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QUESTION PRESENTED

I. Whether the district court properly “committ[ed] [Appellant] to the 

custody and care of the Attorney General” pursuant to 18 U.S.C.
§ 4246, given that Appellant was no longer in the valid custody of 

the Attorney General pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 4241(d).

The 4th Circuit Court of Appeals refused to rule on this fundamental issue of due process, calling it a "thorny issue!" In 

addition the Court misrepresented the facts, stating that I did not raise the due process objections during my Competency- 

Commitment Hearing. However, I certainly did raise the due process objections most vehemently; and I have included the

transcript pages that prove my claim as the attachment labeled Appendix D. Please put an end to this travesty of Justice, 

send a message that Mental Health Due Process Laws 

and Judicial Tyranny.
are meant to protect the US Citizen from indefinite detention

Sincerely,
Theodore Macon Carrington, Jr.
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STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION

This is an appeal from a judgment of involuntary civil commitment

in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of North

Carolina. The district court’s subject-matter jurisdiction was derived

This Court has jurisdiction by virtue offrom 18 U.S.C. § 4246(a).

28 U.S.C. § 1291.1 The district court entered its judgment on March 20,

2023. JA50-53. Appellant timely noted this appeal on April 7, 2023.

JA63-66; see Fed. R. App. P. 4(a).

QUESTION PRESENTED

Whether the district court properly “committ[ed] [Appellant] to the 

custody and care of the Attorney General” pursuant to 18 U.S.C. 
§ 4246, given that Appellant was no longer in the valid custody of 

the Attorney General pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 4241(d).

I.

The 4th Circuit Court of Appeals refused to rule on this fundamental issue of due process, calling it a "thorny issue!" In 

addition the Court misrepresented the facts, stating that I did not raise the due process objections during my Competency- 

Commitment Hearing. However, I certainly did raise the due process objections most vehemently; and I have included the 

transcript pages that prove my claim as the attachment labeled Appendix D. Please put an end to this travesty of Justice, 

send a message that Mental Health Due Process Laws are meant to protect the US Citizen from indefinite detention 

and Judicial Tyranny.
Sincerely,

Theodore Macon Carrington, Jr.



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 ; or,
[ ] IrairlSeen designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[VKis unpublished.

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

to

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

; or,

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.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The dateym w^di^he United States Court of Appeals decided my case

[ ] Na petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

\M A timely petition for rehearing was denied hjj the United States Court of
Appeals 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______
in Application No. __ A

(date) on (date)

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

[ ] 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____
Application No.__ A

(date) on (date)in

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

.....The right to a trial by jury, the right to a speedy trial, and the right to due process are the Rights of every U.S.

Citizen. However, private prison bosses and big pharma found a way to deprive Americans of their Basic Civil Rights, 

and make $$$Billions from the New Mental Health Slavery Racket. Overzealous Prosecutors, unscrupulous Psychologists, 

and crooked Public defenders are all cashing in on the Mental Health Slaverry Bonanza! This new paradigm is particularly 

hard on the poor, who are profiled as "good candidates" for a lifetime of Commitment, Probation, and Force Medication. 

Political dissidents and whistleblowers are targeted, committed, and buried for life; all in the name of Mental Health.

And this case is a prime example of the corruption and abuse that flourishes in the murky waters of the Mental Health 

Statutes. Here we have the 4th circuit Court of Appeals, and the lower court ignoring due process laws. The 4th Circuit 

Court also went as far as misrepresenting the truth about objections to due process violations being raised at the 

competency and commitment hearing. Therefore it is imperative that the Supreme Court step in and insist that Mental 

Health Due Process Time Limits are respected as rights and the law! Please take up this case and send a clear message 

against indefinite detention and judicial tyranny.

Sincerely,
Theodore Macon Carrington, Jr.
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date:

3U&


