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"IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

4
Pq, For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _ﬁ’_ to
the petition and-is - '

[ ] reported at ; Or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

B is unpublished. ( T#h  Cotr Cutd)

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _& to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at . _ ; Oy
D{has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
is unpublished. .

oL

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OF,
__[_1 has been designated for publication but.is not_yet. reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the court
appears at Appendix . to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

) ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was 3({&/1 z /n/. A

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my ecase.

){/ A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: Awgld-/' 2] ;20( 8 , and a copy of the

order denying rehearmg appears at Appendix e

[ ].An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certlorarl was granted
- to and including ; (date) on (date) -
in Application No. __A_

‘The jurisdietion of this Court is invoked under 28 U.S.C. §1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

- The date on which the highest state court decided my case was
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including ___ (date) on (date) in
Application No. ___A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1257(a).
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STATENENT OF THE CASE

) Pesitioner confined in Tilinois Dest: of Corrections
(F909) at ihe Mafimum Security Poatite Corr€otion
Censer (PO Vo the (rotective Cusiody UnitCPC).
Tamates (n €C are double~cefled fogttter, Fiyhring
Q‘/Vlong cel//n S 1S 4 common and \Creﬂfm; occirénce
that pesults (n Many  Sen'ous (njuries, Cellmate ﬁfyhf‘//y
has even pesulied i Mhany SeroS injuries inclyding
death, 1n pqr—ch(ar the 2915 Murder of FPeatiac
inmade. Fabian Carillo. Carfllo was §+len§/g(] 1o
Jeath l?y hss cellmate, Cellmate. Murders are common
place W\/oqg/,ow/— TIpocC,

2) Severa| moaths aftr Carlls murber peritigr
qlonj w:% a (;079/0:"/44:'% Ttmy Pameron #/‘/ea( Syt
under §lq §3  ogathst Péfpono’enfs.(queron late, withdeew
his da«‘ms), Tn +he sut petitioner efg/«'c#/z avered
Yhat douple-celling mayimum Secdrity [nmates engendeces
vt‘o/ence)QCe{/maM £ights occur Fre;o(mﬂyu,j/ P e
has expentaced Many aftack’s by his vanying ctlimaes,
| dmble;cdla’/\g hes resyfted in many inMates Serious

Injurtes and o(ea%hg/ and thaf +he respondenrs have
k{_\ou/fea(ye, of- +he @B;'T/r’/’/flﬁér RISK To INwWres”
sarey. and  Hhat respendents are a('e(fb'am%e(y
fmf erend o Peh‘h‘onlr;/ EG‘FC-F/ 147( F‘a q‘{t'—fﬂw?y/ Cmdo/)//lj
and for con%/'h‘/\ﬁ +o the o‘oubfc'ce//t’/y of PC rmares.
3) Ve tipioner Ol‘H'aoz'\:J o his co /VVJM//H— a press




frelease, ‘€f0M Yhe Governor of ll(f/ldfﬁ 97%4“(6/ g,
;51‘4#6(]/(\\6‘0&6/&'66//0716) +wo Mafimumn 56(;01;7‘&;_12‘)_/4_@&}4
5:\‘9:14%‘&/1\&[«'/ »‘rlcrea5;5 He iy oF ihrale cz//;uc,{gf/
5(5432 Aﬂ’)(. /4/ U s Dist Gours D.ecfs‘/’o/)/,é’gle Znd 7)/ and 4
prison enflogee Unions repart 4o +he legislators +hap
stared ) S inmate deaths were liKed o dobecerty,
(96@ 4/’,9;(,4/ IJ) P fi#oner q/fo included 28 At davits
from Pontiuc PC inmages aboat feasion, assanly
Sexual aff‘w{%/ f-:y"%, and ¥he geneca/ o(dryﬂr; of
fd@qble— ce//:"n? (See Ayo,ox;/f, Z/)[ as well as milhple
;./nedc‘q ar+u‘c|e§ abodd T PoC cellnate d;;w/f, sexug/
assault and murders (See 4ppr. 4, iJ)} ,‘nc',l'ud:hﬁ an
article on Carilles murder at Pontiac. Also
fahiached was q éCkmof\oloyi“a;( Order of seme
Of the violence «engendémf by '70ub@-€€//"@
in Pc at Ponriac.(Goo Apor. By s Dist, Cour+s
Decision, pg.2 of 5, ls+ T and Appte £) On threshold
review Yhe district Courd dismrssed e sut
4) 1 o pefitionecs jaitial appeq]  +ha
Ue§e Courr of Appeals(Tuh Crcurt) Symmarily
ﬁv\emqndf?d Lo the dl’f’{vfé* Cour+ o qffow /eh‘/‘o/,er
fo amead his complaint, AfHer wo Amende] complonss
ﬂ/l\e dvsteict court St dismissad e suct for the
Second me.. Ta c(t“V’\t‘sGM? He distred C our4 Stated

Mx@hL pefifioner failed to State q clam because
5




Shone m@[}\fﬂ q//QjaHans 5q,opor+€d q p/qu.s/M
infecence. thap Ponmrac ofFiciuls wert aware..
‘meukff‘o Hheat of Aarma,” and +hap
F’é%t?ﬂ'ﬁf\efg amended complaings = preseny no dc/z//’ﬁém/j

informadion V‘deﬂ how Pontac oftiuels woulf have

-IQ\W//) {4’\”1‘/“ HfMJ Facﬂd a 5fe(;'-\2£6“¢ %r{q-ﬁ- From
one of [his] nespetive ceflmatts o 7 (Sex Appt, B
WS, Dist Courts Decision, py, 30f5, 24d 4 3cd )

| 5 ) 1/) ’0€+i¥i§’mrs second Cl//&'/ o Hg Th
Civentl he mwd Hat Yhe Distried Coary
Lrpon edus y dismissed his Complidnt  pigportedly becase
’ogﬁ%‘me_r? Q_//«gqﬁbns did net SUppect an Wference of
Fhe f‘efﬁ"ﬂt({n% /(MW/\QJQQ, of 4 risk ok Aaran. The
Zth Circutt ynlike it Distetct Cout™, found Hay
pettviner Nad alleyed Hacts sufticcens o syppor?
an 14/)#@'@/102, ot He r\eyﬁom/m,és /(nam//é/gg of q risk
of harme (See Appr. A, Ues. Cout¥ of’ Agpedls Decisiu,
9. 2,300 T) Noneteless +he Trh Circus affirmed
7%\( Drsfnw Cour¥>s C‘t“?‘/m?%/ 9%‘6’7@? i\/V €Vﬂi’»f/ﬁ,é/€$'5
Lleard has not a deguadely 4//@«/ Hat He sk
L«,ﬂ harm I's SUBSTANTIAL . A SUBSTAVTIAL RISK
5 S0 OREAT” that /¥ (s almost cecraly do
/yx%%(?lf»‘d/fzt 1€ nothing 1's c(o/\e,,//(g.eg_ Agpr 4 Ues.
Cowf+ of Apﬂealf Dec‘v‘;,‘;m, 1of>

G




| REASON FOoR GRANTING WARIT

| |

/4‘ CO”F,'DC/“'é Vl/i'fh DQClkSl‘OnS O“p T/\e

| gqpreme, Court and Two Other
Ci'reufts

t L Conflict With Supreme Court Decisions
| ‘

T/\Q )/\ou‘(ng o Hu S, Court of /}l//%/f Lor
1-)/]\( (¥ C#rcql‘v‘f(%% Circut) defines & a  supstansy/
riSK of gerts harm as, S Substante] w15k 1’5
~So grear” Hat I+ 154 [ most cerdaly do Materidlze
Hc n0+'[\t‘r'\9 vS dc»’lﬂ/}‘// 155 lwi? Co/if/ﬂ?f’ w Fhis
;cowrf'f decision n Hell V/’I/\L/C’/v/ﬁy_)W‘f 5(19}.25/
23-3%5 (1943), The decisin 1y M'{/A;S C on/F-
!‘re( ed emwmct"a+/7|9 the _Sctb%%ﬁi;l/ Nk of
M Sv‘aﬂdqrﬂ{ 'ﬁ'r $tHh ﬂmmdwnf' purpsses. |
lécee F’(M//V\er v _Brenna v y Sil US. 9?,6[ §3% ""[5j

(MQS) (éFor a d(q:‘/w (l.‘ke 44\11 one l’\ere) bC{f&l on 4 124/‘/641@

“I-—o prevent /\awﬂ/ L tamate. mugf Shew +hat he 15
[.f/\cwrcerau(/ under conditions posing  a substantial visk
1o«f SLrions /\mmm 5@&//1’};//4&9_“//)
| Ta ;#ﬁ_//ﬁf\).‘l/kfﬁ Court /w/o/ gt [)m}’p/)
officials can be p(t’/l‘befﬂe(y d'fPerany Jo \imates
‘[’\CWW}) I?Y poru‘/? Ham o shwe 7 cel| wih
a cellmare  whe smoKed 5 packs o eiparetses
| 7




e

a da«, becaus o 1+ :Vﬂ}?/ an uprlasenable vesk
o $th'°%5 Aamﬂgﬂ of [Mw#e;j —Fu%vbr\é /’16{{/7’//1//4
A nor-5amokes contracting cances from Second
hand $moke (5 fe/a+¢°u€fu/ rre, and  Herefore
Obv’fmily e risiK of an Inmade condridhy cancer
:FNM his cellmates Second /wno/s‘/np/(e 15 Not

Yo great” {tar ¥5 dlmest cetih to

natrialize The rigk May Aot €ven be +hat

/) (-‘9/3 for the cellmate who s ac#uq//a/ 9A40A’/y

Vhe 9 packs of c‘ym’,ﬁes a a(ay,
T/\,u,g[ under +he T C creaidé  definitb

ot a substantral sk Helling s clearly  conflionng

with the decsion iy petitines ~suity and faomer aswell,

2i Conflicts With Decisions of O+her
ClerM“"/;

 The 1% Coreusds decision Lo Petfers
sud s also ‘a conlict wivh . decsivas of
at (east fwo o¥hr clrcuits qfter Farmer,
S Y, whye e {)l‘l“ﬂh% i Fhose otter
Cireudts /hmfe ‘}l‘m:‘br S/Iau/t‘/g; of q 9‘6{bﬁmﬁ$/
PSK 0F haem as  petipbner made regacding
cellmate violence 9+€mm:fk\9 from double "C?//lhj/gmcya*ce/l‘?
‘.—LnrseMen v O(m([<_, 94 Fr2d [(4(/){%/ m,fé]/

%




th & ST (o Cin 199) +he F+h Clrcuir uobold
District Court find Y AT Tﬂl/ﬂ:__ $hat daqﬁ/e%e/ﬁ%
ot Veboaska F1afe Plaitetinry was dnconspivutiondl,
There He Fh Cireudt statel! S The District
Courd also found that +he vielence [nstipuribon
vvr’a(e cotrn'ea/ over i'nie e dauble cells, A p order
to 0(0 50 He D/‘$+n‘c+ Conr+ /‘eég/ on antecdoty
ovidence of vidlence in +he form o#w;;,fmo/;/
From pesers. T+ ale Found +hat inside Heo
dvqble—ce//f +ensions anre ;‘ncrea}&/ b}/ the ceff
52, lack of privass, Hhe in effective Suneillence
§V§%em, Ampws Lo p.ewfﬂ""/\g / +he contrapand W@
qan H\L- elcessine.  avmount of fine SPEN+ 4y
lock down <tatas, Thys cel/l‘ﬂlfi’w& ‘s anple Sygpers
Lor Hhe Distrct Courds  contlysion +hat -
TAMATES TN THe Double CELLS FACE 4
SUBSTANTIAL RUSK OF ASSAULT at Hiy
/)ar\o/} 0‘?£ ‘M'\Ut" Ce///r\q#éi,'//

Al See M@Sq CnvaT/,- So [,

2d (579, Uw 6] ClIth Civ. 1995) CEenuhe Sssue of
matertal £act eXisid ; precluding summary Judymint for
Sheelt and Couﬂ‘f}’, on WKL condi'tons of gwqp’a’//
§<Ab,‘£c,+€d Afw‘ﬂM»@Q $o serieus harm :Cor Purpeses ot praf%ny/
dem‘/\eef g (453 clain ar "5'5"? from mjuries Saffered i
))@4{1‘!\9 b7 QM’M\-W [.}qmqi&} nmaie I/f’o(ff\ce OCCMH‘@J

9




if

;

iv\fgulcfv{(y dcw:‘ng OVC"‘CFW‘“'@ and N}g/f{/ "
Ef;en*ow}' nywry 4o inmajes <)

|

;5 14'\?’0(%4/\6& of Question Pfesm%c/

This case presents a Fandamentq | g uestion
of Hhe »“n#érprefdvtfon of s Courts 0{{(4‘9/‘0#’) ‘n
Facmer Vv Breanan Gl Uis. €25, 853 (199¢),
g‘u:‘o’anoe on %4{@;{1‘4/) fs 0F /M/vr,éqnoc

| bécowge/ Y effects +he pro%uﬁ‘mo of P rsones”
?94‘1/*‘6%}/ Lrom serious and FATAC ASSHULT Aap
SENMAL ASSAULT 19 all 59 stares aad e
iipf%f*‘f‘/"‘ o Columbiy and handpeds of yalls ang
,:r_‘ﬂm‘fmx‘ %f"“ﬁ/)wi% +he natien. |

?“ Tn l"?/\-ﬁ ot Yhe fret vhat Congress has
;\Canc@rn Lor pm‘sé'/;er ;az,ﬁwy an/ ('t5 Cnaceamin,
ocﬁ W‘@Lﬂ—qp@ EZlimiation 407"/0/&5//4;/;
n./%&// P(ffﬂﬂ ;“#&Z (S a matfer of nati'eas/
éémwfﬁ"\c‘lv Tharefere 9!{@[@'/)66’ pon fho zw«?f%ﬂ
‘jfre;en{/w/ I of 9great i‘mp&fhi‘naa becaase 1
reflects Fhis nations standards o f Numanity
H’/f\raqgh 1+% concerns Lor ﬂfM-éd*ﬁy q//ﬂ,oqef/“éq,;s/
i{veﬂ A/V\efn‘cqm Pfl‘janer?, GW‘a’W\ce, o 7t W&%by
Qi"r)Fé-gf’-ﬂP&f s alsy t(mpor%ﬂﬂ/’ Lor He mere Lacr
Hat the T4h Cereurt has miSiateqrered casdpw
! [0




{anCf@f—el) bt{ Vhe /4/“7/\69# Cowrd 1n ouwr Nation,
F;’/\cf//t// 9«/1/’/4'?\(4':- i's me‘ea’&{ Wqﬁh‘cﬁ{lﬂr/f /"
Whis case as +le pu-z‘-f/‘omér ‘_Sﬁfenwodf/y pleads
With +hes court 4o irgAvene o elimbhare Ha
potentiel Lor petitioner o () in self~deferse
o of Yhe goctopathic cellmates who ape
poufely doublo-celled wiph him. Over He yeus
e many {—]ﬁqlﬁ} Yot ﬂ@#:‘ﬁ‘.md/ has hgd st
eellimages has reached Vhat ot RZN P
cellmates had not- Surrendered: Peditons
persistence in ¥his St has been q cry
Lor /\e(,a Hhat  prison offiuuls and the
lower couwrts hawe i*gnoréc/, |

I
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" CONCLUSION =~

f certiorari should be granted: . -




