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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

j* %t ikrk Is requiring I file. A COmpkto ptotoovi by refusing -lo fltcepd my mofion for leM b-f'ik, ptoch Mold resolve, 
all issues presented vitoouf -nudity procedures (.to toiS pato'evlar case) normally attendta§ pef'fon -fdi/^,3

(. Is •ito Prisoner LtogaUon Reform Acl CPL&A) S-stoito ruk, £% DSC- uneontofu-b'on&l, stare, if cNIU a

prisoners ri^W- to PiU meritorious 'close, call claims Attooof reprisal la violafion of tot. Is* Amend miAf^

X Is PUUK's 3-ctoike. cult. uinconstotofiomli sUct sf/ihes, rtsvlhng m loss of m fvm parpen's leave., are. imposed

UjitooiA affording "s owe, hearing prior to impos'd lor) as doe. process I toe M* kmtndmurf Ctyoires ?

3. )n 1011, all clams to toe. underlying Cases Met allowed -fo proceed id form*, paoperis as paA of a Single 6&st\
i

U <2.016, 3 PL&A s-i-rife&s irJttt issued agamA- P&fifion&r] An<) ir> £01% tot disfrief ruled flat stable cases claims 

Were misjoined, splfl fhem into stparak cases, bui denied id form* paoperis leave despito toe loll ruling -- 

DM toe disfrief cou A- err in (e.* screening severed claims and denying id forma paoperis leave. <

H.~The loWer CouAs mtonfionallyavoided Argumenk challenging toe ooAsfifiAio nalfy of PLfch's 3'&2Wk law, 

denying fair hearing I Goes to is arbitrary refusal to fairly hear my claim metf toe ConsfikiAional mini moms 

under tot i^(\mcndmeto h Consfitok a "redressof<grie\/ances‘,andmeeAducprocess reyuisiks f
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[ ] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

(XI 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 
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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

1X1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A-G . to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at 5 or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
M is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix __£>— to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at 5 or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
(XI is unpublished.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
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

5 or,

courtThe opinion of the _ 
appears at Appendix
[ ] reported at------
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

to the petition and is
; or,

1.



JURISDICTION

DO For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
re.Co/)(,k)tf lQ-5’2.0was

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

DO A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
and a copy of theAppeals on the following date: 

order denying rehearing appears at Appendix —&___.

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including______
in Application No.__ A

(date)(date) on

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

"9-? (JiC X^OZCa) applies.Horn of bt lover couth certified k '4U Mnot Mne constitiA-ional'ty of Xt USLIVSty

Uas dmvJn inb quc&fion.

[ ] 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---------

[ ] 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
(date) on (date) into and including____

Application No. —A

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

1



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

1^ km endmenf • Courts* shall make no laiP...abrid§in§ 4he freedom of speech, or of-the? press] or -the. 0<j hi

of 4he p^opte h peaeabty assemble,<vta ta petiltion fre G>ovanmenf fof a <?4 grimes/'

5* A^e/icW/4; Hb petsoa shall.*, be deprivet) of life., liberty, or property, utihouf due process of taw,"'

9$ USC I5C$) ^ l/i no cvtnti shall a prisoner b rinq a Civil actiion Or Appeal of ajudgnie/tir in a Civil Action 

Or proceeding under -this section (f ihc prisoner has, on % or snore occasions, white detained in any Cacilty, 

brovpjnti an -action or appeal in a Courf of tint Unitied States. 4bati was dismissed on tint grounds itioti if U 

frivolous, rnalidoOs, or fails ta state, a claim upon uhieh relief may be. qraatied, unless 4be. prisoner Is under

\mmined danger of serious physical i/iju/y."



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

~fh&se. claihs in the caseson review originally arose, from & single. me;Ta^ v, Clarke. ,^1,^ LpiuI', They

fJUt screened per PLR{\ (t^uirCme/M, determined b be meritorious, and allowed b> proceed in forma paup-e/i<, \n 

5.0U-* in 5,0 i6, Couch i Med 3 strikes witbin weeks of eocb other, Seeking b pun lib my litiglousneis despite 

the. merits of relative claims, by a buse of the. PLPA '$-s4rik&$ law. Cf>e& Slacks v, US, 630 fed. hppr 632,strike issued

on X'Z'lC] Tatvm v.Cirnpl/ (efd@ X.°H>WLZ%$XbO,strike issued on «2-/5-/6(’ Tatum t/, fossum, IS-CU-tZIS, Cowl, 

feP'c) in (dahdc&si t 5.016 UL45^1^3alsosee Takim u. W-QJ-IW, Oki^t p.X-3,proving these Cases'mert.j 

\n 5.0^, alter a %’d summary judgment proceeding in Case UCV-U3I, the district ruled claims were misjoined, 

Ordered them severed into their own eases, bub denied ih forme* pauperis ItaVi despite the. %oU ruling allowing leave 

to proceed m fbima pauperis on theclaims* CTatum v. Lucas, XOH PL CSX^Sfl i rc^uettted f&considerahivri, 

lb of I M*s already granted fn fbima. pauperis leave on be claims * PL&b prouhions Jo rib altov hr any 

Screening of claims, and PLZh is unconstitutional on f 5**" Amendment grounds, So / should be granted leave', 

The. district denied (teonside/edion, denying (C-screen'ing as an error, ignoring bit Amendment argument -H^af 

?LZh 'l-strike provision, as applied, i/iolahj dotproias requirements, and ruling Iitigotfon isnt "speech " under he /*+Am., 

$o my argument faatPLZA chills prisoners1 right b advance meritorious dose Call claims without reprisal i& invalid* 

[App*. O] i posed tbc* Same, argomenk related b district Court error in (t-screening Severed claims + unconstitutionally 

of X% OSC* IVbCg) on Is* * S* Amendment- grounds on appeal, but-the. tueuit refused h address my argumeAs, 

just ruling I had 3 Strifes then ultimately dismissing my appeal after denying in forma pauperis leave. t A'C]

re­

st



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

I* “the uncorirtituhoinahty of PLQ.A's Sstrlie. law on ft* ^ Amendment grounds presents a novel ^important ywtion of /»w 

that Can only be resolved by this Court, and the Circuit's Mishandling the issue (grossly calls for SC01VS ’supervisory powes.

Pink’s constitution aldy has loan chullt/igid before, but most Cans alleged denial of Court Access, e,g. Thomas !/• itoljer, TSo Ps) <h‘j%

lot Cir. %6it)(c ltd iCollnM cases). Wowser, these Constitutional challenges haven't been raised prior --£Jm the distrirt court $taU as much.

A l&v) may he challenged as unconstitutional if the farts show A. Applies the law fs illegal, And 6. that injury is susbmid or will

result from ih enforcement, pi ass, v. PI cl Ion, IC2 US ttl,tS7(l<j23) PL&A's 3-strife law, T.% QSt l^lSCg), is illegal on Amendment

^founds plus causes injury, and as such is unconstitutional; The, law should be stricken by 5COfUS as far as its "failure, b state. & claim"

Masoning for issuing strikes,

Vi UStlVbcg) ehil/s *■ threatens to chill prisoners'protected speech, anj their right to sect gov. redress of grievances, by its

punishing their fi I iVig of meritorious, mud, “close call claims in good faith with PLiA strikes. bCoTOS discussed close call claims in

fJeitzkc u, Uilliams, tlQ US $11, lli-Z^llWOflW), defined as legit claims seeking logical txUnrton of Uw + precedent h its facts,

which could reasonably be decided for or against their stating a claim] it was held that turn if ultimately unsuccessful, these claims

shouldn't be treakdthi same as a frivolous one, since, the. basis in law * fact was arguable, id, Ruklkd^.p.CiviP^the rule.

Stating procedures be Sanctioning non-prisoners for filing improper claims, Specifically protects them (notably trained attorneys) frm 

Sanction for filing “dose call claims, but PLEA's &-strike law Superceding frtdKrt (or prisoners under statutory Construction principles} 

Sanctions prisoners (largely untrained in law) wUh strikes' if the exact so me "close call claim fs called against it stating a claim. This is 

illegal, AS issoing A strike AS reprisal for filing a Opod faith claim violates prisoners' ft Amendment right to petition the <Qov, for 

redress, and discourages filing 'close call claims to avoid strikes, despite their good faith and basis in arguable law *-fa&t$.

S



(denial of a fionsK-krfiOflfll n^lrl' Conshfatts CM "iv?jWy Under ianJ. Cam v. Pi oh v<, ^35 US IH7,2&t-Ct(l17%) bo both el{,vunk Atl met

■ftw T-% ilit i'jlStj) to fc>£ Aricten cii [/AtoAikMioml under the, I ^ Amendment. Ike district, fa refute my constitutionality 

tkdWcnqz under the Ist1 Amendment, Alienee) Itigation tsntspeech, ta my dcgy/wwl- /s/7'+ i/aliJ; Rut that cicarly Contrndich SCOXUS1

defiriiliow of S0«2fci iWad in precedent fa bo- "'Cohdoct. ■ Carried out by cJhSof lanauagi., either spoken,'wrifM, or printed."
; ■ . ; . -.i^fah, ••-. . 0 ' \ .■•-.•■<•• r ; .
>■ \ \,-‘ • .•.?•«(••,'.a* • ••• • • • • *• • h ■

Giboneyu. &nfiB&cm*tui 334 u$w% sgjfe'dw)
.:.! ; *»:• r;.'' Si: • !.:r' • • 'S' .i X: :i f

IVr Thomas i/' holder, the QCCitcJif dxprtsiid Simihar concerns as fa the Oo»isfi4t/4u>ft9.|i-b/ ok Pi-£A, on grounds thmt it
. ■!', Vi

5trpprem (yiertiv/ioos prisoner datihs. ti.UofSd ctkW. Tink is similfar fa my 1^ Amendment claim here, and show that

reasonable, highly qualified jurists (many times OC Circot judges Qri tapped fat &C.OTUS nomination) also quest ov, whether the

jPL/i?A violates the US Constitution, as opposed fa just a prose' prisoner. In my estimation, uneonstitutionalit-/ is dear here,

and reasonable jurats also calling Pick's legality ink) question justifies 6 cotus review, this tsp, deice, the Circuit refined to 

rule on the issue. at ail by intentional' avoidance.-

2b use. IV5ty)s imposition ofdriki, resulting in the loss of-the ciftht or privilege fa in forma pauperis sfatvs, without affording

"(pme hearing pnd fa imposition is also illegal) This violates due process/5th Amendment (equiremenh that prevent arbitrary
i , i .

(£&/rj nqhlror pawk^i iSf-RioW'fl. fifoo^bii OppocrUnity WchaiU/i§c #it (JcfOni/ctPiO/) prior 4t)
i:'

effect,deprivation
;; :.
r.

seee.g, Idoiffo. Me Oo Mill,'tit US Si% 557*5% (lT7t)(due. process Cifji/es hearing prior fa opr- depriving substantial liberti'ei)
: •ii

A p(£ ■deprivo-tion due process hearing prior fa PLfJ\ ztrik. imposition ii both feasible * requiredPole. Il(dl£££l0<f’.l a Words a

pre-deprivation hearing, fa the form of a "shoiu-eavse process, if non-prisoners are alleged to have filed improper claims -*

The Accused is <} \vCn notice of alleged impropriety via, the. accusers motion t 21 Jays fa correct misconduct before the motion can 

' be filed in COoA, and after filing the Court orders the accused fa "s W Cause" why Sanction shouldn't issue, alluwing a.



refutation of alleged improper -filthy prior b any sanction. ff no/t-prisoners are afforded Such pre-depriWfm procedures,

it's feasible tv afford if b prisoners C* violates equal protection b not), yet Pie. A ii devoid of sock dot process protections', and

it's clearly required fey dve process fo afford pri-deprivotion procedures before, sanctioning alleged improper filing of dams,

else if wovldntr fy& afforded h non-prisoners per (ZJt tUe) either.

H, The proper handling of severed PL&A claims whether they should be Ce-PUA screened, is a novel question $£o?l/$ 

Should address fey a final opinion on the waiter.

tntkh case, the distrust screened claims under PL&A, granted in forma, pauperis S tabs, Severed Claims *? y rs Ukr, rt-screened

tht severed claims * denied in forma pauperis stabsfivt PULA provisions don’t allots be ^screening, + they weren't neiu cUims,

The. purpose ot PL&A is b e/isvrt the-quality of prisoner litigation. Porter v. tJvssk, $3t US $l£,S2S(2-oi>2) This purpose wasn't-

met try the re-screening * denial, quality was assured in the fust screening/The loiter courts' position ,s an oppressive disposition

Ajjfci/unf prisoners b stop meritorious claims, not keep out unqyai'tfed based on merit, when courts ate required b have an impulse,

towards entertaining actions, see Undid /hi he bo'ten of A m.v. fibbs, 3&S US VS,TM-2S(\U(,)

The proper handling of severed PuZA claims hasnt been addressed by ic<rfv$,and a decision will impact PLZAipthon-mn nctionvide,

JTT. determining the Constitutional minim vms for fed. Court rulings fa meet ft* 5^Amendment requisites is a fundamental 

question going b the core of judicial administration, uaif anting ScoiuS 'turtisn- of its supervisory authority to address the. issue.

In this case, despite my being property before the I^Clrcut* advancing meritorious arguments challenging the Constitutional^ 

of Xt USC IVbif), that tribuna I arbitrarily refused to prouide fair hearing by a relative ruling on the merit, it was c Itatly wrong

to purposely deny me fair heating, poss ibly even Constituting atrimtU.g. 18 v$C- Ml), but their actions CAise a critical issue-'

What ate the Constitutionally minimum Criteria for a ruling b constitute a "redress, of grievances" under the ft Amendment, and

"doe process' under the S^f SCOtuJ has never addressed the question, and the lack erf clarity has fostered abuses of judicial j
7



diSht-fion vio. defirk/rt citings'. S evtfai hold th at an arbitrary court deC6ion Conitifai'es an abuse of discretion, eg, 6 he (tod u.

tingl&i 223 Ps) f^i &/0O*£i'r.JM)( and thotafvhhg ii arbitrary if there fs Ao (earning (h4h& record fa supportif, e.q. l-lfidkeH-v,

jeroiCo/o.L-ro^isfid VI, 7W-7S (T'Cie, looi). There, are. even court- loco I rules that require ftasoniriQ in court-decision. eg, US y. 

C,eofc\e., rtoS P2drtlO,fU- ItiVCir- loOSXl^Ckcu't&l&bo requires explanation of reasons brail appealable orders) 6ofc.*W conufihfa
'.^V' ' '■■ ' . •*&£:- ; ■.■■'l.'i.Vfi-.1

“(jamiAt]". 4-dte rzasoh^inoiphfa pass’ Confofati<t$rt,muskt-{ Thi V^Circut^trreasoning (brjenryiiigm^^forma pauperis'
■ ■ ■ •'*£ ." im ■ ■■■'•' • M'

leave, that l hod l PUACtrihs, bvtddWT redress nry grimaces, thai PLtZK's S-etiiUldju.isn't Coasti'fatttrial plus none of Hk.strikes m> 

ujauanti), and so s hood nt apply. The. l^Cvcurt can argue that it gate "reasoning, complying v,% cuctt/it precedent, vhik violating 

my rights to fadfiss of my grievances * fair hiding under the, /s*»6* Amendmtnts. A Conflict exists, And harmony r-darity mush be

tji

brought Ipy fl. SdoTOS ruling, fa mote abuseof discretion precedent regarding inform rulings and constffati'onal requisites Into allgafflint

Thi Minimum constitution^ requisites of what Constitutes "reasoning * (air hearing has beta decided bySCOtui (or tribunals in prfun

bearings, set kloitf, US4f&,3-66, $o bohy not a, Critical look of fhe. minimum constitutional (cqulitfa for Court ft/lings, nuhtfL

5o much more, is of stoke?

) would argue ttiotfa b& constitutionally firm, a ruling mustgm reasoning that redresses (be particular rgnevantes posit) fa 

the. dedsiohmakir, tiiik "reasoning' to 'include tibi fadtsihinted h-tbe decision, U^prkeikrrt relied on, hoio (ti'ijffpiiejtottii forts,
"

* vlrj /fi applied (nth* The. cc^u^ shovlj b£ sow armIqAryi of uI/j response 4v such rsuch p<v-/y posiho/uti I HmU
: • :

"til1' Conclusion or ruling, because "abe* legal precedent Applies to “def" facts in so'So’Vay, far" 123 "reasons,' And failure ot a

ruling fa include any of these elements should warnsnt reconsideration, Constitute ai>irj$ of discretion, as well as a due precise an i 

or I* Amendment violation far denial of redress ofgriruunces.

CFuU kltmrtiftJkhMi. is.Jfaiuard. 516 US 11,72(2.tiQ){ a fetO for A specifii reason or group controls over a general one tuhrn a Contiictcukfa
S



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

&

PtobeA- L. Ta+O/n, pib'honer

Date: ^ ~XQX\
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P&lrrfrmir, 'i

-V-

IhornAi ~Tre.Uln ( OeCon't cfd,t Sean Ue/t^erSon, drat
ft&Spondenk.

jQfaa.10 VJjLi

On Uri-f(s) of Cerf-iofar! b 4hz UnifeJ &b>hs CouLr 

of fappeali -for -fhe. Scvenffi Ctrcurf, In (to^xr^s b fine. 
Consol iMed appals of M-MM, 3.0-2.S&0, ZD-2MlX

AoIter-f L, 'Tatfum_______ ,
p&4-ihor\tr ■ pni Ss.

2? 33 Rivtrdde. Prue., PO/lo^ 11031 

Green R»i H( $ylo7-jo$3

RECEIVED
JAN 2 2 2021
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QucS't'i'Mi Presented for (3) ■■-■ See j/) fbrtno- pa v perk liotfon forkkh information

ParWw " Petitioner, (Zo\>-tA Xotuw, v\S <M inmate to Wkwaukti. County Jail etfims filtvtlnt, vbo sued fcspondenh

Ibomos TrsMnn, Oeeoric SmH), OcShciMn Mckidtf/SMo UeadetSM, fiidiael iceman^ fatrlnn fitik,$aroih klron&k'^ all WPj oft leers

for constitutional tu^nk vioMm. Resp. never appeared tvrttisi m,is,andthe. mo(s tor resold warrant ex park- de-Cislon-

Xotdc of tutnority *■ ContJ.r\ts — not applicable. |(Spji or ksj

Opinions (btlom “I^Cir. OicisaAs: Il"5~20 final Oder of (?n/mW *En (bunt Oe^-App A) 10*5-50 feeon&lder denied, fiippj&l

'2fi It) formA (kvptrh denit), P?‘p< 6, 0 istrlcti EOlrH 'OeciiaiflS i In form 9. Po.lt ptr(i )tnii), App.Q (C>-i '/2(7 Opi/uttj)

Jurisdiction -- 5.8 L/.SC ligHCO gw«s4We £oi<r4- jv^Is^i't-lioo over this controversy-

Statutory * Constitutional Provisions Ist kmndmwh '• "Compress stall mkt no laio.-abnj^ the, freedom of speech/or of 

4b$. pressl or Ci^hteXthi people. pwuxbly to assemble,and to petition the. Covernmt/d Pot a (edrtu o? y, waned,,'

5^hmendmerti "Moperson %hall--k>t deprived of lift, liberty,or propeAy, oaiMnout due-process of lap;

3x VSC- l^lCia) I see- In fotma, Pwpe/k fnoUon Pocfnh information
‘ ■ . , ,.»«

Statement*- $et In ^ormo. Paopuh Hofien for 4fjJ.s informatven

Reasons for Crantmg thus Petition — sen In for mb Pauperis Hot ion for the- aryment *■ tacts in support, Secaho 

Supreme Court Rvie. |0ca),£O. An important questuv) of lairi^httUtr 1% USCL liiSfy Is violative, of- (^<6^ Am/ndmeMs, 

Has, not' b ecri'bvl should he. st-tUd by this Court', and the. Inaadling of i/i forma pauperis leave bdaio ts far ovhidt of 

Conclusions'-The- alhehed in forma, pauperis' /notion $hovl) b& granted, resulting in 5fc Vit filty) being itrieien a.$ 

i/iniSoflsfrkAiwal) knd fttis petition decided Cx park. * in Summary faihte\r?r in Pekth'oneA' fa.voA

norms-.

Si^edi H —
(ZbbuXakvm, CM, PoAmM33, CtWifajM $4SolW5

Qottdth'is S1^ of December', %p%S,



!:
1

jprtjnd (Lour4- of-Hi? UaIIzJ ^aP&S
1

finke.sJ' L. 'fA-h/t* P/d't'hants

C.a(jt Ao.-V-

"fhnHftS 7?£Iki'/l RECEIVED
JAN-2 2-203--OifjoClL 9>!V\li’W i.- ’ ftl

SifAA OFFICE OF THE CLERK 
RMPRPMP COURT 5 C'Joa(,t Qs^pafl^rnh.

MaPim Par L&avi b tile. * Proeeit) In &>/>*)« Pao>perk ovi Pi-kP/m $or Le.r\-iort>,n^_____

fl/v ftasfg />(■ rha.II/'.A^iA^ Iff U&P. I^lk(^)'< "Z'tlrrrtv rJi. Upphad'tm r ^ostfJ'l-hAtoml

Qupf/’./AlCdl/rir fcdejtl 2.1-ttk) tip.1,1*111 Tck^V/T) as pm c<9-prkoJUr ^tf.h Uttut h flic A Ql-khoflPur<kuayi4-

a^rfiui/ult -Hudr Pa(J)/IS/ Lih^HihoSj 2tQ>ftn ArJ~ (PL&ti 3-fr/n'fcc rU<-t di USC l‘U5tj\£or Qt.A’fo/’brt m &>/m\ pAi/ffMi , on

I-'WolpJnAy 4itL 1^m nkiHi/itj prolttW spaef.L m mej-i-kntai/S 'cluit Call CMC!\ta/m) Hit1«, OiAfiOA&UM'io/X

S* i:>’1

l 14^ Artl/’nJ/W'rtMl) i/I A-k/iie. [/npo^iiio/l rt&uUi/Vj t/J loSl o£ h^l/tir or privtJi^L whUnoiA’ \bm<L. IrttJlnnQ prior b 'J

oplCtJ In a. Cfr&uotn surightL 4n he. fi&olt/tJ hy rJnnkion by -Hits f’ouA,'j Uni- pth'htM Mill ItxryfJydn/)<0r

praf.e.tA pro f.L in fvsnnoi pauptris, here will ansojethlank kt.Ca.uM rtAoh/i/ig •Unix noo-kion an tohtAhin I Ca./)

■k bt puse/iks). all fa (iiipiAth 'In forma pauptrh r^>liny bt-loUthcm^ fnllavAail of -Hoe, iui/cs

y <, ifi 4h& U/t/’J/tk/tAj A.fXi/A hjtrt /lllomeJ 4o prot/tJ \n fotnUX pAuptrk <X& part- rtf ft fi'/lylt, L<\lL{ln Zol£I. In loll, ail Cku

i&vct) tKya.insJ' PeA'tkiont.r'! in %o\1 $i£ disifiGfrt/let) fnt. cJa,i/n? ujial ivusjoiAti) t-spirt 4-kirt i^b£> PLtZA &hik& Ul ft

*k <hAtd la pai/pash /latftL - - Dtr) 4ho /hdrnck irf in rt'Seneyii/^ tr)e/^ftn^ m pa,i/p/rh (emit9.•liatAf own CJKk&pi
;



3., [& ?L£k\ S-sink/. coL u\tu,o/i$l:ihA'in/i&\s .wife. A/ihilk prisoners'rlcjlA-la friz. rAtsAvAoui "close, cnil aJa'i^aS ?

; l i/nooV.^ uUhoai'/isPij-u-l-tonal, <1/1 ft, s.hihx f&iulhAa t/i loss of ia (nront*. pmptrH lait/e a.3. k Pt£b\ Ssirtte. n/U. \!ALO

&(For/)t/ig Ao/nc hr.ariAj prior -fa /itt (jut. p/nfpsi requires ?

Tht rJin/m i/i Une.%1 fi<K& Arose. fl/Vgi/iaffy f, L l-C.S/-(IZljcace., Trt-Ay flfarb. eJ’/i.L, EOkJ I,/■OW fl IV? V*

p(iKj\ptr\k la loll, i/i XolLs nnur-k n^eJPL&.&. r fallouts) fa ptettud /> s4-rikei tuiiWuivit/e (.triiAir) firltxp&r

A. f Cgf fn.AC.1IS t/1tiAfcks of ea.rJsi nfaier. seekUij fa pir/iAU >ny (ib^inus/IUS ia <a,(n/S£. trf PL£.h, fic4- fack rtf mtr

■■'UEOtJI >' 1
A^x C,Zft(l'Z-tQ, TtJnji*) v.P'mpI n(. lDlLfaL^L^T^OCk-lZ-lO, Tafam u. Aossoro, \Z-CV~tWS/.-?t&liJL *J

loll, afire/a V)alf>o tee. Tdfai^y. SrAifa.elal.Cr.ie}, Dfar^ft^tlA, C/plAi/nnij tprot/i/ig me.rUr -Iv 4hr.\c P.ASfX. 1 I

Su/nma/y judasi/Ap piMedity, tint Jidrul ruled ll'CV-llil &/<ti>» noire. majoLeJ, orr/ereJ fa(s> ^ivirer) w\fa #w own MMA,

LA- dr.nitrl m (on** fxmpeck IfAut rlrAp'ik, far, loll ailou/Mli upnA PL£A MrteAwg. jja-htr. t/. Lir(Akt lOl0! JLL52$M]

PL£h afaA/j are. fa be. 'r)r. Ao\ifa riuleoJir) 4a e.niUee Arty tjert irahM'f imposes). £.<ji PibiAsOn v> \'J 2.H1 ftJS^O,

6tUa^'Au-'LooJ), hwAMAi ia /7£ (Ifh.+l ope/’ ‘nlc novo. /W . 797 FJJ Idtf Idli-lKOt £>, tolS) ktA no rauA Jir) any 'f

<l\)\w nfUif.sC Anlts^, and "rf ihh ('.noA dofA fa A Mill a A fMtn OiiP. k ual'iMy ,/npou}, leA aU nt 5. /XrtJ PLf?.At

pu/po<s ii A (Akjft Ait fynlrty of pnio/ter clai'/ns.. Pork/ v, I/S A/4, SKUZoQl) ThoA pu/ys< (t ttnA miJr

•(ofsh 0l pfauperU■Aul hue/' tf>uA^ aeJio/K i/i Se/ipptj mo ia L/sncK piwpe/U: A lull sfiret/ji/ij \nth atftnJy ^a/iAe/l *n »t I
£ W



•!

\ta.\lL. Pi. iZA’t su/r\&. \o a /tw^/ru/ik f hnntJ wax Cmp/opt*. impfdpfitbj n /Vta^nl-fuJ 41m. fou^f -UvU- binding

;!
AuP. Jn .YiitjoUlJfS b ftP/.u/ lAjrfMtn ONVi nt -Cih/i^j rtrU- loAt/. ifJloee.!?/ u.tiMiorl-kf t n/\y wuM/iMe.

/td ujlII priorhJfxfn/A tttaUU Sf.t'.j b(A fuJ LW, LilWd^Cjf.XolZ) Uad Uv< tiiAUoriby keen nhey/d. ‘ktueraacl mauld'jt nP.ru/

* An fti atttjt/hkxbli, 4o pumilri ml. far Hit, /hdr/ic-h (ni/tsse. b bfne.1^ ’ae.vtr p.ltxi/n< -’km e/fuibbl£ (itf/dj■Id Ikt. 0ml sj-Ak/

lou) ml in fiinno* pavptni" leave i/t 4hti /Last■ h avolh i/iji/Ssha, by Un. Ayr) o^i-fariz b 4hi. mnU-zn Uuj.tifh u/afit\AkJ b u

feaqge# v, fh9\m,1 US, /kL0i SIC(Mtii). Uar/J-Aitas fJaii ia ihrhforJ £mpiri, Z12 t/S 9-^5 of work. p/orhtdr, p\trt

pursuing rJuuni 4baba/& rJiMniSSfd due b i/t -ft/Vwa p<LUpeAi'dtr,ill in(re. a M/iQds r ir/ipa/abb ir>jt//y lo me. itobk, k'& loU tii /»

i'a lavJ, X% UML MllsCcfi, (uds as .* l/> M tw/rlr Slnalt a, foriit/ler hnpy a. Pai/II Athoo or app/nt of a. ji/^g-PL&A'< ^-&4-/

tiiOKi 6/ praPf/diA^ mUr Utfc uedrm c( Pnz p/kn/i/r ha<: on 3 Of wort, Agassio/» while dt-hxmi) ia any•Me/d' i a (k Cm 11 a

t * A/Jiosi o< appeal ui a. r.nud' of Utz unit'd •Uvtf wt dismiss/} on ■jbt Qfoufl(k 4ina^ r/- h frmbwi,lcix.e,\'f r h/Qi/yidr'.

b &luit A dam upon uMlcU mlicf ma^ bs yanb^ u/)U& Iht p/iiomr iX uA/)tr unyiini/A' rJoany/ nfMfrliilOUS, 0/ pg.i l

Iji//y," faiA' -UiiS law is, ijnco/isXik/ho/)oJ HA {u/aod grounds * ztnnuU b/.. (.blhe/i fay Uik (LouAr, tin/)Sl/ibi/t pbfSila,l

l he. nJlokj/A b p<cApir) 'i/i b/m\ paupe/n on ib& bash of dkh lai*> Lh'riy i/tcpe/ablc

A /aV may b. rUal/t-ij/J as uArA/\drildrto/\a.( i-f4u.fa.eb p«Nt A. Uut ku k illegal, and b. UncA-

SQibiPt) or Aiill (t\ob (‘/om ih. e/iforrp/nt/4'. Hass, u, M&tlo/). 1L% US LNl

<S)



L/sC /?/£&) r-hitk * 4UttaleAS. 4n rhtll p/ol'idft) spaed* nf pn&>M/± 4t> fill- me/rbrfolM t npvd, "cli)\& 1,1 //" r la lV?.i, Uteri'

CJt k lotyeat &WA*M nf IaJ ■IfrUitif tiUi/*<J JkK is, ilkOjui suite /j- u to I alts 4W, 1^ A./ne/tJ/norl', a*A Lpieck tUppfl£S,tf>A l\ AA

Liht.dfflWrho/l .1/ijLi/y as de.a\o\ of HoA^UiMoA/xl fiyfok. Ligal-flings a/tproheAd expn'ssiOAi under -Uw Is*h*n.,&/)<) mi i

aC sp/es!* 4-MpJ bj &£CrfVS At> ke. (Londvdr.* fn i/iiACiA? b{ \le&. CjihoD/v u.rrf la/)QvayZt fi.tMnei ipoke/i^ idrillf/tt or pitmoans

\\mp\tS. .‘^•Irwu^g rliKLj MC IIS tWJ(>fl2.*OMM9) The r/i$fnc4- Oa&A*t> my l^Hm. {‘JnaltetitjL b> PL€A\ foAiure-fa iJate. g sJq'im

<,LLi PPl]ablltes by nlliying Uyal-Piling Hak\pud»“, kiA- 4bainrinbcJuM K&& .Vlotl/i *-r.ommbflseML.f'LdlnujL.'SOl

y.CffiK (jimjttt) "dm. fall" casts. ]a AJ*rfer.fa>. i/. US V1), CAMS Ityifi it. f.ULnfrifyeH/itj\m a

tx\p/Jb o/> of laid -in ifi Pns.-h uihie.L] fouls) /‘f.a.iOsiahly W dls.id/J fsr Or flga\ntM tl Z-l-nJrf/itj a. i’laim'^ j’ p-hb/i lvtn

If ■UritM’. nlai/nt aft iiAMrmiOd ^1**uUa'4- kt. f/tabb Ui/^Smiaf o. frivol tvs one, suite ih bath Me \ pryunbli. lb.

A>v) aUfwi/yk &Il l I (c)l & &£ma P. pm-hfob noA-prk o/>en from la.nrbion for fill Ay tbsf.txU CbiAif pnSoJirfPi efi

l/JU dr/>l>M $Mn/.'j Art. UMijf/fitlfiii. (lUh alio UiolsUs, CO//a.Iproh&l'ion of pnia/ltd k no/\~t ftlahrJ fa i tdSL Call claims).

j dbf\ ffj.ijU’ iA lo%i ofAne. nylth aspriveligt. 4c l/ift/iw pai/pf/n'tUlv${1% u^C. Hfcrg) akr> impozu zhiketj uhich CAA

tuiUnotA- a.fff)/r)[/ilj \ t>MA benn/ia'' pnor b impn^'tWo/il 4hix iis illegal &\m?. & iJi'olapK 4k& S^V/1^ Am/ia <M/>4ti)

•jo atfosA due process, Oi' "st>ma. fatartAg pnot' to Ute, dtpAunUan crPa/iy Kubf<hisrb‘al loii of a fu^lrrh a/ f >riufJty.. £& 6.y.

Wolff Ou yitOoA/i&llf ^1% U$ A pit-dtp/ii/CihoA ^ profit hf.Qii/ij ii k>oiU fra&hk.

<S>



I,

P., ttuL fisic ibrdfig p/o/P/ht/^ (fr ACMbkortin^ ’priio/hrJ Cor CillAQ i/hp/op// f.ltni‘mis &\lou/.< for <\ tRuleJlteJj fr.ru non

ht(\n/!q in W\L frit*! of t\"slnoiJ rjiute prodtil p/tor 4v 6a A/ho n (/f fh£, aect/H/J rt Qtvi/i noti/e of 4kt pa/ftct/loiA via

ttu AMMfs't mofl >/)} 2trJd>fX to fiorr/eh alley//) tA&&o/)/h/cb Iv.&re, JUt wtio/\ (An be Cil/t) in tovrt/\ <KAd arte/ filt/Vjfke Coorjr

n//)p/< iff. /ir/VAj> j to 6fo\J eo,vy£ u/tp <an rJria/t f.lnnulJn't' lMUi>l allowing a f/lovUdl ^ alityJ 1/npraptc piling 0/ explA/Hfkio/l.
i

if no/l-pnson//J |i rt /x(fbrt)/J Hurt) pCotoAu/e,f li'c C/cttiUf. -k> afkrJ if to pnsoAe/s, ydr PLZ.A h U iff 60/h protenfio/KUOl

dnJ if S' obi/iot/Stf \( p to nompkf u/iHo Uv> C.andit'uiion r.kt fj> uoi/lJ/i4" exact for non • prl(o(U/S el-Une/T0ttl&

i

In Ifoo/noS i/1 Holt)*/. 7S0 Fli £99, 9()9 (06 C\r. 2oW), 4t\t Q,(L< f irm it tupr/ntJ Si/nilta/ Co/iee/nx an 4ft eonufrbh'onabfy

nf PLlZAl An ^/a)w.r of it- fti/ppf/xXm^ mentorioiA pnxo/ler (Jai/nt^ TfoU 4 xi/n'iha/ k> my l** Aai, /.fu\ll(ny, Md$,f ofner

(Lo/)&fitufioAal /llwlUsiQjlA to PL(LA Um/f. nlliOpA rl/niiil of /.oust tlolt)// ?£0 fit at 908 ((.lie) f(.o tierfet (AXef)jlxtr

fits 1*6 t- (^'/tLl^' ktn, inaAif. not- t// Hit) pflOfj ~fi)L (hnJ/fi/tr stlkf/J ftf M»/Us yftr itie *7^ Cm/.t/lf rtfuv)tUf&e e.loalltiny.6 uv a rai

point/A 0\/f an t'/./.o/li.it^(/(ktrlo/\ Asta).of iJn/.onitit’iA'ro/ialrfy at all . f.u/A ia/Io/a tint. AW/Hiyltytto d^Artm, my aIa J0&&.ii ai

fun my P.fd'i’/n&fidzij tiw. fAtJ/l* /ntrsrlionsilh{ m/6i/)/t) my Art^UrA/nti k/h,/f iHtlC M o, rioi pro/ea i/iolarhon an/) l\i/A

ix r./i/AL :a tU/. i/i'tfsilnonal dtAinJ of my LonstrltnAiond ftykt to 4^. lotta,/) th/. eot/rh^Hf/i I% U^C !>■\ijMl

\JUtt££.P()£K; ’iktt/n (/xprs-kCt/lkj ft^utdi Or/)*/, &friktAtj 2% l/^. /^Ktg) a\ Un/.o/istrih/fionailha/} alloh/iA^ in form ptxuptfh

have, i Uoai?. topli.

Oat/J Hoh of Ot./e^>h>g/.'l02X>^
fo\}e/tr%h/r>MCli PmWh&fU/ibnWl S‘/30'7-9»55
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!C^nu-Ar c£ 4-hg. U/ilWc} »4!
ftnh/v^- /-. ~Ta.h/>/n. Pr-l-iMoMft It

Coop no.-V- *•

~Th(iMCL{ Trtlllrt, OfPortL ^/n't&n ri'/iL, Ss6a/) tte/lAt/’Xn/i t.-bixl.; fi.fSportt)//}k.

Ir
" Qi/llAitih'b/i of l/)(w//nn.4'i'd/l (r>/~ QeJrii’iiMAf. C.an&ifMnrl' Ui4U Par 07 ^ *•/ £>ha/ Jot /s) -

•W pf/i/ilh^ /i-P jO/zji/^j 21 M&ti. lltitij •Mnuti’4iw l/yfo/aWroi/y herem and any£t (Zt>hfs4- I , TfU-iiin ^iifJo./fi Una

l
f
I.

do£Oisnisdl<~\ /ittcwheA AifJrmf, vC.ntfrcJf 4fi u/hai-ttuyVt purported -A? , hr>my p/nonal k/K>ul-eJ^

lt

hahom Cor } (Aui> fti ?,'1a /Q. /-2 f f Kavf not MttlMtl lo/.o/nt, iji ■Me iavf /2 motlk}^•ar IS.WJH -for Cs.A'hrtk.A fCvj/.iJ. pka.it sul

;

X loftva jQoj?' k\f.tA tflipldjd ia 4h/. Udr if haug r|n £a&U nt assihj £ Ixiyg. no QftL q\*sinj rw, fr>a/?£y{jrpJn&tok\

My /mn-&fy LlpiAkP* (or ih/m] / don't faptA any flAawgn -/o Mt/rlJvty ex'piAit^^hoJr tyibjorjart
i
i

£ (in ntrir p\(kA M s plA^iA^ &si -fojt'&ut dvJ PApt/tiJLs h/l/ ^ h/bol'fi/ts paper
; ’

i

O.A/’.o/^pa^ litigation} l oun t/ltartefahJ in C>rten t'fo'f tofftArional tMkivhosi, 2833 RiVtrlJl Orl\i’Li PC (loil‘}C'^3i C,re(n^kll

tfA#
l?<) UntilSiJ&07lfaQ.oS<lZl-'i%'nr fMteXa is uUy ivty fxpt/utx litfi. ituti - - / dtia &A/}tito/\alty ite^^r^^nL T hwl tiffa <g

ii
. i!

pai/pj/k th Ail rn'j F/Jf,J Go&i p/i\,r 4n & f.4v!b. and uni, appai/ylt} {louhf.d baudii? proffisJ i/i Ci oii />tyo/r*v«

i

lAdi^eM t/yiJiy (tUSf S006A t^» 7^ivw i/. f’osh'i’. &V7 ^^9Clf'Cn'. tm 40yo,d/)/) kanA &&B.0tHStBO.
:

!
(

Oahd JUU Sludgy o~f Ofp?.iv\kt/j 2f)20> U' !
ryi/to i^a^/ ;iftJi /^>^n <>4lo7~

I
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