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PER CURIAM 

 Appellees’ motion for summary affirmance is granted, and we will summarily 

affirm the District Court’s order dismissing William Kaetz’s complaint.  The reasons for 

our ruling are explained by separate opinion issued in Kaetz v. United States, C.A. No. 

23-2322.  Kaetz’s motion to withdraw the motion for judicial notice that he filed at 

Appeal Docket No. 18 is granted.  Kaetz’s corrected motion for judicial notice is granted 

to the extent that we have considered the arguments raised therein in resolving this 

appeal.  To the extent that any of Kaetz’s submissions on appeal can be construed to 

request any other relief, such relief is denied. 


