
App No. eSd/4Z / 

Zbe 
0uprente Court of tie nfteb Otatei 

  

Gary Pisner., 

Applicant, Suprcq. U.S. 

V. 

Robert McCarthy, Et Al 

Respondents. 

JUN 1 6 2024 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK 

• 

On Application for an Extension of Time to File Petition for a Writ of 
Certiorari to the United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth 

Circuit 

• 

Gary Pisner, Esq. 

Pro Se. Applicant 

10561 Assembly 

Drive 
Fairfax, Virginia 22030 

Tel: (703) 597-6447 

Email: gpisner@outlook.com  

June 16, 2024 

RECEIVED 
JUN 18 2024 

SUPREME COURT,LERK  U.S.  



Corporate Disclosure Statement 

Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 29.6, Gary Pisner states that it has no 

parent corporation and that no publicly held company owns 10% or more of 

Applicant's stock. 

2 



To the Honorable Chief Justice John Roberts as Circuit Justice for the United States 

Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit: 

In accordance with this Court's Rules 13.5, 22, 30.2, and 30.3, Applicant Gary 

Pisner 'respectfully requests that the time to file his petition for a writ of certiorari 

be extended for 60 days, up to and including, Thursday September 12, 2024. 

Without the extension, Applicant's Petition would be due on July 14, 2024. 

The Court of Appeals issued its opinion on April 15, 2024, (Exhibit A) in 

Appeal number 8.22-CV-00019. 

The jurisdiction of this Court is based on 28 U.S.C. 1254(1). 

Background 

This case presents several important questions related to service of opinions 

by the District Court, defects in the judicial notice procedures, and the District 

Court's failure to act on multiple motions prior to issuing its opinion; moreover, 

there were no oral arguments in both the District Court and the Court of Appeals, 

which adds to the ambiguity. 

Reasons For Granting an Extension of Time 

The April 15, 2024, opinion (see Exhibit A) is terse and uninformative; the 

errors of the District Court are numerous. In the next few days Applicant will file a 

Motion for Clarification with the Court of Appeals. Applicant hopes that the Motion for 

Clarification will lead to some specificity to permit a clear and concise Petition for 

Certiorari. The extra 60 days will give the Court of Appeals time to respond to the 

Motion for Clarification. 
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Conclusion 

Applicant requests that the time to file a writ of certiorari in the above 

captioned case matter be extended 60 days to and including Thursday September 

12, 2024. 

Dated this 16th day of June. 

Respectfully submitted, 

&zr  
Gary Pisner, Esq. 
10561 Assembly Drive 
Fairfax, Virginia 
22030 
Tel: (703) 597-6447 
Email: gpisner@outlook.com  

Pro Se Applicant 
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UNPUBLISHED Exhibit A 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
FOR THE FOURTH CIRCUIT 

No. 23-1655 

GARY PISNER, 

Plaintiff - Appellant, 

v. 

ROBERT MCCARTHY; KEVIN D. MCCARTHY; DANA M. EVANS, 

Defendants - Appellees. 

Appeal from the United States District Court for the District of Maryland, at Greenbelt. 
George Jarrod Hazel and Stephanie A. Gallagher, District Judges. (8:22-cv-00019-SAG) 

Submitted: April 11, 2024 Decided: April 15, 2024 

Before AGEE and QUATTLEBAUM, Circuit Judges, and FLOYD, Senior Circuit Judge. 

Affirmed by unpublished per curiam opinion. 

Gary Pisner, Appellant Pro Se. Daniel Russell Hodges, ECCLESTON & WOLF, PC, 
Hanover, Maryland; Kenneth G. Stallard, CARR MALONEY, PC, Washington, D.C., for 
Appellees. 

Unpublished opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit. 
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PER CURIAM: 

Gary Pisner appeals the district court's orders dismissing his complaint and denying 

reconsideration. We grant Pisner's motion to exceed the word limit for his reply brief. 

Even so, we have reviewed the record and find no reversible error. Accordingly, we affirm 

the district court's orders. Pisner v. McCarthy, No. 8:22-cv-00019-SAG (D. Md. Sept. 26, 

2022; Mar. 27, 2023). We dispense with oral argument because the facts and legal 

contentions are adequately presented in the materials before this court and argument would 

not aid the decisional process. 

AFFIRMED 
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