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STATEMENT OF FACTS

w

PETITIONER  DOLGUIS Urickson ( HeRminarter  JAceoN ) 1s
PRESENTIY cONGINED TN BARACA  CO RRECTIONAL Faciuy (
SEGREGATION | LOCATEDR TN IDARAGA, MICHIGAN,

ti

AMETD, ADMINISTRATWIE

JACKEON | 18 NOT  ApLoWED
LAW ROOLS, LEGAL REAGDASNCGE MATERIAL, AN LiBRARM RIZEQUESST, PHYASIAL
ALGESS O TTHIE LAW LIRRAIM ol 120 TiONIC LAW (| el . OR

ASSISTANCE FI2OM PERZENS TIAINIED (N THEE  |_AIN.

O MANS, 2010, JACKEN RECENED A LETTER oM THE ek PATEA

APRIL 27, 2000 , STATING ' THE

PETITION FoR WIIT OF CiSRTIORAR! 1S
DENED,

TTHERERGRE, JACKSON  SURMITTS THIS PETITION FOR REHEATZING , ON

TTHIE GROUND  THAT [N JACKSON'S  ViZRim(ed  COMPLAINT  AND SUPFDIZTING

AFCIDAWT HE PUT Fownid A
CON CLO SGiv

NUMBER oF SPECIFIC | SUFEICNENT NON —
DIRECT AND  CiRCUFM STANIAL ALLIEGATIONS AND (DENTI 1D
AFEIRMA TINE

ENIDENCE  OF R2ETALIATION ON = SPONDENT LEAW REREAN'S
PAaRT

TTHAT  COoULD  SERVINE  —THiE  DISTIACT JUDGE'S S LREENING

AND - SUPPORT A juRM VERDICT AT -Ti2IAL. JACKESON'S  coMPLANT

CONCIZERNS RETALATRY EVENTS  ARSING AETWEEIEN  MAY 3, 20(8
WHEN HE MARRUED AT OAKS CoRRECTIONAL FACIU-T CL—:L(—’)/ AND
CCToB=R 31, 2018, WHEN HE FitED WIS FiRST coMPLANT IENTITUED
PRASONER  cjyiL RIGHTS COMPLAINT,

JACKSON DEMONSTATED THAT 48 LAKW Likeapd , LEAL REREAN
o ¥ fi . ‘s 3
(Hs—:izENAr-"n::Q' REREAN RETALIATED  AGAINST M FCR  IEXERCISING

HIS Fil2ST AMENDMIENT RIGHT T0 FiLE  SEdEAL LARSUITS , AND  PRISON
GRIEVANGES | JACIKSUN,  IDENTIFIED BEREAN'S ADUERSEE  AcTION S
TAKEN AGAINST  HIM  THAT WOULD Dzl A PEREN LCF  ORDINAR N

Fil2MNESS FRROM  cONTINUING “TO =N GAGE iNG FILING  LAWSOITS AND ¢
| GRIAANGES.  doWeyee, TTHE  UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

CONCLUDED “THAT JACKSON  ENLeEDd 7o STATE A (2= TALIATION
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CLAIM  AGAINST RESPONDENT RERIEAN. JACKSON APPEALEDR 1O
THIE SIXTH CiRCUIT. "THAT COURT AFFIRMED ~THE DISTRICT JUDGE'S
DISMISSAL  Anp DEMES REHEARING _ JACKSON  THERE AFTER RiLeED
A PETITION poe WRIT OF CERTIORAR O TE  SUPRIEMIE LOOT | WHICH
DENED cERTIORARI ON  AFRIL 27 2020 . MEANWHILE = oN MARCH (4, 2000,
JACicSON FiLEDd A MOTUCN 10 RizoPEN TiHis CASE N T U.5.
DisT2cT LOVRT,  LONSTIUING  “THis MOTION AS CNE SEIEKING RELER
Fi2OM JUDGMNMEENT , THIE ST DENKED (T ON MARCH 27, 2020 . JACKIN
FILED  NOTCE OF APPEAL AND AN APPLICATION ~T5  DROCEED N
FORMA  PAUPEIRAS , ON APRIL 27 2020 THE ST COURT GRANTED
HIS APPLICATION 0 Pl2OCEED {ay FORMA PAUPERIS oM APPEAL .

JACKSON SEizrs A REHEARING

GROUND T, | PETITIONER'S VER{CIED COMPLAINT AND SUPROIZTING
AFFIDAUIT HiE PUT FORWARD A NUMBER 6F SPECIFIC,
SURFIGENT NONECONCLOSO DIRECT AND  CiRCOMSTAN AL
ALLEGATIONS AND  (DiaN-TI S ED  AFFIRZMA-TIVE =N DENCE
OF RETALIATION OF LiEAH REREAN'S "THAT COOLD SURVIWE
TTHEL DIiSTRICT JODGE!S i (NG AND  SOPRORT A
JURM JERDICT. | '

DISCcUSS{ON

ot
WHERE THiE RECORD —TAkiEN AS A WHOLE fould LEAd A
RATIONAL. TRIER oF FACT 0 FIND FoR THE  PETITIONER L THERE

IS A GENUINE  [SSUE FoR —TRIAL.  MATSUSHITA isLee . INDUS . €0, u.
ZENITH RADIO CORP, MTS US 574, SBT(198L). ~THE EVIDENGE  OF
SPEGRIC FACTS , VIEWED N THE MOST FAVORABLE (1GHT 1RENESALS
THAT THERES 1S A GIENUINEE. 1SSUE FOR TRIAL . JACKSON'S  VERIETED

COMPLAINT AND  ADDITIONAL AFFIOANIT, AS PRESENTED IN  ~THlS CASE
SATISHIED  THE  BURDEN oF THE  RESPONDENT  TO  RESPOND, FEDERAL
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PROciepURE SC6 ()(1) (A) . IUMMARM JUDGMENT
AND  ADMISSIONS ON FILE

RoOLEY o i
(S INAPPROPRIATIE |F ~THEE PUSADINGS »o.
TOGETHEIZ WITH THE AFEIDANITS | SHOW  "THAT —THERLE S A GENUINIE

[SSUE As 0 ANM NVATERIAL FACT AND JACKSON 1S =T TLED 70
A JUDGMIENT As 4 MATTER X LAN.

THE U6 DISTRICT JUDGE. WAS PROHIBITIED Fi2OM WIEIGHING

iIN MAKING THAT DIECGSION.  CRANEORD ~ iEL v, BRiTToN
523 0s 5T (1998), CLARIFIES THAT EWEN  WHEn ~THis SLAINTLEE'S
AFFIRNATNIE <ASE REQUIRIES A SHONING OF  THiE SUBJEZTINIE.  =LmMENT
OF RBETALIATORN MNOTIVATION ON "'(H'\—: ART OF ~THE DIERENDANT , AS
TTHE ANE. STANDARDS  [ToR2 SUMMARY  JUDGNENT
EQUALLY 70 DISMISSALS OF INMATE

eV IDENCE

THIS CASE  DOES
APPLML  —h1s g7auparD  APPLIES
CASES ON INITIAL RENIEW UNDER 28 (.S C. g8 1GISA(BI(L) AND

iq1s Ce)(2)(RY(i).

ReAD PLAINTIEFS

THE couvi2T MUST
qo4 US s19,

TTHS  cooRrT'S AW PIROVIDIES,
PRO SEE coMPLAINT INDULGENTLY |, SIEE HAINES V. KERNER
520 ('972) AND  Acci=pT PLAIN uri:’s ALLIEGATIONS AS "TRUE , DENTON

H:szmm:_z soq Us 25, 33 (1992),  APPLMING  —THEsie STANDARDS
JACKSCN DID [N FACT AND LAW STATE A RETALIATION CAAM AGA/MS’(

AEREANY, = -

' HE  ANALY SIS oF MOTINE WIS L
ONCiE  JACIKSON MIET HIS BURDIEAL oF DENEILOPING  “THAT
THIE  GOVEIRN ViENTT Fore A

V.

IN RETALATION cLAIMS (S

ESTARUSHED _
HIS  FiRST AMENDMENT RIGHT 6 PeETITION
REDIZESS OF GRIEVANCES  WAS A MOTNATING EACTOR BEHND  REREAN' S
RETALIATION . e RURDIEN oOF PRODUCTION SHIETED To REREAN,
MOUNT HEALTHY it <CH. DIST. BD. o i=duc. v. bovibiE 429 US

294 (1471)T > AT 287.

[N THE cASE AT BAR, JACKSON PRSSENTED DIRET  IEViDENCE.
NeA N TivE 10 s

OF REREAN'S RETAUATION THAT 1S
JAGCSON'S NIl RIGHTS COMPLAINT

ADVER SE  ACTION SHE  -Took ,
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ASSERTS  THAT ON JUNE 22, 2018, RBEREAN “TOLD HIM  THAT SHIE  HAD
MADE  COPIES op WIS CiuIL RIGHTS ComMpuMN—T AND  F0i2 M NOoT 7O
EXPECT LEGAL WRITEZ ASSISTANUE AS LONG A S JACKSON B A
SUITS AGAINST DEPAZTMENT EMPOLHEES . RBEREAN  THIEN  AUCNOW LEDGED
A GRIEYANCE JACKON HAD Fiusnd AGAINST HER AND  TOLD  JACK SON
HE wWould Rexasiye NO  LISAL WIRITER  H2LP,  Reuew pazdcizerd (pag)
12 OF YACKEON'S  ZoMPLAIN T.

FOUR DAYS LATER ON JUNE 26, 2018, WHEN JACKSON REQUESTED

PEREAML TO  PROVIDIE M wrm HEGAL WIAITER  PROGRAM  ASSISTANICE,
BEREAN TOLD JAGCON | MOU'VE  GOT 2OME NERNE . NOU riu—_D LAW
SUITS AGAINST PRISN STAFFE AND GRIEVANCIES AGAINST M=, iRENEWS
PAR. 13 OF COMPLAINT,  JACKSON HAD RIZQUESTED NS TodMi
SURRIUENT LIS6AL ASSISTANGUE ABLT MAY 31 2018 TWEN T~ TWO
DANS PRIOR 0 BEREANS JUNKE 22 2018 \ERRAL RIEVARKS . REVIEW
PAR. 4 OF COMPLAINT, "THERERORE  RATIONAL  JuRIST  coulDd  COoNCLUDE.
THAT  REREAN'S  REFUAL “TO OBEYM  MICHIGAN DEPARTMENT oF CORRIECTIONS
(Mo Policd Dikecuye (PD) OS.03 {6, secnon T, AND  PRNIDE

JACICSON [ i=GAL WRITER  BROGRAM  ASSISTANCGE  WITH  PREPaRING TEMS
IDENTIFED  IN PARAGRAPH  G(4) OF WIS cOMPUINT was T
ADVER SEE - ACTION. MOTINATED 84 JACKEN'S  FILING iUl RIGHT  Law SUITS
AND - PRION GRIEANGES , JACKSON DID  SATISFY  ALL —THE ELEMENTS, AT
THEE  SCREENING S7A6t2, TO ESTABLISH A PRIMA FAGE  cAaAsSE oF
RETAUATION UNDER THie UNITED S7TATES COMS‘TIZU’HOM, |

TS COURT SHOLD GRANT REHEMING oM —THIS SPECEIC  {SWE |

KEEPING WITH  CHRONOLOGH, TWENTY - THREE DAYMS AFCTER
BEREAN'S  JUNE 26, 2008 RETAGATORN  STATEMENTS | ACCORDIN G
TO  JACkI0N'S COMPLAINT  REREAN REFUSED TO MAKE  NEegisssaRM
COPISS OF PAPERS  NesDeD o APPEAL A HIEARING  DiEc(Sion
JAGESON ATTEMPTED  TO RELWE T |8SUES WHTH BERIEAN AWHOM
TOLD JACMSOM/“ WIRITE ANOTHESR c;lznzwwu—~ THEN  TowD PRISON
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QUARDS THAT JACKSON WAD  PRobeERT™ oF HERS, RESULTED 1IN

HIS SGRE GATION CiEll BEING  LSARCHED . EREAN WAS  Defe RRING
TO  JACKSON'S  JUNE 25, 20I&  PROPERN FILED  GRIAANGE  RELATING
To  PEREAN'S SUNIEE 26, 208 STATEMENTS REGHEDING Re-TAL ATTION |
WHICH 1S THE  ONWY PLAVSIBLE sy PLANATION FoR  Rizeisan's  JULM 14,
2018 ACTION OF ATTEMPTING TO COERRE JACKIN TO SIGN  TWO
DISBURSEMIENTS . Ong IN TTHis AMOUNT OF  $ 2.40 , AND "?44::’@%2 L
THIS WAS A MORE  SUBTLIEE FORM OF RETAUATION FOR jAcik SO
FILING { AWSUITS  AND  CONTTIMUING O FILE  GRIEANCIES AGAINST
RERIEAN . B FiUNG MULTIDLE GIZiEVHNCES.AGAfNST BEREAN |, 1N
DA127,CULAQ/ JACESON  ENGAGED (N ACTIVITY  PROTEECTED  UNDER THIE
FIRST AMENDMENT.  HERRON v. HARRIEON, 203 £ 3p i, WS (v i,
2000) ( HOLDING  THAT AN INMATIE (A4S AN UNDISPUTED FiRST AMENOMENT
RIGHT o FiLE GRIEVANLES AGAINST  Pi2isoN OFFICIALS O (HS oy BEL\ALP“),
MR JACKSON'S COMPLAINT DOES NOT CLAIM —THAT Hic REQUESTIED COPIES OR
THAT HE RECENED —THIE ALLEGED PAPERS | SIMILARIM,  JACkeN's
COMPLAINT  IDOES NOT S7TATE TuAT BERSEAN BELEED TuaT dic
HAD DPAPERS “THAT BELONGED O HER | BEREANS REQUEST ~TUA T
JACKSON'S CELL BE SEARHED WAS JUST ANGTHER INSIDIOUS  METHOS

OF RETALATION CONNEZTED TO HER JUNE 26, 20ig , STATENMENT
RENEAUNG HER MOTNE 2 “THIE  i2EQUEST.

ALORDING TO THEE LOMPLAINT, ONE. DAY LATER, ON JULY 20, 2018
BEREAN  AGAIN ATTEMPTED TO COERLE  JACKSON Tom| 6 BUR Stz MES T
AVTHORIZATION. FoRMS (€63~ 602) AMD ( CAR-833). WHEN AN
REFOSER | BEREIN THREATED 1o Wi A NOTILE oF (NTENT 0
CONDUCT AN ADMINISTRATINE  HizaRing (N.O.T).  JAckInS COMPLAINT
STATES THAT HE DID NOT [RiCiEivis THE N.OT  UNTIL  gepTEMBER
\l, 2018 | HOWENER | HE RECENE THE copuss ofF  THE ¢S5 602

JULY 1], 2018, RisyEALNG THAT HIS PRISINER
/ /

AND  CAR-843, ON
=ACH
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FORM .,  HERE, THE RETAUATION WAS 7O CHARGE JAKEON FoR
VTEMS  HE NENER REQUESTED, THEN N WINDSIGHT (S AN
N.OCT IN SEPTEMRER, 2018, AND NENER ALLOWN THE HERRING  OR
JACIKSON WS ouRTEENTH AMENDMENT RIGHT UNDER THIE [uis PROCESS
Clavsis, o B=  wmed. (EMPHI oS ADDED )

NOTWITHSTANDING, BERIEAN'S  RETALIATORY MoTE | JACESON HAD
AN INHERENT RIGHT 0 REFUSE 10 PAM FOR  COPIES (4 ID NOT
Ask Fo2 ok (uEciEnNE |, SEND, THIE WITHHOLDING O AR ADMINISTRA-TIE
HEARING o DETERMINE \WHEHER  JACCSONS  PRODERTY MAY B TAkEN
15 A SHEER ADNVERSE ACTION , AND  DENIAL OF THIE  DPiROCESS THAT
WAS DUE. BEREAN'S HARASSMENT <AMPAIGN WAS SUREICIENT o
STATE A RETALATON CLAIM UNDER § 1983 AND A QUESTION of FACT,
NOT DISMISSIBE AS A MATTER oF AN, SEE THADDEUS ~X V. BATTER
(7S F.3D 378 398 (oTU cie 1R99) QUOTING BART v. TELWORD 1T F2D 22
L25 (1 cie. 1982), FURTHER, ~THIZEEE DAYS AFTER  2emean's
JULY 20, 2018 ADVERSIE ACTION  SHE REFUSED JACKON'S  REAQUEST
FOR  LEEGAL WRITERZ PROGRAM SERVIGE  WITH PREPAATION of A
MOTION TO LiFT HIS MOTICN TG STAY AND ARENANGE o HABEAS
‘PQo@EEbiN&, AND AN AMENDED  PETITION Foi  \WRIT oo HABEAS Corpus |
REVIEW PAR. IS, AND 1T, OF JACKSONS CoOMPLAINT,

WITH  RiEsSPeEcT TO0 BeERkad REFUSING O PROIDE JALKIN ASSISTANCE.
WITH THEE  L2£AL . QOCOMENTS  IDENTIRED (N “THEE  COMPLANT LTS
HARM  —TuUAT  JACKSON SucEERED IS THE ADVERSIEE cONSEQUENCES
AWHICH  FLONED  FROM HIS  CONSTITOTIONALNY PROTEZTED  ACTION . N
THE RETAUATION CONTMEXT, (NSTEAD OF REING DENIED ACCESS
TO TTHIE  Lov2TS | JACKSON  \WAS PENALIZED o2 ACTUALLM
EXERCSING “THAT RIGHT. JACKSINS ALLEGED FAILURE 1o SHOW
A NMORE SURSTANTIAL INJURM DOES NOT NULLIEY WS RETAUATION
CLAIN. CF, HINES v GOMEZ (08 F3D 265 267 (§TH <12 1997) ¢itep
B THAODELS ~ X v BLATTER, 7S F3D AT 394,

(L)



WITH ZESPECT TO THIE O DAY RAN ,  JACKSON'S  COMPLAINT
ASSERTS “ RBEREAN CANNOT RAR ME FROM Tuis LAW LIRRA R
AS  PUNISHMENT FoR RECENING A ciass TL MISCONDUCT  NOR  BAN
MeE  FoR O~ DAMS, , .. BEREAN DiD NOT RIEQUEEST  AUTHORIZATION
PRIOC To BWNNING ME  F20M —THE  LAW L(%DAQH.A RENEW  PAR, 20,
P.& oF “THE COMPLAINT. JACKSON'S  cOMPLAINT  FuRTHER STATIES
IN T S EZ\_(;,AIED THE  ontd PLAUSIBLE RIEASON FOR RERIEAN ~O
GIRANT ME  ADDITIONAL LAW LIBRARM —TIME , AND TsN LN A
O-DAY LAW Likead RESTRICTION 18 RE=E—TALATION FoR MY cont tiniviED
ERRDIZTS T PROSEVITE MM CillL ACTIONS  AGAINST  pi2ison OFCICIALSG
AND PIROEERLY FILING  GRIAIANCGES  AGAINGST BEREAN ON MM OWIN BE'\'\ALC:’:
THERERY | PREVENTING ME _FiOM MEANINGFUL  Acci=SS 1o e couRTS ,,7“

CEMPUASIS ADDIED )

TTHEREFOE . JACKSON PRESENTED SUREIGENT EVIDENGE 10 SURVIVE
TTHE US, DISTRICT JUDGE'S  GEREENING  yudiz 28 U.S.¢. §8 1aiSCe)(2)

AND 1415 ACD), BiEcavsE e Riaod REFUSCTS —THAT  REREAN
SUBJEECTED  HIM ~p ~THis FORE MENTIONEED  VARIGUS  ADVERSE. AcTIONS

WHITHIN ziosis CHRONOLOGICAL.  TEMpoAL PO xiMid OF WIS  CONTINUED
EFFOETS 0 FILE AND  DROSECUTES His LAWSLUITS AGAINST PRisoN
CFFIGALS  AND  HIS [FILING oF SENERAL GRIEVANCES AGAINST  REREAN .
REATED 1O HiER 1R TALIATION , WHICH ARE PREREQUISITEE  TO  FILING
Sudit CiNIL RIGHTS ACTION,

TEMPORA  PROXI MY BETWEEN  JAKSON'S PROTECTED CONDUCT  AND
TTHE  ADVERSIE ACTIONS AR SiGNIRICANT ENOUGH TO Ci2isATE AN INFERENCE
OF RETALUTORM MO’TNE MUHAMMAD V. a_osx:_ 379 = 3D HI3, 9T~ 18 (6 T
CiRk. 200‘0, Becrivse o s O?He:rz Ams waeua_ 62 RETALIATORM
MOTINLE  AFORE MEN-TIONED .  SiZiE SMITH v CAMPpRELL . 250 F3D 1032, 1038
(e cie 2c0t) ” ERE HOUBY@).  FACTS cpom Wiich 6 RISASON ABLY
INFiER  RERIZAN'S  ACTIONS WEREE MOTIVATED BYM JACCSON'S  PRoTecTiEd
CONDUCT IS ALSO CONTAINED \WITHIN IS COMPLAINT . ALCEPTEDN
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AS TS JACKSON  ALLIEEGED  THAT RPERISAN  \WAS AT ALL TIMES
CAKS coizizizzionAL  IFACUTY (BLF) LAW LIBRARIAN AND AC—NG N
TTHAT <CAPACITM | RisvieEw PAR. &, OF coMPLAINT.  HENCE , DRAWING
VPON JUDIGIAL =X PERIENCIE. AND  COMMON SENSE , A LAW  LIBRARIAN,
(S NOT AN ADMINISTIRATIUIE  JUDGIE  AS REGUIRED B _Micid. comp.
LAWS & 1AL 2S1(4) . 6R A HEARING oFFiczz  Fizom THE  DIEPARTMISNT
OF LIZENSING AN RisaUATORY AFFARS (LARA),
WAS NOT AVTHUZIZIED 1o  [MPOSIE _AMM

THEREFORIE Qiisan
SANCTION AFTER  JAacksond
WAS NG quittd oF  INnsoLisncie (A CiAds T MINGR ormense )

A JACEIN FONTS 0UT IN HiS COMPLAINT,  ONL RESIDENT UNIT MAMAGER $
CAPTANS | ANDIOR LIEUTERNANTS  [SIE<ICNA-T TED
CLASS T MINOR  MISCUNBUCT HEAIZING S | AND  ONWML “THOSIEE DESIGNATED  STAEF
IS AVTHORZED 16 \MDOSl: ONIZ OR MORIE OF THE SANCTIONS $i=7 FORTH
N PD 03,03.105 7 prisoen D.sc‘pum:, ATTACHMENT D

RN THE  WaARREN SHALL  conpueT

ATINGMENT D, UNDER TTHE EADING 2 SANCTIONS FOR. ¢ LASE T MISCONDUCT -

B, PRovVIbES, (oss oF PRIMILEGES | NOT 10 i ExXc=ii> 30DAYS RO AL

MIOLATIONS  ARISING F2oM A <jNeUS INGDENT,  PD 03.03. i0S, ATTACUMENT
=, UNDER TH= HEADING °
UN AM BiGUOUSLY CCN\N{}Q%S

}_AW UBQ/M?‘-{) FURTHIER, Tumize (¢ NO LANGUAGE PD 05, 03.4iS
LAW LfBQAQIL:.$ WHHICi4

AReE AUTHORAZED “TO

LOSS OF Pi2IVILEGES SANCTION -~ F
DIRELT ACCESE 0 GENERAL iR 2szt ( NoT

IZE:.J\/ROTI:L‘-{ SUGGUEST ‘THA LAW LiRizaiANS

IMPOsSEE A | AW Ln&aqueq BAN  FOLLOW NG
CONMNCTION ol A CLASS T VIINGR OFFENSIEE o2 OTHERWISE . WHEN D

OS.03. 11 18 READ 1N HARMONY Wi PD 03.03, {05, NO pRis -

SUMPTION OF SUCH AN ABIUTY O (IMESE THE BAN EXISTS., RENIEW
Par. 1©~23  0OF Tue COMPLAINT

A GREAT INJVUSTICE. HAS occuRikRiEDd IN THIS CASES

AND
MPR. JACKSON SURREIZS  UNFAIR

PREJUDICEE AS A REsulsT,  THE
UiS. DISTRICT JuDGE'S DECISIONS WITH RIE6ARD T6 JACKON'S
RETALIATION  CLAIM  AS 1T RELATES SPEURICALNY O REREAN

(8)



WERE S0 GROSSIM VIOLATIVE OF FACT AND LOGIC “TUHAT Tued
EVIDENCES  PeRVERgT™ OF WILL , DEFIANGE OF SUDEMENT | AND
TTHE  EXeERCISE OF PASSION OR RINS, AN UNDPRIEJODICED PERSON,
CONSIDERING  JACKSON'S RETAUATION CLAIM | (NOULD SAM  —pyisizes
WAS N0 JUSTIFICATION OB IEXCUSE EOR TwiE RULING. THE U. &)
FOR "THE SIYTH CiRCUIT AFCFIRMED  THs
RETALATION  RUUNG AND DENIED RiEHEARING .

COURT OF APPRALS
DISTRICT JUDGE S

HOWENER  JACKIN'S  VERIFIEDS COMPLAINT  AND  ADMISSION &
ON Flli= | TOGETHER WITH T AFFIDATS, SHOWN THAT ~Theceis iS A
GENUINE  ISSUE AS -TO  BEREAN'S RIETAUT0RY MOTIWE  AND RisiAN
SHOAD RE ReEGUIRED TOo Bi= IENED A COPY OF Ty COMPLATNT
AND  GINE  RIESPOMSIE  AS A MATIER OF LAW. —THE RPeroed Rerzs
TS COURT RENEALS "THAT THE  DISTRICT JUDGE  1222eD BY WEIGH -
ING ENIDENCE N MAKING 1TSS RETAUATION bE&iStO{\if AND =D
HEAVILY  UPON siDENCGE NOT SUBMITTED IN “THIS.  £oN-TROUESSY

FOiR TS SuUPRaRT,

RPELiER

PETITIONER JACKSON, ASKS  —THIS HONORARLIZ PANEL D
=10 YN i . "
NERLOOK i (NaRTRUL PLEADINGS AND  IEXERCISE (TS POWERS
OF EQUuUITY 7o PREAEIENT MANIFEST (NJUSTICGE AND GRANT A
IPEHEARING , AND  ANY OTHELZ  APPROPRIATE  RiEMEDY  —THAT  —THE
CASE MAY REQUIRE

RESPECT FULLY SUBMITIED
DATED ON: MAY/ SHENAT _L. 2020 3/ DOUGLAS ;{j\%gggg
%< 4SS T
RAPACA cORIR=ZTIONAL FAC.
12924 WADAGA ROAD
A, MT {9908
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