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QUESTION[S) PRESENTED

At what point l* the. judic.ia.tiy obliged to cun.ta.il efforts to proced- 

utLdlly bar inmate litigation and consider gross salient factors that are 

persuasive even considering PLRA and/or AEVPA?

Here, dated 3 December 2015, at-bar plaintiff appealed to the Calif­

ornia State Auditor for help in uncovering the guile alleged in Parnell v 

Chen, Case No. 19-16163, of the concerted coercing to cause indigent inmate 

to sign-for and accept expensive orthopaedic footwear with no genuine medi­

cal need.

Even following at-bar litigation prompting CVCR to revamp its inmate 

co-pay system with the adoption of "Notice of Change to Health Care Regula­

tions," (attached hereto at Appendix $ , and notifying the district court 

of such changes by filing "Objections to Report and Recommendation of Magis­

trate Judge," filed on 5/13/19, in Case No.,2:16-cv-0749 JAM AC P, affixed 

here as Appendix Q, ), the courts below have never condescended to even 

retort that the "changes" were meaningless.

Only the judiciary moves as though the corruption is uneventful.

In "Motion for Oral Arguments" Plaintiff apprised the circuit court 

that his failed attempts to whistle-blow did nothing but overwhelm him 

with court filing fees.
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QUESTION[S] PRESENTED

Plaintiff, contested the medical 

he was prescribed by prison physician. 

The stipulation regarding the

need and the cost oi orthopaedic shoes

cost o& the shoes ms that l{ Inmate 

cost would be expunged.
remained Indigent ior thirty (30) days the

however, 

Signed by him would be trans-
plalntlU believed that the trust withdrawal 

i erred to a. source which would allow the 

collect the cost even though Inmate 

PlalntlH wes not permitted

vevdor oi the ortho footwear 

was Indigent.
to

to QkUzPJL the footwear unless he signed
the Porm-193 Trust Withdrawal. 

Plaintiff did not want the ortho shoes. Instead he wanted a light-weight
canvas shoe, Inexpensive, such a shoe had been 

wherein he signed, trust withdrawal
previously supplied PlalntlH 

ior eight (S.OO) dollars.
KainUU believed emmp_Uo_n urn the impetu* ot peiion medical 

Inmate to sign ior stated
iorclng

or go without requested rellei.cost oi ortho shoes
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QUESTIONS) PRESENTED

Iwhethen the iyllabtu 

Influenced. Con.fiu.pt Onganlzatlon (RICO): 

Fnom the. omet Plaintiff filed hub ecu 

Upon neachlng the fedenal

PanneMj^ Mjmtlnez Mo.

g-tven below n^uei to the level of Raeketeen

conpui action to content the*e 

count Plalntcff wai ondened to
pnactlcei.

file
n U.S.C. § 1983.

19-16393.

SYLLABUS
l PRISONER PI LEV HABEAS CORPUS 

BV THE PRISON GUARDS UNION 

TION (CCPOA), FOR ASCRIBING MENIAL 

TO PRISON GUARVS INSTEAD OF

ACCUSING PENAL AUTHORITY OF COMPLICITY 

(CALIFORNIA CORRECTIONAL PEACE OFFICERS ASSOCIA- 
TASKS SUCH AS SWEEPING ANV MOPPING FLOORS

INMATES.
FROM VARIED SOURCES PRISONER 

MENIAL CHORES BECAUSE GENERAL 

ADMINISTRATIVE SEGREGATION (AD/SEG) 

WEAPONS AND DRUGS INTO AV/SEG.

WAS TOLD THAT STAFF MUST PERFORM THE 

MOT WORK IN

BECAUSE OF LIKLIHOOD THEY WOULD

POPULATION (GP) INMATES COULD

SMUGGLE

PRISONER RESPONDED THAT AV/SEG 

AT ALL TIMES WHEN LEAVING 

AGAINST ONESELF.

I/Mi ANV WOULD THEREFORE

INMATES WERE SINGLE-CELLED AND 

CELL, THEREFORE THEY COULD ONLY
CUFFED

USE A WEAPON 

6 HAVE LESS FUNDS'THAJI G.P.

FOR DRUG SALES.

ADDITIONALLY, AV/SEG I/M’

NOT PRESENT A LUCRATIVE MARKET
THEREFORE, ULTERIOR MOTIVATIONS MUST EXIST PROMPTING PENAL OFFICIALS 

ASSIGNED MENIAL TASKS„./SUCHTO ADVOCATE USE OF GUARDS
AS JUSTIFYING AUG­

MENTED MANPOWER NEEDS .
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Pannell_v_ Montinoz Ho. 19-16393, It, i 

clncult count doXe.tmJ_M.di Chon and 

ano venlslmllan 

to chang 0 theln pnocodunos In

'wconponated. hotiotn because tko 

Jn a stngJLo voice. Both cases 

to cause tho ponaJL authonlty-on that at-bati plaintiff managed

0- dnastlc iashlon.

ln Mum CVCR nevamped tho entlnety o{ Its
medical co-pay system because

o& tho cotitiuption uncovened by PlalntlH 

because tho dlstnlcX
• PlalntcH cannot pnove his cause

shielded deiendo.nts through 

tKato judge. Ho nespondent was even, hold to

count powens ofi tho magls- 

answen because no nespondent
would have had aoXhonlty to sweep fact* 

magxstnate judge. Any measune oi ’dlscoveny 

iloodgates.

alleged inom scnutlny as did tho 

would have thnown open tho

Though tho Chon count 

°i Solano medical 

dies,

novon assigned o_ nespondent to answen tho validity
aligning onthopaedlc iootwean ion aMmd_aM ioot mala- 

PlawntlH necelved subsequent diagnose* inom pnlson medical away 

Tho dlstnlcX
inom Solano, and Impanted said diagnotor to tho count* below. 

Inionmatlon pnovlded by laymancount simply Ignonod tho 

Take Judicial Hotlce,

now
via Motion to

and exhibit attached heneto shows that tho clncult

unnecessany," (see Memonandum
count doomed notlilcatlon oi such change* "

dated. 9/16/20, In 9th Cln. Ho. 19-16163.)

Noodle** sold, tho cost oi sold. ontho 

tho dlstnlct count

oi gnossly exaggenuted costs, 

authonlty vouches that.

iootwean should loom lange. But
(aUf, Jgnoud PUinUU’l Motion to Take 3o.iicJ.at Notice

especially undon clncumstanceS whene 

no such ontho iootwean should have boon
medical

diagnosed.

i
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

was dat9/r"/Z0hich the United States Court of Appeals decided
my case

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

M JSSSi by the «*? Court of

order denying rehearing appears at AppelST-------------- ’ ^ 3 C°Py °f the

[ ] An extension of time to file th
to and including’___________
in Application No. __ A____

e petition for a writ of certiorari 
—------- (date) on______ was granted 

—----- (date)

The jurisdiction of this Court iis invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ ] For cases from state courts:

“f“ds^higheSt State C0Urt “ my case was
appears at Appendix

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied
, and a on the following* date* 

copy of the order denying rehearingappears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file th
to and including_______ _____
Application No.___A____

e petition for a writ of certiorari 
-----(date) on _____ was granted 

(date)in

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

1



LIST OF PARTIES

All parties appear in the caption of the case on the

[ 3 al'pSZSg Seth?co»t wh‘he TS °n 0,6 C°Ver Pag& A list

petition is as follows: 8 whose ■>ud«ment is the subject of this

cover page.

RELATED CASES
79-16393 V.C. No 2:16-PARNELL_v_CHEN 9 th CU. No.

cv-01556-MCE-CKV

?SRnALLs_MART1NEZ 9th CjUl. No. 19-16163 V.C. No. 1:16-cv-00749-JAM-AC
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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

to

[ ] reported at 5 or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix B 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at -5 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 —A— to the petition and is
[■X] reported at 76 Ccut.App.4th 869 ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix

court
to the petition and is

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

1
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

RACKETEER INELUENCEV CORRUPT ORGANIZATIONS ACT (RICO)

6



STATEMENT Of THE CASE

The ccu& o& Pannell_ v_Chen (9 th Cifi. 

00749-JAM-AC) lb
No. 19-16163, V.C. No. 2:16-

a Uh±itlizUomji cMamitance tntmdzd to expose tht

co^pUon o( pttoon oUictalo pandcttng to vendor (ot putcka^ at txodbt 

tant cobtb. .

Plaintiff) li> hon.oiia.bly dlb changed Vietnam 

tame jungle.-4.0t {\oot conditionb that hoi,

an
combat vetenan with the. 

plagued him blnce the mld-blxtleb
when he benved.

Unfiontunately, PlalntlU 

did not compont with pnlbon medical, 

cal lb a given that cannot be denied. 

CSP-Solano medical lb an abe44atlon

6 fiemedlal expenlenceb to alleviate {'loot pain

Gx.VA.ng ull defence to pnlbon medl-

Howeve4, the obd.unate dlagnobeb ofi

even among CaJU-fionnla pnlbonb, In that 

0& Ihe &eet entailed
*ald medical iacllcty'b bole 4emedy (son all maladleb

punchablng o{,: 04thopaedlc £ootwean {:4om thel4 choben vendo4.
The o4tho £ootwean lb cxpenblve.

tmaxti mxt otftn muiud to Ugn Fodm-193 Tuut WttkdAcomU t 

ofi £oun hund.4ed dollanb (£ 400.00)

Pecondb will bhow that Indigent

x.n excebb
to coven cobtb.

The nemedlal {)Ootwean at-ban 

dlbcom£ont had pnevloubly been gnanted him 

cobt o£ $ 8.00, 

at no change.

pnlbonen bought to alleviate hlb pain and 

by CSP-medlcal, at a blgned-£on

acnobb Amenlca,a lightweight canvab bhoe, Ibbued by Jallb

7



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The. cate 0/ TaTnell v Mad fane z {9th Cid. 

cv-01556-MCE-CKV)
Wo. 19-16393, V.C. Wo. 

cofipui petition. The 

uicu the ■intended baAit 0/ the 

e.X£06e Auch mattedA fallowing 

(CSP-Codcodan) whede he had

2:16-
w -initially fated a* a habeas

SYLLABUS Aet fafith in Question Presented 

habeaA action. Petitioned wat seeking to 

voluntary tdanAfad faom another potion 

{\iled in the Kinga County Supediod

hit

Coudt, conteAting gang-delated violence
&t the pditon.

TdanAfad to CSP-LancaAted 

tAtablithed Potitive 

addival at the PPF facility Petitioned

tpace. He woa placed in a Atdip-cell unded the 

inmateA

waA intended to padticipate in a. newly
VloiKm Faculty (PPF) began at CSP-Lancaitca.

Upon

mA placed in Ad/Seg fad lack oi bed-

Aame punitive conditionA aA 
placed thede fad diAciplinady duleA violation depodtA (RYR).

available eo.dA that hiA tdanAfadPdiAoned explained to all 

avail him to PPF
waA to

pdogdom. Thedein when he obAedved A tufa membedA 

and mopping tiedA he volunteeded in that
Aweeping 

he waA not placed in ad/a eg fad

It waA then that
necalatdant behaviod, but medely awaiting bed-Apace.
Atafa infadmed pdiAoned that the menial labod muAt be done by Atafa fad
deaAonA i>et fadth in SYLLABUS, 

mately thdee weekA, 

waA deleated faom ad/Aeg he 

available.

PdiAoned demained in ad/Aeg fad appdoxi- 

awaiteng the dequided medical lowed bed.
When pdiAoned

wo.a moved to a cell whede only the 

The PPF pdogdam waA in fact a thorn, with
upped bed waA 

wodAening conditionA
mUX nUomx nc(uitd a. wUmtytU dmg tcu chick he 

mentA gdottly exaggedated to thoAe AubAcdibed by
deceived punith- 

AtatuteA. Thede fallowed

S



Ihe above-cited cate o& PanncUy_bhan.ti.nez.

Evenio, PaAnell v Mantlnez li> not the cauie oh Initant Petition hon.

Wn.it oh Centlonanl. 

on.den. to deny Plalntlhh Martinez,

The relevance oh Mantlnez 1* n.e*tn.lcted to that In

the eoa At6 below had to Ignore that 

CVCR had to tie-wfilte ilgnlhlcant pon.tle.ni> oh It* Code oh Regulation* to

evade allegationi> po*lted by petttlonen' * habea* conpu* action, wherein 

Petltlonen. wai> then on.den.ed to make i>uch allegation* In a section 1983 

Complaint. Therein CVCR eluded being made to take a *tance on CCR Title 

15, § 3084, fiequn.lng Inmatei> to enclose copies oh all n.ehen.enced document*, 

moit oh which woutd be pnlt>on-genenated and available only through the 

pn.l*on.

Vet, Pannell v Chen l* awa*h with the evidence pnesented herein. 

Layman beg* pnotocol* Indulgence to examine the exhibit* pn.e*ented hene 

which attest that :the had* In Chen n.l*e to the level oh connuptlon, to 

the degnee oh RTCO.

Ill

III

III
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

In Parnell v Chen (9 th Cir. 19-16163, V.C. No.

Plainti{{ {tied hi* § 1983 Civil Right* Action 

perpetrated upon taxpayer*, inter alia, by the medical 

State Pri*on in Cali{ornia. Plainti{{ oltarly showed 

medical Ata{{ to coerce vulnerable inmate*,

*>ign in receipt {or orthopaedic *hoe*/boota,

&or monte* to be taken {rom their

2:16-cv-0049-JAM-AC) 

because he *aw overt corruption 

department at Solano 

adamance by priion 

no matter their indigency, to 

a CVC Form 193 Tru*t Withdrawal

an

accountA.

Depending on the medical 

ioot condition, the ortho a hoe*

*hoe* were deemed to co*t $ 60.00. 

demand {or the ortho {optiwear waA a *ham,

a**e&*ment deemed needful {or the prisoner'*

co*t a* much a* $ 400.00. At-bar Plainti{{

However, everything about the supply and

a scheme devi*ed to
{rom {undA made available to prison medical o{{ido.l*

* cam monte*

{or treatment o{ inmatea.
The courta below would neither look nor de*ire to *ee. The Table o£

cm a{{ixed to the Complaint, clearly apprised, trier-o{-{actExhibit* which

o{ incongruitie*. (Aee TABLE OF EXHIBITS, attached)

Moreover, unAeeing the courta below 

became prior to the diAtrict 

took notice and

were, the Penal Authority took heed

court denying Plainti{{'a action, the State 

on 4/5/19, amended itA Health Care RegulationA with Number
19-01, where at Page 5, regarding arti{icial appliancea, Atated:

” ^provided

(underline add,ed {or emphati*.)
at Atate expenae[.]" 

attached.) 

{or oral argumenta to

(Aee Exhibit NOTICE OF CHANGE, 

when Plaintl{{ moved the Ninth CircuitEvenAo,

10



prompt {oca* on the connuption, and moved the clncult count to 

Notice, oi the. amending to the Health

to incud and connuption by billing indigent inmate.* 

have non

Take Judicial

Cane Regulation*, u)kick opened the doon 

ion monies they did not 

count, in it* MEMORANDUM dl*po*ing 

"Panned'* motion to take judicial

a.ntlclpate acqulning, the dneuit

oi PlaintiH'*, 

denied at.

cau*e, stated,
notice i*

unnece**any. AFFIRMED.”

At-Ban PlaintiH i-Utd 

dollan6 in connupt pay-out*. 

negandlng co-pay co*t* ion pni*onen*, 

a.galn*t hi* pni*on account which,

UkzZy nevet bz abU to m. Jn tkz Uatt pUtonzt bzUzozd kz 

be able to deinay the

ionieiting 60% oi hi*

judiciany oi the*e ovent act* oi

a. Complaj.nl which *aved taxpayen* thou*and* 

A*ide inom cau*ing a change in the *tatute* 

PlaintiH 0-c.cnued {filing iee

oi

co*t*
becau*e oi hi* penennial indigency, he

would
co*t* oi idling the complaint. Indead, PlaintiH T*

■ PzmUztng PlainUU aizzting thz 

coption U.-tntki UaurcUikmAtzntm.

now monxe*

PlaintiH move* thl* Count to 

ment oi a magi*tnate judge to
nevxew Pjutnell_v_chen, In that appoint- 

iunction a* ne*pondent pneempted allegation*.

11



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

J. PARNELL

VECEMEER fQ, 2020Date:
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