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QUESTION PRESENTED 

Whether this Court should grant certiorari to de-
cide whether a federal court of appeals may review a 
district court’s denial of a motion for a new trial 
made on the ground that the verdict is against the 
weight of the evidence, an issue that has no practical 
importance generally, and that certainly could not be 
outcome determinative in this case.   
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RULE 29.6 DISCLOSURE 

Staples the Office Superstore East, Inc., now 
known as Office Superstore East LLC, is a wholly 
owned subsidiary of USR Parent Inc., which is not a 
publicly traded corporation.   

Staples, Inc. is a wholly owned subsidiary of Arch 
Parent, Inc., which is not a publicly traded corpora-
tion. 
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