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| QUESTIONS PRESENTED
1) USCA failed to vacate the Sua sponte order of dismissing the

complaint is error

2)Lower Courts.djsmissing/denying petitioner’s Intellectual

property damage claim(s) is error.

3)Lower Courts dismissing/denying the color/ ethnical
 discrimination under 42 U.S.C § 1988 (vindication of Civ.

rights), Civil Rights Act of 1866 is error.

4) Lower Court should not deny the Petitioner’s
property damages is error. |

5)Lower Court denying claims under 26 U.S.C § 7201 -
Attempt to evade or defeat tax, 18 U.S.C § 1956 -
Laundering of monetary instruments, Money
Laundering Control Act of 1986, Insurance fraud and
unemployment fraud is error.

6)Lower Court fail to épply Rule 8(f) “All pleadings shall be so
construed as to do substantial justice” when applying Federal

law(s) or state law(s) or both together.

Il PARTIES TO THE PROCEEDING
All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

l1l RELATED CASE(S)
¢ None
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