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JUNE 13, 2016
Certiorarit Dismissed

No. 15-8914. MALLOY ». PETERS ET AL. C. A. 11th Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied,
and certiorari dismissed. See this Court’s Rule 39.8. Reported
below: 617 Fed. Appx. 948.

No. 15-9008. PRESLEY v. Mississippl. Sup. Ct. Miss. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied,
and certiorari dismissed. See this Court’s Rule 39.8.

No. 15-9210. ESCOBAR DE JESUS v. UNITED STATES. C. A.
1st Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pau-
peris denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court’s Rule
39.8. As petitioner has repeatedly abused this Court’s process,
the Clerk is directed not to accept any further petitions in non-
criminal matters from petitioner unless the docketing fee required
by Rule 38(a) is paid and the petition is submitted in compliance
with Rule 33.1. See Martin v. District of Columbia Court of
Appeals, 506 U.S. 1 (1992) (per curiam). JUSTICE KAGAN took
no part in the consideration or decision of this motion and this
petition.

Miscellaneous Orders

No. 15A1125. WEATHERLY v. UNITED STATES. Application for
certificate of appealability, addressed to JUSTICE GINSBURG and
referred to the Court, denied.

No. 15M126. STONE v. REYES ET AL. Motion for leave to pro-
ceed as a veteran denied.

No. 156M127. BANKS v. ACS EDUCATION ET AL.;
No. 156M128. EDWARDS v. JONES, SECRETARY, FLORIDA DE-
PARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, ET AL.; and
901
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No. 15M129. DICKERSON v. CARTLEDGE, WARDEN. Motions
to direct the Clerk to file petitions for writs of certiorari out of
time denied.

No. 15M130. H. M. ». PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF
HUMAN SERVICES, FKA PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC
WELFARE. Motion for leave to file petition for writ of certiorari
with supplemental appendix under seal granted.

No. 15-8161. SNEED v. FLORIDA. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 3d Dist.
Motion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying leave to
proceed in forma pauperis [678 U. S. 918] denied.

No. 15-8864. CAMPBELL v. ANDERSON ET AL. C. A. 4th Cir;

No. 15-8950. HOLMES v. EAST COOPER COMMUNITY HOSPITAL,
INc,, ET AL. Sup. Ct. S. C,;

No. 15-9017. SHAFFER v. CITY OF SOUTH CHARLESTON, WEST
VIRGINIA, ET AL. Sup. Ct. App. W. Va.; and

No. 15-9313. CALKINS ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 8th Cir.
Motions of petitioners for leave to proceed in forma pauperis
denied. Petitioners are allowed until July 5, 2016, 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. 15-1407. IN RE ANUFORO; and
No. 15-9277. IN RE MADISON. Petitions for writs of habeas
corpus denied.

No. 15-8897. IN RE MORRIS. Petition for writ of mandamus
denied.

Certiorarit Denied

No. 15-944. DIMARE FRESH, INC., ET AL. v. UNITED STATES.
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 808 F. 3d
1301.

No. 15-966. SPERRAZZA v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 11th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 804 F. 3d 1113.

No. 15-981. TUAUA ET AL. v. UNITED STATES ET AL. C. A.
D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 788 F. 3d 300.

No. 15-982. MCCAFFREE ET AL. v. BANCINSURE, INC., ET AL.
C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 796 F. 3d
1226.
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No. 15-1002. AIFANG YE ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 9th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 808 F. 3d 395.

No. 15-1064. SEMINOLE TRIBE OF FLORIDA v. BIEGALSKI,
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR, FLORIDA DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE.
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 799 F. 3d
1324.

No. 15-1133. MARK v. TENNESSEE. Ct. Crim. App. Tenn.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-1152. MICHIGAN ET AL. v. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEC-
TION AGENCY ET AL. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-1245. 'WHELEHAN v. BANK OF AMERICA PENSION PLAN
FOR LEGACY COMPANIES—FLEET—TRADITIONAL BENEFIT ET AL.
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 621 Fed.
Appx. 70.

No. 15-1252. MILLER v. METROCARE SERVICES, FKA DALLAS
MHMR, ET AL. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported
below: 809 F. 3d 827.

No. 15-1254. DuHAMEL ». OHIo. Ct. App. Ohio, 8th App.
Dist., Cuyahoga County. Certiorari denied. Reported below:
2015-Ohio-3145.

No. 15-1258. BENT ». BENT. Ct. App. Wash. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 188 Wash. App. 1044.

No. 15-1264. KINNEY ». CALIFORNIA. Super. Ct. Cal., Contra
Costa County. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-1265. MOLINA v. AURORA LOAN SERVICES, LLC,
ET AL. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 635
Fed. Appx. 618.

No. 15-1268. BLISS v. DEUTSCHE BANK NATIONAL TRUST Co.,
AS TRUSTEE, ET AL. App. Ct. Conn. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 159 Conn. App. 483, 124 A. 3d 890.

No. 15-1272. CALIFORNIA ARTICHOKE & VEGETABLE GROW-
ERS CORP., DBA OCEAN MIST FARMS v. AGRICULTURAL LABOR
RELATIONS BoArD. Ct. App. Cal.,, 4th App. Dist., Div. 2. Cer-
tiorari denied.
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No. 15-1275. YOUNG v. TOWNSHIP OF IRVINGTON, NEW JER-
SEY, ET AL. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below:
629 Fed. Appx. 352.

No. 15-1280. FALCO v. JUSTICES OF THE MATRIMONIAL PARTS
OF THE SUPREME COURT OF SUFFOLK CouNTY. C. A. 2d Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 805 F. 3d 425.

No. 15-1297. COSGROVE ET AL. v. CITY OF PLANO, TEXAS.
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 623 Fed.
Appx. 708.

No. 15-1310. MITRANO v. JPMORGAN CHASE BANK, N. A,
ET AL. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-1316. TONEMAN ET UX. v. U. S. BANK N. A. ET AL.
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 628 Fed.
Appx. 523.

No. 15-1322. P & M VANDERPOEL DAIRY v. AGRICULTURAL
LABOR RELATIONS BoOARD. Ct. App. Cal.,, 5th App. Dist. Cer-
tiorari denied.

No. 15-1327. ABEL FAMILY L. P. ET AL. v. UNITED STATES
ET AL. Sup. Ct. Mont. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 382
Mont. 46, 364 P. 3d 584.

No. 15-1333. AGOLA v. GRIEVANCE COMMITTEE FOR THE SEV-
ENTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT. App. Div.,, Sup. Ct. N. Y., 4th Jud.
Dept. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 128 App. Div. 3d 78,
6 N. Y. S. 3d 890.

No. 15-1338. JIANQING WU v. SPECIAL COUNSEL ET AL. C. A.
D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-1369. NEWEGG INC. v. MACROSOLVE, INC. C. A. Fed.
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 637 Fed. Appx. 591.

No. 15-7431. LIEBESKIND v». RUTGERS UNIVERSITY ET AL.
Super. Ct. N. J., App. Div. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-7796. AMBROSE v. ROMANOWSKI, WARDEN. C. A. 6th
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 801 F. 3d 567.

No. 15-7896. JAMES v. CALIFORNIA. Ct. App. Cal., 1st App.
Dist., Div. 4. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 238 Cal. App.
4th 794, 189 Cal. Rptr. 3d 635.
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No. 15-8026. MuHAMMAD v». TEXAS. Ct. Crim. App. Tex.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8063. WINKLES v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 9th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 795 F. 3d 1134.

No. 15-8078. VILLALTA v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 4th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 615 Fed. Appx. 157.

No. 15-8285. NORE ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 631 Fed. Appx. 800.

No. 15-8524. WILLIAMS v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 4th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8536. MADISON v. DAvis, WARDEN. C. A. 9th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8851. ANDREWS ET AL. v. FLAIZ ET AL. C. A. 6th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8859. BURGESS v». ILLINOIS. App. Ct. IIl., 1st Dist.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2015 IL App (1st) 130657, 40
N. E. 3d 284.

No. 15-8862. MUHAMMAD v. GREEN ET AL. C. A. 4th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 633 Fed. Appx. 122.

No. 15-8865. CHRISTOPHER S. v. WINNEBAGO COUNTY, WIs-
CONSIN. Sup. Ct. Wis. Certiorari denied. Reported below:
2016 WI 1, 366 Wis. 2d 1, 878 N. W. 2d 109.

No. 15-8869. ROHRS v. ALDRIDGE, WARDEN. C. A. 10th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8872. WYATT ». VIRGINIA. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari
denied.

No. 15-8883. CoLLINS v». ILLINOIS. App. Ct. IlIl, 1st Dist.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2015 IL App (1st) 131145, 42
N. E. 3d 1.

No. 15-8888. KINGMA v. WASHINGTON. Ct. App. Wash. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 188 Wash. App. 1030.

No. 15-8893. NOLL v. PENNSYLVANIA. Super. Ct. Pa. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 125 A. 3d 446.
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No. 15-8899. WILBURN ». WINN, WARDEN. C. A. 6th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8900. WHITE v. LAWSON ET AL. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied.

No. 15-8903. NELSON v. SOUTH DAKOTA. Sup. Ct. S. D. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 877 N. W. 2d 105.

No. 15-8904. WAFER ». SHERMAN, WARDEN. C. A. 9th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 627 Fed. Appx. 586.

No. 15-8905. TAYLOR v. MICHIGAN. Ct. App. Mich. Certio-
rari denied.

No. 15-8908. BRISENO v. CALIFORNIA. Ct. App. Cal., 6th App.
Dist. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8910. BELL v. MASSACHUSETTS. Sup. Jud. Ct. Mass.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 473 Mass. 131, 39 N. E. 3d
1190.

No. 15-8913. ANCALADE 2. LOUISIANA. Ct. App. La., 4th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2014-0739 (La. App. 4 Cir.
1/14/15), 158 So. 3d 891.

No. 15-8920. JONES v. MACLAREN, WARDEN. C. A. 6th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8922. PoLLY v. STEPHENS, DIRECTOR, TEXAS DE-
PARTMENT OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE, CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTIONS
DivisioN. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8924. WHITE v. RYAN ET AL. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied.

No. 15-8934. YOUNG v. TRITT, SUPERINTENDENT, STATE COR-
RECTIONAL INSTITUTION AT FRACKVILLE, ET AL. C. A. 3d Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8938. LEOPOLD v. GEORGIA. Ct. App. Ga. Certiorari
denied. Reported below: 333 Ga. App. 777, 777 S. E. 2d 254.

No. 15-8939. EIZEMBER ». DUCKWORTH, ACTING WARDEN.
C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 803 F. 3d
1129.
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No. 15-8958. FRAZIER v. MICHIGAN. Sup. Ct. Mich. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 498 Mich. 867, 866 N. W. 2d 443.

No. 15-8965. DANIHEL v. OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES ET AL. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 640 Fed. Appx. 185.

No. 15-8967. ESTELA-GOMEZ v. LYNCH, ATTORNEY GENERAL.
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 629 Fed.
Appx. 432.

No. 15-8976. COTTRELL v. BARKSDALE, WARDEN. Sup. Ct.
Va. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9007. KIRBY ET AL. v. KIRK, JUDGE, DISTRICT COURT
OF OKLAHOMA, LINCOLN COUNTY, ET AL. Ct. Crim. App. Okla.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9012. MOORE ». UNITED STATES. Ct. App. D. C. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 132 A. 3d 1176.

No. 15-9015. SKOLODA v. GARMAN, SUPERINTENDENT, STATE
CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION AT ROCKVIEW, ET AL. C. A. 3d Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9020. LEVIER v. CAIN, WARDEN. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied.

No. 15-9050. RUSSELL v. RYAN, DIRECTOR, ARIZONA DEPART-
MENT OF CORRECTIONS, ET AL. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari
denied.

No. 15-9054. LAMB v. JONES, SECRETARY, FLORIDA DEPART-
MENT OF CORRECTIONS, ET AL. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari
denied.

No. 15-9060. LOCKHART ». TENNESSEE. Ct. Crim. App. Tenn.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9089. WiLLIAMS ». OREGON. Ct. App. Ore. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 272 Ore. App. 770, 358 P. 3d 299.

No. 15-9090. THOMAS v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 4th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 615 Fed. Appx. 825.

No. 15-9111. FAIRCLOTH v. COLORADO. Ct. App. Colo. Cer-
tiorari denied.
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No. 15-9119. MAY v». GREENE COUNTY SHERIFF'S DEPART-
MENT ET AL. Ct. App. Ind. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9150. MOORE v. SOUTH CAROLINA. Sup. Ct. S. C.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 415 S. C. 245, 781 S. E. 2d
897.

No. 15-9152. ROBINSON v. JONES, SECRETARY, FLORIDA DE-
PARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9182. NIELSEN v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 4th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 640 Fed. Appx. 224.

No. 15-9209. ESPINOZA, AKA MEDRANO ESPINOZA v. MISSIS-
SIppPL.  Sup. Ct. Miss. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9211. REBER ». FLORIDA. Dist. Ct. App. Fla.,, 4th
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 181 So. 3d 501.

No. 15-9214. HUGHES v. WALKER, WARDEN. C. A. 9th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9217. A. D. H. v. PENNSYLVANIA. Super. Ct. Pa.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 131 A. 3d 100.

No. 15-9232. CAILLIER, AKA CALLIER v. UNITED STATES.
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9245. MURILLO-ANGULO v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 5th
Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9246. MESCALL v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 4th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 624 Fed. Appx. 103.

No. 15-9247. ELEBY v. UNITED STATES. Ct. App. D. C. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 133 A. 3d 1005.

No. 15-9250. WELCH v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 811 F. 3d 275.

No. 15-9252. TERRELL v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 5th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9253. WILSON v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 11th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9254. WHITE v. TAYLOR, WARDEN. C. A. 11th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 636 Fed. Appx. 521.
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No. 15-9258. SANCHEZ v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 5th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 633 Fed. Appx. 271.

No. 15-9261. CURLEY v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 1st Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied.

No. 15-9265. GRAHAM v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 9th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 630 Fed. Appx. 712.

No. 15-9268. JUAREZ-GONZALEZ v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 8th
Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9271. MORRIS v. UNITED STATES. Ct. App. D. C.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 132 A. 3d 172.

No. 15-9280. BorJAS-RAMOS v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 5th
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 633 Fed. Appx. 250.

No. 15-9282. BOWEN ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 818 F. 3d 179.

No. 15-9287. JACKSON v. UNITED STATES. C. A. Tth Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 637 Fed. Appx. 223.

No. 15-9303. GLADNEY ». POLLARD, WARDEN. C. A. Tth Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 799 F. 3d 889.

No. 15-9320. MANUEL CARREON v. UNITED STATES. C. A.
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 632 Fed. Appx. 902.

No. 15-9321. ROBERTS ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 11th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-1347. D’AGOSTINO ET AL. v. BAKER, GOVERNOR OF
MASSACHUSETTS, ET AL. C. A. 1st Cir. Motion of Cato Institute
for leave to file brief as amicus curiae granted. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 812 F. 3d 240.

No. 15-1356. KAPORDELIS v. BAIRD, WARDEN. C. A. Tth Cir.
Certiorari denied. JUSTICE KAGAN took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition.

No. 15-7539. WALSH v. PNC BANK ET AL. Ct. App. Cal., 3d
App. Dist. Certiorari denied. JUSTICE ALITO took no part in
the consideration or decision of this petition.
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No. 15-9010. MASARIK v. UNITED STATES. C. A. Tth Cir.
Certiorari denied. JUSTICE KAGAN took no part in the consid-
eration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 630 Fed.
Appx. 630.

No. 15-9262. TAYLOR 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: 632 Fed. Appx. 142.

Rehearing Denied

No. 15-924. WINWARD ». UTAH, 577 U. S. 1235;

No. 15-1018. YOUNGBLOOD v. FORT BEND INDEPENDENT
ScHoOL DiIsTRICT, 578 U. S. 922;

No. 15-1029. MUA v. BOARD OF EDUCATION OF PRINCE
GEORGE’S COUNTY, 578 U. S. 923;

No. 15-1062. HEMOPET v. HiLL’S PET NUTRITION, INC., 578
U. S. 923;

No. 15-1071. BIERI v. GREENE COUNTY PLANNING AND ZON-
ING DEPARTMENT ET AL., 578 U. S. 923;

No. 15-7595. NELSON ET AL. v. LOUISE, MAYOR OF CITY OF
PORT ALLEN, LOUISIANA, ET AL., 577 U. S. 1196;

No. 15-7911. RICKMYER v. JUNGERS ET AL., 578 U. S. 908;

No. 15-7950. IN RE GRENADIER, 578 U. S. 904,

No. 15-8023. GUINN v. COLORADO ATTORNEY REGULATION
COUNSEL, 578 U. S. 92T,

No. 15-8144. ScHUM v. FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMIS-
SION ET AL., 578 U. S. 930;

No. 15-8164. KosTicH ». McCoLLUM, WARDEN, 578 U. S. 931;

No. 15-8168. DJENASEVIC, AKA GENASE, AKA KRAJA v.
UNITED STATES, 578 U. S. 911,

No. 15-8220. KAMMERER v. STATE BAR OF CALIFORNIA, 577
U. S. 1239;

No. 15-8308. AMIR-SHARIF v. STEPHENS, DIRECTOR, TEXAS
DEPARTMENT OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE, CORRECTIONAL INSTITU-
TIONS DIVISION, ET AL., 578 U. S. 948;

No. 15-8324. McCRAY ». GRAHAM, SUPERINTENDENT, AU-
BURN CORRECTIONAL FAcILITY, 578 U. S. 933;

No. 15-8397. RANKIN v. BRIAN LAVAN & ASSOCIATES, P. C.,
ET AL., 578 U. S. 962;

No. 15-8422. PENNINGTON-THURMAN v. BANK OF AMERICA
ET AL., 578 U. S. 934,

No. 15-8425. FLEMING ». UNITED STATES, 578 U. S. 949;
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No. 15-8604. PASTOREK v. UNITED STATES, 578 U. S. 939;

No. 15-8657. REDIFER v. UNITED STATES, 578 U. S. 940; and

No. 15-8672. IN RE VISINTINE, 578 U.S. 920. Petitions for
rehearing denied.

JUNE 16, 2016
Miscellaneous Order

No. 15A1207. J&K ADMINISTRATIVE MANAGEMENT SERVICES,
INC., ET AL. v. ROBINSON ET AL. Application to recall and stay
the mandate of the United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth
Circuit, presented to JUSTICE THOMAS, and by him referred to
the Court, denied.

JUNE 20, 2016
Certiorart Granted—Vacated and Remanded

No. 14-9409. WILLIAMS v. LOUISIANA. Ct. App. La., 4th 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 Foster v. Chatman,
578 U. S. 488 (2016). Reported below: 2013-0283 (La. App. 4 Cir.
4/23/14), 137 So. 3d 832.

JUSTICE GINSBURG, with whom JUSTICE BREYER, JUSTICE S0O-
TOMAYOR, and JUSTICE KAGAN join, concurring.

“The Constitution forbids striking even a single prospective
juror for a discriminatory purpose.” Foster v. Chatman, 578 U. S.
488, 499 (2016) (citing Batson v. Kentucky, 476 U.S. 79 (1986);
internal quotation marks omitted). Batson “provides a three-
step process for determining when a strike is discriminatory:

“First, a defendant must make a prima facie showing that a
peremptory challenge has been exercised on the basis of race;
second, if that showing has been made, the prosecution must
offer a race-neutral basis for striking the juror in question;
and third, in light of the parties’ submissions, the trial court
must determine whether the defendant has shown purposeful
discrimination.” Foster, 578 U. S., at 499 (internal quotation
marks omitted; emphasis added).

This case concerns a Louisiana procedural rule that permits the
trial court, rather than the prosecutor, to supply a race-neutral
reason at Batson’s second step if “the court is satisfied that such
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reason is apparent from the voir dire examination of the juror.”
La. Code Crim. Proc. Ann., Art. 795(C) (West 2013). Louisiana’s
rule, as the Louisiana Supreme Court has itself recognized, does
not comply with this Court’s Batson jurisprudence. State v. Elie,
2005-1569 (La. 7/10/2006), 936 So. 2d 791, 797 (citing Johnson V.
California, 545 U. S. 162, 172 (2005)). At Batson’s second step,
“the trial court [must] demand an explanation from the prosecu-
tor.” Johnson, 545 U.S., at 170; see id., at 172 (“The Batson
framework is designed to produce actual answers [from a prosecu-
tor] to suspicions and inferences that discrimination may have
infected the jury selection process. . .. It does not matter that
the prosecutor might have had good reasons; what matters is the
real reason [jurors] were stricken.” (internal quotation marks and
alterations omitted)); id., at 173 (improper to “relly] on judicial
speculation to resolve plausible claims of discrimination”).

The rule allowing judge-supplied reasons, nonetheless, remains
operative in Louisiana and was applied in petitioner’s 2012 trial.
On remand, the appropriate state court should reconsider peti-
tioner’s argument that the rule cannot be reconciled with Batson.
A Louisiana court, “like any other state or federal court, is bound
by this Court’s interpretation of federal law.” James v. Boise,
577 U.S. 306, 307 (2016) (per curiam). See also 2013-0283,
pp. 8-9 (La. App. 4 Cir. 4/23/14), 137 So. 3d 832, 859 (Belsome, J.,
dissenting) (“[T]he United States Supreme Court has made clear
. . . that the State is obligated to offer a race-neutral reason.
The judge is an arbiter not a participant in the judicial process.
Allowing the court to provide race-neutral reasons for the State
violates [the Constitution].”).

JUSTICE ALITO, with whom JUSTICE THOMAS joins, dissenting.

For the reasons set out in my statement in Flowers v. Missis-
sippt, immediately infra, I would deny the petition.

The concurring statement calls upon the appropriate state court
on remand to consider petitioner’s argument that the trial judge
did not comply with the second step of the procedure mandated
by Batson v. Kentucky, 476 U. S. 79 (1986), because the judge, in
accordance with a state procedural rule, rejected a defense chal-
lenge on the ground that a race-neutral reason for the strike
was apparent from the voir dire of the juror in question. But
whether petitioner is entitled to relief on this ground has nothing
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to do with Foster, which “address[ed] only Batson’s third step.”
Foster v. Chatman, 578 U. S. 488, 499 (2016).

No. 14-10486. FLOWERS v. MiSsIsSIppPI.  Sup. Ct. Miss. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted.
Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case remanded for fur-
ther consideration in light of Foster v. Chatman, 578 U.S. 488
(2016). Reported below: 158 So. 3d 1009.

JUSTICE ALITO, with whom JUSTICE THOMAS joins, dissenting.

This Court often “GVRs” a case—that is, grants the petition
for a writ of certiorari, vacates the decision below, and remands
for reconsideration by the lower court—when we believe that the
lower court should give further thought to its decision in light of
an opinion of this Court that (1) came after the decision under
review and (2) changed or clarified the governing legal principles
in a way that could possibly alter the decision of the lower court.
In this case and two others, Williams v. Louisiana, immediately
supra, and Floyd v. Alabama, infra, p. 916, the Court misuses
the GVR vehicle. The Court GVRs these petitions in light of
our decision in Foster v. Chatman, 578 U.S. 488 (2016), which
held, based on all the circumstances in that case, that a state
prosecutor violated Batson v. Kentucky, 476 U. S. 79 (1986), by strik-
ing potential jurors based on race. Our decision in Foster post-
dated the decision of the Supreme Court of Mississippi in the present
case, but Foster did not change or clarify the Batson rule in any
way. Accordingly, there is no ground for a GVR in light of Foster.

The ultimate issue in Batson is a pure question of fact—
whether a party exercising a peremptory challenge engaged in
intentional discrimination on the basis of race. 476 U.S., at 93—
94. If the party contesting a particular peremptory challenge
makes out a prima facie case (that is, points out a pattern of
strikes that calls for further inquiry), the party exercising the
challenge must provide a legitimate race-neutral reason for the
strike. Id., at 97. If that is done, the trial judge must then
make a finding as to whether the party exercising the peremptory
challenge is telling the truth. Id., at 98. There is no mechanical
formula for the trial judge to use in making that decision, and in
some cases the finding may be based on very intangible factors,
such as the demeanor of the prospective juror in question and
that of the attorney who exercised the strike. Snyder v. Louisi-
ana, 552 U. S. 472, 477 (2008). For this reason and others, the
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finding of the trial judge is entitled to a very healthy measure of
deference. Id., at 479.

Foster did not change the Batson analysis one iota. In Foster,
the Court’s determination that the prosecution struck jurors
based on race—a determination with which I fully agreed, 578
U. S, at 515 (ALITO, J., concurring in judgment)—was based on
numerous case-specific factors, including evidence that racial con-
siderations permeated the jury selection process from start to
finish and the prosecution’s shifting and unreliable explanations
for its strikes of black potential jurors in light of that evidence.

In particular, evidence of racial bias in Foster included the fol-
lowing facts revealed to be a part of the prosecution’s jury selec-
tion file, which the Court held undermined the prosecution’s de-
fense of its strikes: copies of a jury venire list highlighting the
names of black jurors; a draft affidavit from a prosecution investi-
gator ranking black potential jurors; notes identifying black pro-
spective jurors as “B#1,” “B#2,” and “B#3”; notes suggesting that
the prosecution marked “N” (for “no”) next to the names of all
black prospective jurors;, a “definite NO’s” list that included
the names of all black prospective jurors; a document relating
to one juror with notes about the Church of Christ that stated
“NO. No Black Church”; the questionnaires filled out by jurors,
in which the race of black prospective jurors was circled. Id., at
493-495 (majority opinion) (internal quotation marks omitted).
But this overwhelming evidence of race consciousness was not
the end of the Court’s analysis in Foster. The Court also dis-
cussed evidence that the prosecution’s stated reasons for striking
black jurors were inconsistent and malleable. The prosecution’s
various rationales for its strikes “hald] no grounding in fact,”
were “contradicted by the record,” and simply “cannot be cred-
ited,” according to the Court. Id., at 502, 505-507. Some of the
purported reasons for striking black prospective jurors “shifted
over time” and could not withstand close scrutiny. Id., at 508.
And other reasons, “while not explicitly contradicted by the rec-
ord, [welre difficult to credit” in light of the way in which the
State treated similarly situated white jurors. Id., at 505-507.
In sum, the Court’s decision in Foster relied on substantial, case-
specific evidence in reaching its conclusion that the prosecution’s
proffered explanations for striking black prospective jurors could
not be credited.
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In the three cases in which the Court now GVRs in light of
Foster, what the Court is saying, in effect, is something like this.
If we granted review in these cases, we would delve into the facts
and carefully review the trial judge’s findings on the question of
the prosecution’s intent. That is what we did in Foster. But we
do not often engage in review of such case-specific factual ques-
tions, and we do not want to do that here. Therefore, we will
grant, vacate, and remand so that the lower court can do—or,
redo—that hard work.

This is not a responsible use of the GVR power. In this case,
the Supreme Court of Mississippi decided the Batson issue. It
found insufficient grounds to overturn the trial judge’s finding
that the contested strikes were not based on race. If the major-
ity wishes to review that decision, it should grant the petition for
a writ of certiorari, issue a briefing schedule, and hear argument.
If the majority is not willing to spend the time that full review
would require, it should deny the petition.

The Court’s decision today is not really a GVR in light of our
factbound decision in Foster. It is, rather, a GVR in light of our
1986 decision in Batson. But saying that would be ridiculous,
because the lower courts fully considered the Batson issue this
petition raises. By granting, vacating, and remanding, the Court
treats the State Supreme Court like an imperious senior partner
in a law firm might treat an associate. Without pointing out any
errors in the State Supreme Court’s analysis, the majority simply
orders the State Supreme Court to redo its work. We do not
have that authority.

I would deny the petition. I respectfully dissent.

No. 15-635. INNOVENTION Toys, LLC v. MGA ENTERTAIN-
MENT, INC., ET AL. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari granted, judg-
ment vacated, and case remanded for further consideration in
light of Halo Electronics, Inc. v. Pulse Electronics, Inc., ante,
p- 93. Reported below: 611 Fed. Appx. 693.

No. 15-1085. WESTERNGECO LLC ». ION GEOPHYSICAL CORP.
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case
remanded for further consideration in light of Halo Electronics,
Inc. v. Pulse Electronics, Inc., ante, p. 93. JUSTICE ALITO took
no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. Reported
below: 791 F. 3d 1340.
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No. 15-7553. FrLoYD ». ALABAMA. Sup. Ct. Ala. Motion of
petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. Cer-
tiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case remanded for further
consideration in light of Foster v. Chatman, 578 U. S. 488 (2016).
Reported below: 191 So. 3d 147.

JUSTICE ALITO, with whom JUSTICE THOMAS joins, dissenting.

I would deny the petition for the reasons set out in my state-
ment in Flowers v. Mississippi, supra, p. 913 (opinion dissenting
from decision to grant, vacate, and remand).

Certiorarit Dismissed

No. 15-9200. Lor Ncoc NGHIEM v. KERESTES, SUPERINTEND-
ENT, STATE CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION AT MAHANOY, ET AL.
C. A. 3d Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma
pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court’s Rule
39.8.

Miscellaneous Orders

No. 156M131. WELCOME v. MABUS, SECRETARY OF THE NAVY.
Motion for leave to proceed as a veteran denied.

No. 15M132. JACKSON ». COLVIN, ACTING COMMISSIONER OF
SOCIAL SECURITY; and

No. 16M133. L’GGRKE v. ASSET PLUS CORP. ET AL. Motions
to direct the Clerk to file petitions for writs of certiorari out of
time denied.

No. 15-1039. SANDOZ INC. v. AMGEN INC. ET AL.; and

No. 15-1195. AMGEN INC. ET AL. v. SANDOZ INC. C. A. Fed.
Cir. The Solicitor General is invited to file a brief in these cases
expressing the views of the United States.

No. 15-1189. IMPRESSION PRODUCTS, INC. v. LEXMARK INTER-
NATIONAL, INC. C. A. Fed. Cir. The Solicitor General is invited
to file a brief in this case expressing the views of the United
States.

No. 15-9476. IN RE BODNAR. Petition for writ of habeas cor-
pus denied.

No. 15-9166. IN RE MASON; and



ORDERS 917

579 U. S. June 20, 2016

No. 15-9330. IN RE HOOK. Petitions for writs of mandamus
denied.

Certiorarit Granted

No. 15-1204. JENNINGS ET AL. v. RODRIGUEZ ET AL., INDIVID-
UALLY AND ON BEHALF OF ALL OTHERS SIMILARLY SITUATED.
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 804 F. 3d
1060.

No. 15-1251. NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD v. SW
GENERAL, INC., DBA SOUTHWEST AMBULANCE. C. A. D. C. Cir.
Certiorari granted. Reported below: 796 F. 3d 67.

Certiorari Denied

No. 15-942. BLACK & DECKER (U. S.) INC. ET AL. v. SD3, LLC,
ET AL. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 801
F. 3d 412.

No. 15-947. PRICE ET AL., INDIVIDUALLY AND ON BEHALF OF
ALL OTHERS SIMILARLY SITUATED ». PHILIP MORRIS, INC. Sup.
Ct. Ill. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2015 IL 117687, 43
N. E. 3d 53.

No. 15-1028. FAz10 v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 795 F. 3d 421.

No. 15-1030. SHEW ET AL. v. MALLOY, GOVERNOR OF CON-
NECTICUT, ET AL. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported
below: 804 F. 3d 242.

No. 15-1033. DEJORIA v. MAGHREB PETROLEUM EXPLORA-
TION, S. A., ET AL. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported
below: 804 F. 3d 373.

No. 15-1117. TURTURRO, ADMINISTRATOR OF THE ESTATE OF
BRADDOCK, DECEASED, ET AL. v. FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINIS-
TRATION ET AL. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported
below: 629 Fed. Appx. 313.

No. 15-1138. BERNARDO, ON BEHALF OF M&K ENGINEERING,
INC. v. JOHNSON, SECRETARY OF HOMELAND SECURITY, ET AL.
C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 814 F. 3d 481.

No. 15-1140. BINDAY v. UNITED STATES;
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No. 15-1177. KERGIL ». UNITED STATES; and
No. 15-8582. RESNICK ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 2d Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 804 F. 3d 558.

No. 15-1150. HUNTER v. COLVIN, ACTING COMMISSIONER OF
SOCIAL SECURITY. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported
below: 808 F. 3d 818.

No. 15-1157. DISTRIBUTED SOLUTIONS, INC. v. JAMES, SECRE-
TARY OF THE AIR FORCE. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied.
Reported below: 617 Fed. Appx. 996.

No. 15-1203. GLOBUS MEDICAL, INC. v. BiANCO. C. A. Fed.
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 618 Fed. Appx. 1032.

No. 15-1270. M. C. ». T. W. ET AL. Sup. Ct. Colo. Certiorari
denied. Reported below: 363 P. 3d 193.

No. 15-1278. GAGE COUNTY, NEBRASKA, ET AL. v. DEAN
ET AL. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 807
F. 3d 931.

No. 15-1279. FERNANDEZ v. LASALLE BANK N. A. ET AL.
Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-1284. HUTCHINSON v. WHALEY ET AL. Ct. App. Ga.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 333 Ga. App. 773, 777 S. E.
2d 251.

No. 15-1288. LANO ET AL. v. CARNIVAL CORP. ET AL. C. A.
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 621 Fed. Appx. 373.

No. 15-1296. CHERRYHOLMES v. OHIO. Ct. App. Ohio, 5th
App. Dist., Fairfield County. Certiorari denied. Reported
below: 2015-Ohio-3063.

No. 15-1298. HOLANEK ». NORTH CAROLINA. Ct. App. N. C.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 242 N. C. App. 633, 776 S. E.
2d 225.

No. 15-1300. INTERTRANSFERS, INC. v. LUXOR AGENTES AU-
TONOMOS DE INVESTIMIENTOS, LTDA. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari
denied. Reported below: 638 Fed. Appx. 925.

No. 15-1302. AARON v». CBS OuTDOORS, INC. Ct. App. Mich.
Certiorari denied.
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No. 15-1307. LORA v. SHANAHAN ET AL. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 804 F. 3d 601.

No. 15-1354. WEBB v. TExAS. Ct. App. Tex., 1st Dist. Cer-
tiorari denied.

No. 15-1382. KANOFSKY v. COMMISSIONER OF INTERNAL REV-
ENUE. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 622
Fed. Appx. 301.

No. 15-1390. CURRY ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied.

No. 15-1396. Ri1vAs v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 637 Fed. Appx. 338.

No. 15-1403. Kim v. YEONG KUk AHN. Ct. App. Cal, 2d App.
Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-7005. Az1z v. NEW JERSEY. Super. Ct. N. J., App. Div.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-7384. CAZARES ET AL. v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 9th
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 788 F. 3d 956.

No. 15-7475. GIBSON v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 11th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 615 Fed. Appx. 619.

No. 15-7834. LYLE v. AIKEN ET AL. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied.

No. 15-7850. CHAVARRIA DELGADO v. UNITED STATES. C. A.
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 620 Fed. Appx. 329.

No. 15-7855. FISK v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 5th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 619 Fed. Appx. 417.

No. 15-8050. BELL v. ARKANSAS. Sup. Ct. Ark. Certiorari
denied. Reported below: 2015 Ark. 370.

No. 15-8307. MORGAN ». UNITED STATES. Ct. App. D. C.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 121 A. 3d 1235.

No. 15-8563. HERNANDEZ v. FLORIDA ET AL. Sup. Ct. Fla.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 180 So. 3d 978.

No. 15-8601. MOORE v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 624 Fed. Appx. 244.
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No. 15-8603. VILLEGAS-RODRIGUEZ v. UNITED STATES. C. A.
8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 617 Fed. Appx. 597.

No. 15-8635. YEOMANS ». ALABAMA. Ct. Crim. App. Ala.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8704. KAMPFER v. CUOMO, GOVERNOR OF NEW YORK.
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 643 Fed.
Appx. 43.

No. 15-8779. BROWN v. LOUISIANA. Sup. Ct. La. Certiorari
denied. Reported below: 2015-2001 (La. 2/19/16), 184 So. 3d 1265.

No. 15-8929. BELL ». U. S. BANK N. A. ET AL. Sup. Ct. Fla.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8930. AMBROSE v. TRIERWEILER, WARDEN. C. A. 6th
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 621 Fed. Appx. 808.

No. 15-8931. MORROW v. PAsH, WARDEN. C. A. 8th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8932. LAMPKIN v. TEXAS. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied.

No. 15-8936. TETREAU v. CAMPBELL, WARDEN. C. A. 6th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8940. KARNAZES v. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA ET AL. C. A. 9th
Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8944. McCAIN w». ILniNors. App. Ct. Ill, 2d Dist.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2015 IL App (2d) 140280-U.

No. 15-8945. PROCTOR ». BURKE ET AL. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 630 Fed. Appx. 127.

No. 15-8954. Buyvycks v. LBS FINANCIAL CREDIT UNION
ET AL. Ct. App. Cal,, 4th App. Dist., Div. 3. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8956. SABBY v. HAMMER, WARDEN. C. A. 8th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8957. HuPP v. PETERSEN ET AL. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied.
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No. 15-8959. GABB ». ILLINOIS. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2014 IL App (1st) 120908-U.

No. 15-8964. TURNER v. WRIGHT ET AL. Sup. Ct. Miss. Cer-
tiorari denied.

No. 15-8966. CARTER v. ACHOLONU ET AL. C. A. 11th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8971. JOHNSON ». CALIFORNIA. Sup. Ct. Cal. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 62 Cal. 4th 600, 364 P. 3d 359.

No. 15-8972. MORGAN v». HATTON, WARDEN. C. A. 9th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8992. KLEIN ». PRINGLE, WARDEN. C. A. 8th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-8993. LEBooN v». ALAN McILvaiN Co. C. A. 3d Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 628 Fed. Appx. 98.

No. 15-8994. WHIPPLE v. JONES, SECRETARY, FLORIDA DE-
PARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9062. MAYS v. WHITENER, SUPERINTENDENT, MARION
CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTION, ET AL. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari
denied. Reported below: 633 Fed. Appx. 161.

No. 15-9125. ZARAZU v. SPEARMAN, WARDEN. C. A. 9th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9167. SURATOS v. FOSTER, WARDEN. C. A. 9th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9201. GUNDERSON v. KIRKEGARD, WARDEN, ET AL.
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9219. MANNING ». ROCK, SUPERINTENDENT, UPSTATE
CORRECTIONAL FAciLITY. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 633 Fed. Appx. 26.

No. 15-9237. LUSTER v. LAXALT, ATTORNEY GENERAL OF NE-
VADA, ET AL. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9240. TANGUAY ». UNITED STATES. C. A. D. C. Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 809 F. 3d 677.
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No. 15-9281. BowMAN v. FLORIDA. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 5th
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 184 So. 3d 535.

No. 15-9290. McCARY ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 10th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 614 Fed. Appx. 383.

No. 15-9294. BADINI »v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied.

No. 15-9296. CoLTON v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 8th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9302. FAULDS v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 617 Fed. Appx. 581.

No. 15-9305. MANGO v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 633 Fed. Appx. 257.

No. 15-9308. CARMONA-RAMOS v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 5th
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 638 Fed. Appx. 351.

No. 15-9331. DUPREE ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 620 Fed. Appx. 49.

No. 15-9333. RICHMOND v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 4th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 641 Fed. Appx. 295.

No. 15-9338. LOWE v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 643 Fed. Appx. 834.

No. 15-9341. MARTINEZ MEZA v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 5th
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 642 Fed. Appx. 332.

No. 15-9347. BUCHANAN 2. UNITED STATES. C. A. 9th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 637 Fed. Appx. 327.

No. 15-9357. FLORES-RODRIGUEZ v. UNITED STATES. C. A.
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 634 Fed. Appx. 471.

No. 15-9358. SMITH ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 637 Fed. Appx. 572.

No. 15-9360. FULLMAN v. PENNSYLVANIA. Super. Ct. Pa.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 122 A. 3d 455.

No. 15-9380. MAUNTECA-LOPEZ v. UNITED STATES. C. A.
11th Cir. Certiorari denied.
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No. 15-9384. THOMPSON v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 8th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9387. VASILOFF v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 11th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 622 Fed. Appx. 881.

No. 15-9391. ANTONIO CARMONA v. UNITED STATES. C. A.
3d Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9403. SUAREZ-GUZMAN v». UNITED STATES. C. A. 9th
Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9406. HiGH v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 593 Fed. Appx. 234.

No. 15-9407. HASKINS ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 4th Cir.
Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9408. MILLER ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 11th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 819 F. 3d 1314.

No. 15-9416. PEREZ RAMIREZ v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 5th
Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-9418. BARTOLO-GUERRA v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 5th
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 637 Fed. Appx. 138.

No. 15-1020. NTSEBEZA ET AL. v. FORD MOTOR CO. ET AL.
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. JUSTICE SOTOMAYOR took no
part in the consideration or decision of this petition. Reported
below: 796 F. 3d 160.

No. 15-1049. M. A., AS MOTHER OF J. D. v. PADILLA, JUDGE,
SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA, MARICOPA COUNTY, ET AL. Ct.
App. Ariz. Motion of respondent Christopher Allen Simcox for
leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. Motions of Defend-
ers of Children; Child Justice, Inc., et al.; and Arizona Voice for
Crime Victims et al. for leave to file briefs as amici curiae
granted. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 237 Ariz. 263, 349
P. 3d 1100.

No. 15-9402. LEwIS v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. JUSTICE SOTOMAYOR took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition.

Rehearing Denied

No. 15-878. CHINWEZE v. BANK OF AMERICA, N. A. 577
U. S. 1194,
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No. 15-1065. CHAPARRO ET UX. ». U. S. BANK N. A, 578
U. S. 923;

No. 15-6345. ROGERS v. PERRY, SECRETARY, NORTH CARO-
LINA DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SAFETY, 577 U. S. 1015;

No. 15-7872. LEWIS v. TEXAS, 578 U. S. 907;

No. 15-7893. MATTHISEN v. UNITED STATES, 578 U. S. 908;

No. 15-7993. WILLYARD v. KELLEY, DIRECTOR, ARKANSAS DE-
PARTMENT OF CORRECTION, 578 U. S. 926;

No. 15-8040. CONSTANT v. DTE ELECTRIC CO., AKA DETROIT
Epison Co., 578 U. S. 92T,

No. 15-8098. WALKER v. CITY OF MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE, ET
AL., 578 U. S. 929,

No. 15-8224. SMALL v. FLORIDA, 578 U. S. 932;

No. 15-8314. ALBERTO SOLERNORONA v. MICHIGAN, 578 U. S.
948;

No. 15-8379. INTA ». UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI, 578 U. S. 961,

No. 15-8398. JEHOVAH v. CLARKE, DIRECTOR, VIRGINIA DE-
PARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, ET AL. (two judgments), 578 U. S.
962;

No. 15-8437. SHELLMAN v. COLVIN, ACTING COMMISSIONER,
SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION, 578 U. S. 950; and

No. 15-8500. DAVIS v. ROUNDTREE ET AL., 578 U. S. 950. Pe-
titions for rehearing denied.

JUNE 27, 2016
Certiorarit Granted—Vacated and Remanded

No. 14-1440. TrIPLE CANOPY, INC. v. UNITED STATES EX REL.
BADR ET AL. C. A. 4th Cir. Reported below: 775 F. 3d 628;

No. 15-404. WESTON EDUCATIONAL, INC., DBA HERITAGE
COLLEGE v. UNITED STATES EX REL. MILLER ET AL. C. A. 8th
Cir. Reported below: 784 F. 3d 1198; and

No. 15-729. UNITED STATES EX REL. NELSON v. SANFORD-
BrowN, LTD., ET AL. C. A. Tth Cir. Reported below: 788 F. 3d
696. Certiorari granted, judgments vacated, and cases remanded
for further consideration in light of Universal Health Services,
Inc. v. United States ex rel. Escobar, ante, p. 176.

No. 15-5. NEVADA ». TORRES. Sup. Ct. Nev. Motion of re-
spondent for leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. Cer-
tiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case remanded for further
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consideration in light of Utah v. Strieff, ante, p. 232. Reported
below: 131 Nev. 11, 341 P. 3d 652.

No. 15-1014. CLICK-T0-CALL TECHNOLOGIES, LP v. ORACLE
Corp. ET AL. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari granted, judgment va-
cated, and case remanded for further consideration in light of
Cuozzo Speed Technologies, LLC v. Lee, ante, p. 261. JUSTICE
ALITo took no part in the consideration or decision of this peti-
tion. Reported below: 622 Fed. Appx. 907.

Certiorarit Dismissed

No. 15-9021. JOHNSON v. STEPHENS, DIRECTOR, TEXAS DE-
PARTMENT OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE, CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTIONS
Drvision. C. A. 5th Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to pro-
ceed i forma pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. See
this Court’s Rule 39.8.

Miscellaneous Orders

No. D-2863. IN RE DISBARMENT OF KORESKO. Disbarment
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 577 U. S. 1027.]

No. D-2869. IN RE DISBARMENT OF O’BRIEN. Disbarment
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 577 U. S. 1131.]

No. D-2870. IN RE DISBARMENT OF DENICOLA. Disbarment
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 577 U. S. 1131.]

No. D-2871. IN RE DISBARMENT OF FREDERICKS. Disbar-
ment entered. [For earlier order herein, see 577 U. S. 1131.]

No. D-2872. IN RE DISBARMENT OF KWASNY. Disbarment
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 577 U. S. 1132.]

No. D-2873. IN RE DISBARMENT OF KAUFMAN. Disbarment
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 577 U. S. 1132.]

No. D-2874. IN RE DISBARMENT OF COHEN. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 577 U. S. 1132.]

No. D-2875. IN RE DISBARMENT OF KONIGSBERG. Disbar-
ment entered. [For earlier order herein, see 577 U. S. 1132.]

No. D-2876. IN RE DISBARMENT OF LAVALLEE. Disbarment
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 577 U. S. 1132.]
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No. D-2877. IN RE DISBARMENT OF SCHLESINGER. Disbar-
ment entered. [For earlier order herein, see 577 U. S. 1132.]

No. D-2878. IN RE DISBARMENT OF FASCIANA. Disbarment
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 577 U. S. 1132.]

No. D-2879. IN RE DISBARMENT OF GALLIMORE. Disbarment
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 577 U. S. 1133.]

No. D-2880. IN RE DISBARMENT OF LONDON. Disbarment
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 577 U. S. 1133.]

No. 156M134. ROMERO LoOPEZ v. MCFADDEN, WARDEN; and

No. 15M135. ROBINSON ». DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRA-
TION ET AL. Motions to direct the Clerk to file petitions for writs
of certiorari out of time denied.

No. 15-8680. PauL ». DE HoLCczErR ET AL. C. A. 4th Cir.
Motion of petitioner for reconsideration of order denying leave to
proceed in forma pauperis [678 U.S. 1002] denied.

No. 15-9006. IN RE GOIST. Motion of petitioner for reconsid-
eration of order denying leave to proceed in forma pauperis [578
U. S. 974] denied.

No. 15-9042. ANDERSON 2. HARRISON COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI.
C. A. 5th Cir.; and

No. 15-9472. SKRETTAS v. DEPARTMENT OF VETERANS AF-
FAIRS. C. A. Fed. Cir. Motions of petitioners for leave to pro-
ceed in forma pauperis denied. Petitioners are allowed until
July 18, 2016, 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. 15-1362. IN RE PIECZENIK; and
No. 15-9519. IN RE WILLIAMS. Petitions for writs of manda-
mus denied.

No. 15-8997. IN RE CAMPBELL. 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.

No. 15-9389. IN RE HEIZMAN. Petition for writ of prohibi-
tion denied.
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Probable Jurisdiction Noted

No. 15-1262. McCCRORY, GOVERNOR OF NORTH CAROLINA,
ET AL. v. HARRIS ET AL. Appeal from D. C. M. D. N. C. Proba-
ble jurisdiction noted. Reported below: 159 F. Supp. 3d 600.

Certiorart Granted

No. 14-1538. LIFE TECHNOLOGIES CORP. ET AL. v. PROMEGA
Corp. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari granted limited to Question 2
presented by the petition. Reported below: 773 F. 3d 1338.

No. 15-8544. BECKLES ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 11th Cir.
Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis
granted. Certiorari granted. JUSTICE KAGAN took no part in
the consideration or decision of this motion and this petition.
Reported below: 616 Fed. Appx. 415.

Certiorari Denied

No. 14-1206. ODHIAMBO v. REPUBLIC OF KENYA ET AL. C. A.
D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 764 F. 3d 31.

No. 15-363. AT&T, INC., ET AL. v. UNITED STATES EX REL.
HeatHn. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below:
791 F. 3d 112.

No. 15-610. MimpLAND FUNDING, LLC, ET AL. v. MADDEN.
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 786 F. 3d 246.

No. 15-683. HOME CARE ASSOCIATION OF AMERICA ET AL. 0.
WEIL, ADMINISTRATOR, WAGE AND HOUR DIVISION, ET AL. C. A.
D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 799 F. 3d 1084.

No. 15-716. INTERVAL LICENSING LLC ». LEE, DIRECTOR,
PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari
denied. Reported below: 608 Fed. Appx. 945.

No. 15-802. RESOURCE INVESTMENTS, INC., ET AL. v. UNITED
STATES. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below:
785 F. 3d 660.

No. 15-889. THOMAS ». LYNCH, ATTORNEY GENERAL. C. A.
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 796 F. 3d 535.

No. 15-945. CORDOVA-SOTO v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 5th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 804 F. 3d 714.
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No. 15-990. TERRITORY OF GUAM ET AL. v. PAESTE ET AL.
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 798 F. 3d
1228.

No. 15-1024. LI1TTLE RIVER BAND OF OTTAWA INDIANS
TRIBAL GOVERNMENT v. NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD.
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 788 F. 3d 537.

No. 15-1034. SOARING EAGLE CASINO AND RESORT v. NA-
TIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari
denied. Reported below: 791 F. 3d 648.

No. 15-1072. HAGGART ET AL., INDIVIDUALLY AND ON BE-
HALF OF ALL OTHERS SIMILARLY SITUATED v. WOODLEY ET AL.
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 809 F. 3d
1336.

No. 15-1129. UNITED STATES EX REL. MARSHALL ET AL. 0.
WooDWARD, INC. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported
below: 812 F. 3d 556.

No. 15-1144. FLOWERS v. TROUP COUNTY, GEORGIA, SCHOOL
DistrIiCcT, ET AL. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported
below: 803 F. 3d 1327.

No. 15-1145. VERSATA DEVELOPMENT GROUP, INC. v. SAP
AMERICA, INC., ET AL. (two judgments). C. A. Fed. Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 793 F. 3d 1306 (first judgment) and
1352 (second judgment).

No. 15-1151. F1rcH RATINGS, INC., FKA FITCH, INC. v. FIRST
CoMMUNITY BANK, N. A., ET AL. Sup. Ct. Tenn. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 489 S. W. 3d 369.

No. 15-1166. OLIVE v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 804 F. 3d 747.

No. 15-1182. SEQUENOM, INC. v. ARIOSA DIAGNOSTICS, INC.,
ET AL. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 788
F. 3d 1371.

No. 15-1185. CALIFORNIA ET AL. v. PAUMA BAND OF LUISENO
MISSION INDIANS OF THE PAUMA & YUIMA RESERVATION, AKA
PAUMA BAND OF MISSION INDIANS, AKA PAUMA LUISENO BAND
OF MISSION INDIANS; and
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No. 15-1291. PAUMA BAND OF LUISENO MISSION INDIANS OF
THE PAUMA & YUIMA RESERVATION, AKA PAUMA BAND OF Mis-
SION INDIANS, AKA PAUMA LUISENO BAND OF MISSION INDIANS
v. CALIFORNIA ET AL. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 813 F. 3d 1155.

No. 15-1187. STEPHENSON ». GAME SHOW NETWORK, LLC,
ET AL. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 624
Fed. Appx. 756.

No. 15-1199. PFEIL ET AL., INDIVIDUALLY AND ON BEHALF OF
ALL OTHERS SIMILARLY SITUATED v. STATE STREET BANK &
TruST Co. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below:
806 F. 3d 377.

No. 15-1209. BARR PHARMACEUTICALS, LLC, ET AL. v. SUPE-
RIOR COURT OF CALIFORNIA, SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY, ET AL.
Ct. App. Cal., 1st App. Dist., Div. 1. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-1229. MANTIPLY ». HORNE, INDIVIDUALLY AND AS
PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVE OF THE KESTATE OF HORNE. C. A.
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 630 Fed. Appx.
908.

No. 15-1285. SHUKH v. SEAGATE TECHNOLOGY, LLC, ET AL.
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 803 F. 3d
659.

No. 15-1292. CARONI ». UNITED STATES; and
No. 15-8254. DILEO v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 625 Fed. Appx. 464.

No. 15-1303. AyYIsSI-ETOH v. FANNIE MAE ET AL. C. A. D. C.
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 621 Fed. Appx. 677.

No. 15-1304. BENT ». FosTER. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari
denied.

No. 15-1306. MITRANO ». ORLANS MORAN, PLLC. C. A. 1st
Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-1308. RADBIL ». REGIONAL ADJUSTMENT BUREAU,
Inc. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 641
Fed. Appx. 298.

No. 15-1312. SNYDER v. COLLURA ET AL. C. A. 1st Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 812 F. 3d 46.
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No. 15-1314. AuTOMOTIVE BODY PARTS ASSN. v. UNITED
STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHI-
GAN ET AL. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied.

No. 15-1324. WASHINGTON ET AL. . BANK OF AMERICA, N. A.
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 624 Fed.
Appx. 301.

No. 15-1349. OYAMA ». UNIVERSITY OF HAWAII ET AL. C. A.
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 813 F. 3d 850.

No. 15-1353. TAYLOR v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 808 F. 3d 1202.

No. 15-1355. RODRIGUEZ, AS PARENT AND GUARDIAN OF
JoDON R. ET AL., MINORS ». Fox NEWS NETWORK, L. L. C. Ct.
App. Ariz. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 238 Ariz. 36, 356
P. 3d 322.

No. 15-1360. STONER ». YOUNG CONCERT ARTISTS, INC.
C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 626 Fed.
Appx. 293.

No. 15-1376. ARBUCKLE MOUNTAIN RANCH OF TEXAS, INC. v.
CHESAPEAKE ENERGY CORP. ET AL. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari
denied. Reported below: 810 F. 3d 335.

No. 15-1386. SAMSUNG ELECTRONICS Co0., LTD., ET AL. .
AprpLE INc. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported
below: 809 F. 3d 633.

No. 15-1393. MONTANA CANNABIS INDUSTRY ASSN. ET AL. ©.
MONTANA. Sup. Ct. Mont. Certiorari denied. Reported below:
382 Mont. 256, 368 P. 3d 1131.

No. 15-1424. SANDOVAL ». COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, CALI-
FORNIA, ET AL. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported
below: 622 Fed. Appx. 705.

No. 15-1448. PRIME HEALTHCARE SERVICES, INC. v. SERVICE
EMPLOYEES INTERNATIONAL UNION ET AL. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 642 Fed. Appx. 665.

No. 15-6889. LANIER v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 623 Fed. Appx. 768.

No. 15-7790. KILPATRICK ». UNITED STATES. C. A. 6th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 798 F. 3d 365.



ORDERS 931

579 U. S. June 27, 2016

No. 15-7849. ESCALANTI v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 9th Cir.
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 623 Fed. Appx. 844.

No. 15-7878. 0ssANA v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 607 Fed. Appx. 599.

No. 15-7935. HASKINS v. VIRGINIA. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari
denied.

No. 15-7978. HOLDEN ». CLARKE, DIRECTOR, VIRGINIA DE-
PARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied.
Reported below: 609 Fed. Appx. 161.

No. 15-8204. JoHNSON ». TEXAS. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Cer-
tiorari denied.

No. 15-8227. JAMES v. UNITED STATES. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 631 Fed. Appx. 803.

No. 15-8424. SANCHEZ-VASQUEZ v. UNITED STATES. C. A.
5th Cir. Certio