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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

T. Whethen Hue United StateS court of appears, 1 cincut decisio
denying Petifforer access 4o the Court and his vight Yo fify
any wotions aguinst such decision conflicts with the decisions
of all ofher State gnd fedeval Coucts,and violates Pethoneys |
Fivst anj foorteenth amendwent rights ,of access Yo He
Couwls, dve process and Equal peotechon vights, o The
Uarle Stites constiotion. Totally bavviug Petrioner frow fecleral Guet

IX., whetuer e United States lovvt of appeals, 7t Circat, Cle//'AEV‘q‘/f’/y

aud rnappro pvm[cfy applffJ the  Peison Li“f/ﬁ%“ Reform Aof's

(PLRA) Hheee S‘H’lﬁts" PV‘O vision o Io\el-r‘/“wner ‘s /fjoﬂ Wm//)ma‘,&,

clatm agast his fovemer gfforuveys and 4o @ case fi/py

i Shie Gurt, bt vemgved to fedecal Gort 47 clej(‘éndqh'f‘f, A4
decision that conflicts with all Stfe an d federal Courts,

TIEe whether the Unite) Shtes Gurt of Ppeals | 1% circurt

denied Petihioner access fo e Gupt .Ly ~)CC{/'//'wjo Yo glie
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LIST OF PARTIES

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

[V]/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:
i, Defendant Robert Fo Sumpey ¢
21 Defendont Rongrf M. Com pton
3. Defendant Stephen Lo Wells.
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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

[Vé)r cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _A to
the petition and is an_ovdey . Do not kuoly if 1s_published op nef,
[ ] reported at ; OF,

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

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix B 4
the petition and is an_ovder o Yo not Knots if 1f 15 published or rof.

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[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at AT ; or,

[ 1 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[ ] is unpublished.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 ; OT,
[ ] 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 AVQUB*i' Jﬂ 020

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

[V{A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: __Avqust — 2020 , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix _A .

[ 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 Vid A
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 (date) on (date) in
Application No. __A

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




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

D) Fiest Amend vreat right a‘F Access o the Courts,- S, Constydobon.

2) Fovrteently  Amendment ij vnder Yhe B¢ process and Equal peofecthen closes
3) 28 vis. A £ 1S (g)

4) PLRA- Pvison Citigaton Reform Act and thvee Strilres

provision ,

' STATEMENT OF THE CASE
Petitioner Lilef a /éyq-/ malpractce (OMp}OI'af @921ast his fo riegr afforney (5)
Who Threw his CIVil case i fodoral court, in State (oot Defendants vemopped tHhe
case o fedeca| looet Ulere they had fhraon his case. 7rey 11, Files a photra,
o diswiss, Which wag grante. The federal Covrts fley @ pplied the Pipys 1h ree -
cfwkes peovision fo plawhfe's Stole laco ~legal pralprache cloim apy pre ventey
Petifronen firom aippeq\//'iy tn forpma PV peris, Petitone, File [ o Mandy s boreps,
M 714 corco s "TG‘QSEJ b Lile his aotee of appeal and reccd. 75, teorg / Covnt i
did nof ellotw Petefiongs The 6ppovtunity Yo Pay ¢ f}//ay fee. They dertf [ ool acresp
Jo the (ourt- REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The {:ee,evq’ (ot has Vro“f OVI/y C{f”/éJ l)‘)_f‘/‘T//O#EV‘ his V‘/j/éf 7LO
appeal his case which was file] 1n St Gort | Byt The, ewonpoa.f/y‘qpp//po/

fo PLeA fhvee striles provision fo his case , Which Ty PlR4 oy not

cover: They Then, did not Covvect Yoo @mmy evvor. paf fle, 4,

o V._Y,\Pi__-g!.\_/__f :vgéfff’_off_é!ﬁ _ ‘[Le__?opp_s}_(\__f_"ﬂ_':fx_ ‘/0 _..{,Oﬁay.-_:/Z';_d..?g/{ﬁfr_.ﬁéé_qui_?Q//:,.._/%L‘.
aid they decide his tandamus sv Retrfion for Re hearivg on  suct.

Ths VIOIQJ'\’J Petitianec's Fivst and Fourteentt, Anreyd renrt Ie‘j/’ff Yo
the VS consttotion .



STATEMENT O0F FACTS

Ped o ev Duv Loyw Talley filed s Complam+ oqam st s Afovvaer attor ney s

(u ths case for legal M‘aip"“d"w, tn State Court | 1n the civeyit Cou

O‘F ﬁa"ldo\lph [OUVI?LY i Chester T /(lin 0I5 » T tha4 Lomp lafnd - fX‘/ué/f L?i‘

Pebihange alleged fhat dedendant - aihvney Brian Latlemme of Semsprens

Complon Welis | deliberafely threew bis case 4 fql’//hy % get or fry
Yo get any difcovery 01 the tainted weter clojy fhat he was

allowed ~/‘, P“OCNJ on .and, n 'Fﬂ(»*f', Laﬂﬁ""l»me hGJ teied o Convinge

Talley wvot Yo pursve the watev glaym becayse i# wovld opey  wrenary

Covvectional centev Yo thgusands of lawsuiys » Loflamme i, Mﬁ/’/gj

4,0 OL‘H’”‘ ﬁny oﬂ,ev» Jrg' [0V€V‘"y fi"ol’h qufenc/qvfk /n =~,L[,,a7t case I{)
Tq”ev Vo Ru‘Hev‘[eJ 01[', no. 1Yy-ci- q7é ; €veu m003h The (M.'—v"f hﬂl({

pvdeved The ‘paﬂ‘iw Yo couder ou J'SCOV‘QV‘Y and ﬂ"f’fa 0”-7(0(/84"/

dispute avises plo contact the Court o Peditioner qls, awyugJ v hig

Complarnt fuat Laflamme Jodally, left out e Loater Clarm 4, The

fourth amended complaint that he Liled, adde ] false ¢ larms o Fha

(omp[‘“"ﬁ fhat would @er,'/y Ae pr‘owzn ﬁrif(; Gnd pPre pave J ‘/1'6

(ow phint wheve Pettioner wovld Jose qu ¢ laimg, See, (5 , 4
COPY o'F the -ﬁn{f’n" @W\«@Vl(‘lJ CDW\PICHH']L; _S.ee/_

:’4 (Of’y of
the last Complamt pvepaved by Petrtioner | Pro sp, See, €4 4

Copy of The docket | Pages 10 and 14,

2.



Pe-}yl-wnev\ wade (om,nl:;».d: o e Couvt ¢ boot his q;%mney ‘/V‘y/uj Yo
Aavoy Wis case by fhe way  he preparel the fueth amen dof Cormphnf

Which lefd ovt 1he water claim . ¢S . and I'Y Latle mme s '/éi//t/mﬂ

———

b o bieru any discovery sn the water chim any ,hep claiys. Any
by laflawmx #ymg Yo hlk Talley out of Persuing the water clpru,,

See

é

o lellev of Talley's Yo laflamme, Any Petrbiane s
wohon Hv subsidohion of lounse].

Eventoily Leflamus 1085 alioiwe do woithdrats. sthndly
Covnsel , Who was [Ymite] +o assist mlie, af +eial ,, very
Wmibed Way  was a pporuted. and foe lowrd " chse d d1s covery,
Avy Ju'\(ouev*y Pehtioner was rot allowe] o vhtzi, asr 4 Pro

Se 1nmate | Thod CGounsgl lovidive golten  was over. C7 .

Because of the aforementioned | Pabtiner alleged fhat 4o [os
s case at drial, 0wn September 13 2019 Pedtoner filed 4 lega |
pol practice - Breach of buties complamt agamst Qrian Lo famme
and defendants Sommers, lomplon and  Loells, Defordanis gvic 4,
removed the case o Mo Umibed Shalee  pisferct loovt | Seother v

Distrct of Tllimis | €ast st lowis, Division | 1w 4, very same

Court Wheve he as qllowed o Threw Talley's  case Whick, resulbe |

3



i the fegqv\ vhal P*Qc'hct (‘ow.{;/qlvri. A Court (wheve laflmme fuew

fhat 1he Petetioner had acquived Theee stokes .« and would wof by
able o proceed TFP- T fewa pauperis vikss he toas onder rmpuvant
danger. And vnless The lomplaiut oas fied vnder 1vimiment davger,
Laflamme Filed G molion +o disumiss on Decens bew 3, 2019,
Talley File] his vespouse on Febevavy 27, 20 . O Ay 03, 2020,
fle  Couvt qwanJreJ defendants waotion o dismuss, which qwéw"/
That  drscowry L0a$ ¢ lose d q/\feqch/ L The €45s¢ /Z,ﬁ p leratrfy bad
fost  Whew he was 4 pported , on thay 21, 0% | Talley fifpy
dn o blection ~ mﬁom fo Reconsider the ervoneous dismissqf of b
case s« BV o =4 jas dened on gune Jo, 2(.,206 Tilley £ile] his
nehice of appeal oM July 09,2020 _8_’_”_3 A metlon for aPpO/wMenyL
of comsel ow Uamavy 24, 2020 -, And G hotim procee
as o poov pecson according Jo shle /a0 on  apreq/. ou Joly
13, 2020 ¢ All Were denief o ay 0%, 25,

The UWI+€J-S~'¢1+€S Couvt of a ppeals We%vn-ej 5 hovt vecor

and nohe of appeal as vnfiled dve do Durioyy Talley 15 pejﬁ,dec/

Lilee stals an USCA- 7 . B-11,

Tilley filed a Mandamys in fhe Unite) Shier lourt Hf appeals
arquing That fhe PLRA - did ot apply Yo his cag,. 43,

Y.



On Augos} 1y, oo, his wands mvs thotion  was denwe 4_;"‘;‘,’%"”"(2:‘-‘“?"‘7,
behevably by clerks. AY- Talley filed o Pelthon #’V‘» Re IWW'nj

which Loas denief wl‘}hoof Couvt acton , 0N Augvs%' 31, 220,

Al and AZ,

ARGUMENT T,

Whether The Unted States Gouvt of Appealf, Mh Crvea b5
Decision Denyiug Pehitioner Access To The Court any
His Right To Fite Any fhctions Agetust Sucl Decisions
ConPlicts With The Decistons 0F All gther Siate And Federa]
Courds, And Violakes Pedthoner’s Fivst A Foveteentl,
Awenld et Right's of Access Ts The Coucts Due
Process Avd Eual Peotection Rights, To The Vnite
Siqtes  Constrhotion. Tollly )"“"V"'flj Petilones fron, foderaf lovet. .

T leis Ve Sullivan, 279 F.34 524 at 7 (74 1002020 Wy Gury fely |

w fhat a ’qumﬁﬂ whe hal Three sheikes Covid Sue 1n siate Couet for
§ 1415 (9) does not apply sn Shte court,

See, TbDX SySo Covp Vo Epic Sy3c Cocp [ 285 Fo3J 531, S¥4 (0 cie 2002)

Y noking tat Cour dask 1S b ivmplement Shafe faw as Skte Courts

bwouly 1wmplevent it



See‘ €oqe Midchell Vo Beswn and (William son To batco groevp, 29y £ 3

ot 1317+, the Cuet held " PLRA  probibhon on dawages e reutal

ov evhotonal 1vVury joithoot physical (n (/w, does not apply
Peisongr's ’GWS'UH" va‘ehﬂlt’l' + pwlfoﬂ Con ditions f//eJ n 3'7‘,77[( Gurt
}30&561 Yole’y o sicte low and Cemowed Ly defendants o ‘ﬁo’eml

Court on diversity Jueis dicthion.

T the C(ase of Pehhonen Talle,”, who Ll his cagp .., sdatfp
Court based foLe’\, on Slale law fow legtﬂ i’hq,pv‘qc‘ya , l)Y‘EQ(?é of

(l\)‘H&S aMJ weghyem and Vla?" c[e/lilcmwtf [ J/#grw(e S/ﬂ/ﬁlf laty

/

| SMUIJ‘VC 9°W'\"€‘1 H’“ case. And The  PLRA- Peison Lnll'im"lau /?@(Zrn‘
Ac} avd Three 5 kes provision did wst and  dpes hot qu’/}’
\/£+‘ m "peret"m‘ Coud"‘"S S"'oppea. Pe+l+)0n er 'y ‘Y‘ljbﬂ' ‘J‘o QPP“’!/’ )

aPP"{“’lﬁ e PLRA'S Theee sheifes vesticted ‘[a'/e-r Stotvs Lo

hWis  case aqu# his 4o mer Qﬁvr‘.m’y?.- Then , The Us, vt of

Appeals , failed +o qive Talley au  oppocfunity + pay 4 ﬁ'/iwj
,{’Ce at qll | on ’t°P o‘F clewymj /urt«, /eaw to pv‘ocepcl I ﬁrrhq
Pavperis unless he was v ymminent dangep. 7alle, £iley

a andamws m M I ciecait e Tf vas demed as vnnessany,

Talley Thea fle) a Petton for Re heacing « =+ o no  Court

bo



ao‘hw was talten on it £vey *L,wa.l a decision (oes mra de

a\aou+ Huy wWran da w.vs‘ not Meelmj 7‘0 1»4 J€CIJ!J as uhmcesmry,

AL, AL, A3, AY-

—— —— — ————

Talle,'s Complainf was agamst his aborneys qud was nof agaimsy
prisow St aud officials gv  prison con ditous , So fle PLRA - d1y

not apply +o his case ov o QIS‘ appeal', Lohech be did not gef,

Tw l)vmplm, Ve jALng, 13¢ 7 3] 1297 (m iR 199y) af l' |

aVlJ L') the louvt lqe)J} t The h&kaS 0/[?314% L{/IVfL; au qpﬂo/uﬁﬂ/
Jawyer Shoold be vemitie) bo his legal palprachie action , Just

as  his Counderpact wih a re*fme lalyer IS,

See also, Stanciel Vi Gramley 267 i34 575 ot 7 (1" (i 200)).
- —

YoThe pvﬂu cemedy fov tnadequate vePresentation 11 4 Civil acty,
ov ciwil case 11eS not n draggiug The 0pposiug party 7’11,,.00?4
another Feral | but cather 1n a Malpractice acton 499195t The

0F~Cem¢llnﬁ aHor ney

T Taltey's [ase,"me fedecal loupts qllowel e case Vo be
re thowe] o fede'm( Guet fron Stde court by defendavits, Wheve ﬂ.g,
kvew Talley had thvee Shufes and was a vestoictes Llop ,

agawnst Talley's wishes as he avqued v By . The distct

1



Couvt Kvew that Tq“q lovid not proceed 1y fedeval toovnt Vnden
The Prison Lihigation Leform Act | becavse he maode Thus cleay
tn s Respouse do defendauds Amwended notice of venmoval <84 .
So the very act of allwomg Talle,'s case do vemmia 1n fodeng
Covet | ef not apply stle faity Yo the cose | toas qil g 5he w,
fo  deny Telle, access o The loyets . Tolloy wes grawled access
v Skle Guet IF The {edeval loucts fnels That Tolle, Loes

q vestrcte] filec Thew  Tley 5hovl J'we  dented dofen dgurte Voot

fo vereve The case

Y longress shall vmake vo law vespechug an establish ot of
celigion op prol,.ilthu'wg e exevcise Thereod X aéWngE? e
*Fv\eeclom 0{2 S‘peec[q L OV o‘F “ﬂte PV‘QSS-) ov “ﬂae V"y’d)‘o{’ -ﬂ,,e P&,’O/QN/R7
peacea bly assemble and b Petition e govern pont for g Cedyess

of gelevances. - Unrted SMG)‘ (omﬁﬂv‘hom . Usc - First Amend meyt.

All pevsons bovn ov natralized 1w e United Squj’qMJ
sob Jeed o Jueisdictioy ‘nn(remc/qv\e cihzens of e Unide § States

and mf he 57‘#6 i here v MY veside, Mo $~)q~le ;Lq// vhake on
enforce ang Jaw which shall abeige aberdge The peiveleges  or

g.,



tmwunities of Cihizens of he Unied Shates . nov 5 hall any  state
doprive any pecsou of Iife | Iikeety, ov  propecty | 1oihovt due
process of law -, vov deny Yo any pecson o ithin s Jurisdi o,

N fqual {leec‘ffow of T laws.

T+ 15 cleav. Yoo law Is cleac. T donying Talley, access 4 the ’
Coucts . Both stele anJ federqi. The fedecal lourts  have violaley
Taltey's 1°F and 14 A pend went rights b the Unifed Shtes

conskitotion. AS Loeld as by not  §ivivg Tq//ey The o,bpwﬁmyy

Jo  pay a filing fee o0 Ho file doco ments 1n lovrd Yo &/z?//t%fe

suc h um(ons‘/ﬂlu‘}/'om/ i*uh'hqr, o/erfs:ow, decrees s ovders,

Casheg e UiS., 275 Fi2d 399 Yio (1% coec195) \ holdiug .t

v Juuchious shool) be arcoip ly dvan o Jit The Specrlic vice encovrtele
i ovdec o avold 1m perwiSsrble /V,-fmwgemm% 0n The ¢,jh7L of
access +o The Courts

Twachiw Vv Neboyorlt State Dept of j””fffov Vehick , 390 F3) 525

s2q (2 ir2068)', T Re Chapwian | 328 F 3 703, 905-04 (1, (e, 203),
—

kD‘O CO‘!’V\D(MS Vi margqﬂ, 2,‘{7 F‘ZJ 7Zél7zy Cg'rh CIv, 200/)‘/ OV"/MQﬂ U

TV\OWIa?, 99 F: 34 %7, Ml (é'ﬂ" Cig. 199¢) ‘ a4 bsslyte bav ou Suit ﬂéon

pqr‘}lculqw sobdeet 15 gver Lwan; ]Hquwf cau be f‘éfoV‘EJ T Show
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Yhat o pro Pogej lawsurf is ast fervdeos ¢ vexgiroos &ﬁ;‘f(
-Fl “M@ .

Mattee Vo Davis, 372 Fe2d 200- 213 ( 7k cie)939). f///’w7s~ Covld be

sonteglled by ceviewing flem 4 They ave submtl) lom plefe ban

on 1h foema P pens f’.‘lf”gf Couvld Je"’y wight of aceess 4o Courfs,

(ai""}ft" Vi U'Suj723 F'ZJ 135 (/oﬂq CIQ'I??V) . /’IO/J/IA} ﬂz‘if

Hotal  pveclusion feons TFP - shats vnduly 1mparvs @ ppe llaut s

Conshvtional m'jhf of acwess o the Guets:, To Re Green, éé?’F.'ZJ

179,986 ( D¢ cie 1931 ) - Seme a5 cacter,

LikJuHah Ve Gato , 3 Fi2d um1 -22 (24 11985 ). i gaut
(ould not be bareed foom gt TFP fi):"wgr Conterniug g
pavticolar sobdect. He ool be reguived fo Seek leave of (yuet
before fi“hj em,
Petitioner Talle, has been bacced frop alt TFP
Filings * vnless “ he is under " immment danger “ ; even 1, cases
ot Covecel by e PLRA- Peisn  Lihigation Reform, Act o auy
cases File) 1n Stle Gor, bt renwed o Aedecal Got or " diversly

Jovisdection veasous” aud Tt Solely governed by Skle faw,
c.q. tikcell, 294 Fi34 at 1302, tethew 96 5.0 393 a 4 (1)

10,



ARGUMENT T Lo
Whetler The United Slates Govt of Appeal s, 744
Crvcutt, Delibecalely and Tind ppropeialel, Applict The
Petsou  Uiligation Reform Aet's CPRA)D Thvee Shikes
Peouision To  Pelitoyerts Legal palpeactice ¢loim
Agawst Bis Poemee Atbornags, A+d To 4 Case Filed 1u
Slake Gurt | bot Remwwe) To Federa| Lot By,
Defendauds . 4 Decision That Goflicts Lyith AL

STAT{ A~xd Federal (Covets.

T lewts Vi Sullivan, 119 Fi34 52 af ] (T cit. W02), e Cours
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CONCLUSION
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The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.
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