rehearing denied. 
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Miscellaneous Order 

No. 23A741. 

February 22, 2024 

Lujan Claimants et al. v. Boy Scouts of 
America et al. Bkrtcy. Ct. Del. Application for stay, pre-
sented to Justice Alito, and by him referred to the Court, de-
nied. The order heretofore entered by Justice Alito is vacated. 

February 26, 2024 

Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 23–6542. Cabello, aka Palumbo v. United States. 
C. A. 9th 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 non-
criminal matters 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 Order 

No. D–3125. In re Discipline of Espy. Chase Tristan Espy, 
of Vestavia, Ala., is suspended from the practice of law in this 
Court, and a rule will issue, returnable within 40 days, requiring 
him to show cause why he should not be disbarred from the 
practice of law in this Court. 

No. D–3126. In re Discipline of Kilgus. Mary Catherine 
Kilgus, of Hughesville, Pa., is suspended from the practice of law 
in this Court, and a rule will issue, returnable within 40 days, 
requiring her to show cause why she should not be disbarred 
from the practice of law in this Court. 

No. D–3127. In re Discipline of Repetto. Maureen Calla-
han Repetto, of Wilmington, Del., is suspended from the practice 
of law in this Court, and a rule will issue, returnable within 40 
days, requiring her to show cause why she should not be dis-
barred from the practice of law in this Court. 

No. D–3128. In re Discipline of Allen. George M. Allen, 
of Los Angeles, Cal., is suspended from the practice of law in this 
Court, and a rule will issue, returnable within 40 days, requiring 
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him to show cause why he should not be disbarred from the 
practice of law in this Court. 

No. D–3129. In re Discipline of Kalish. William Kalish, 
of Tampa, Fla., is suspended from the practice of law in this 
Court, and a rule will issue, returnable within 40 days, requiring 
him to show cause why he should not be disbarred from the 
practice of law in this Court. 

No. D–3130. In re Discipline of Hogan. Michael Todd 
Hogan, of Louisa, Ky., is suspended from the practice of law in 
this Court, and a rule will issue, returnable within 40 days, re-
quiring him to show cause why he should not be disbarred from 
the practice of law in this Court. 

No. D–3131. In re Discipline of Jensen. Dale Reese Jen-
sen, of Staunton, Va., is suspended from the practice of law in 
this Court, and a rule will issue, returnable within 40 days, re-
quiring him to show cause why he should not be disbarred from 
the practice of law in this Court. 

No. D–3132. In re Discipline of Boling. Richard Boling, 
of Hopkinsville, Ky., is suspended from the practice of law in this 
Court, and a rule will issue, returnable within 40 days, requiring 
him to show cause why he should not be disbarred from the 
practice of law in this Court. 

No. D–3133. In re Discipline of Brueggeman. Edward 
Paul Brueggeman, of Lawrenceburg, Ind., is suspended from the 
practice of law in this Court, and a rule will issue, returnable 
within 40 days, requiring him to show cause why he should not 
be disbarred from the practice of law in this Court. 

No. D–3134. In re Discipline of Kingsbury. Dorothea 
Jane Kingsbury, of Mayfeld Village, Ohio, is suspended from the 
practice of law in this Court, and a rule will issue, returnable 
within 40 days, requiring her to show cause why she should not 
be disbarred from the practice of law in this Court. 

No. 23M61. Katsvairo v. Liberty Industries Inc. et al.; 
No. 23M62. Israel Leon v. United States et al.; and 
No. 23M63. James v. Neal, Warden. Motions to direct the 

Clerk to file petitions for writs of certiorari out of time 
denied. 
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No. 23–250. Becerra, Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, et al. v. San Carlos Apache Tribe. C. A. 9th 
Cir.; and 

No. 23–253. Becerra, Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, et al. v. Northern Arapaho Tribe. C. A. 10th Cir. 
[Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 928.] Motion of respondents for 
divided argument granted. 

No. 23–6303. In re Drummond. Motion of petitioner for re-
consideration of order denying leave to proceed in forma pau-
peris [601 U. S. 968] denied. 

No. 23–6530. Brodie v. United States. Motion of petitioner 
for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied. Petitioner is 
allowed until March 18, 2024, within which to pay the docketing 
fee required by Rule 38(a) and to submit a petition in compliance 
with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 

No. 23–6315. In re Garcia; and 
No. 23–6395. In re Beckley. Petitions for writs of manda-

mus denied. 

No. 23–6313. In re Fisher. Petition for writ of mandamus 
and/or prohibition denied. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 22–1216. Ferguson v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 55 F. 4th 262. 

No. 23–351. Amer v. New Jersey. Sup. Ct. N. J. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 254 N. J. 405, 297 A. 3d 364. 

No. 23–423. Porter v. Martinez, Sheriff of San Diego 
County, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 68 F. 4th 429. 

No. 23–434. Erie Indemnity Co. v. Erie Insurance Ex-
change, By Stephenson et al., Trustees ad Litem. C. A. 
3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 68 F. 4th 815. 

No. 23–537. Ashraf v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–676. Padilla v. Hulse, Osage County Treasurer, 
et al. Ct. App. Okla. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–679. Rechtzigel v. Green Valley Development, 
LLP, et al. Ct. App. Minn. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–690. Putnam et al. v. Ryan. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–691. Ghee v. Comcast Cable Communications, 
LLC, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–707. Govrin et al. v. City of Santa Monica, Cali-
fornia, et al. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. Dist., Div. 3. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–723. Mays v. Smith, Warden, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 198. 

No. 23–728. Warren v. Kemp et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 79 F. 4th 967. 

No. 23–735. Shicks v. Indiana Department of Child Serv-
ices et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–737. Melikov v. Ghilotti Bros., Inc. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–756. Robinson et al. v. Midland County, Texas, 
et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 80 
F. 4th 704. 

No. 23–761. Alls v. Florida Department of Revenue, on 
Behalf of Gosa. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 6th Dist. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 369 So. 3d 298. 

No. 23–777. Chadbourne v. Cumberland County District 
Court. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–813. Brutus Trading, LLC v. Standard Char-
tered Bank et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–834. Stafford v. International Business Ma-
chines Corp. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 78 F. 4th 62. 

No. 23–5447. Chimney v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5659. Hobbs v. North Carolina. Sup. Ct. N. C. 
Certiorari denied. 

Page Proof Pending Publication



1056 OCTOBER TERM, 2023 

February 26, 2024 601 U. S. 

No. 23–5698. West v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 341. 

No. 23–5826. German v. South Carolina. Sup. Ct. S. C. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 439 S. C. 449, 887 S. E. 2d 
912. 

No. 23–5827. Sneed v. Illinois. Sup. Ct. Ill. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 2023 IL 127968, 230 N. E. 3d 97. 

No. 23–5957. Bronson v. District of Columbia Depart-
ment of Buildings. Ct. App. D. C. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6078. Jones v. South Carolina. Sup. Ct. S. C. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 440 S. C. 214, 891 S. E. 2d 
347. 

No. 23–6084. Stephens v. Alaska Division of Elections. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6087. Whitehead v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 55 F. 4th 219. 

No. 23–6342. Shakir v. Walker, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Fayette, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6344. Broomer v. Delaware. Sup. Ct. Del. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 297 A. 3d 286. 

No. 23–6353. Virnig v. Minnesota. Ct. App. Minn. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6355. Sinanan v. Pennsylvania. Super. Ct. Pa. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 292 A. 3d 1082. 

No. 23–6356. Sharifi v. Alabama. Sup. Ct. Ala. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6364. Guridi v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6365. Hurdsman v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas 
Department of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institu-
tions Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6369. Cyr v. Harpe, Director, Oklahoma Depart-
ment of Corrections. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6374. Davis v. Hill et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6377. Duncan v. Florida Commission on Offender 
Review. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 1st Dist. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 370 So. 3d 1028. 

No. 23–6380. Austin v. Hooper, Warden. Sup. Ct. La. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2023–00678 (La. 10/10/23), 
371 So. 3d 442. 

No. 23–6381. Jackson v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 2023–00447 (La. 9/19/23), 370 
So. 3d 464. 

No. 23–6388. Barnett v. Guten, District Judge, District 
Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6389. Boyd v. Lay, Warden, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6393. Brooks v. LeBlanc, Louisiana Department 
of Public Safety and Corrections. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6398. Kifor v. Massachusetts et al. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6401. Johnson v. Contra Costa County Clerk Re-
corder et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6407. Woods v. Department of Housing and Com-
munity Development et al. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. Dist., 
Div. 8. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6415. Cruz v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 372 So. 3d 1237. 

No. 23–6423. Frazier v. Reagle, Commissioner, Indiana 
Department of Correction. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6435. Williams v. Colorado Department of Cor-
rections Time Computation Department et al. Ct. App. 
Colo. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6459. Osterhoudt v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida 
Department of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 
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No. 23–6464. Aguilar v. Thornell, Director, Arizona De-
partment of Corrections, Rehabilitation and Reentry, 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6473. Bergeron v. Bolin, Warden, et al. Ct. App. 
Minn. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6501. Keith v. May, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 78 F. 4th 307. 

No. 23–6514. Janis v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 73 F. 4th 628. 

No. 23–6524. Norton v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6525. Dukes v. Wood et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6531. Brown v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 527. 

No. 23–6534. Jackson v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 5th 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 369 So. 3d 293. 

No. 23–6536. Savage v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 85 F. 4th 102. 

No. 23–6545. Plunkett v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6546. Hansmeier v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6548. Avitable, aka Larson v. Wyoming. Sup. Ct. 
Wyo. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6554. Feiste v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 84 F. 4th 713. 

No. 23–6556. Thrasher v. Georgia. Ct. App. Ga. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6567. Wilke v. Wisconsin. Ct. App. Wis. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6570. Hernandez v. Inslee, Governor of Washing-
ton. Sup. Ct. Wash. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6571. Panowicz v. Hancock et al. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6575. Jackson v. Clark, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6590. Holton v. Georgia. Ct. App. Ga. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6641. Gray v. Wisconsin. Ct. App. Wis. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6659. Logan v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2022 IL App (1st) 190021–U. 

No. 23–6662. Rollins v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 2d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2023 IL App (2d) 200744, 237 
N. E. 3d 602. 

No. 23–6258. Fields v. Trump, Former President of the 
United States, et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Justice Jackson took no part in the consideration or decision of 
this petition. See 28 U. S. C. § 455 and Code of Conduct for Jus-
tices of the Supreme Court of the United States, Canon 3B(2)(e) 
(prior judicial service). 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 23–338. Bush et ux. v. Reliant Bank et al., 601 U. S. 
946; 

No. 23–448. Vashisht-Rota v. Howell Management Serv-
ices, LLC, 601 U. S. 974; 

No. 23–5464. Okeyo v. United States Citizenship and Im-
migration Services, Newark Ofce, et al., 601 U. S. 978; and 

No. 23–5973. Duerson v. United States, 601 U. S. 955. Pe-
titions for rehearing denied. 

No. 23–6247. In re Knowles, 601 U. S. 968. Petition for re-
hearing denied. The Chief Justice took no part in the consid-
eration or decision of this petition. 

February 28, 2024 

Certiorari Granted 

No. 23–939 (23A745). Trump v. United States. Application 
for stay presented to The Chief Justice is referred by him 
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to the Court. The Special Counsel's request to treat the stay 
application as a petition for writ of certiorari is granted, and that 
petition is granted limited to the following question: “Whether 
and if so to what extent does a former President enjoy Presiden-
tial immunity from criminal prosecution for conduct alleged to 
involve offcial acts during his tenure in offce.” Without express-
ing a view on the merits, this Court directs the Court of Appeals 
to continue withholding issuance of the mandate until the sending 
down of the judgment of this Court. Application for stay dis-
missed as moot. The case will be set for oral argument during 
the week of April 22, 2024. Petitioner's brief on the merits, and 
any amicus curiae briefs in support or in support of neither 
party, are to be fled on or before Tuesday, March 19, 2024. Re-
spondent's brief on the merits, and any amicus curiae briefs in 
support, are to be fled on or before Monday, April 8, 2024. The 
reply brief, if any, is to be fled on or before 5 p.m., Monday, April 
15, 2024. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 23–6791 (23A761). Creech v. Idaho. Sup. Ct. Idaho. 
Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, presented 
to Justice Kagan, and by her referred to the Court, denied. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6830 (23A782). Creech v. Tewalt, Director, Idaho 
Department of Correction, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Applica-
tion for stay of execution of sentence of death, presented to 
Justice Kagan, and by her referred to the Court, denied. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6831 (23A783). Creech v. Idaho Commission of Par-
dons and Parole et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Application for stay 
of execution of sentence of death, presented to Justice Kagan, 
and by her referred to the Court, denied. Certiorari denied. 

March 4, 2024 

Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 

No. 23–156. Speech First, Inc. v. Sands. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari granted. Judgment with respect to the Bias Policy 
claims vacated, and case remanded with instructions to dismiss 
those claims as moot. See United States v. Munsingwear, Inc., 
340 U. S. 36 (1950). Reported below: 69 F. 4th 184. 
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Justice Jackson, dissenting. 
I would deny the petition. In my view, the party seeking vaca-

tur has not established equitable entitlement to that remedy. See 
Acheson Hotels, LLC v. Laufer, 601 U. S. 1, 14 (2023) (Jackson, J., 
concurring in judgment). 

Justice Thomas, with whom Justice Alito joins, dissenting. 
Speech First, a national membership organization seeking to 

protect free speech on college campuses, brought suit against Vir-
ginia Tech to enjoin the university's “bias intervention and re-
sponse team policy.” Under that policy, Virginia Tech encourages 
students to report one another for expressions of “bias”—defned 
as any “expressio[n] against a person or group because of” an 
enumerated list of characteristics. App. in No. 21–2061 (CA4), 
p. 140. Students are instructed to “[r]eview” their “language, 
images, and other forms of communication to make sure all groups 
are fairly represented.” Id., at 144. A “bias intervention and 
response team” made up of university offcials then investigates 
reports, with the option to refer students for discipline or to the 
police. Speech First argues that this policy amounts to “a lit-
eral speech police.” Pet. for Cert. i. It contends that the policy 
violates the First Amendment by chilling its student-members' 
speech, causing students to stay silent on controversial or unpopu-
lar issues for fear of being reported to the university. The Court 
of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit held that Speech First lacked 
standing to bring this claim because the university's policy does 
not objectively chill students' speech. 69 F. 4th 184, 197 (2023).1 

It acknowledged that this conclusion diverged from that of three 
other Courts of Appeals. Id., at 197–198. 

Speech First asks us to review whether Virginia Tech's bias 
response policy objectively chills students' speech.2 I would 

1 To establish organizational standing under our precedent, Speech First 
must frst show that one of its student-members has suffered an injury. See 
Students for Fair Admissions, Inc. v. President and Fellows of Harvard 
College, 600 U. S. 181, 199 (2023). The Courts of Appeals have reasoned 
that Speech First's students suffered an injury suffcient to confer standing 
if it could show the bias response policies chilled students' speech. 

2 Shortly before Speech First petitioned for certiorari, Virginia Tech 
changed its policy. Other universities have attempted a similar maneuver, 
but two Courts of Appeals have found that these policy changes did not 
moot Speech First's challenges. See Speech First, Inc. v. Fenves, 979 F. 3d 
319, 328 (CA5 2020) (“This is not the frst appeal in which a public university 
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grant the petition. It raises an important question affecting uni-
versities nationwide; Speech First estimates that over 450 univer-
sities have similar bias-reporting schemes. Pet. for Cert. 7. Yet, 
because of the split among the Courts of Appeals, many of these 
universities face no constitutional scrutiny simply based on geog-
raphy. I have serious concerns that bias response policies, such 
as Virginia Tech's, objectively chill students' speech. 

The First Amendment provides that “Congress shall make no 
law . . . abridging the freedom of speech.” “[S]tate colleges and 
universities,” including Virginia Tech, “are not enclaves immune 
from the sweep of the First Amendment.” Papish v. Board of 
Curators of Univ. of Mo., 410 U. S. 667, 670 (1973) (per curiam) 
(internal quotation marks omitted). Although the First Amend-
ment applies most straightforwardly to government regulations 
that directly restrict speech, this Court has recognized that “con-
stitutional violations [can also] arise from the deterrent, or `chill-
ing,' effect of governmental regulations.” Laird v. Tatum, 408 
U. S. 1, 11 (1972). After all, “the threat of invoking legal sanc-
tions and other means of coercion, persuasion, and intimidation” 
may cause self-censorship in violation of the First Amendment 
just as acutely as a direct bar on speech. Bantam Books, Inc. v. 
Sullivan, 372 U. S. 58, 67 (1963). 

In applying these principles, the Courts of Appeals have di-
vided over whether bias response policies have a “chilling effect” 
on students' speech. Compare Speech First, Inc. v. Cartwright, 
32 F. 4th 1110, 1124 (CA11 2022); Speech First, Inc. v. Fenves, 979 
F. 3d 319, 338 (CA5 2020); and Speech First, Inc. v. Schlissel, 939 
F. 3d 756, 765 (CA6 2019), with 69 F. 4th, at 197; and Speech 
First, Inc. v. Killeen, 968 F. 3d 628, 644 (CA7 2020). In this case, 
the Fourth Circuit held that Virginia Tech's bias response policy 
does not chill students' speech because the bias response team 
lacks authority to discipline or otherwise punish students and the 
implementation of the policy is not so heavyhanded that it deters 
students' speech. 69 F. 4th, at 196–197. 

has had a sudden change of heart, during litigation, about the overbreadth 
and vagueness of its speech code, and then advocated mootness”); see also 
Speech First, Inc. v. Schlissel, 939 F. 3d 756, 769–770 (CA6 2019). Of course, 
a defendant's voluntary cessation of its challenged conduct does not always 
moot a case. See Friends of the Earth, Inc. v. Laidlaw Environmental 
Services (TOC), Inc., 528 U. S. 167, 189 (2000). I thus refer to Virginia 
Tech's policy in the present tense. 
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I am skeptical of the Fourth Circuit's conclusion. The scope of 
Virginia Tech's policy combined with how it is enforced suggests 
that the university is stifing students' speech, at least enough to 
provide Speech First standing to pursue its First Amendment 
claim. First, the university's bias response policy appears limit-
less in scope. According to Virginia Tech, “bias incidents” are 
“expressions against a person or group” based on “age, color, 
disability, gender, gender identity, gender expression, genetic in-
formation, national origin, political affliation, race, religion, sex-
ual orientation, veteran status, or any other basis protected by 
law.” App. in No. 21–2061 (CA4), at 140. The university pro-
vided examples of bias incidents, such as “words or actions that 
contradict the spirit of the Principles of Community” and “jokes 
that are demeaning to a particular group of people.” Ibid. Un-
surprisingly, such an expansive policy has prompted students to 
report any and all perceived slights. For example, one report 
was submitted when “a student in a University residence hall 
overheard several male students privately talking crap about the 
women who were playing in a snowball fght, calling them not 
`athletic.' ” 2021 WL 4315459, *10 (WD Va., Sept. 22, 2021) (some 
internal quotation marks and alteration omitted). Another per-
son submitted a report after someone “observed the words Saudi 
Arabia on the white board of [a] room”—despite acknowledging 
that “[i]t was unclear what the motive or complete message of 
the text originally was.” Decl. of C. Norris in No. 7:21–cv–00203 
(WD Va., Apr. 12, 2021), ECF Doc. 4–2, p. 123. Other universities 
with bias response policies have received similar reports. See, 
e.g., App. in No. 21–2061 (CA4), at 254 (explaining that Ohio State 
University received a report for “a chalk message stating `Build 
the Wall' ”); id., at 252 (highlighting that Texas Tech University 
received a report for a student group tweeting “ ̀All lives don't 
matter . . . #BlackLivesMatter' ”). 

Second, the threshold for reporting is intentionally low. The 
policy permits anonymous reporting, meaning there is little to no 
social cost for accusing a classmate of bias. And, students are 
encouraged to report other students for anything that even hints 
of “bias.” Indeed, the university ran a campaign: “[I]f you hear 
or see something that feels like a bias incident, statement, or 
expression, we encourage you to make a report. In short, if you 
see something, say something!” Id., at 200. The policy does not 
limit the ability to report to fellow students—anyone in the “uni-
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versity community” may report Virginia Tech students for bias 
incidents. Id., at 141. Reports may also cover incidents that 
take place outside the university, including off campus or on social 
media. Thus, the policy follows Virginia Tech students wherever 
they go. From the moment a student enters the university until 
graduation, he is under the university's surveillance. 

Third, a report can have weighty consequences. After a report 
is fled, it goes to the bias response team. The team includes 
university offcials from the Offce of the Dean of Students, Offce 
for Equity and Accessibility, Offce for Inclusion and Diversity, 
Student Conduct, and the Virginia Tech Police Department. The 
university offcials may call in the accused student—whom the 
policy pre-emptively labels as the “perpetrator”—for a meeting. 
The team may require “[i]nterventions of either an educational or 
restorative nature.” Id., at 372. The team even possesses the 
authority to refer a student for formal discipline or to the police. 
And, of course, every report—regardless of whether the team 
determines bias exists—is recorded and kept on permanent fle 
by the university. See ibid.; see also 69 F. 4th, at 212 (Wilkinson, 
J., dissenting). Thus, even if the “perpetrator” is not technically 
required to accept the team's invitation to meet, it is hard to 
believe a college student could so easily ignore a university off-
cial's request, especially when the report will be fled and “the 
referral power lurks in the background of the invitation.” Schlis-
sel, 939 F. 3d, at 765. 

Considering the scope and enforcement of the university's pol-
icy, it is at least a close question whether “students [may] self-
censor, fearing the consequences of a report to [the bias response 
team] and thinking that speech is no longer worth the trouble.” 
69 F. 4th, at 204 (Wilkinson, J., dissenting). This seems particu-
larly true regarding controversial issues where dissenting opin-
ions might be deemed biased. 

This petition presents a high-stakes issue for our Nation's sys-
tem of higher education. Until we resolve it, there will be a 
patchwork of First Amendment rights on college campuses: Stu-
dents in part of the country may pursue challenges to their uni-
versities' policies, while students in other parts have no recourse 
and are potentially pressured to avoid controversial speech to 
escape their universities' scrutiny and condemnation. We should 
grant certiorari to resolve this issue. 
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Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 23–6409. Caraffa v. Arizona Department of Correc-
tions et al. C. A. 9th 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). 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23A701. Akerman v. Merit Systems Protection 
Board. C. A. Fed. Cir. Application for stay, addressed to Jus-
tice Gorsuch and referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 23M64. Duberek v. United States. Motion for leave to 
fle petition for writ of certiorari under seal with redacted copies 
for the public record granted. 

No. 22–842. National Rie Association of America v. 
Vullo. C. A. 2d Cir. [Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 906.] Mo-
tion of the Solicitor General for leave to participate in oral argu-
ment as amicus curiae and for divided argument granted. 

No. 23–5930. Cole v. Keyes, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis [601 U. S. 966] denied. 

No. 23–6059. Ferrell v. Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. C. A. Fed. Cir. Motion of petitioner for 
reconsideration of order denying leave to proceed in forma pau-
peris [601 U. S. 968] denied. 

No. 23–6701. Vincente Fonseca v. United States. C. A. 
11th Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pau-
peris denied. Petitioner is allowed until March 25, 2024, within 
which to pay the docketing fee required by Rule 38(a) and to submit 
a petition in compliance with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 

No. 23–816. In re Akula; 
No. 23–6414. In re Raimondo; and 
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No. 23–6437. In re Weems. Petitions for writs of manda-
mus denied. 

No. 23–745. In re Klein. Petition for writ of mandamus and/ 
or prohibition denied. 

Certiorari Denied 
No. 23–436. Paulson et al. v. United States; and 
No. 23–571. Pickens v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-

tiorari denied. Reported below: 68 F. 4th 528. 

No. 23–550. Bowes, as Executor of the Estate of 
Palmer v. Liberty University, Inc.; and 

No. 23–703. Liberty University, Inc. v. Bowes, as Execu-
tor of the Estate of Palmer. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–565. Hasbro, Inc., et al. v. Markham Concepts, 
Inc., et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
71 F. 4th 80. 

No. 23–587. Jakob et al. v. Cheeks. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 80 F. 4th 872. 

No. 23–644. City of Charlotte, North Carolina, et al. 
v. Aleman, Individually and as Administrator of the Es-
tate of Galindo Chavez. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 80 F. 4th 264. 

No. 23–695. Taczak et al. v. Cremeans et al. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–699. Emposimato v. North. Super. Ct. N. J., App. 
Div. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–712. Ireland v. Bend Neurological Associates, 
LLC, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–714. Franklin v. BWD Properties 2, LLC, et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–763. JDH Pacic, Inc. v. Precision-Hayes Interna-
tional, Inc. Ct. App. Tex., 2d Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–778. Abreu Velandia v. Garland, Attorney 
General. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–781. Moser v. Halifax County Board of Supervi-
sors et al. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–794. Pacilio et al. v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 85 F. 4th 450. 

No. 23–805. George v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–826. Harris v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5903. Cates v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 73 F. 4th 795. 

No. 23–5918. Williams v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5970. Wilson v. Gierach, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 69 F. 4th 410. 

No. 23–6133. Reaves v. Monmouth University et al. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6139. Gobert v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6150. Maloid v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 795. 

No. 23–6383. Arbelaez v. Florida et al. Sup. Ct. Fla. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 369 So. 3d 1141. 

No. 23–6417. Hall v. New York. App. Div., Sup. Ct. N. Y., 
1st Jud. Dept. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6426. Nyamusevya v. CitiMortgage, Inc., et al. 
Ct. App. Ohio, 10th App. Dist., Franklin County. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 2023-Ohio-1583. 

No. 23–6428. Pierznik v. O’Malley, Commissioner of So-
cial Security. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6431. Madrid v. Ford, Attorney General of Ne-
vada, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6434. Gedeon v. United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6438. Merilien v. McFarlane, Warden, et al. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6446. Gaul v. Tennessee. Ct. Crim. App. Tenn. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6468. Rahman v. Pennsylvania. Super. Ct. Pa. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6487. Bozic v. Pennsylvania. Super. Ct. Pa. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 289 A. 3d 67. 

No. 23–6511. Sosnowski v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6532. Brown v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 76 F. 4th 1073. 

No. 23–6547. Seabolt v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6550. Howell v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 71 F. 4th 195. 

No. 23–6551. McGauley v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 5th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2023 IL App (5th) 190372–U. 

No. 23–6555. Aceves-Ramirez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6557. Stevenson v. Lilley, Superintendent, East-
ern Correctional Facility. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6560. Wolak v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6572. Sells v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6576. Williams et al. v. Missouri. Sup. Ct. Mo. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 673 S. W. 3d 467. 

No. 23–6577. Dadyan et al. v. United States. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 76 F. 4th 955. 

No. 23–6580. Ramon v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6584. Hill v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 
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No. 23–6585. Fagot-Maximo v. United States. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6587. Bravo v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6588. Ramirez Espinoza v. United States. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6589. McCoy v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 88 F. 4th 908. 

No. 23–6592. Carvajal, aka Mendez-Acevedo v. United 
States. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 85 
F. 4th 602. 

No. 23–6594. Ramirez-Gomez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6599. Blevins v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6600. Daniel v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6601. Fishburne v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6608. Mooney v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6609. McCall v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 84 F. 4th 1317. 

No. 23–6612. Caple v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6615. Veal v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6616. Fan Yang v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23– 6619. Smith v. United States (two judgments). 
C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6623. Jackson v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

Page Proof Pending Publication



1070 OCTOBER TERM, 2023 

March 4, 2024 601 U. S. 

No. 23–6626. Gibson v. King, Acting Superintendent, 
Clinton Correctional Facility. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6629. Bicknell v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 474. 

No. 23–6634. Colon-Miranda v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6635. Fulwiler v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6638. Howard v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6639. Folk v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6652. Meeker v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6656. Boddie v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6663. Gil v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6672. Williams v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 85 F. 4th 844. 

No. 23–6673. Akwuba v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6674. Hambrick v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 70 F. 4th 1086. 

No. 23–6677. Sanchez v. Thornell, Director, Arizona De-
partment of Corrections, Rehabilitation and Reentry, 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6680. Mayo v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6681. Lowe v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6686. Davis v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6687. Francis v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6688. Estrella v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 69 F. 4th 958. 

No. 23–6689. Mena v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6690. Combs v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6697. Hernandez v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6707. Wathen v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6712. Natareno-Calderon v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6714. Cortez-Rodriguez v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6715. Wilborne v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6716. Walker v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 68 F. 4th 1227. 

No. 23–6644. Durham v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Gorsuch took no part in the consid-
eration or decision of this petition. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 23–5624. Porter v. United States District Court for 
the Middle District of Florida, 601 U. S. 914; 

No. 23–5792. Chandler v. Neal, Warden, 601 U. S. 951; 
No. 23–5905. Lak v. California, 601 U. S. 982; 
No. 23–5992. In re Bailey, 601 U. S. 944; and 
No. 23–6015. Askia v. United States, 601 U. S. 984. Peti-

tions for rehearing denied. 
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March 6, 2024 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. 23–411. Murthy, Surgeon General, et al. v. Missouri 
et al. C. A. 5th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 888.] Mo-
tion of respondent Jayanta Bhattacharya et al. for leave to fle 
out of time, for divided argument, and for enlargement of time 
for oral argument denied. 

March 15, 2024 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23A820. Spectrum WT et al. v. Wendler et al. C. A. 
5th Cir. Application for writ of injunction pending appeal, pre-
sented to Justice Alito, and by him referred to the Court, 
denied. 

No. 23–235. Food and Drug Administration et al. v. Alli-
ance for Hippocratic Medicine et al.; and 

No. 23–236. Danco Laboratories, L. L. C. v. Alliance for 
Hippocratic Medicine et al. C. A. 5th Cir. [Certiorari 
granted, 601 U. S. 963.] Motion of the Solicitor General for di-
vided argument granted. 

March 18, 2024 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 23–6757. Kennert v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46. 

Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 23–696. Colorado Republican State Central Com-
mittee v. Anderson et al. Sup. Ct. Colo. Certiorari dis-
missed as moot. 

No. 23–6596. Reid v. United States District Court for 
the District of South Carolina. 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. 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23A718. Coronavirus Reporter et al. v. Apple, Inc. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Application for writ of injunction, addressed to 
Justice Thomas and referred to the Court, denied. 
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No. 23M65. Nguyen v. United States; and 
No. 23M66. Saloojas, Inc. v. Aetna Health of California, 

Inc. Motions to direct the Clerk to fle petitions for writs of 
certiorari out of time denied. 

No. 23–50. Chiaverini et al. v. City of Napoleon, Ohio, 
et al. C. A. 6th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 601 U. S. 962.] Mo-
tion of the Solicitor General for leave to participate in oral argu-
ment as amicus curiae and for divided argument granted. 

No. 23–235. Food and Drug Administration et al. v. Alli-
ance for Hippocratic Medicine et al.; and 

No. 23–236. Danco Laboratories, L. L. C. v. Alliance for 
Hippocratic Medicine et al. C. A. 5th Cir. [Certiorari 
granted, 601 U. S. 963.] Motion of Charlotte Lozier Institute for 
leave to fle brief as amicus curiae out of time granted. 

No. 23–506. Occidental Exploration & Production Co. v. 
Andes Petroleum Ecuador Ltd. C. A. 2d Cir. Joint motion 
to defer consideration of the petition for writ of certiorari 
granted. 

No. 23–6360. In re Setts. Motion of petitioner for reconsid-
eration of order denying leave to proceed in forma pauperis [601 
U. S. 995] denied. 

No. 23–6427. Melvin v. Hampton-Newport Community 
News Services Board. C. A. 4th Cir.; 

No. 23–6450. Correa Dizon v. Vectrus Systems Corp. 
C. A. 5th Cir.; 

No. 23–6734. Holmes v. Milgram, Administrator, Drug 
Enforcement Administration. C. A 4th Cir.; and 

No. 23–6783. Jackson v. Applied Materials Corp. et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Motions of petitioners for leave to proceed 
in forma pauperis denied. Petitioners are allowed until April 8, 
2024, within which to pay the docketing fees required by Rule 
38(a) and to submit petitions in compliance with Rule 33.1 of the 
Rules of this Court. 

Certiorari Denied 
No. 23–279. Grifn v. New Mexico ex rel. White et al. 

Sup. Ct. N. M. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–446. Junjie Li v. Rhode Island. Sup. Ct. R. I. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 297 A. 3d 908. 
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No. 23–509. Doe v. Rollins College. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 77 F. 4th 1340. 

No. 23–562. McDonald’s USA, LLC, et al. v. Deslandes 
et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 81 
F. 4th 699. 

No. 23–616. Estate of Manstrom-Greening, Through 
Manstrom, Personal Representative v. Lane County, Ore-
gon, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–620. Burns v. South Carolina Department of So-
cial Services. Ct. App. S. C. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–732. Plishka v. Skurla et al. Ct. App. Ohio, 8th 
App. Dist., Cuyahoga County. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 2022-Ohio-4744, 204 N. E. 3d 1250. 

No. 23–733. Jada Ku v. Great Falls College Montana 
State University. Sup. Ct. Mont. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–738. Wright v. City of Ponca City, Oklahoma, 
et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–739. Schwendimann, fka Dalvey v. Neenah, Inc., 
et al. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 82 
F. 4th 1371. 

No. 23–740. Golden v. Qualcomm, Inc. C. A. Fed. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–746. Nikolenko v. Nikolenko. Ct. App. Tex., 1st 
Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–748. Austin et al. v. Glynn County, Georgia, 
et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 80 
F. 4th 1342. 

No. 23–749. Sundby, as Trustee v. Myers et al. Ct. App. 
Cal., 4th App. Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–750. Carmona, Individually, and as Parent and 
Natural Guardian of B. A., et al. v. New Jersey Depart-
ment of Education et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–754. Van Sant & Co. v. Town of Calhan, Colorado, 
et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 83 
F. 4th 1254. 
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No. 23–758. Chancey v. BASF Corp. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–766. Ora v. Hollywood Chamber of Commerce. 
Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. Dist., Div. 2. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–770. Doe v. Crouch, Cabinet Secretary of the 
West Virginia Department of Health and Human Re-
sources, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–771. Stein et al. v. Federal Election Commission. 
C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 77 F. 4th 
868. 

No. 23–772. Bardes v. Bush et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–774. Groo v. Eddy, Judge, Montana 11th Judicial 
District Court. Sup. Ct. Mont. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 413 Mont. 415, 537 P. 3d 111. 

No. 23–782. Warren v. Department of Education. C. A. 
10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–783. Kossen v. Asia Pacic Airlines et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–787. Sierra Nevada Transportation, Inc. v. Ne-
vada Transportation Authority. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–791. Thompson v. Sullivan et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–792. Agrama v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–801. George et al. v. Triton Property Invest-
ments, LLC. Ct. App. Cal., 1st App. Dist., Div. 3. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–808. Joe v. Supreme Court of California. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–809. Kleidman v. Barash, Judge, United States 
Bankruptcy Court for the Central District of Califor-
nia, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–811. Ahuruonye v. Department of the Interior. 
C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–827. Clifton Capital Group, LLC v. Sharp. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 80 F. 4th 901. 

No. 23–835. Association of Club Executives of Dallas, 
Inc., et al. v. City of Dallas, Texas. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 83 F. 4th 958. 

No. 23–838. Swanson v. Raffensperger, Georgia Secre-
tary of State. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–845. Vasquez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–859. Spiegel v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–864. Holton v. Henon et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–865. Laue v. State Bar of California. Sup. Ct. 
Cal. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–884. Perez v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 86 F. 4th 1311. 

No. 23–888. Rasco v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–895. Rogalinski v. Meta Platforms, Inc. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–907. Pastrana v. New York. Ct. App. N. Y. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–5105. Grifth v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 1216. 

No. 23–5633. Ramos v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 427. 

No. 23–5793. Baca v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6069. Saintvil v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6157. Netro-Perales v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6160. Henderson v. Pounds, Warden. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6399. Salinas v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6436. Manso v. McGill, Administrator, Northern 
State Prison, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6444. Madriz v. Aron et al. Sup. Ct. Del. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 303 A. 3d 36. 

No. 23–6449. Swint v. Dish Network et al. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6455. Fisher v. United States District Court for 
the Western District of Missouri (three judgments). C. A. 
8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6456. Ford v. Marceno et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6457. Grigg v. Benson. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6462. Harris v. New Rez, LLC, et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6465. Slaughter v. New York. App. Div., Sup. Ct. 
N. Y., 2d Jud. Dept. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 218 
App. Div. 3d 694, 191 N. Y. S. 3d 504. 

No. 23–6467. Earls v. Syed et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6471. Steiner v. Kempster et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6472. Allen v. Nebraska. Sup. Ct. Neb. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 314 Neb. 663, 992 N. W. 2d 712. 

No. 23–6482. Barnett v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6483. Antrobus v. New York City Health and 
Hospitals Corporation. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6497. Marquez v. Garrett, Warden, et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6509. Good v. Walworth et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6535. Armstrong v. United States Federal Gov-
ernment et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6540. Lopez v. California et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6559. Johnson v. Irwin, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Forest, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6563. Taylor v. Hooper, Warden. Sup. Ct. La. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2023–00575 (La. 9/19/23), 370 
So. 3d 458. 

No. 23–6574. Baker v. JEA. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6581. Grueninger v. Dotson, Director, Virginia 
Department of Corrections. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6586. Gail v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6604. Johnson v. Massachusetts Department of 
Children and Families. App. Ct. Mass. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 103 Mass. App. 1105, 219 N. E. 3d 260. 

No. 23–6611. Ervin v. Indiana. Sup. Ct. Ind. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6618. Mabior v. Nebraska. Sup. Ct. Neb. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 314 Neb. 932, 994 N. W. 2d 65. 

No. 23–6630. Terry v. Hooper, Warden. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 85 F. 4th 750. 

No. 23–6632. Randhawa v. Wisconsin. Ct. App. Wis. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2023 WI App 44, 995 Wis. 2d 488, 
995 N. W. 2d 488. 
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No. 23–6640. Gregory v. South Dakota. Sup. Ct. S. D. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 996 N. W. 2d 916. 

No. 23–6645. Johnson v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6685. Woods v. Ray, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6694. Braxton v. Warden, Anderson County De-
tention Center. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6695. Curtis v. Eller, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6696. Daniels v. Miller, Superintendent, Green 
Haven Correctional Facility. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6709. Akerman v. United States. C. A. D. C. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6711. Collins v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6725. Curry v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6729. Bush v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6730. Calloway v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6735. Fuhai Li v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6739. Brinson v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6740. Rios v. Arizona. Ct. App. Ariz. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 255 Ariz. 124, 528 P. 3d 479. 

No. 23–6741. Ortiz v. Macomber, Secretary, California 
Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6742. Pennington v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6743. Larson v. Alaska. Ct. App. Alaska. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 528 P. 3d 133. 

No. 23–6748. Minter v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 80 F. 4th 753. 

No. 23–6749. Morrison v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 74 F. 4th 1163. 

No. 23–6750. Aboite v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6751. Adams v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6754. Abadam v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6756. Coleman v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6759. Rice v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6763. Moore v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 2d Dist. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2023 IL App (2d) 220289, 236 
N. E. 3d 1097. 

No. 23–6767. Hudson v. Andrewjeski, Superintendent, 
Coyote Ridge Corrections Center. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6768. Garza-Morin v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6769. Jones v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 88 F. 4th 571. 

No. 23–6770. Burns v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6774. Silas v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6777. Sullivan v. Wyoming. Sup. Ct. Wyo. Certio-
rari denied. 
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No. 23–6780. Teacherson v. Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6790. Hamilton v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6793. Burks v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6794. Cardona v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 88 F. 4th 69. 

No. 23–6796. Tellez, aka Tellez-Crespo v. United States. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 86 F. 4th 
1148. 

No. 23–6798. Gordon v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6802. Irizarry-Sisco v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 87 F. 4th 38. 

No. 23–6803. Garcia Briseno v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6808. King v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6809. Mackey v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 83 F. 4th 672. 

No. 23–6818. Pride v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6820. Carcamo v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–450. M. C. et al. v. Indiana Department of Child 
Services. Ct. App. Ind. Motion of Abigail Martinez for leave 
to fle brief as amicus curiae denied. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 198 N. E. 3d 1. 

No. 23–6443. Rosado-Sanchez v. Crespo-Claudio et al. 
C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari before judgment denied. 

No. 23–6569. Nyamusevya v. United States District 
Court for the Southern District of Ohio. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari before judgment denied. 
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March 18, 2024 601 U. S. 

No. 23–6593. Rush, aka Thomas v. Zaken, Superintend-
ent, State Correctional Institution at Greene, et al. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Alito took no part in 
the consideration or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–6620. Quarles v. Terra, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Phoenix, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Alito took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–6722. Holland v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Alito took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition. 

No. 23–6799. King v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. See 28 U. S. C. § 455(b)(3) and Code 
of Conduct for Justices of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, Canon 3B(2)(e) (prior government employment). 

No. 23–6817. Santiago-Lugo v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the con-
sideration or decision of this petition. See 28 U. S. C. § 455(b)(3) 
and Code of Conduct for Justices of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, Canon 3B(2)(e) (prior government employment). 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 23–527. Rab v. Weber, California Secretary of 
State, et al., 601 U. S. 996; 

No. 23–528. Barth v. United States, 601 U. S. 976; 
No. 23–559. Omoyosi v. Michael E. DeBakey Veterans Af-

fairs Medical Center et al., 601 U. S. 977; 
No. 23–596. Kenno v. Colorado Governor’s Ofce of In-

formation Technology et al., 601 U. S. 1001; 
No. 23–5481. Ohan v. Fontoura, Sheriff, Essex County, 

New Jersey, et al., 601 U. S. 901; 
No. 23–5582. Manuel Reyes v. Washington County, Ore-

gon, et al., 601 U. S. 914; 
No. 23–5804. Clarke v. Adams et al., 601 U. S. 980; 
No. 23–5864. Starling v. Mims, Warden, 601 U. S. 981; 
No. 23–5984. Curtin v. United States, 601 U. S. 983; 
No. 23–6071. Takhvar v. Warner Bros. Discovery Inc. 

et al., 601 U. S. 1002; 

Page Proof Pending Publication



ORDERS 1083 

601 U. S. March 18, 19, 2024 

No. 23–6125. Lancaster v. Beats Electronics LLC et al., 
601 U. S. 988; 

No. 23–6137. In re Boyajian, 601 U. S. 999; and 
No. 23–6311. Clum v. United States, 601 U. S. 1004. Peti-

tions for rehearing denied. 

No. 20–6272. Usher v. United States, 592 U. S. 1271. Mo-
tion for leave to fle petition for rehearing denied. 

No. 21–7103. Ream v. Florida, 596 U. S. 916. Motion for 
leave to fle petition for rehearing denied. 

March 19, 2024 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. 23A814. United States v. Texas et al.; and 
No. 23A815. Las Americas Immigrant Advocacy Center 

et al. v. McCraw, Director Texas Department of Public 
Safety, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Applications to vacate stay, pre-
sented to Justice Alito, and by him referred to the Court, de-
nied. The orders heretofore entered by Justice Alito are 
vacated. 

Justice Barrett, with whom Justice Kavanaugh joins, 
concurring. 

If the Fifth Circuit had issued a stay pending appeal, this 
Court would apply the four-factor test set forth in Nken v. 
Holder—including, as relevant in this Court, an assessment of 
certworthiness—to decide whether to vacate it. 556 U. S. 418, 
434 (2009); Doe v. Mills, 595 U. S. 1029 (2021) (Barrett, J., con-
curring in denial of application for injunctive relief). But the 
Fifth Circuit has not entered a stay ending appeal. Instead, in 
an exercise of its docket-management authority, it issued a tempo-
rary administrative stay and deferred the stay motion to a merits 
panel, which is considering it in conjunction with Texas's chal-
lenge to the District Court's injunction of S. B. 4. Thus, the 
Fifth Circuit has not yet rendered a decision on whether a stay 
pending appeal is warranted. That puts this case in a very un-
usual procedural posture. 

Administrative stays do not typically refect the court's consid-
eration of the merits of the stay application. Rather, they “freeze 
legal proceedings until the court can rule on a party's request for 
expedited relief.” R. Bayefsky, Administrative Stays: Power and 
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Procedure, 97 Notre Dame L. Rev. 1941, 1942 (2022) (Bayefsky). 
Deciding whether to grant a stay pending appeal requires consid-
eration of the four Nken factors, which include an assessment of 
the applicant's likelihood of success on the merits. That is not 
always easy to evaluate in haste, and an administrative stay buys 
the court time to deliberate.1 In June Medical Services, L. L. C. 
v. Gee, for example, Justice Alito stayed the issuance of the 
lower court's mandate “[b]ecause the flings regarding the applica-
tion for a stay in this matter were not completed until earlier 
today and the Justices need time to review these flings.” Order 
in No. 18A774 (Feb. 1, 2019). At the same time, we stressed that 
the administrative stay refected no view of the underlying mer-
its. Ibid. June Medical is not an outlier. After receiving an 
emergency application, this Court frequently issues an administra-
tive stay to permit time for briefng and deliberation—as Justice 
Alito did in this very case. Order in No. 23A814 etc. Mar. 4, 
2024). See also, e. g., Murthy v. Missouri, order in No. 23A243 
(Sept. 14, 2023) (Alito, J.); Yeshiva Univ. v. YU Pride Alliance, 
597 U. S. 960 (2022). The courts of appeals use the procedure to 
the same end. See, e. g., Trump v. Vance, 2019 WL 5703884 
(CA2, Oct. 7, 2019); United States v. McGowan, 2020 WL 3867418 
(CA6, June 28, 2020); Brady v. National Football League, 638 
F. 3d 1004 (CA8 2011); Al Otro Lado v. Wolf, 945 F. 3d 1223 (CA9 
2019); Cobell v. Norton, 2004 WL 603456 (CADC, Mar. 24, 2004) 
(per curiam); Marine Polymer Technologies, Inc. v. HemCon, 
Inc., 395 Fed. Appx. 701 (CA Fed. 2010). 

That such stays are “administrative” does not mean they are 
value neutral. Their point is to minimize harm while an appellate 
court deliberates, so the choice to issue an administrative stay 
refects a frst-blush judgment about the relative consequences of 
staying the lower court judgment versus allowing it go to into 
effect.2 Take this case. Texas argues that the District Court's 

1 While we have not explained the source of a federal court's authority to 
enter an administrative stay, commentators have pointed to a court's inher-
ent authority to manage its docket, as well as to the All Writs Act, 28 
U. S. C. § 1651. Bayefsky 1960–1964. 

2 Courts (including this Court) have sometimes described stays as devices 
meant to maintain the status quo. See, e. g., Nken v. Holder, 556 U. S. 418, 
429 (2009) (“A stay `simply suspend[s] judicial alteration of the status quo.' ” 
(quoting Ohio Citizens for Responsible Energy, Inc. v. NRC, 479 U. S. 1312, 
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injunction of S. B. 4 prevents it from addressing an escalating 
crisis at the border; the United States argues that S. B. 4 under-
mines foreign relations and injures its sovereign interest in en-
forcing federal law, including those provisions granting certain 
migrants reprieve from removal.3 In the end, the Fifth Circuit 
might decide that the Nken factors favor the United States 
and decline to stay the injunction pending appeal. But for the 
brief period of uncertainty—i. e., the time it takes the court to 
deliberate—the Fifth Circuit apparently concluded that the conse-
quences of erroneously enjoining the enforcement of S. B. 4 would 
be worse than those of erroneously lifting the injunction. 

“Minimizing the harm” is not necessarily the exclusive justif-
cation for an administrative stay. Because an administrative stay 
precedes a ruling on a stay pending appeal, the Nken factors are 
obviously on the court's radar, and unsurprisingly, they can infu-
ence the stopgap decision, even if they do not control it. Thus, 
for example, judges have cited the underlying merits as a reason 
to grant an administrative stay. United States v. Texas, 595 U. S. 
1022, 1023 (2021) (Sotomayor, J., concurring in part and dissenting 
in part); BST Holdings, L. L. C. v. OSHA, 2021 WL 5166656, *1 
(CA5, Nov. 6, 2021) (per curiam); National Urban League v. Ross, 
977 F. 3d 698, 705 (CA9 2020) (Bumatay, J., dissenting) (“We 
should have granted an administrative stay here because defend-
ants are likely to succeed on the merits”). But such orders rarely 
generate opinions, which means that there is no jurisprudence of 
administrative stays, much less a one-size-fts-all test that courts 

1313 (1986) (Scalia, J., in chambers))). That is a tricky metric, because there 
is no settled way of defning “the status quo.” See Bayefsky 1945 (“[I]t is 
not always easy to ascertain what counts as the status quo”). Compare 
Prometheus Radio Project v. FCC, 2003 WL 22052896, *1 (CA3, Sept. 3, 
2003) (per curiam); Doe v. Trump, 944 F. 3d 1222, 1223 (CA9 2019) (defn-
ing status quo as the state of affairs prior to the challenged law or rule), 
with Veasey v. Abbott, 870 F. 3d 387, 392 (CA5 2017) (per curiam); Golden 
Gate Restaurant Assn. v. City and Cty. of San Francisco, 512 F. 3d 1112, 
1116–1117 (CA9 2008) (defning status quo as the state of affairs prior to 
judicial intervention). The “status quo” in this case is not self-evident. Is 
it the day before Texas enacted S. B. 4? The day before the lawsuit was 
fled? The day Texas's appeal and stay motion was docketed in the Fifth 
Circuit? 

3 The private applicants argue that S. B. 4 will increase the cost of operat-
ing their organizations. 
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apply before entering one. That does not strike me as a problem: 
Play in the joints seems appropriate for a measure that functions 
as a fexible, short-term tool. 

So far as I know, this Court has never reviewed the decision 
of a court of appeals to enter—or not enter—an administrative 
stay. I would not get into the business. When entered, an ad-
ministrative stay is supposed to be a short-lived prelude to the 
main event: a ruling on the motion for a stay pending appeal. I 
think it unwise to invite emergency litigation in this Court about 
whether a court of appeals abused its discretion at this pre-
liminary step—for example, by misjudging whether an adminis-
trative stay is the best way to minimize harm while the court 
deliberates. 

The real problem—and the one lurking in this case—is the risk 
that a court will avoid Nken for too long. An administrative stay 
should last no longer than necessary to make an intelligent deci-
sion on the motion for a stay pending appeal. Once the court is 
equipped to rule, its obligation to apply the Nken factors is 
triggered—a point that some judges have pressed their Circuits 
to consider. See, e. g., Doe v. Trump, 944 F. 3d 1222, 1226 (CA9 
2019) (Bress, J., dissenting); National Urban League, 977 F. 3d, 
at 705, n. 5 (Bumatay, J., dissenting). The United States suggests 
that, on several occasions, the Fifth Circuit has allowed adminis-
trative stays to linger for so long that they function like stays 
pending appeal. Application to Vacate Stay 15, n. 3. 

The time may come, in this case or another, when this Court 
is forced to conclude that an administrative stay has effectively 
become a stay pending appeal and review it accordingly. But at 
this juncture in this case, that conclusion would be premature. 
The applicants' opposition to the administrative stay included a 
request that any such stay itself be stayed for seven days pending 
an application to this Court, and the Fifth Circuit granted that 
request in its order. It is surprising that both the parties and 
the panel contemplated from the start that this Court might re-
view an administrative stay. Before this Court intervenes on the 
emergency docket, the Fifth Circuit should be the frst mover: It 
should apply the Nken factors and decide the motion for a stay 
pending appeal. It can presumably do so promptly. Texas's mo-
tion for a stay pending appeal was fully briefed in the Fifth 
Circuit by March 5, almost two weeks ago. Merits briefng on 
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Texas's challenge to the District Court's injunction of S. B. 4 is 
currently underway. If a decision does not issue soon, the appli-
cants may return to this Court. 

Justice Sotomayor, with whom Justice Jackson joins, 
dissenting. 

Today, the Court invites further chaos and crisis in immigration 
enforcement. Texas passed a law that directly regulates the 
entry and removal of noncitizens and explicitly instructs its state 
courts to disregard any ongoing federal immigration proceedings. 
That law upends the federal-state balance of power that has ex-
isted for over a century, in which the National Government has 
had exclusive authority over entry and removal of noncitizens. 
The District Court here declared that Texas's law amounts to 
“nullifcation of federal law and authority—a notion that is anti-
thetical to the Constitution and has been unequivocally rejected 
by the federal courts since the Civil War.” 719 F. Supp. 3d 640, 
652 (WD Tex. 2024). 

Texas appealed that ruling and sought to begin enforcing its 
law while it appeals. With no reasoned analysis, the Court of 
Appeals issued an administrative order allowing it to do so. 
Texas can now immediately enforce its own law imposing criminal 
liability on thousands of noncitizens and requiring their removal 
to Mexico. This law will disrupt sensitive foreign relations, frus-
trate the protection of individuals feeing persecution, hamper 
active federal enforcement efforts, undermine federal agencies' 
ability to detect and monitor imminent security threats, and deter 
noncitizens from reporting abuse or traffcking. 

The Court gives a green light to a law that will upend the 
longstanding federal-state balance of power and sow chaos, when 
the only court to consider the law concluded that it is likely uncon-
stitutional. This law implicates serious issues that are subject to 
ongoing political debate, and Texas's novel scheme requires care-
ful and reasoned consideration in the courts to determine which 
provisions may be unconstitutional. Although the Court today 
expresses no view on whether Texas's law is constitutional, and 
instead defers to a lower court's management of its docket, the 
Court of Appeals abused its discretion by entering an unreasoned 
and indefnite administrative stay that altered the status quo. 
This Court stands idle. Because I cannot, I dissent. 
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I 
A 

“The Government of the United States has broad, undoubted 
power over the subject of immigration and the status of [nonciti-
zens].” Arizona v. United States, 567 U. S. 387, 394 (2012). That 
power is near exclusive when it comes to the admission and re-
moval of noncitizens, and it precludes States from regulating 
entry and removal in a patchwork across the Nation. “It is fun-
damental that foreign countries concerned about the status, 
safety, and security of their nationals in the United States must be 
able to confer and communicate on this subject with one national 
sovereign, not the 50 separate States.” Id., at 395. Congress 
has enacted a comprehensive and detailed scheme concerning 
the entry and removal of noncitizens. See, e. g., 8 U. S. C. 
§ 1229a(a)(3) (federal removal proceedings are “the sole and exclu-
sive procedure for determining whether [a noncitizen] may be 
admitted to the United States or, if the [noncitizen] has been so 
admitted, removed from the United States”). 

Over a century of this Court's precedent confrms that the 
“authority to control immigration—to admit or exclude [non-
citizens]—is vested solely in the Federal Government.” Truax v. 
Raich, 239 U. S. 33, 42 (1915). “[T]he removal process is en-
trusted to the discretion of the Federal Government,” because 
removal decisions “touch on foreign relations and must be made 
with one voice.” Arizona, 567 U. S., at 409. 

B 
Texas Senate Bill 4 (S. B. 4) permits the State to arrest and 

remove to Mexico noncitizens who enter, attempt to enter, or 
reside in Texas, while instructing state courts to disregard any 
ongoing federal immigration proceedings. See S. B. 4, 88th Leg., 
4th Called Sess. (2023). As the Governor of Texas declared, 
S. B. 4 embodies Texas's view that its constitutional authority “is 
the supreme law of the land and supersedes any federal statutes 
to the contrary.” Governor Greg Abbott, Press Release, State-
ment on Texas's Constitutional Right to Self-Defense (Jan. 24, 
2024). 

Specifcally, S. B. 4 makes it a crime for a noncitizen to “ente[r] 
or attemp[t] to enter [Texas] directly from a foreign nation at any 
location other than a lawful port of entry.” Tex. Penal Code Ann. 
§ 51.02(a) (West 2024). It also makes it a crime for a noncitizen 
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to “ente[r], attemp[t] to enter,” or be found in Texas after pre-
viously having been “denied admission to or excluded, deported, 
or removed from the United States,” or having “departed from 
the United States while an order of . . . removal [wa]s outstand-
ing.” § 51.03(a). These crimes are punishable by thousands of 
dollars in fnes and up to one year in prison. § 51.03(b). 

Once Texas charges a noncitizen under S. B. 4, a state judge 
may, with the consent of the noncitizen, enter an order that “re-
quire[s] the person to return to the foreign nation from which the 
person entered or attempted to enter” before any conviction. 
Tex. Code Crim. Proc. Ann., Arts. 5B.002(a)–(c) (Vernon 2024). 
Once a noncitizen is convicted under S. B. 4, however, the judge 
“shall enter” an “order requiring the person to return to the 
foreign nation from which the person entered or attempted to 
enter” after he completes his state prison sentence. Art. 
5B.002(d). Failure to comply with these state removal orders is 
a second-degree felony punishable by up to 20 years in prison. 
Tex. Penal Code Ann. §§ 51.04, 12.21. Strikingly, state judges 
must explicitly disregard any parallel federal immigration pro-
ceedings. Tex. Code Crim. Proc. Ann., Art. 5B.003 (“A court may 
not abate the prosecution of [the relevant S. B. 4 offense] on the 
basis that a federal determination regarding the immigration sta-
tus of the defendant is pending or will be initiated”). 

C 

The United States, two private organizations, and the County 
of El Paso challenged S. B. 4. In a thorough 114-page opinion, 
the District Court granted a preliminary injunction, which it then 
declined to stay pending appeal. The District Court concluded 
that “the Supremacy Clause and Supreme Court precedent affrm 
that states may not exercise immigration enforcement power ex-
cept as authorized by the federal government,” and it concluded 
that “SB 4 conficts with key provisions of federal immigration 
law, to the detriment of the United States' foreign relations and 
treaty obligations.” 719 F. Supp. 3d, at 652. Therefore, “to al-
low Texas to permanently supersede federal directives on the 
basis of an invasion would amount to nullifcation of federal law 
and authority.” Ibid. 

Texas appealed to the Fifth Circuit and requested a stay pend-
ing appeal while the Fifth Circuit considered the District Court's 
preliminary injunction. The next day, in a one-sentence order, a 
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divided panel of the Fifth Circuit granted a “temporary adminis-
trative stay,” expedited the appeal, and deferred consideration of 
the motion for a stay pending appeal to the merits panel. App. 
to Application to Vacate Stay in No. 23A814, p. 2a. Oral argu-
ment is set for April 3, 2024. 

II 
Procedure can be just as consequential as substance. The Dis-

trict Court concluded that S. B. 4 was likely unconstitutional and 
would cause immediate chaos were it to go into effect. Texas 
nonetheless asked for permission to enforce that law while appeal-
ing the preliminary injunction. Without any reasoned analysis, 
the Fifth Circuit granted that relief in a one-line administrative 
order. The Fifth Circuit abused its discretion, and this Court 
makes the same mistake by permitting a temporary administra-
tive stay to alter the status quo that has existed for over a 
century. 

When a court concludes that a law is (or likely is) unconstitu-
tional, that decision generally takes immediate effect absent a 
stay. A stay “ ̀ suspend[s] judicial alteration of the status quo.' ” 
Nken v. Holder, 556 U. S. 418, 429 (2009). Because it can take 
time to provide considered review of diffcult questions, it is some-
times necessary to “grant preliminary relief to preserve the status 
quo ante—before the law went into effect.” Whole Woman's 
Health v. Jackson, 594 U. S. 975, 977 (2021) (Roberts, C. J., dis-
senting). To enter a stay, a court must frst decide that the un-
derlying decision is likely wrong, will cause irreparable injury, 
and is contrary to the public interest. Nken, 556 U. S., at 429. 
Even this preliminary decision whether to grant a stay can take 
time, however. 

That is where administrative stays come in. An administrative 
stay, or a “temporary stay,” is even more preliminary. It is in-
tended to pause the action on the ground for a short period of 
time until a court can consider a motion for a stay pending appeal. 
For that reason, at a minimum, administrative relief should (1) 
maintain the status quo and (2) be time limited. The Fifth Cir-
cuit's administrative stay here was neither, and thus constituted 
an abuse of discretion. 

Here, the Fifth Circuit's administrative stay upends the status 
quo because it allows S. B. 4—a brand new state law that alters 
the delicate balance of federal and state power in immigration 
enforcement—to go into effect. The District Court preliminarily 
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enjoined S. B. 4 and declined to stay that injunction. The Fifth 
Circuit did not need to enter an administrative stay to preserve 
the status quo; the District Court's decision already achieved that. 
The Fifth Circuit abused its discretion in entering the status-
altering administrative stay. 

The Fifth Circuit's administrative stay is also temporally un-
bounded. Because the Fifth Circuit deferred consideration of the 
motion for a stay pending appeal, the administrative stay is likely 
to last until the merits panel receives briefng, hears oral argu-
ment, and renders a decision on either Texas's appeal or at least 
Texas's motion for a stay pending appeal. That timeline would 
leave the administrative stay in effect for well over a month.* 

This Court owes respect and deference to a lower court's man-
agement of its own docket. Yet an administrative stay that not 
only upends the status quo but also extends that disruption in-
defnitely defeats the purpose of this Court's stay analysis and 
threatens to evade effective review of this unprecedented law. 
Cf. 16 C. Wright, A Miller, & E. Cooper, Federal Practice and 
Procedure § 3922.1 (3d ed. 2023) (temporary restraining orders 
that extend for too long are “apt to be held appealable as a 
preliminary injunction”). In my view, even a single day of the 
status quo disruption likely to be caused by S. B. 4 based on an 
unreasoned order is one day too many. Whether the Fifth Circuit 
calls this an administrative stay or something else, it has all the 
hallmarks of a stay pending appeal. To grant a stay pending 
appeal, however, a court must apply the relevant factors. 

Applying those factors, the District Court concluded that the 
applicants are likely to succeed on the merits of their claims be-
cause federal law pre-empts S. B. 4. Control of the Nation's 
borders, including the entry and exit of noncitizens, has long been 
the exclusive province of the Federal Government. See supra, 
at 1027–1089; see also Chy Lung v. Freeman, 92 U. S. 275, 280 (1876) 
(“The passage of laws which concern the admission of citizens and 

*The Fifth Circuit recently has developed a troubling habit of leaving 
“administrative” stays in place for weeks if not months. See, e.g., United 
States v. Abbott, No. 23–50632 (85 days, from Sept. 7, 2023, to Dec. 1, 2023); 
Petteway v. Galveston Cty., No. 23–40582 (41 days, from Oct. 18, 2023, to 
Nov. 28, 2023); Missouri v. Biden, No. 23–30445 (66 days, from July 14, 2023, 
to Sept. 18, 2023); R. J. Reynolds v. FDA, No. 23–60037 (57 days, from Jan. 
25, 2023, to Mar. 23, 2023); Campaign Legal Ctr. v. Scott, No. 22–50692 (48 
days, from Aug. 12, 2022, to Sept. 29, 2022). 
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subjects of foreign nations to our shores belongs to Congress, and 
not to the States”). Because S. B. 4 appears to intrude on the 
exclusive federal authority to regulate entry and removal of non-
citizens and does so in a way that conficts with multiple provi-
sions of federal law, the District Court concluded that S. B. 4 was 
likely unconstitutional. The District Court also found that S. B. 
4 would cause irreparable harm if it went into effect. See infra, 
at 1092–1093. Texas identifes its harm as the failure of the Exec-
utive Branch to enforce immigration law, undoubtedly an issue on 
which there is ongoing political debate. Yet this Court has re-
cently emphasized that “the Executive Branch also retains discre-
tion over whether to remove a noncitizen from the United States,” 
despite claims of harm to a State. United States v. Texas, 599 
U. S. 670, 679 (2023). 

In sum, the District Court concluded that S. B. 4 was both 
likely unconstitutional and would cause immediate turmoil, and 
denied Texas's request for permission to enforce the law nonethe-
less while appealing the preliminary injunction. Without any 
reasoned analysis, the Fifth Circuit granted that relief, and this 
Court now permits the Fifth Circuit's temporary administrative 
stay to linger indefnitely. 

III 
The real world consequences of S. B. 4, many of which the 

District Court recognized, see 719 F. Supp. 3d, at 695–702, illus-
trate why the Fifth Circuit and this Court should have proceeded 
carefully and deliberately to maintain the status quo before let-
ting S. B. 4 go into effect. 

First, S. B. 4 “immediately disrupt[s] sensitive foreign relations 
agreements, particularly around the destination for the removal of 
noncitizens,” and “irreparably derail[s]” ongoing discussions with 
Mexico intended “to reduce irregular migration at the southern 
border.” Id., at 695–696. The United States has treaty obliga-
tions concerning where it may remove citizens of other Nations 
that S. B. 4 disregards by removing all targeted noncitizens to 
Mexico. “Mexico . . . has already protested the law and will likely 
continue to do so as Texas deports Central and South American 
immigrants into the country.” Id., at 701. 

Second, S. B. 4 “frustrates the United States' efforts and obliga-
tions to protect individuals feeing from persecution or torture.” 
Id., at 696. In particular, as the District Court noted, “state 
judges may not consider federal asylum applications as a reason 
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to abate state removal proceedings.” Id., at 698. As a result, 
“Texas may remove or incarcerate many noncitizens with valid 
asylum or withholding claims, in violation of U. S. treaty obliga-
tions.” Id., at 701. 

Third, S. B. 4 hampers active federal immigration enforcement 
efforts and places federal immigration offcers in danger. The 
Department of Homeland Security (DHS) may “lose the ability to 
pursue expedited removals, which must be used to remove noncit-
izens within 14 days of their arrival into the country.” Id., at 
697. As the District Court noted, “[b]y changing immigration pat-
terns to more dangerous terrain, SB 4 will also risk placing DHS 
offcers in more danger as they mount emergency responses to 
individuals in life-threatening situations.” Ibid. That same 
“[t]errain along these borders” may “resul[t] in more immigrant 
deaths.” Ibid. 

Fourth, S. B. 4 can harm “federal agencies' ability to detect 
security risks . . . as Texas police disrupt DHS's ability to cen-
trally and timely monitor illicit drug trades, human traffcking, 
and imminent threats.” Id., at 701. For example, “[e]ven if 
Texas does share all data related to noncitizen arrests with DHS, 
the agency will have a diminished ability to detect time-sensitive 
threats,” which may hinder “counterterrorism efforts.” Id., at 
697. 

Fifth, S. B. 4 may force El Paso County, one of the applicants, 
to “have to pay to expand its jail, provide counsel for indigent 
defendants, and hire more Sheriff deputies and court personnel. 
El Paso County may lose the ability to focus on high risk or 
violent criminals, harming its jail cost containment efforts.” Id., 
at 698 (citation omitted). 

Sixth, S. B. 4 “would immediately impose criminal liability on 
thousands of noncitizens who re-entered the state. The removal 
of noncitizens cannot be undone, even if a stay on [the District 
Court's] injunction is ultimately lifted. Thousands of individuals 
should not be arrested, incarcerated, or removed prior to resolu-
tion of SB 4's constitutionality.” Id., at 701. Even if a state 
offcer only “escorts a noncitizen to the border” and “departs after 
the noncitizen enters the other country,” S. B. 4 still forces a 
noncitizen to “either depart into Mexico or . . . face 20 years in 
prison if they do not.” Id., at 669. 

The District Court did not ignore Texas's own harm arguments, 
of course. “[T]he Court does not doubt the risk that cartels and 
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drug traffcking pose to many people in Texas. But as explained, 
Texas can (and does) already criminalize those activities.” Id., 
at 701. 

In light of the consequences detailed by the District Court, 
the Fifth Circuit should have considered the constitutionality and 
irreparable harm caused by S. B. 4 before allowing the law to go 
into effect. Instead, it opened the door to profound disruption. 
This Court makes the same mistake. 

* * * 

The Court confronts a state immigration law that will trans-
form the balance of power at the border and have life-altering 
consequences for noncitizens in Texas. Texas's novel scheme re-
quires careful and reasoned consideration in the courts. The Dis-
trict Court gave S. B. 4 careful consideration and found that it 
was likely unconstitutional. The Fifth Circuit has not yet 
weighed in, but nevertheless issued a one-sentence administrative 
order that is maximally disruptive to foreign relations, national 
security, the federal-state balance of power, and the lives of non-
citizens. The Court should not permit this state of affairs. I 
dissent. 

Justice Kagan, dissenting. 
I respectfully dissent from the Court's denial of this application 

to vacate the stay. In my judgment, the applicants satisfy the 
four-factor test set out in Nken v. Holder, 556 U. S. 418, 434 
(2009), governing when a stay pending appeal is appropriate. My 
views of the merits are, as always in this posture, preliminary. 
But the subject of immigration generally, and the entry and re-
moval of noncitizens particularly, are matters long thought the 
special province of the Federal Government. See Arizona v. 
United States, 567 U. S. 387, 394 (2012); Chy Lung v. Freeman, 
92 U. S. 275, 280 (1876). Given that established understanding, I 
would not allow Texas Senate Bill 4 to go into effect. And in 
the circumstances, I do not think the Fifth Circuit's use of an 
administrative stay, rather than a stay pending appeal, should 
matter. Administrative stays surely have their uses. But a 
court's unreasoned decision to impose one for more than a month, 
rather than answer the stay pending appeal issue before it, should 
not spell the difference between respecting and revoking long-
settled immigration law. 
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March 20, 2024 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 23–7041 (23A855). Pye v. Oliver, Commissioner, Geor-
gia Department of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Ap-
plication for stay of execution of sentence of death, presented 
to Justice Thomas, and by him referred to the Court, denied. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–7042 (23A856). Pye v. Emmons, Warden. Sup. Ct. 
Ga. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, pre-
sented to Justice Thomas, and by him referred to the Court, 
denied. Certiorari denied. 

March 25, 2024 

Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 

No. 23–46. United States v. Jones. C. A. 4th Cir. Motion 
of respondent for leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. 
Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case remanded for fur-
ther consideration in light of Pulsifer v. United States, 601 U. S. 
124 (2024). Reported below: 60 F. 4th 230. 

Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 23–6508. Brunson v. North Carolina. Gen. Ct. Jus-
tice, Super. Ct. Div., Cumberland County. Motion of petitioner 
for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and certiorari 
dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23M67. Hadsell v. United States. Motion to direct 
the clerk to fle petition for writ of certiorari out of time denied. 

No. 23–6591. Green v. U. S. Bank N. A. C. A. 4th Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied. 
Petitioner is allowed until April 15, 2024, within which to pay the 
docketing fee required by Rule 38(a) and to submit a petition in 
compliance with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 

No. 23–6864. In re Roberts. Motion of petitioner for leave 
to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and petition for writ of 
habeas corpus 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-
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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). 

No. 23–6529. In re Ramirez. Petition for writ of manda-
mus denied. 

No. 23–6728. In re Pitawanakwat. Petition for writ of 
mandamus and/or prohibition denied. 

No. 23–6507. In re Hearn. Petition for writ of prohibition 
denied. 

Certiorari Denied 
No. 22–828. Pace v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio-

rari denied. Reported below: 48 F. 4th 741. 

No. 22–6076. Rauber v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–6391. Palomares v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 52 F. 4th 640. 

No. 22–6536. Jackson v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–6803. Thomas v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7059. Haynes v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 55 F. 4th 1075. 

No. 22–7436. Kolkman v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7650. Washington v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7702. Montero v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7709. Thackerson v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 22–7756. Zeno v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 22–7807. Holguin v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–377. Dutra et al. v. Jackson; and 
No. 23–514. Jackson v. Dutra et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-

rari denied. 

No. 23–463. Brokamp v. James, Attorney General of New 
York, et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
66 F. 4th 374. 

No. 23–551. GMS Mine Repair v. Federal Mine Safety 
and Health Review Commission et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 72 F. 4th 1314. 

No. 23–636. Rafay v. Jackson. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–652. Dotson, Director, Virginia Department of 
Corrections v. Justus. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 78 F. 4th 97. 

No. 23–660. Grupo Unidos por el Canal, S. A., et al. v. 
Autoridad del Canal de Panama. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 78 F. 4th 1252. 

No. 23–666. Cunningham v. United States. C. A. Armed 
Forces. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 83 M. J. 367. 

No. 23–674. Hernández-Montañez v. Financial Over-
sight and Management Board for Puerto Rico; and 

No. 23–678. Pierluisi, Governor of Puerto Rico, et al. v. 
Financial Oversight and Management Board for Puerto 
Rico. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 77 
F. 4th 49. 

No. 23–780. Misquith v. St. Mary’s Medical Center. Dist. 
Ct. App. Fla., 4th Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–784. Rosellini v. New Jersey Ofce of Attorney 
Ethics. Sup. Ct. N. J. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 254 
N. J. 442, 297 A. 3d 1243. 

No. 23–793. Armenta v. California. Super. Ct. Cal., 
County of Los Angeles. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–798. EEE Minerals, LLC, et al. v. North Dakota 
et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 81 
F. 4th 809. 
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No. 23–822. Sandmann v. New York Times Co. et al. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 78 F. 4th 319. 

No. 23–829. Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, et al. v. Deer 
Creek Water Corp. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 82 F. 4th 972. 

No. 23–850. Jones v. McKeague, Senior Judge, United 
States Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit, et al. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–857. Salis v. Attorney Grievance Committee for 
the First Judicial Department. Ct. App. N. Y. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 40 N. Y. 3d 965, 218 N. E. 3d 146. 

No. 23–875. Estate of Townsend et al. v. Berman et al. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 81 F. 4th 
1264. 

No. 23–882. Emick v. Colorado et al. Ct. App. Colo. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–896. Garnand et al. v. Moore et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–898. Thornton v. Wisconsin. Ct. App. Wis. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–904. Golden v. United States. C. A. Fed. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–908. Woojin Cho v. New York. Sup. Ct. N. Y., App. 
Term, 1st Jud. Dept. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 79 
Misc. 3d 127(A), 190 N. Y. S. 3d 574. 

No. 23–948. Texas Aromatics, L. P., et al. v. Interconti-
nental Terminals Co., L. L. C. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 85 F. 4th 343. 

No. 23–5149. Escalera v. United States; Olvera v. 
United States; and Martinez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5304. Hutchison v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–5604. Ordunez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

Page Proof Pending Publication



ORDERS 1099 

601 U. S. March 25, 2024 

No. 23–5691. Garcia v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6029. Bustam v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6490. Patterson v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 2d 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 374 So. 3d 779. 

No. 23–6491. Hopson v. Hunt. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6504. Prall v. Platkin, Attorney General of 
New Jersey, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6512. Sokell v. Pedro, Superintendent, Eastern 
Oregon Correctional Institution. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6513. Mogan v. Sacks, Ricketts & Case LLP, et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6515. Hall v. Lumpkin, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6516. Whatley et al. v. City of North Charles-
ton, South Carolina, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6518. Bailey v. Nevada Parole Board et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6522. Salahuddin v. Wilkes, Warden, et al. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6533. Bradley v. Cooper, Governor of North Car-
olina, et al. Gen. Ct. Justice, Super. Ct. Div., Columbus 
County, N. C. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6537. Steshenko v. Foothill-De Anza Community 
College District et al. Ct. App. Cal., 6th App. Dist. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6538. Ye-Ying Cen v. Cass. Ct. App. Minn. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6561. Thompson v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

Page Proof Pending Publication



1100 OCTOBER TERM, 2023 

March 25, 2024 601 U. S. 

No. 23–6564. Teats v. Watwood, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6578. Sundwall v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 3d 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 367 So. 3d 1238. 

No. 23–6582. Emerson v. United States District Court, 
et al. (two judgments). Sup. Ct. Ohio. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 170 Ohio St. 3d 1510, 2023-Ohio-2600, 214 N. E. 3d 
571 (frst judgment); 170 Ohio St. 3d 1510, 2023-Ohio-2600, 214 
N. E. 3d 575 (second judgment). 

No. 23–6583. Khan v. SAP Labs, LLC. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6598. Mohamed v. Forshey, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6603. Jackson v. Sproul, Sheriff, Dougherty 
County, Georgia, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6617. Harvey v. Becerra, Secretary of Health 
and Human Services. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6651. Martin v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6653. Marvin v. United States Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6655. Hall v. Annucci et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6660. Manning v. New Jersey. Super. Ct. N. J., App. 
Div. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6766. Jordan v. Newman et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6800. Espinosa v. New York. Ct. App. N. Y. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 40 N. Y. 3d 1065, 225 N. E. 3d 
849. 

No. 23–6821. Zacarias Diaz v. Oregon Department of 
Corrections et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6853. Campbell v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6856. Aguiar v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6857. Gibson v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6862. AbdelHaq v. Ames, Superintendent, Mount 
Olive Correctional Complex. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6866. Abreu v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6868. Nelson v. Salmonsen et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6869. Forbito v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6876. Bronson v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6878. Avalos-Sanchez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6880. Lunsford v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6881. Salinas v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6882. Brown v. Adkins, Warden, et al. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–524. American Forest Resource Council et al. 
v. United States et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Justice Gorsuch and Justice Kavanaugh would grant the pe-
tition for writ of certiorari. Reported below: 77 F. 4th 787. 

No. 23–525. Murphy Co. et al. v. Biden, President of the 
United States, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Jus-
tice Gorsuch and Justice Kavanaugh would grant the petition 
for writ of certiorari. Reported below: 65 F. 4th 1122. 
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No. 23–555. Wilson v. United States. C. A. D. C. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Kavanaugh took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 77 
F. 4th 837. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 23–5712. Gwen v. Mayes, Attorney General of Ari-
zona, et al., 601 U. S. 950; 

No. 23–5798. Oliver v. Florida Commission on Offender 
Review, 601 U. S. 980; 

No. 23–5883. Malik Bey v. Ohio, 601 U. S. 981; 
No. 23–5924. Ohan v. American Medical Assn. et al., 601 

U. S. 982; 
No. 23–6056. Sorbel v. South Dakota ex rel. South Da-

kota Department of Social Services et al., 601 U. S. 1002; 
No. 23–6089. Blockson v. Oliver, Warden, et al., 601 

U. S. 1002; 
No. 23–6288. Velasquez v. Baldock et al., 601 U. S. 1031; 

and 
No. 23–6337. Ahmad v. Day et al., 601 U. S. 1033. Petitions 

for rehearing denied. 

April 1, 2024 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 23A802. Shekar v. Illinois. Application for stay, ad-
dressed to The Chief Justice and referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 23M68. Barnett v. Drummond, District Judge, Dis-
trict Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma. Motion for leave 
to fle petition for writ of certiorari with supplemental appendix 
under seal granted. 

No. 23M69. Cameron v. Cameron. Motion to direct the 
Clerk to fle petition for writ of certiorari out of time denied. 

No. 23M70. Butler v. United States. Motion for leave to 
fle petition for writ of certiorari under seal with redacted copies 
for the public record granted. 

No. 23–6510. In re Shove. Motion of petitioner for reconsid-
eration of order denying leave to proceed in forma pauperis [601 
U. S. 1017] denied. 
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No. 23–6613. Allen v. Allen et al. Sup. Ct. N. C.; and 
No. 23–6614. Allen v. Allen et al. Sup. Ct. N. C. Mo-

tions of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied. 
Petitioner is allowed until April 22, 2024, within which to pay the 
docketing fees required by Rule 38(a) and to submit petitions in 
compliance with Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 

No. 23–6944. In re West. Petition for writ of habeas cor-
pus denied. 

No. 23–6565. In re Thompson; and 
No. 23–6606. In re Alonso Jimenez. Petitions for writs of 

mandamus denied. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 23–665. Goede v. AstraZeneca Pharmaceuticals, LP, 
et al. Ct. App. Minn. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 992 
N. W. 2d 700. 

No. 23–786. Myers v. Myers et al. App. Ct. Mass. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 102 Mass. App. 1118, 210 N. E. 
3d 440. 

No. 23–796. Ficep Corp. v. Peddinghaus Corp. C. A. Fed. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–800. Shetty et al. v. Block et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–806. Indiezone, Inc., et al. v. Rooke et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–810. Jean-Baptiste v. Almonte Stream Food Corp. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–815. McRay et al. v. Dow Golub Remels & Gil-
breath PLLC. Ct. App. Tex., 1st Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–817. Donatelli et al. v. Town of Old Orchard 
Beach, Maine, et al. Sup. Jud. Ct. Me. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–821. Smith v. Krupp, Judge, Superior Court of 
Massachusetts, Norfolk County, et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 
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No. 23–823. Salem v. Illinois Attorney Registration and 
Disciplinary Commission et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 85 F. 4th 438. 

No. 23–839. Littleeld et al. v. Department of the In-
terior et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 85 F. 4th 635. 

No. 23–849. Rateld v. Cohen et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–872. Patrick v. Perez. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 83 F. 4th 1029. 

No. 23–881. Bruce v. City of Miamisburg, Ohio. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–892. Brock v. Department of Transportation. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–903. Stone et al. v. Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
86 F. 4th 1320. 

No. 23–905. Hanson v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–912. Adkins v. Ritz-Carlton Hotel Co., L. L. C. 
C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–921. Blount v. United States et al. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–922. McCray v. City of Beloit, Wisconsin, et al. 
Ct. App. Wis. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–945. Bangiyeva v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 75 F. 4th 445. 

No. 23–6607. Lott v. Ohio Job and Family Services De-
partment. Ct. App. Ohio, 4th App. Dist., Washington County. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6610. Helfrick v. Rabb, Deputy Commonwealth’s 
Attorney of Culpeper County. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6625. Frazer v. Bakery & Drivers Local 550 
et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 23–6628. Sindaco v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 23–6633. Green v. Prince George’s County Ofce of 
Child Support et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6636. Oliver v. Mihelic et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6637. Aleman Hernandez v. Palm Beach County 
State Attorney. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6665. Hougen v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 76 F. 4th 805. 

No. 23–6670. Fernandez v. Board of Pemberton Town-
ship et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6675. Antonio Sgromo v. Ryan, Judge, Superior 
Court of Arizona, Maricopa County, et al. Sup. Ct. Ariz. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6676. Antonio Sgromo v. Bestway USA Inc. et al. 
Ct. App. Ariz. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6683. Poteat v. Lydon et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 23–6703. Collings v. Vandergriff, Warden. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6727. Erb v. Rivello, Superintendent, State Cor-
rectional Institution at Huntingdon, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6733. Janvier v. Dixon, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6784. Elbeblawy v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6785. Rogers v. Wells Fargo Bank, N. A. Ct. App. 
N. C. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 289 N. C. App. 268, 
887 S. E. 2d 123. 

No. 23–6789. Maya v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 6th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 363 So. 3d 1191. 
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April 1, 2024 601 U. S. 

No. 23–6822. Brozenick v. Pennsylvania et al. C. A. 3d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6823. Alexander v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6824. Lynch v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6825. Mack v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6827. Leon-Moya v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6829. Parson v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 84 F. 4th 930. 

No. 23–6834. Sestak v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6836. Ruixue Shi v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6837. Carbonaro v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6840. Kaye v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6845. Biester-Villeda v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6849. Salazar-Grimaldo v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6850. Lujan v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6851. Portillo-Gonzalez v. United States. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 80 F. 4th 910. 

No. 23–6855. Hungerford v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6870. Perez-Lainez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6871. Powell v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 78 F. 4th 203. 
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No. 23–6884. Duberek v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6886. Torres v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6889. Barton v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6893. Rubini v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 2d Dist. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6894. Gonzales, fka Montour v. Eplett, Warden. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 77 F. 4th 585. 

No. 23–6895. Croft v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 87 F. 4th 644. 

No. 23–6896. Rimas v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 23–6899. Robinson v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 23–6900. Hill v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 80 F. 4th 595. 

No. 23–6935. Gaede v. North Dakota. Sup. Ct. N. D. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2023 ND 242, 999 N. W. 2d 626. 

No. 23–851. Doe v. Purdue University et al. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Barrett took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 23–539. De Botton v. Quality Loan Service Corpora-
tion of Washington et al., 601 U. S. 1000; 

No. 23–742. Kiser et al. v. Langer, 601 U. S. 1024; 
No. 23–5765. Day v. Precythe, Director, Missouri De-

partment of Corrections, et al., 601 U. S. 979; 
No. 23–6027. Sweet v. Sweet et al., 601 U. S. 1001; 
No. 23–6153. Harris v. Hunt et al., 601 U. S. 1027; 
No. 23–6193. Smith v. United States, 601 U. S. 990; 
No. 23–6292. Crowell v. Sevier, Warden, 601 U. S. 1004; 

and 
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No. 23–6324. Bonanno v. Virginia et al., 601 U. S. 1032. 
Petitions for rehearing denied. 

April 2, 2024 

Miscellaneous Orders* 

No. 23A862. Trevino et al. v. Palmer et al. D. C. W. D. 
Wash. Application for stay, presented to Justice Kagan, and 
by her referred to the Court, denied. 

April 4, 2024 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 23–7136 (23A878). Smith v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. 
Okla. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, pre-
sented to Justice Kavanaugh, and by him referred to the Court, 
denied. Certiorari denied. Justice Gorsuch took no part in 
the consideration or decision of this application and this petition. 

April 9, 2024 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 23–7119 (23A876). Dorsey v. Vandergriff, Warden. 
Sup. Ct. Mo. Application for stay of execution of sentence of 
death, presented to Justice Kavanaugh, and by him referred to 
the Court, denied. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 685 
S. W. 3d 18. 

No. 23–7153 (23A890). Dorsey v. Vandergriff, Warden. 
Sup. Ct. Mo. Application for stay of execution of sentence of 
death, presented to Justice Kavanaugh, and by him referred to 
the Court, denied. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 685 
S. W. 3d 18. 

*For the Court's orders prescribing amendments to the Federal Rules of 
Appellate Procedure, see 601 U. S. –––; restyled rules, amendments, and an 
addition to the Federal Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure, see 601 U. S. –––; 
an amendment to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, see 601 U. S. –––; 
and amendments and an addition to the Federal Rules of Evidence, see 601 
U. S. –––. 

Page Proof Pending Publication




