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LIST OF PARTIES

[ 1 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[X] -All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this

petition is as follows:

AnSelh Jones, HedlTh Sevices AdminisTrATor (H 5 A):
RoberT TroTTer Shif T Su PerViSor CorelCNiC., for imerly,

LorrecTion CorfPorATion of Americh (ccA)

CorPorpATe pisciowsyre STATemaenT

LoreCViC, 15 A CorPo rATioN ThAT Prof; T frem AnnuAl
~Source of Prisoa ConTrAT ivhidh GenerATes More Thin
$1.5 Billion DollAcs In Revenwe in A FisCAr YeAc |

The defendinTs CO_\/‘G_C.;‘VV}'C IS The LASesT Prison ConTric-
TJorin The vATed STATes. PxubliciY owuns More. ThAn Jo 7,
| PeccenT of The Cor PorATion STock CoreciVic mMANASes NeAcrl
S&VenTY (78 FACITies Aracernd The NATIo 7, Rnd S PP Ts

_CorrecTion And RehAbili TATION,
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

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

OPINIONS BELOW

[X] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at App@ndizg_[f\*_,t_‘o
the petition and is

[ ] reported at ;or,

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

[X is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix Bt
the petition and is

[ J reported at v ; Or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
P4 is unpublished.

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The 6pinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; Or,
[ ] 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[ ] is unpublished.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,
[ ] is unpublished. T T




JURISDICTION

[Xl For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was , l ) .

[X1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including 11/ A - _@ate)on NJAT T T "7 (date)
in Application No. A

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

[ 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

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

appears at Appendix

[ ] 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).



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

28 4. S. C.A.3LIoT

(A) EXCePT As 6Therluis ¢ Provided 1 This SecTio n,
no APP&A(EL\A” !Dfi NS AnY JodS MenT, Ordecr or Qlecr_gg
tn An AcTion, ST or Proceeding oF A civil NATure

before A CourT Of APPCAls for ReViec) Lunless NoliCe

ot APPenlis Fi'/(id; LWIThin Thi cTY dAYs AFTec The EnT-Y of
Such deﬁl’nexﬁ/ arderosrdecsrec,




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

CAFTicle ITL.3 2 of The ConSTiTTion ExTends The dudicial .
Pocver” of The uniTed STATes To onlY CAses And ConTrovecSies”
AT The SAme Time, ConGr eSS hAs GrAnTed The CowrTs of APPehls
JurisdicTion oF APPeRIS From All f1nAl deaSions of The DISTACT -
Cowris OoF 7712- uniTed STATeS, 28 (. 5.C.5 2107 (N Af 155u¢-v\r\<._cs_ N
WheTher The noTice of APPeAl is Considered T:’me)_‘/_undﬁr The
DocTrin e of EFw.Thble TolliNg, ThecrebY ?r,—o_,s/_;,;_l,i_o,‘j_ 77_\6 SD_( Th
CivCenT Lu:T\«xSurlSChCTmﬂ In TS CASe To ReView The DisTud)
CourTS orderdenying Leave To Proceed in formA PAL Peas.
Undec 22 ce.s.c. 312153

0N 0CTober9,20i8, The PeTiTioner Filed A 31983 cormPIAIGT

for Two Severe induries AT The lhand oF Prisoa o £F/CIAlS
() tohen Prison medicAl Provide s AdmiNisTered The tirons.
MedicATion ThAT ResulTed in seVere Indo Y, And (R Lhen The
defendAnTs sead him A milK ConTA m: NATed As An ATTemPT
To Kill hima in ReTALIATon For EXercise The FieST Amend meaT

RiSKhT T Red ress, on OCTober 12, 2018, The D ISTri; CT Cocart
focund ThRT This CAs € Does NaT Corme LiThin The. EXCePTion
Of 283 U-S.C.517U5(G). And DismisSed The cAse WiThouT Predudice
And GAVe TeoenTV- Ei9hT (29 dAYS To File A mMoTion To Re-ofen
The Chse AcComPRN ed bY Feur! PRYmreT oF The § oo Cli
1 ling 7"‘%47"'0 ConSidec The meriTs of The ComPlAy AT,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The UnTed STATeS CouweT.0f APPeAls WRs dec.ded |
An imPorTANT TuesTicn of Feder Al LR it A LAY
ThAT ConFlicTs wiTh Rele VAAT deciSions of This Caud,
SPeCiFrekily, dismissed The APPerl For LAck of JurisdicTion
holdi "G TRAT Com Pliknce WwWiTh £2107 is A mAndATo rY Jesis-
diction PrereduisiTe ThAT The CourT MAY NoT whiVe or
EXTend, The SIXTh CieCunT us Read Bowles As modifYing
Sac;Ti;iSn $Z/o01(N This InTerPreTATiONn is SimPLY 1nco crecT,
And is irceconcihble wwiTh TWs Cou Ts deCiSion In Hendec-
SonVshinseKi 562 u.5.928,131 S.CTL 1190779 )..6d 24 i59
(2011 AchhuSh Vi YL H cocf 9L r.5.5700,514Q000¢): Reed
Elsevieo Inc. V.moutamek 130 S.CT.12371299(2000)!

Thedecision of The CourTof APPehlS, I F LefT tsnReSolVed,
Wil FosTec ConTiNnued ConfuSieon In oTher STATes, Rnd Prisoneds
Proceeding Pro s< Avound The NATIon, Indeed There Is NowW A"
SPT o7 AuThoriTY AmonS The 3TATes ReSAcding Bowles
AifecT TheTinne luruT Filing deAdlines As durisdicTio Nkl

The Princi BRI 6T STATUuTorY ConsTrucTion Govern Whelhec
A STATLTo N ProVision 15 urisdicTionAl v ResTricTiNS R CourTs
_AdJudicATod Poseq in oTher Lwodds (ondreSSional inTeaT Is _
_dVsPasiTIVe, see Reed FlseVier 136 S. CT. AT 1243, 124% Bawles
YV RusSe( 551 t.5.208212-13(2007); AcbAuSh VY £ H Corf Su PrA

S U S AT SIS- 16, 9uoTins KoaTricT M RYAN $%0 s 4¢3,
452~-53 (2004) |




All indiciA of ConSreSSionAl InTenT Confirm
ThRT SecTion 2i01(R) Doesnol LimnmiT The YurmsdicTion
0T The federfl (ouLcTS oFf APPAIS, OFf ColesS< I F €SS -
LATUre CleArLY STATes ThAT A e TATion ShAll CounT
Rs JurisdicTionAl Then CourTs And LTS AN LI beduly
INSTruCTiVe. Reed ElseVier i30 S. (AT 12494, 9¢0Tin 3 |
ACbRUSh SUL LS AT ST 14, FilinS derdlne Rew CLAIM=.
PfOCCSSI h% RM/€5 Héﬂde,(SOﬂ 5¢2 .S, AT 435-3¢, 131
S. CTAT 1202-03, | , | o
TodeTermine LOhe€Ther A Tivhe Lini T 13 Juris-
diCTioNAl, This CLourt iNTuires LoheThe CoNSress hAs
CLeAclY STATed. ThAT The Rule 15 JmisdicTio Al AbseT
Such RCLeAr STATemenT Cowts Should TreAT The. ResTri ~
CTio 0 AS NondurisdrcTonil in ChArAcTe e Sede liias V
Aubucn ReS| med.cTr 133 S.CT.817.224 (2013) GuoTin g
CAchruTh SY4 LS AT 5IS-SIL, -

This Cou v has RePelTedlY C)Ar Fred ThAT NoNSTATLTo--
Y deAd kines ThAT APPeAr SolelY 1n A Cocs - Pro meelS ATed,
Rule Cannet oPerATe To dePrive A CourT ofF JurisdicT 100
In KonTeick vV RYAN SY o G5 9 3(2004): The Cou T Add Fessed
WheTher A CrediTocls LunaTi melY oblecTio nTo AdedToc's
discharSe undec FederA] RulesoF BANKruPTCY PrdCf—dgf@,
dePrived A BAnkruPrey CouseT 0F JurisdicT/ o0 To Al uvo. -

QAT TB CrediTa s 0bdecTion, ks ATC/CASY 6 L, 5 AT Y e~ 7.
The Court Concluded Th AT

The bANKruPTey CourY oF
6 TANT T0 The Cows T

The LAT< #7//nS d\d AT de Pei Ve
JaurisdieTion Id AT L/VS’-S'Z; I -
ANAIY SIS CoAS The FACT THAT N STATL <.
Pecifres ATime Lo T Foe 7//n3 A ComP/A) AT

!

6



obdecTing To ThedebTors obdecTion Id AT YY8&, ) 1 Conlles -
ding ThAT The NonsTATUuTo Y T m< i miT AT ISSu< LOAS

NondurisdicTio nAL The CouiT SPec i Tied ThAT onlY Conlress mAY
deTermine A Locwer Tederpl CoudT!s Subd ecT- MATTe r durisdic-
Ton Id AT ¥s2(¢,T ng u 5. Const. ArTE§1)~7%e_ CourT Theretoce
Reco3nized ThAT CoucT- Prescribed Ryles oF PrAcTic < And
ProCedure 7o ¢ CAses In The Teder Al dsTricT Col s And CorT's
OF APPeAls Do NoT CreATe of WiIThWDIFA W Fede cA ) dy i sdicTion
Id AV Y53

The DoeTrine of E9uiTAble Tolling Pecm iTs A Cocer T. .

Todeem A LAT< filed NoTic < ot APPeAl TimelY tunen Prin-

- CGiPles oF E9eeiTy ivoc id MAK< The RiQid APPlic ATion of
R R TRTION Per10d un FAs ¢ m:/fer‘.\L/;ﬂ et Jecsel S7AT=
DePATm enT o7 CorrecTions, /95 734 Gl , Lig(3dcirc, T (975)

\53uch CASes, The Policf oF RePos< ReflecTed bn Ly niiTAT:

ons
Pervods, desisned To ProTecTderend ANTS, S oultwerFhed b

The inTecresTsof dusSTic e TI'\AT.R?,?U'[( eVindycATion oF The

PeZiTioneer's RIIRTS BurmelT V Neco Yock CeaTrAl RR . Co. 380
U5 Y2, 4230745 | “

,E?usTAAlt,__Tolu'nﬁ 'S A LonSSTANDI'NS And luidesPreid PracTice.
ARG v 1 TATIONnS Periods 1n Fede Al STAlules Rxe PreSoa mPTiVely
SublecT T8 o ling unless Toiing weawd be. 1NconsisTenT Lo.Th
Lon3ressioNAl inTe aT. iceiin V DePACTimienT of VeTe rAas ATFAi~s
778 0589, G5~9£(1790): i1 decidng LoheTher E9CnTAL 2 Tollng
i5 AVAIEAbl< uind e A PACT: ClR ¢ STRTUTZ, Cauris oF7en Phrkse
The 1SS As theThe r The Lt TATVon ConsTyvTuTes or js
RNOKNI6TowusTo ASTATUTRe oF L, MIUTATIO NS b Whaicel, CAs <
Totind |5 AVALLALL e

on NoVemberg 2018, Me RubiSsenT A ReGiuesT To,

CorrecTioNAl ClericN] of fice s (CCO) Netue!] Foe LeIR)
CoPiesToSend 1T T The CLouwrT before Thederd | [
The Redon 25V LwAsS SenT back APPendiX |




-

on NoVermber 17,2018 mr Rubio Send AnoTher Re7u25TTo -
(ceo)dersell, And he sPeCi Fied TodAY Is mY deadline., before
(cco) Jewell ResPonded Go To The LeIAl Aide in The L L)m.»}
on Novermberc 19,2015, APPendiX p
on NaVemdber 4,20ty me Rubro h//e,d out AV\O\L\‘-C(' .
ReTurasT Lrins (€cold el el To vaRd e CoPres oF his eI A)
PAPecs, Avd vir Rulbia tohs Totd ThT(Cco) S ecoe /! Does Not

WorK TodAY, And CorrecTion A) officec C/a Lo N3 M Ad< Tiwos |
CoPres of his eAAl PAPers APPendix & _

on Novemiberis, 20)7, e Rubid defPssiTed in The
INSTTLTIONA] MATboX The NaTiCe oF A PPea A, w.messf_d
bY Pod of Ficer iYnclk. APPencl X F

‘ CONCLUSION
For The Torcﬂoma Reasons This CA5<_ IS Subdec]
To The ET7u TR e Tolling: A AdS

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: "™V1AY (13,2019




