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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

IKI For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A__to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
Kl is unpublished.

; or,

il__toThe opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
Kl is unpublished.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 ; 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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.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.



JURISDICTION

1*3 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case 
OeVoter 2, 202M .was

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

A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix C

[ ] 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).

[ ] 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)in(date) on

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

-2-



COK/STITUTXOM /VL AND ST AT (/TORY P&0VISIGN$

UnTjleJ S4d4reS Coas4i4uc4*

Congress S^aAl \ma.Ue ao l<yvj re,Tp<Sc4vn<3 e\n
es+Ab\khwn£n4 o£ re\^<g\OA j s oa proVYtbl4inq 4V>,e £ree 
exercise 44ereo>£j ci' c\.wTdg\Ag 4Ues ^I'eeiom o£ 
^peec^j oa o£ 4ke press ^ oa 4be AigV\4 oO 4lne people 
peexceokV>\y 4o a.sse<-n\o1e^ aod "Vo pe4\44oo 4V,e
(yox/e^^^eiA-t £oa <x Address ©£ ^riVvcknce?,

AmendfAen4 1'\(yr\j

D>A\4eci ^4ro4es CoAs4v4u.4\on) AroeAcl<Ae.A4 <>ec4*aA IT

AW v persons V>ooir\ oo AO,4ixra\\-ae4 \a 44e UnHeJ S4<*4e^ 
^■fN® Sa\ojecT to tV\€ J(A<vvSaiCT\on 4V'.ereo£) <xre Ci4>2.en$ oO 
tKe UnHed S4<fc4es osAd 4Re S4©c4e ujRexein 44ey oeside^
No $4a4e sR^W rc\oMe ca eo^OAce (\f\y \<y\Aj u/Wtb $4<si\l
odonidge 4rUe pr\v Aegc-S oa lmrAw.A\4\es o£ c\4i2enS ©£ 
xV^e_ L/Alxea S4o-4eS\ aoa SVv<\.\\ &,ny S4<?Te depi'i'we C\.ny 
person c4 Uve, Ube^ryj oa pAopen4yj u/rBieu.4 due process 

\<k\aJ l non deny 4:0 ow\y person wi4W\f\ \4s JuA»'sd*c4*er\ 
xV>e equal pro4ec4)on o£ 44e WuuS,

42 u^c, § t<m:
^ Every person ujV*Cj under color o9 a^y s4ce4c<4ej

Ord\r\£vncej Aegu\<X.4\oa^ Cus4oa^^ OA VA^ag^j ©C any S4cc4e or
TerA\4oAy qa 4be t>is4A»’c4 cC Celu^nWick) Sa^Jec4s? on 
ccxuses 4© be Subjected) Ary cT'zen oQ 4be Un»4ed 
^©Aes ox o4ber pernor u/*4Y4n 44>e jun^sdic4*'on 4bereo£“
4o 4be 4epAiv/aAtoA oC- ©ny AigVVsj privileges^ or 
immuon\4\eS Secured by 4be Cons4*4u4-*'on <*Adlt IaWSj s4a\l 
be \*<xb\e 4o 4V\e parTy \rdared *n ua <xc4\on ©4 Uw, 
Sui4 *a equ*4y^ oa o4ber proper proceed nog £or redress^ 
e*cep4 4Vv©s4 !n Any <xc4*crn bAou.gV>4 <*-ga*ns4 jud*c*©.)
o^C^C.€a £ox ck^» or^ omi§^|0n 4<xVcen *a Svxcb

c«Ap<xcHyj *rjunc4lve. re\*eC s4«.W ao4 We gA*n4:e<J 
txAle^s <k d e c \ (X.O <v4 o a y decree tuo^5 vio\oAed or 
dec\Ar^Vory xre\ie£ was un<xv<\(l©i.V3^e, For 4We ptAApoSe?

4V\V^ $ec4iOAj Any Ac4 C©Agre^s <^pp\^cocV>^e 
exclvA^ively 4o 4Ue D*s4a?c4 ©0 CoW»v\Vj*<x $4<a\\ ^e 
COA-Stdered 4o W <x ?4^4a4e cC 4We V>*s4a*c4 oC C«s^u.rAWloc.

-3-



28 I H1S(cK2);

<*ny fiUrvzj fee^ or <*.ny por4ion 
iWereof., 4V\cct ma.y V>o:ve. Ween pOvid, /Vv,e Ccnx^\ £WU 
d»smi'$s TWe e<xse o4 any 4*me. '£ 4We eou.r4_ de4ermlnes
44\a4 —

(.A) 4We <xlle<jc»Ai©n of poverty \s un4oovel or
Cb) xWe. <x.c4v©r> or <xppe.©A—
Cl) lS V fM vO\o iaS or nna\\C»OiAS>
Lit) f<CU<» 4© s4e*4r£ ^ cios'm on wVucVy relief m<X y We

qrcon4ed \ o^
, x tlii) seeks
1S \mrvnUnfe. f

r^cnejai'y rel lef from <x defendem4 wWc 

rem SueW relief.

H2 IC^C ? W7(c)tl);
. ^ C14 'TWer Cou.r4 sWaAl on \4s own mo4tcn ©r on 4We

f'lenori of <k p©.r4y dUsmiSS ©ny ©.c4»en Wrou>.glr\4 un4V\
respec4 4e prison condl4'V\S under Sec4iVn of 4W
Revised S4oc4i/4es of 4We Unl4ed S4cd:es (.HZ U\$XC\ § 1^83)^
or <xrsy e4Wer Federal \<xw3 Wy <x prisoner confined in 
<Xny 4cjl\\} prison^ or o4V>er Correctional! f©.c'\t4y !f 4We 
Coaa^V W Satisfied 44>©4 4We 0vc4lon \S friv/dlouS-) 
mcx\\c\Ou.<,J fad Is 4-0 S+ate. <k c\<xjm sApon wWicW ce\ief 
can We groonH-edon seeks nrone4ainy relief from ck 
de-f eoda.n4 . ucfHo Is immurne from Suck relief

- H-



STATEMENT OF the case

Proceedings Felou).A,
Pedn 4noner )oe|j IT, iS <X prisoner op IVe

M\cW\go^n t>ep<xr4mend oP Correc4\ons; ujWo was gra-n4ed 

leave 4e> proceed in 'foy>m<x. />au/>er/s tn 4W1^ ac4 

WrougW4 under 42 Ik^C, % 1483, Id

Unl4ed Sda-des t>ls4r\c4 CoucW Pop 4We V/es4ern t>isdrtcd

RoWerW An na

ion

Plied \n 4Wewas

op fUcw; claims of re4aliV4»on 

dependar\4$ Par Wis pro4ec4ed conduc'd.
od leg w'&&n,

^wdge

Complamd under dWe* ^LRA for Pad 

upon uAmcW relief could We g 

4o Pe4i41one.r

Hala Yv CTanloou fu<\ spani:€ dismissed 4We

4o s4a4e a claim

4“ed; un4Wou4 no4\ce.

oppor4ur\\4y 4:c" amend 4We

<k modioo for relief

ure
ran

or an

Plam4\Pp 4Wen PiledCompla\n4.

Op judgmend Under Fed *RvCi\/xP, 60(b)(6); udnicW 4We. 

dls4ric4 Cour4 denied. Hay <B) 2.024^ Pia.m4lPp Piled

d Pa'idW4imel nodice oP appeal and goo wasa y
Pound Wy 4We magis4ra4e o^-dge. 4o allow Wim 4o proceed

in for'mcK p><xup<2niS on appeal*

On 0c4oWer 2-j 2o24^ 4We Uni4ed P4a4es CourW op 

Appeals Pop 4We WWW CVcu\4 aPP,Vmed 4We disd'rdcY 

courts dismissals Pe444ioner 4-Wen Piled ck 41me\

WicW 4We CounF op
y

pe4l4i'on
Appeals denied^ on November 14y 2024,

Por reWearing en Want^

— S~



'De.c^.r^loec AZ, Zo2.4^ 4-Be, dtsd-nicV- eeurV denied 

lr\\f mO^tOn -Vo Fvle, <ju\

Complfli! *vK

ded Suppl ^a]OUm €~n e»n €n

£4a.Vg-nnen4~ o£ FovcVs.B.

Pen-Vxnen-V "Vo •VVxts pe-VH'oo fs 4Vxe. disVe'cV courVs

S'u.cx Sponge. dxfmiSScil

clix\m$ A0cx\(^s4- de.Fenda.n'Vs V4e\d» \k/<kc,V\\ 

vTie.re.my B u.9cVy LoLujrerxce McVCxnney^, and Nofr,Ver>V'
FrcmCZ.Os.W,*

oF Pe.’VHloner’f ce4-<x\la44

"Vo^,

ion

'^3

Tn $ep4"emloec 2017^ Pio>on4iFF 

m admrm^VcaV-lve. f>€L0rega4)orx a.4 4V*e. n o "Vo c loudly 

Coot'up'V Toaxol Corre.cV\onal Facl\Wy L«.N/el V 

S€-CULC\Vy^ OFF^n t^\DQC employees UJ0U.ld challenge Vxym \o

do sVxAnVs For VB^xr enVer4a\nvnen4\ H igV>“rank and lovo~- 

rank. HCF employees challenged F\m V-o d 

S'VvaoV 4o loudly hreak Vh rough 4he hack oolndou? oF In if

\m \n 4he process and

covered him \n fhaVedovonSv Employees bragged and 

laughed aV 4h 

released F

incarcera4eduraf

o^<y%\muM

Cornedo a y

observed hxcell, on cawxera.j even
)

deo» ~TuJ0 44ns la4er Be coase v i

Segregation^ and eleven 

he transferred dot-on to a security le^el TV*.

prosecuted For pm’son escape^ 

though all the evidence shouted no intent to leave the

mon

ths \aterrorn mon

P ct\ttbr e.r toaS

~6-



f»n \Sen* IT tvaS a gnea4 em Harass mend* ToHowever

4He prosecutor and 4Ue HDoc u>ken Ms employees 

adfntded in Cour4 o(“ knowing aHou4 4Ue pi 

S4un4 and doin^ nodking To s4op 14^

Tvn I 4'a\\

4anne

made Two special cells un4H mef a] 

"VVe, U3\'o4owS) load uji4U Small

ICFY>
plades welded 

H^leS por venT\l<xT

0\/€r'

Houjeveoj keCendands H el d i 

V/asVnngTon an4 CFeremy HuSelo 4Herea.£Ter ordered

\emk

4HaT S'olid medal plaVes 4o We welded over all windows 

4o slop s/enV\la4ion 

€-*0.00 <s ceded response,

De^endanTs WasHingdor and BuScH disregarded 

warnings 4Ha4 CuTTirg tfCp cell 

<would He dangeroaS Por mentally ill prisoners prescrib­

ed pSyclnoTropi c mediCaTi

related Illness* Prisoner 3~oe\ Career Bile a 

federal lawSU\4 under 42 Uib*C\ £ H83^ alleging 

deliberate indifference*

into 4He cells an eyeess've and

window veotllaTiion

and ad- risk, op- HeaT-ion

Hea^rwwVwle.^ Since. Zoig^ PeTi4i*dnen Has Wen Housed 

in CK Level TV popwWVv Tn 2.020^ He. was granTed 

ed to Lev/e\ TV tixsdod

ion*

parole, HuT re.4 

20 22, L
on Hay Z&j

August 2.8^ 2020^ To vLnua.t'y 18, 202*-^ He

urn r
rorn

Single m\Seondac4'Had W
mcidend^ And dropped down 4© SecarlTy Le^e) XT po m4s.

Wand guilty enl aeen y

-7-



U e en j oy ed Preed 

uoe.ll UJi

op movernenB <Xnd 0op cxlor»0 

Sp prisoners,

H©u?e\/e.cv i«tn^4~^l*x<A oP BransPerrMn0 PeB'iPionen 

SeciuniBy Be.N/e.1 XX^ t>£perdanBs‘ WasBlr^Bon^ BuScB

o m

iPB S>4app me

+0

)

and LtAwreACe Hckinney BranSp^med Vpno Back Bo

m\n \s4»'aBive segr egcxBion* Per HDOC. 

level upuaand de pound iAoe; Hck\nn<*y

TC'F- keve\ V ad

policy per <K B

Bad Bo <^eB approved prom Wash m^Bon and BiascB,

lo<xs BBe. eycuse on BBe 

Screen Bo jusBipy BBe. depan— 

Bure, BBougB Similarly SiBuaBed prisoner's 

Bo rernOsvn m louder levels*

uoo “

Criminal UlsBony''

Secixoi By claSSt pitoB

"Pnvor

ionr
allowedare

On uXanovaoy 22^ 2024 ^ ^u\Sp pour days aPB^r pBap

e^Breme reBaB apery BnansPer^ PeBiBioneo toaS ScBedvjiA —

ed Bo pesBiPy O.B 2 m 

Bp'olB APBer P^BiPioner asaS B

OanBeo^s pederal Civilis>ener vjuoy

Bours lape Bo Beuuo

BrotAgBB Bo eouop^ BBe

WasBingBon and BiaScB Bo demand BB<xB Be Be. 

brou^Yvp Bo 4Be. CounBBou.se roco*— accord \ 

repooBs op BcanSponBaBion opp^cers. I>ePendanPs Bad 

nop mBended Bo all

d^e called DefendanBs'T~O u.

Bo\n9

P eB/Bioner Bo BesBipy,

AlBBflugB PeBiBioner uJaS neB a Bkr^eaB; and Be.

0 us

Bad appended epBer Counp daBeS Since. reBurm'ng Bo

uuHBeup Bl^B^secuniPy resBnainp^ <and apen Son,

-8-



kkree'-Conceck-ierS-- officer- esConkj ke uiaS maocked

like_ Cka-rleS HaoSoo. In fu.rkkec 

prejudice Pekt Lionels 4es,k\m©ny>

kke assis4ank Akkomey general asked k\m aV>ou4 an 

alleged parole, vio^'Vion^ ekaeges ke kad nok-

keen eorw<c4ed of; kke 14 lawsulks W kad flled^ a.nd 

wricked kkak ke toa.S m Level V maytmum seturiky due 

ke Con4inuaj rnlsc<5ndu.c4\

k ef o r e 4ke ou^y

effoc4 4o unfairly

kad filed aP e4i4ionen®r\ CTxn c+.a.c'y Z>) 2024}

golevance. againsk Defendank Norloenk Pronc2.AU (-or

denying \

(y Piled 4

library Cal\ou4ss Pekl4ioner

\avoSu\ks oigalnsk FconC2.aVCj alleging

kadAoO previous-

u>o
4krea4s 4o k$ue false miSCondvcL ckargeS if ke 

Coa4i rued 4o file g^ie^ances* On Ta 26, Z0ZLi}

Fronc2_ak conspired urlkk kke Same Hckinney u/ko kad 

Signed 4ke rekaUakony kransfec 

false miSconduck ckarge alleging kkak Pe4i4\oner1s 

grievance u?as diskonesk, ~Tke ckange 

ok a k earing Since none of 4ke law library Callouk 

dakes Usked m 4ke mlsccndwck

niAOsr y

4o issue apaperSj

dismissedwas

4 makeked 4kecep or

dake of mcldenk In kke grievance.
Or Flacck 13^ 2024^ kke di$kr\ck cour>k £>°cr>4e

ure

tokick relief Could ke granked*

sa_<x

dismissed kke Ccmplaink under kke PLRA for fall 

4o skake A claim upon

'4-



T4 keld 4ka4 Pektk! did Ad4 kav^ <3. ^ree Speech 

rn<gk4 4o keskiTy a4 Prisoner Canker's Ciw( ju.ny 4t4al 

and 4ka4 close kemporal proximiky alone Could no4

loner

OuJ CduSa410A oQ rekaliakony nno4|ve* PekYkloner

4k en asser4ed 1

sk
in a. rn o4i on Cor neVieC <?C Ju-dgvmenk

under feck \Csv* P. ^®(.k)(6) 4kak ke 4»<i kavg <x Cree

And 4ka4 Ine kad pleadedSpeeck rngkl 4o 4es4*fy

Cac4s 4kan very close, temporal 

On appeal 4o 4ke Un'tked Skakes Courk o£ Appeals 

Cop 4ke Six4k C\rc\Ak> ke preserved 4ke_

menk comkmed un4k claims 4k<v4 ke kad nok keen 

provided nokice and opponk

C'Ue an arviended Supplemenkai 

diskcick Counkj And 

Appeals^ opinion merely aCC\nmed 4ke di$4ric.k Courk's
i iopinion

kanc was denied.

Peklk!

pnoXirniky a\on€..rnei'e

Same angu—

uniky 4o respond^ on 4o

Compl<x\n4 In 4k e 

judicial klAS^ Tke Coun4 oC

d^ A pe4'4ion Con rckearing enword — Coc - won

4k £ a C\\ed Cor rekeC oCA!A mi Oner i on

Judgmenk and 4o Qle an Amended Supplemenka] 

tempia\nk in 4ke diskr'ck ceurk^ u/kick 

TV>e amended complcMn4 added

denied.was

de4alls 4o 4kemone

original claims and *5upplemenked unkk claims oC

nekAli a4
ongoing

Since April 4^ 202S^ including t>e£endan4 

Busck's Cace'-'ko'-Cace admission oC 'rekaliakcny

ion

mediae.
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direct- evidence in retaliation CaSeS^*,% CiVcumStan^- 
Eia\ evidence may therefore acceptably W tte 
only means o£ es4-at>\IsVnng 4V\e connection 
\>«Vween a defendant^ actions and 4V>e plaintiff's 
protected Conducts

V. Zamlanp^ kgo P3d 6«(,J 69S (644 Clr, Z0\2) 

omitted")^ Haley v> frormine^ 8HS V,2d 1488^ 

1490 U44 Clr. 1489), "Plaintiffs need not 

express agreement among t4e conspirators 

mv.st t4ey Stow tin at e<xct conspirator V.

King 

(cl tat!ion

prove an

nor

call ofneu;

tte details of tte illegal pi all of tUe.
participants involved?^ RieveS v* Team of £

an or

my rna.j

67 F,44b 856, £62 OVln C\r, 2o22)(cltatl 

,;For e-jcample^ a slnoufing 44at tW alleged conspira­

tors tave committed acts ttat c

ltted)klOr\ ©mi

unlikely toare

V\<xnje teen undertal<en ujitViout agreement 

WendoCino Environment C4n„ HendoCino Count
V V \ \

y>
192 F,3d 1288, 1301 ftt4 CW.1999),

,f COrcumstantlaA evidence, like t4e timing of

events or disparate treatment of Similarly 

situated i ndi v Id ualSj 

17S F3d at 39M* Ven

is appropriated "TbaddeiAS ~ X, 

close temporal proximity 

between a defendant's actions and tbe plaintiffs
Y

protected conduct steuld te considered, Maten v^ 

Tbelen, 287 F3d 2S2., 268 (64b C\r. 2o18)j 7ayWr_u 

GeUWr, 7©3 F,3d 328^ 339 (Mb Clr. 2013); ?alge VA
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Coyner^ 61M Fx3d 272^ 763 (4d\n Cirv 2.0^0)

,rA PaWe reason por 4W repon4*s IsSuuanCe 

would Suppor4 4We inperence 4-Fa4 4Ue real reason 

CUO.S 4W improper^ cne‘v re4aV\a4l 

V3> F3<4 (cTH, 683 (2nd C^ 7eo2); v. ArUns
' Gayle U GonyeO)lOn

cv.4 Hilliard, 6»72 Fk3d 573, 530 (_64F Clry 7012), False) 

accusing a prisoner' op aWslng \\n

ill Suppor4

y

e grievance process
claims King v, Zamio.^a) 

680 Fx?d a.4 6^ Brown v> Croud^ 3)2 F3<J 787^ 7qo 

(64F Civ, 7<307)s

e4alla4!W\ a r ion

TFts c<k?e presen4s 4Fe ques4i eP toFe4V»erIOT\

IFe Cour4s can place a Fc igWlev^d pleading

Standard 4o ce4a\i<x4'i claims under AsV>crop4 v.ion

TqFcd, Supra, 4>y disc egarding Circums4an4\e>d 

evidence 4o avoid 4Fe sF\p4qng burden PramewonU.

claim? prior 4o AsFcrop4 v^ TgWa|, 

4Fan very close 4empOr>a| 

proximidy alone; Con4nary 4o 4Fe lower cowr4s3

cP re4al!a41ion

Pe4i4ioneo alleged more

Foldings,
Firs4_j 4Fe miSconduc4 cFarge was dismissed

dbecause \4 u?as Pals op 4Fe I \\ lorary

Callou4 da4es Ms4ed in 4Fe mlsTronducF reporH ma4c\ned 

4Fe da4e op \r\C\den4 Iis4ed in 4Fe grievance, G-ayle v, 

Gonyeoy Supra'j Tmgle v* Arbors gb Hilliard,

e an none aw

Supra,
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('74rta Cir, U/estPtVld InS, Co. v, YAarrls, I^M

F3& 608, 615 (HH Clr, \<\W)\ Carson u, PoWey, 68X 

F.ld S6Z, 575 (s4V 0^, W82).

Indeed^ 4ke daSSiPica4ion Screen o44emp4ed

4o ^\as4i Py 5ucV> <x dracco tan deparVtAre Prom 44e 

u.9iaCs\ pro4occl WaSed or* Pe4l4toner>s ^pr'or Cfnminod 

V\is4cryPv He alleged 44a4 Sim]lo.nl

aliou>ed 4o ^eroatn tn l

Si4-u-a4ed

ower levels
y

prisoner^ are

<Xnd 44o4 Prom 2.C1^ 1© D"anucary 2.024^ jrie Vuxd

\>eer \r\ 5€OiArSi4y lev el XV popuda4i 

Secuvridy claSSlPicati

j a^d 4V»cv4 4ts 

4lA0\l)y dropped 4o

ion

points a.cion

Level ll.

f,~XVie record iS void op ary 
a preponderence— -Vo 9u.pporl We\L$ claim 
sVe SuV>Jec4we\y WUeved uJas aWSmg
rWe grievance, 'Sys-Vem or wns cVkeruutse 
disruptive on mot pvAladlve in any wAy XV><\4 
u-iou^ld entiVle 4er -Vo tniV4aVe panitlve action 
agoXost VttnOv

evidence—let alone
tin at

King Zamygna, 680 F,3d at 649, A4 4U!s po^nt 44

retaliatory nnot've Por

Petitioner V\ad 

44 at Ke

ere
record! evidence op 

dependants to su^Jectivel 

Piled an (An4rtv44\putvl

tS no non —

Wli\eveV
grievance on uias

d\9rup4\ve> SiacK aS Wowjd Jasti'py 44e CdiVnnfsSed) 

rn\9CondacrV and arbitrary seeu.r\4y level increase*

designed V>y tte 

dependants 4o discredit 44e allegations in tu/e prior

In pact; 44e 4\clce4 uiaS

-H6~



(<KW4u^4^ ag<X\As4 Fr 0 r\ £0r Pe.4\4t©n^o being

denied law library CodlouclS) OA \de.n4iCa\ cl^imS d(~ 

re4a\ia4\ as m 4W grievance,

\lYi
\0A

alleged a Scheme oWsigv\edl

■Vo prevev\4~ him £rom a44erdmg Prisoner Cancer's

juf'y br^x^ VYien 4o UXYpa'vcdy prejudice. l\\S 

4es4\mony,

Cpaw(~end~Fl Bri44©r>

f;l*\Ok i oner

civ! \

diSall ed aSupra 0 ua;
K&\gh4erved pleading s4andand or refa\ia4 

da\mS a4 SUrvnvy^cxfVy yj udgmer\4: "There Is r\0 re^SoA 

4o m4erpre4 Asl\cro£4 v. Xglotxlj SLiprg^ <xS demand- 

We\gV\4ened pleading s4andand o4 PlJRA 

Screening 4rV\<s4 ncvlli'^
v

ion

mg Ok

4he Wu.rd£n*"Shr£4»n0

claims ^

\CS

^rixMewcAk c(~ re4a\ ia4i The Ccmp\ain4 

sheudd ryc4 W Co as 4 rued m Separa4e and
ion

iSb\a4ed paragraphs, TcL S56 U^v a4
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Tlv P<res Vn cwe^ Cnee. speecfk aa^WV ■Vo
T€.9'Vi9y .AT (Xnotker pr>'\Sorveo'lS 9edec<x\ Cwll JuAy
4n'c*.\ ujvWaoocV Ceer oC neVcx\\ ©44on?

In F^cciA-oigr vv kWn4Anez. 4)6 IKS, 3^6; Ml'b—mv

()4,7‘-i)) 4ke. Supreme Clou.n4 V\e)d 4V»o4~ prisoners Yvave, ©» 

s444cc4\©A0s.\ n\^V\4 CQmp\(Xvf\ oC pfMSOA CondldJcTYS 

4o me^k^AS o9 ^Ue. public, Xn ^Vao,uj V\ ^vAApKYf SV2, 

211 / Z31 Qloo\)j 4ke Supreme CcurA exp\a.\Y\ecl \

COTA

^ We 4Fua$ decUne 4~o cloosk 4l\e pnovi5ior\ ©9 W<3<\\
©<S$»S Vance Ui|VV\ any FJasV Amendment pno'VecVtOri 
<OotWC.„ C\a4 ke.yOAa 4Va&. pno'VeC'VMOA norm<x\\y 
accorded prisoners’ SpeeoVA* XnsVecsd; -V^e proper 
consdi’VuV'ienod 'VeS'V »S 4ke one vxje. sek C«ja4Va \a 
Turner, Xor espec-Vive oC uAed-ken Vke correspon­
dence ^Con-VodnS leg©.) Okdvicej 4V>e COa^’VI'VvA’VkjaoA 
anoAySiS \S Vke SameP'

,,hof'eoveAJ 4Ue gov^rnmer^ akJecVive mu.s4 W a 

legHimecW and neutral 

ton4enV o9 We expression Jv Turner vx Saf ley, M82 U*$t 73 

40 lm7).

u;(4kouc4 regard 4o 4Veone \ \ '

A sVAOU^mg o9 ax4\AO.\ injury is Ao4

s4r!c41y red-ad'

s4H«aV\\ or­

al requi r emend c9

TWadJeuS-X ^ SWWerQ^ ^3d 37^344 (Mk C\n W4)

(en WaO; Al-Amin $Wv4Va, sy\ p^d w, ms OHk cV

xoofc)', Me" T>oo\eY) 372 F3d 1003^ loo7 (S4Va Cu\ 2O0S),

cv cMnn .10A

"Tke dls4c|c4 CourV keU 4ka4 P^AVV\oner did no4 

kave a Ccee Speexdn fngkd "Ve 4es4'9y ad Prisoner 

Carder^ Cedera.1 cjvtl Jury 4rt(^(J and Id ConS-VntAeci 14 

as <xr\ dXCce^ — ^b" ccun4s requiring proc*9 c9 an

-18-



C'KxiAOs

T4 tS £
pm ScmCr on (X u>mV o£ K<xW<xS Corpus <xd 4e,S'4'i f 

does r\o4 Vtokve H 

members of

COUtvV 4o Vno\ci 4V\<\4 (Xoo

\ CCkr\-

d v9 oujn o\gW"V 4o specsV -Vo pub\\c 

44ees o(- ptMS'on CondvYtonS 

Su.cVa x precedin']' i*r\\\

£ 4V\e judiCio^ 

c\ltoujed 4o

vxoo

*Os JLAC'y OO m CX

(- neAtWadn

impede ’We. proper C\r\J £<X\r £ur\ c4}

Sys4em v£

vdV\ou4 ?UM eno o ion,

ton 0

o(-(r> ciodsprison use£\re
re4<v\\<x4ery 4cxc4ics 4o deder uu\4neS9eS £rcm 4cs4rfy!n9 

f reel and ’VocAWfudly,

"THere \9 no c\c4u.<xl injury requdrctYien4 4o cx 4r\a\

9peecb closvm

y

wH-ne^S C1 SKtkW v, ^AurpV\yt ^UpPCkj

9e4 ("onW 4We. Correct Cor\s444u4\onod <XncHyS\S under

nee.

Turner v„ ^>^\^'Vs <xs wUe4ber 4bere wus <x \eg\4i 

4r<x\ perto\ogic<xl cd©Jec4\ 

prisoner ^om 4es4^yiogi

leg\4' mrdre

4Ke eor\4e.n4 ©4 We. expression*

4 cAfOOs

<x r>d neu 4o A Cciimpeae <x 

Re4<x\\a4\on \s r\o4 cx

w e

exnd neuj4ra4 objec4t ^u4Wou4 regard 4otvC

t>e(-er\d<Xf\4s no4 only «x44e m p4cJ 4 c p r-ev en4 

4W 4pia.\j bu4 dJso used cv 

4<Mn\y pnCjtAcliCC KiS 4es4-Amo-nys He. h<xd

prevtously exposed 4V\e eorrup4von a£ Ht>OC employees

P<2.4v4ioner £n <x44end mgcm

9 eln em e 4o un

on 4be sc —cexWed CSccxpe comedy s4u<\4 cxnd Rckd been 

released 4 \oujer Seeur\4y leveb Ve4; W wcxSe <x

MS-



arkt krartl 

Increase. jus4 £

re~plAr\ iskedl U»i4k <0. SeOnAri4y lev<sl

day$ prior 4c keir\$ Scheduled 4o

4ka4 Same, corrup^on s Tken ke u>a$

y
cur

cvgcx^rs expose 

pre jud 'oially 

seeur\4y res4i'>odn4s an 

e<aeor>4; U/!4kou4 OvAy J Us4» £ICa4l

Ked before. 4ke Jury }v\ V4gkmarc

d ck 4kree^ CQroec4lor,^"o^fx'cer

('or Suck CK display. 

To require a. $koiuino| of <xc4uaj iryui'y or\ ('ree. 

Speeek claim s

lOA

ujould do no4k» 4c pro4ec4 u^HnesseS 

* £4 ujoiaU $rat\4 prison officials 

undresses from 4es4lfylng freely

erence of punlskmend

A uji4neSS uakc 4es4tf led regard­

less u/oudd ne4 W compensated 4e(' an ac4 of

mg
from re4akV4'ori 

license 4o de4er

and 4ruv4kfiAlly by uSing 4ke de4 

if 4key do 4es4ify.

re4a\\a.Viion,
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£k©uAd 4V\e. AiS’V^cV^Cqw/kV kave given 900 se 
Pl<Mn4iFF no4\c.e oQ 14s in4£n4 4o Suck spon4e
dlSmiS^ 4ke. COVnp\dJn4 And (Xn OppOfs4un\4y 4(5
respond^ op o4kerun$e skouAd V\e V>e allowed 
amend 4ke. Comply lO'f?

"W&. 4V\mk 4W4- 4k e PkRA^S Screening f'equirer*\er\4

does no+*—^XpWcilly on \mpl!er4\yJustify deviating 

4ke uSu<4 placedural pracfJ

departures S'peei^ied ky 4ke PLRA \4seU\

Bock, IAS* 21H feoo7)v In Benson ^ Q^BrU, 

17q F3d 101M, 1017 (64k Cirt mq), 4ke S?*4k Cincui4 

observed '

ITT.

4<?

6 (C6. ke.yO'xd 4ke

Jo n es v*.

ro rvy

mg ujould comple4ely nega4e 4ke
policy ©C Virus anc/ Several o4ker circuits 4ka4 a. 
plaintlFF generally Skould V>e given notice and an
opportunity 4o respond pn'on 4~o 4ke district COur'Ps 
Sua Sponte dismissal oF “Vine, complaint* *** We 
ye.r>y muclry doubt, tkat 4ke. draFterS ©F tke PLRA 
Intended to eFfectuate Suck a Su/eeplng clnaoqe 
ir\ our entire. C\vi( legation practice sV

RuW TIL (b)(4) <fF 4ke. Federal Rules ©F Civil

Procedure requires'

^v,.* A magistrate Judge must promptly conduct 
tke regained proceedings wken assigned, u/itkcut 
tke parties^ Consent^ "k<5 Vieexr a pretrial 
ma4 ter clispositlve cF a claim or deFense 
prisoner petltior Challenging conditions o£ 
conFinemenF^ *>.* ~Tke magistrate Judge 
enter a recommended dimposition, including, iF 
appropriate, proposed Finding oF Fact. ***''

Rule 72(b)(2) pros/(des tkat a part

"Wack <x kpldl

% * \ \

Or Ok

s4m u.

may File

abjections 4o a. magistrate Judged recommended

disposition ujitkin 1H dayS,

Y

-21 ~



'Cw^e, Wke every cdVe^ circut4 v * - 4Wec4

Under ^vle a dis4r^c4 Co~u.rV Can o.\lotu <x

plain4\£'£ 4o~ amend V\tS Comp!ain4 

Corr»pl(X\f\4 is SuVjlecV 4o d»siSunder 4We PLRA," 

L, a Vau.n4avn

uA» en 4V\ e

7l@ P3<J <WM, 4S1 C^H> CV< 2013).Vs Hocry#
n \\ We-Cal policy in Q<Ksjo^ oC permi441 

d VWelr pleading^ and CcmrVs lr\a.\/e

Rvde 15 ^eVs <X n9

pandles 4

‘n4c;r'pr€.4ed We rule Vo allowo par4i'eS Vo add
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

2.G, 2.02MDate: /
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