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LIST OF PARTIES

COMMON
[)] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. LIsT of PARTIES (CRIMINAL CORPLYIAT)

AND ATIACHBY LisT OF PARTIES PAGE (N AccorDANTE [AND CoNTHNUMNCE] with 45 15.C.586,34¢ of seq.)
[ 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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AS: WHATEVER AND WHOMEVER
Aomama(&( )
AS INCLY DING(WTHOOT LIMITING):
As WELL A8 INSFIE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI
«WARD . VS, T.B.0.C.(AS:TD.0.C.JT. 5.6 CT)

WVVVVV

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to rev1eW the judgment below.
~AS:WARD ; NOT A LAWYER

OPINIONS BELOW

ix] For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] reported at » OF,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[¥] is unpublished.?

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

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[ ] is unpublished.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

[ ] 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[ ] is unpublished.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

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[ ] is unpublished.




< WARD, vsc Z.B.0.L [As:I0.0C 5. 5L])

JURISDICTION
BEST ABLE.-+<WARD;NOT
A LAWYER

[»{ For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was May 13,202¢

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

k1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of

Appeals on the following date: (THU) Jun. 4,2¢290 and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix Mey 12,2020 ;TM0.3un 4 2020

[ 1 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. §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

[ 1 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).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

: ‘ ‘ " PUBLICALLY ANNOUNCED
ek £8.2, 2016, ONE ((GRRECIONAL OFPICER “TANE DOB [BAKER]™ ) CHLLED IN 1
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2. 6h: SON. WOV, 12,2046 (AND PREVICVSL Y [ALONG Wit 50&5&003#&!7?1') “WARD* WAS MALICIOUSLY THREATIND
VIOLBRTLY ATiACK B [AGBRIVATES AssmrA](?) 3)«‘{ ROBBINS ﬁx:e?n i AND SOBSBQOENT THREATS (Eviy
4 SAME ,
WRITEN TNOTEM WANDED TO SHAEE (cpt.Cox)]) FROM & U) Asshbale (AND NAMED (Ex cLOp)N g
SCOT BRUE WARD; PATRICK BUGENE &(6€100/ )TN MATHS.
A.PRIOR T0 THIS DATE. PATRICK BIGELOG (162073)7 (yITNESSED NUMEROUS THRE AT (BY:(0FH (ERS & OFFENDERS) .

ESCALATE,

4
.
.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

1. INMATES : SCOT BRUCE WARD 472600 ; PATRICK BUGENE BisALow £ 10273 AN
LUVE O SEE ANY APPEA/NEXT MoVE [BATBD ON WHET OTRERS HAVETOLD:SCOT W/ARD: PATRICK BIVLOL).

28.0 1
PGS Z WURN W HrSs parte
I"l"‘ .' v

DN nS -";.',,! RAMENTOE _“, - o
2. ALL WITNESS (NG AND OTHERS HAVE WARNED 'WRRD® _
THAT THEY «“ WARD-« WOULD GNLIKELY LIYE [N \,V WEREThEy 10 REYURN TO I.S.C.C
APPEAL CWARD -ATTEMPTING 1o App,z%‘\_( ,,bﬁ‘,‘fcgﬁﬁ‘gf‘ OUGH To REQUIRE ANy NBED For
~MEANING (THERS (gyEN '

THEY RETORN 10-15 . WMRD) AVE HEARD THAT TNMATES WANT To KILL Him ) SHouL
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CONCLUSION

CASE NEEDS TO BE REMARDED BACKO DISTRICT[k60ERA] COORT; FOR JURY TRIAL (AND/GR)
(OORT ORDER TO PROHIBIT ‘aRD' FROM BE(NG HOUSED ATT.S.C.C.3 AND THAT CRIMINAL
CHARGES BE FILED ASMNST: CORRECTONAL OFF(CERS j AND ASSAILI NG INMATES , ALOND WITH

ML ‘FA@L\/«MRNEQQMF{;N PRISON ABMINSSTRATION (926,000 i dAMAGE
A ATION FQH WAR FREELY " PUBLISH 'ALL Wy S ALso), OR
The p(étitgor‘ffor a writ of certiggari should be g’r"qa.nteﬁ'fmzﬁ ANV AUDIENCECS) fo 0 TR S
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