
 

 
 
 

 
 
 

 

         

               

              

             

             

               

              

             

             

              

               

             

 

     

      

                   

   
               

      

               

                

    

(ORDER LIST: 586 U.S.) 

FRIDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 2018 

ORDER IN PENDING CASE 

17-647 KNICK, ROSE MARY V. SCOTT, PA, ET AL. 

  This case is restored to the calendar for reargument.  The 

parties and the Solicitor General are directed to file letter 

 briefs, not to exceed 10 pages, addressing petitioner's 

alternative argument for vacatur, discussed at pages 12-15 and 

40-42 of the transcript of oral argument and in footnote 14 of 

petitioner's brief on the merits.  The briefs are to be filed 

simultaneously with the Clerk and served upon opposing counsel 

on or before 2 p.m., Friday, November 30, 2018.  Reply briefs, 

not to exceed 4 pages, are to be filed simultaneously with the 

Clerk and served upon opposing counsel on or before 2 p.m., 

Friday, December 21, 2018. 

CERTIORARI GRANTED 

17-1606 SMITH, RICKY L. V. BERRYHILL, NANCY A. 

17-1679 GRAY, ROBERT H. V. WILKIE, SEC. OF VA 

The petitions for writs of certiorari are granted. 

17-1717 ) AMERICAN LEGION, ET AL. V. AMERICAN HUMANIST ASSN., ET AL. 
) 

18-18  ) MARYLAND-NATIONAL CAPITAL PARK V. AMERICAN HUMANIST ASSN., ET AL. 

  The petitions for writs of certiorari are granted.  The 

cases are consolidated and a total of one hour is allotted for 

oral argument. 
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17-8995   MONT, JASON J. V. UNITED STATES 

  The motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma

 pauperis and the petition for a writ of certiorari are granted. 

17-9572 FLOWERS, CURTIS G. V. MISSISSIPPI 

  The motion of petitioner for leave to proceed in forma

 pauperis is granted. The petition for a writ of certiorari is 

granted limited to the following question: Whether the  

 Mississippi Supreme Court erred in how it applied Batson v. 

Kentucky, 476 U. S. 79 (1986), in this case. 
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