SUPREME COURT GF THE UNITED STATES

KEVIN BELTOWSKI,
Petitionen,
USCA Sixta Cin Ho 17-2473
Vs, '

SHAUN BREWER,

Respondent,

AQTLIN FOR LEAVE TO EXTEND PAzE LIALTATIONS

Peteitionen heredy moves pursuant to S,Cty Ry's 22, 33.1d), toa feave to file a
retition gonr wait 0L certionrani in excessd of the 4U-page Limitations, and states:

75 Petitioner has Aited a petition for writ of caathnaﬂi in this Count; trat.
pretition is cieardy in excess éﬁ the 40-page éimitations specified in Rufie 334204y

2 Un June 12, 2019, the Cleni netunrned the petition 4tdtingL i pant, that the
petition exceeds the £imit of 4U pages and must de cornected within 60 days., This
motion 4is timeiy Liled, welé within 15 days ol new date set fon Ziting the petition.

3. Petitionen is indigent, cannot affond counssf, and is paopaeding in pro se. Jince
the petition was returned with notice of deficiency, Petitionsa has aﬁtempied ﬁo Lind
assistance in cornecting this deficiency, however, could noﬁ avaii himsell.

4. Petltlonea dozs not own his own typewniter, The petition was prepared iy using
the Hou4¢ng3dnit typzwéitea; Lt L8 now broken and out Lonr repadnd. ftorneover, ithe
inetitution’s ne-inking program is on 4otd until a new vendor is Lound.
5y Petitioner is 8eing assisted 8y anothen inmate in typing this motion. howsvenr

he cannot and will not assist Petitioner in rReparing a new petition Zor wnit of
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ceationari, &ecﬁuae that inmate i @uég preparing his own pleadings for Liling in
a flichigan Counrt. Also., Petitioner does not tauai any othea inmate to type up his
Legat pleadings, due to the naturne of the crime fon which he is convicted.

6. Unden the c:zlzzcamz#1‘.aru:<:_4,i there is no way for Petitioner to paepdae a new petition
£or wait of certéionani at this time, and be able to timely fife within 60 days of
the deficiency notice. | |

7. When Petitionen filed his plradings in the fowen federat courts he was represented
by counsel who did not dring out a Large portion of the facts supponting Petitioner’s
claim of Aeli-deﬁanée claims, and therefore the federai district count and Sixth
Cincuit did not address all of the claims.

8. Petitionen was as concise as possidle in the petitio¢h and shoutd not fe
pénaéized dacause he does not have the necessany shibis to Be mora conclie. Sz2e Hainesd
v, Keanen, 404 U 5l9h520 (1972 ) ineversing dismissal of pro se civii action chaélenging
centadin inteanal discipline).

9. Moreovenr, *[s]anctions such as £iting Lindits, refusals to waive Lees. dismissals,
and awaad'oﬁ costs may Linterfenre with the right of access to tha counts and with the
alility to assert constitutional protected Lilerty interests.” Thenzfore, they may
not de imposzd upon a pac se prisonern (itigants without finst afiording them

rudimentarny due process. See flornissey v Bnswenr, 408 LS 471, 481 L1972); latihews

vy Eldanridge, 424 US 319,.334=35 [i1976 .

10., The fact-intensive character of tra case callds fon attentive neview of the
record., including an overalbl paciiminary examination and iriaf transcript that auns
oven 1,800 pages.. much of which is refevant to the self-delense claims and had to
le included in the petition.

71, 7The Count has authonity to grant feave to fife a document .in excess of the worid



and page £imits. See S.Ci. Ry33410d)0"For goad cause., the Court on a Justice may gaant
Leave io Libe a doéument 4in excess of the word Limits, A4ut application fon feave is
not fLavored.* ); SuCtyy R's 22,33.14d ) Lorn of application fon Leave to file petition
in 2xcess of page Limits) exéept in "most extraoadinany ciacum@tanceé.” mot.ion mitst

be Liled within 15 days hefore filing date fox retition,” ). |

124 In INS vy Elnamly, 518 US 1050 [1996), the Count granted fLeave to file petition

in excess bi 20 pages. ILn Centrat Jernsey Lndustnies, L[nc. v. lUnited States Ry Assoc.,

468 US 1222 1984, the Couat granted *[tjhe application fon feave to Libe a statement

a4 Lo juaisdiction in excess of the page Limitations,® provided that *the statenent

does not exceed 40 pages.” See lnited States . Booken, 542 US 946 (2004 jliapptication

£orn Leave to a2xceed page Limit granted fon 4¢nﬁy briel); United States v. Fanlan,

542 US 956 (12004 )lisane ).,
13 The clains .in the petition have merit, and if the Count does not grant this
motion, Petitioner wifl de procluded fron Liling and Bring constitutional violations

to the Count’s attention.

[4. The defective petition is a totad of 57 rages, whdlcia makes it Z/ RLG2A Oven
the Limit.

For atll the fonegoing, Petitionen ask the Count to ailow hdim to Lide the petition
£or writ of centionrani in axcess of 40 rages, and set a new date for filing the

retition.

Respectfuily suimitted,,

Hevin Beltowshki #302241

Patitionen, pno sz

4. Robent Cotton Connectionat Facility
3500 Wy Eém Street

dackson, flichigan 492017

Dated: Juty 6% 2019



