
ORDERS FOR JUNE 12 THROUGH 
SEPTEMBER 29, 2017 

June 12, 2017 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 16–1342. Anthem, Inc. v. United States et al. C. A. 
D. C. Cir. Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46. Re-
ported below: 855 F. 3d 345. 

Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 

No. 16–1003. McKnight et al. v. Petersen, on Behalf of 
L. P., a Minor and Beneciary and as Personal Repre-
sentative of the Estate of Petersen. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case remanded for further 
consideration in light of White v. Pauly, 580 U. S. 73 (2017) (per 
curiam). Reported below: 663 Fed. Appx. 531. 

No. 16–7234. McIntosh v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Reported below: 660 Fed. Appx. 199; and 

No. 16–7794. Brown v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Re-
ported below: 661 Fed. Appx. 190. Motions of petitioners for 
leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. Certiorari granted, 
judgments vacated, and cases remanded for further consideration 
in light of Honeycutt v. United States, 581 U. S. 443 (2017). 

Certiorari Granted—Reversed. (See No. 16–1177, ante, p. 91.) 

Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 16–9107. Morrow v. Brennan, Postmaster General. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma 
pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 
39.8. Reported below: 676 Fed. Appx. 582. 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. D–2977. In re Discipline of Clark. Thomas Andrew 
Clark, of Perth Amboy, N. J., is suspended from the practice of 
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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–2978. In re Discipline of Smith. Allan Christopher 
Smith, of Morrisville, Pa., 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–2979. In re Discipline of Bailey. Kathy Dianne 
Bailey, of Alexandria, Va., 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–2980. In re Discipline of Ferrell. Ronald Tyson 
Ferrell, of Wilkesboro, N. 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–2981. In re Discipline of Walton. Elbert A. Wal-
ton, Jr., of St. Louis, Mo., 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–2982. In re Discipline of Hesterberg. Gregory 
Xavier Hesterberg, of Garden City, 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–2983. In re Discipline of Wroblewski. David Ray-
mond Wroblewski, of Mesa, 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. D–2984. In re Discipline of Thornsbury. Michael 
Thornsbury, of Lexington, Ky., is suspended from the practice of 
law in this Court, and a rule will issue, returnable within 40 days, 
requiring him to show cause why he should not be disbarred from 
the practice of law in this Court. 
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No. D–2985. In re Discipline of Longmeyer. Timothy Mi-
chael Longmeyer, of Louisville, Ky., is suspended from the prac-
tice of law in this Court, and a rule will issue, returnable within 
40 days, requiring him to show cause why he should not be dis-
barred from the practice of law in this Court. 

No. D–2986. In re Discipline of Kuchinsky. Neil Kuchin-
sky, of Colonial Heights, Va., 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–2987. In re Discipline of Bello. Thomas F. Bello, 
of Staten Island, N. Y., 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–2988. In re Discipline of Byrd. Charles Grant 
Byrd, Jr., of Baltimore, Md., 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–2989. In re Discipline of Boisseau. Eldon L. Bois-
seau, of Wichita, Kan., 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. 16–9150. In re Bracken; 
No. 16–9189. In re Cone; 
No. 16–9226. In re Manning; 
No. 16–9238. In re Lassinger; and 
No. 16–9239. In re Lopez. Petitions for writs of habeas cor-

pus denied. 

No. 16–9256. In re Dowell. Petition for writ of habeas cor-
pus denied. Justice Gorsuch took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. 

Certiorari Granted 

No. 16–712. Oil States Energy Services, LLC v. Greene’s 
Energy Group, LLC, et al. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari 
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granted limited to Question 1 presented by the petition. Re-
ported below: 639 Fed. Appx. 639. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 16–1029. Ball et al. v. Milward et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 838 F. 3d 1207. 

No. 16–1060. Kutlak v. Colorado. Ct. App. Colo. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–1062. Jeffers v. Metropolitan Life Insurance Co. 
et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–1074. Caraffa, as Personal Representative of 
the Estate of Caraffa v. Carnival Corp. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 
3d Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 208 So. 3d 172. 

No. 16–1092. Lockwood, Andrews & Newman, P. C., et al. 
v. Mason et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 842 F. 3d 383. 

No. 16–1201. Schockner v. Cash, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–1209. Riemer v. Oregon et al. Sup. Ct. Ore. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–1217. Tichich et al. v. City of Bloomington, 
Minnesota, et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 835 F. 3d 856. 

No. 16–1223. Blue Spike, LLC v. Google Inc. C. A. Fed. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 669 Fed. Appx. 575. 

No. 16–1228. Owner-Operator Independent Drivers 
Assn., Inc., et al. v. Department of Transportation et al. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 840 F. 3d 879. 

No. 16–1235. Franklin v. Laughlin, dba BWD Properties 
2, LLC, et al. Ct. App. Nev. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 132 Nev. 970. 

No. 16–1247. Barth v. McNeely et al. Sup. Ct. Fla. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–1249. D. E. v. Doe et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 834 F. 3d 723. 
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No. 16–1266. Diversied Ingredients, Inc. v. Testa, Tax 
Commissioner of Ohio. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 846 F. 3d 994. 

No. 16–1270. Pope v. Guns et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 672 Fed. Appx. 251. 

No. 16–1282. Adams v. Niles et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 674 Fed. Appx. 956. 

No. 16–1317. Hernandez et al. v. Avery. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 847 F. 3d 433. 

No. 16–1325. Akhtar-Zaidi et al. v. United States. C. A. 
6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 664 Fed. Appx. 422. 

No. 16–1333. Nease et ux. v. Ford Motor Co. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 848 F. 3d 219. 

No. 16–5895. Zebbs v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 16–7763. Perry v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 659 Fed. Appx. 146. 

No. 16–7775. Cuevas Cabrera v. United States. C. A. 
D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 826 F. 3d 514. 

No. 16–7776. Davis v. Texas. Ct. Crim. App. Tex. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–7855. Miller v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 662 Fed. Appx. 169. 

No. 16–7857. Ramirez-Quintanilla v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 670 Fed. 
Appx. 304. 

No. 16–7991. Rodriguez-Berbal v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 670 Fed. Appx. 367. 

No. 16–8212. Garrity v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 664 Fed. Appx. 889. 

No. 16–8244. Rodriguez-Lopez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 671 Fed. Appx. 273. 

No. 16–8259. Carter v. Thomas, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 657 Fed. Appx. 176. 
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No. 16–8301. Hayward v. Kelly, Superintendent, Oregon 
State Penitentiary. Ct. App. Ore. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 281 Ore. App. 113, 383 P. 3d 437. 

No. 16–8459. Maldonado-Jaimes v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 672 Fed. Appx. 441. 

No. 16–8519. Wardlow v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 666 Fed. Appx. 861. 

No. 16–8598. Kulkarni v. Upasani et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 659 Fed. Appx. 937. 

No. 16–8602. Vega v. Davis, Director, Texas Department 
of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Division. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8615. Ramnath v. Wang. Sup. Ct. Wash. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–8624. Bellamy v. Michigan. Sup. Ct. Mich. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 500 Mich. 881, 886 N. W. 2d 420. 

No. 16–8626. Correa-Ayala v. Pennsylvania. Super. Ct. 
Pa. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 144 A. 3d 199. 

No. 16–8631. Bonilla v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 5th App. 
Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8632. Langley v. Unknown. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 677 Fed. Appx. 138. 

No. 16–8642. Zebbs v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 16–8643. Woodson v. Whitehead et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 673 Fed. Appx. 931. 

No. 16–8650. Yaney et al. v. Superior Court of Califor-
nia, San Bernardino County, et al. Ct. App. Cal., 4th App. 
Dist., Div. 2. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8655. Sancho v. Anderson School District Four. 
C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 676 Fed. 
Appx. 204. 

No. 16–8664. Mitchell v. Wisconsin Department of 
Health Services. Ct. App. Wis. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 16–8665. Pinkston v. University of South Florida 
Board of Trustees et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8668. Jones v. Jones, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 834 F. 3d 1299. 

No. 16–8670. Coulston v. Cameron, Superintendent, 
State Correctional Institution at Houtzdale, et al. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 651 Fed. 
Appx. 139. 

No. 16–8673. Alexander v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2015–1879 (La. 10/28/16), 202 
So. 3d 990. 

No. 16–8674. Pack v. United States Court of Appeals for 
the Fourth Circuit. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8754. Earl v. Foster, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–8759. Contreras v. Butler, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8763. Rivera v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 679 Fed. Appx. 51. 

No. 16–8799. Schessler v. McDonald, Warden. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8844. Harris v. Butler, Warden. Sup. Ct. Ill. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8861. Beam v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–8901. Fields v. Harris, Clerk, Supreme Court of 
the United States. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 671 Fed. Appx. 808. 

No. 16–8928. Smith v. Sessions, Attorney General. C. A. 
3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8951. Fortson v. United States District Court 
for the Central District of California et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 



908 OCTOBER TERM, 2016 

June 12, 2017 582 U. S. 

No. 16–8956. Evans v. Cunningham et al. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 669 Fed. Appx. 157. 

No. 16–8968. Abdul-Haqq v. Kaiser Foundation Hospitals 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 669 
Fed. Appx. 462. 

No. 16–8994. Ramirez Torres v. Seibel, Warden. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9026. Colter v. Chapman Chevrolet. Ct. App. 
Ariz. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9036. Bloodman v. Ligon, Executive Director, Ar-
kansas Supreme Court Committee on Professional Con-
duct. Sup. Ct. Ark. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9045. Mackey v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 676 Fed. Appx. 369. 

No. 16–9051. VanLaar v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 672 Fed. Appx. 269. 

No. 16–9054. Wright v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 674 Fed. Appx. 567. 

No. 16–9057. Montiel-Cortes v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 849 F. 3d 221. 

No. 16–9068. Moreno v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 685 Fed. Appx. 474. 

No. 16–9079. Curry v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 679 Fed. Appx. 781. 

No. 16–9080. Clark v. Speer, Acting Secretary of the 
Army. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 671 
Fed. Appx. 84. 

No. 16–9083. Lawrence v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9088. Shefeld v. Jones, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–9090. Tucker v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 675 Fed. Appx. 330. 
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No. 16–9092. Woodard v. United States; and 
No. 16–9154. Robinson v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 

Certiorari denied. Reported below: 662 Fed. Appx. 854. 

No. 16–9095. White v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 850 F. 3d 667. 

No. 16–9097. Whoolery v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9102. Rodriguez v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 673 Fed. Appx. 914. 

No. 16–9110. Siler v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 671 Fed. Appx. 739. 

No. 16–9111. Carter v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 675 Fed. Appx. 100. 

No. 16–9114. Evans v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 848 F. 3d 242. 

No. 16–9119. Mendez-Bello v. United States. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 678 Fed. Appx. 508. 

No. 16–9121. Beamon v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 678 Fed. Appx. 883. 

No. 16–9122. Pryor v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 842 F. 3d 441. 

No. 16–9123. Lewis v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 676 Fed. Appx. 440. 

No. 16–9127. Lasher v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 661 Fed. Appx. 25. 

No. 16–9129. Kahre v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–9135. Jenkins v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 677 Fed. Appx. 845. 

No. 16–9136. Waller v. Colorado. Ct. App. Colo. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 412 P. 3d 866. 

No. 16–9137. Taylor v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 848 F. 3d 476. 
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No. 16–9142. Hoffman v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 847 F. 3d 878. 

No. 16–9143. Felipe-Diego v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 675 Fed. Appx. 496. 

No. 16–9161. Buczek v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–810. Nacchio et al. v. United States. C. A. Fed. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan and Justice Gorsuch 
took no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. Re-
ported below: 824 F. 3d 1370. 

No. 16–853. Johnson v. Ford Motor Co. et al. Ct. App. 
Ga. Certiorari denied. The Chief Justice and Justice Alito 
took no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. Re-
ported below: 335 Ga. App. XXIX. 

No. 16–950. Jacobs Field Services North America, Inc. 
v. Acosta, Secretary of Labor. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Justice Alito took no part in the consideration or deci-
sion of this petition. Reported below: 659 Fed. Appx. 181. 

No. 16–1216. Daly v. United States et al. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Sotomayor took no part in the con-
sideration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 669 Fed. 
Appx. 19. 

No. 16–1280. Tanner Services, LLC v. Guidry et ux. Sup. 
Ct. La. Motion of Stallion Oilfeld Construction, LLC, et al. for 
leave to fle brief as amici curiae granted. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 2016–2013 (La. 1/23/17), 209 So. 3d 90. 

No. 16–8948. Grigsby v. Marten, Judge, United States 
District Court for the District of Kansas, et al. C. A. 
10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Gorsuch took no part in 
the consideration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 
670 Fed. Appx. 982. 

No. 16–9106. Dario Ramirez v. United States. C. A. 2d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Sotomayor took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 846 
F. 3d 615. 
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No. 16–9113. Derrow 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: 675 Fed. 
Appx. 481. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 16–7414. Daker v. Bryson, Commissioner, Georgia De-
partment of Corrections, et al., 580 U. S. 1174; 

No. 16–7418. Taylor v. United States, 580 U. S. 1174; 
No. 16–7580. White v. EDS Care Management LLC et al., 

581 U. S. 941; 
No. 16–7593. White et ux. v. Attorney Grievance Com-

mission of Michigan, 581 U. S. 941; 
No. 16–7709. Damjanovic v. California, 581 U. S. 907; 
No. 16–7713. Pender v. Morris Duffy Alonso & Faley, 

LLP, 581 U. S. 907; 
No. 16–7765. Smith v. Davis, Director, Texas Department 

of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Division, 
581 U. S. 908; 

No. 16–7783. Hill et ux. v. Ditech Financial, LLC, et al., 
581 U. S. 908; 

No. 16–7880. Ramirez v. Bausch & Lomb, Inc., 581 U. S. 922; 
No. 16–7901. Benford v. California, 581 U. S. 923; 
No. 16–7957. Celestine v. Berryhill, Acting Commis-

sioner of Social Security, et al., 580 U. S. 1221; 
No. 16–7960. In re Marie et ux., 581 U. S. 938; 
No. 16–8107. Sheppard v. Medeiros, Superintendent, 

Massachusetts Correctional Institution at Norfolk, 581 
U. S. 925; 

No. 16–8145. Cowan v. Oklahoma, 581 U. S. 976; 
No. 16–8168. Olmos Munoz v. United States, 581 U. S. 911; 
No. 16–8252. Conroy v. Walton, Warden, 581 U. S. 926; 
No. 16–8253. Conrad v. United States, 581 U. S. 926; and 
No. 16–8314. In re Clayborne, 581 U. S. 917. Petitions for 

rehearing denied. 
June 15, 2017 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 16A1202 (16–649). North Carolina et al. v. Covington 
et al., 581 U. S. 1015. Application for issuance of the judgment 
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forthwith, presented to The Chief Justice, and by him referred 
to the Court, denied. 

No. 16A1203 (16–1023). North Carolina et al. v. Coving-
ton et al., 581 U. S. 486. Application for issuance of judgment 
forthwith, presented to The Chief Justice, and by him referred 
to the Court, denied. 

June 19, 2017 

Certiorari Granted—Reversed and Remanded. 
1116, ante, p. 280.) 

(See No. 16– 

Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 

No. 15–734. Milberg LLP et al. v. Laber. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari granted, judgment vacated, and case remanded for fur-
ther consideration in light of Microsoft Corp. v. Baker, ante, p. 23. 
Reported below: 801 F. 3d 1066. 

Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 16–9191. Hines v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Mo-
tion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, 
and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. D–2948. In re Disbarment of Davidson. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 580 U. S. 1110.] 

No. D–2950. In re Disbarment of Thompson. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 580 U. S. 1110.] 

No. D–2954. In re Disbarment of Harrington. Disbar-
ment entered. [For earlier order herein, see 580 U. S. 1194.] 

No. D–2955. In re Disbarment of Sullivan. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 580 U. S. 1194.] 

No. D–2956. In re Disbarment of Goldthorpe. Disbar-
ment entered. [For earlier order herein, see 580 U. S. 1194.] 

No. D–2990. In re Discipline of Moenning. Richard Carl 
Moenning, of Evanston, Ill., 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–2991. In re Discipline of Coyle. Francis Joseph 
Coyle, Jr., of Rock Island, Ill., 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–2992. In re Discipline of Padgett. Squire Padgett, 
Jr., of Alexandria, Va., is suspended from the practice of law in 
this Court, and a rule will issue, returnable within 40 days, re-
quiring him to show cause why he should not be disbarred from 
the practice of law in this Court. 

No. D–2993. In re Discipline of Carter. George R. Car-
ter, of Las Vegas, Nev., 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. 16M139. Cline v. Ball, Superintendent, Avery-
Mitchell Correctional Institution; and 

No. 16M140. Williams v. Grounds, Warden. Motions to di-
rect the Clerk to fle petitions for writs of certiorari out of time 
denied. 

No. 16–1215. Lamar, Archer & Cofrin, LLP v. Appling. 
C. A. 11th Cir. The Acting Solicitor General is invited to fle a 
brief in this case expressing the views of the United States. 

No. 16–8842. Hernandez-Gonzalez v. Sessions, Attorney 
General. C. A. 5th Cir.; and 

No. 16–9213. Francisco v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Motions of petitioners for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
denied. Petitioners are allowed until July 10, 2017, 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. 16–1402. In re Singleton; 
No. 16–9290. In re Neuman; 
No. 16–9364. In re Johnson; and 
No. 16–9386. In re Boston. Petitions for writs of habeas 

corpus denied. 

No. 16–1281. In re Tobinick et al.; 
No. 16–8748. In re Southgate; 
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No. 16–8767. In re Davis; and 
No. 16–8778. In re Howell. Petitions for writs of manda-

mus denied. 

No. 16–8716. In re Gleis. Petition for writ of mandamus 
and/or prohibition denied. 

Probable Jurisdiction Postponed 

No. 16–1161. Gill et al. v. Whitford et al. Appeal from 
D. C. W. D. Wis. Further consideration of question of jurisdiction 
postponed to hearing of case on the merits. Reported below: 218 
F. Supp. 3d 837. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 16–217. Lenz v. Universal Music Corp. et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 815 F. 3d 1145. 

No. 16–837. Laurel-Abarca v. Sessions, Attorney Gen-
eral. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–952. Singh v. Sessions, Attorney General. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 835 F. 3d 880. 

No. 16–1016. Macy’s, Inc. v. National Labor Relations 
Board. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 824 
F. 3d 557. 

No. 16–1063. Wilchcombe et al. v. United States. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 838 F. 3d 1179. 

No. 16–1068. Northeast Ohio Coalition for the Home-
less et al. v. Husted, Ohio Secretary of State, et al. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 837 F. 3d 612. 

No. 16–1082. Garcia et al. v. Bloomberg et al. C. A. 2d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 662 Fed. Appx. 50. 

No. 16–1085. Ultrao Corp. v. Pelican Tank Parts, Inc., 
et al. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 845 
F. 3d 652. 

No. 16–1089. New Mighty U. S. Trust et al. v. Yueh-Lan 
Wang, By and Through Her Attorney-In-Fact, Wong. 
C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 843 F. 3d 
487. 
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No. 16–1106. Cox Communications, Inc., et al. v. Sprint 
Communication Co. LP et al. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 838 F. 3d 1224. 

No. 16–1110. Bloomingdale’s, Inc. v. Vitolo. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 669 Fed. Appx. 890. 

No. 16–1113. Meyers v. Nicolet Restaurant of De Pere, 
LLC. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 843 
F. 3d 724. 

No. 16–1123. Poly-America, L. P. v. API Industries, Inc. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 839 F. 3d 
1131. 

No. 16–1151. Flock et al. v. Department of Transporta-
tion et al. C. A. 1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
840 F. 3d 49. 

No. 16–1155. Miller v. Stamm, Personal Representative 
of the Estate of Stamm. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 657 Fed. Appx. 492. 

No. 16–1157. ActiveLAF, LLC, dba Sky Zone Lafayette, 
et al. v. Duhon; and ActiveLAF, LLC, v. Alicea et al. (Re-
ported below: 2016–0708 (La. 10/19/16), 218 So. 3d 1001). Sup. 
Ct. La. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–1178. Donziger et al. v. Chevron Corp. C. A. 2d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 833 F. 3d 74. 

No. 16–1214. Conover et al. v. Fisher et al. Ct. Sp. App. 
Md. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 229 Md. App. 720 and 
722. 

No. 16–1218. Marquez et al. v. Superior Court of Cali-
fornia, Tulare County, et al. Ct. App. Cal., 5th App. Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–1227. Robertson v. EMI Christian Music Group, 
Inc., et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
844 F. 3d 79. 

No. 16–1229. McKinley v. LeGrand, Warden. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 670 Fed. Appx. 610. 
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No. 16–1232. Bach v. Labor and Industry Review Commis-
sion et al. Ct. App. Wis. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
2016 WI App 80, 372 Wis. 2d 184, 888 N. W. 2d 23. 

No. 16–1234. Davis et al. v. JPMorgan Chase Bank N. A. 
App. Ct. Conn. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–1243. Jones v. Administrative Office of the 
Courts, Maryland Judiciary. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 670 Fed. Appx. 160. 

No. 16–1260. R. J. Reynolds Tobacco Co., as Successor in 
Interest to Lorillard Tobacco Co. v. Michigan Depart-
ment of Treasury. Ct. App. Mich. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–1264. Lucas, Individually, as Widow and Wrong-
ful Death Beneciary, and as Personal Representative 
of the Estate of Lucas, Deceased, et al. v. United States. 
C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 664 Fed. 
Appx. 333. 

No. 16–1267. Norber v. Federal Aviation Administra-
tion. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 673 
Fed. Appx. 911. 

No. 16–1269. Ziober v. BLB Resources, Inc. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 839 F. 3d 814. 

No. 16–1272. Raplee, as Personal Representative of 
the Estate of Raplee v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 842 F. 3d 328. 

No. 16–1273. Wiest v. Cincinnati Bar Assn. Sup. Ct. Ohio. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 148 Ohio St. 3d 683, 2016-
Ohio-8166, 72 N. E. 3d 621. 

No. 16–1315. Melvin v. Naylor et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 669 Fed. Appx. 115. 

No. 16–1326. Brigham et al. v. Patla, Straus, Robinson & 
Moore, P. A., et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 671 Fed. Appx. 168. 

No. 16–1358. Dietrich v. Soo Line Railroad, dba Cana-
dian Pacic. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 671 Fed. Appx. 403. 
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No. 16–1377. Trustees of the Upstate New York Engi-
neers Pension Fund v. Ivy Asset Management et al. C. A. 
2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 843 F. 3d 561. 

No. 16–1383. Swecker v. Colorado. Ct. App. Colo. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–7182. Sullivan v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–7662. Piper v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 839 F. 3d 1261. 

No. 16–7686. Brewton v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 659 Fed. Appx. 998. 

No. 16–7689. Hernandez-Cifuentes v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 670 Fed. 
Appx. 233. 

No. 16–7756. Durham v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 659 Fed. Appx. 990. 

No. 16–7869. Hernandez-Espinoza v. United States. 
C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 627 Fed. 
Appx. 210. 

No. 16–7874. Cantu v. Davis, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 665 
Fed. Appx. 384. 

No. 16–7883. Fritts v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 841 F. 3d 937. 

No. 16–8003. Hunnicutt v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 664 Fed. Appx. 521. 

No. 16–8054. McCandless v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 841 F. 3d 819. 

No. 16–8072. Seabrooks v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 839 F. 3d 1326. 

No. 16–8186. Culbreth v. Alabama. Sup. Ct. Ala. Certio-
rari denied. 
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No. 16–8192. Cervantes-Sandoval v. United States. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 671 Fed. 
Appx. 315. 

No. 16–8336. Peters v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 843 F. 3d 572. 

No. 16–8357. Burgener v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 1 Cal. 5th 461, 376 P. 3d 659. 

No. 16–8448. Greene v. Nevada. Sup. Ct. Nev. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 132 Nev. 973. 

No. 16–8536. Saldierna-Rojas v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 672 Fed. Appx. 447. 

No. 16–8689. Holman v. Iowa. Ct. App. Iowa. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 888 N. W. 2d 902. 

No. 16–8701. Kobe v. McMaster, Governor of South Car-
olina, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 666 Fed. Appx. 281. 

No. 16–8706. Stewart v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2016 IL App (1st) 141602–U. 

No. 16–8711. Scott v. Wright et al. Sup. Ct. Ga. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–8722. Schoonover v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–8727. R. M. v. Committee on Character and Fit-
ness. Ct. App. N. Y. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 27 
N. Y. 3d 950, 49 N. E. 3d 1205. 

No. 16–8728. Williams v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 499 S. W. 3d 498. 

No. 16–8739. Camick v. Wattley et al. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8740. Bostick v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 675 Fed. Appx. 948. 

No. 16–8741. Lee v. Macomber. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 16–8743. Key v. Davis, Director, Texas Department 
of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Division. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 16–8750. Sampson v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–8753. Caison v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 16–8757. Whitnum-Baker v. Baker. App. Ct. Conn. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 161 Conn. App. 227, 127 
A. 3d 330. 

No. 16–8779. Hess v. Woods, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–8797. Byford v. Nevada. Sup. Ct. Nev. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 132 Nev. 951, 385 P. 3d 35. 

No. 16–8806. Hardy v. Rivard, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8818. Stamps, aka Stamps Bey v. Haas, Warden. 
Sup. Ct. Mich. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8824. Armstrong v. United States District Court 
for the Northern District of Georgia. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8827. Floyd v. Hoffner, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8830. Lampkin v. Brock. Ct. App. Tex., 3d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8845. Hart v. Berryhill, Acting Commissioner of 
Social Security. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8851. McKenzie v. Sessions, Attorney General. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8859. M. B. v. Ohio. Ct. App. Ohio, 5th App. Dist., 
Ashland County. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2016-
Ohio-4780. 

No. 16–8860. C. B. v. Ohio. Ct. App. Ohio, 5th App. Dist., 
Ashland County. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2016-
Ohio-4779. 

No. 16–8890. Lynch v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 665 Fed. Appx. 607. 
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No. 16–8903. Nushawn W., aka Johnson v. New York. 
App. Div., Sup. Ct. N. Y., 4th Jud. Dept. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 139 App. Div. 3d 1375, 31 N. Y. S. 3d 362. 

No. 16–8932. Gilliland v. Kelley, Director, Arkansas 
Department of Correction. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8938. Maldonado v. Gilmore, Superintendent, 
State Correctional Institution at Greene, et al. C. A. 
3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8939. Odueso v. North Carolina. Sup. Ct. N. C. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 369 N. C. 486, 795 S. E. 2d 
367. 

No. 16–8958. Coach v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 16–9004. Simpson v. Eckstein, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9020. Townsend v. Richardson, Warden. Ct. App. 
Wis. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9060. Owen v. Ofce of Personnel Management. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 659 Fed. 
Appx. 652. 

No. 16–9117. Estrada-Jimenez v. Eckstein, Warden. 
C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9118. Schaefer v. Wisconsin. Ct. App. Wis. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2017 WI App 1, 372 Wis. 2d 833, 
890 N. W. 2d 49. 

No. 16–9131. Clardy v. Nike, Inc., et al. Ct. App. Ore. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 279 Ore. App. 811, 381 
P. 3d 1100. 

No. 16–9133. Jones v. Neven, Warden, et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 678 Fed. Appx. 490. 

No. 16–9134. Jones v. Skolnik et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 671 Fed. Appx. 560. 

No. 16–9144. Barnett v. Georgia. Sup. Ct. Ga. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 300 Ga. 551, 796 S. E. 2d 653. 
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No. 16–9148. Wright v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 844 F. 3d 759. 

No. 16–9152. Rogers v. United States District Court for 
the District of Kansas. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9163. Stone v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 676 Fed. Appx. 469. 

No. 16–9164. Scarlett v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 848 F. 3d 524 and 677 Fed. 
Appx. 21. 

No. 16–9166. Jenkins v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 849 F. 3d 390. 

No. 16–9172. Williams v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 684 Fed. Appx. 661. 

No. 16–9174. Wiles v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–9176. Lee v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–9183. Bautista v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 677 Fed. Appx. 394. 

No. 16–9184. Blackmon v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9185. Rosales-Acosta v. United States. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 679 Fed. Appx. 860. 

No. 16–9192. Harrington v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 814 F. 3d 896. 

No. 16–9195. Neman, aka Davatgarzadeh v. United 
States. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 673 
Fed. Appx. 649. 

No. 16–9197. Lewis v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–9204. Bear v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 844 F. 3d 981. 



922 OCTOBER TERM, 2016 

June 19, 2017 582 U. S. 

No. 16–9206. Andrade v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 672 Fed. Appx. 397. 

No. 16–9209. Helmer v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9210. Fernandez v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 636 Fed. Appx. 71. 

No. 16–9211. Godfrey v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 668 Fed. Appx. 201. 

No. 16–9212. Francisco Herrera v. United States. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9223. Cook v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–9225. Krasniqi et al. v. United States. C. A. 2d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9227. Monshizadeh v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 679 Fed. Appx. 359. 

No. 16–9229. Garcia-Martinez v. United States (Reported 
below: 680 Fed. Appx. 278); and Rios-Ojeda v. United States 
(677 Fed. Appx. 168). C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–866. Connecticut v. Dickson. Sup. Ct. Conn. Mo-
tion of respondent for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
granted. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 322 Conn. 410, 141 
A. 3d 810. 

No. 16–1084. Fredericksen v. Olsen et al. Ct. App. Iowa. 
Motion of Concerned United Birthparents, Inc., for leave to fle 
brief as amicus curiae granted. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 888 N. W. 2d 682. 

No. 16–1224. Florida v. K. C., a Child. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 
4th Dist. Motion of respondent for leave to proceed in forma 
pauperis granted. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 207 
So. 3d 951. 

No. 16–1230. Cunningham et vir v. Jackson Hole Moun-
tain Resort Corp. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Jus-
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tice Gorsuch took no part in the consideration or decision of 
this petition. Reported below: 673 Fed. Appx. 841. 

No. 16–1236. Quinn et al. v. City of Detroit, Michigan, 
et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Motion of Ad Hoc Committee of Allied 
Nevada, Inc., Shareholders for leave to fle brief as amicus curiae 
granted. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 838 F. 3d 792. 

No. 16–1252. Florida v. Johnson. Sup. Ct. Fla. Motion of 
respondent for leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 205 So. 3d 1285. 

No. 16–1304. NTCH, Inc. v. Federal Communications Com-
mission et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Certiorari denied. The Chief 
Justice took no part in the consideration or decision of this peti-
tion. Reported below: 841 F. 3d 497. 

No. 16–1376. Whisenant v. Sheridan Production Co., 
LLC. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Gorsuch 
took no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. 

No. 16–6786. Verdin-Garcia et al. v. United States. 
C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Gorsuch took no 
part in the consideration or decision of this petition. Reported 
below: 824 F. 3d 1218. 

No. 16–7953. Gilmore v. United States. C. A. 10th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Gorsuch took no part in the consid-
eration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 841 F. 3d 
909. 

No. 16–9214. Garcia 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. 16–1091. Hill v. Suwannee River Water Manage-
ment District, 581 U. S. 960; 

No. 16–7610. Minard v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., 580 U. S. 
1206; 

No. 16–7914. Johnson v. Kernan, Secretary, California 
Department of Corrections and Rehabilitation, et al., 581 
U. S. 923; 

No. 16–8010. Byers v. United States, 580 U. S. 1222; 
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No. 16–8144. Dunlap v. Horton, Warden, 581 U. S. 925; 
No. 16–8175. Williams v. Pster, Warden, 581 U. S. 925; 
No. 16–8221. Andrews v. Cassady, Warden, 581 U. S. 963; 
No. 16–8274. Jordan v. United States, 581 U. S. 927; 
No. 16–8397. Mitchell v. New York University et al., 

581 U. S. 964; and 
No. 16–8556. In re Ray, 581 U. S. 937. Petitions for rehear-

ing denied. 
June 26, 2017 

Certiorari Granted—Reversed and Remanded. No. 16–992, ante, 
p. 563. 

Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 

No. 16–7806. Hicks v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 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 the position asserted by the Acting 
Solicitor General in his brief for the United States fled on May 1, 
2017. Reported below: 669 Fed. Appx. 213. 

Justice Gorsuch, concurring. 

Everyone agrees that Mr. Hicks was wrongly sentenced to a 20-
year mandatory minimum sentence under a now-defunct statute. 
True, Mr. Hicks didn't argue the point in the court of appeals. 
But before us the government admits his sentence is plainly 
wrong as a matter of law, and it's simple enough to see the gov-
ernment is right. Of course, to undo and revise a sentence under 
the plain error standard, a court must not only (1) discern an 
error, that error must (2) be plain, (3) affect the defendant's sub-
stantial rights, and (4) implicate the fairness, integrity, or public 
reputation of judicial proceedings. United States v. Olano, 507 
U. S. 725, 732 (1993). And while the government concedes the 
frst two legal elements of the plain error test, it asks us to 
remand the case to the court of appeals for it to resolve the latter 
two questions in the frst instance. 

I cannot think of a good reason to say no. When this Court 
identifes a legal error, it routinely remands the case so the court 
of appeals may resolve whether the error was harmless in light 
of other proof in the case—and so decide if the judgment must be 
revised under Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 52(a). After 
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identifying an unpreserved but plain legal error, this Court like-
wise routinely remands the case so the court of appeals may 
resolve whether the error affected the defendant's substantial 
rights and implicated the fairness, integrity, or public reputation 
of judicial proceedings—and so (again) determine if the judgment 
must be revised, this time under Rule 52(b). We remand in cases 
like these not only when we are certain that curing the error will 
yield a different outcome, but also in cases where we think there's 
a reasonable probability that will happen. See, e. g., Skilling v. 
United States, 561 U. S. 358, 414 (2010) (harmless error); Tapia v. 
United States, 564 U. S. 319, 335 (2011) (plain error); United 
States v. Marcus, 560 U. S. 258, 266–267 (2010) (plain error). 

To know this much is to know what should be done in our 
current case. A plain legal error infects this judgment—a man 
was wrongly sentenced to 20 years in prison under a defunct 
statute. No doubt, too, there's a reasonable probability that 
cleansing this error will yield a different outcome. Of course, 
Mr. Hicks's conviction won't be undone, but the sentencing com-
ponent of the district court's judgment is l ikely to change, 
and change substantially. For experience surely teaches that 
a defendant entitled to a sentence consistent with 18 U. S. C. 
§ 3553(a)'s parsimony provision, rather than pursuant to the rigors 
of a statutory mandatory minimum, will often receive a much 
lower sentence. So there can be little doubt Mr. Hicks's substan-
tial rights are, indeed, implicated. Cf. Molina-Martinez v. 
United States, 578 U. S. 189, 204 (2016). When it comes to the 
fourth prong of plain error review, it's clear Mr. Hicks also enjoys 
a reasonable probability of success. For who wouldn't hold a 
rightly diminished view of our courts if we allowed individuals to 
linger longer in prison than the law requires only because we 
were unwilling to correct our own obvious mistakes? Cf. United 
States v. Sabillon-Umana, 772 F. 3d 1328, 1333 (CA10 2014). 

Now this Court has no obligation to rove about looking for 
errors to correct in every case in this large country, and I agree 
with much in Justice Scalia's dissent in Nunez v. United States, 
554 U. S. 911, 911–913 (2008), suggesting caution. For example, 
it rightly counsels against vacating a judgment when we harbor 
doubts about a confession of error or when the confession bears 
the marks of gamesmanship. Nor should we take the govern-
ment's word for it and vacate a judgment when we cannot with 
ease determine the existence of an error of federal law. Or when 
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independent and untainted legal grounds appear to exist that 
would support the judgment anyway. Or when lightly accepting 
a confession of error could lead to a circuit confict or interfere 
with the administration of state law. No doubt other reasons too 
will often counsel against intervening. But, respectfully, I am 
unaware of any such reason here. Besides, if the only remaining 
objection to vacating the judgment here is that, despite our prece-
dent routinely permitting the practice, we should be wary of re-
manding a case without frst deciding for ourselves the latter 
elements of the plain error test, that task is so easily done in this 
case that I cannot think why it should not be done. Indeed, the 
lone peril in the present case seems to me the possibility that we 
might permit the government to deny someone his liberty longer 
than the law permits only because we refuse to correct an obvious 
judicial error. 

Chief Justice Roberts, with whom Justice Thomas joins, 
dissenting. 

Petitioner Marcus Deshaw Hicks pleaded guilty to conspiracy 
to possess with intent to distribute crack cocaine in violation of 
federal law. Between the time Hicks was sentenced for that 
crime and his direct appeal, this Court decided Dorsey v. United 
States, 567 U. S. 260 (2012), holding that the Fair Sentencing Act 
applies to defendants like Hicks whose crimes predated the effec-
tive date of the Act but who were sentenced after that date. On 
direct appeal Hicks failed to argue that Dorsey entitled him to a 
reduced sentence. Presented with no such claim, the Fifth Cir-
cuit affrmed. Hicks now seeks certiorari. 

The Government's response is not to concede that the Fifth 
Circuit's judgment was wrong. Rather it is to request that this 
Court vacate that judgment and send the case back to the Fifth 
Circuit so that the Court of Appeals may conduct plain error 
review. My colleague concurring in this Court's order “cannot 
think of a good reason to say no.” Ante, at 924 (opinion of Gor-
such, J.). After all, Hicks was “wrongly sentenced to a 20-year 
mandatory minimum sentence under a now-defunct statute.” 
Ibid. But, as the Government itself acknowledges, that gets us 
past only the frst two prongs of this Court's four-prong test for 
plain error: There was an error and the error was plain in light 
of Dorsey. See Puckett v. United States, 556 U. S. 129, 134–135 
(2009). The Government does not contend that Hicks also satis-
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fes prongs three and four of the test for plain error and that 
the judgment below rejecting Hicks's claim was therefore wrong. 
Brief in Opposition 12–13. No matter, says my colleague, because 
the outcome on remand is a no-brainer. But without a determi-
nation from this Court that the judgment below was wrong or at 
least a concession from the Government to that effect, we should 
not, in my view, vacate the Fifth Circuit's judgment. See Nunez 
v. United States, 554 U. S. 911 (2008) (Scalia, J., dissenting). 

No. 16–7835. Johnson v. Alabama. Ct. Crim. App. Ala. 
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 the position asserted 
by respondent in its brief fled on May 10, 2017. 

The Chief Justice, with whom Justice Thomas, Justice 
Alito, and Justice Gorsuch join, dissenting. 

The Court vacates the judgment below in light of the position 
asserted by respondent in its brief. That position is that the 
Court should vacate a state court judgment for further consider-
ation in light of Ex parte Beckworth, 190 So. 3d 571 (Ala. 2013). 
Beckworth is a state court decision that turns entirely on state 
procedural law. It was expressly called to the attention of the 
state courts, which declined to upset the decision below in light of 
it. Reply to Brief in Opposition 2, n. 1. The question presented 
concerns state collateral review—purely a creature of state law 
that need not be provided at all. Whatever one's view on the 
propriety of our practice of vacating judgments based on positions 
of the parties, see Hicks v. United States, supra, p. 924, the 
Court's decision to vacate this state court judgment is truly ex-
traordinary. I respectfully dissent. 

Certiorari Dismissed 
No. 16–8825. Hopkins v. Illinois Workers’ Compensation 

Commission et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave 
to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and certiorari dismissed. 
See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 16–8834. Wilson v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Motion 
of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis denied, and 
certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 39.8. 

No. 16–9085. Azeez v. West Virginia et al. Sup. Ct. App. 
W. Va. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pau-
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peris denied, and certiorari dismissed. See this Court's Rule 
39.8. 

No. 16–9305. Ellis v. United States. 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. 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. D–2959. In re Disbarment of Safavian. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 914.] 

No. 16M141. Anghel v. Elia, Commissioner, New York 
State Department of Education, et al.; 

No. 16M142. Swart v. Clarke, Director, Virginia Depart-
ment of Corrections, et al.; and 

No. 16M143. Cobbert v. Stevenson, Warden. Motions to 
direct the Clerk to fle petitions for writs of certiorari out of 
time denied. 

No. 16M144. Stancu v. Starwood Hotels & Resorts 
Worldwide, Inc., et al. Motion for leave to fle petition for 
writ of certiorari under seal with redacted copies for the public 
record denied. 

No. 147, Orig. New Mexico v. Colorado. Motion for leave 
to fle bill of complaint denied. Justice Thomas and Justice 
Alito would grant the motion for the reasons stated in Nebraska 
v. Colorado, 577 U. S. 1211 (2016) (Thomas, J., dissenting). [For 
earlier order herein, see 580 U. S. 995.] 

No. 16–1071. Sokolow et al. v. Palestine Liberation Or-
ganization et al. C. A. 2d Cir.; 

No. 16–1102. Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., et al. v. 
Apple Inc. C. A. Fed. Cir.; 

No. 16–1180. Brewer, Former Governor of Arizona, 
et al. v. Arizona Dream Act Coalition et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir.; and 

No. 16–1220. Animal Science Products, Inc., et al. v. 
Hebei Welcome Pharmaceutical Co. Ltd. et al. C. A. 2d 
Cir. The Acting Solicitor General is invited to fle briefs in these 
cases expressing the views of the United States. 

No. 16–1422. In re Arpaio. Motion of petitioner to expedite 
consideration of petition for writ of mandamus denied. 
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No. 16–8508. In re Koh. Motion of petitioner for reconsider-
ation of order denying leave to proceed in forma pauperis [581 
U. S. 958] denied. 

No. 16–9003. Carlos Diaz v. Sessions, Attorney General. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma 
pauperis denied. Petitioner is allowed until July 17, 2017, 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. 16–9399. In re Hartman. Petition for writ of habeas 
corpus denied. 

Certiorari Granted. (See also Nos. 16–1436 and 16–1540, ante, 
p. 571.) 

No. 16–1276. Digital Realty Trust, Inc. v. Somers. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 850 F. 3d 1045. 

No. 16–111. Masterpiece Cakeshop, Ltd., et al. v. Colo-
rado Civil Rights Commission et al. Ct. App. Colo. Motion 
of Foundation for Moral Law for leave to fle brief as amicus 
curiae granted. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 370 P. 3d 
272. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 15–888. Garcia de la Paz et al. v. Coy et al. C. A. 
5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 786 F. 3d 367. 

No. 15–1305. BeavEx, Inc. v. Costello et al. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 810 F. 3d 1045. 

No. 15–1345. Ali v. Warfaa; and 
No. 15–1464. Warfaa v. Ali. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari de-

nied. Reported below: 811 F. 3d 653. 

No. 16–481. TV Azteca, S. A. B. de C. V., et al. v. Trevino 
Ruiz, Individually and on Behalf of Her Minor Child, 
A. G. J. T., et al. Sup. Ct. Tex. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 490 S. W. 3d 29. 

No. 16–789. Hinrichs v. General Motors of Canada, Ltd. 
Sup. Ct. Ala. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 222 So. 3d 
1114. 
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No. 16–879. Alvarez v. Skinner, Field Ofce Director, 
Immigration and Customs Enforcement, et al. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 818 F. 3d 1194. 

No. 16–971. Villarreal v. R. J. Reynolds Tobacco Co. 
et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 839 
F. 3d 958. 

No. 16–975. Midwest Fence Corp. v. Department of 
Transportation et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 840 F. 3d 932. 

No. 16–988. Silver v. Cheektowaga Central School Dis-
trict et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
670 Fed. Appx. 21. 

No. 16–999. Negron v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 837 F. 3d 91. 

No. 16–1010. Bombardier Aerospace Corp. v. United 
States. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 831 
F. 3d 268. 

No. 16–1013. Florida Department of Revenue v. Lazaro 
Gonzalez. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
832 F. 3d 1251. 

No. 16–1056. Black v. Dixie Consumer Products LLC 
et al. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 835 
F. 3d 579. 

No. 16–1075. Coutts v. Watson. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 834 F. 3d 417. 

No. 16–1095. Granados v. Sessions, Attorney General. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 677 Fed. 
Appx. 813. 

No. 16–1130. Santander Holdings USA, Inc., and Subsidi-
aries, fka Sovereign Bancorp, Inc. v. United States. C. A. 
1st Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 844 F. 3d 15. 

No. 16–1141. Payne v. West Virginia. Sup. Ct. App. W. Va. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 239 W. Va. 247, 800 S. E. 
2d 833. 
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No. 16–1172. Hoffman v. Nordic Naturals, Inc. C. A. 3d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 837 F. 3d 272. 

No. 16–1198. Patriotic Veterans, Inc. v. Hill, Attorney 
General of Indiana. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 845 F. 3d 303. 

No. 16–1208. Bourne Valley Court Trust v. Wells Fargo 
Bank, N. A. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
832 F. 3d 1154. 

No. 16–1225. Heaven v. Colorado. Ct. App. Colo. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–1237. Wyatt v. Gilmartin et al. Sup. Ct. N. H. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–1245. Munoz v. Golden Eagle Insurance Corp. 
Ct. App. Cal., 4th App. Dist., Div. 3. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–1248. Bhardwaj v. Pathak et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 668 Fed. Appx. 763. 

No. 16–1254. Jones v. Gross et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 675 Fed. Appx. 266. 

No. 16–1261. Switzer, Individually and as Independent 
Executrix of the Estate of Switzer v. Vaughan. Ct. App. 
Tex., 5th Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–1262. Schaffer et al. v. Beringer et al. C. A. 
8th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 842 F. 3d 585. 

No. 16–1289. DCV Imports, LLC v. Bureau of Alcohol, 
Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives. C. A. 7th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 838 F. 3d 914. 

No. 16–1291. Silver v. Quora, Inc. C. A. 10th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 666 Fed. Appx. 727. 

No. 16–1292. Tritz v. Brennan, Postmaster General. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 669 Fed. 
Appx. 446. 

No. 16–1295. Grumazescu v. Sessions, Attorney General. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 668 Fed. 
Appx. 318. 
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No. 16–1297. Chinniah et ux. v. United States District 
Court for the Middle District of Pennsylvania (Reported 
below: 670 Fed. Appx. 59); and Chinniah et ux. v. East Penn-
sboro Township, Pennsylvania, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–1313. Seaside Farm, Inc. v. United States. C. A. 
4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 842 F. 3d 853. 

No. 16–1319. Padmanabhan v. Kassler et al. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–1328. Beck et al. v. Shulkin, Secretary of Veter-
ans Affairs, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 848 F. 3d 262. 

No. 16–1331. Hampton v. McCabe, Acting Director, Fed-
eral Bureau of Investigation, et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–1338. Ford v. Artiga et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 657 Fed. Appx. 710. 

No. 16–1345. Coaty v. Berryhill, Acting Commissioner of 
Social Security. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 673 Fed. Appx. 787. 

No. 16–1346. Straw v. Indiana Supreme Court. Sup. Ct. 
Ind. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 68 N. E. 3d 1070. 

No. 16–1347. Calhoun v. Department of the Army. C. A. 
Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 845 F. 3d 1176. 

No. 16–1353. Korman et al. v. United States. Sup. Ct. 
Mont. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 386 Mont. 397, 386 
P. 3d 618. 

No. 16–1368. Appistry, LLC v. Amazon.com, Inc., et al. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 676 Fed. 
Appx. 1008. 

No. 16–1375. Barrett v. Greenup et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 679 Fed. Appx. 525. 

No. 16–1379. Long et al. v. County of Armstrong, Penn-
sylvania, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 679 Fed. Appx. 221. 
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No. 16–1388. Eugster v. Washington State Bar Assn. 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 684 
Fed. Appx. 618. 

No. 16–1396. Borda v. United States. C. A. D. C. Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 848 F. 3d 1044. 

No. 16–1404. Intermec, Inc., et al. v. Alien Technology, 
LLC. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 664 
Fed. Appx. 962. 

No. 16–1412. Altomare v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 673 Fed. Appx. 956. 

No. 16–6387. Loomis v. Wisconsin. Sup. Ct. Wis. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 2016 WI 68, 371 Wis. 2d 235, 881 
N. W. 2d 749. 

No. 16–6725. Jefferson v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 816 F. 3d 1016. 

No. 16–6925. Miller v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 829 F. 3d 519. 

No. 16–7346. McFadden v. Illinois. Sup. Ct. Ill. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 2016 IL 117424, 61 N. E. 3d 74. 

No. 16–7503. Simmonds, aka Parker v. Sessions, Attorney 
General. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
649 Fed. Appx. 44. 

No. 16–7716. Jackson v. Bryson, Commissioner, Georgia 
Department of Corrections, et al. Sup. Ct. Ga. Certiorari 
denied. Reported below: 299 Ga. 751, 791 S. E. 2d 43. 

No. 16–7762. Marion v. Jackson, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 663 Fed. Appx. 378. 

No. 16–7986. Matlack v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 674 Fed. Appx. 869. 

No. 16–7994. Jenkins v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 659 Fed. Appx. 1. 

No. 16–8037. Scott v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 664 Fed. Appx. 232. 
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No. 16–8043. Williams v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 3d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2016 IL App (3d) 120840, 65 
N. E. 3d 848. 

No. 16–8052. Minnis v. Illinois. Sup. Ct. Ill. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 2016 IL 119563, 67 N. E. 3d 272. 

No. 16–8053. Perkins v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2016 IL App (1st) 150889, 63 
N. E. 3d 207. 

No. 16–8482. McCloud v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8526. Belton v. Ohio. Sup. Ct. Ohio. Certiorari de-
nied. Reported below: 149 Ohio St. 3d 165, 2016-Ohio-1581, 74 
N. E. 3d 319. 

No. 16–8699. Ferrer et al. v. Yellen, Chair, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve System, et al. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 659 Fed. Appx. 
982. 

No. 16–8710. Amodeo v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8733. Tharpe v. Sellers, Warden. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 834 F. 3d 1323. 

No. 16–8752. Dampier v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2015 IL App (1st) 131971–U. 

No. 16–8766. Cordovano v. Peterson et al. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8771. Yablonsky v. Paramo, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8774. Munoz v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 1st Dist. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–8781. Fuller v. Davis, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8791. Shreves v. Piranian et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 668 Fed. Appx. 740. 
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No. 16–8792. Williams v. Kelley, Director, Arkansas De-
partment of Correction. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8793. Davies v. United States District Court for 
the Eastern District of California. C. A. 9th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–8802. Edwards v. Sherman, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8804. Carpenter v. Strahota, Warden. C. A. 7th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 840 F. 3d 867. 

No. 16–8807. Lovings v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 3d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8812. Cummings v. International Union Security 
Police and Fire Professionals of America (SPFPA), Local 
555, et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
678 Fed. Appx. 103. 

No. 16–8813. Williams v. California. Sup. Ct. Cal. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 1 Cal. 5th 1166, 384 P. 3d 1162. 

No. 16–8817. Carrasquillo v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 
2d Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 212 So. 3d 364. 

No. 16–8821. Bell v. Alabama. Ct. Crim. App. Ala. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 236 So. 3d 155. 

No. 16–8822. Crowder v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 3d Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2016 IL App (3d) 140030–U. 

No. 16–8823. Bland v. Tennessee. Ct. Crim. App. Tenn. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8829. Gable v. Blades, Warden, et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8831. Mack v. Laughlin, Warden, et al. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8832. White v. Bethesda Project Inc. C. A. 3d 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 672 Fed. Appx. 218. 

No. 16–8835. Yaney v. Superior Court of California, Riv-
erside County, et al. Sup. Ct. Cal. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 16–8836. Williams v. Florida. Sup. Ct. Fla. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 209 So. 3d 543. 

No. 16–8837. Thomas v. Parker et al. C. A. 4th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 673 Fed. Appx. 328. 

No. 16–8841. Green v. Jones, Secretary, Florida Depart-
ment of Corrections. C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8843. Guerrero v. Office of Administrative 
Hearings. Ct. App. Ariz. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8852. Farquharson et al. v. Citibank, N. A., et al. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 664 Fed. 
Appx. 793. 

No. 16–8853. Encalado v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2015 IL App (1st) 132671–U. 

No. 16–8864. Bey v. Wingard, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Somerset, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8865. Brown v. Thomas, Warden, et al. C. A. 11th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8866. Aruanno v. Davis et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 679 Fed. Appx. 213. 

No. 16–8869. Hettinga v. Cantil-Sakauye et al. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8872. Garcia Gomez v. Department of Homeland 
Security. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8876. Fulmore v. Florida. Dist. Ct. App. Fla., 4th 
Dist. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 204 So. 3d 462. 

No. 16–8882. Brown v. Davis, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8883. Brown v. MacLaren, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8886. Gonzalez Orduno v. Lackner, Warden. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 16–8891. Won Il Kim v. Harrell et al. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8892. Martin v. Paramo, Warden, et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8905. Veney v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 16–8912. Newell v. Lackner, Warden. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8935. Carpio v. California. Ct. App. Cal., 2d App. 
Dist., Div. 2. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8936. Elzey v. Kent, Warden. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–8940. Parker v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2016 IL App (1st) 141597, 70 
N. E. 3d 734. 

No. 16–8946. Scott v. Naylor et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–8963. Williams v. Steele, Superintendent, Potosi 
Correctional Center. Sup. Ct. Mo. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–8975. Campbell v. Jones, Secretary, Florida De-
partment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 11th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. 

No. 16–9010. Hawley v. Clackamas County Circuit Court 
et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9032. Fields v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–9042. Adesanya v. Sessions, Attorney General. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 671 Fed. 
Appx. 581. 

No. 16–9044. Charlton v. Oregon Department of Correc-
tions et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 668 Fed. Appx. 692. 

No. 16–9049. Wells v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 2016 IL App (1st) 133349–UB. 
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No. 16–9065. Darden v. Tegels, Warden. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9067. Mitchell v. Kelley, Director, Arkansas 
Department of Correction. C. A. 8th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9074. Chi v. Jones. C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9084. Arriaga v. District Attorney of Bronx 
County, New York. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9089. Currie v. Merit Systems Protection Board. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 679 Fed. 
Appx. 995. 

No. 16–9091. Taskov v. Sessions, Attorney General. 
C. A. 5th Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9105. Radilla-Esquivel v. Texas. Ct. App. Tex., 3d 
Dist. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9116. Rivera v. Lewis, Warden. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 678 Fed. Appx. 139. 

No. 16–9141. Wynter v. New York. Ct. App. N. Y. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 29 N. Y. 3d 1002, 80 N. E. 3d 416. 

No. 16–9147. Thompson v. Speer, Acting Secretary of 
the Army. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
671 Fed. Appx. 980. 

No. 16–9149. Peterman v. Kansas. Ct. App. Kan. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 52 Kan. App. 2d xxxvii, 362 P. 3d 
1123. 

No. 16–9156. Silva-Hernandez v. United States. C. A. 1st 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 686 Fed. Appx. 12. 

No. 16–9171. Nunn v. Kentucky. Ct. App. Ky. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 16–9190. Ioane v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–9201. Covarrubias v. United States. C. A. 7th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 847 F. 3d 556. 

No. 16–9208. Gerideau-Williams v. United States. C. A. 
3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 
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No. 16–9221. Schenck v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 676 Fed. Appx. 212. 

No. 16–9222. Campillo-Restrepo v. United States. C. A. 
11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 676 Fed. Appx. 
948. 

No. 16–9231. Hinckle v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 673 Fed. Appx. 308. 

No. 16–9232. Hill v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 652 Fed. Appx. 835. 

No. 16–9233. Gomez-Olivas v. United States. C. A. 10th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 672 Fed. Appx. 887. 

No. 16–9234. Edgar F. v. Ballard, Warden. Sup. Ct. App. 
W. Va. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9237. Fields v. Illinois. App. Ct. Ill., 1st Dist. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 2016 IL App (1st) 142763–U. 

No. 16–9243. Sigillito v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9247. Webb v. United States. C. A. 6th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 679 Fed. Appx. 443. 

No. 16–9249. Campana Moreno v. United States. C. A. 
9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 686 Fed. Appx. 470. 

No. 16–9252. Pope v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 676 Fed. Appx. 180. 

No. 16–9253. Bitsinnie v. United States. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 680 Fed. Appx. 574. 

No. 16–9257. Buckley v. Ray et al. C. A. 8th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Reported below: 848 F. 3d 855. 

No. 16–9264. Vasquez v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9277. Dickson v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 676 Fed. Appx. 609. 

No. 16–9281. LaBelle v. Merlak, Warden. C. A. 6th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 16–9283. Spencer v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9286. McDaniels v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 680 Fed. Appx. 274. 

No. 16–9298. Vierra-Garcia v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 677 Fed. Appx. 193. 

No. 16–9307. Rosado-Toro v. United States. C. A. 1st Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9311. Reyna-Vasquez v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 676 Fed. Appx. 379. 

No. 16–9312. Romero v. Ryan, Director, Arizona Depart-
ment of Corrections, et al. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari 
denied. 

No. 16–9314. Mitchell v. United States. C. A. 4th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 679 Fed. Appx. 259. 

No. 16–9316. Ponce-Guzman v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 677 Fed. Appx. 147. 

No. 16–9320. Kelly v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 677 Fed. Appx. 633. 

No. 16–9322. McGrew v. United States. C. A. 8th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Reported below: 846 F. 3d 277. 

No. 16–9324. Cuadra-Nunez v. United States. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 664 Fed. Appx. 349. 

No. 16–9330. Casby v. United States. C. A. 5th Cir. Cer-
tiorari denied. 

No. 16–9340. Orange v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–9343. Coffee v. United States; and 
No. 16–9367. Davis v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. Cer-

tiorari denied. Reported below: 841 F. 3d 1253. 

No. 16–9366. Calderon v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. 
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No. 16–9381. Torres Santiago v. Kauffman, Superintend-
ent, State Correctional Institution at Huntingdon, et al. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–26. Bulk Juliana, Ltd., et al. v. World Fuel 
Services (Singapore) PTE, Ltd. C. A. 5th Cir. Motion of 
Star Trident II, LLC, et al. for leave to fle brief as amici curiae 
granted. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 822 F. 3d 766. 

No. 16–673. Gordon v. Consumer Financial Protection 
Bureau. C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Kennedy 
took no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. Re-
ported below: 819 F. 3d 1179. 

No. 16–677. Mathis v. Shulkin, Secretary of Veterans 
Affairs. C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
643 Fed. Appx. 968. 

Statement of Justice Sotomayor respecting the denial of 
certiorari. 

This petition raises important questions about how the Govern-
ment carries out its obligations to our veterans. The Board of 
Veterans' Appeals (Board) applies a rebuttable presumption when 
reviewing veterans' disability claims: The medical examiner 
whose opinion the Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) relied on 
to deny a veteran's claim is presumed competent, absent a specifc 
objection by the veteran. To raise an objection, a veteran needs 
to know the medical examiner's credentials. And yet, the VA 
does not provide veterans with that information as a matter of 
course. Nor does it always provide veterans with that informa-
tion upon request. The only road to guaranteed access to an 
examiner's credentials runs through a Board order. The Board, 
however, has sometimes required the veteran to have already 
raised a specifc objection to an examiner's competence before 
ordering the VA to provide the credentials. This places a vet-
eran in a “catch-22” where she “must make a specifc objection to 
an examiner's competence before she can learn the examiner's 
qualifcations.” Mathis v. McDonald, 834 F. 3d 1347, 1357 (CA 
Fed. 2016) (Reyna, J., dissenting from denial of rehearing en banc). 
As Justice Gorsuch explains, see post, at 942, the Board's pre-
sumption is questionable. But the presumption is not the only 
problem. A decision by the VA to deny benefts in reliance on 
an examiner's opinion, while denying the veteran access to that 
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examiner's credentials, ensures that the presumption will work to 
the veteran's disadvantage. The petitioner here did not ask the 
VA to provide the examiner's credentials, and so this petition 
does not allow review of both the VA's practice and the Board's 
presumption. Full review would require a petition arising from 
a case in which the VA denied a veteran benefts after declining to 
provide the medical examiner's credentials. Until such a petition 
presents itself, staying our hand allows the Federal Circuit and 
the VA to continue their dialogue over whether the current sys-
tem for adjudicating veterans' disability claims can be squared 
with the VA's statutory obligations to assist veterans in the devel-
opment of their disability claims. 

Justice Gorsuch, dissenting. 
Lower courts often presume that Department of Veterans Af-

fairs medical examiners are competent to render expert opinions 
against veterans seeking compensation for disabilities they have 
suffered during military service. The VA appears to apply the 
same presumption in its own administrative proceedings. 

But where does this presumption come from? It enjoys no 
apparent provenance in the relevant statutes. There Congress 
imposed on the VA an affrmative duty to assist—not impair— 
veterans seeking evidence for their disability claims. See 38 
U. S. C. § 5103A(a)(1). And consider how the presumption works 
in practice. The VA usually refuses to supply information that 
might allow a veteran to challenge the presumption without an 
order from the Board of Veterans' Appeals. And that Board 
often won't issue an order unless the veteran can frst supply a 
specifc reason for thinking the examiner incompetent. No doubt 
this arrangement makes the VA's job easier. But how is it that 
an administrative agency may manufacture for itself or win from 
the courts a regime that has no basis in the relevant statutes and 
does nothing to assist, and much to impair, the interests of those 
the law says the agency is supposed to serve? 

Now, you might wonder if our intervention is needed to remedy 
the problem. After all, a number of thoughtful colleagues on the 
Federal Circuit have begun to question the presumption's propri-
ety. See Mathis v. McDonald, 834 F. 3d 1347 (2016). And this 
may well mean the presumption's days are numbered. But I 
would not wait in hope. The issue is of much signifcance to many 
today and, respectfully, it is worthy of this Court's attention. 
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No. 16–847. Sessions, Attorney General, et al. v. Bind-
erup et al.; and 

No. 16–983. Binderup et al. v. Sessions, Attorney Gen-
eral, et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari denied. Justice Gins-
burg and Justice Sotomayor would grant the petitions for writs 
of certiorari. Reported below: 836 F. 3d 336. 

No. 16–894. Peruta et al. v. California et al. C. A. 9th 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 824 F. 3d 919. 

Justice Thomas, with whom Justice Gorsuch joins, 
dissenting. 

The Second Amendment to the Constitution guarantees that 
“the right of the people to keep and bear Arm[s] shall not be 
infringed.” At issue in this case is whether that guarantee pro-
tects the right to carry frearms in public for self-defense. Nei-
ther party disputes that the issue is one of national importance 
or that the courts of appeals have already weighed in extensively. 
I would therefore grant the petition for a writ of certiorari. 

I 

California generally prohibits the average citizen from carrying 
a frearm in public spaces, either openly or concealed. With a 
few limited exceptions, the State prohibits open carry altogether. 
Cal. Penal Code Ann. §§ 25850, 26350 (West 2012). It proscribes 
concealed carry unless a resident obtains a license by showing 
“good cause,” among other criteria, §§ 26150, 26155, and it author-
izes counties to set rules for when an applicant has shown good 
cause, § 26160. 

In the county where petitioners reside, the sheriff has inter-
preted “good cause” to require an applicant to show that he has 
a particularized need, substantiated by documentary evidence, to 
carry a frearm for self-defense. The sheriff 's policy specifes that 
“concern for one's personal safety” does not “alone” satisfy this 
requirement. Peruta v. County of San Diego, 742 F. 3d 1144, 
1148 (CA9 2014) (internal quotation marks omitted). Instead, an 
applicant must show “a set of circumstances that distinguish him 
from the mainstream and cause him to be placed in harm's way.” 
Id., at 1169 (internal quotation marks and alterations omitted). 
“[A] typical citizen fearing for his personal safety—by defnition— 
cannot distinguish himself from the mainstream.” Ibid. (empha-
sis deleted; internal quotation marks and alterations omitted). 
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As a result, ordinary, “law-abiding, responsible citizens,” District 
of Columbia v. Heller, 554 U. S. 570, 635 (2008), may not obtain 
a permit for concealed carry of a frearm in public spaces. 

Petitioners are residents of San Diego County (plus an associa-
tion with numerous county residents as members) who are unable 
to obtain a license for concealed carry due to the county's policy 
and, because the State generally bans open carry, are thus unable 
to bear frearms in public in any manner. They sued under Rev. 
Stat. § 1979, 42 U. S. C. § 1983, alleging that this near-total prohi-
bition on public carry violates their Second Amendment right to 
bear arms. They requested declaratory and injunctive relief to 
prevent the sheriff from denying licenses based on his restrictive 
interpretation of “good cause,” as well as other “relief as the 
Court deems just and proper.” First Amended Complaint in 
No. 3:09–cv–02371 (SD Cal.), ¶¶149, 150, 152. The District Court 
granted respondents' motion for summary judgment, and petition-
ers appealed to the Ninth Circuit. 

In a thorough opinion, a panel of the Ninth Circuit reversed. 
742 F. 3d 1144. The panel examined the constitutional text and 
this Court's precedents, as well as historical sources from before 
the founding era through the end of the 19th century. Id., at 
1150–1166. Based on these sources, the court concluded that “the 
carrying of an operable handgun outside the home for the lawful 
purpose of self-defense . . . constitutes `bear[ing] Arms' within 
the meaning of the Second Amendment.” Id., at 1166. It thus 
reversed the District Court and held that the sheriff 's interpreta-
tion of “good cause” in combination with the other aspects of the 
State's regime violated the Second Amendment's command that a 
State “permit some form of carry for self-defense outside the 
home.” Id., at 1172. 

The Ninth Circuit sua sponte granted rehearing en banc and, 
by a divided court, reversed the panel decision. In the en banc 
court's view, because petitioners specifcally asked for the invali-
dation of the sheriff 's “good cause” interpretation, their legal chal-
lenge was limited to that aspect of the applicable regulatory 
scheme. The court thus declined to “answer the question of 
whether or to what degree the Second Amendment might or 
might not protect a right of a member of the general public to 
carry frearms openly in public.” Peruta v. County of San Diego, 
824 F. 3d 919, 942 (2016). It instead held only that “the Second 
Amendment does not preserve or protect a right of a member of 
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the general public to carry concealed frearms in public.” Id., at 
924 (emphasis added). 

II 

We should have granted certiorari in this case. The approach 
taken by the en banc court is indefensible, and the petition raises 
important questions that this Court should address. I see no 
reason to await another case. 

A 

The en banc court's decision to limit its review to whether 
the Second Amendment protects the right to concealed carry—as 
opposed to the more general right to public carry—was untenable. 
Most fundamentally, it was not justifed by the terms of the com-
plaint, which called into question the State's regulatory scheme 
as a whole. See First Amended Complaint ¶63 (“Because Califor-
nia does not permit the open carriage of loaded frearms, con-
cealed carriage with a [concealed carry] permit is the only means 
by which an individual can bear arms in public places”); id., ¶74 
(“States may not completely ban the carrying of handguns for 
self-defense”). And although the complaint specifed the remedy 
that intruded least on the State's overall regulatory regime— 
declaratory relief and an injunction against the sheriff 's restric-
tive interpretation of “good cause”—it also requested “[a]ny fur-
ther relief as the Court deems just and proper.” Id., ¶152. 

Nor was the Ninth Circuit's approach justifed by the history 
of this litigation. The District Court emphasized that “the heart 
of the parties' dispute” is whether the Second Amendment pro-
tects “the right to carry a loaded handgun in public, either openly 
or in a concealed manner.” Peruta v. County of San Diego, 758 
F. Supp. 2d 1106, 1109 (SD Cal. 2010). As the Ninth Circuit panel 
pointed out, “[petitioners] argue that the San Diego County policy 
in light of the California licensing scheme as a whole violates 
the Second Amendment because it precludes a responsible, law-
abiding citizen from carrying a weapon in public for the purpose 
of lawful self-defense in any manner.” 742 F. 3d, at 1171. The 
panel further observed that although petitioners “focu[s]” their 
challenge on the “licensing scheme for concealed carry,” this is 
“for good reason: acquiring such a license is the only practical 
avenue by which [they] may come lawfully to carry a gun for self-
defense in San Diego County.” Ibid. Even the en banc court 
acknowledged that petitioners “base their argument on the en-
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tirety of California's statutory scheme” and “do not contend that 
there is a free-standing Second Amendment right to carry con-
cealed frearms.” 824 F. 3d, at 927. 

B 

Had the en banc Ninth Circuit answered the question actually 
at issue in this case, it likely would have been compelled to reach 
the opposite result. This Court has already suggested that the 
Second Amendment protects the right to carry frearms in public 
in some fashion. As we explained in Heller, to “bear arms” 
means to “ ̀ wear, bear, or carry upon the person or in the clothing 
or in a pocket, for the purpose of being armed and ready for 
offensive or defensive action in a case of confict with another 
person.' ” 554 U. S., at 584 (quoting Muscarello v. United States, 
524 U. S. 125, 143 (1998) (Ginsburg, J., dissenting); alterations 
and some internal quotation marks omitted). The most natural 
reading of this defnition encompasses public carry. I fnd it ex-
tremely improbable that the Framers understood the Second 
Amendment to protect little more than carrying a gun from the 
bedroom to the kitchen. See Drake v. Filko, 724 F. 3d 426, 444 
(CA3 2013) (Hardiman, J., dissenting) (“To speak of `bearing' arms 
solely within one's home not only would confate `bearing' with 
`keeping,' in derogation of the [Heller] Court's holding that the 
verbs codifed distinct rights, but also would be awkward usage 
given the meaning assigned the terms by the Supreme Court”); 
Moore v. Madigan, 702 F. 3d 933, 936 (CA7 2012) (similar). 

The relevant history appears to support this understanding. 
The panel opinion below pointed to a wealth of cases and second-
ary sources from England, the founding era, the antebellum pe-
riod, and Reconstruction, which together strongly suggest that 
the right to bear arms includes the right to bear arms in public 
in some manner. See 742 F. 3d, at 1153–1166 (canvassing the 
relevant history in detail); Brief for National Rife Association as 
Amicus Curiae 6–16. For example, in Nunn v. State, 1 Ga. 243 
(1846)—a decision the Heller Court discussed extensively as illus-
trative of the proper understanding of the right, 554 U. S., at 
612—the Georgia Supreme Court struck down a ban on open 
carry although it upheld a ban on concealed carry. 1 Ga., at 251. 
Other cases similarly suggest that, although some regulation of 
public carry is permissible, an effective ban on all forms of public 
carry is not. See, e. g., State v. Reid, 1 Ala. 612, 616–617 (1840) 
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(“A statute which, under the pretence of regulating, amounts to 
a destruction of the right, or which requires arms to be so borne 
as to render them wholly useless for the purpose of defence, would 
be clearly unconstitutional”). 

Finally, the Second Amendment's core purpose further supports 
the conclusion that the right to bear arms extends to public carry. 
The Court in Heller emphasized that “self-defense” is “the central 
component of the [Second Amendment] right itself.” 554 U. S., 
at 599. This purpose is not limited only to the home, even though 
the need for self-defense may be “most acute” there. Id., at 628. 
“Self-defense has to take place wherever the person happens to 
be,” and in some circumstances a person may be more vulnerable 
in a public place than in his own house. Volokh, Implementing 
the Right To Keep and Bear Arms for Self-Defense: An Analytical 
Framework and a Research Agenda, 56 UCLA L. Rev. 1443, 
1515 (2009). 

C 
Even if other Members of the Court do not agree that the 

Second Amendment likely protects a right to public carry, the 
time has come for the Court to answer this important question 
defnitively. Twenty-six States have asked us to resolve the 
question presented, see Brief for Alabama et al. as Amici Curiae, 
and the lower courts have fully vetted the issue. At least four 
other Courts of Appeals and three state courts of last resort have 
decided cases regarding the ability of States to regulate the public 
carry of frearms. Those decisions (plus the one below) have 
produced thorough opinions on both sides of the issue. See 
Drake, 724 F. 3d 426, cert. denied sub nom. Drake v. Jerejian, 
572 U. S. 1100 (2014); 724 F. 3d, at 440 (Hardiman, J., dissenting); 
Woollard v. Gallagher, 712 F. 3d 865 (CA4), cert. denied, 571 U. S. 
952 (2013); Kachalsky v. County of Westchester, 701 F. 3d 81 (CA2 
2012), cert. denied sub nom. Kachalsky v. Cacace, 569 U. S. 918 
(2013); Madigan, 702 F. 3d 933; id., at 943 (Williams, J., dissent-
ing); Commonwealth v. Gouse, 461 Mass. 787, 800–802, 965 N. E. 
2d 774, 785–786 (2012); Williams v. State, 417 Md. 479, 496, 10 
A. 3d 1167, 1177 (2011); Mack v. United States, 6 A. 3d 1224, 1236 
(D. C. 2010). Hence, I do not see much value in waiting for 
additional courts to weigh in, especially when constitutional rights 
are at stake. 

The Court's decision to deny certiorari in this case refects a 
distressing trend: the treatment of the Second Amendment as 
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a disfavored right. See Friedman v. Highland Park, 577 U. S. 
1039, 1043 (2015) (Thomas, J., dissenting from denial of certiorari) 
(“The Court's refusal to review a decision that fouts two of our 
Second Amendment precedents stands in marked contrast to the 
Court's willingness to summarily reverse courts that disregard 
our other constitutional decisions”); Jackson v. City and County 
of San Francisco, 576 U. S. 1013, 1017 (2015) (same). The Consti-
tution does not rank certain rights above others, and I do not 
think this Court should impose such a hierarchy by selectively 
enforcing its preferred rights. Id., at 1014 (“Second Amendment 
rights are no less protected by our Constitution than other rights 
enumerated in that document”). The Court has not heard argu-
ment in a Second Amendment case in over seven years—since 
March 2, 2010, in McDonald v. Chicago, 561 U. S. 742. Since that 
time, we have heard argument in, for example, roughly 35 cases 
where the question presented turned on the meaning of the First 
Amendment and 25 cases that turned on the meaning of the 
Fourth Amendment. This discrepancy is inexcusable, especially 
given how much less developed our jurisprudence is with respect 
to the Second Amendment as compared to the First and Fourth 
Amendments. 

* * * 
For those of us who work in marbled halls, guarded constantly 

by a vigilant and dedicated police force, the guarantees of the 
Second Amendment might seem antiquated and superfuous. But 
the Framers made a clear choice: They reserved to all Americans 
the right to bear arms for self-defense. I do not think we should 
stand by idly while a State denies its citizens that right, particu-
larly when their very lives may depend on it. I respectfully 
dissent. 

No. 16–964. Magluta v. United States. C. A. 11th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the consider-
ation or decision of this petition. Reported below: 660 Fed. 
Appx. 803. 

No. 16–1006. Dickey v. Allbaugh, Director, Oklahoma 
Department of Corrections, et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Certio-
rari denied. Justice Gorsuch took no part in the consideration 
or decision of this petition. Reported below: 664 Fed. Appx. 690. 

No. 16–1070. Town of East Hampton, New York v. 
Friends of the East Hampton Airport, Inc., et al. C. A. 
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2d Cir. Motion of Committee to Stop Airport Expansion et al. 
for leave to file brief as amici curiae granted. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 841 F. 3d 133. 

No. 16–1077. Bay Point Properties, Inc., fka BP Proper-
ties, Inc. v. Mississippi Transportation Commission et al. 
Sup. Ct. Miss. Motions of Cato Institute et al., Pacific Legal 
Foundation, and Virginia Institute for Public Policy et al. for leave 
to file briefs as amici curiae granted. Certiorari denied. Re-
ported below: 201 So. 3d 1046. 

Statement of Justice Gorsuch, with whom Justice Thomas 
joins, respecting the denial of certiorari. 

When a State negotiates an easement limited to one purpose 
but later uses the land for an entirely different purpose, can the 
State limit, by operation of statute, the compensation it must pay 
for that new taking? The Mississippi Supreme Court held that 
it may do just that. But this decision seems diffcult to square 
with the teachings of this Court's cases holding that legislatures 
generally cannot limit the compensation due under the Takings 
Clause of the Constitution. See Monongahela Nav. Co. v. United 
States, 148 U. S. 312, 327 (1893). Tension appears to exist, too, 
between the decision here and decisions of the Federal Circuit. 
See, e. g., Toews v. United States, 376 F. 3d 1371, 1376 (2004). 
And the matter is one of general importance as well, for many 
States have adopted statutes like Mississippi's and the question 
presented implicates a fundamental feature of the compact be-
tween citizen and State. Given all this, these are questions the 
Court ought take up at its next opportunity. 

No. 16–1126. South Carolina v. Hunsberger. Sup. Ct. 
S. C. Motion of respondent for leave to proceed in forma pau-
peris granted. Certiorari denied. 

No. 16–1142. South Carolina v. Hunsberger. Sup. Ct. 
S. C. Motion of respondent for leave to proceed in forma pau-
peris granted. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 418 S. C. 
335, 794 S. E. 2d 368. 

No. 16–1168. American Municipal Power, Inc., et al. v. 
Environmental Protection Agency et al. C. A. D. C. Cir. 
Motions of Southeastern Legal Foundation and Washington Legal 
Foundation for leave to fle briefs as amici curiae granted. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 830 F. 3d 579. 
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No. 16–1253. Vencil v. Pennsylvania State Police et al. 
Sup. Ct. Pa. Motion of Autistic Self Advocacy Network et al. for 
leave to fle brief as amici curiae granted. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 638 Pa. 1, 152 A. 3d 235. 

No. 16–1255. Lockett, as Personal Representative of 
the Estate of Lockett v. Fallin, Governor of Oklahoma, 
et al. C. A. 10th Cir. Motion of Austin Sarat et al. for leave to 
fle brief as amici curiae granted. Certiorari denied. Justice 
Gorsuch took no part in the consideration or decision of this 
motion and this petition. Reported below: 841 F. 3d 1098. 

No. 16–1355. Prather v. AT&T, Inc., et al. C. A. 9th Cir. 
Certiorari denied. The Chief Justice and Justice Breyer 
took no part in the consideration or decision of this petition. Re-
ported below: 847 F. 3d 1097. 

Rehearing Denied 
No. 16–587. Unara v. Merit Systems Protection Board 

et al., 580 U. S. 1053; 
No. 16–6651. Horton v. Garman, Superintendent, State 

Correctional Institution at Rockview, et al., 580 U. S. 1066; 
No. 16–7966. Nelson v. MV Transportation, Inc., et al., 

581 U. S. 924; 
No. 16–7987. Landis v. Buncombe County, North Caro-

lina, et al., 581 U. S. 924; 
No. 16–8007. Orr v. Tatum, Warden, 580 U. S. 1222; 
No. 16–8110. Monte v. Mingo, Warden, et al., 581 U. S. 

962; and 
No. 16–8663. In re Monte, 581 U. S. 958. Petitions for re-

hearing denied. 

No. 16–642. Grossman v. Wehrle, 580 U. S. 1099 and 1212. 
Motion of petitioner for leave to fle petition for rehearing denied. 

No. 16–8625. Maehr v. Commissioner of Internal Reve-
nue et al., 581 U. S. 987. Petition for rehearing denied. Jus-
tice Gorsuch took no part in the consideration or decision of 
this petition. 

June 27, 2017 

Certiorari Granted—Vacated and Remanded 
No. 15–556. Doyle et vir, Individually and as Next 

Friends of A. D. et al., et al. v. Taxpayers for Public 
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Education et al. Sup. Ct. Colo. Reported below: 351 P. 3d 
461; 

No. 15–557. Douglas County School District et al. v. 
Taxpayers for Public Education et al. Sup. Ct. Colo. Re-
ported below: 351 P. 3d 461; 

No. 15–558. Colorado State Board of Education et al. 
v. Taxpayers for Public Education et al. Sup. Ct. Colo. 
Reported below: 351 P. 3d 461; and 

No. 15–1409. New Mexico Association of Nonpublic 
Schools v. Moses et al. Sup. Ct. N. M. Reported below: 
2015–NMSC–036, 367 P. 3d 838. Certiorari granted, judgments 
vacated, and cases remanded for further consideration in light 
of Trinity Lutheran Church of Columbia, Inc. v. Comer, ante, 
p. 449. 

Miscellaneous Orders* 

No. 16–1436. Trump, President of the United States, 
et al. v. International Refugee Assistance Project et al. 
C. A. 4th Cir. [Certiorari granted, ante, p. 571.] Motions of 
Immigration Reform Law Institute, Citizens United et al., State 
of New York et al., Constitutional Law Scholars, and Becket Fund 
for Religious Liberty for leave to fle briefs as amici curiae 
granted. 

Certiorari Granted 

No. 15–1439. Cyan, Inc., et al. v. Beaver County Employ-
ees Retirement Fund et al. Ct. App. Cal., 1st App. Dist., 
Div. 4. Certiorari granted. 

No. 16–492. PEM Entities LLC v. Levin et al. C. A. 4th 
Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 655 Fed. Appx. 971. 

No. 16–1144. Marinello v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari granted. Reported below: 839 F. 3d 209. 

No. 16–476. Christie, Governor of New Jersey, et al. v. 
National Collegiate Athletic Assn. et al.; and 

No. 16–477. New Jersey Thoroughbred Horsemen ’s 
Assn., Inc. v. National Collegiate Athletic Assn. et al. 
C. A. 3d Cir. Certiorari granted, cases consolidated, and a total 

*For the Court's order making allotment of Justices, see ante, p. iv. 
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of one hour is allotted for oral argument. Reported below: 832 
F. 3d 389. 

No. 16–534. Rubin et al. v. Islamic Republic of Iran 
et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Certiorari granted limited to Question 1 
presented by the petition. Justice Kagan took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 830 
F. 3d 470. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 15–1192. United States v. Lost Tree Village Corp. 
C. A. Fed. Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 787 F. 3d 
1111. 

No. 15–1461. Meshal v. Higgenbotham et al. C. A. D. C. 
Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 804 F. 3d 417. 

No. 16–206. DeKalb County Pension Fund v. Transocean 
Ltd. et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
817 F. 3d 393. 

No. 16–372. SRM Global Master Fund L. P. v. Bear 
Stearns Cos. LLC et al. C. A. 2d Cir. Certiorari denied. 
Reported below: 829 F. 3d 173. 

No. 16–389. Dusek et al. v. JPMorgan Chase & Co. et al. 
C. A. 11th Cir. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 832 F. 3d 
1243. 

No. 16–1194. Kinderace, LLC v. City of Sammamish, Wash-
ington. Ct. App. Wash. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
194 Wash. App. 835, 379 P. 3d 135. 

No. 16–6796. Hour v. Massachusetts. Sup. Jud. Ct. Mass. 
Certiorari denied. 

July 3, 2017 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 16–868. Myton City, Utah v. Ute Indian Tribe of the 
Uintah and Ouray Reservation. C. A. 10th Cir. Certiorari 
dismissed under this Court's Rule 46. Reported below: 835 
F. 3d 1255. 
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Miscellaneous Order 

No. 16A1224. Anderson et al. v. Loertscher. Application 
for stay, presented to Justice Kagan, and by her referred to 
the Court, granted. The injunction issued by the United States 
District Court for the Western District of Wisconsin, case 
No. 3:14–cv–00870–jdp, on April 28, 2017, is stayed pending fnal 
disposition of the appeal by the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Seventh Circuit. Justice Ginsburg and Justice Soto-
mayor would deny the application for stay. 

July 17, 2017 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 16–1175. MacPherson, Executor of the Estate of 
MacPherson, Deceased v. ManorCare of Yeadon PA, LLC, 
dba ManorCare Health Services-Yeadon, et al. Super. Ct. 
Pa. Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46. Reported 
below: 128 A. 3d 1209. 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. D–2982. In re Hesterberg. Gregory Xavier Hester-
berg, of Garden City, N. Y., having requested to resign as a mem-
ber of the Bar of this Court, it is ordered that his name be 
stricken from the roll of attorneys admitted to the practice of law 
before this Court. The rule to show cause, issued on June 12, 
2017, [ante, p. 902] is discharged. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 15–1139. Merrill v. Merrill, 581 U. S. 989; 
No. 16–1069. Shipp v. Estate of King et al., 581 U. S. 973; 
No. 16–1122. Bell et ux. v. Dyck-O’Neal, Inc., 581 U. S. 974; 
No. 16–1184. Arunachalam v. United States District 

Court for the District of Delaware, 581 U. S. 1018; 
No. 16–1226. Hubbard v. Missouri Department of Mental 

Health et al., 581 U. S. 1007; 
No. 16–7576. Zagorski v. Tennessee, 581 U. S. 941; 
No. 16–7908. Ayer v. Zenk, Warden, 581 U. S. 923; 
No. 16–7929. In re Rogers, 581 U. S. 917; 
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No. 16–7941. 
No. 16–7989. 

942; 
No. 16–7998. 

Lindsay v. Castelloe, 581 U. S. 924; 
Brocatto v. Frauenheim, Warden, 581 U. S. 

Morgan v. Board of Trustees of the Uni-
versity of Arkansas, 581 U. S. 924; 

No. 16–8036. Abdulhadi v. Smith, Superintendent, State 
Correctional Institution at Houtzdale, et al., 581 U. S. 910; 

No. 16–8080. Bynum v. Florida Gas Transmission Co., 
LLC, 581 U. S. 961; 

No. 16–8099. Brinson v. Dozier, Commissioner, Georgia 
Department of Corrections, et al., 581 U. S. 962; 

No. 16–8103. Damani v. Simer SP, Inc., et al., 581 U. S. 962; 
No. 16–8115. Tullis v. Barrett, Warden, et al., 581 U. S. 

943; 
No. 16–8131. Pentecost v. South Dakota, 581 U. S. 962; 
No. 16–8166. Verdi v. Wilkinson County, Georgia, et al., 

581 U. S. 977; 
No. 16–8238. McCoy v. Berryhill, Acting Commissioner 

of Social Security, 581 U. S. 963; 
No. 16–8243. Reyes v. Artus, 581 U. S. 944; 
No. 16–8312. St. Claire v. United States, 581 U. S. 928; 
No. 16–8330. Baltimore v. Nelson et al., 581 U. S. 980; 
No. 16–8362. Howard v. Florida, 581 U. S. 995; 
No. 16–8587. In re Thomas-Bey, 581 U. S. 938; 
No. 16–8601. Villalta v. Executive Ofce for Immigra-

tion Review et al., 581 U. S. 1009; 
No. 16–8608. Hampton v. Vannoy, Warden, et al., 581 

U. S. 982; 
No. 16–8680. DuLaurence v. Telegen et al., 581 U. S. 983; 
No. 16–8692. Legg v. Nationstar Mortgage LLC, 581 

U. S. 998; 
No. 16–8725. Radi v. United States, 581 U. S. 985; and 
No. 16–8809. Jones v. United States, 581 U. S. 1011. Peti-

tions for rehearing denied. 

No. 16–760. English v. Bank of America, N. A., et al., 580 
U. S. 1117. Motion for leave to fle petition for rehearing denied. 

No. 16–7906. Lewis v. Nissan North America, Inc., et al., 
581 U. S. 931. Petition for rehearing denied. Justice Soto-
mayor took no part in the consideration or decision of this 
petition. 
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July 19, 2017 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 16–538. Wayne County, Michigan, et al. v. Richko, as 
Personal Representative of the Estate of Horvath. 
C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46.1. 
Reported below: 819 F. 3d 907. 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. 16–1540 (16A1191). Trump, President of the United 
States, et al. v. Hawaii et al. C. A. 9th Cir. [Certiorari 
granted, ante, p. 571.] The Government's motion seeking clarif-
cation of our order of June 26, 2017, is denied. The District 
Court order modifying the preliminary injunction with respect to 
refugees covered by a formal assurance is stayed pending resolu-
tion of the Government's appeal to the Court of Appeals for 
the Ninth Circuit. Justice Thomas, Justice Alito, and Jus-
tice Gorsuch would have stayed the District Court order in 
its entirety. 

July 25, 2017 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 16–9725 (17A83). Phillips v. Ohio. Ct. App. Ohio, 9th 
App. Dist., Summit County. Application for stay of execution of 
sentence of death, presented to Justice Kagan, and by her re-
ferred to the Court, denied. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 
2016-Ohio-1198. 

No. 17–5198 (17A78). Otte et al. v. Morgan et al. C. A. 
6th Cir. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, 
presented to Justice Kagan, and by her referred to the Court, 
denied. Certiorari denied. Reported below: 860 F. 3d 881. 

Justice Sotomayor, with whom Justice Ginsburg joins, 
dissenting. 

The question before this Court, as appropriately summarized 
by Judge Moore in dissent, is narrow: “Should Gary Otte, Ronald 
Phillips, and Raymond Tibbetts have a trial on their claim that 
Ohio's execution protocol is a cruel and unusual punishment, or 
should Ohio execute them without such a trial?” In re Ohio 
Execution Protocol, 860 F. 3d 881, 892 (CA6 2017). The District 
Court, after extensive review of the evidence, held that a trial 
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was warranted and granted a preliminary injunction. It did so 
after a 5-day evidentiary hearing, issuing a 119-page opinion fnd-
ing that petitioners had presented enough evidence to demon-
strate that they were likely to prevail on their claim that the 
Ohio execution protocol posed a substantial risk of severe pain 
and that an alternative method of execution was suffciently avail-
able. Although a panel of the Sixth Circuit initially affrmed 
those fndings, a divided en banc court later reversed over the 
dissent of six of its members. 

In reversing, the Sixth Circuit en banc court failed to afford 
the District Court due deference. See Glossip v. Gross, 576 U. S. 
863, 878–879, 881 (2015) (reviewing fndings by the District Court 
regarding both risk of pain and available alternatives for clear 
error). As Judge Moore carefully detailed in her dissent, the 
District Court thoroughly reviewed the evidence frsthand and 
found that the petitioners demonstrated a likelihood of success on 
their claim that they will be unconstitutionally executed. The 
Court of Appeals and this Court should not so lightly disregard 
those fndings. 

For this reason, and others set forth in McGehee v. Hutchinson, 
581 U. S. 933, 935 (2017) (Sotomayor, J., dissenting from denial 
of application for stay and denial of certiorari), I dissent again 
from this Court's failure to step in when signifcant issues of life 
and death are present. 

No. 17–5310 (17A105). Phillips v. Jenkins, Warden. C. A. 
6th Cir. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, 
presented to Justice Kagan, and by her referred to the Court, 
denied. Certiorari denied. 

July 27, 2017 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 17–5393 (17A130). Preyor v. Davis, 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 Alito, and by him 
referred to the Court, denied. Certiorari denied. Reported 
below: 704 Fed. Appx. 331. 
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August 7, 2017 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. D–2958. In re Disbarment of White. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 914.] 

No. D–2960. In re Disbarment of Skelos. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 914.] 

No. D–2961. In re Disbarment of Constantopes. Disbar-
ment entered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 914.] 

No. D–2962. In re Disbarment of Walker. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 914.] 

No. D–2963. In re Disbarment of Locklair. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 914.] 

No. D–2965. In re Disbarment of Mei. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 915.] 

No. D–2966. In re Disbarment of Hartke. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 915.] 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 16–1173. Iko v. Iko, 581 U. S. 1017; 
No. 16–1177. Virginia et al. v. LeBlanc, ante, p. 91; 
No. 16–1279. Solonichnyy v. United States, 581 U. S. 1007; 
No. 16–8040. Whitnum v. Town of Greenwich, Connecti-

cut, et al., 581 U. S. 942; 
No. 16–8052. Minnis v. Illinois, ante, p. 934; 
No. 16–8264. Valentine v. City of Austin, Texas, et al., 

581 U. S. 979; 
No. 16–8265. Smith v. Taylor, Warden, 581 U. S. 979; 
No. 16–8310. Robinson v. Regional Medical Center at 

Memphis et al., 581 U. S. 980; 
No. 16–8332. Avila v. California, 581 U. S. 980; 
No. 16–8347. Morales v. Cuomo et al., 581 U. S. 995; 
No. 16–8388. Galan v. Gegenheimer et al., 581 U. S. 996; 
No. 16–8430. Reynolds v. Hodges, Magistrate Judge, 

United States District Court for the District of Colum-
bia, et al., 581 U. S. 981; 
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No. 16–8446. Johnson v. Davis, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion, 581 U. S. 1008; 

No. 16–8458. Johnson v. Woods, Warden, 581 U. S. 1008; 
No. 16–8525. Allen v. Illinois, 581 U. S. 981; 
No. 16–8553. Payne v. Ohio, 581 U. S. 1009; 
No. 16–8566. Townsend v. Vannoy, Warden, 581 U. S. 997; 
No. 16–8614. Hawrelak v. Berryhill, Acting Commis-

sioner of Social Security, 581 U. S. 1010; 
No. 16–8655. Sancho v. Anderson School District Four, 

ante, p. 906; 
No. 16–8726. Stewart v. Perry, 581 U. S. 1011; 
No. 16–8748. In re Southgate, ante, p. 913; 
No. 16–8767. In re Davis, ante, p. 914; 
No. 16–8785. In re Gadsden, 581 U. S. 1005; 
No. 16–8796. In re Booker-El, 581 U. S. 971; 
No. 16–8812. Cummings v. International Union Security 

Police and Fire Professionals of America (SPFPA), Local 
555, et al., ante, p. 935; 

No. 16–8969. In re Cabrera, 581 U. S. 1017; 
No. 16–8985. Desai v. Securities and Exchange Commis-

sion, 581 U. S. 1024; 
No. 16–9026. Colter v. Chapman Chevrolet, ante, p. 908; 
No. 16–9039. Edwards v. United States, 581 U. S. 1025; 
No. 16–9069. In re Robinson, 581 U. S. 1005; 
No. 16–9127. Lasher v. United States, ante, p. 909; 
No. 16–9150. In re Bracken, ante, p. 903; 
No. 16–9161. Buczek v. United States, ante, p. 910; and 
No. 16–9226. In re Manning, ante, p. 903. Petitions for re-

hearing denied. 

No. 16–8976. Grigsby v. United States, 581 U. S. 1026; and 
No. 16–8977. Grigsby v. United States, 581 U. S. 1026. Pe-

titions for rehearing denied. Justice Gorsuch took no part in 
the consideration or decision of these petitions. 

No. 16–8982. Richmond v. United States, 581 U. S. 1026. 
Petition for rehearing denied. Justice Kagan took no part in 
the consideration or decision of this petition. 
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August 10, 2017 

Certiorari Dismissed 

No. 16–492. PEM Entities LLC v. Levin et al. C. A. 4th 
Cir. [Certiorari granted, ante, p. 951.] Writ of certiorari dis-
missed as improvidently granted. Joint motion of PEM Entities 
LLC and Province Grande Olde Liberty, LLC, to confrm party 
status is dismissed as moot. 

August 16, 2017 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 16–1500. City of Bowling Green, Kentucky, et al. v. 
Woodcock, as Administratrix of the Estate of Harrison, 
Deceased. C. A. 6th Cir. Certiorari dismissed under this 
Court's Rule 46.1. Reported below: 679 Fed. Appx. 419. 

August 22, 2017 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 16–744. FireEye, Inc., et al. v. Superior Court of 
California, Santa Clara County. Ct. App. Cal., 6th App. 
Dist. Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46.1. 

August 24, 2017 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. 16–1436. Trump, President of the United States, 
et al. v. International Refugee Assistance Project et al. 
C. A. 4th Cir.; and 

No. 16–1540. Trump, President of the United States, 
et al. v. Hawaii et al. C. A. 9th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 
ante, p. 571.] Further consideration of motion of respondent 
Hawaii et al. to add John Doe as a party to No. 16–1540 deferred 
to hearing of the case on the merits. 

Certiorari Denied 

No. 16–9033 (17A191). Asay 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: 210 So. 3d 1. 



960 OCTOBER TERM, 2016 

582 U. S. 

August 25, 2017 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. D–2957. In re Disbarment of McMullen. Disbar-
ment entered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 914.] 

No. D–2964. In re Disbarment of Saxon. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 915.] 

No. D–2968. In re Disbarment of Vega. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 915.] 

No. D–2969. In re Disbarment of Corbett. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 970.] 

No. D–2974. In re Disbarment of Sampson. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 970.] 

No. D–2976. In re Disbarment of Reid. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see 581 U. S. 970.] 

No. D–2978. In re Disbarment of Smith. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see ante, p. 902.] 

No. D–2979. In re Disbarment of Bailey. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see ante, p. 902.] 

No. D–2980. In re Disbarment of Ferrell. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see ante, p. 902.] 

No. D–2983. In re Disbarment of Wroblewski. Disbar-
ment entered. [For earlier order herein, see ante, p. 902.] 

No. D–2984. In re Disbarment of Thornsbury. Disbar-
ment entered. [For earlier order herein, see ante, p. 902.] 

No. D–2985. In re Disbarment of Longmeyer. Disbar-
ment entered. [For earlier order herein, see ante, p. 903.] 

No. D–2986. In re Disbarment of Kuchinsky. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see ante, p. 903.] 

No. D–2987. In re Disbarment of Bello. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see ante, p. 903.] 

No. D–2989. In re Disbarment of Boisseau. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see ante, p. 903.] 
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No. D–2990. In re Disbarment of Moenning. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see ante, p. 912.] 

No. D–2991. In re Disbarment of Coyle. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see ante, p. 913.] 

No. D–2992. In re Disbarment of Padgett. Disbarment 
entered. [For earlier order herein, see ante, p. 913.] 

No. D–2993. In re Disbarment of Carter. Disbarment en-
tered. [For earlier order herein, see ante, p. 913.] 

No. 15–1485. District of Columbia et al. v. Wesby et al. 
C. A. D. C. Cir. [Certiorari granted, 580 U. S. 1097.] Motion of 
the Acting Solicitor General for leave to participate in oral argu-
ment as amicus curiae and for divided argument granted. 

No. 16–285. Epic Systems Corp. v. Lewis. C. A. 7th Cir. 
[Certiorari granted, 580 U. S. 1089.] Motion of petitioner to dis-
pense with printing joint appendix granted. 

No. 16–299. National Association of Manufacturers v. 
Department of Defense et al. C. A. 6th Cir. [Certiorari 
granted, 580 U. S. 1088.] Motion of respondent Ohio et al. for 
divided argument granted. 

No. 16–980. Husted, Ohio Secretary of State v. A. Philip 
Randolph Institute et al. C. A. 6th Cir. [Certiorari 
granted, 581 U. S. 1006.] Joint motion of the parties to dispense 
with printing joint appendix granted. 

No. 16–1276. Digital Realty Trust, Inc. v. Somers. C. A. 
9th Cir. [Certiorari granted, ante, p. 929.] Motion of petitioner 
to dispense with printing joint appendix granted. 

Certiorari Granted 

No. 16–1067. Murphy v. Smith et al. C. A. 7th Cir. Cer-
tiorari granted. Reported below: 844 F. 3d 653. 

Rehearing Denied 

No. 16–1116. Jenkins, Warden v. Hutton, ante, p. 280; 
No. 16–1227. Robertson v. EMI Christian Music Group, 

Inc., et al., ante, p. 915; 
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No. 16–1245. Munoz v. Golden Eagle Insurance Corp., 
ante, p. 931; 

No. 16–1250. Barth v. Islamic Society of Basking Ridge 
et al., 581 U. S. 1007; 

No. 16–1270. Pope v. Guns et al., ante, p. 905; 
No. 16–1289. DCV Imports, LLC v. Bureau of Alcohol, 

Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives, ante, p. 931; 
No. 16–1319. Padmanabhan v. Kassler et al., ante, p. 932; 
No. 16–1353. Korman et al. v. United States, ante, p. 932; 
No. 16–8442. Moore v. United States, 581 U. S. 964; 
No. 16–8449. Tipton v. Davis, Director, Texas Depart-

ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions Divi-
sion, 581 U. S. 997; 

No. 16–8469. Saldana v. Davis, Director, Texas Depart-
ment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division, 581 U. S. 1008; 

No. 16–8497. Okeowo v. Harlequin Books S. A. et al., 581 
U. S. 981; 

No. 16–8620. Smith v. Social Security Administration, 
581 U. S. 1010; 

No. 16–8657. Rockefeller v. Carter, Former President 
of the United States, et al., 581 U. S. 983; 

No. 16–8670. Coulston v. Cameron, Superintendent, 
State Correctional Institution at Houtzdale, et al., ante, 
p. 907; 

No. 16–8683. Coleman v. Starbucks Coffee Co., 581 U. S. 
1010; 

No. 16–8720. Parker v. Berryhill, Acting Commissioner 
of Social Security, 581 U. S. 1021; 

No. 16–8730. White v. United States, 581 U. S. 998; 
No. 16–8771. Yablonsky v. Paramo, Warden, ante, p. 934; 
No. 16–8937. Kraemer v. Illinois, 581 U. S. 1023; 
No. 16–9050. Thompson v. United States, 581 U. S. 1025; 
No. 16–9129. Kahre v. United States, ante, p. 909; and 
No. 16–9206. Andrade v. United States, ante, p. 922. Peti-

tions for rehearing denied. 

No. 15–7350. Butler v. Stephens, Director, Texas De-
partment of Criminal Justice, Correctional Institutions 
Division, 578 U. S. 925 and 580 U. S. 911. Motion for leave to 
fle petition for rehearing denied. 
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No. 16–9113. Derrow v. United States, ante, p. 911. Peti-
tion for rehearing denied. Justice Kagan took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. 

September 12, 2017 

Miscellaneous Orders 
No. 17A225. Abbott, Governor of Texas, et al. v. Perez 

et al. Application for stay, presented to Justice Alito, and by 
him referred to the Court, granted, and it is ordered that the 
order of the United States District Court for the Western District 
of Texas, case No. SA–11–CV–360, entered August 15, 2017, is 
stayed pending the timely fling and disposition of an appeal to 
this Court. Justice Ginsburg, Justice Breyer, Justice So-
tomayor, and Justice Kagan would deny the application. 

No. 17A245. Abbott, Governor of Texas, et al. v. Perez 
et al. Application for stay, presented to Justice Alito, and by 
him referred to the Court, granted, and it is ordered that the 
order of the United States District Court for the Western District 
of Texas, case No. SA–11–CV–360, entered August 24, 2017, is 
stayed pending the timely fling and disposition of an appeal to 
this Court. Justice Ginsburg, Justice Breyer, Justice So-
tomayor, and Justice Kagan would deny the application. 

No. 17A275 (16–1540). Trump, President of the united 
States, et al. v. Hawaii et al. Application for stay of man-
date, presented to Justice Kennedy, and by him referred to the 
Court, granted, and the issuance of the mandate of the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit in case No. 17– 
16426 is stayed with respect to refugees covered by a formal 
assurance, pending further order of this Court. 

Certiorari Denied 
No. 16–9317 (17A136). Otte v. Ohio. Sup. Ct. Ohio. Appli-

cation for stay of execution of sentence of death, presented to 
Justice Kagan, and by her referred to the Court, denied. Cer-
tiorari denied. Reported below: 148 Ohio St. 3d 1407, 2017-Ohio-
573, 69 N. E. 3d 748. 

September 13, 2017 

Miscellaneous Order 
No. 17–333. Benisek et al. v. Lamone, Administrator, 

Maryland State board of Elections, et al. Appeal from 
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D. C. Md. Motion of appellants to expedite consideration of juris-
dictional statement denied. 

September 14, 2017 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 17–115. Union Pacic Railroad Co. v. Barker. Ct. 
App. Iowa. Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46.1. 
Reported below: 889 N. W. 2d 243. 

September 20, 2017 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 16–8987. Robinson v. Lewis, Warden, et al. Sup. Ct. 
S. C. Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46. 

September 25, 2017 

Miscellaneous Orders 

No. 17A225. Abbott, Governor of Texas, et al. v. Perez 
et al. Respondents' letter to the Clerk, dated September 15, 
2017, is construed as a motion and denied. 

No. 17A245. Abbott, Governor of Texas, et al. v. Perez 
et al. Respondents' letter to the Clerk, dated September 15, 
2017, is construed as a motion and denied. 

No. 15–1509. U. S. Bank N. A., Trustee, By and Through 
CWCapital Asset Management LLC v. Village at Lake-
ridge, LLC. C. A. 9th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 580 U. S. 1216.] 
Motion of the Solicitor General for leave to participate in oral 
argument as amicus curiae and for divided argument granted. 

No. 16–285. Epic Systems Corp. v. Lewis. C. A. 7th Cir.; 
No. 16–300. Ernst & Young LLP et al. v. Morris et al. 

C. A. 9th Cir.; and 
No. 16–307. National Labor Relations Board v. Murphy 

Oil USA, Inc., et al. C. A. 5th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 580 
U. S. 1089.] Motion of the Solicitor General for leave to partici-
pate in oral argument as amicus curiae and for divided argument 
granted. Motion of National Labor Relations Board for divided 
argument granted. 

No. 16–460. Artis v. District of Columbia. Ct. App. D. C. 
[Certiorari granted, 580 U. S. 1159.] Motion of Wisconsin et al. 
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for leave to participate in oral argument as amici curiae and for 
divided argument denied. 

No. 16–499. Jesner et al. v. Arab Bank, PLC. C. A. 2d 
Cir. [Certiorari granted, 581 U. S. 904.] Motion of the Solicitor 
General for leave to participate in oral argument as amicus cu-
riae and for divided argument granted. 

No. 16–534. Rubin et al. v. Islamic Republic of Iran 
et al. C. A. 7th Cir. [Certiorari granted, ante, p. 952.] Motion 
of petitioners to dispense with printing joint appendix granted. 
Justice Kagan took no part in the consideration or decision of 
this motion. 

No. 16–1144. Marinello v. United States. C. A. 2d Cir. 
[Certiorari granted, ante, p. 951.] Motion of petitioner to dis-
pense with printing joint appendix granted. 

No. 16–1161. Gill et al. v. Whitford et al. [Probable ju-
risdiction postponed, ante, p. 914.] D. C. W. D. Wis. Motion of 
Wisconsin State Senate et al. for leave to participate in oral argu-
ment as amici curiae and for divided argument granted. 

No. 16–1436. Trump, President of the United States, 
et al. v. International Refugee Assistance Project et al. 
C. A. 4th Cir.; and 

No. 16–1540. Trump, President of the United States, 
et al. v. Hawaii et al. C. A. 9th Cir. [Certiorari granted, 
ante, p. 571.] The parties are directed to fle letter briefs ad-
dressing whether, or to what extent, the Proclamation issued on 
September 24, 2017, may render cases No. 16–1436 and No. 16– 
1540 moot. The parties should also address whether, or to what 
extent, scheduled expiration of §§ 6(a) and 6(b) of Executive Order 
No. 13780 may render those aspects of case No. 16–1540 moot. 
Briefs, limited to 10 pages, are to be fled simultaneously with 
the Clerk and served upon opposing counsel on or before noon, 
Thursday, October 5, 2017. The cases are removed from oral 
argument calendar, pending further order of the Court. 

September 26, 2017 

Miscellaneous Order 

No. 17A330 (17–6075). Tharpe v. Sellers, Warden. C. A. 
11th Cir. Application for stay of execution of sentence of death, 
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presented to Justice Thomas, 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 sending 
down of the judgment of this Court. Justice Thomas, Justice 
Alito, and Justice Gorsuch would deny the application. 

September 27, 2017 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 16–1283. Peyton et al. v. Burwell. C. A. 2d Cir. 
Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46.1. Reported 
below: 670 Fed. Appx. 734. 

Miscellaneous Order. (For the Court's order approving revisions 
to the Rules of this Court, see post, p. 970.) 

September 28, 2017 

Certiorari Granted 

No. 16–1027. Collins v. Virginia. Sup. Ct. Va. Certiorari 
granted. Reported below: 292 Va. 486, 790 S. E. 2d 611. 

No. 16–1150. Hall, as Personal Representative of the 
Estate of Hall and as Successor Trustee of the Ethlyn 
Louise Hall Family Trust v. Hall et al. C. A. 3d Cir. Cer-
tiorari granted. Reported below: 679 Fed. Appx. 142. 

No. 16–1362. Encino Motorcars, LLC v. Navarro et al. 
C. A. 9th Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 845 F. 3d 
925. 

No. 16–1371. Byrd v. United States. C. A. 3d Cir. Certio-
rari granted. Reported below: 679 Fed. Appx. 146. 

No. 16–1466. Janus v. American Federation of State, 
County, and Municipal Employees, Council 31, et al. C. A. 
7th Cir. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 851 F. 3d 746. 

No. 16–961. Dalmazzi v. United States. Reported below: 
76 M. J. 1; 

No. 16–1017. Cox v. United States (Reported below: 76 M. J. 
64); Craig v. United States (76 M. J. 64); Lewis v. United 
States (76 M. J. 54); Miller v. United States (76 M. J. 64); 
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Morchinek v. United States (76 M. J. 54); O’Shaughnessy v. 
United States (76 M. J. 54); and 

No. 16–1423. Ortiz v. United States. Reported below: 76 
M. J. 125 and 189. C. A. Armed Forces. Certiorari granted, 
cases consolidated, and a total of one hour is allotted for oral 
argument. In addition to the questions presented by the peti-
tions, the parties are directed to brief and argue the following 
question: “Whether this Court has jurisdiction to review the cases 
in Nos. 16–961 and 16–1017 under 28 U. S. C. § 1259(3).” 

No. 16–1495. City of Hays, Kansas v. Vogt. C. A. 10th 
Cir. Certiorari granted. Justice Gorsuch took no part in the 
consideration or decision of this petition. Reported below: 844 
F. 3d 1235. 

No. 16–8255. McCoy v. Louisiana. Sup. Ct. La. Motion of 
petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis granted. Cer-
tiorari granted limited to Question 1 presented by the petition. 
Reported below: 2014–1449 (La. 10/19/16), 218 So. 3d 535. 

No. 16–9493. Rosales-Mireles v. United States. C. A. 5th 
Cir. Motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma pauperis 
granted. Certiorari granted. Reported below: 850 F. 3d 246. 

September 29, 2017 

Dismissal Under Rule 46 

No. 17–6130. Tharpe v. Sellers, Warden. Sup. Ct. Ga. 
Certiorari dismissed under this Court's Rule 46.1. 
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