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Fc?r t^6C6 fvr?m fedrv22\ £^*vinfs:

TVie on whieki +Uc Unifod &tafos Courfof Appcsai^

derdde-d my 0*50 wci-s October Id} 1022..

A fimc\y peViVion -for veh<ns3mng wc\.s> dcvnrd lay 4Vic Uwifod 

Staafos Co ur-r c4 AppooVs ov\ 4 V>e foWownng dgtfr: .Movembc>r25, 2022^

and
Appendix, C .

Cl Copy of 4Vic Orderr deny nog nrWr<o nvng <appe»vss <aV

Unc. Junsdichon of f h«5 Couvd- invoked Undev U.^rg I7C*C.\
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Con&tiiutipral and 6fahd??ry FWiSions Involved

(0 ftivacy Act- of ITM-. 5 U.S.C.S 55i£a) 

to FourHo Amend mcnf of -Hno UnifaJ SWiss ConsH-faWi

t4nilrd 6feiks C^wsVHtiFidv)
^ fouHeentU Amend l^etof of H»c

^ 2.8 U.5.C.S 1251
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StaVcmevqV Case
Pretneh dcfeiinecs hare c\ Constiti-rtimal r^Vif-fo k^rcrp med t eerl and

psychiatric (records pmva4c , a ccmh nucd uta bUi+y of n^ht+z? privacy
icecogm^d m Whalen v. Roe , 42q U 5. 6g<=l , 644 , ‘ft-S. c+- ' &l L'Ec*

2d b4C fliod NiXon \j Administer" C>t bencrql Sc\rnces f 433 U.S.
42& tqi S.ct. 1TT1-, 53 LEd. 2d g^T f iqt?X

There is no dispute, +haton JiiMayi ,2021 the &umatl ot fVfcSOrv 
C Bop'9 fva nsmited Wiy medico I ard psychiatric rccord-S 4p the 

Unifcd £rWi4es A-Hr>rncy.s Office "for th<r Distnetef Hawaii^ i/vifhotut 

Uofeirmerd consent^ or- my Consent } which deprived me at my 

t^hfe t» a -fearn -hh^\ m CR n-_ 104. X claimed that it i/ielated 

(OThe Pnvgicy IRaghts Act J BBXqfb’) and (^XlXjD^
duscloe>uro ct my medical and psychiatric records* to the U S, 
Atfemcys Office CCcunt l^) ITT pc^es «nd (2) 1/(elation 

fi3uH4n and CWfcenfbi Amendment t.qHte W the ^lAYkY

-for Ccti at XT j

«
(jC<5Unt3L"J) . X (requested actual damJ^rs , pursuen 
reasonable Mtemr/s'to fl"«l eoe\t,\ ™»*7 alamayi
«3nd any o+ber app-Dpuofc relict. v-iaH+s under

». i^£K3^'£s42s&*“=*tecau« L did ^TSinr«ter «"y ««?♦"’" * th*
AcH> wofcifcrttcn on disclosure oi Cc^dewhal medial amdja.ye\n,a^c 

(nWWicn. I ale>o soujuf an injunction -for Respondents. iz> Cease 
Sharunq my mediced and psyebiatvie, Informahio'n lA/ithouh "first- 
©bfaininq a Subpoena , CCTWrhcrder j or informed Consent.

Respondents araue the &CP is entitled to Summary judj 
because the 6CP was authorized -b^sbaro my medical in£

Under fhe heed *b know excqpbcm and the routine use exceph 
the Privacy Act. They also tfraae the U .6 Attorney^ O^cc (senhtlrd 

to summary \udament because Plamtitf can net estabhsh 
ora w.U-ful wol^on of the Pnnacy Ad-,. and thor claims are barred 
by sovcrcioin unmunify t Ckv\d that my truunctirc Celict bedemoci.

X am^proceedinq prose, and therefore my tilinqs. are te be 
liberally construed tine been y. Par-dus; 55 l LTS. 2q, ^4-, 12? S Ct. 2ldq>
lt«>4 L .Ed.Zd 1081 ^200"?^^ cunam^ Ccitaticn omittrd^.

Direct Con Oise Ar^urnent 1
X-SecHon 5&2«(fa> p«=Kid« m retest P3^1 ,risyetem ol rea=«te

Mo ayncy *lnall d.edosc acy record agency,
bv ohv means Of COmnmwmcdien ^ ^ny person 7
expect pureuant to a writer) request by, ar wi4ti the pner vrm n n 
Ct | the indiridual fo> winom the record perteurvs( unless disclosure of 
the mcord rveuld be-
dOto those officers and employees etthe aaenay Which maintain*

5 ^
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meea br 'Hne accord id -Hoc pcrfermanCO +^crnr duFirs,

oF +hi& acc+icnn

record 'A/Inc> ^re

<*» ^ - "»*"* ““ Y4YD) “£T£=t«rA .
des^bed under (er4XD) <?F

500 F II 1 °^s) ,0^ CAr MgCi^) ’
A^F pn> mdes FHs*F

v. Johanna iTu ^iun m______________
Ai^dyTd P^> fr^g-l ^° 

Wi+Vi reaped te, rccon « ■ 'Hnc Baiflty

tO/loemev'or r-Ml«.a^v agency 
tD^-fratlsFo Comply tf'db f^er promote™
p*/pmi/daeiFrd -Hoe rounder^ Via ^wdn ^ v^vny 

^ito YndinduaVi

oF FUs ^crhcm , ^ * ny
Fd ln«5*vc $>o advene eflreF

«7t-S

4tetv>ct ctmrte c+ +h< W"*d « ^ &l)lofec\Z. S6-^-^{3ia)

y

makers wnd:~<r Fine piren-Sl cvi*.
Fuv-Fneir^
LGn anysnif btren^WV Mntflo Floo p^^i^ns 
FVu& SeeYicm \n w Voted -Hoe CCVtrF debinm ivn*^s» 
rna rone*" wloteVo was itobv-Fic-ml dir tvil l"fuI f Floe Un ibd ^
Waldo -b Fbc individual in tfro^nF <^i4al-b Flnesum oF '
Lh'Xtc'nvA damatfs &us+«m<rd l«y li'ldividua' aA f\1^j>'i> reictZi

tcbU&aI or.W«^,bMt-in »««* * t6***”'1 c,M W d ^ ^
less, Fban Floe €>umn £>f^ l,COO(‘a nd

aFswbseeFero /^Xiy>^)or(lD)g(' 
FhaF-Floe aacmry aefed no a 

i-fwbs shall Ioo

ire.ee ivc
(&) Hie cosH of Hie aeticm WjeHietr w/iFFi rcasemablr ^ 

dc-k>*TToin<=d by Fine coxa A ■ See-hoo £>£>2-<a(^X4.) -
dtspuFo FlnaF Hoc hOP FvanstreHbd nny medial *nd

psyclntaFWe trerordsb Woe M-S. AHr>v^ey4 o(h’<:c. A3 4HrcshoJd
\2Lo , Floe U S DismeF CcthkF W fbe DvsfneF<s»F W^w^h

I^HnssF X in t^oy mediewl nnd
moFen *h? bo mcl<r<n£c'd on bail

Ibwcy "fees. a~s>

TVieirc Uj voo

I waived \^jV\a\~GVOY- 
p^yeloia+nc wlnen £ -hied
<!Xrawina my inccd +r prepare ■ftrr'Hnal f unFimeVy eXi^covcryi And 
+he ri£.k of o^ceiHe«ciFirri o-f-nny «&Flmmai ) d<rpvress»icrn ,and 

^ n^iefy jua»lnficcl my Fe^uesF a-s d pn3 6o defendamF Fo 
home corrft nemenF, dwnn^ Floe euFbreab ef- fPflD-

The D»&+ncF CctmiH fo' Fine DisVvcF oF Vfaw^iV Floe
Un ifed <£febs Ccv rf of Appeals. Per 'The KlmFb O^ouiF bcA\n 
C&ct\ -b 5e^bnj^_JMaj^br^., (pIO f- 3d Si?C> ( hhAr-2&> C\r. ^Olp)
looldtna W\c& pvosenevs ^lo tocF b^vne ConsFlFtiFioviahy pn>4rdrd 
^ypccFaticm c>f privacy in pni£>c>n Fve^iFwoc-nF leeorzds uvhek Fbe
[JjorcmmenF] bdi^S d IeaiFnv-narfo penelo^ioal ItofetesV in 
access FoFVtcion/’^F' lea&f m ^aA loreduso'XpJmsens 

Fe> pnsar\cnr.£>' vnedrea l ncferds Ft> picoFreF p
neod 

oF^Ff nndtOSOYlaccess



oWner pmooncro frvm commvimicah\c di season av\d mel-etnae, a nd -b 
manaac rchabilrbih re efbnb,'' They readme A -HnM &OP <smd -Hoc 

A+fomryb O'Shee need 'bn niy wedieeii records blls under +ho14 •£.
^eed -b Wandae Inflowbi Ifhtre e-fbrtej In -Hoc ic^sc +hcy were »e£|utied 

4o ke&porcid 4o my claim -PhaF mny declining here? H-ln ( ^mortj oHien 
-fdebis , rccjuu-cd hny re\oase b> bmc corrfincmenh Fi,^ Z 
Am a pnrbb debtee and Unere ivo^ no ndnaUIrbrhi^ e#ods,
O.S id iS^iz22-; be \a/&s c\ o-Uender C.dnnvicbd amd-Sec ~tn^
b be ndeiosed b -Hoc eoirnmutoj-fy' a-fbir yeor& o^c &cx Troerfrnerd 

White senvuna h(s> <Setnbnee Bhet-ebrC', In■fWrr-xrd eov»£*rrtbdr <A 

judicial order .£.ki<7v\ld hare loeem ■served 
debwncc hoV yeb £cwi cbd ob d cm\mne.C^cc- J^FlLvu.yV? /
^ S.Cbl8<^l preVierl debt nees rebin ccn4»-hb(-henna)
pnrbehcTn Under'-fha Fcvtrhrr^bln Amendvmetnb} the pncbcbieh eFbe 

due pvTGrss ebuce aopuneb dddrhcvial depmVahicvj o\ hbe, UberVy)oir 

property wibhcrwh due prver.ss c b b t/O -

& • ~bc Meed - -b-knem becep-hen Poos hlo-b Apply ivi My Case
AiS Bop #md M.s Abbr-ncv^ Amc hlobof -Hoc 6amc Agcmcy

Ajnd—Mediee?I ■£ Peyepi iabic Recc?reis Av~C v5uch TVtqh 14-
Fund OrneryPcd or IrnphetV kmlnb c4 RrrceoqI Privacy

Consbh/ibiPn A^0e_v_W(acfeJ 4p W\c ftight-<r4 {biv^y

L.O bine F(tu trbckrl-io Amend menhs Ccrn^epy-c>-f
PcnscrTd 1 Ulocv+y) pj 4(0 u s <t 3 f l52 33 L 2d 14~f ^i^.-scf
TQ&f 1*1 ?s> -------- ------------------- '
BoP and Unibd Gbbs Abonncy^ c\re -fmo -sepoetb

agpnctss unden 4Vic Depr?ntrvnenl ol Ta^here ^ Z\neirc{rre 
inbirmed Ccnsent- or a judicial erdsr elnavdd h^tr lorrn 
ebbtned, and Ihc Meed- b - know Bycepfion do«s noF <apply.
-• ^sc Pxcep-hen Docs Mo4- Apply & Q5>2a*/\nX*>) A& My
hAedieal $ Rsydrgrbb Recdnek, W^~Mof 5a^U^
.C^rc fo<—Mg (’bdhc-n To Cotn-hnuc "b> Pv-efvne? I 5ebi 1 n Me lA/toido 
—M<yf CoinnP^bblc Wdb -Hie PtTryose Fok ivT^rfy Celbebd

, ^ihf^rte^l,04'J-§a2CkY^-'VOMtlne USC " «> ,n- jjB52^.y»
c+'a record ' l\l^e *rW)Ll'C’t>h'rlC M6C’ lri<fan*; M/l'Wn Kcspddt h> Aisclosum

d PrJv^^r^^ i+^collrchrd."iec.ASSia£aXD.K£pind
a prctMdl dtrte.nc-c ,^^relk.d ,«, not w- mcrc(T
irecopd-s. a«rc colbebd, rf ^ b pponde ^i^^tharbo, nofcornp^hbc
pvt+h+he purpose "foe uvhido d crelbcbd. Infcmicd eon^ent-
or a

X Arr, a pv’ebeit

>g> A
Under- The

Ont

Judicial erden should Inane lotrem obbimedy and ronfinc-ust
cy:cepti&-n does moF apply.
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V

tr Constitu-hengd
U<ged Violations ot+he

in Count# ot Y"V , „ .
A. Four4Vi Amendment RVght ^ pn^c_V

The United 6+a4rs Supreme Court net m^c if elect n 
whe+hetr the Fourth Amendment prrtrets tnWmn-hoYwl 
pvw<*ry ih medtccil and psychicrtvic records-'r'l3h^ 

pemc-ncri pmvary , or n at/iaramfc© ©4 certain ainras or zones 
privacy , does e*ts>+ uindtm the Constrhfhflvi ." Jg.ee v. Wode.

410 U.S.I13, I5Z,2>5 U.Ed. 2d 1MT, *13 S. C+.TOSCIW). ^ BPE£.-. . 
W&dc , the Supremo Csurt pitted the ©nijins e>t that tn^h-h tn 
the -fourteenth amendments Ccm<rcpt oh personaI iibrrhy* Is 

at l£3f' Wh^hn y, Roc, U .5. 58^1, B<T8- ^4 n. 2-3, *>i t-.Ea.2d
6?t, S.OV. Sb'T Cl^ttjCCcrvirt in go- \/. Wddc dctermine-el that 

de&pite eaniter opinions .piae-md nabtt?> primey ih pe-nuwbnoi 
ot other -fundamental mhte, theV-,^ ii
a/nendnoent concept fU™*' *? 1 W
Supreme Grurf ot 4V»eUn.W^Wcs +h^t+he
ri4hf ofpnvdcy also encompasses an interest m avoidma
d,4losurcP ot JUd kyi*^, -WMiEl, supwi, M.S.
^ creeled as tved by speeiHc cons-htuTicnnctlZ^nas. ^a^c4 4-lnc *&»*", <W
^Urtra^Veds , Sue** a-S 4^L4\nend moots .Are P^N> V. RAklS- <4 24 W. ^ ^ ^ r^mnekievA'

6d. 2^ 4c®,^i ^1165 0^X^4 fJl^T

202 u t> ill ,MS,*ll..ed 2«* ,s« <S,iStTV*ridtll40 
Hana-v^k , 41S w-6' 'J V°f tedtaW by
£ I4«0C«M« lodaate C«s« «<»l V^'^'W w,Hl
fcpccf^C ^wawmVecfe, P ^n.wt a mend •vi©rrf)'J c+^risjciddjt-
•uMterttiW osprete ®t* ® sa^«£ .Ki.fc^ 6io,«ssxt i&i-B 

, Jgl M.S. 4-M >**® _6S^c«rtier>& is a zone o4-p«^cy

UW)Our* etp«va«y''' ^ «uamrA-es «eate ^hfT 

zo"“- c,U.bc
L. £d 2d ©20; SSS- y 0p phv^cy ) .Vi Pp^^ tA/ade,

re4«hcmsh»p °^ , . ot prw<acy *c€.pf c>f pc^tsenc

conshW^ I 'rees ( cl+>^ +» p „n-, IZOOaC.r. 1^* >
conshitwhffn^ . f^n^‘ w weis^i _cose basis,

•§;’55s£^'“ r"'
22ESSI SSftS" -“5" “ f"““rt

«nd Rna^-trcn-Wn Ameandmrvrts 

A mended Comply
FovirthI ^

/

<21

ot se-Uled o^ue&hon of

Kio^e , On Pn^acy ,'



42 MY.lT L.&Si/.Probehcvi ffr Pcv&er\*\ Ubcrt-y
C6>n6fifwfic>i'M'
(/l?OAT20Cc>pinian in' Roe: V \Mad& Sl^CS+6 \V\<xk Ccur* lt> willing

USO Concept underlyin'#! ceirtam of W mine ^
standArd by Which -fo'aetermine whefhen * persenel mTrmsf ie Fz>

be^j
4A Geo -1 -Re* I , n-Cl^SoJC Justices in Oswald did noT agrees 
V-^hf tA privacy errianalccl fvom penumbras of Sevensi ^
WAC specifically donned fvom imrvVh or ■fuudeervU'i arnendmerTs,)- 
Ut my case 4he im-form a •her' 4hei4 U/AS> shared bc+Hcew BoP and 
United S+ates Attorneys GTfec frr -line bis+*tef ©4-Hawaii \*a& v»y 
Confidential med.oal and psyeteia+vie heconto,, which +hc DieWhcf 
l-tawani United States Attorneys head all m pa^jes Iri order +o Continue 
to teave me pictvial incai-cerated, wh.dn they claimed w« y^ant ■, 
•to my teeamna W bail. Unotec Hie Ayictament el- Hie United

States CWhttaLi the United States Attorneys olhec Shtmld te>c 
obtained infowned Covis-ent O* ctoludicW Ohdeh beftn-C accessing 
my medical 4 psychia+vio record^ A3 irdlev* rices i£> ncT fhe ,sWda>*4 

4es4 fhaf cme® ^nyono Cdrte. hhnC in Access.map^yrh.crhAes4rcords»o4 Any individual. VnevctvnrtJ 4ho Fourfb Amsndnoil 

(Applies in' my
& Fe-ur4ecnfh A mend men} t(

To e<s>Voilo\t'£>h c» Fourfcen+h Amendment Due Pre-eosc Claim/ A 
plaimTiFf mu&f, As a Threshold ma4W chcrW A a prcnnmenf d<rpn\ahpri 
<jf U4c; liberty, Or property, " Munr^ v. Gtfv of Los Arr>^c\es» ) IT^f F-Bc4
6TI C-if. l^??)^ei4zrhon omi-lfcd}. " The Due Process Clause fabes
efeef or,ly if Their U> A deprl vaTm of a protected infrrsf "Id a+ 2T4 
^emphasis m onaimaU ■ T n my ra-Sco X had no scy ini The United 
STates Di-sTncf Aflr>mcry.£> Coffee for The 'DrsTwcf of-Hawaii ACceissiiAA 
hny medical And psych iafvie record -from &OP, if was only oflTX 
They OCOfesod and read a\\ of my ni-pAAes of my moonds Th«f 
I fzrund oul whof +be BsOP and A^mcys Office -ffr-Hae Oisfnef of 

Hawaii did So ■|her-e+©nE>yttyriri& wa^ ho \A/cx\rcr \y my ld^jh+
+D phva^y in' my mcrefe^l pcyelai^i4vie Kcco^t A&. X fifecrl

fhis> Uwswif AfW 4hc damaae 
reasons a-s s^afed WiTln vesp&dr
Amendmenf clAimub X merer w/Awed Any Con^fifvt+ional ^ 
privacy mahfs fhAf le.y'ijgsied in' my mrdie^l pcychierTne 
mAinfeunecf by The BOP As. The. melted f psyehiafnc mecowds 

WAS relmsrd Wi4hci\f Amy Informed CCmSCnf orjudioal Oridcy. 
Bceatise -Hnero are aenuine issues of maletoal -faer} hesponeden 

were- noT en+iffed to"

IT tajunctehs ltel.e+ • ^wM ^ ^ fed ac stataj
1 d^,TcTJ «.«1,-«| ^y^iatac ^i

pnVAcy pn?boh<m3; 6mifh, Conafi-h-ificnal fnracy in Rsychofhevsipy^

whe4Tier
iron

utAraribe>s or

ccise •

done . Fordhe samevvac
4o my FerarTh 4 PourfeorrUa

rcco rds

jud^menf



Reason Fg> r £ar<gun4irig -Hoc- Pc-h,-he>r>

TW»e divspw^nblo -{Whs arc i-f BOP and -Ihc Unihrd S-bWs 

Attorneys 0{Wc 4©r 4he Didvieh e\ flawaii arc <cn«r ©■( fh© sawi© 

ds de4med in -{he Privacy Acf g-f 1 ^ET U,5X. j

55 2Wb). TW Cons+iWhcT^l le.£»UrS is i-f 4he
ftn^v'-jtrcrn+h ArWtendmenhs pvrrlecf nnedvcal 4 psychia4vic veto ids 

of Individuals bed yc+ ccnvicftrd o-f a cviimc , and i4 +h©fe 

rr\c<Aica 1 ®< psych lahne Ire cords ©aw be o Dha t ned VA/i+hoxh 

lhfz>vmr\crd CCnSord Or ~ indicia I ondrtr. Did reopenndev4<i 
t/iol<dc my nabd 4z? privacy in diselosin 

Hers ana
pevsena \

l^»y tnfevesh in inde-perTefcn'TC© in' mn^hna
Cetr4ain kinds ©4 imp©rW>oV <drei\stdrv»s, ( which 4ke 
paeprs o\ vr\cd\ca\ 4 psych tcHrhc Ve cords v^eve used 4© eovvhnwe 

4o pvC+rud deVeuw mer^ tfun l Irnp-r^vuss^hlo UaU^IC^ ©4 

pnva^y. VVhe-Hncir p^+wnl dd-ainees have a Ccms,\&u*nena\

V\aV\\r 4© keep vnedtecil 4 psych lei-Kie t^crovds pnw* W>j 
« c£mfmu<?d Vialeilrly of- a mvahk 4© pnw^y bece>avi»7©d 
,n k¥-kialon ^ Epir i 4*3 U .5 BS^ , S^M f £\~\s C+. SU^l , >5i 

U Ed 2d (oArtWm) and Ntxoh v- A^miniei-cv e>f 6ebgrgti 
~4V1CC:S» 44hs C(Tuv4 should ircspreffwlly Wld 4locd X 
did mamkiio a 4dw r4b> 4 l^iv^ceioHn Amevdmev-4 Ri'ah4 4o 
keep bw Medical { psych ioVic vo cords T>r\va\o ana bespcvdrrk 
Should \navc a-fWtaed l*forrvied Coyiso4 or a judicial od<rv.

c-l M6 utvi

3
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