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fKl TH£
supreme: court op the. united stages

DOUGLAS JACKSON
P£TmeMit££,

Klo.
HON.V

LEAH &EREAN ET AL 
&eSpt3vjDk=MTS. /

/

PETIT I ON _FQR yM?2T Qp CERTiDAARj

(^e^TiCNS PRESENTED

J-* WHETHER. 'THE U*S. COURT OF APPEALS AND U.S. DISTRICT COURT 
DECISIONS CONFLICT \AJITU TH£ FORMULATION DESCRIBING

RET\UATION CLAIMS vMITHiN THE U S. CIRCUIT COURTS.

Tf „ WHETHER vHE U.S. COURT OF APPEALS AND U S. DISTRICT COURT
Decisions conflict inith the O.S. Supreme court's Decisioms 
regarding illiterate 

access of the courts^
INDIGENT SEGREGATED PRO SE INMATES7

nr. whether defendant leah Berean,. interfered with 
Petititoner's access of THE COURT bURlNG THE APPEAL 

STAGE OF THE PROCEEDINGS 8M HER MISCONDUCT,

IEl. WHETHER THE O-S. district COURT CREATED AN l£QUAL 

PROTECTION BIGHTS ISSUE ITSELF 8M ITS RULING .

I



3C. \MMETHEJ2 “THE DISTRICT COJ&T IkJTENTlOMAUJH ABUSED ITS 

CbiSCRETIGM DURlMG ITS SCREEN IMG &M GO IMG OUTSIDE “PM1S.
DE20RO AT THE. PLEADING STAG IE. OP THE PROCEEDING THEREBM

Gnimg the: appliance op Bias.

"ar. \N NETHER THE. DISTINCT COURT 1 NTEN1T I CM ALLS ABUSED 

iTS DISCRETION] BM DEEMING THE PRO S£ LITIGANT'S INITIAL 

MOTiOKl P0£ INJUNCTNE REuep AS A Ml O^S.C. % 1*183 COMPLAINT,,

3nr„ \MHETHQ> THE. DISTRICT COURT IkJTEMT IOMALt-H ABUSED 

Di SOREST ION BH CONSTRUING PETITIONER'S
ITS

PRO St MOTION
POR CONSIDERATION AS A MOTION -to ALTER 02 AMEND JUDGMENT
UNDER Rule S*i ("g,).

\i



i |a nc PAP-nt^ ^

LAW LI8GAI2WM L.64M 6££EAM 

Dl£R£KUMWT -APPeU-Hlf

L£S PABJSU, VJA&OE.M

DE-FeMDAMT- APP£J_Lt=E
; **
i

Dii2fc£70i2. Op MICi-llGAKl bfc=P*Ai2"TMi£WT 

OF <£OR££OTtOMS W£iCM £. WASHIW&70K]

fo&TEW&MsTf — APPfc^LUZE.
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TAbLE OP COMTtENiTS

OPlKltOMS BELOW

Ourisdictiom

COKISTHUTIOMAL AMD STATUTOR4 PPOUiSIOMS INUOLMEb

STA-reiMEMT op the ease

REALMS P02 <SI2AMTIM£i THE. WRIT

C-OMCLO-SiOM

iMDey. TO APPeNLme. S

APPEMDIX A

IDiSTPjLT COURT’S JAMUA2M 22, 20R OPiMiOM 

ibiSTRiCT COURT'S MARCH \% 20R OPiMlOKl AMD JUDGMENT 
biSTIRLT COURTS MAM iM, 201H ©RDEfc DENMIMG RECONSiD’ER/rfiON 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS WG\l£M6t32. \c\) 20 iM ORDER 

UNITED STATES COURT OP APPEALS DECeM6£12 l<b, 2.0R ORDER

APPENOiX B

June 8,201 e> mot ice: -to beream

J UME t2/ 20 15 MOTJCE to BEREAki 
JUNE 22, 201B LETTER TO BEREAM 

JUME 21, 2-OiB LETTER TO 6eREAN 

JULH % 20 18 

JUL4 3, !C)iS
MO TICE TO

Be ream me m o ram do n\
Depots wardem

i V



!MDfc=-X TO APPEMDIES COMT,

julm s, 20i6 Module, to BereakI

JULM S, 20(B MOTCE "TO bEPUTM WAROt£M 

JULH U, 20 i8 DUM C BS2EAM )
JULM 23, 20i8 MOTICE. TO BEREAfj 
JLULM 2S, 20(8 

AUGUST (C, 20(8 

AUGUST 27, 20(8 

AUGUST 30, 20(8 

AUGUST SI, 20(8 

AUGUST 31, 20(8 

AUGUST Si, 20(8 

September S, 20(8

BEREAM MEMO RAM bUM 

Leiieg to £>eream
LETTER -TO WARDEN! PARISH 

Sei2£/(M MEMO RAM DUNA 

CETTER TO (SERVE AM 

MO T (CE TO SERE A M 

EOMPLAjNT TO V4ARDEM PARISH
MOTICE TO PARISH / BEREA Ml

APPEMbiy (L

MDOC POLICM DlPEGTlLiE OS.OS.UU PRI SOMERS# ACCESS TO THE COURT.

APP£MDh( Tb

APRIL 2, 201q 

SEPTEMBER 1C, 20 (S
Beream x Memorandum.

kCEMP MEMO RAMDUNA

A PPEM Dl y E

2eft
AUGUST \% AFPI bAVJIT OP MICHAEL POWELL iWMATE **. qg,q234

August is, affidavit op ph am bEvnucE immate & shuoso
AUGUST 201*1 AFFIDAVIT OP MICHAEL POWELU IMMATE q8H234

V



APPtEWC>\ )C F

APRIL 2, 20iq

APRIL 20IS AFFIf^AUiT OP 

MA(2Ci4 (2, 20 (T AFFIDAVIT OP 

FeBRUARH 22, 2osq 

MAOCM 2.% 2£>H

MARCH 28, notice 

MAecH 28,20(<i 

April h, ictq 

APS2JL 12, 201 q

oUME ^ 2018 NOTICE TO BEReAN 

JUNE U, 2018 NOTICE TO &EREAN

BEREAN M EMO RAN DU N\

ANDRt OOLEMAM INMATE 4^447 

UNLLfAM B PM AMT INMATE #• 182G6S 

BEREA NNOTICE TO

LETTER TO WA2DEM ^Al2i5|~f 
TO SCREAM.

MO Tice TO MDOC DIRECTOR Heioi 
COMPLAINT TO WARDEN PARISH 

COMPLAINT TO

WASHINGTON

WARDEN PARISH

JUNE 22, 2018 LETTER TO BeREANA 

JUNE 22, 2018 SEREAN MEMORANDUM 

JUNE 27, 2018 LETTER TO Seeean 

JULM 2, 2018 MOTILE TO 

JULM Sy 2018
bEPUTM WARDEN BALL 

MOTILE TO DEPUTM WARDEN BALL 

JULM *Sy 20i8 NOTICE. TO BEREAM
JULM 23, 2018 

August il, 2018
AUGUST 27, 2018 

AUGUST 31, 2018

NOTICE TO BE2EAM 

LETTER TO BeREAM 

LETTER TO WAR DEM. PARISH 

SEREftN MEMO 12AM DuM

August 3i, 20 i 8 

August Sij loig

AUCU&T 31,. 2018 

September 3/ 2018

COMPLAINT to WARDEN PARISH 

NOTICE to beream 

LETTER TO BEREAN
COMPLAINT TO VMA120EN PARISH

SEPTEMBER H, 2018 DECLARATION OF A . B1201NN lNMATE & 3L7L27 

SEPTEMBER H, 20(8 DECLARATION Op GORDON DAVIS INMATE # HU58
September s, 201S complaint to warden parish

SEPTEMBER Sy 2018 NOTICE. TO
September io, 2018 complaint to parish

SEPTEMBER 11, 2.018 COMPLAINT TO PARISH

BEREAcM

Vi



"TO APPEMbHES COMT.

APPQ4b>|^c p £OMT.

SEPTEMBER (8, 2018 notice -ro beeleakI
i_lETTt32 'TO BEREAMSfca^TQviBvsK IT, 20*8 

SEP7EM6ER 20, 20 i 8

octo&£e h, , 2018 noticel to bepeam
OCTOBER n, 2018 NOTICE -TO

NCniCtE 'TO Bfc32i=?VM

BEReftM
OCTOBER \% 20(8 

October 2S, 20 (8 

NOVEMBER 2,. 2018 

NOJEMieeg g-, 2018 

NOIEM&ER 12, 2018 

MAM I, 2018

OOMPLAlNT TO WARDEN P/\12\SM 

AOMIMtSTP/T7lUI£ ASSIS7AMT MEMOR/WOUM
Mo-noif: to Bereakj 

NOTICE. TO . 8Q2tf7\Ki 
NOTICE. to &£Rj£AN

MICHIGAN SUPREME OOOI2T CjMSC) ORDER G&pu£ v. (st483)
JUKlE 21, 20i8 8ARA04 CIRCUI7 COURT ORDER. £jall$6m v. NiDOCy Mo. |L )

P=B'«2UAi2M 13, 201*3 U*S, DiSlRlCT COJRT ORDEJ2 Cjaclscm

MAI2H ^ 20IT U,S. DISTRICT COjRT ORDErC jAOOm V. eASTIMM, No, 2: Ifc-cv-fl,) 

MABOy 12, 201T MICHIGAN COURT OF APPEALS^COA) ORfeER (| m R6 JAO^, Mo. 33<?1 in) 

MA2CU i2, 201T OOA OKDER ( PifDPLE v. JACL30N, No. 3420TS)

October (T, 2018 affidavit of douglas ct/vclscn

SAMPLE of SMALL PRINT! MA7S2IAL.S B<32EBN PROJIDED PETITIONER \MV7V1 

VARIOUS HEALTH CARS REQUEST AMD (RESPONSES .

v/ FELICIANO, No. 2:n-CM-Tl)

Appall* q

sum 2S/ 20i8 motile of intent to com duct an ADMINI<Tl2ATWE. HifAl2iM^(M0l) 
JULM IT, 201S LEGAL PSOTOOOPM DIS8UI2SMEMT AUTHORIZATION FORM CCS J~(<>02)
JULM 23, 2018
JUlH \% 2018 DISBURSEMENT authorization form C cap-8T33

m.o.i

Vil



i MD£X TO APPt£MDil£S £oW7.

APPiaMbix: H

CTOMPlAfMT
AFPIDAJIT op foOUGLA S jACSCSOt^X IM SUPP612T OF OOMPL/HNT

* * «
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1M THE

Supreme court op the omiteid states

'Perrj'TiOM for \mrit of certiorari

PETITiOMEe RESPEATFULLM EM TREATS THAT A WRIT OP 

CERTIORARI ISSUE TO REVIEW THE jObOMEMT BELOvM «,

APiMlflMS RpiaW

FOl2 CASES FROM FEDERAL COURTS l

THIS. OPlN/OM OF THE UMiTED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

AT APPENDIX A 'TO THE PETIT!CM AND IS UM pUfcUSHED „
APPEARS

THt=. OPINIGM OF THE UMITED STATES DiSTRicT COURT APPEALS 
AT APPENDIX A_ TO THE PETITIOM AMO \& UM PUBLISHED,

viU^isrMCTinNJ

the Date om which the omcted states court 

DECIDED MM CASE WAS NOVEMBER \% 20 ( ^

FP2 REHEARING WAS DE.INED BM THE UMiTt£D STATES COURT OF 

APPEALS OM THE FOLLOWING, DATE ' bECEM8'Ei2 10, 2.0\<i f AMO A 

OOPM OF THE ORDER DENMlMC REHEAQiNS APPEARS AT APPENDIX A

OF APPEALS
A TiMELM Petition

X



- 60M STTU —AJND STATU70I2M DRO/ISIONS iNMOt-VlED

FIRST AMENDMENT

CONGRESS SHALL. MALE KiO LAW RESPECTING AKl ESTABUSHMBNT 

OP RELIGION, 06 PROHIBITING THE FREE EX ER.C1SE THEPF OF * 

ABRIDGING 'THE. FREEDOM 6P SPEECH f OR OF “THE PRESS? OR 

THE RIGHT OF THE PEOPLE PeaCEABLM TO ASSEMBLE, AMb TO 

PETITION 'THE GOVERNMENT Fo£ A REDRESS OF GRIEVANCES

OR.

FOURTEENTH amendment

All Persons Bprn or naturalized. iN the united states and 

SUBJECT TO the: jurisdiction there of are citizens op the 

United states and op the state \n here in them Reside . no 

STATE SHALL MALE OR ENFORCE ANM LAW \NHiCH SHALL ABRIDGE THE 

Privileges or immunities of citizens of the united States® 

nor shall anm state Deprive anm Person op life , liBert4,or 

PROPERTMf VJITHOJT Due Process of lain* inor denh to An4 

Person within its jurisdiction the equal protection op the laws 0

XI



5rr/ngKAv=MT op -rug. case

AT All times Relevant -to -this action, Douglas JAccson.
( ILERElNAAFTER*1 PETITIONER*' )t 

CORRECTIONAL FACH-VTM C ECf)
WAS INCARCERATED* IN THE GALS

tM MANISTEE, MICHIGAN. PETITIONER. V-tAD 

ARRWED At ECF OM MAM Si, 2018 . THE MAMED DEFENDANTS &SS.AM,

AH ENTIRE CAMPAIGN OF RETAU ATORH HARASSMENT /WD ONI SEPTEMBER
IM, 20161 ACTIMG P&D SE:' FlUCD A MOTION Foe |KkjUNCTIVJE RELIEF AGAINST 

ALL DEFENDANTS . NEARLM 'TVMO MONTHS LATER PETITIONER, ACTING 

CiNiL PlGHTS COMPLAINT PURSUANT TO Ml U.S-C. § P83.

OMER PETITIONER^

P/20 set filed a

WHICH VWAS bOCiCETED AS AM AMENDED COMPLAINT

1NSTI2UCTICNS TO THE COURT AND HIS OBJECTIONS TO THE. CONTRARY,

DURING ITS INITIAL SCREENING* THE bi STRICT COURT DISMISSED
U OP THE IH NAM£b DEFHsiDANTS \M ITHGUT PREJUDICE . ALLEGING CLAIMS 

AGAlNST THEM WERE MISJOINED. Obi MARCH \% 201% DURING ITS SECOND

Screening the District court Dismissed the Remainder of the
COMPLAINT WITH PREJUDICE
On April, i, 20 !<%
MOTION for RECONSIDERATION

FOR FAILURE TO STATE A CLAiNA.
THE DISTRICT COURT FILED PETITIONER'S PRO SE

ccf Mo. ZS/ which was denied ons 

Petitioner fileco notice of appeal,
|M THE

UMITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THtE. SOTTI-i CII2LUIT C U>&.C0A) 

On NOVEMBER IS, 20iq/ THE

op the District court* petitioner's motion for rehearing,
VMAS Dv~NIE(b DECEM&ER 18, 2o!H .. THE

/
MAH IS, 20 IS * On MAM 23, ZdS, 

OnI 1^424,20(3, Petitioner filed notice of /Appeal

Co A AFFIRMED* THE JUDGMENT

US. CO A ISSUED A 

CERTIORARI REDUESTEJD -MAM DATE ON DECEMBER. 2L, 201A «

A^UMEMT x

THE U-S . COURT OF APPEALS AMD U S. DISTRICT COJR.T 

DECISIONS CONFLICT WITH THE FO RMULATIOM DESCRIBING

Petaliatiom claims vmithim the u.s. circuit courts.

-l-



Tl-tiS CASt PEi£SEKiTS A CONFLICT V1I1H THE U.S.COA FOR 

"The: SltfTH CIRCUITS OWKS DECISION IN THADDEUS - X V. Blatter , 
i~IS P.3D 378, 344 £<eTM CiR iMqq )Cen BANklX A PRIMA FACIE

CASE. FOR FIRST AMENDMENT RETALIATION ENTAILS THI2.i£E
Plaintiff Par tic pa-ted iN constitutional - protect e/p activith * 

^(z) "THE. DERavCANT "TOOK AM ADVERSE ACTION AG»AiNST THE PLAINTIFF 

LI LELM TD EH ILL A PERSON OP OROiNAt>4 FIRMNESS*

ELEMENTS %

/

FROM ENGAGING IN 
THE protected conduct;. and (b) there is a causal connection 

Between elements one and TWO — THAT IS, THAT THE ADL1E2SE 
ACTION WAS NAOTIUATE A LEAST IN FART 84 THtE. PL/i'NTlFF’s PROTECTED 

CON DUCT. THA DDEUS - X v. BLATTER SuPRA, II),

CL. PROTECTED con putt

Petitioner’s verified complaint and affidavit, has force and

EFFECT Fas EVIDENTIARM PURPOSES. SEE WILLIAMS V, lTROWN\AN. q0l

fzd qoi, qos (l>th cir. i^qz) •
SE COMPLAINT MUST BE HELD TO LESS STRINGENT STANDARDS THAN

% 11HL. MOREOVER, A PRO28 LAS = 0.

FORMAL PUfAOiNGS DRAFTED 84 LAW4EPS „
°n, io(p C

estelle v Gamble, mz4 u.s. 

W HIS COMPLAINT PiTiTICNl£j2 STATED On MAM 31, ZOi8, X
ARRIVED AT ECF AFTER BEING TRANSFER-EJb FROM IONIA CORRECTIONAL
FAciuth Ctcp) WHERE T WAS ALSO BEING DEPRIVED OF MM 

CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT TO ACCESS THE COURTS „ ON APRIL 2G, 2018,
Petitioner had filed jacicson \j. powell^u,^, District court case

Klo. i“ j8-CV- OO4 Wp^ AGAINST THE TCP PRISON OFFICIALS^ E.CF No. .1 .

• o •/

On t-EBRuarm d, 20(6, Petitioner filed jacicson si. KOVCICO ET AL
U,S. (DISTRICT COURT CASE KJo- 2“ i0~cv- OOOIS/ AGAINST BARAGA 

CORRECTIONAL PACiUTM PRISON OFFICIALSE.CF No- 1 . On FE&RARM 
14, 2018, Petitioner piled JAclson v, Coronado et al U.S.
District court case? No. 2ti8-cv- oooiq . Ecp Mo. 1. On Fe&ruARM 

<8), 2010, PETlOWee. FILED JACICSON V. BASTIAM/VUTS. DISTRICT COURT 

CASE Mo. Z2I0-CV/- OOOIL.. £CF. No. 1. ALL OF THESE CiLHL 

RIGHTS COMPLAINTS ARE AGAINST MICHIGAN PRISON OFFICIALS.

-2-



1(S» THtE. BASTiAM CASE- TH4£ COJOTT Oi2Di£K.t=D> Si£P\AC£l OW JUME. 

*S/ 2jOIB» tECF Mo. S® lM Tl-ifcE. COQQMAbQ fcET Al-y CASE T H£ COURT 

Of2Di32fcJb oERVJICE. OM JOME. IM, 20(G>. E.CF Mo. Co, \jsi ~n-U— \CO\C\CO 

ET AL., CASE -THE CoUCT ORDERED Ci~p\IU ■- OM JUM|~ \% 20 IS „ ESP 

Mo. j3. bEFENOAMT U=AH Be.£fc£$M, MAbEL -THE. COPilES,

\T IS \MELL fcESTABLfSHi£Jb "THAT PIE/SOMERS HAVItE A COMSTiTOT!OMAL

PiCHT CP /Access to -the: courts. ttiaddeus- *. Supra, 1 Ts F3D AT 3Mi 

citimg, lewis v. casem# ^ie> u.s. sh3 07%); bpumls v. smith t 4S0 u.s. 

817, 62i -2H (mn).

PETITIOMEI2fS COMPL/l/MT ALSO SH6WJS THAT HE PPOPERE4 FILLED 
<Sl2it£VAMCfcS ^ e.CF/20iB/OL/t3q6/'28S,/ /IGAiMST &021EAM.

A PR/SOMtR HAS AM

PPfSPki OPF/C/ALS OM HIS OWM Be.HALF „ SEE HtEIRROM v. HAiSIRi soM . 2.03 

F3D MIO, HIS ( OTH C\Q, 2000) ^

fc=W COMPASS THPi£ATi£Xi(M6 TO FjL£ A APliAAM/ E 

DMT P, SuPP. 2b 620. 63M ^ £_.b. MICM. 2007 ) » 

pi2D S£ LITI6AMT \aJAS EMOAAEJb \M Pi2DTECTEJb COMbUCT.

UM DISPUTED PlSHT TO FiUE. GRlta/AMOES AOAiMST

THE PlEHT TO File Gi2lBJ/W6i£S

CAWESl v. Dolce, 
THIC ILUTEJ2/YTE IMDiAEMT

b* AiDV/ERSEl ACTiOM

InI the FIRST A MEMO MEM T COMTE.XT, AM ACTiOM IS *' AD\Ue£Se! 

iF IT \MOJLD CHILL 012 SlLiEMOE A PiEPSOM OF GRDiM/VGM Fi£fv\MEjSS 
PFOM i~>a=i2Ci.SIM^ THE PI6HT AT STALLS . CT2. POP p>ici- 

ISegQlEM^ I k\s .
gryj cae

M- ClTH OP SPR/MCSORO, MTT F2>D 007 62.2 C G7H
THADDEUS - * ns F3D AT 377). THE Et£Vlfc=.LE£ F 

HARASSMEMT NVEEDiED TO SATISPM THIS S7AMDAI2D (S MOT STR4MGVEN7
,HOL2EM!ig V. CvTM OP jvUsivy&HiS/ GZ1 F3b SI2, <524 C G7I4 CII2. 2010 
AM LEMTIRe CAM PA 1 AM OP MARASSMeMT * /

MAM Be SUBSTAMTIAL 1m GROSS .

CiR. 2007 3 C CITING

fS ACTfOMABUE BECAUSE. ST 

THADDEUS -x ns FSD AT 378 
CKXTIMC, J3APT V. TEL POLL, EHl F2D G22,62S ('7TI4 CM. IM& 2).

-3-



various negative consequences a PLAINTIFF PleADS mam

AMOUNT "TO ADVEI2SE ACTION WHEN ODMSlOa>£D IN Ti-ie. AG.GRE GAT £ „ 

CRiPBlN V. BERGlfUIS, Mo. ii~ iM&'7G, 20IU U-6. DiST. LEKIS 3MH2I, TOIL WL 
UUS62G, AT^G C £<0. MiOI. 26iG) ("'THE. fNbiUlOuAL IM6IOi£MTS SUFFERED 

6M PLAINTIFF AB£ SUFFICIENT -TO CONSTITUTE Afs\/w?.$g ARTIOM WMlsN 
CONSIDeRis^ |M THE AGGREGATE1').

On June 22, 20(6, Defendant G>erean told appall amt * ;i

MADe COPIES OP MOUR COMPLAINT, &JT DON'T EXPECT TO RECEIUi£ 

ASSISTANCE FROM ME aR MM LEGAL WAITERS AS LONG 
SUITS AGAiMST DEPARTMENT efv) FOLME ES ,*

THAT'S NOT HER BUSINESS, HiS LEGAL AFFAIRS.

*X'\I£

As Moo File 

APPELLANT TOLD feEREAN
BEQGANi REPLIED

GRIEVANCE THAT MOU' lAJPOTE AGAINST ME IS MM BUSINESS. MOU'LL GET 

MO HELP P120M US.

THE

As EVIDENCE op BEREAnj's RETALT ATOj^M ACTS
Appellant submitted anoune 8, 20<8 no-tagi-zed MOTice; a JUNE

TO THEf2, 20f8 NOTICE; AND JUNE 22,2016 NOTAiZizED LETTER /
district and u.s, coa/ as them accompanied HiS CONIPLAIMT 
Gerean. ( review welne; co(nh&: c/22.(18 pccomlnts^
iE>cMiBIT/APPt£MDlX JL)

AGAINST
Attached as

"THE DOCUMENTS IN APPENDIX B DEMONSTI2ATE SEREANi's
Refusal to pqcvi de appellant 

PRESENTED Fl20N\ Phmsicallm 

identifm the Pleadings TMA7 he

actual

MELP AT A TIME WHfcEN HE WAS

ATTENDING the LAW LIBC/JCM, AMO
needed help with, Appellant's

me ASKED &EEEANCQMPLA/NT ALSO REVEALS THAT ON JUNE 2G, 2016
when vmculd she ppcxiide him vahth THE REQUIRED LEGAL WRITER 

FOB PREPARATION OF LEGAL (DOCUMENTS SO THAT HEASSISTANCE

Could meet Filing deadlines, see APPenddc 6. 

Petitioner - APPellan7 ®
BEREAM TOLD 

MOU'ME COT SOME neraje . moo filed

lain SUITS Against PRISON S /AFF AND (GRIEVANCES AGAINST N\E.
MOUB INTAKE File ( LEGAL WRITER INTAKE COMPUTER FILE.) WAS

HOU WAVE. MM ANSWERRIGHT ABOUT MOOf CO $>IT IbOWN JACKSON. 
BUT MOU MM NOT LIKE IT."

-4-



OkS JUNE 27,20(0, APPE LLAMT ADD£^£>SED A LETTER TO BEI2EAM 

INFORM! NS Hi£12 OF 14/S FIUMO DEADLINE AMD THAT UBPARM ASSISTANT
COLE, VaJAS ALSO AWA2E OF THE DEADLINE, ( REMlElN Ce/27/i8 

ATTACHED AS EtfHH3iT ~) On JUNE

&I2(E/ANCe #■ £CF/20I&/ot/|SMo/28B, ACA/NST BE12EAM 

l-f/S CONSTITUTIONAL Q.J 6?H TS ^

L1ETTEI2 ,
2% 20(8, PETITIONER PROPS2LH FtLEb

FOR VIOLATING, 

B4 JUL.M 3,20(8, BiEREAM STILL HAD MOT

PI2GUIDED PETITIONER j/CJITH LEOAL WRITER HELP DiSPlTE His (2fcE.QU|£$T# 
On JULM 2, 2018,, HE ALERTED bEPUTM \N ARDEN BALL, AWCS IDENTIFIED 

"THE PLEADINGS PETITIONER NEEDED HELP PREPARING, IN A 

Notice addressed to BAU_ £ defendant) „( REVIEW 7/2/(8 LETT LEE,
NOT ACTED

APPENDIX'6^AT

iN a MEMORANDUM b/VTEL <JULM 3, 20(8 

WILL WEED TO (CNOW 'THE QAS\S
StaTkIO* 0 THE LW PROGRAM

OF 40UI$ REASON ROC (WANTING* THE 
COURT TO RECONSIDER (TS DECISION. TMiS VNAS WITH PEAACO TO THE
VtS> SUPREME Court’s .JUNE M, 20(8 ORDER. CLEH2L4 84 

BeRean's .June 2(, 201&

(4AO PASTER. (ACTUAL (NJURm) R'EvUEW 

2.) \MSTH

THE TIME

MEMO WAS SENT OUT THE FiLiNG, btADUNE

SUPREME COURT RULE 4 M • 
BHSPkEFT TO A FEDERAL HABEAS CORPUS FOLLOWING THE

UMoae ease Mo. iS(o(o83, 

\NA 4ME COUMTM
PEKTiQsSeR

MICHIGAN SUPREME COURT'S MAM 1,20(8, ORDER 

PEOPLE v. (DOUGLAS JACLSON. BEfREAU ALLE^eD, THAT
Circuit COURT CASE Wo, 0<i-00'31'1D~0\~ FC MOT E>^(ST,

WAS NEVER ABLE TO peePAPE OR FILE THE FEDERAL PETITION!, c ACTUAL
fMJUCM) REVIEW 28U-S.C. % 22HH Q)Cl^.. ( 7/3/15
ATTACf4t=D AS A°PewoiyL §j

MEMO,

Ow vJULM S, 20(8, PETHICWEC I2.ESP0W.0ED to BEKHAN'S JULM 3,20(6 

Memo and provided depth Ball motile ( review both i(she> document
appendix OwAT JULM li, 20(8, AGAIN BiERfcEA M SENT PETITIONER. 

A MEMORANDUM REPEATING) HER ER/20ME0US 12.EMAl2.vCS <w MiEe JULM 3,
'l_o( 8 naemo.C revjievn 7ln(i8 Memo, at appendix JL)

PETITIONER COMPLAINT STATES THAT ON JULM (H, ZOi&, BEREAN

-5-



REFUSED 'TO MA\Ch=. COPIES OP DOCUMENTS NEEDEb TO APPEAL-
XC MISCONDUCT HEARING REPORT DECISIONS. WHEW Mi£ ATTEMPTED

^To Resolve thle i^sue. With beREAn 5he; tolo Petitioner *
WRITE ANOTHER CRIEVANCe/ PETITIONER SAID B£Rl~AN ReT/YUATED

AGAINST ME WHEM HE R.EFUS£D> TO SIGN HIS NAME ON A PHOTOCjOPM 

authorization po^m OKl n, 2010 6M telling prison guards that 

H£ MAP A Pic PER OP HERS, WHICH HE DID NOT ,

S EARCHED f QJJ NO PAPER WAS POUND 0
i-iis ceu WAS

On viuiM 20, 20i6, Petitioner propercm fiued C&evamoe 

EC.p/‘2.i2> Itnl It 10/IMF,

CONSTITUTION AL VIOLATION„
AGAiMST &E12l=AN PROVIDING MER NOTICE OP THE

PETITIONER SAID |H= RECEIVED A 04NARM 
COPMOFA LEGAL PHOTOCOP4 DlSgLRSEMv=NT FORM Cc^-G02> DATED 

jum 1^,2018 ^UD A blS8©ESE|V\ENT FORM CCAR- 0933 „

Petitioned defused
Both porks state

TO SIGN . MOMEYIER ME SAID THAT ME DiD NOT
Defuse to sign Because. ME WAS UNAWARE. OP THE FALSIFIED FORMS 
AMfc He DIO K16-t BQSUS7 COPIES o«? GlME -THE IMR^M/VHCM on ermae

. Petitigmer’s account WAS CHARGED % 2. ‘SL. TMtE COMPLAINT 
STATtCS, BEDEAN ATTEMPTED TO GET ME TO SIGN THE WHITE AWb 

PiNiC (COPIES OP THE CSJ~ DOR AND A CoPM OP THE <2/W2-683, 

'"THREATENING TO WRITE A NOTICE OF INTENT Cn.O.t) TO CONDUCT AN

ADMINISTRATIVE HEADING./ NO HEARING WAS CONDUCTED). Ou OULMXG,2Dl&/ 
PISOPERLM PILED GRIEVANCE; & HCP/2G|©/07 / 1181 /i~f z: f AGAINST

Beream . On September n, 201s, x received the n o.t:/ dated 

OULM 2 3, 2018 „

X

REVIEW COMPLAINT PAR. 8-ID. On JUL4 23y 20 IB

A NOTA DICED NOTICE R££>UESTiNGPetitioner provided berean 

Legal writer help preparing

D^ilED THE REQUEST IN A MEMO. (REVIEW T\Z3ll6 NOTICE AND tUs/IS
Memo, attached at append la —)

LEGAL PAPERS, Okl JOLH 2S, 2CiSf BERDAN

Paragraph 17 of the complaint Reveals that on August w, 
Defewcant Berean prevented appellant from Preparing2018,

A me/imiwgpul Motion for ireconsideratigm of the u-s district

- Co’'



COURT'S AUGUST L, 2.01 B ORDER ju OACLSCN V. POWELL i£TALv d^5£ No.

1 . i6-CV- MLaL> , AND A RESPONSE TO A MOTION p=oR. 5U(V\MA2H 

JUDGMENT iM JACLSON V. PiELlOAMO ET AL., CASE No, 2.t H ~CV-T7 „ 

PETITIONER PROVIDED BtREAN WITH A NOTARISED LETTER. i DENT f=MWG
LEGAL WI2<"tt£i2 SAlD.f EMPHASIS ADDED)

TO 7H£

"THE THE: CASES AND WHAT THE
Pi£7lTI0ME2 ADDRESSED A LETTER DATED AUGUST 2T, 2018 

VjAfSOEM tEXpLAINING THE. SAME. ( REVIEW 0/JU./I8 AND B/2t||8 LETTERS,
AT APPtENiCM* —) THE FE.UCIANO CASE VJAS DISMISSED ACTUAL INJURM )

On August 31, 201 @>/ according, to the complaint/ berean issued 

Petitioned An august

BES-TI^ICTIEO FI20M
So, 2018 MEMO STATINS THAT HE WOULD &£

The L_AW LiBRARM iF ME WAS FOUND GuiLTM
iDupli cate Class it Mi nop misconduct

OF TWO

REPOTS THAT ReSoLTEQ F<2CM 
AN INCIDENT INSIDE THE LlBEARH . A HEARING WAS CONDUCTED IN ACCORD 

WITH MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS ^MDOc} POLICM DIRECTIVE Cpd)
__ _ . ^ 1* If ^

5,05, ios prisoner Discipline . the hearing officer's 

sanctions did not include 

Vajithout authoi2itm/ Berean. Banned petitioner from Access to 

THE LAW LiBRARM CT Ou AUGUST 31,2016, PETITIONER REQUESTED BERLIN 

TO PROVIDE HIM WITH ASSISTANCE PREPARING AND FILING FOR INJUNCTIVE 

Relief Relating to the do- dam

JAOCSON V. BCE/2CAN ET AL CASE No. i'. i&'O- OlOTS , ECF No. d^

HELP PREPARING AND FILING A NCIILE CF APPEAL pi2DM THE DISTRICT

IMPOSED

A BAN FROM THE LIBRARH. HOWEVER,

BAR PROM the Li 6PAM ( SEE

AND

COURTS AUGUST 13,2018 ORDER |n JAcIcSON \j. \COCICO/ CASE Mo,
OOOIS. BOTH REQUEST VNERE DirNIED, ^CAUSING ACTUAL IN JuRM) (^REVIIEW 

<Q/2o/\6 MEMO AND e>/5i/l8

21 i& - cM-

appenddc Petitioner’sletter, at

AUGUST 3i; 2.018 NOTICE. ADDRESSED TO i3EI2.EA Nx AND COMPLAINT ADDRESSED

to warden Parishy are also at appendix B for review.

Petitioner’s verified complaint with its attached affidavit 

im Support explains in more Detal the various cases \ni'th

which Berean Refused to provide v-ielp to Petitioner due to
l-HS CIVIL ACTIONS AGAINST PRISON OFF IClALS , AND CRgVANCES AGAINST

-7-



LA\M LIBRARIAN GEIRIEAN » A COURT CAN CONSIDER NOT JUST Tats

INDIVIDUAL ACTION OF A DEFENDANT, RUT TIHE. PLEASONABLM FOR£ — 

SEEA6LE CON So© 0 EN CE S OP THAT ACTION,
Mi2 P3D fccjs, 102 ^G,TU ClR. 2jOOs).

SlGGERS- EL V. BARLOW, 
in this present case, it is Berean's

OV4N VERBAL RE-MARLS TOWARD THIS PETITIONER AND i+£R SUBSEQUENT

ACTIONS VslHlCU DEMONSTRATE ~Mt~ ELEMENT OP /AbUERSITS » AW D 
BEREAn's ADViERSE ACTION INQUIR4 IS A QUESTION OP PACT FOR Tl-lE

viURM BECAUSE THEM ARE NOT SO DE MINIMIS. HOWEVER, HEIR IRE MARIOS 

AND CLOSE (N TIME DENIALS WITHOUT LEGITIMATE PENOLOGICAL Interests

AND SELF- IMPOSED SANCTION UPON PETIONER

Person op opdinarh piirmness proa continuing*

ACTIONS AGAIN ST PRISON OFFICIALS AND C»Rlt£l/ANO£S AGAINST B‘EREAN„

would deter a 

to pile civil rights

Wence, THIS WAS NOT A CONTEXT REQUIRING, A PLEADER. 
AMPUPH 14IS CLAIM /IGAINST SEREIN

TO

WITH MORE PACT UAL ALLEGATIONS
mo Sender the claims Plausible: 0 
fM3, 1^7 ^2wD Cfg. 2001).

SEE fQBAL. u HA STM NGOFED
’ - • f

\n PARAGRAPH 7 OP HIS COMPLAINT PETITIONER

cites mdoc pd os. os. iid u prisoners' access to the courts"
WHICH STATES IN REUfUANT PART,"

AGAINST A PRISONER WHO HAS FILED

% A
/ NO RETALIATION mam I3E talen

A LAWSUIT or is pursuing litigation.
Because Petitioner Does NOT HA\JE A HIGH SCHOOL. DEPLOMA OR 
GH~NEQAL t2C}U NALENcM DIPLOMA , PD OS. 03. HD 

OBLIGATED BeJREAN to PROVIDE
macates and

HiM WITH LEGAL WRITER Pi20Gl2AM
SERVICES i N ORDER 

IN A MANNER 

DESCRIBED IN f4lS

por him to WAviE Access op the court's

WHERE THE UNDERLMING, CAUSE OP ACTION IS 
MOTION poR INJUNCTIUE RELIEF C WHICH THE D1CTI2IC7

Court construed as petitioner's original complaint„ ecp No, IB 

W. 1 PAGE ID. SSLf) AND ITS LOST REMED4 SUFFICIENT TO OWE

Beream's retaliation prevented Petitioner
ROOM NAMING AN ADEQUATE OPPORTUNITY TO PRESENT HIS

FAIR NOTICE TO BEREAM.

Claims,
IN THE AeoME MENTIONED ACTIONS, FAIRL4 TO THE COURTS (BATHED

"THAN Meaning less rituads incapable of mailing fT Past the 

District court's screening or Defendants' MOTIONS FOR SJMMAR4

-8"



JUDGMENTS „ MOElfOAE2, BeRlfAW CGULD WOT HERSELF IMF&E A 50" DAM 

OR bO-DAM RESTRICTION UPOM PETITIONERS LAWJ Ll^RARM PRIVILEGES 

BECAUSE SHE WAS WOT THE HEARING OPFICEJ2 „
Pt=AD INTO Pb 0S.O3.HS " L/»VM LIBRARIES,

PART OP THE RE2DI2O BEFORE 

8Q2E7IM

"THE Dl STRICT COURT 

WHAT IS WOT THERE OR

THE COJRT; PETITIONER DlD WOT AUTHORIZE 

TO REMWE AWH FUNDS FROM HIS ACCOUNT OR 
PETITIONER COMPLAINT (PAR, /u)

oeavT- a debt.
STATICS THAT blD NOT BbDEWE

the NOTICE OF INTENT TO COM DUCT AW /ADMINISTRATIVE BEftRJNG 

UNTIL SEPTEMBER. VjTOiB AMD THAT NO HEARING WAS BJEI2. HELD,
BEARtfAN ALSO DEPRIVED PETITIONER HIS DUE PROCESS RIGHTS, 7

InJ THIS REGARD AGAiN THE DISTRICT COURT READS INTO PET!TI ONER'S

FOLLOWING) A HEARING

the funds wihrie ordered to Be disbursed fqom 
; (*>) ‘ Plaintiff had no inherent right to

Petitioner presented

COURT INDICATING) THAT Bi£. RECEIVED THOSE

COMPLAINT WHAT IS NOT THERE.* THE COURT SAMS^ 

ON I3DTH NOTICES,

Plaintiffs aocluntJ
CEFUSE to PAM FOR COPIES He RECEIVED 

NOTHING -to THE DISTRICT

COPIES,

C. CAUSAL connection

Om June ny ioi6/ Berean made her first verbal remarvc.
SEE PAR. i2 OF COMPLAINT,*

second statements ;
Berean alleged that the Michigan supi^eae

On JUNE 2G/ 2018, BeREAN MADE HER

SEE par. i3> of complaint/ On JolH 3“, 2018.
COURT STATED THAT 

DOt£S WOT 

Oh JULM I A, 2018, 

SEE PAR. |M OF COMPLAINT *

WAMWE COUNTS CIRCUIT COURT CASE Mo. 0°\-003T7 70 - p£ 

EXIST . See t/b/ib bereaw memo, at appendix b;
BEJ2EAN MADE HER THIRD REMARK

/

On JULM S 9, 2018, BtSRtfflM, low owing full well that Petitioner 
DiD MOT HAVE AWMTHIWG THAT BELONGED TO HER MAUCI0USL4 HAD HIS
CELL SEARCHED WHEN PETITIONER REFUSED TO AUTHORIZE FUNDS

-R-



BtE REMOVED FROM WLS ACSOUNt/cRETVT A DEBT pO(2 COPIES 

BE2EAN ALLESEDLH MADE . SEE PAR. IM, lb OF COM PL/VI MT 9

THIS IS SERE-An's ADVERSE ARTIOMS/ TO NAME A FEW, 
“THAT WERE MOTIVATED 6M PETITIONER RUNS CiVJIL (2.1 CUTS ACT/OMS 

AGAINST M DOC PRISON OFFICIALS , AMD GRIEVANCES AGAINST £Eei^KL 

(DEFENDANT BEiZEAN HAS MOT REFUTED -THESE FACTS, 

bib MORE THAM SIMPCH ALLE.Ce (RETALIATION Z VBRiFlED COMPLA1MT 

\/JITI4 AFFIDAVIT IM SUPPORT, ATTACHMENT'S WMlCl-i Pvt FORWARD 

A NUMBER OF SPECIFIC , NON CONCLOSORH ALLEGATION S AMD EVIDENCE 

TO WITHSTAND THE DISTRICT COURT'S SCREENING .

TO

"THE PETITIONER

A (2 Cr»U HAEM T

It. "THE U*S. COURT OF APPEALS AMD U.S DISTRICT COURT 

biECiSlOMS COMFLICT WITH THE U.$>. SUPREME COURT'S 

bECISIOkiS REGARDING ILLITERATE INDIGENT SEGREGATED 

PRO SE INMATES' ACCESS OF THE COURTS,

"THIS CASE P6l£Si£WT5 A COMFLICT WITH THIS COURT'S DECISIONS 

INJ JOHNSON v. AVERM, SS 3 US H63 O'ffcA); VWOlFP v. MC DOHMelL/
HI8 US S3S ((TTM) * fiOUMDS v SMITH, H3C US £>i7 ( |<?-?7) * IQJQP v. 

JOHNSON,. qil R2D qqc CltH ClR AH 2) ; AMD LtEUJfS V. CAS EH . S\& US 

345 C m<Js
B'ERtEAM , WAS AWARE THAT PETITIONER WAS

CONFINED IKJ SECRECATION. THSZFRjRE/ PRIOR TO MID FEBRUARH^

BeizcAM allowed the legal writer to assist petitioned

PREPARE some cMOTall) OF MIS REQUESTED PLEADINGS, BUT THERE­
AFTER C MID FEBRUAI2M) BEREA N

THE LEGAL WRITER PROGRAM, AMD LEGAL REFERENCE MATDZIAL THAT 

Petit GMEJ2 would Pequest.

\m the present case defendant- respondent

ILLITERATE AMD

stopped All assistance P120M

petitioner's VERIFIED COMPLAINT AMD ACCOMPAMMIMC,
II

X AM UNTI2AINED IN THE LAW AND DUE TOstate s:AFF| DAVIT

MO-



MM ‘EIGHTH GRADE. EDUCATION 

i=.LOQut~.NT (m fc=y.p|2^£;S<.io^^l.^,

ST/lTESt
A PINAL OPINION AND ORDER 

VUfTM A NON - POO PIT CORPORATION FDR PRIDING PARALEGAL ASSISTANCE 

"TO PRISONERS ' RtEQuRiNG TWE HiRiNG OP AM ATTORNEH 

AS A PROGRAM DIRECTOR

AT SOME TIME; THEJ2EAPTER.
CC^Ri^TlGNS C MDCC) IMPUMEMTED POUCH DiRECTTH/E (pb) OG.03.UM3 

PRiSCNQ2S' ACCESS TO THE COURTS."
ti

SECTION S. STATES IN PAI2T/

1AM ILLITERATE . -X AM MOT 

PARAGRAPH Bv OF THE COMPLAINT 

*N 1988 THE HONORABLE JUDGE RICHARD A. EMSLEM, 1 SSjeD

DIRECTING, MDGC TO CONTRACT«*»■*•*

TO FUNCTION
o o

THE MiCHlGAM DEPARTMENT OP

UNDER THE HEADING, LEGAL
i

THE LEGAL WRITER 

CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES 

WITH LEGAL ASSISTANCE ON MATTERS 

12ELA1IMG TO Tl-JElR. CQiMlN/VL CONVICTION OR CONDITIONS OP CONPlNENAEH'T. 
OmlM PRISONERS NOT JSePGESENTEE^ BM COUNSEL

EPPLZLTWIELM HELP themselves SH USING the um U8GA2M OR OTHER 

available LEGAL RESOURCES ARE eligible to qecene legal 

WRiTER PROGRAM SERVICES "

WRITER PGOGGAM”

PROGRAM PBOVIOES ELIGIBLE PRISONERS |N 

/ADMiSITlON CCFA) INSTITUTIONS

WHO AGE UNABLE TO

AT ALL RELEVANT TIMES PETITIONER WAS NOT REPRESENTED BM 

COUNSEL AND DENIED PHMS1GAL ACCESS TO T$lE LAMM LISRHRM; C2-)

THE MOOC DESTG0HE3D VTS HARDCOVER PUBLICATIONS 

MATERIALS; Cs) IN 20iM^ DEFENDANT WASHH&GTON, IMPLEMENTED 

AN ON' LiNE ELECTRONIC LAW LIBI2AGM SMSTEM WHERE A COMPUTES
is (Required and Petitioner did not have.. Review Pai2agi2A£H 2M
DP THE COMPLAINT; AND Cm) THE PAGING SSSTEM >t BM WHICH
A prisoner vmho is denied direct access C ule petitioner)

TO THE LAIN LiSRrtRM IS ALLOWED TO REQUEST THAT LEGAL MATERIALS 

Bi£ BOUGHT -to HIS CELL, CAN ONLM BE USED IP PRISONERS |CNO\N 

THE TITLE OP THE CASE AOTHCGlTM t THE UOLUME AND PAGET 

KIUM8EG . THEN THERE IS THE ISSUE OF HOUSING UNIT PRISON
Cuagds who Retaliate i3M not given prisoner their requested

DP LEGAL

-Li-



l_k££^L MATERIALS. |2EMI\£\M PA£ft£(2APHS 2S~ 27 OP THE <50MMIMT. 

HBJC£, PEL-rmoMia^’s civju_ sights 

W/li 0^1/%Uc

LA\M LI 612^.4 02 OTj-h£2 AMAILABlE

COhAPLAtMT DEMOMSTI2ATED THAT 

'TO efpeltimelH help Himself ISM (jsiMG

LEGAL I2E SOURCES .
THE

OP PD OS. 03. HU Pi20viiD£S iM PART,*'SECTION! T. /A prisoner

IS ELIGIBLE -TO &EO£lvJt£ LEGAL \M(2.|TQ2. Pi20Gf2AM SERV/IOES IP THEM 

MEET AMH OP THE FOLLOAJIMG C&ITEPlA

X- MOT MANE A V/fcJ^tPH£0> OED 02 HIGH SCHOOL DlPLDM/l..
(.EMPHASIS IM ORIGINAL.) ’TUiS IMDIGENTT PETITIOMER.

A Geid 02 Hi OH sc. hoop {Diploma* WEsiCE, theire is mo legitimate 

PewoldCpical iw-Ttaaesr for BS2k=aw, parish, and washimgton's refual

TO PiSD’OIDcE THE CLEAR LM PeQUiZtED LEGAL WGlTtf2. PROGRAM ASSISTANCE 

SO THAT PETlTIOMtfa's ACCESS OP 'THE: C0U2TS WOjLD Be MEBMIM4PUL * 

^UMD_S vjmri, So*2A, H3DUS AT ©2s(- MI£AMINGFol Access 

C.OUI2TS is 'THE- TOUCHSTOME*1 )( OuCTiNG

( rnn).

DOES mot HAMEL

TO THE 
^Sv. MOPPITT, Mil US (aOO/ (&\ l

thus, the District court, a mo court op appeals nmuoulh

|G»M042t£ES THe PACT THAT i3t=A&3Ws ACTION! IM THAT REGARD VAJAS 
ARBITI2APM AMD CAPRICIOUSXpL.MlL.VAi PD OS.03. HL, AT APPtEMfMxL ^L) 

THEREFORE:^ THE QUESTION THEM BECOMES MOT VN MET HER THE

THE UM-

&M the District

ELf WHETHER AS AM

IMlDiOeWT \LLITE2ATE p£!SDMt32 PILED 02 PREPARED 

SUCCESSFUL MEANINGLESS PLEADINGS iDEMTiPiEl^
coug tL ecPMo. 20 Pace id, mos-horU,
ACTIME CLIENT OP THE LEGAL yjRiTER. PROGRAM AT THE

*|N\e THE REQUEST \MAS MADE BEFORE SLCH PRECAUTIONS AM D 

FiLiWGS, &EI2EAM WAS REQUIRED TO PROV/IOE LEGAL \Nl2lTE2 PROGRAM 

SERVJILE THROUGH PRISONERS AT CALS COePETlOMAL PA ClLlTH (.ELF3

VJH0 HAD SUCCESSFULLY COMPLETED THE LEGAL \/\Ji2.ATER 
TRAINING PROGRAM AMO \MAS ASSIGNED SM ECP AS PETITIONERS

SuRELH SUCH A TRAINED PRlSOMEe VMOULDLEGAL \aJI2(TER .

— 12.—



MAvJfcL TO STATE. THt_ UMDERLMIMG CAUSE OP ACTIOM AMb
ITS LOST fREMEPH ' (.2.) WHAT

DeTERMiMC WHETHER A COLORABLE. CLAIM fc=;KiSTED„
THve: lA\M WAS iM oPC>i£2. TO

THE DISTRICT COoRT PREv/EMTED BEReaM FroIM E'XPLAIM (M
kimm she refused to provide: le&al writer sqzmj ce .
■JOHMSPM \J, /kJEl2H, SupfiA, 3T3 OS AT M6“T,. TMiS COOPT SAID*'

STATE AMD ITS OFFICERS MAM MOT ASRlDOE OP iMPAlR P£Ti'rinM^?< 5
RiCHT TO APPLH TO A FEDERAL doURT POP A WRIT OP HAt^fAS OOP PUS ID 

\AE£.iE/ SERieAM A&RiDEb OP IMPAH2ED PET1TIOM E P S R|<^HT

|M

the:

OP ACjOE5S
TO «Htr. COU'2TS , THv££>i~. 8A iMPiMCdHO OM HIS FIRST AMD F0URTEETA4 

AMEKlOMENjT RIGHTS. |m TURMER V. £/|FLCM, M&2 US 1&, Q°\ (|T2n) THIS
court held that % prisonj reculatiom that imputes om 

COMSTsTUTIOMAL Rights
1 m mates

IS VA1LD (fp iT is RCA60MA8LH RELATED TO<8 « O

LECTIMATe. PENOLO 4/CAL INTERESTS*

lM PLTf0ME2S CASE THE COURT WAS UMA8UE TO FA1RLM \~ VMLUATE
THE COt-4 STJTU'TIOMAL ReASPMABLEMESS OP BB2.t=nM'S ACT IOM BECAUSE 

SHE WAS MOT RESUMED TO AMSWEJ2 POP HEP [MPiMOEMENT uPOM THE 

PETITIONER'S CONST! TuTfOMAL |2iOHTS. germanef is stream's
ReTALIATOPM V/E126AL STATEJAEMTi' TOWARD PETlTiOMER AS SHOWN]

A0CME |M A®G,uMt=NT X . THE CZ0UI2T OF APPEALS tM ITS MGNEMBER
Although jaocsdM has providedl%20l<T ORDER STATED,,

LJTI6ATI0M THAT WAS Ai_L.ECEDLH HAMPERED BECAUSE oP 

OP A LECAL WRITER OR LACK OP ACCESS TO 

FAILED TO DBMCMSTRAtE THAT HE .SUFFERED AM ACTUAL IMJUI2.M

Because he failed to describe his umoerlmin^ claims or to

it
LIST OPC> .. —

DEMI ALt> m +

THE LU3I2AR4 , HE HAS

ASStEJ2T TUE1I2 MON—PRwOLITH .

HoWEMEB, THE COMPLAiMT STATED THAT PETITIONER WAS TOTALLT 

OR PUMCTlOMALLH ILLITERATE / WHOSE EDucATIOMAL ATTAIN M\EMTS ARC 

SUCHT f AMD LEc^AL ICMOWUED^E |MTELL|CtEMCE IS LIMITED * THE 

COMPLA/MT FURTHER. Stated 'THAT HE HAS PROBLEMS ARTICULATIM 6 „

-



PARAGRAPH OP THE COMPLAINT STATES,. DEFENDANTS C 8»=12HAn) 

A\Zt~ NOT CONFORMING "TO CONSTITUTIONAL. MfMiMA 

REASONABLE RELATED LEGITIMATE PENOtOGl CAL
WITHOUT A VALID 

INTEREST. PARAGRAPH L,.
OF THE COMPLA//VJT STATES,

FiBST^ £f^HTM ^ AMD FDU2TEENTH AMENDMENT 

Dt£ PRlUlMG, ME THE "TOOLS

'•T AM BEING DEPRIVED OF THOSE

rights . 6EREAN, ARE
, TO , ATTACH MM SENTENCES .... AWO 

CHALLENGE CONDITIONS OF MM CONFINEMENT BM PRESENTING 

INT£RFt32.iNG WITH NONPRiVCsLDOS OLA IMS |N 

PARAGRAPH L&O IDENTlFN/ THE: AOTIOMS WITH 

RtEMIEW PARAGRAPHS AMD |0V ALSO.

His Litigations non-fpnoutm.

f1 o «

#■* o

And/oR
the: following* actions.

NONFRIVOLOUS CLAIMS. 
THE Pe.MlTiON\=12 DID ASSERT

iN WOLFF V.

THE tRiGMT OF ACCESS 'TO 

PREMISED, IS FOUNDED fM "THE.

THAT NO PERSON WILL BE

the. judiciaqm allegations concerning, violations

HENCE, it is B£Ri=an's Intentional

LbuGA L WRITER TO ASSIST PETITIONER

MClDONMcll h i 8 US S3M 57M , THIS COURT SAID 

the courts, upon which was

Due Pi20cESS CLAUSE AND ASSURES 

DENIED the OPPOI2TUNITM to PRESENT TO

of fundamental
constitutional rights. 
To ALLOW THE

REFUSAL

PREPARE
MiS CllUic RIGHTS COMPLA/MT

,M ISOLATED, SEGREGATION 

Segregation Petitioner 
Claims . C emphasis added)

AND RELATED APPEAL. while: I4E 

THE ILLITERATE

underlsun <S

WAS
IS WHAT CAUSED 

FROM . DESCRiRiNC WiS

BEKHAN SNTENTIONALLM REFUSED TO CCMPLM WITH THE CONSTITUT1GN4L 

STAAJ(yil2DS MADATED IN SOUNDS v. SMITH, SUPRA H3D US AT 828.
C WE HOLD..., THAT THE FUNDAMENTAL CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHT* OF ACCESS 

TO THE COURTS REQUIRES PRISON AUTHORITIES TO ASSIST INMATES

IN THE PREPARATION AND FILING, OF MEANINGFUL LEGAL PAP ELS 8M

peov/iDiNQ prisoners with
TRAINED IN THE LAW.)

ADEQUATE assistance from persons 

In petitioner’s CASE IT IS APPARENT 

THAT THERE IS AN ACTUAL CASE OR CONTROVERSH PURSUANT TO

* A **

- VM -



"TO article XCL op the: united States constitutiom
Do TO TMfcE BOUNDS VIOLATIONX£#/

TRAINED ffvl THE LAW R/HSlWC, HiS

MOvAJEVIER

D*£KJ(/1L OP ASSISTANCE: R20M PERSONS

Oi-AfN\S IM THE FIRST INSTANCE, 
PtL-rniOMEfi SIMPUS W/1& UWAwffig -that He w/ss aajuic^ -TO 

DescfiiBE ALL OP HIS UNOERLMlNG CLAIMS., Due TO MIS LACJC OP LEGAL 

ILUTHBflCH, AND ISOIATS* Si£&ee<^-TIOM . *-T THE TIME 

P&I02 TO PREP^jNG AMD PiF|N£ HIS CiVJlL. COMPLAINT HE HAD SJO 

jCNOvMLeDOfcE, APPRE HEM Si ON OS CO M PREM ENS i OM OF ^ CHKISTOPhw? v

HAR3UR4, US MOS C2002), BE.REAN, INTENTIONAllM REFUSED 

TO PlSO T15CT PETITIONER^ RIGHT 

Dfc=PRiVJING HiM ALTERNATHJe. SOURCES 

.BOUNDS, 5uPi2A, 4 30 US AT ©17.

TO ACCESS TO TH£ COURTS 64 

OF LE^IL kWCHN LEDC E . SELL

^N FACT <JCWM&>k( WAS UMAMIMOUSLH EXTENDED TO CoVJER
ASSISTANCE. IN Cl Vi IF EIGHTS ACTIONS, SUCH AS THIS, IN \NOLPf U. MC DONNELL. 
SUPRA. SHMiL/'QLH, BEC/USe PETITIONER WAS UNABLE TO TO DESCRIBE,

ob aware that he MUST DESCRIBE HiS UNOERLMlNG CLAIMS, HvS 
OCMS-mUTIOMAL (BIGHT TO HELP, REQUIRED* AT FEAST ALLOW (MB, 

ASSISTANCE: PROM HIS LITEJBAtE FELLOW LEGAL WRITER. CONVjlCTHD FELONS.

the QUESTION, THEM BECOMES, WHETHER THE ACCESS RIGHTS OF THE.

I KJDJGENT, ILLITERATE, ISOLATED S EC Re GATED PRO Si£ PETITIONER WtSRE 

VIOLATED WITHOUT ADEQUATE JUSTIFICATION 

AM ACTIVJE CLLitzMT OP THE LEGAL WRITER PROGRAM. BEREflN,

JUST DEPRjvjSb HIM ASSISTANCE FROM SUO-1 PROGRAM PREPARING AND 

PILING THE CLfV/IL BIGHTS COMPLAINT AT ISSUE BECAUSE BEREAM IS 

IDENTIFIED AS A DEPENDANT. THUS, THE LOWER COURTS** JUDGMENTS 

ARE UNREASONABLE BECAUSE THEM CONFLICT \NlTH JOHNSON, SUPRA AND

wolpf, supra . the District court admitted <SOiwg outside the 

Record pop its finding that beream did not mavie to provide. peti-hower

Petitioner, was actuallM

HELP PREPARING THE DOCUMENTS fM ISSUE. ECP Wo. 21 PAGE\0.4L>4. THE 

Court SAfP-i> plaintiff is a pgoupic filer cp grinewmces; 2.) BeRean \w/is
feNTiTCeD TO ISSUE /\M UUI2£i'TiSlCTtf.U Uf3*2m2M S/W j &) PDLLOVvilMC, A Ht£WR|N£, 

gCr...., NO fc=.ViCstasiOf; |M

on tmi£ ks.o.t .
ei££c».2C. to SJTozrr the oistoict cojsz-x's s&spmimc.

- is -



Agojment TTT

t>E.FEMD>AMT i_E/\M BEPEAN, lMTE.12FtERED \MITW 

PETITIONERS /»CCi=:SS OF THE COURT DuRiMO, '“THE. 
APPEAL. STAGE OF '"THE PROCEEDiMG»S BM WES 

MISCONDUCT.

“THIS EASE PRESETS THE QUESTION OF DEFENDANT 8ERl=ANfS 

’TOTAL DENIAL OF LEGAL \AJRlTER. PROGRAM ASSISTANCE 

AFTL72 THE Distinct Court's MARCH \% 201s OPINION AND JUDGMENT
Ok) apeil. 2, 20M, eeeevvj Peovioeo the iNbi<y£NT, iu.w*ajTE, isouvreD,

SEGREGATED PRO S£ PETI7IOMER A MEMORANDUM
the folloiajimg iM Part«u Based on the gou(2Vs

ALTOGETHER

that Stated

OPINION IN JACLS6N V 

that

that PRISONER 

MfcEMO,

BiasieAia, USDC wb l* 18~cv- icns, our obligation to censure 

the Prisoner was access TO COURTS DOES K10T ENTITLE
ff *

C remievN w/2/iqTO BE ASSISTED l3H A LEGAL 

AT APPEND I *
VMRiTER • * * *

BEREAn’s Ai=3RlL 2/ XO\A , Memo DEMONSTRATES THAT 

through the district court had nejer issued am order ^requiring

BEEEAN £T ALy TO BE SERUED A CO PM OF THE. CIUIL RIGHTS 

COMPLAINT f BEREA/M AMD 

AVAJAi2tE oiF SUCH LiTlSAT/OM 

SUPPLM | MS FURTHER

EVJEN

6OMEB0CH MAMED LAM SI NS VaJERe; Vslt£U_

iM THE. FEDERAL COURT, THEReBM 

<L| ROOM STA NT \ AL MOTlNE POR BEREAN’s
^^TALIATIOM ikj THE FORM OF A PATTERN OF HARASSMENT
Qt^ABDlKJGk PETITIONER'S /ACCESS* TO THE COURTS.

THE MEMO ALSO PlEJEALS HOVvl BRoAD THE DISTRICT COURT'S 

MARCH 19, 201A JUDGMENT 15,012 MAM BE CONSTRUED. further 
(SEMieW OF &EREAN S MEMORANDUM REIklPCRCES 'TWS FACT THE 

Mj£MO PEADS, THE COURT OPiNED [M TI-HS 

J ACL SOM iS A V/EEM t=^PERU=Ma~D LITIGATOR IM
CASE THAT PRISONER

the federal, courts 
Amo Mas demonstrated that me is fullm capable of lit\gating

- \L?-



CASES WITHOUT the ASSISTANCE: OP A LEGAR W^TER. ( OPIMION pG.\2\ 
C EMPHASIS IM ORlCiM/H. )

THE EFFECT IS OV/fc£3£WHeLMIMG,i PETITIOMES WAS TRANSFEREE 
CWCS, CORRECT/CMAR FAillUTH ^ECF) ISOLATEDFROM SEGRE GATJOM ON

A^UST 20, 20 \^ . i-le AiRRMED AT BAI^AGA CoRR&CTUOMAL FAClUTM CAMfO 

OM AUGUST 2ly 20|<^ AMD WAS IMMI£DiATt2LM COMP1NED IM ITS ISOLATED
Se_GRE£ATICNJ . WHEN PETIT ICMSR RS3UESTTED LEGAL- WRlTl£R PROGRAM
SERVICES / /AMF LAW! HSRAiRlAN lC£MP, fe^GFOMDED WITH A MEMO
Dated septlm6& il, 201s

PRIVILEGES HAVE -BEEN! SUSPENDED'
/

Be. ASSIGMED to ASSIST MOU AT THIS 'TIM»E.H ( ReJUSM
Memo, at APPsuDiy )

STATING IM PACT, MOOR LEGAL WRITER

A LkSGAR WRITER WILL NJOT

lCY£MPsS q||u(iq

thus, while ws Situation! amo comrmememT
UAS MOT CHAMGeD^MIS REQUEST FOR ASSISTANCE PREPARING A 

Meaningful petition! for writ of certiorari tM THIS COURT WAS
Been Denied©

\aiith respect to Beream' s (ntentiomal interference WITH
PETiTiONJtaz'S APPEAR OF District Court's MARCH 1^201^ judgment , IT 

ALSO VIOLATED AMD (MJUI2ED MIS FIRST AMD FOURTEENTH AMEWDMENT

sights of access to the court/ awd prohibit/mg Retaliation, 
this Petition! for writ OF CERTIORARI , AMD PETITIONER'S APPEAR 
ARE MOM- FRIVOLOUS, MAM 2S#2C|<4/ the date mis

of appear was filed in the district
MOT ICE

Court. 8EREAM, MAD STOPPED 

we HAD MADE FOR REGARSEMDiMG PETITIOM ER AWW (REQUESTS 

MATERAC , THUS WE 

fcWJCMJ MOW TO APPEAL 

NOT kTMOWJ MOW

WAS completely stymied,, Me Did mot 

the distinct court’s judgment .. we did 
TO ARGUE, ARTICULATE , AMD DiD MOT RMOW

THE appellate Procedure 

Tt+e court of appeals
OR RULES . THE RESULT WAS THAT 

AFRI2MED THE DISTRICT COURT'S JUDGMENT. 
CAUSED THE DEMfAR OF PETITIONER* SBereaki's misconduct clearly

APPEAL .

-n-



TvJ

TH£ U S. DISTRICT douei CE£A'[£.b AM tETQUArL 

PROtectiDM R.IGHTS ISSUE ITSELF £>M ITS R.UUMG,.

•THIS £AS£ PRESENTS AM |M FRlNG EMENlT UPOM PElHlOMEe'S 

FOURTEENTH AM£NiOMl£NT RIGHTS CONCERN^ IMMA1ES SlMILARLM

Situated to him Re^-eiuiMCj the. privji lege

PROGRAM ASSISTANCE PREPARING 

THEIR SEMTl-MCeS, DlRECTLH PR COULATERALLM , AMO TO CHALLENGE. 

THE.IR CONDITIONS OP CON pfNeMHMT 

i SOLA TEC SEGREGATION UNIT .

OP LEGAL \AJl2lTER. 
PLEADINGS NEEDED TO ATTACJC

\AlWiLi£ HOUSED AT ecf's

THIS issue AROSE AFTER T'l-ie DISTRICT GjuIT;$ MARCH I^ZGlS 

JUWMeWT WHILE! PETITIONEE WANTED TO PRESENT A MEANINGFUL 

BRIEF TO THE APPELLATE COURT RELATING TO THIS MATTER „

IN ITS MARCH R,20iS ORDER / DISTRICT COURT STATED •
HOVs»t£M|£B^

fKJ MIS MANM CJ\SfcES^ 

PLAiWTlFF MAS ROOT IN ELM DRAFTED, Hi£ 61MM COMPLA/NTS, TOGETUER WITH

iWMUMazABLE MOTIONS , Ri£pU'«£STS FOR RECOKI 51 DERATION , AMD APPEARS. 

He HAS DEMONSTRATED THAT HE IS FULLH CAPABLE OP LITIGATING CASES 
Without the. assistance op a legal writer."
( EHPMASIS ADDED) t^EFENDANT BEJREAN,

when She Die. Mi led petitionec amm furthler

PROGRAM AS Si STAN Ct£ WHILE Hi£ REMAINED

review! appV d supra .

ecF Wo. 20 PAGE.ID. 40°!.

RELIED OKS THAT STATEMENT 

LEGAL WRITER

ISOLATED IKS SEGREGATION.

Beream’s OBLIGATION TO EM So RE THAT PRIS5NEJ2S VlAvJE. 
ACCESS to the COURTS ENTITLES THAT PRISONER TO SE ASSISTED

I2H A LEGAL ‘WRITER WHEN THE PRISONER MAS NO ACCESS TO A LAW 

U6I2AI2-M. feExiiEXM &X>NDS 4?>0 US AT ‘BZS C HOLDING THAT A PRtSCMT 

MUST EITHER PROVIDE. AN ADLjQoATE LAW LU3MR4 OR OTHER. FORMS OF 
LEGAL ASSISTANCE) , THUS, the District court made am eycepnoKi

- Ife-



"TO THb_ BOUNDS HOLDING 

ACCESS "TO "The: LAW UBRARH # TMt=Rfc33M ALLOW i ng 

T(2i=AT PETITIONER IDS FFfc32Li£jN T

AS APPLIED TO PETITIONER'S LACIC OF

ftERbSANl TO

THEN THE OTHER.
(SATED INMATE- ACT ECP., tSUfclNG "THE MONTH OP

ISOLATE SEGRE-
august, zotq WHILE

ISOL/ATED SEGREGATION., PETITIONERStill Confined to 

to aouire THeEE affidavits from

WHO \Mfc3ZkE \n0EED SlMlLARLM SITUATED

WAS ABLE

'TWO S^es^TEb (NNIMCS

to Petit ioner and who

WERE RECEK/ING LEGAL WRI7ER PROGRAM SERVICE 

G>TH ERS SIMILAR^ SITUATED PEL El VI IMG
AMD WITNESSED

suoy help „ Both appiamts 
ALSO STATE THAT THEM WERE Pi£CE(MING LEGAL KePeZeMCE
MATERIALS FROM BEREAN - C REVIEW B/l3/'i^ AFFIDAVITS OP

INJMA7ES
POWELL M6M23M (flKiMATE MUMB=12.)/*A/0 ^VILLE **

84LOSO f AMD 8/fs(lS AFFID/KilT OP MICHAEL POWELL & H&423M, 
AT APPEKI Di)C £ ^

MICHAEL

^ewct.^ with help petitioner
will file a federal Julies 

_CoOC L)C3^ relief from judgment 

the Basis op Berean's Misconduct op derriviing

OiVJlL PROGEDl ii? ur Pule 

MOTION^ ON 

HIM legal Reference Materials and LEGAL VNRITEI2 PROGRAM 

IN ISOLATED SE-GfZEGATiON PRt£VlfcfNTED> PETITIOkIDZ

P2LSENT(MG HiS EASE TO THE

SfcRViCE Wl-)lLt£ H^E WAS 

R30M FULLH/ FAIRL4 AND MEANlNGPULLH 

dCUOT OF APPEALS .

Allows the Mdoc 

similaizlm Situated

THE DISTRICT COURT '5 

to treat Petitioner. Different 

INMATES »2ESAi2DfNG
F^ICReoVEG, SOME OP THE LEGAL PAPERS THAT

MARCH \% 201*1 JUDGMENT

THAW OTHER 

LEGAL WRJTtaZ Pi20Gl24M HELP.
THE Di STRICT COURT

VN ERE ACTUALLH GZeATEDCONCLUDED THAT PETITIONED DRAFTED 

BM A LEGAL WRITER / AMD THE COMPLAINTS IN FORM FORMAT 

C MEANING PETITIONER MaZifLH PiLLED iM BUHviLS.j.

ARUG'MEKJT \L

the: District court intemtionm_lM abused \ts discretion!

DURING ITS SCREENING B4 GOING OUTSIDE THE RECORD AT

- I *? -



THE PLEAD! N 4, STACE OF THE pRPCt£EDiM4 

^IU<Ki^ THE APPfcEAI2AMCE: OP BIAS.
THEREBM

n-tis ease paisstasns a questiom op, at WHAT STACE OP
n'l-iti. PRDCEeOlWC) fS THfc=. JuDCfcE ALLOWED TO 4,0 OUTSIDE OP 

THE PU=ttOIN4& BEFORE IT, Tl-iE Cl=Mfc£RAL / 0(2. WOT SO GEWfcEiiLAL 

PBO St£ UERiPIED OOMPLAIWT 

iM TMIS Pi2_t£St=NT CASE

ALLECATIOMS OP Pi£T I T/Okl &£R'S 

ACCOMPANY i WO. AFFi DA/1T
WI7H

SUFFICED TO
imjubm bm lbh Ht£NCe S-r^KiOiMO, TO.

OEM ED j AT IOW VJi^W RESPECT TO HtzR P/\ TTERM OP RETALiATORH 

HARASSMENT ^ f INCLUDING FAILURE TO PROUlDE
/

ADEQUATE LECAL. 

5EREOATEDASSi S'/flWCE TD THE iMDl4ENT [LUTERATlE 

PETITIONER .
PRO S£

IkI „L.E\AiiS V. CASCH , <ST8 US 3M3,. 3S8 THiS Court Quoted 

LUJAy V. .ES^PcgWh'jaSS,OP WiLr-EiFE f SOM us S5Sr SL| C\ct<i2)/ WHICH 

SAID ikJ PART,

OP IWjuRH RESULTING FRONA TH£ DEPENDANT'S CONDUCT MAH SUFFICE, 

Poe OM A MOTION TO DISMISS VME PRESUME THAT QEWERAL ALL EGATOMS

At THE PLEADING STAGE , GENERAL FACTUAL. ALLEGATIONS

EMt3i2ACE THOSE SPECIFIC PACTS THAT AILE NECCESSA11M TO SUPPORT

THE CLAIM, TP* 

MUST OOWTA/W A ”
UKlbefe FED. R. gu. P(2QP. 66*X2) A PLEADING 

SHORT AND PLAIW STATEMENT OP THE CLAIM SHOWING
"mat the pleader ts entitled to relief!1 IL PALE ASSERT

THAT THE FEDERAL (ZUL£ DOES MOT INFORM PETITIONERS WHO

L-AWMERS OR FAMILIAR WITH SUCH RULE THAT THEH MUST

Describe their underlming claims amd to assert their mom-
FRiUOLiTH „ 1mD£2£D , THE PLEADiNG STANDARD (MANDATED ISM RULE

B bocs mot esjen Require Detailed factual. Allegation S, 

THIS IS, NOTWITHSTANDING THE, FACT PETITiOk!S2 WAS MOT

Aware of fed- R. ciu. PROC. 8 because the: district court

SUPPUED 141K WITH THE CZOMpLAiMT FORM AM D ATTACHED 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR FILING, A COMPLAINT ISM A PR\SOMER UHDQl

/M2E MOT

n f *

^-<2.0 -



"TUe. CiUlu IZfGHTS ACT M2. U.S..C. % 1^03 , On PAGE 3 OP THE ACTUAL

UMDE/Z THE HEADING *' STATEMENT OP OLAiM, 

STATES HERE THE FACTS OF HOUR CASE . DESCRIBE HO\N 

SACH DEFENDANT (s PEIZSOMALLH

PDIZKA Si—CTIOKi {\Jv
it (^i£Ac>s:,,

INVOLVED^ iNccubE. ALSO THE HAMES

of other persons (kkaolved, dates and Places. Do not giue anm
LEGAL AiZGOMENTS OR CITE AnM OASES 012 STATUTES IF 40U (MTLHb
TD ALLEGE A NUMBER CF BELATED CLAIMS, NUMBER AMP S£T FORTH 

!=/\OH CLAIM IN A SEPAfSnTE PAi2A4$&APH . 
need.

USE AS Much sm<E AS HOU
t •

IZEviiLVvl COMPLAINT 

AS DEMON STIZATE'b, THE D«ST(ZfCT C<XJ>l2Tf£ COMPLAfAJT

Attach extra sheets ip meoessapm.
FORM,. £OP No. q , 

form Also vjwollh fails to request a description &f 

UNDE/2LM I MG» CLAIMS .
A PETiT/OMElz's

HENCE. 7 i

'TH‘S COUNT'S JUDICIAL EXPERIENCE: AND
THE PRESENT EASE eoQuffZtCS 

COMMOH: SEMSE 

PHETITIOMtaZ's COMPLAINT COMTA/M SuFFiOftSNT
TO

DETtaZjwt | me VJ HLTeg 

FACTUAL MATTER, ACCEPTED AS TRUE, TO STATE A CLAIM TO RELIEF.

THE DISTRICT COUIZT DURING ITS SECOND SCREENING \AifHT’. OUT'

SIDE PETITIONER'S SU8M(TTEP PLEADINGS AMO OlSCCMfcSc'E.O NUMEROUS

LETTERS, AFFIDAVITS, AMO OTHER DOCUMENTS AMO PLEADINGS Fi Lt~ D BM
PETITIONER IM QTHE12 OASES C IT fS ASSUMED THAT A LEGAL WiRTER PegS-

a
PAJ2ED THE UKUDEXTiFieO PAPERS ),. THE COURT SAID, EXCEPT \AJHEN

'TMP‘£ \M RiT7EN PM A LEGAL WRITER, ALL OF THOSE DOCUMENTS AML THE

EMV(ELOPES IM WHICH THE \NERE MAILED WERE DRAFTED (KI THE SAME

HANDWRITING AMD USED THE SAMS FORMAT AND PHRASiMG IZE.GAI2DLESS
u

OF THE FAC1UT4 AT WHICH PLAINTIFF WAS HOUSED VMHEM M£ FILED..
_ n
THE DISTRICT COURT STATED, THIS COURT CONCLUDED THAT

PLAINTIFF COULD MOT D\£EMOMSTRATE ACTUAL iklJURM TO AN4 PENDiMG 

Litigation! CLAUSED BM bEFENDAWT Peizeam1 S FAIIJDRg TO ASSVGNl a

LEGAL WRITER (M AM4 GlUEN CASE , jN LIGHT OF PLAINTIFF'S EJCTCNSIVl E 
Hi storm of Demonstrated aeiutM to l-fugate ms own cases.'

C R.MPHASIS ADDED) *=CP Mo. 2T7 PAGE ID.

TH E DiSTIZlCT :: C OUZT fS
hcme/eR, on rexh^aI

SCREENilMG EELHEIM OF A COM. PLAIMT

THE COURT TO (DEMTlFM COGWIZA(SL£ CLAIMS OiCfZEQUIZES

-0.1 ~



Dismiss the complaint, op amm Portion of the 

IS fkivglous, Malicious, ok fails to state: a claim 

teUEF IMAM Be. GRANTED.

COMPLAINT that

UPON \AJ H/Ci-i

Ifvj Petitioners case 
sf «

i-iLiNt, Plead/ngs with
MOVNEi/ER 

LITIGATING OASES
THE DiSTi2iCT CDUE/T CONFLATED
___ y AND PROCEEDED TO

CONDUCT AN INUESTIGA~XlGKl RM EXAMINING THE RDLLOVNINiG CASES “

Ci) JACvCSON V POVNEll, No. !: f 6 ~cu~ HU~a CV-J-D. M (CM ). p£RE ,

t ~ 3, 2.0 - 21 „ H£T, THOSE INERE THE

AFFIDAVIT FORM, I20T4 OF WHICH VAlEKE

THE DISTRICT
COUI2T CITES EOF Nos.

COMPLA/MT FORM AND FINANCIAL

COUI2T „Provided fSM the Distinct 
(l) JACLSOM U. CORONADO, No. 2:»6-cv- (W.D. MICH.). i-lERE, THE 

AGAIN,Pi STRICT COURT IECF Nos. 1-2, (S H7,cite s THE
coukt Supplied the COMPLAINT AND P/NANCIAl AFFIDAVIT , WilliCM 
MEREL4 Pi£OUi(2j£ ANSWERING QUESTIONS and piUNG-IM BLANicS . the:

gal VAJRitqR PiTt£PAI2EJD EOF MoS. fG — IT,* fcECF No. WAS A LtCTTfcaR

ADDRESS TO THE Coui2T/dLEI2Jc

Cs) u Ac-FSON v SASTfAM, No. 2H8-a/-fL Cirt-b. MichJ . mere , the: district 

COUST CITIES ECP Nos.i-2;q/ G~8, fS-n, R. AS ABOV/E. ECFNos. i~2 

VslEKe RDBMS , CASE DISMISSED ON SUMMARY JUDGMENT Com THE BASIS 

OF iEXHAU ST/ON). LEGAL VJI2I7EB DID NOT TIME- PQOWDE
VMITH TiMELM OBJECTION to REPORT AND

Petitioner

R£con\mendatiom -

tul~ ust Coes on, Movjieieb Petitioner's filings amd LETT ICES , AND
euem the Pleadings that he pkewbe clearix do not demon stisate 

anh amount op masters of Both the law or. Federal Luces of civil
PROCEDURE ** MOKe impoltantlM, the District couzt’s 

QBVIjuslM Kevealed petitioners
INVESTIGATION

UNOEJ2.L4ING CLAIMS OF fc£ACp CASE 

INVESTIGATED. SEE £CP Mo. 2 7 PAGi£ i D. MG3~ 4L4 -THE COURT

FlUALLW, INITH (REGARD TO THE DISTRICT COURT GOING OUT S { 0 t£

-2.2-



the: RECORD TO DEPEND DEFENDANT 0E£l£AN, IT STATED Z THE

COURT fS CONCLUSION THAT PLAINTIFF IS AM fc£XPi£R.i t£Md£ D LITIGATOR WHO 

CfcES NOT (ZtEQUIRE LEGAL ASSISTANCE. |M ORDER TO BRING WiS CLAIMS

to court therefore was Based on a substantial pub \/ pi-^r-ofN amd 
UMQUarUOMABLH WAS CORRECT. “ C^fAPVIASlS added) <ECP KJo. 2T PACE l CD.

>1 tf

HD4 . PUBU6 RECORD, 

ST7A5E OP THE PROCEEDING.
VJAS NOT 8ER>£VE THE COURT AT THE SCI2i£.etN<S

M0i2e£Xlt££, THE DISTRICT COURT dlleS JACJOSCW V. 
P5AI2JSU^ Mo, 2:iS'CV~ UL22. £eD- NHCU.) . THIS COURT /
TO THE (DISTRICT COURT, STATED: *'

EX TENS W£ MUMSS2 OP LENGTH4 , (REPETITIVE, AND SOME TIMES 

FRIVOLOUS MOTIONS AMD PLEADINGS THAT HAVE SEEN FILED IBM 

Pet it i t i ome g . ecp No. 9s pace kd . -702.5.

IN OPPOSITIOW 

THE COURT NOTES THE

U-IUS, WHAT THE DISTRICT COURT |M THE PRESENT CASE CONSTRUES 

AS AN EXPERIENCED MASTER LITIOATOe, ANOTHER CONSTRUES REPETiTWE,

sometimes frivolous,and often vexatious Pleadings, 
the present case Reveals an abuse op Discretion on part op 

outside the record to the extent 

the APPEARANCE op FAVORT/SM toward P-^Pi-AM .

the distinct court for coins 

it <3,ave

argumvemt xrr

the District court lntention AtxH ASUSE.D 

eBm deeming the pro se

in jumctive Relief as a m u.s.c. I

ITS Di Set ALTON
LITIGANT'S INITIAL MOTION FOR

(SB'S complaint.

THIS ACTION was initiated 

A PRO SE MOTION , ENTITLED
WHEN Petitioner filed

MOTION FOR iMJUNCTiUE Relief 

\NHiCM WAS Ft LED PURSUANT TO RULE U>S OF THE FEDERAL RmLES 

OF CivilL PROCEDURE „ £CF Mo. ± . PETITIONER \NAS RELIEF
Servian's actions Tov/AeD him Before he suffered ActuAu

FROM

- *23 -



fKJJU&H . THE b (STRICT ECXjRT WAS KJEMER. ROU£b DM THAT MOTIOM 

FOR [MJjMCTIVIE RELIEF BEFORE OR AFTER WE FiCEb MIS ORIGINAL
OMIL RIGHTS COMPlAIMT PURSUANT "TO M2 US£. % IS63 ^ AMD SO 

ENTITLED £CP Mo. M . S-IOWBJeiR, WITHOUT OiT'iMG AMH CASE AUTUORITH,, 
THE DISTRICT COURTRULE, OR EVER ADDRESSING THE ISSUE, 

CCWSTRuED PETl TlONER. AMD OMLM Ml U.S-C.I COMPLfyim

AS AM AMENDED COMPLAINT. ID.

HPWHS/ER, ALl_ <LiVJll_ RIGHTS COMPLAINTS BROUGHT B4 PRISONERS

Must be .submitted om the

DPUI2T, see \M. 0, MIOI-i, LGiVIP S.i*Cd.) THEREFORE , THE bi STRICT 

DOL/I2.T AiauSQO fTS DISCRETION 84 COMCiLTERfMG,

Eights complaint as amended. Prej^ce

DOU/2T MAM HAVE ALLOW PETITIONER TO AMEND 

AS OPPOSED To DISMISSING V7 WITH PREJUDICE „

IN ORDER TO OST/AIM IWJUMCTIUE RELIEF AGAMST SERIN'S

Form peeuic&aD BM the western district

PET ITIOM E12 CIVIC

RESULTED BECAUSE THE

HiS CiUSL RIGHTS DOM. PJII NT

ACT fOM £ CONTAINED XWITMIM SUCH MOTION , PETITIONER WAS FIRST REpUlliEb 

n"0 INITIATE mis ACTION WITH THE RUNG OF A COMPLAINT,

THtEREFDIZE, PETITIONER'S

fSEEKl DEEMED A
im/tiae pule CpE motion should wot wane

AS IT u/AS mot ©m a 

Court.

DIUIL PiCHTS OOMPUVMT 
FORM PROVIDED BM THE KM ESTEEM DISTRICT

A

i^EASQM FOR GRANTING THE PE IT I CM

A/viD^ jf_) PETi"I IOMEE IS MOT A 

LAWHEJ2 6R PARALEGAL. NOR HAS ME EVER STUDIED OP TRAMMED
To be Such • 2) Petitioner Demonstrated actiule xm standing, 

WITH Respect TO BEREAn's pATTSRM OP RETALIATION AGAINST V4IM 

FDR EXERCISING |4lS FIRST AMD FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT RIGHTS TO

Petition the Government Fas redress of grievances „ the harng
SUFFERED) IS GEREAw'S PATTERN! OF ADVERSE ACT IONS AMD 'THEIR

Fog the above Rea som s

_<24-



RESULTING CONSEQUENCES WHICH FLOWED FROM PETITION EVZ’s 

'THE CIVIL EIGHTS ACTIONS/WD PRISON GRIEVANCES, BOTH Qp vvUlOl 

*EI£L CONSTITUTIONALLY PROTECTED ACTIONS . BEfefc^N ^EMAUieCi VYlM.

BeREAN’S VERBAL STATEMENTS

RUNG

33roe exercising those Rig hts;

Ofsl JUNE Z2y 2.0 i© /

/I fee: taliatorh purpose

Juwe 2G, 20 IS ^ AMD JULM 20'© THAT IN DiCAT ED

AMD UM CONSTITUTIONAL MOTIVATION WERE
DiRLCTLH feELATED TO THE SPECIFIC ADVERSE ACTIONS THAT PfcSTTiTlOM(£7i 
alleged - PeinioMEg connected this tike amd relationship

OP PARTICULAR DENIALS AMD DEU^HS OP LEGAL WRITER PROGRAM^ 

ASS)STANCE TO THE GI^IEVANCES AMD COMPLAINTS ABOUT &ER.EAN 

es ATTACHING EXHIBITS TO HIS A'PPELXATE'. ^RIEP 

THE FORM OP MEMORANDUMS, AFFIDAVITS OP OTHER.
fN

INMATES
AMD WiMSeLf? MOTIVES , LETTER^ COMPLAINTS 

OTHER INMATES, COURT ORDERS SHOWING RESULTING INJURIES DOE TO
D^C-LAiZfl-flCNS OP

THE LACL OF LEGAL HELP AMD LEGAL REFERCWCE MATERIALS
Reference material Berean sent to petitioner THAT WAS TO SMALL
Sprint gize^ to read^ amd health care Request amd Responses

RE­
VEALING PHMSlCAL INJURE TO PETITIONER EM&S RELATED

attempt?ng to read the small print size op numerous materials 
BeREAN PROMISED TO HIM - ( REVIEW APPEND!* E )

TO HIM

THE FACT THAT &EREAN WAS MOT AUTHORI.Z.ATIONED B'H ANM 
MDOC POUCH TO IMPOSE A DO DAM LAW LI&RAI2H SANCTION DOES SHOWS 

1MPUMEMTI0N OF SUCH SANCTION 

AMD LAWSUITS INDICATED IN 
SIMILARLY, THE NOTICES OP INTENT THAT PETITIONER 

ATTACHED TO 141S COMPLAINT tLxPRCSSLH REFERS / REFERENCE S

p/2operlm file: grievance eef/2oib/ot/ne>i/ it z * and \eojp(2o\&{qi/ 

n 10/lMF f WHICH ARE BOTH ALLEGING RETALIATION WITH REGARD 

TO THE

(Ln.p.x3„ further the ks.o x
the Alleged hearing mor the name and title of the 

Prison official whom game petitioner a coph of the n.o.t .
FlN/YLLM, THE YSSOING OF A KLO.T DOES NOT, WITHOUT MORE,

evidence to a jurm that Serean's

VAJAS MOTIVATED e>4 THE GRIEVANCES

THE complaint .

NOTICE OF INTENT TO CONDUCT AN ADMINISTRATIVE UEARW4,

DOES NOT l DENT l FM WHO CONDUCTED

-IS-



SUREST TO A R3DEJ2AC COUI2T THAT A MEARlMS \MAS ACTUAULM WELD . 
( ^t=-VlE\M W.O.T^ -AT APPEMOlyl S. )

WOULD COMCLUDE: THAT &32EftM
THUS, (2EASOMABLE FA\RM'iMD JUV20KS 

TOOK THE. MOTVED PUMDS WITHOUT
PQcxMf^M^ PerrmoMtas a ricwt to be bleard oe. 70 be Pi2ESEM7.
SuraELH the dv=mial op Skjcm process Reueals seseew’s Betauators

INTENT (W THE NUMBS OP A JUS2M W*T}4 SUCH EVIDENCE 8EP02E (7.

AM HOME5T4 AMD PAIR (2ES/IEUI OP APP1/ C,, SHOWS TBEL JULH (% 20i8 

L-ECAL. PHOTOCOP4 DISBURSEMENT AUTBOR-1 ZATION FORM-£cS J-(oC>2) 
DISBURSEMENT AUTHORi-ZlATIOM FORM CdAQ-Q^) , BQ7H DlSBuf2St=MEN7S 

I2EUEAL- 'THAT THE PUWDS \MQi£ TAMlENJ PR.IOI2 

26i&A date; LISTED ONV BOTH M O.Xs,

AMD

TO '“CHe.. JUL4 23

VNHETHEJ2 BEReAN MALICIOUSLY 

HER DOCUMENTS IM 012002
accused petitioner op hauing,

TO HARASS, (41M WITH a CELU SEARCH, AMD 
p(20VJ(Dt£D PETITIONER WITH MATl£l2lAL CONTAIN (MC SMALL FONT CS°tO 

IMRETAUATfON is A £?Ui£<>TfON Foe A JURY “ AMD 4) DEPt=WDAN7 SCREAM 

HAS MPT PUT FORTH A DEFENCE ALLEGING* THAT Pfc£7\T (ONER’S
MENTIONED AMD 012 SUBMITTED GRJiEJAMCES

THE. PRO SE PETITI0Mt32 HAS MOT W AIMED (2EVJIEIN OP AmM OP HVS
WERE PewiOLOUS „

CLAIMS OR e.iGHTS (REGARDING HiS APPEAL . 
WAS SO FAR DEP/D21ED

"THE COURT OP APPEALS 

R2DM THE ACCEPTED AMO USUAL. COURSE OP
JUDICIAL PROCEEDING, OR

AS TO CALC POe AM EXERCISE OP the DM TED STATES SUPREME 

COURT'S SvJPEKVISORH POVHEK ,

SANCTIONED the DISTRICT COURT'S DEPARTURE^

A’nt^ei u s i£>M

T'HE PETHIOM POe WRIT OF CERT 1GRARA SHOULD BE GlRANTED»

RESPECT FULL$4 SoSMmet^
S/ DOUGLAS TACK SOM iu pi2ose

DATED ON‘ JANUARY /tiS(-H2( 23 0.Q2.O

-


