
ORDERS FOR JUNE 13 THROUGH
 
SEPTEMBER 28, 2011
 

June 13, 2011 
Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 

No. 10–868. Cate, Secretary, California Department of 
Corrections and Rehabilitation v. Pirtle (Reported below: 
611 F. 3d 1015); Cate, Secretary, California Department of 
Corrections and Rehabilitation v. Johnson (394 Fed. Appx. 
419); Hartley v. Sneed (390 Fed. Appx. 682); Cate, Secretary, 
California Department of Corrections and Rehabilita­

tion v. Mosley; and Cate, Secretary, California Depart­

ment of Corrections and Rehabilitation v. Slater (400 Fed. 
Appx. 224). C. A. 9th Cir. Motions of respondents John H. Pir­
tle, Robert Everett Johnson, Anthony Sneed, and Michael Craig 
Slater for leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. Certio­
rari as to John H. Pirtle, Robert Everett Johnson, Anthony Sneed, 
and Michael Craig Slater granted, judgments vacated, and cases 
remanded for further consideration in light of Swarthout v. Cooke, 
562 U. S. 216 (2011) (per curiam). Certiorari as to Ron Mosley 
denied. 

No. 10–987. Affiliated Computer Services, Inc. v. Fen­

sterstock. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, 
and case remanded for further consideration in light of AT&T 
Mobility LLC v. Concepcion, 563 U. S. 333 (2011). Reported 
below: 611 F. 3d 124. 

No. 10–1070. Eisai Co., Ltd., et al. v. Teva Pharmaceuti­

cals USA, Inc., Through Its Gate Pharmaceuticals Divi­

sion. C. A. Fed. 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). Re­
ported below: 620 F. 3d 1341. 

Certiorari Dismissed 
No. 10–9970. LaFountain v. Balcarcel. C. A. 6th Cir. 

Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis de­
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nied, 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 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. 10–10027. Wheeler v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 5th 
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). Reported below: 53 
So. 3d 238. 

No. 10–10207. Williams v. Pierce, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis de­
nied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court’s Rule 39.8. 

Miscellaneous Orders 
No. D–2570. In re Disbarment of Helm. Disbarment en­

tered. [For earlier order herein, see 562 U. S. 818.] 

No. D–2581. In re Disbarment of Lerach. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 562 U. S. 1040.] 

No. D–2582. In re Disbarment of Cervizzi. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 562 U. S. 1040.] 

No. D–2583. In re Disbarment of Reich. Disbarment en­
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 562 U. S. 1040.] 

No. D–2584. In re Disbarment of Ryan. Disbarment en­
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 562 U. S. 1040.] 

No. D–2585. In re Disbarment of Ford. Disbarment en­
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 562 U. S. 1040.] 

No. D–2586. In re Disbarment of Mitchell. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 562 U. S. 1041.] 
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No. D–2587. In re Disbarment of Trum. Disbarment en­
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 562 U. S. 1041.] 

No. 10M113. Salt River Project Agricultural Improve­

ment and Power District et al. v. Arizona et al. Motion 
to direct the Clerk to file petition for writ of certiorari out of 
time denied. 

No. 10–947. Bank Melli Iran New York Representative 
Office v. Weinstein et al. C. A. 2d Cir. The Solicitor Gen­
eral is invited to file a brief in this case expressing the views of 
the United States. 

No. 10–8820. Gonzalez Lora v. United States. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Motion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying 
leave to proceed in forma pauperis [562 U. S. 1268] denied. Jus­

tice Kagan took no part in the consideration or decision of this 
motion. 

No. 10–9938. Adams v. Merck & Co., Inc. C. A. 5th Cir.; 
No. 10–10051. Albahri v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 1st 

Dist.; and 
No. 10–10150. Mbakpou v. Committee on Admissions, Dis­

trict of Columbia Court of Appeals. Ct. App. D. C. Mo­
tions of petitioners for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied. 
Petitioners are allowed until July 5, 2011, 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. 10–10637. In re Eckstrom. Petition for writ of habeas 
corpus denied. 

No. 10–10568. In re Schotz. Petition for writ of habeas cor­
pus denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. 

No. 10–9904. In re Del Rio. Petition for writ of manda­
mus denied. 

Certiorari Granted 
No. 10–875. Hall et ux. v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 

Certiorari granted. Reported below: 617 F. 3d 1161. 

No. 10–895. Gonzalez v. Thaler, Director, Texas Depart­

ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi­
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sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari granted limited to the following 
questions: (1) Was there jurisdiction to issue a certificate of ap­
pealability under 28 U. S. C. § 2253(c) and to adjudicate petitioner’s 
appeal? (2) Was the application for a writ of habeas corpus out 
of time under 28 U. S. C. § 2244(d)(1) due to “the date on which 
the judgment became final by the conclusion of direct review or 
the expiration of the time for seeking such review”? Reported 
below: 623 F. 3d 222. 

No. 10–7387. Setser v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Mo­
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. 
Certiorari granted. Reported below: 607 F. 3d 128. 

No. 10–8145. Smith v. Cain, Warden. Crim. Dist. Ct. La., 
Orleans Parish. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in 
forma pauperis granted. Certiorari granted. 

Certiorari Denied. (See also No. 10–868, supra.) 

No. 10–1020. Consolidation Coal Co. et al. v. United 
States. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
615 F. 3d 1378. 

No. 10–1117. Naglich et al. v. Camp et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 400 Fed. Appx. 519. 

No. 10–1214. Freedom From Religion Foundation v. 
United States et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Re­
ported below: 626 F. 3d 1. 

No. 10–1225. Bombardier Inc. et al. v. Dow Chemical 
Canada ULC et al. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. Dist. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 10–1227. Johnson v. Roberts et al. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 410 Fed. Appx. 104. 

No. 10–1235. Kovacic et al. v. Villarreal et al. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 628 F. 3d 209. 

No. 10–1255. Cowitt et ux., Individually and as Trust­

ees for the Cowitt Family Trust v. Reilly et ux. Ct. App. 
Cal., 2d App. Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–1258. Ledbetter et al. v. Federal Aviation Ad­

ministration. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 392 Fed. Appx. 779. 
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No. 10–1260. Gard et ux. v. City of Omaha, Nebraska. 
Ct. App. Neb. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 18 Neb. App. 
504, 786 N. W. 2d 688. 

No. 10–1296. Coates v. Office of Attorney Regulation 
of Colorado et al. Sup. Ct. Colo. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–1324. Hannan v. City of Philadelphia, Pennsylva­

nia, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
408 Fed. Appx. 581. 

No. 10–1347. Freeman v. Miller-Stout, Superintendent, 
Airway Heights Corrections Center. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–1372. Full Value Advisors, LLC v. Securities and 
Exchange Commission. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 633 F. 3d 1101. 

No. 10–1376. LeBlanc et al. v. United States. C. A. Fed. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 410 Fed. Appx. 323. 

No. 10–1379. Davis v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–1386. Hoffman, aka Alamo v. United States. C. A. 
8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 626 F. 3d 993. 

No. 10–7592. Doe v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 617 F. 3d 766. 

No. 10–8832. Hernandez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 399 Fed. Appx. 26. 

No. 10–8907. Gallaher v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 624 F. 3d 934. 

No. 10–8908. Garcia v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 401 Fed. Appx. 860. 

No. 10–9076. Lawrence v. Cooper, Attorney General of 
North Carolina, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 398 Fed. Appx. 884. 

No. 10–9176. Burdett v. Reynoso et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 399 Fed. Appx. 276. 
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No. 10–9209. Purvis v. Oest et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 614 F. 3d 713. 

No. 10–9334. Ross v. Federal Deposit Insurance Corpo­

ration, as Receiver of Washington Mutual Bank. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 625 F. 3d 808. 

No. 10–9555. Ervin v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 1st Dist. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 333 S. W. 3d 187. 

No. 10–9758. Balentine v. Thaler, Director, Texas De­

partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
626 F. 3d 842. 

No. 10–9886. Fleming v. Chicago Transit Authority. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 397 Fed. 
Appx. 249. 

No. 10–9887. Glenn v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 3d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 43 So. 3d 58. 

No. 10–9888. Henderson v. Thaler, Director, Texas De­

partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–9895. Bridges v. Dormire, Superintendent, Jef­

ferson City Correctional Center. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio­
rari denied. 

No. 10–9898. Guo v. Wagstaff et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–9900. B. J. G. v. St. Charles County Sheriff et al. 
C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 400 Fed. 
Appx. 127. 

No. 10–9908. Dingle v. Koppel, Warden, et al. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 380 Fed. Appx. 347. 

No. 10–9920. Clark v. Nevada. Sup. Ct. Nev. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 127 Nev. 1126. 

No. 10–9924. Stokes v. Moorman. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 406 Fed. Appx. 823. 
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No. 10–9926. Macias v. Donat, Warden, et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 408 Fed. Appx. 44. 

No. 10–9928. King v. Tennessee. Sup. Ct. Tenn. Certio­
rari denied. 

No. 10–9929. Johnson v. North Carolina. Sup. Ct. N. C. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 365 N. C. 70, 705 S. E. 2d 
736. 

No. 10–9933. Young v. Larkins, Warden. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–9940. Gragg v. Prosper, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 411 Fed. Appx. 43. 

No. 10–9943. Wahl v. Premo, Superintendent, Oregon 
State Penitentiary. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re­
ported below: 407 Fed. Appx. 236. 

No. 10–9945. Norwood v. Sullivan, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 390 Fed. Appx. 762. 

No. 10–9953. Brown v. Thaler, Director, Texas Depart­

ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi­

sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–9954. Savage v. Bonavitacola et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 404 Fed. Appx. 568. 

No. 10–9958. Medina, aka Alverio v. Raemisch et al. Ct. 
App. Wis. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–9962. McGruder v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 2d 
App. Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–9963. McMillian v. Berghuis, Warden. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–9966. Price v. South Carolina. Ct. Common Pleas 
of Richland County, S. C. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–9967. Jackson v. Chairman and Members of the 
Missouri Board of Probation and Parole et al. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 10–9969. Jones v. Maryland. Ct. Sp. App. Md. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 196 Md. App. 740. 

No. 10–9978. Tatro v. Thaler, Director, Texas Depart­

ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi­

sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–9981. Andrews v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 280 Va. 231, 699 S. E. 2d 237. 

No. 10–9985. Martin v. Oklahoma. Ct. Crim. App. Okla. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–9986. Martin v. Province, Warden. Ct. Crim. App. 
Okla. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–9988. S. G. v. J. H. Ct. App. Tex., 9th Dist. Certio­
rari denied. 

No. 10–9992. Northup v. Thaler, Director, Texas De­

partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10001. Reis v. Fannie Mae et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10006. Estrada v. Buss, Secretary, Florida De­

partment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10016. Hercules-Lopez v. Michigan. Ct. App. Mich. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10041. Furrow v. Lappin, Director, Federal Bu­

reau of Prisons, et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 393 Fed. Appx. 398. 

No. 10–10043. Graves v. Padula, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 394 Fed. Appx. 978. 

No. 10–10053. Scarlett v. Buss, Secretary, Florida De­

partment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 404 Fed. Appx. 394. 

No. 10–10059. Elster v. California Board of Parole 
Hearings et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 10–10079. Kafatia v. United States District Court 
for the Central District of California et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10105. Bermudez v. New Jersey. Super. Ct. N. J., 
App. Div. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10127. Partovi v. United States. C. A. D. C. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 409 Fed. Appx. 355. 

No. 10–10135. Steward v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 407 Fed. Appx. 770. 

No. 10–10139. Partovi v. Unknown Officer et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10152. Gillott v. Ryan, Director, Arizona De­

partment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 10–10166. Akbar v. Padula, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 404 Fed. Appx. 733. 

No. 10–10189. Wellman v. Colorado. Ct. App. Colo. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–10192. Jason K. v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 4th 
App. Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 188 Cal. 
App. 4th 1545, 116 Cal. Rptr. 3d 443. 

No. 10–10234. Johnson v. Swarthout, Warden. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 405 Fed. Appx. 161. 

No. 10–10237. McNair v. Coleman, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Fayette, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10277. Cuevas-Hernandez v. Wasden, Attorney 
General of Idaho. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10302. Oral H. v. Connecticut. App. Ct. Conn. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 125 Conn. App. 276, 7 A. 
3d 444. 

No. 10–10314. Smith v. Stevenson, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 410 Fed. Appx. 728. 
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No. 10–10388. Bucklon v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 2d 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 53 So. 3d 1033. 

No. 10–10408. Cameron v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 410 Fed. Appx. 626. 

No. 10–10411. Salinas v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 405 Fed. Appx. 78. 

No. 10–10413. Reyes-Rezendes v. United States. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10415. Smith v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 633 F. 3d 889. 

No. 10–10418. Perry v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 415 Fed. Appx. 471. 

No. 10–10425. Wolfe v. Wisconsin. Ct. App. Wis. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 325 Wis. 2d 401, 786 N. W. 2d 489. 

No. 10–10429. Ross v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 413 Fed. Appx. 457. 

No. 10–10434. Woodbury v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 403 Fed. Appx. 813. 

No. 10–10435. Smith v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 417 Fed. Appx. 911. 

No. 10–10439. Salazar v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 396 Fed. Appx. 44. 

No. 10–10440. Hernandez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 633 F. 3d 370. 

No. 10–10441. Hernandez Rojas v. United States. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 415 Fed. Appx. 781. 

No. 10–10442. Amaya-Ramos v. United States. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 415 Fed. Appx. 788. 

No. 10–10445. Weathers v. United States. C. A. D. C. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 631 F. 3d 560. 

No. 10–10446. Link v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 407 Fed. Appx. 991. 
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No. 10–10447. Jordan v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 409 Fed. Appx. 471. 

No. 10–10449. Jackson v. Marberry, Warden. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 407 Fed. Appx. 62. 

No. 10–10454. DeLazaro v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 415 Fed. Appx. 739. 

No. 10–10459. Andujar-Basco v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10462. Danforth v. Thielen, Warden, et al. C. A. 
8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 624 F. 3d 915. 

No. 10–10466. Dunbar v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 385 Fed. Appx. 132. 

No. 10–10477. Prepetit v. United States. Ct. App. D. C. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10479. Pupols v. Patent and Trademark Office. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 413 Fed. 
Appx. 232. 

No. 10–10484. Carrington v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 411 Fed. Appx. 644. 

No. 10–10490. Mateo v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 413 Fed. Appx. 197. 

No. 10–10496. Stacks v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 408 Fed. Appx. 666. 

No. 10–10497. Zemba v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 403 Fed. Appx. 649. 

No. 10–10498. Young v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 414 Fed. Appx. 541. 

No. 10–10499. Begay v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 631 F. 3d 1168. 

No. 10–10500. Bridgewater v. United States. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 407 Fed. Appx. 398. 

No. 10–10502. Lasley v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 412 Fed. Appx. 177. 
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No. 10–10503. Jackson v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 401 Fed. Appx. 712. 

No. 10–10505. Davis v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–10512. Portorreal, aka Portorreal-Pena v. 
United States. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 413 Fed. Appx. 314. 

No. 10–10513. Medina-Esqueda, aka De La Cruz-Esqueda 
v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 411 Fed. Appx. 710. 

No. 10–10514. Olivas v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 405 Fed. Appx. 255. 

No. 10–10520. Torrez-Chavez v. United States. C. A. 10th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 412 Fed. Appx. 124. 

No. 10–10522. Hunt v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 419 Fed. Appx. 949. 

No. 10–10523. Hall v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 411 Fed. Appx. 662. 

No. 10–10524. N-Jie v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 403 Fed. Appx. 839. 

No. 10–10526. Warren v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 642 F. 3d 182. 

No. 10–10527. Ulimwengu v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 406 Fed. Appx. 918. 

No. 10–738. Ritchie Special Credit Investments, Ltd., 
et al. v. United States District Court for the District of 
Minnesota et al.; and Ritchie Special Credit Investments, 
Ltd., et al. v. Petters et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Motion of Na­
tional Crime Victim Law Institute for leave to file a brief as 
amicus curiae granted. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–1119. Steinbeck et al. v. McIntosh & Otis, Inc., 
et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Sotomayor 
took no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. Re­
ported below: 400 Fed. Appx. 572. 
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No. 10–1124. Turlock Irrigation District v. Federal En­

ergy Regulatory Commission et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certio­
rari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. Reported below: 628 F. 3d 538. 

No. 10–1357. Amorosa et al. v. Ernst & Young, LLP. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. The Chief Justice took no 
part in the consideration or decision of this petition. Reported 
below: 409 Fed. Appx. 412. 

No. 10–10401. Jasso v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. Reported below: 634 F. 3d 305. 

No. 10–10438. Reyes-Hernandez v. United States. C. A. 
1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. 

No. 10–10443. Berry 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. 10–10444. Acoff v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. Reported below: 634 F. 3d 200. 

No. 10–10450. Jackson v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consider­
ation or decision of this petition. 

No. 10–10468. Cooper v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consid­
eration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 397 Fed. 
Appx. 404. 

Rehearing Denied 
No. 10–880. Taylor v. City of Columbia, South Carolina, 

et al., 562 U. S. 1287; 
No. 10–8789. Blair v. Alaskan Copper & Brass Co., 563 

U. S. 921; 
No. 10–9040. Ramey v. United States District Court for 

the Eastern District of California et al., 563 U. S. 923; 
No. 10–9044. Ramirez v. Ault, Warden, 563 U. S. 944; 
No. 10–9049. In re Roche, 562 U. S. 1285; 
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No. 10–9067. Adams v. Michigan, 563 U. S. 945; 
No. 10–9094. Woodbury v. City of Tampa, Florida, Police 

Department, et al., 563 U. S. 962; 
No. 10–9289. Ritter v. Ritter et al., 563 U. S. 978; 
No. 10–9426. Bramlett v. United States, 563 U. S. 949; 
No. 10–9534. In re Andrews, 563 U. S. 934; 
No. 10–9535. In re Andrews, 563 U. S. 934; 
No. 10–9661. Gray v. United States, 563 U. S. 954; and 
No. 10–9663. In re Sudberry, 563 U. S. 934. Petitions for 

rehearing denied. 

No. 10–9482. Jennings v. United States, 563 U. S. 956. Pe­
tition for rehearing denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. 

June 15, 2011 
Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 10–7387. Setser v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
[Certiorari granted, ante, p. 1004.] Evan A. Young, Esq., of Aus­
tin, Tex., is invited to brief and argue this case as amicus curiae 
in support of the judgment below. 

No. 10A1226 (10–11036). Balentine v. Texas. Ct. Crim. 
App. Tex. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, 
presented to Justice Scalia, and by him referred to the Court, 
granted pending disposition of the petition for writ of certiorari. 
Should the petition for writ of certiorari be denied, this stay shall 
terminate automatically. In the event the petition for writ of 
certiorari is granted, the stay shall terminate upon the issuance 
of the mandate of this Court. 

Rehearing Denied 
No. 09–5128 (10A1212). Balentine v. Thaler, Director, 

Texas Department of Criminal Justice, Correctional In­

stitutions Division, 558 U. S. 971. Application for stay of exe­
cution of sentence of death, presented to Justice Scalia, and by 
him referred to the Court, denied. Motion for leave to file peti­
tion for rehearing denied. 

June 16, 2011 
Miscellaneous Order 

No. 10A1236 (10–11056). Taylor v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. 
Tex. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, pre­
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sented to Justice Scalia, and by him referred to the Court, 
denied. Justice Ginsburg, Justice Breyer, Justice Soto-

mayor, and Justice Kagan would grant the application for stay 
of execution. 

Certiorari Denied 
No. 10–10994 (10A1219). Powell v. Alabama. Sup. Ct. Ala. 

Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, presented 
to Justice Thomas, and by him referred to the Court, denied. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–11055 (10A1235). Powell v. Thomas, Interim Com­

missioner, Alabama 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. Reported below: 643 F. 3d 
1300. 

June 20, 2011 

Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 
No. 09–10276. Rogers v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 

Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
granted. Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case re­
manded for further consideration in light of Sykes v. United 
States, ante, p. 1. Reported below: 594 F. 3d 517. 

Certiorari Dismissed 
No. 10–9984. Aysisayh v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 2d 

Dist. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pau­
peris denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court’s Rule 
39.8. Reported below: 56 So. 3d 2. 

No. 10–10596. Futch v. United States. 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. 10–10608. Beaty v. Arizona. Super. Ct. Ariz., County 
of Maricopa. Certiorari dismissed as moot. 

Miscellaneous Orders 
No. D–2588. In re Discipline of Osborne. David Robert 

Osborne, of Christiansted, St. Croix, V. I., is suspended from the 
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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–2589. In re Discipline of Alderman. Steven Boyd 
Alderman, of Syracuse, 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. D–2590. In re Discipline of Pollack. Ruth Marie Pol­
lack, of Riverhead, N. Y., 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–2591. In re Discipline of Jones. Stephen J. Jones, 
of Wichita, Kan., 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–2592. In re Discipline of Kordell. James Michael 
Kordell, of Woodlake, Cal., 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–2593. In re Discipline of Losey. F. Richard Losey, 
of San Rafael, Cal., 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–2594. In re Discipline of Tabachnick. Barry Ste­
phen Tabachnick, of Folsom, Cal., 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–2595. In re Discipline of Whitebook. Merl Alan 
Whitebook, of Tulsa, Okla., 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. 
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No. D–2596. In re Discipline of Pleshaw. Robert J. Ple­
shaw, of Washington, D. C., 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–2597. In re Discipline of Silva. Zoila I. Silva, of 
New York, 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. 10M84. Shiplet v. Vilsack, Secretary of Agricul­

ture. Motion for leave to file petition for writ of certiorari with 
supplemental appendix under seal granted, except that the order 
of May 15, 2009, shall be placed in the public record. 

No. 10M114. Fernandez v. Martel, Warden. Motion to di­
rect the Clerk to file petition for writ of certiorari out of time 
denied. 

No. 10–1285. Countrywide Home Loans, Inc. v. Rodriguez 
et ux. C. A. 3d Cir. The Solicitor General is invited to file a 
brief in this case expressing the views of the United States. 

No. 10–10008. Fiorani v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Motion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying leave to 
proceed in forma pauperis [563 U. S. 985] denied. 

No. 10–10528. Day v. Minnesota et al. Ct. App. Minn. 
Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis de­
nied. Petitioner is allowed until July 11, 2011, 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. 10–10747. In re Cary. Petition for writ of habeas cor­
pus denied. 

No. 10–10271. In re Keyes. Petition for writ of mandamus 
denied. 

No. 10–9998. In re Remmert. 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. 
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No. 10–10576. In re Wherry. Petition for writ of mandamus 
and/or prohibition denied. 

Certiorari Granted 
No. 10–218. PPL Montana, LLC v. Montana. Sup. Ct. 

Mont. Motion of David Emmons et al. for leave to file a brief as 
amici curiae granted. Certiorari granted limited to Question 1 
presented by the petition. Reported below: 355 Mont. 402, 229 
P. 3d 421. 

No. 10–708. First American Financial Corp., Successor 
in Interest to First American Corp., et al. v. Edwards. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted limited to Question 2 presented 
by the petition. Reported below: 610 F. 3d 514. 

No. 10–1024. Federal Aviation Administration et al. v. 
Cooper. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted. Justice Kagan 
took no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. Re­
ported below: 622 F. 3d 1016. 

No. 10–1150. Mayo Collaborative Services, dba Mayo 
Medical Laboratories, et al. v. Prometheus Laboratories, 
Inc. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 628 
F. 3d 1347. 

Certiorari Denied 
No. 09–10868. Harris v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 

Certiorari denied. Reported below: 586 F. 3d 1283. 

No. 10–109. Dismuke v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 593 F. 3d 582. 

No. 10–314. Welch v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 604 F. 3d 408. 

No. 10–426. Applera Corp. et al. v. Enzo Biochem, Inc., 
et al. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 599 
F. 3d 1325. 

No. 10–535. RH Capital Associates LLC et al. v. Mayer 
Brown LLP et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 603 F. 3d 144. 

No. 10–717. Miccosukee Tribe of Indians of Florida v. 
Kraus-Anderson Construction Co. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 607 F. 3d 1268. 
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No. 10–803. Banjo v. Cullen, Acting Warden. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 614 F. 3d 964. 

No. 10–838. Pacific Bell Telephone Co., dba AT&T Cali­

fornia v. California Public Utilities Commission et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 621 F. 3d 836. 

No. 10–929. Daugaard, Governor of South Dakota, et al. 
v. Yankton Sioux Tribe et al.; 

No. 10–931. Southern Missouri Recycling and Waste 
Management District v. Yankton Sioux Tribe et al.; 

No. 10–932. Hein, State’s Attorney, Charles Mix County, 
South Dakota, et al. v. Yankton Sioux Tribe et al.; and 

No. 10–1058. Yankton Sioux Tribe et al. v. Daugaard, 
Governor of South Dakota, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 606 F. 3d 994. 

No. 10–1044. Strickland et al. v. City of Seattle, Wash­

ington. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 394 
Fed. Appx. 407. 

No. 10–1156. Burdine v. Weiss, Director, Arkansas De­

partment of Finance and Administration. Sup. Ct. Ark. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2010 Ark. 455, 379 S. W. 
3d 476. 

No. 10–1177. Wyeth LLC et al. v. Scofield et al. Sup. 
Ct. Nev. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 126 Nev. 446, 244 
P. 3d 765. 

No. 10–1226. Antonio Rodriguez v. FedEx Freight East, 
Inc. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 403 
Fed. Appx. 55. 

No. 10–1254. Parker v. Richmond County Board of Edu­

cation. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
403 Fed. Appx. 477. 

No. 10–1256. Chan v. Lund et al. Ct. App. Cal., 6th App. 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 188 Cal. App. 4th 
1159, 116 Cal. Rptr. 3d 122. 

No. 10–1263. Bryson v. Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, et al. 
C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 627 F. 3d 
784. 
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No. 10–1270. Dotch v. Alabama. Ct. Crim. App. Ala. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 67 So. 3d 936. 

No. 10–1271. Coble v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 330 S. W. 3d 253. 

No. 10–1272. Talley v. Housing Authority of Columbus, 
Georgia, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 402 Fed. Appx. 463. 

No. 10–1275. Constant v. California ex rel. Department 
of Transportation. Ct. App. Cal., 4th App. Dist., Div. 2. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–1277. Campbell v. Kellermyer Building Services, 
LLC. Super. Ct. Pa. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–1279. Flint v. King, Judge, District Court of Ken­

tucky, Jefferson County. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–1280. Widtfeldt v. Nebraska Equal Opportunity 
Commission et al. Ct. App. Neb. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–1281. Lindgren v. Glacial Plains Cooperative. 
Ct. App. Minn. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–1288. Yiling Zhang v. Inland Counties Regional 
Center, Inc. Ct. App. Cal., 4th App. Dist., Div. 2 Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 10–1355. Racz v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. 
Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–1387. Douglas v. United States; and 
No. 10–10483. Campbell v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 

Certiorari denied. Reported below: 634 F. 3d 852. 

No. 10–1392. Haagensen v. Supreme Court of Pennsylva­

nia et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
390 Fed. Appx. 94. 

No. 10–1398. Busson-Sokolik et al. v. Milwaukee School 
of Engineering. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 635 F. 3d 261. 

No. 10–1400. Qantas Airways Limited v. UPS Supply 
Chain Solutions, Inc., fka Menlo Worldwide Forwarding, 



ORDERS 1021 

564 U. S. June 20, 2011 

Inc. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 634 
F. 3d 1023. 

No. 10–1407. Matthis v. Cain, Warden. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 627 F. 3d 1001. 

No. 10–1429. Wampler et al. v. United States. C. A. 10th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 624 F. 3d 1330. 

No. 10–5289. Hughes v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 602 F. 3d 669. 

No. 10–6048. Partee et al. v. United States; and 
No. 10–6076. Bufford v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 

Certiorari denied. Reported below: 373 Fed. Appx. 602. 

No. 10–6106. Members v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 376 Fed. Appx. 633. 

No. 10–6217. Ramos v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 376 Fed. Appx. 457. 

No. 10–6440. Warren v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 383 Fed. Appx. 360. 

No. 10–6654. Womack v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 610 F. 3d 427. 

No. 10–6658. Wise v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 597 F. 3d 1141. 

No. 10–6664. Dunson v. United States (Reported below: 603 
F. 3d 1023); and Rice v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio­
rari denied. 

No. 10–6667. Petersen v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 383 Fed. Appx. 458. 

No. 10–6832. Rudd v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–6864. Weekes v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 611 F. 3d 68. 

No. 10–6991. McConnell v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 605 F. 3d 822. 
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No. 10–7164. Ethingor v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 388 Fed. Appx. 858. 

No. 10–7205. Gooch v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–7305. Atkins v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 379 Fed. Appx. 762. 

No. 10–7332. Askew v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 384 Fed. Appx. 504. 

No. 10–7811. Pullum v. McDonald, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 380 Fed. Appx. 663. 

No. 10–7934. Stephens v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 393 Fed. Appx. 340. 

No. 10–7942. Kluge v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 614 F. 3d 852. 

No. 10–8286. Dority v. Roy, Warden. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 402 Fed. Appx. 2. 

No. 10–8354. Clay v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 622 F. 3d 892. 

No. 10–8671. Salgado v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 398 Fed. Appx. 972. 

No. 10–8734. Sanchez-Ledezma v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 630 F. 3d 447. 

No. 10–8792. Sanchez Aragon v. United States. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–8846. Noah v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 401 Fed. Appx. 54. 

No. 10–8926. Dunson v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–9053. Serrato Mancera v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 401 Fed. Appx. 977. 

No. 10–9085. Spencer v. Alabama. Ct. Crim. App. Ala. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 58 So. 3d 215. 
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No. 10–9399. Begay v. United States; and 
No. 10–9420. Watchman v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 

Certiorari denied. Reported below: 622 F. 3d 1187. 

No. 10–9514. Panetti v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 326 S. W. 3d 615. 

No. 10–9516. Pettus v. United States et al. C. A. 10th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–9617. Lukasiewicz-Kruk v. Greenpoint YMCA 
et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 404 
Fed. Appx. 519. 

No. 10–10012. Smith v. City of Aiken, South Carolina, 
Public Works et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re­
ported below: 409 Fed. Appx. 665. 

No. 10–10013. Parks v. Lowe et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 407 Fed. Appx. 643. 

No. 10–10015. Marcos v. Thaler, Director, Texas Depart­

ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi­

sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10017. Rounds v. California Department of Cor­

rections. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10018. Isom v. Arkansas (two judgments). Sup. Ct. 
Ark. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2010 Ark. 496, 372 
S. W. 3d 809 (first judgment); 2010 Ark. 495, 370 S. W. 3d 491 
(second judgment). 

No. 10–10020. Garnett v. Neven, Warden, et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 408 Fed. Appx. 47. 

No. 10–10025. Sutherlin v. Oliver et al. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10026. Jones v. Texas. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 10–10028. Monkres v. Campbell, Warden, et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 408 Fed. 
Appx. 101. 
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No. 10–10031. Ranstrom v. Eldridge Construction, Inc., 
et al. Ct. App. Cal., 3d App. Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10032. Mosby v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 5th 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 44 So. 3d 1187. 

No. 10–10034. Christian v. Frank Bommarito Oldsmobile, 
Inc., dba Bommarito Infinity. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari de­
nied. Reported below: 403 Fed. Appx. 133. 

No. 10–10035. Carrodine v. McKee, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10036. Gevara, aka Galeas v. Bennett et al. 
C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 406 Fed. 
Appx. 704. 

No. 10–10037. Gevara v. Hubbard et al. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 408 Fed. Appx. 772. 

No. 10–10038. Gevara, aka Galeas v. Keller, Secretary, 
North Carolina Department of Correction, et al. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 408 Fed. Appx. 761. 

No. 10–10040. Gonzales v. Romanowski, Warden. C. A. 
6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10044. Hendricks v. Cohen, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 378 Fed. Appx. 356. 

No. 10–10045. Hendricks v. Wilson, Attorney General 
of South Carolina, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 390 Fed. Appx. 282. 

No. 10–10052. Shelton v. Banks, Warden. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10069. Jones v. Harmon. Ct. App. Mo., Eastern Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 329 S. W. 3d 396. 

No. 10–10070. Schmidt v. Warwick Public School District 
#29 et al. Sup. Ct. N. D. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
795 N. W. 2d 37. 

No. 10–10071. Allen v. Massachusetts. Super. Ct. Mass., 
Essex County. Certiorari denied. 



ORDERS 1025 

564 U. S. June 20, 2011 

No. 10–10072. Arflack v. Henderson County, Kentucky, 
et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 412 
Fed. Appx. 829. 

No. 10–10074. Mency v. Superior Court of California, 
Los Angeles County, et al. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10076. Lynch v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Certio­
rari denied. 

No. 10–10077. LaVergne v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 4th 
App. Dist., Div. 2. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10085. Wilkerson v. Tennessee. Ct. Crim. App. 
Tenn. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10087. Williams v. Summit County Auditor et al. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10088. Whitley v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 13th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10094. Bell v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 53 So. 3d 437. 

No. 10–10095. Figura Torrefranca v. Horne, Attorney 
General of Arizona, et al.; and Figura Torrefranca v. 
Ryan, Director, Arizona Department of Corrections, 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10097. Yarbrough v. Thaler, Director, Texas De­

partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10117. Sims v. Davis, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–10119. Roeuth v. Fayram, Warden. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10151. McCartney v. Ryland et al. Sup. Ct. La. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 60 So. 3d 1256. 

No. 10–10208. Teng Vang v. Pollard, Warden. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 10–10222. Robinson v. United States Marshals Serv­

ice et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10238. Abramczyk v. Berghuis, Warden. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10248. Burgie v. Hannah, Chief Justice, Supreme 
Court of Arkansas, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 407 Fed. Appx. 84. 

No. 10–10253. Spencer v. Harry, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10263. Scharosch v. Palmer, Warden. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10268. Lamb v. Palmer, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10275. Perridon v. Roe, Warden, et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 408 Fed. Appx. 115. 

No. 10–10298. Stewart v. Utah. Ct. App. Utah. Certio­
rari denied. 

No. 10–10335. Hittson v. Humphrey, Warden. Super. Ct. 
Butts County, Ga. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10361. Franza v. Walsh, Superintendent, Sulli­

van Correctional Facility. App. Div., Sup. Ct. N. Y., 3d Jud. 
Dept. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 76 App. Div. 3d 1160, 
907 N. Y. S. 2d 725. 

No. 10–10373. Brathwaite v. Phelps, Warden, et al. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 418 Fed. 
Appx. 142. 

No. 10–10378. Lakey v. Cate, Secretary, California De­

partment of Corrections and Rehabilitation. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 633 F. 3d 782. 

No. 10–10389. Aussicker v. Curtin, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10420. Benn v. United States; and 
No. 10–10556. Gaines v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 

Certiorari denied. Reported below: 414 Fed. Appx. 206. 
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No. 10–10489. King v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 410 Fed. Appx. 757. 

No. 10–10530. Martinez v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10538. Whyte v. Wisconsin. Ct. App. Wis. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 330 Wis. 2d 496, 792 N. W. 2d 239. 

No. 10–10542. Johnson v. Upton, Warden. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 615 F. 3d 1318. 

No. 10–10547. Donovan v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 410 Fed. Appx. 979. 

No. 10–10550. Vincent v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10551. Cummings, aka Davila v. United States. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10552. Zhi Yong Guo v. United States. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 634 F. 3d 1119 and 422 
Fed. Appx. 596. 

No. 10–10554.
 
Certiorari denied.
 

No. 10–10555.
 
Certiorari denied.
 

No. 10–10557.
 
Certiorari denied.
 

No. 10–10559.
 
Certiorari denied.
 

No. 10–10560.
 
Certiorari denied.
 

No. 10–10561.
 
Certiorari denied.
 

No. 10–10564.
 
Certiorari denied.
 

No. 10–10570.
 
Certiorari denied.
 

Hampton v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Reported below: 633 F. 3d 334. 

Garcia v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Reported below: 412 Fed. Appx. 693. 

Gonzales v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Reported below: 411 Fed. Appx. 751. 

Hawkins v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Reported below: 409 Fed. Appx. 507. 

Goings v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Reported below: 407 Fed. Appx. 967. 

Hatcher v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Reported below: 414 Fed. Appx. 944. 

Halstead v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Reported below: 634 F. 3d 270. 

Pineda v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Reported below: 411 Fed. Appx. 612. 
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No. 10–10571. Davis v. House of Representatives, Elea­

nor Holmes Norton’s Office. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 409 Fed. Appx. 355. 

No. 10–10572. Coronado v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 429 Fed. Appx. 208. 

No. 10–10574. Chowdhury v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 639 F. 3d 583. 

No. 10–10577. Placencia-Marquez, aka Moreno-Marquez, 
aka Lopes v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 412 Fed. Appx. 675. 

No. 10–10578. Nunez-Luna, aka Nunez v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 417 Fed. 
Appx. 392. 

No. 10–10579. Gomez v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–10582. Tocholke v. Wisconsin. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 413 Fed. Appx. 889. 

No. 10–10584. Turner v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10585. Baugus v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10587. Albertson v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 645 F. 3d 191. 

No. 10–10588. Flores-Prieto v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 417 Fed. Appx. 393. 

No. 10–10590. Ramos v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 629 F. 3d 60. 

No. 10–10593. Gwathney v. Ziegler, Warden. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 404 Fed. Appx. 733. 

No. 10–10594. Hernandez v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10595. Gelin v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 419 Fed. Appx. 313. 



ORDERS 1029 

564 U. S. June 20, 2011 

No. 10–10597. Ramos Guizar v. United States. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 405 Fed. Appx. 98. 

No. 10–10598. Graziano v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 391 Fed. Appx. 965. 

No. 10–10600. Harris v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 391 Fed. Appx. 740. 

No. 10–10601. Hines v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 381 Fed. Appx. 306. 

No. 10–10602. Gambrell v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10603. Harris v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10609. Walker v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 417 Fed. Appx. 384. 

No. 10–10610. Taylor v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10613. Llamas-Gonzales v. United States. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 414 Fed. Appx. 936. 

No. 10–10615. Reyes-Bueno, aka Reyes v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 417 Fed. 
Appx. 391. 

No. 10–10617. Randolph v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 628 F. 3d 1022. 

No. 10–10621. Santana Morris v. United States. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 406 Fed. Appx. 758. 

No. 10–10628. Cooper v. United States. Ct. App. D. C. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 12 A. 3d 1172. 

No. 10–10635. Carter v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 411 Fed. Appx. 375. 

No. 10–10639. Maxwell v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 415 Fed. Appx. 692. 

No. 10–491. L–3 Communications Corp. et al. v. Honey­

well International Inc. et al. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari 
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denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration or 
decision of this petition. Reported below: 609 F. 3d 1292. 

No. 10–1030. Da Silva Neves v. Holder, Attorney Gen­

eral. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took 
no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. Reported 
below: 613 F. 3d 30. 

No. 10–1059. Yankton Sioux Tribe et al. v. United States 
Army Corps of Engineers et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Motion of 
Southern Missouri Recycling and Waste Management District for 
leave to file a brief as amicus curiae granted. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 606 F. 3d 895. 

No. 10–1068. ACORN et al. v. United States. C. A. 2d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the con­
sideration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 618 F. 
3d 125. 

No. 10–7085. Strother v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consid­
eration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 384 Fed. 
Appx. 539. 

No. 10–9360. Comstock et al. v. United States. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the con­
sideration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 627 F. 
3d 513. 

No. 10–10068. McPherron v. Dailing et al. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari before judgment denied. 

No. 10–10133. Lee v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. Reported below: 631 F. 3d 1343. 

No. 10–10481. Chin v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. Reported below: 412 Fed. Appx. 628. 

No. 10–10515. Reap v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Justice Sotomayor took no part in the consid­
eration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 391 Fed. 
Appx. 99. 



ORDERS 1031 

564 U. S. June 20, 21, 2011 

No. 10–10643. McCall v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consid­
eration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 419 Fed. 
Appx. 454. 

Rehearing Denied 
No. 10–941. Mason v. Thomas, Interim Commissioner, Ala­

bama Department of Corrections, 563 U. S. 960; 
No. 10–1082. Hill v. Muwwakkil, 563 U. S. 937; 
No. 10–8284. Epps v. United States, 562 U. S. 1241; 
No. 10–8691. Driver v. Virga, Acting Warden, et al., 563 

U. S. 909; 
No. 10–8950. Hinchliffe v. Option One Mortgage Corp., 

562 U. S. 1299; 
No. 10–9055. Cosco v. Lampert, Director, Wyoming De­

partment of Corrections, et al., 563 U. S. 910; 
No. 10–9088. Baker v. Hardy, Warden, 563 U. S. 923; 
No. 10–9113. Antonucci v. United States, 563 U. S. 911; 
No. 10–9117. Hunt v. Smith et al., 563 U. S. 963; 
No. 10–9150. Martin v. Thaler, Director, Texas Depart­

ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi­

sion, 563 U. S. 964; 
No. 10–9384. Shabazz v. Buss, Secretary, Florida 

Department of Corrections, 563 U. S. 948; 
No. 10–9569. Hill v. Ohio, 563 U. S. 966; and 
No. 10–9581. Flute v. United States, 563 U. S. 953. Peti­

tions for rehearing denied. 

June 21, 2011 
Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 10A1246. Mathis v. Thaler, Director, Texas Depart­

ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi­

sion. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, 
presented to Justice Scalia, and by him referred to the Court, 
denied. Application for certificate of appealability, presented to 
Justice Scalia, and by him referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 10–11102 (10A1247). In re Mathis. Application for stay 
of execution of sentence of death, presented to Justice Scalia, 
and by him referred to the Court, denied. Petition for writ of 
habeas corpus denied. 
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Certiorari Denied 
No. 10–11101 (10A1245). Mathis v. Thaler, Director, 

Texas Department of Criminal Justice, Correctional In­

stitutions Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Application for stay of ex­
ecution of sentence of death, presented to Justice Scalia, and 
by him referred to the Court, denied. Certiorari denied. 

June 23, 2011 
Certiorari Denied 

No. 10–11194 (10A1268). Blankenship v. Owens, Commis­

sioner, Georgia Department of Corrections, et al. Super. 
Ct. Fulton County, Ga. Application for stay of execution of 
sentence of death, presented to Justice Thomas, and by him 
referred to the Court, denied. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–11195 (10A1269). Blankenship v. Humphrey, War­

den. Super. Ct. Butts County, Ga. Application for stay of exe­
cution of sentence of death, presented to Justice Thomas, and 
by him referred to the Court, denied. Certiorari denied. 

June 27, 2011 
Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded. (See also No. 09– 

940, ante, p. 932.) 

No. 10–82. United States v. Gonzalez. C. A. 9th Cir. Mo­
tion of respondent for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
granted. Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case re­
manded for further consideration in light of Davis v. United 
States, ante, p. 229. Justice Kagan took no part in the consid­
eration or decision of this motion and this petition. Reported 
below: 578 F. 3d 1130. 

No. 10–1007. Kentucky v. Velasquez. Ct. App. Ky. Mo­
tion of respondent for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
granted. Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case re­
manded for further consideration in light of Davis v. United 
States, ante, p. 229. 

No. 10–1087. Thorogood et al. v. Sears, Roebuck & Co. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case 
remanded for further consideration in light of Smith v. Bayer 
Corp., ante, p. 299. Reported below: 624 F. 3d 842. 
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No. 10–1091. Colorado v. Key. Ct. App. Colo. Certiorari 
granted, judgment vacated, and case remanded for further consid­
eration in light of Davis v. United States, ante, p. 229. 

Certiorari Dismissed 
No. 10–10108. Burnett v. Sperry et al. 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. 10–10158. Williams v. Wright, Judge, United States 
District Court for the Eastern District of Arkansas, 
et al. C. A. 8th Cir.; 

No. 10–10159. Williams v. Johnson et al. C. A. 8th Cir.; 
and 

No. 10–10160. Williams v. Crouch et al. C. A. 8th 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 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. 10–10181. McCreary v. Wertanen 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 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. 10–10699. Ray v. United States. 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. 

Miscellaneous Orders 
No. D–2598. In re Discipline of Bryant. Wayne R. Bry­

ant, of Cherry Hill, N. J., is suspended from the practice of law 
in this Court, and a rule will issue, returnable within 40 days, 
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requiring him to show cause why he should not be disbarred from 
the practice of law in this Court. 

No. D–2599. In re Discipline of King. Paul H. King, of La 
Union, Philippines, 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–2600. In re Discipline of King. Philip M. King, of 
Mercer Island, Wash., 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–2601. In re Discipline of Cramer. Stephen D. 
Cramer, of Federal Way, Wash., 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–2602. In re Discipline of Droz. Paul C. Droz, of 
Mesquite, Nev., 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–2603. In re Discipline of Luongo. Michael R. Lu­
ongo, of Margale City, N. J., 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–2604. In re Discipline of Chambers. William R. 
Chambers, of Scottsdale, Ariz., 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. 10M115. Corson v. Mattox et al. Motion for leave to 
proceed as a seaman denied. 

No. 10M116. Verdugo v. United States. Motion for leave 
to file petition for writ of certiorari under seal granted. 
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No. 10M117. Savich v. Domres; and 
No. 10M118. Payne v. Fischer, Commissioner, New York 

Department of Corrections, et al. Motions to direct the 
Clerk to file petitions for writs of certiorari out of time denied. 

No. 10–768. Aftermath Records, dba Aftermath Enter­

tainment, et al. v. F. B. T. Productions, LLC, et al., 562 
U. S. 1286. Motion of respondents for attorneys’ fees and ex­
penses denied. 

No. 10–10177. Jones v. Merck & Co., Inc. C. A. 5th Cir.; and 
No. 10–10485. Matthews v. Shinseki, Secretary of Veter­

ans Affairs. C. A. D. C. Cir. Motions of petitioners for leave 
to proceed in forma pauperis denied. Petitioners are allowed 
until July 18, 2011, within which to pay the docketing fees re­
quired by Rule 38(a) and to submit petitions in compliance with 
Rule 33.1 of the Rules of this Court. 

No. 10–10822. In re Ismail; and 
No. 10–10843. In re Harmon. Petitions for writs of habeas 

corpus denied. 

No. 10–10173. In re Parnell. Petition for writ of manda­
mus denied. 

No. 10–10138. In re Rose. Petition for writ of mandamus 
and/or prohibition denied. 

Certiorari Granted 
No. 10–704. Messerschmidt et al. v. Millender et al. 

C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 620 F. 3d 
1016. 

No. 10–844. Caraco Pharmaceutical Laboratories, Ltd., 
et al. v. Novo Nordisk A/S et al. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari 
granted. Reported below: 601 F. 3d 1359. 

No. 10–1016. Coleman v. Court of Appeals of Maryland 
et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 
626 F. 3d 187. 

No. 10–1121. Knox et al. v. Service Employees Interna­

tional Union, Local 1000. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted. 
Reported below: 628 F. 3d 1115. 
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No. 10–1195. Mims v. Arrow Financial Services, LLC. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 421 Fed. 
Appx. 920. 

No. 10–1219. Kappos, Under Secretary of Commerce for 
Intellectual Property and Director, Patent and Trade­

mark Office v. Hyatt. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari granted. 
Reported below: 625 F. 3d 1320. 

No. 10–224. National Meat Assn. v. Harris, Attorney 
General of California, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Motion of 
American Association of Swine Veterinarians et al. for leave to 
file a brief as amici curiae granted. Certiorari granted. Re­
ported below: 599 F. 3d 1093. 

No. 10–1259. United States v. Jones. C. A. D. C. Cir. Cer­
tiorari granted. In addition to the question presented by the 
petition, the parties are directed to brief and argue the following 
question: “Whether the government violated respondent’s Fourth 
Amendment rights by installing the GPS tracking device on his 
vehicle without a valid warrant and without his consent.” Re­
ported below: 615 F. 3d 544. 

No. 10–1261. Credit Suisse Securities (USA) LLC et al. 
v. Simmonds. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted. The Chief 
Justice took no part in the consideration or decision of this peti­
tion. Reported below: 638 F. 3d 1072. 

No. 10–1265. Martel, Warden v. Clair. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Motion of respondent for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
granted. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 403 Fed. Appx. 
276. 

No. 10–1293. Federal Communications Commission et al. 
v. Fox Television Stations, Inc., et al. (Reported below: 613 
F. 3d 317); and Federal Communications Commission et al. 
v. ABC, Inc., et al. (404 Fed. Appx. 530). C. A. 2d Cir. Cer­
tiorari granted limited to the following question: “Whether the 
Federal Communications Commission’s current indecency-
enforcement regime violates the First or Fifth Amendment to 
the United States Constitution.” Justice Sotomayor took no 
part in the consideration or decision of this petition. 
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Certiorari Denied 

No. 09–1254. Von Saher v. Norton Simon Museum of Art 
at Pasadena et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re­
ported below: 592 F. 3d 954. 

No. 09–1313. Saleh et al. v. Titan Corp. et al. C. A. D. C. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 580 F. 3d 1. 

No. 10–330. Brown, Governor of California, et al. v. 
Rincon Band of Luiseno Mission Indians of the Rincon 
Reservation, aka Rincon San Luiseno Band of Mission In­

dians, aka Rincon Band of Luiseno Indians. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 602 F. 3d 1019. 

No. 10–374. Zuress v. Donley, Secretary of the Air 
Force. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 606 
F. 3d 1249. 

No. 10–638. Wetherill v. McHugh, Secretary of the 
Army, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 616 F. 3d 789. 

No. 10–735. Philip Morris USA Inc. et al. v. Jackson, In­

dividually and on Behalf of All Others Similarly Sit­

uated. Ct. App. La., 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 36 So. 3d 1046. 

No. 10–786. Kingdom of Spain et al. v. Estate of Cas­

sirer. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 616 
F. 3d 1019. 

No. 10–827. United States ex rel. Summers v. LHC 
Group, Inc. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
623 F. 3d 287. 

No. 10–885. Witt, on Behalf of the Estate of Witt, De­

ceased v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 379 Fed. Appx. 559. 

No. 10–920. Ochoa v. Holder, Attorney General. C. A. 
8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 604 F. 3d 546. 

No. 10–940. Gor v. Holder, Attorney General. C. A. 6th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 607 F. 3d 180. 
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No. 10–1036. Zarnow, Independent Administratrix for 
the Estate of Zarnow, Deceased v. City of Wichita Falls, 
Texas, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 614 F. 3d 161. 

No. 10–1084. Ferguson v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 385 Fed. Appx. 518. 

No. 10–1093. Smith et ux. v. Georgia. Sup. Ct. Ga. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 288 Ga. 348, 703 S. E. 2d 629. 

No. 10–1102. Rosario v. Holder, Attorney General. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 627 F. 3d 58. 

No. 10–1158. Nettles v. City of Leesburg, Florida, 
et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 415 
Fed. Appx. 116. 

No. 10–1166. Grose, fka Harrington v. Correctional 
Medical Services, Inc., et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari de­
nied. Reported below: 400 Fed. Appx. 986. 

No. 10–1171. Thomas v. Louisiana Department of Social 
Services. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
406 Fed. Appx. 890. 

No. 10–1185. Ligon v. LaHood, Secretary of Transporta­

tion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 614 
F. 3d 150. 

No. 10–1299. Miller v. Praxair, Inc., et al. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 408 Fed. Appx. 408. 

No. 10–1301. Bass v. Nevada. Sup. Ct. Nev. Certiorari de­
nied. Reported below: 126 Nev. 693. 

No. 10–1305. Evans-Marshall v. Board of Education of 
the Tipp City Exempted Village School District et al. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 624 F. 3d 332. 

No. 10–1306. Cox v. Missouri. Ct. App. Mo., Western Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 328 S. W. 3d 358. 

No. 10–1308. Jaeger v. Cellco Partnership, dba Verizon 
Wireless, et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 402 Fed. Appx. 645. 
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No. 10–1311. Blue Bell Creameries, LP v. Roberts, Com­

missioner, Tennessee Department of Revenue. Sup. Ct. 
Tenn. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 333 S. W. 3d 59. 

No. 10–1313. Clellan v. Ohio. Ct. App. Ohio, Franklin 
County. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2010-Ohio-3841. 

No. 10–1317. Miles Christi Religious Order et al. v. 
Township of Northville, Michigan, et al. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 629 F. 3d 533. 

No. 10–1319. Jakubowski v. Christ Hospital, Inc., et al. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 627 F. 3d 195. 

No. 10–1321. Reynolds v. Holder, Attorney General. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 391 Fed. 
Appx. 45. 

No. 10–1330. Jones v. United States et al. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 625 F. 3d 827. 

No. 10–1381. Sacks v. Sacks et al. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 5th 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 56 So. 3d 23. 

No. 10–1397. Cox v. DeSoto County, Mississippi. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 407 Fed. Appx. 848. 

No. 10–1406. Leitch v. Merkley. Ct. App. Ore. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 238 Ore. App. 580, 245 P. 3d 183. 

No. 10–1419. Pullins v. Disciplinary Counsel. Sup. Ct. 
Ohio. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 127 Ohio St. 3d 436, 
940 N. E. 2d 952. 

No. 10–7013. Littlejohn v. Wisconsin. Sup. Ct. Wis. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 327 Wis. 2d 107, 786 N. W. 
2d 123. 

No. 10–7057. Dearborn v. Wisconsin. Sup. Ct. Wis. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 327 Wis. 2d 252, 786 N. W. 2d 97. 

No. 10–8321. Melton v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 391 Fed. Appx. 799. 

No. 10–8434. Davis v. Hobbs, Director, Arkansas Depart­

ment of Correction, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 



1040 OCTOBER TERM, 2010 

June 27, 2011 564 U. S. 

No. 10–8448. Bowes v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–8800. Vogt v. North Carolina. Sup. Ct. N. C. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 364 N. C. 425, 700 S. E. 2d 224. 

No. 10–8876. Jauhari v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 394 Fed. Appx. 986. 

No. 10–8969. Wilson v. United States; and 
No. 10–9194. Heinrich v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 

Certiorari denied. Reported below: 408 Fed. Appx. 798. 

No. 10–9090. Payne v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 403 Fed. Appx. 823. 

No. 10–9299. Arzola v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 361 Fed. Appx. 309. 

No. 10–9620. Farmer v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 627 F. 3d 416. 

No. 10–9651. Abu-Jihaad, aka Hall v. United States. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 630 F. 3d 102. 

No. 10–9727. Hodge v. Ohio. Sup. Ct. Ohio. Certiorari de­
nied. Reported below: 128 Ohio St. 3d 1, 941 N. E. 2d 768. 

No. 10–9873. Stroman v. Thaler, Director, Texas De­

partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
405 Fed. Appx. 933. 

No. 10–10055. Lawler et al. v. United States. Ct. App. 
D. C. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 10 A. 3d 122. 

No. 10–10080. Rios v. United States District Court for 
the Western District of North Carolina. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 389 Fed. Appx. 216. 

No. 10–10091. Hernandez v. Neotti, Warden, et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 407 Fed. Appx. 256. 

No. 10–10100. McCalley v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Cer­
tiorari denied. 
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No. 10–10101. McKaughan v. Tennessee. Ct. Crim. App. 
Tenn. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10102. Perkins v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 2d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 398 Ill. App. 3d 1103, 988 
N. E. 2d 1124. 

No. 10–10109. McNeal v. Adams, Warden, et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 623 F. 3d 1283. 

No. 10–10110. McCune v. McCune. Ct. App. Ariz. Certio­
rari denied. 

No. 10–10111. Tucker v. LaClaire, Warden. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10112. Wade v. Georgia. Ct. App. Ga. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 305 Ga. App. 382, 700 S. E. 2d 827. 

No. 10–10121. Salinas v. Thaler, Director, Texas De­

partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10122. Ramirez v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10124. Rocha v. Coffee Creek Correctional Fa­

cility Administration et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari de­
nied. Reported below: 408 Fed. Appx. 141. 

No. 10–10125. Robinson v. Houston et al. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10137. Reid v. Ohio. Ct. App. Ohio, Montgomery 
County. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2010-Ohio-1686. 

No. 10–10142. Rose v. Utah et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 399 Fed. Appx. 430. 

No. 10–10143. Rhodes v. Knowles, Warden, et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10147. Crock v. Pennsylvania. Super. Ct. Pa. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 996 A. 2d 539. 

No. 10–10153. Williams v. Martel, Warden, et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 399 Fed. Appx. 285. 
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No. 10–10155. Book v. Mendoza et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–10162. Andrews v. Missouri. Sup. Ct. Mo. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 329 S. W. 3d 369. 

No. 10–10164. Brown, Individually and as Statutory 
Heir and Wrongful Death Beneficiary of Brown et al., 
Deceased v. Illinois Central Railroad Co., Inc., aka Cana­

dian National Railroad, et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 480 Fed. Appx. 753. 

No. 10–10167. Whitlow et ux. v. Porras Cubillo. Sup. Ct. 
Va. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10170. Cheeseman v. Garrison et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10175. Olivo v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio­
rari denied. 

No. 10–10178. Johnson v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 3d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10182. McCreary v. Granholm et al. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10186. James v. Rednour. Sup. Ct. Ill. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 10–10187. Williams v. Hooks, Warden. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 408 Fed. Appx. 307. 

No. 10–10191. Oyenik v. Schaff et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–10193. Martinez v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 330 S. W. 3d 891. 

No. 10–10199. Duell v. Conway, Superintendent, Attica 
Correctional Facility. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10201. Russell v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 50 Cal. 4th 1228, 242 P. 3d 68. 

No. 10–10204. St. John v. Holder, Attorney General, 
et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 10–10205. Dennis v. City of North Miami, Florida, 
et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 405 
Fed. Appx. 397. 

No. 10–10209. Williams v. Prudden, Warden. C. A. 8th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10211. McCarthy v. Scofield et al. Ct. App. Mich. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10228. Brestle v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 414 Fed. Appx. 260. 

No. 10–10245. Bradley v. Terrell, Warden. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10291. Hatton v. Virginia Employment Commission 
et al. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10306. King v. Sherry, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10328. Powell v. California et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 408 Fed. Appx. 96. 

No. 10–10365. Gray v. Cox et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio­
rari denied. 

No. 10–10385. Bean v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 5th Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 402 Ill. App. 3d 1211, 1 
N. E. 3d 130. 

No. 10–10424. Willard v. Hickson, Warden, et al. C. A. 
10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 407 Fed. Appx. 
288. 

No. 10–10461. Jarvis v. Enterprise Fleet Services & 
Leasing Co. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 408 Fed. Appx. 668. 

No. 10–10535. Bahena v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 4th 
App. Dist., Div. 3. Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10540. Watson v. Clarke, Director, Virginia De­

partment of Corrections. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 411 Fed. Appx. 629. 
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No. 10–10567. Sawyer v. Steward, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10614. Sumpter v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 422 Fed. Appx. 235. 

No. 10–10618. Smead v. Ohio. Ct. App. Ohio, Summit County. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2010-Ohio-4462. 

No. 10–10622. Dadi et vir v. Danzig, Trustee. App. Ct. 
Conn. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 125 Conn. App. 254, 
11 A. 3d 153. 

No. 10–10634. Cannon v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10645. Brooks v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 628 F. 3d 791. 

No. 10–10653. Johnson v. United States Parole Commis­

sion. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 411 
Fed. Appx. 936. 

No. 10–10654. Keller v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 395 Fed. Appx. 912. 

No. 10–10657. Daniels v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 413 Fed. Appx. 676. 

No. 10–10658. Chandler v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 395 Fed. Appx. 908. 

No. 10–10660. Cockerham v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 397 Fed. Appx. 944. 

No. 10–10661. Delgado v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10663. Mendoza-Mendoza v. United States. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 413 Fed. Appx. 600. 

No. 10–10664. Bahena-Bahena v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 412 Fed. Appx. 727. 

No. 10–10665. Briseno-Marin, aka Lopez-Lopez, aka 
Marin-Hernandez v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 414 Fed. Appx. 947. 
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No. 10–10667. Betemit v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 403 Fed. Appx. 787. 

No. 10–10669. Schuett v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 415 Fed. Appx. 792. 

No. 10–10671. McDonald v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10680. Pierce v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 403 Fed. Appx. 988. 

No. 10–10685. Arnold v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 10–10687. Vaught v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 405 Fed. Appx. 832. 

No. 10–10708. Waddell v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 412 Fed. Appx. 577. 

No. 10–10739. Pollard v. Yost, Warden. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 406 Fed. Appx. 635. 

No. 10–10746. Acrey v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 413 Fed. Appx. 722. 

No. 10–10759. Gladney v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 573 F. 3d 1011. 

No. 10–10764. Smith v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. Reported below: 415 Fed. Appx. 826. 

No. 10–10766. Duckett v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 406 Fed. Appx. 185. 

No. 10–10769. McCutchen v. United States. Ct. App. 
D. C. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 10 A. 3d 1158. 

No. 10–10771. Aguirre v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 420 Fed. Appx. 678. 

No. 10–10772. Blood v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer­
tiorari denied. 

No. 10–10773. Aguilar-Arraiza v. United States. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 415 Fed. Appx. 
182. 
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No. 10–537. Osage Nation v. Irby, Secretary-Member, 
Oklahoma Tax Commission, et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration or 
decision of this petition. Reported below: 597 F. 3d 1117. 

No. 10–627. City of New York, New York v. Permanent 
Mission of India to the United Nations et al. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consider­
ation or decision of this petition. Reported below: 618 F. 3d 172. 

No. 10–1049. Larson et al. v. United States; and 
No. 10–1061. Ruble v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer­

tiorari denied. Justice Sotomayor took no part in the consid­
eration or decision of these petitions. Reported below: 407 Fed. 
Appx. 506. 

No. 10–1147. White & Case LLP v. United States; and 
No. 10–1176. Nossaman LLP et al. v. United States. 

C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Alito and Justice 
Kagan took no part in the consideration or decision of these 
petitions. Reported below: 627 F. 3d 1143. 

No. 10–1173. Sergeants Benevolent Association Health 
and Welfare Fund, on Behalf of Themselves and All 
Others Similarly Situated, et al. v. Eli Lilly & Co. C. A. 
2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Sotomayor took no part in 
the consideration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 
620 F. 3d 121. 

No. 10–1218. Simmonds v. Credit Suisse Securities (USA) 
LLC et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. The Chief Jus­

tice took no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. 
Reported below: 638 F. 3d 1072. 

No. 10–1249. Tropp v. Corporation of Lloyd’s. C. A. 2d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Sotomayor took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 385 
Fed. Appx. 36. 

No. 10–1302. Puiatti v. Buss, Secretary, Florida Depart­

ment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Motions of Center for 
Constitutional Rights et al. and Florida Capital Resource Center 
for leave to file briefs as amici curiae granted. Certiorari de­
nied. Reported below: 626 F. 3d 1283. 
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No. 10–1303. Heydt-Benjamin v. Heydt-Benjamin. C. A. 
2d Cir. Motion of Professor Linda D. Elrod et al. for leave to 
file a brief as amici curiae granted. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 404 Fed. Appx. 527. 

No. 10–8373. Derby v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir.; 
No. 10–8607. Johnson v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir.; 
No. 10–8768. Schmidt v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir.; and 
No. 10–8885. Turner v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 

Certiorari denied. Justice Sotomayor took no part in the 
consideration or decision of No. 10–8607. Reported below: 
No. 10–8373, 400 Fed. Appx. 162; No. 10–8607, 616 F. 3d 85; 
No. 10–8768, 623 F. 3d 257; and No. 10–8885, 402 Fed. Appx. 747. 

Justice Scalia, dissenting. 
Before us are petitions for certiorari by criminal defendants 

asking us to decide whether four more of the “vast variety of . . . 
criminal offenses” that we have not yet addressed, see Sykes v. 
United States, ante, at 29–31, 33 (Scalia, J., dissenting), are 
crimes of violence under the residual provision of the Armed 
Career Criminal Act (ACCA). See 18 U. S. C. § 924(e)(2)(B)(ii). 
They are: 

• Derby v. United States, No. 10–8373. Relying on its decision 
in United States v. Mayer, 560 F. 3d 948 (2009), the Ninth 
Circuit held that Oregon’s first-degree burglary statute, Ore. 
Rev. Stat. § 164.225 (2009), falls within ACCA’s residual provi-
sion. In Mayer, the Ninth Circuit conceded that Oregon’s 
statute does not qualify as the enumerated offense of generic 
“burglary” under ACCA because it applies to unlawful entries 
into “booths, vehicles, boats, and aircraft,” 560 F. 3d, at 959, 
and not just buildings and structures. See Taylor v. United
States, 495 U. S. 575, 598 (1990). Nevertheless, it held that 
Oregon’s statute falls within the residual provision, because 
burglaries under that statute lead to a “risk of a physical 
confrontation.” 560 F. 3d, at 962; but see id., at 952 (Kozin-
ski, C. J., dissenting from denial of rehearing en banc) (noting 
that “Oregon prosecutes as burglars people who pose no risk 
of injury to anyone,” such as an individual who “enter[ed] 
public telephone booths to steal change from coin boxes”). 

• Johnson v. United States, No. 10–8607. The Second Circuit, 
over a dissent, held that the Connecticut offense of “rioting 
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at a correctional institution,” Conn. Gen. Stat. § 53a–179b(a) 
(2011), which punishes a defendant who “incites, instigates, 
organizes, connives at, causes, aids, abets, assists or takes 
part in any disorder, disturbance, strike, riot or other orga-
nized disobedience to the rules and regulations of [a correc-
tional] institution,” falls within ACCA’s residual provision. 
In response to the defendant’s argument that the statute pun-
ishes activities such as “ ‘inciting or participating in a hunger 
strike’ ” or “ ‘refusal to work at a prison job,’ ” the court 
reasoned that even “hypothetical acts of ‘passive disobedi-
ence’ . . . involve deliberate and purposeful conduct.” 616 
F. 3d 85, 90 (2010). It also held that such activities were 
risky because “prisons are like powder kegs, where even 
the slightest disturbance can have explosive consequences.” 
Id., at 94. 

• Schmidt v. United States, No. 10–8768. The Fifth Circuit 
held that the federal offense of theft of a firearm from a 
licensed dealer, 18 U. S. C. § 922(u), falls within ACCA’s re-
sidual provision. It held that this offense is “inherently 
dangerous” because it involves “stealing from a person who 
probably either possesses or has easy access to firearms,” 
and because “stolen firearms are more likely to be used in 
connection with illegal and inherently harmful activities than 
are lawfully possessed guns.” 623 F. 3d 257, 264 (2010). 

• Turner v. United States, No. 10–8885. Relying on its deci-
sion in United States v. Jarmon, 596 F. 3d 228 (2010), the 
Fourth Circuit held that ACCA’s residual provision covers 
the Virginia offense of larceny from the person, Va. Code 
Ann. § 18.2–95(i) (Lexis 2009), defined as theft of over $5 
in money or goods from another person—in other words, 
pickpocketing. In Jarmon, the court justified its apparent 
view that Oliver Twist was a violent felon by noting that 
larceny “requires the offender to make purposeful, aggres-
sive moves to part the victim from his or her property, 
creating a . . . risk  of violent confrontation” similar to the 
risk of violent confrontation during burglaries. 596 F. 3d, 
at 232. 

How we would resolve these cases if we granted certiorari 
would be a fine subject for a law-office betting pool. No one 
knows for sure. Certainly our most recent decision interpreting 
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ACCA’s residual clause, Sykes v. United States, ante, p. 1, would 
be of no help. The “rule” we announced there, as far as I can 
tell, is as follows: A court must compare the degree of risk of 
the crime in question with the degree of risk of ACCA’s enumer­
ated offenses (burglary, extortion, arson, and crimes involving 
the use of explosives) as a “beginning point,” ante, at 9; look at 
the statistical record, which is not “dispositive” but sometimes 
confirms “commonsense conclusion[s],” ante, at 10; and check 
whether the crime is “purposeful, violent, and aggressive,” unless 
of course the crime is among the unspecified “many cases” in 
which that test is “redundant with the inquiry into risk,” ante, 
at 13. And of course given our track record of adding a new 
animal to our bestiary of ACCA residual-clause standards in 
each of the four successive cases we have thus far decided, see 
ante, at 29–31 (Scalia, J., dissenting), who knows what new 
beasties our fifth, sixth, seventh, and eighth tries would produce? 
Surely a perfectly fair wager. 

If it is uncertain how this Court will apply Sykes and the 
rest of our ACCA cases going forward, it is even more uncertain 
how our lower-court colleagues will deal with them. Conceiv­
ably, they will simply throw the opinions into the air in frustra­
tion, and give free rein to their own feelings as to what offenses 
should be considered crimes of violence—which, to tell the truth, 
seems to be what we have done. (Before throwing the opinions 
into the air, however, they should check whether littering—or 
littering in a purposeful, violent, and aggressive fashion—is a 
felony in their jurisdiction. If so, it may be a violent felony 
under ACCA; or perhaps not.) 

Since our ACCA cases are incomprehensible to judges, the 
statute obviously does not give “person[s] of ordinary intelligence 
fair notice” of its reach. United States v. Batchelder, 442 U. S. 
114, 123 (1979) (internal quotation marks omitted). I would 
grant certiorari, declare ACCA’s residual provision to be uncon­
stitutionally vague, and ring down the curtain on the ACCA 
farce playing in federal courts throughout the Nation. 

Rehearing Denied 
No. 09–10053. Mitchell v. United States, 561 U. S. 1028; 
No. 10–1098. Threatt v. Donovan, Secretary of Housing 

and Urban Development, 563 U. S. 938; 
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No. 10–9000. Lewis v. Ricci, Administrator, New Jersey 
State Prison, et al., 563 U. S. 943; 

No. 10–9032. Guyton v. Hunt, 563 U. S. 944; 
No. 10–9061. Lee v. Federal Emergency Management 

Agency et al., 563 U. S. 923; 
No. 10–9252. Tafari v. Weinstock et al., 563 U. S. 977; 
No. 10–9277. Hammer v. Forest Highlands Community 

Assn., 563 U. S. 978; 
No. 10–9486. Ponton v. American Federation of State, 

County and Municipal Employees, AFL–CIO, et al., 563 
U. S. 995; and 

No. 10–9896. Norwood v. Board of Trustees of Univer­

sity of Arkansas at Little Rock, 563 U. S. 1012. Petitions 
for rehearing denied. 

No. 10–9732. Haque v. Immigration and Customs En­

forcement et al., 563 U. S. 1017; and 
No. 10–9737. Haque v. Department of Homeland Secu­

rity et al., 563 U. S. 1017. Petitions for rehearing denied. 
Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration or decision of 
these petitions. 

June 28, 2011 

Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 
No. 09–1395. Beer et al. v. United States. C. A. Fed. Cir. 

Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case remanded for con­
sideration of the question of preclusion raised by the Acting Solici­
tor General in his brief for the United States filed July 26, 2010. 
The Court considers it important that there be a decision on the 
question, rather than that an answer be deemed unnecessary in 
light of prior precedent on the merits. Further proceedings after 
decision of the preclusion question are for the Court of Appeals 
to determine in the first instance. Justice Breyer would grant 
the petition for writ of certiorari and set the case for argument. 
Reported below: 361 Fed. Appx. 150. 

Justice Scalia, dissenting. 

It has been my consistent view, not always shared by the Court, 
that “we have no power to set aside the duly recorded judgments 
of lower courts unless we find them to be in error, or unless they 
are cast in doubt by a factor arising after they were rendered.” 
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Webster v. Cooper, 558 U. S. 1039, 1041–1042 (2009) (dissenting 
opinion). Today’s vacatur resembles that in Youngblood v. West 
Virginia, 547 U. S. 867 (2006) (per curiam), from which I dis­
sented, id., at 870. I would grant the petition and set the case 
for argument. 

No. 10–113. Rivera-Martinez v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case remanded 
for further consideration in light of Freeman v. United States, 
ante, p. 522. Reported below: 607 F. 3d 283. 

No. 10–250. Dow Chemical Canada ULC v. Fandino et al. 
Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. Dist. Certiorari granted, judgment va­
cated, and case remanded for further consideration in light of 
J. McIntyre Machinery, Ltd. v. Nicastro, ante, p. 873. 

No. 10–984. IMS Health Inc. et al. v. Schneider, Attor­

ney General of Maine. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari granted, 
judgment vacated, and case remanded for further consideration 
in light of Sorrell v. IMS Health Inc., ante, p. 552. Reported 
below: 616 F. 3d 7. 

No. 10–5479. Barba v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. 
Dist.; and 

No. 10–6278. Dilboy v. New Hampshire. Sup. Ct. N. H. 
Reported below: 160 N. H. 135, 999 A. 2d 1092. Motions of peti­
tioners for leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. Certio­
rari granted, judgments vacated, and cases remanded for further 
consideration in light of Bullcoming v. New Mexico, ante, p. 647. 

No. 10–6258. Carrigan v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir.; 
No. 10–7139. Cepeda v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir.; and 
No. 10–7565. Sylvester v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 

Reported below: 391 Fed. Appx. 205. Motions of petitioners for 
leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. Certiorari granted, 
judgments vacated, and cases remanded for further consideration 
in light of Freeman v. United States, ante, p. 522. 

Certiorari Granted—Remanded 
No. 09–10246. Goins v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Mo­

tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. 
The Court reversed the judgment below in Freeman v. United 
States, ante, p. 522. Therefore, certiorari granted, and case re­
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manded for further proceedings. Reported below: 355 Fed. 
Appx. 1. 

Certiorari Granted 

No. 10–1062. Sackett et vir v. Environmental Protec­

tion Agency et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted lim­
ited to the following questions: (1) May petitioners seek pre­
enforcement judicial review of the administrative compliance 
order pursuant to the Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U. S. § 704? 
(2) If not, does petitioners’ inability to seek pre-enforcement judi­
cial review of the administrative compliance order violate their 
rights under the Due Process Clause? Reported below: 622 F. 
3d 1139. 

No. 10–8505. Williams v. Illinois. Sup. Ct. Ill. Motion of 
petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. Cer­
tiorari granted. Reported below: 238 Ill. 2d 125, 939 N. E. 2d 
268. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 09–10755. Smith v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 28 So. 3d 838. 

No. 10–56. Reinauer Transportation Cos., LLC, et al. v. 
Brown. App. Div., Sup. Ct. N. Y., 3d Jud. Dept. Certiorari de­
nied. Reported below: 67 App. Div. 3d 106, 886 N. Y. S. 2d 769. 

No. 10–75. Consolidated Rail Corporation v. Battaglia. 
Ct. App. Ohio, Lucas County. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 2009-Ohio-5505. 

No. 10–795. Green Party of Connecticut et al. v. Lenge 
et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 616 
F. 3d 213. 

No. 10–966. Clemens v. McNamee. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 615 F. 3d 374. 

No. 10–1004. Pirelli Pneus LTDA v. Gunn, Individually 
and as Guardian of Gunn, an Incapacitated Person. Dist. 
Ct. App. Fla., 2d Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 64 
So. 3d 1272. 
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No. 10–1012. Ducasse v. Maine. Sup. Jud. Ct. Me. Certio­
rari denied. Reported below: 8 A. 3d 1252. 

No. 10–1019. Abbyy Production, LLC v. Nuance Communi­

cations, Inc. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 626 F. 3d 1222. 

No. 10–6865. Aguilar v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 280 Va. 322, 699 S. E. 2d 215. 

No. 10–8337. Williams v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 397 Fed. Appx. 779. 

No. 10–617. Roberts v. Kauffman Racing Equipment, 
L. L. C. Sup. Ct. Ohio. Motion of Center for Democracy & 
Technology for leave to file a brief as amicus curiae granted. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 126 Ohio St. 3d 81, 930 
N. E. 2d 784. 

No. 10–925. Grand Trunk Western Railroad, Inc. v. 
Shepard. Ct. App. Ohio, Cuyahoga County. Motion of Associa­
tion of American Railroads for leave to file a brief as amicus 
curiae granted. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2010­
Ohio-1853. 

June 29, 2011 
Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 10–1310. Norex Petroleum Ltd. v. Access Industries, 
Inc., et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari dismissed under this 
Court’s Rule 46.1. Reported below: 631 F. 3d 29. 

Certiorari Denied 
No. 10–11153 (10A1253). Bible v. Arizona. Sup. Ct. Ariz. 

Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, presented 
to Justice Kennedy, and by him referred to the Court, denied. 
Certiorari denied. 

July 7, 2011 
Miscellaneous Order. (See Nos. 11–5001, 11–5002, and 11–5081, 

ante, p. 940.) 

July 19, 2011 
Certiorari Denied 

No. 11–5311 (11A72). West v. Arizona. Super. Ct. Ariz., 
County of Pima. Application for stay of execution of sentence of 
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death, presented to Justice Kennedy, and by him referred to 
the Court, denied. Certiorari denied. 

No. 11–5339 (11A79). West v. Brewer, Governor of Ari­

zona, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Application for stay of execution 
of sentence of death, presented to Justice Kennedy, and by 
him referred to the Court, denied. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 652 F. 3d 1060. 

July 20, 2011 
Miscellaneous Order 

No. 11–5350 (11A81). In re Stroman. Application for stay 
of execution of sentence of death, presented to Justice Scalia, 
and by him referred to the Court, denied. Petition for writ of 
habeas corpus denied. 

Certiorari Denied 
No. 11–5320 (11A73). Stroman v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. 

Tex. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, pre­
sented to Justice Scalia, and by him referred to the Court, 
denied. Certiorari denied. 

No. 11–5361 (11A97). DeYoung v. Owens, Commissioner, 
Georgia 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. Reported below: 646 F. 3d 1319. 

Rehearing Denied 
No. 10–9873 (11A74). Stroman v. Thaler, Director, Texas 

Department of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institu­

tions Division, ante, p. 1040. Application for stay of execution 
of sentence of death, presented to Justice Scalia, and by him 
referred to the Court, denied. Petition for rehearing denied. 

July 22, 2011 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 
No. 10–997. North Carolina ex rel. Cooper, Attorney 

General of North Carolina v. Tennessee Valley Author­

ity et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari dismissed under this 
Court’s Rule 46.1. Reported below: 615 F. 3d 291. 
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Rehearing Denied 
No. 10–765. Young, Individually and on Behalf of All 

Others Similarly Situated v. Verizon’s Bell Atlantic 
Cash Balance Plan et al., 563 U. S. 1007; 

No. 10–809. Murdoch v. Castro, Warden, et al., 563 U. S. 
987; 

No. 10–1126. Springer v. Perryman, Judge, Circuit Court 
of Alabama, Randolph County, et al., 563 U. S. 988; 

No. 10–1142. Selig v. Roeshman, 563 U. S. 975; 
No. 10–1206. Doe et al. v. Obama, President of the 

United States, et al., 563 U. S. 1022; 
No. 10–1284. In re Ford, 563 U. S. 986; 
No. 10–7867. Winn v. Buss, Secretary, Florida Depart­

ment of Corrections, et al., 563 U. S. 990; 
No. 10–8349. Timmons v. Artus, Superintendent, Clinton 

Correctional Facility, 562 U. S. 1291; 
No. 10–8784. Fayiga v. Cassagnol et al., 563 U. S. 992; 
No. 10–8897. Gray v. Larkins, Warden, 563 U. S. 910; 
No. 10–8991. Fitzgerald v. Kelly, Warden, 563 U. S. 922; 
No. 10–9015. Lloyd v. New Hanover Regional Medical 

Center, 563 U. S. 944; 
No. 10–9043. Study v. United States, 563 U. S. 944; 
No. 10–9058. Ellison v. Dart, Sheriff, Cook County, Illi­

nois, et al., 563 U. S. 962; 
No. 10–9083. Thornton v. Virginia, 563 U. S. 962; 
No. 10–9089. Armstrong v. California, 563 U. S. 962; 
No. 10–9159. Stratton v. Texas (four judgments), 563 U. S. 

964; 
No. 10–9232. Eicher v. Diodati, 563 U. S. 977; 
No. 10–9319. Barnes v. IMS Management, LLC, as Agent 

for Metropolitan Gardens Developers, LLP, 563 U. S. 992; 
No. 10–9337. Watson v. Florida, 563 U. S. 992; 
No. 10–9351. Manseau et ux. v. City of Miramar, Florida, 

et al., 563 U. S. 993; 
No. 10–9365. Page v. Florida, 563 U. S. 993; 
No. 10–9373. Martin v. Volunteer Automotive, 563 U. S. 

993; 
No. 10–9378. Tidwell v. Florida, 563 U. S. 979; 
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No. 10–9430. Cooper v. City of Dallas, Texas, 563 U. S. 
949; 

No. 10–9439. Teague v. North Carolina Department of 
Transportation, 563 U. S. 1002; 

No. 10–9444. Pfeiferling v. United States, 563 U. S. 949; 
No. 10–9462. Jackson v. Herndon, Warden, 563 U. S. 994; 
No. 10–9493. Jackson v. Thaler, Director, Texas Depart­

ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi­

sion, 563 U. S. 995; 
No. 10–9542. Daniels v. Bally’s Atlantic City et al., 563 

U. S. 1010; 
No. 10–9602. Monacelli v. Ford Motor Co., 563 U. S. 1011; 
No. 10–9612. Nelson v. Lewis et al., 563 U. S. 1011; 
No. 10–9623. Blankenship v. Simon, Judge, County Court 

of Florida, Escambia County, et al., 563 U. S. 1011; 
No. 10–9645. McGowan v. Merrill, Warden, 563 U. S. 980; 
No. 10–9660. Zabriskie v. Florida, 563 U. S. 996; 
No. 10–9736. Glenn v. United States, 563 U. S. 967; 
No. 10–9798. Cockerham v. United States, 563 U. S. 981; 
No. 10–9818. Guzman v. United States, 563 U. S. 981; 
No. 10–9819. Haywood v. Hillman, Chief Magistrate 

Judge, United States District Court for the Central Dis­

trict of California, et al., 563 U. S. 1012; 
No. 10–9890. Hearns v. Artus, Superintendent, Clinton 

Correctional Facility, 563 U. S. 1012; 
No. 10–9925. Ruiz Montes v. United States, 563 U. S. 999; 
No. 10–9930. T. G. v. New Jersey Division of Youth and 

Family Services, 563 U. S. 1013; 
No. 10–9952. Brown v. United States, 563 U. S. 999; 
No. 10–10047. In re Miles, 563 U. S. 986; 
No. 10–10084. Armwood v. New Jersey, 563 U. S. 1026; 
No. 10–10206. In re Ward, 563 U. S. 1007; 
No. 10–10324. Cawthon v. United States, 563 U. S. 1039; 

and 
No. 10–10571. Davis v. House of Representatives, Elea­

nor Holmes Norton’s Office, ante, p. 1028. Petitions for re­
hearing denied. 

No. 10–8731. Lyles v. Lemmon et al., 563 U. S. 929. Peti­
tion for rehearing denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. 
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No. 10–9320. Bisson v. Martin Luther King, Jr. Health 
Clinic et al., 563 U. S. 1002. Petition for rehearing denied. 
Justice Sotomayor took no part in the consideration or decision 
of this petition. 

No. 10–8740. Ligon v. Illinois, 562 U. S. 1296; 
No. 10–8848. Koch v. Cate, Secretary, California De­

partment of Corrections and Rehabilitation, et al., 562 
U. S. 1297; and 

No. 10–9214. King v. UT Medical Group, Inc., et al., 563 
U. S. 965. Motions for leave to file petitions for rehearing denied. 

July 28, 2011 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. 11–5529 (11A129). In re Jackson. Application for stay 
of execution of sentence of death, presented to Justice Alito, 
and by him referred to the Court, denied. Petition for writ of 
habeas corpus denied. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 11–5506 (11A123). Jackson v. Delaware. Sup. Ct. Del. 
Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, presented 
to Justice Alito, and by him referred to the Court, denied. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 21 A. 3d 27. 

July 29, 2011 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. 11A117. Florida v. Valle. Application to vacate the 
stay of execution of sentence of death entered by the Florida 
Supreme Court on July 25, 2011, presented to Justice Thomas, 
and by him referred to the Court, denied. 

August 9, 2011 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 10–1384. Max Rack, Inc. v. Hoist Fitness Systems, 
Inc. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari dismissed under this Court’s 
Rule 46.1. Reported below: 408 Fed. Appx. 364. 
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Miscellaneous Orders 
No. 10A917. Grayson v. Thomas, Commissioner, Alabama 

Department of Corrections. Application for certificate of ap­
pealability, addressed to Justice Sotomayor and referred to the 
Court, denied. 

No. 10A1185. In re Dubin. Application for stay, addressed 
to Justice Thomas and referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 10–209. Lafler v. Cooper. C. A. 6th Cir. [Certiorari 
granted, 562 U. S. 1127.] Motion of the Solicitor General for leave 
to participate in oral argument as amicus curiae and for divided 
argument granted. 

No. 10–444. Missouri v. Frye. Ct. App. Mo., Western Dist. 
[Certiorari granted, 562 U. S. 1128.] Motion of the Solicitor Gen­
eral for leave to participate in oral argument as amicus curiae 
and for divided argument granted. 

No. 10–577. Kawashima et ux. v. Holder, Attorney Gen­

eral. C. A. 9th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 563 U. S. 1007.] Mo­
tion of petitioners to dispense with printing the joint appendix 
granted. 

No. 10–680. Howes, Warden v. Fields. C. A. 6th Cir. 
[Certiorari granted, 562 U. S. 1199.] Motion of the Solicitor Gen­
eral for leave to participate in oral argument as amicus curiae 
and for divided argument granted. 

No. 10–1001. Martinez v. Ryan, Director, Arizona De­

partment of Corrections. C. A. 9th Cir. [Certiorari 
granted, 563 U. S. 1032.] Motion of petitioner to dispense with 
printing the joint appendix granted. 

Rehearing Denied 
No. 09–993. PLIVA, Inc., et al. v. Mensing, ante, p. 604; 
No. 09–1039. Actavis Elizabeth, LLC v. Mensing, ante, 

p. 604; 
No. 09–1501. Actavis, Inc. v. Demahy, ante, p. 604; 
No. 10–179. Stern, Executor of the Estate of Marshall 

v. Marshall, Executrix of the Estate of Marshall, ante, 
p. 462; 
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No. 10–1254. Parker v. Richmond County Board of Edu­

cation, ante, p. 1019; 
No. 10–1260. Gard et ux. v. City of Omaha, Nebraska, 

ante, p. 1005; 
No. 10–1272. Talley v. Housing Authority of Columbus, 

Georgia, et al., ante, p. 1020; 
No. 10–1274. Agnew v. Sussex Condominium Unit Owners 

Assn., 563 U. S. 1022; 
No. 10–1275. Constant v. California ex rel. Department 

of Transportation, ante, p. 1020; 
No. 10–1277. Campbell v. Kellermyer Building Services, 

LLC, ante, p. 1020; 
No. 10–1313. Clellan v. Ohio, ante, p. 1039; 
No. 10–1315. Edwards v. District of Columbia Board on 

Professional Responsibility, 563 U. S. 1022; 
No. 10–1352. Wadsworth et ux. v. Commissioner of Inter­

nal Revenue, 563 U. S. 1034; 
No. 10–7592. Doe v. United States, ante, p. 1005; 
No. 10–8294. Cato v. Swarthout, Warden, 563 U. S. 1035; 
No. 10–8988. Fuller v. Smith, 563 U. S. 943; 
No. 10–9069. Monroe v. Krippel et al., 563 U. S. 1009; 
No. 10–9085. Spencer v. Alabama, ante, p. 1022; 
No. 10–9153. Simon v. City of Atlanta, Georgia, et al., 

563 U. S. 964; 
No. 10–9215. Matsuda v. Hawaii et al., 563 U. S. 977; 
No. 10–9235. Smith v. Buss, Secretary, Florida Depart­

ment of Corrections, 563 U. S. 977; 
No. 10–9314. Henry v. Alabama et al., 563 U. S. 992; 
No. 10–9334. Ross v. Federal Deposit Insurance Corpo­

ration, as Receiver of Washington Mutual Bank, ante, 
p. 1006; 

No. 10–9341. Quattrocchi v. Florida, 563 U. S. 992; 
No. 10–9389. Van Zant v. Florida Parole Commission 

et al., 563 U. S. 993; 
No. 10–9407. Boczkowski v. Jackson et al., 563 U. S. 994; 
No. 10–9428. Crisdon v. New Jersey Department of Edu­

cation, 563 U. S. 994; 
No. 10–9481. Lytle v. North Carolina, 563 U. S. 995; 
No. 10–9490. Weinrich v. Roper, Superintendent, Potosi 

Correctional Center, 563 U. S. 995; 
No. 10–9516. Pettus v. United States et al., ante, p. 1023; 
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No. 10–9572. Heinonen v. Scott, 563 U. S. 1010; 
No. 10–9578. Simon v. Georgia et al., 563 U. S. 1010; 
No. 10–9625. Hall v. Berghuis, Warden, 563 U. S. 996; 
No. 10–9706. Harris v. Board of Supervisors of Louisi­

ana State University & Agricultural & Mechanical Col­

lege, 563 U. S. 1024; 
No. 10–9710. Goodman v. Merit Systems Protection 

Board, 563 U. S. 1012; 
No. 10–9720. Digsby v. Buss, Secretary, Florida Depart­

ment of Corrections, 563 U. S. 1024; 
No. 10–9787. Karupaiyan et al. v. Brown et al., 563 U. S. 

1036; 
No. 10–9813. Crim v. Bayshore of Naples, Inc., 563 U. S. 

1036; 
No. 10–9816. Hamilton v. United States, 563 U. S. 981; 
No. 10–9829. Heade v. Washington Metropolitan Area 

Transit Authority, 563 U. S. 1037; 
No. 10–9884. Talley v. City of Atlantic City, New Jer­

sey, et al., 563 U. S. 1037; 
No. 10–9893. Bozic v. Pennsylvania, 563 U. S. 1025; 
No. 10–10005. Davis v. Shinseki, Secretary of Veterans 

Affairs, 563 U. S. 1038; 
No. 10–10068. McPherron v. Dailing et al., ante, p. 1030; 
No. 10–10095. Figura Torrefranca v. Horne, Attorney 

General of Arizona, et al.; and Figura Torrefranca v. 
Ryan, Director, Arizona Department of Corrections, et 
al., ante, p. 1025; 

No. 10–10096. Woodward v. Kansas, 563 U. S. 1038;
 
No. 10–10103. Blanchard v. Bennett et al., 563 U. S. 1014;
 
No. 10–10104. Botany v. Huibregtse, Warden, 563 U. S.
 

1038; 
No. 10–10155. Book v. Mendoza et al., ante, p. 1042; 
No. 10–10163. Burgin v. LaHaye et al., 563 U. S. 1038; 
No. 10–10166. Akbar v. Padula, Warden, ante, p. 1009; 
No. 10–10228. Brestle v. United States, ante, p. 1043; 
No. 10–10243. Brewington v. Walsh, Superintendent, 

State Correctional Institution at Dallas, et al., 563 
U. S. 1039; 

No. 10–10327. In re Poirier, 563 U. S. 1020; 
No. 10–10461. Jarvis v. Enterprise Fleet Services & 

Leasing Co., ante, p. 1043; and 
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No. 10–10601. Hines v. United States, ante, p. 1029. Peti­
tions for rehearing denied. 

No. 10–82. United States v. Gonzalez, ante, p. 1032; 
No. 10–9976. Knight v. United States District Court for 

the Western District of Pennsylvania, 563 U. S. 1002; and 
No. 10–10568. In re Schotz, ante, p. 1003. Petitions for re­

hearing denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consider­
ation or decision of these petitions. 

No. 10–10305. Vondette v. United States (two judgments), 
563 U. S. 1041. Petition for rehearing denied. Justice Soto-

mayor took no part in the consideration or decision of this 
petition. 

August 18, 2011 

Certiorari Denied 
No. 11–5705 (11A165). Jackson v. Kelly, Warden. C. A. 4th 

Cir. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, pre­
sented to The Chief Justice, and by him referred to the Court, 
denied. Certiorari denied. Justice Ginsburg and Justice So­

tomayor would grant the application for stay of execution. Re­
ported below: 650 F. 3d 477. 

August 23, 2011 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 
No. 10–1389. Breakthrough Management Group, Inc. v. 

Chukchansi Gold Casino and Resort et al. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari dismissed under this Court’s Rule 46.1. Reported 
below: 629 F. 3d 1173. 

September 2, 2011 

Miscellaneous Orders 
No. 10A995 (11–5520). Ramirez v. People of the United 

States et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Application for stay, addressed 
to Justice Ginsburg and referred to the Court, denied. 

No. 11A7 (11–146). Moss v. Fairborn City Schools. C. A. 
6th Cir. Application for stay, addressed to Justice Sotomayor 
and referred to the Court, denied. 
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No. 11A85. Zangara v. Somerset Medical Center. Appli­
cation for stay, addressed to The Chief Justice and referred to 
the Court, denied. 

No. 11A160 (11–198). Nieto v. Holder, Attorney General. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Application for stay, addressed to Justice Soto-

mayor and referred to the Court, denied. 

Rehearing Denied 
No. 10–1084. Ferguson v. United States, ante, p. 1038; 
No. 10–1280. Widtfeldt v. Nebraska Equal Opportunity 

Commission et al., ante, p. 1020; 
No. 10–1301. Bass v. Nevada, ante, p. 1038; 
No. 10–6370. In re Starling, 562 U. S. 1177; 
No. 10–9793. Quire v. Florida, 563 U. S. 1036; 
No. 10–9843. Centeno v. Hardy, Warden, 563 U. S. 1012; 
No. 10–9900. B. J. G. v. St. Charles County Sheriff et al., 

ante, p. 1006; 
No. 10–9988. S. G. v. J. H., ante, p. 1008; 
No. 10–10013. Parks v. Lowe et al., ante, p. 1023; 
No. 10–10015. Marcos v. Thaler, Director, Texas Depart­

ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi­

sion, ante, p. 1023; 
No. 10–10101. McKaughan v. Tennessee, ante, p. 1041; 
No. 10–10121. Salinas v. Thaler, Director, Texas De­

partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division, ante, p. 1041; 

No. 10–10127. Partovi v. United States, ante, p. 1009; 
No. 10–10139. Partovi v. Unknown Officer et al., ante, 

p. 1009; 
No. 10–10164. Brown, Individually and as Statutory 

Heir and Wrongful Death Beneficiary of Brown et al., 
Deceased v. Illinois Central Railroad Co., Inc., aka Cana­

dian National Railroad, et al., ante, p. 1042; 
No. 10–10205. Dennis v. City of North Miami, Florida, 

et al., ante, p. 1043; 
No. 10–10211. McCarthy v. Scofield et al., ante, p. 1043; 
No. 10–10226. Williams v. Illinois, 563 U. S. 1039; 
No. 10–10268. Lamb v. Palmer, Warden, ante, p. 1026; 
No. 10–10389. Aussicker v. Curtin, Warden, ante, p. 1026; 
No. 10–10439. Salazar v. United States, ante, p. 1010; and 
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No. 10–10551. Cummings, aka Davila v. United States, 
ante, p. 1027. Petitions for rehearing denied. 

No. 10–10336. Mincey v. United States, 563 U. S. 1042. Pe­
tition for rehearing denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. 

No. 10–9361. Cunningham v. Palmer, Warden, 563 U. S. 
993. Motion for leave to file petition for rehearing denied. 

September 9, 2011 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 
No. 11–22. Jenkins, Warden v. Sussman. C. A. 7th Cir. 

Certiorari dismissed under this Court’s Rule 46.1. Reported 
below: 636 F. 3d 329. 

September 13, 2011 

Certiorari Denied 
No. 11–6194 (11A258). Woods v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. 

Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, presented 
to Justice Scalia, and by him referred to the Court, denied. 
Certiorari denied. 

September 15, 2011 

Miscellaneous Orders 
No. 11–6372 (11A295). In re Buck. Application for stay of 

execution of sentence of death, presented to Justice Scalia, and 
by him referred to the Court, denied. Petition for writ of habeas 
corpus denied. 

No. 11–6391 (11A297). Buck v. Thaler, Director, Texas 
Department of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institu­

tions Division. C. A. 5th Cir. Application for stay of execution 
of sentence of death, presented to Justice Scalia, and by him 
referred to the Court, granted pending disposition of the petition 
for writ of certiorari. Should the petition for writ of certiorari 
be denied, this stay shall terminate automatically. In the event 
the petition for writ of certiorari is granted, the stay shall termi­
nate upon the sending down of the judgment of this Court. 
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September 20, 2011 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 
No. 11–5794. In re Pearson. Petition for writ of mandamus 

dismissed under this Court’s Rule 46. 

Miscellaneous Order 
No. 11A302 (11–6427). Foster v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. 

Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, presented 
to Justice Scalia, and by him referred to the Court, granted 
pending disposition of the petition for writ of certiorari. Should 
the petition for writ of certiorari be denied, this stay shall termi­
nate automatically. In the event the petition for writ of certio­
rari is granted, the stay shall terminate upon the issuance of the 
mandate of this Court. 

September 21, 2011 

Miscellaneous Order 
No. 11A317. Davis v. Humphrey, Warden. Application for 

stay of execution of sentence of death, presented to Justice 
Thomas, and by him referred to the Court, denied. 

September 22, 2011 
Certiorari Denied 

No. 11–6529 (11A321). Mason v. Alabama. Sup. Ct. Ala. 
Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, presented 
to Justice Thomas, and by him referred to the Court, denied. 
Certiorari denied. 

September 26, 2011 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 
No. 10–1558. In re Ricci et al. Petition for writ of manda­

mus dismissed under this Court’s Rule 46. 

September 27, 2011 

Miscellaneous Orders 
No. 09–958. Douglas, Director, California Department 

of Health Care Services v. Independent Living Center 
of Southern California, Inc., et al. (two judgments); 
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No. 09–1158. Douglas, Director, California Department 
of Health Care Services v. California Pharmacists Assn. 
et al.; Douglas, Director, California Department of 
Health Care Services v. California Hospital Assn. et al.; 
Douglas, Director, California Department of Health 
Care Services v. Independent Living Center of Southern 
California, Inc., et al.; Douglas, Director, California De­

partment of Health Care Services v. Dominguez, By and 
Through Her Mother and Next Friend Brown, et al.; and 

No. 10–283. Douglas, Director, California Department 
of Health Care Services v. Santa Rosa Memorial Hospi­

tal et al.  C. A. 9th Cir. [Certiorari granted sub nom. in 
No. 09–958, Maxwell-Jolly v. Independent Living Center of 
Southern Cal., Inc.; in No. 09–1158, Maxwell-Jolly v. California 
Pharmacists Assn.; Maxwell-Jolly v. California Hospital Assn.; 
Maxwell-Jolly v. Independent Living Center of Southern Cal., 
Inc.; Maxwell-Jolly v. Dominguez; in No. 10–283, Maxwell-Jolly 
v. Santa Rosa Memorial Hospital, 562 U. S. 1177.] Motion of the 
Solicitor General for leave to participate in oral argument as ami­
cus curiae and for divided argument granted. 

No. 10–507. Pacific Operators Offshore, LLP, et al. v. 
Valladolid et al. C. A. 9th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 562 
U. S. 1215.] Motion of the Solicitor General for divided argu­
ment granted. 

No. 10– 553. Hosanna-Tabor Evangelical Lutheran 
Church and School v. Equal Employment Opportunity 
Commission et al. C. A. 6th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 563 U. S. 
903.] Motion of the Solicitor General for divided argument 
granted. 

No. 10–945. Florence v. Board of Chosen Freeholders 
of the County of Burlington et al. C. A. 3d Cir. [Certio­
rari granted, 563 U. S. 917.] Motion of the Solicitor General for 
leave to participate in oral argument as amicus curiae and for 
divided argument granted. Motion of respondents for divided 
argument denied. 

No. 10–1001. Martinez v. Ryan, Director, Arizona 
Department of Corrections. C. A. 9th Cir. [Certiorari 
granted, 563 U. S. 1032.] Motion of the Solicitor General for leave 
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to participate in oral argument as amicus curiae and for divided 
argument granted. 

No. 10–1024. Federal Aviation Administration et al. v. 
Cooper. C. A. 9th Cir. [Certiorari granted, ante, p. 1018.] Mo­
tion of the Solicitor General to dispense with printing the joint 
appendix granted. Justice Kagan took no part in the consider­
ation or decision of this motion. 

Certiorari Granted 
No. 10–1018. Filarsky v. Delia. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 

granted. Reported below: 621 F. 3d 1069. 

No. 10–1211. Vartelas v. Holder, Attorney General. 
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 620 F. 3d 108. 

No. 10–1472. Taniguchi v. Kan Pacific Saipan, Ltd., dba 
Marianas Resort and Spa. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted. 
Reported below: 633 F. 3d 1218. 

No. 10–1399. Roberts v. Sea-Land Services, Inc., et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted limited to Question 1 presented 
by the petition. Reported below: 625 F. 3d 1204. 

No. 10–1542. Holder, Attorney General v. Martinez Gu­

tierrez; and 
No. 10–1543. Holder, Attorney General v. Sawyers. 

C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted, cases consolidated, and a total 
of one hour is allotted for oral argument. Reported below: 
No. 10–1542, 411 Fed. Appx. 121; No. 10–1543, 399 Fed. Appx. 313. 

No. 10–9995. Wood v. Milyard, Warden, et al. C. A. 10th 
Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
granted. Certiorari granted limited to the following questions: 
(1) Does an appellate court have the authority to raise sua sponte 
a 28 U. S. C. § 2244(d) statute of limitations defense? (2) Does 
the State’s declaration before the District Court that it “will not 
challenge, but [is] not conceding, the timeliness of Wood’s habeas 
petition,” amount to a deliberate waiver of any statute of limi­
tations defense the State may have had? Reported below: 403 
Fed. Appx. 335. 

No. 11–139. United States v. Home Concrete & Supply, 
LLC, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported 
below: 634 F. 3d 249. 
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Dismissal Under Rule 46 
No. 11–226. Reynolds v. Tennessee. Ct. Crim. App. Tenn. 

Certiorari dismissed under this Court’s Rule 46.1. 

Certiorari Denied 
No. 11–6029 (11A229). Valle 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. Mo­
tion of Bar Human Rights Committee of England and Wales et al. 
for leave to file a brief as amici curiae granted Certiorari de­
nied. Reported below: 70 So. 3d 530. 

Justice Breyer, dissenting from denial of stay. 

The State of Florida seeks to execute Manuel Valle for a crime 
for which he was initially sentenced to death more than 33 years 
ago. Valle asks us to consider whether that execution following 
decades of incarceration on death row violates the Constitution’s 
prohibition of “cruel and unusual punishments.” U. S. Const., 
Amdt. 8. I would consider the claim. See Lackey v. Texas, 514 
U. S. 1045 (1995) (Stevens, J., respecting denial of certiorari); 
Knight v. Florida, 528 U. S. 990, 993 (1999) (Breyer, J., dissent­
ing from denial of certiorari). 

I have little doubt about the cruelty of so long a period of 
incarceration under sentence of death. In Lackey and in Knight 
Justice Stevens and I referred to the legal sources, in addition 
to studies of attempted suicides, that buttress the commonsense 
conclusion that 33 years in prison under threat of execution is 
cruel. See In re Medley, 134 U. S. 160, 172 (1890) (describing 
as “horrible” the “feelings” that accompany uncertainty about 
whether, or when, the execution will take place); Solesbee v. Balk-
com, 339 U. S. 9, 14 (1950) (Frankfurter, J., dissenting) (“In the 
history of murder, the onset of insanity while awaiting execution 
of a death sentence is not a rare phenomenon”); Strafer, Volun­
teering for Execution, 74 J. Crim. L. & C. 860, 872, n. 44 (1983) 
(a study of Florida inmates showed that 35% of those confined on 
death row attempted suicide; 42% seriously considered suicide); 
id., at 869–871 (“Recent studies and law suits document both the 
barbaric conditions pervading death rows and the debilitating and 
life-negating effects of these conditions”). 
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So long a confinement followed by execution would also seem 
unusual. The average period of time that an individual sentenced 
to death spends on death row is almost 15 years. Thirty-three 
years is more than twice as long. And, such delays are uncom­
mon. See Dept. of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics, T. Snell, 
Statistical Tables, Capital Punishment, 2009, p. 19 (Dec. 2010) 
(Table 18) (approximately 113 prisoners have been under a sen­
tence of death for more than 29 years out of 3,173 death row 
prisoners in total; 33 of those 113 are in Florida). Cf. Knight, 528 
U. S., at 993–994 (Breyer, J., dissenting from denial of certiorari) 
(noting that 24 prisoners had been on death row for more than 
20 years). See also id., at 995 (“A growing number of courts 
outside the United States—courts that accept or assume the law­
fulness of the death penalty—have held that lengthy delay in 
administering a lawful death penalty renders the ultimate execu­
tion inhuman, degrading, or unusually cruel”). 

The commonly accepted justifications for the death penalty are 
close to nonexistent in a case such as this one. It is difficult to 
imagine how an execution following so long a period of incarcera­
tion could add significantly to that punishment’s deterrent value. 
It seems yet more unlikely that the execution, coming after 
what is close to a lifetime of imprisonment, matters in respect 
to incapacitation. Thus, I would focus upon the “moral sensibil­
ity” of a community that finds in the death sentence an appro­
priate public reaction to a terrible crime. See Spaziano v. Flor­
ida, 468 U. S. 447, 481 (1984) (Stevens, J., concurring in part and 
dissenting in part). And, I would ask how often that communi­
ty’s sense of retribution would forcefully insist upon a death 
that comes only several decades after the crime was committed. 

It might be argued that Valle, not the State, is responsible 
for the long delay. But Valle replies that more than two decades 
of delay reflect the State’s failure to provide the kind of trial 
and penalty procedures that the law requires. Regardless, one 
cannot realistically expect a defendant condemned to death to 
refrain from fighting for his life by seeking to use whatever 
procedures the law allows. 

It might also be argued that it is not so much the State as 
it is the numerous procedures that the law demands that produce 
decades of delay. But this kind of an argument does not auto­
matically justify execution in this case. Rather, the argument 
may point instead to a more basic difficulty, namely, the difficulty 
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of reconciling the imposition of the death penalty as currently 
administered with procedures necessary to ensure that the 
wrong person is not executed. 

Because this case may well raise these questions and because 
I believe the Court should consider them, I vote to grant the 
application for stay. 

No. 11–6239 (11A289). Valle v. Singer, Warden, 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. Reported below: 655 F. 3d 
1223. 

No. 11–6341 (11A290). Valle v. Tucker, Secretary, Flor­

ida 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. Reported below: 654 F. 3d 1266. 

No. 11–6528 (11A320). Valle 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. Reported below: 72 So. 3d 748. 

No. 11–6628 (11A333). Valle v. Scott, Governor of Flor­

ida, 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. Reported 
below: 441 Fed. Appx. 688. 
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