19-7665
No.__1AN 496 UinGINAL

Supreme Court, U.S.
FILED

DEC 17 2019

IN THE OFFICE OF THE CLERK

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Kent Wilhams — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

VS.

Broolisl Guarc) ; efal,, RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

Ainth aront coort of RPPM\S . No:. [§-35587

(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Kot WOi\\\ew s
(Your Name)
T daho sﬁk corfectional covter
PO _RoX 700(0
(Address)

Tsol)Se,,, 7 daho £3207
(City, State, Zip Code)

Aone
(Phone Number) '



QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
was prisonesrs constivhional and statotory right o Potifion
and (ligious freedoms violated wWhew Zle. Distaict court

G\iSW\\.SSC‘E\ "\i.) "f?\ vsC §H%3 /aUJ §U(T c&%cx\y\s‘f‘ Jd\\ 1;)\)6(&5

for Q&\\\V\g ‘v COW\P\\/ With Yhe @orts order 7 ondego a

Department of corceckions directed "Health ScfcedmjjUhre.\afae\
to the. aims n Fhe unc/cr\‘mg soit §

RAJIoner 0s¥s this (oot P decide _/f Als r{ghf- +o P&?L;’ﬁb.’\/
onder AL it and fourteevth  Amenvdment was Violated

w]r\ui the Distnct (curT o(‘cldacl Pef;ﬁomef fO,Comsud To
on open ended, unspecified Department of corrections

N health sc.mwmg;’ then dismissed 7he suit when pefitioner
Ad et agree 1o Ccymply with 7he order. A “Health
screeng flat wos fequested by 7he defendont of fhe faw

S\)\% O\V\C\ UV\(Q-\O\)YCA '\'0 ‘\"/\‘L— (,lQ\W\,S in ‘}I\Q. SU{’Y.
And /g_r A the dsmussal of Fhe Jaw suif Violate

Pedoners T e_\\g\ou_\, Sreedams under The § rs7 AMWJmWT
ondd RLU T O h.



TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW........oveeeeeeeereeeeeseeenessessseessmssessssssessssesmssssseeeeseesssmsssseseeee e eeeeeesen 1
JURISDICTION. .....commrreveeeeeeeseeeermeeessessseseesesssseessssssesssmsssses oo sessmsesseeeeeseesmse e eeeeeemeeee oo
CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED .......voooooooooooooo.
STATEMENT OF THE CASE ... eeovoeeeeeeeeeeeeeereessseesssssssossseseseesesssssseseeseesess e eeeoeeeeseon
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT w.oovveeeeemeree oo eeeoooesosssesssseeeeeeeeeessssos s
CONGCLUSION. ...ooeceoeeevermeeseeseeesesenessssessssesseesssssessssessssesseesessssssssssesssesesmmesseeses e
INDEX TO APPENDICES
APPENDIX A o all hppend Lces nelvded

Plense. See e Appem)l)( covel

APPENDIX B

SLQLS\' “;J( on N\ om&cr l'”t”",ﬁ‘
APPENDIX C o v Slg/wf)es an appendix .
APPENDIX D K, wone.
APPENDIX E

APPENDIX F



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

CASES _ ‘
Now 2. Pet¥ionesr 1§ a Prtsor\e,( N Lclcdw.,

TroC does not provide acess o Federal case /faud

CO\%\. does not allod 1+ d be pailed 1n (o/ aon a%WQ}/J,I_-ﬁ
alled possessing lonmation about other prisoners” crimes).
Thil  atkss T courts pegram consisTs of pfm/lc)lwg $orms

ov\\}/

PAGE NUMBER

STATUTES AND RULES

RLUZ PR 42 Usc & 2060

OTHER | | ‘
TusT and  foort ccvth  Amevdmont



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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix v’ to
the petition and is

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

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

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

[ 1 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 : or,

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

[\ is unpublished.

The opinion of the N I P court

appears at Appendix _X__ to the petition and is

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




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was IV\CA/l/ 2% 2019

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

[ﬂ/ A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: QUgu'ﬁ" 29 , 2009 , 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 o (date) on __AJouURmSer S 2/ (date)
in Application No. 19 A_726 _. (last page)

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 Ju (Y c, 20/3
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

[ 1 A 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 D&L&M@L (date) on AOV. S 20/9  (date) in

Application No. L4 A_%96 .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ 1 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:
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
Yt 1l

Date: decomber /9. 20(9




