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IN THE ^ FILEDSUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED ^T^f^ 

Palani Karupaiyan, Petitioner.
OFFICE OF THE CLERKSUPREME COURT 11 q

Vs.
INTERNATIONAL SOS;
ACCESS STAFFING, LLC;
KAPITAL DATA CORP;
DESSI NIKOLOVA, Individually and in her official capacity

as director, product engineering of the international SOS;
GREGORY HARRIS, Individually and in his official capacity 

team leader, mobile applications of the international SOS;
KUMAR MANGALA, Individually and in their official 

capacity as founder and CEO of the Kapital Data Corp;
MIKE WEINSTEIN, Individually and in his official capacity 

principal product engineering of the Access Staffing LLC,
Respondents.

as

as

PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI
to the United States Court of Appeals 

for the Third Circuit

Palani Karupaiyan. 
Pro se, Petitioner, 

Email: palanikav@gmail.com 
212-470-2048(m)

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

mailto:palanikav@gmail.com
https://www.docketalarm.com/


I. QUESTIONS PRESENTED
a) In Civil rights complaint, when the Plaintiff alleged that Joint-

employers did not nay to the plaintiff is enough for FCP Rule 8(a)’s 

short and plain statement requirement?

Conley v. Gibson. 355 US 41 - Supreme Court 1957@ 48 ‘Following the simple 
guide of Rule 8 (f) that "all vleadinss shall be so construed as to do substantial 
justice”

Sullivan u. Little Huntins Park. Inc , 396 US 229 - Supreme Court 1969 @ 239- 
240
W]here federally protected rights have been invaded, it has been the rule from 
the beginning that courts will be alert to adjust their remedies so as to grant 
the necessary relief. And it is also well settled, that where legal rights have 
been invaded, and a federal statute provides for a general right to sue for such 
invasion, federal courts may use any available remedy to make good the wrong 
done. "Id., at 684.

b) When the complaint survived for motion under FCP Rule 12(b)(6), Dist 

Court dismissed the complaint under Rule 8(a) and USCA 3rd circuit 

affirmed under Rule 8(a) is error?

Davis v. Ruby Foods. Inc.. 269 F. 3d 818 - Court of Appeals, 7th Cir 
2001 @ 821
"If the [trial] Court understood the allegations sufficiently to determine that 
they could state a claim for relief, the complaint has satisfied Rule 8." Kittav 
v. Kornstein. 230 F. 3d 531 - Court of Appeals. 2nd Circuit 2000 at 541

c) When the plaintiff Independent Software engineer is not paid

by the joint-employers for his Computer Software work to

them. Should the Dist Court 8c USCA 3rd deny the copyright

ownership to the plaintiff independent software engineer?

The Copyright Act of 1976 (Act 1976 

17 U.S. C. §§ 201(a),
17U.S.C. § 102(a).
U.S. Const, art. I, § 8, cl. 8
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Community for Creative Non-Violence v. Reid, 490 US 730 -Supr. 
Ct 1989

d) United States Court of Appeals' one judge alone deliver the opinion for 

a unanimous Court?

I (a) PARTIES TO THE PROCEEDING
All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page

I (b) No related case(s)
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