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<

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

fe&MALb 3h(XSOH — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

VS.

Ndr/kn Biuchm ptai — RESPONDENT(S)1

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

The petitioner asks leave to file the attached petition for a writ of certiorari 
without prepayment of costs and to proceed in forma pauperis. ' ’

Please check the appropriate boxes:
y

tioner has previously been granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis in
the rollowing court(s):

T

Ef Petitioner has not previously been granted leave to proceed in forma 
pauperis in any other court.

ET Petitioner’s affidavit or declaration in support of this motion is attached hereto.

□ Petitioner’s affidavit or declaration is not attached because the court below
appointed counsel in the current proceeding, and: ^

□ The appointment was made under the following provision of law:_________
or

□ a copy of the order of appointment is appended.
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AFFIDAVIT OR DECLARATION
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

lid ()(KfaOh__%4l4(p . am the petitioner in the above-entitled case. In support of
my motion to proceed in forma pauperis, I state that because of my poverty I am unable to pay 
the costs of this case or to give security therefor; and I believe I am entitled to redress.

I,(

1. For both you and your spouse estimate the average amount of money received from each of 
the following sources during the past 12 months. Adjust any amount that was received 
weekly, biweekly, quarterly, semiannually, or annually to show the monthly rate. Use gross 
amounts, that is, amounts before any deductions for taxes or otherwise.

Income source Average monthly amount during 
the past 12 months

Amount expected 
next month

You Spouse You Spouse

o 0Employment $. $. $. $.

$_0_$_0_Self-employment

Income from real property 
(such as rental income)

$. $.

0 ■$__ Q_$. $. $.

$__0_$__0Interest and dividends $. $.

$__0 $____&Gifts $. $.

$__0 aAlimony $. $. $.

$__0 0Child Support $. $. $.

0 0Retirement (such as social 
security, pensions, 
annuities, insurance)

$. $. $. $.

0 $__DDisability (such as social 
security, insurance payments)

Unemployment payments

$. $. $.

$__0$__0 $. $.

$__0aPublic-assistance 
(such as welfare)

$. $. $.

$_o0Other (specify): $. $. $.

0 .nTotal monthly income: $. $. '$. $.

i



2. List your employment history for the past two years, most recent first. (Gross monthly pay 
is before taxes or other deductions.)

AddressEmployer Dates of 
Employment 

NONE

Gross monthly pay

AWHt None a$.
$.
$.

3. List your spouse’s employment history for the past two years, most recent employer first. 
(Gross monthly pay is before taxes or other deductions.)

Employer Address Dates of 
Emplc^nent

Gross monthly pay

m A//a m/a$.
$.
$.

a4. How much cash do you and your spouse have? $. _________
Below, state any money you or your spouse have in bank accounts or in any other financial 
institution.

I

Type of accoijrft (e.g., checking or savings) Amount have Amount your spouse has

$. $.
$. .$.

5. List the assets, and their values, which you own or your spouse owns. Do not list clothing 
and ordinary household furnishings.

□ Home 
Value

□ Other real estate 
Valuetm MOA/g

□ Motor Vehicle #1 □ Motor Vehicle #2 
Year, make & model
Value tiD[[f6

Year, make & modelmeValue

□ Other assets 
Description___
Value KOtifc



6. State every person, business, or organization owing you or your spouse money, and the 
amount owed.

Person owing you or 
your spouse money

Amount owed to you Amount owed to your spouse

nmt $ none, $.

$. $.

$. $.

7. State the persons who rely on you or your spouse for support. For minor children, list initials 
instead of names (e.g. “J.S.” instead of “John Smith”).

Name Relationship Age
gh m m

8. Estimate the average monthly expenses of you and your family. Show separately the amounts 
paid by your spouse. Adjust any payments that are made weekly, biweekly, quarterly, or 
annually to show the monthly rate.

You Your spouse

rf/hRent or home-mortgage payment 
(include lot rented for mobile home)
Are real estate taxes included? □ Yes 
Is property insurance included? □ Yes

$. $.
ETNo
07To

Utilities (electricity, heating fuel, 
water, sewer, and telephone) 44 44$. $.

A\/kHome maintenance (repairs and upkeep) $. $.

A[JhFood $. $.

Al/AClothing $. $.

PAl/ALaundry and dry-cleaning $. $.

mK/AMedical and dental expenses $. $.



You Your spouse

k}AvTransportation (not including motor vehicle payments) $. $.

tf/k0Recreation, entertainment, newspapers, magazines, etc. $. $.

Insurance (not deducted from wages or included in mortgage payments)

Aijk0Homeowner’s or renter’s $. $.

moLife $. $.

m0Health $. $.

moMotor Vehicle $. $.

d/A0Other: $. $.

Taxes (not deducted from wages or included in mortgage payments) 

(specify): ti/k0$. $.

Installment payments

moMotor Vehicle $. $.

moCredit card(s) $. $.

44aDepartment store(s) $. $.

DOther: $. $. maAlimony, maintenance, and support paid to others $. $.

Regular expenses for operation of business, profession, 
or farm (attach detailed statement) 0$. $.

mOther (specify): $. $_

maTotal monthly expenses: $. $.
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9. Do you expect any major changes to your monthly income Or expenses or in your assets or 
liabilities during the next 12 months?

□ Yes S^No If yes, describe on an attached sheet.

10. Have you paid - or will you be paying - an attorney any money for services in connection 
with this case, including the completion of this form? □ Yes H'No

If yes, how much?_____

If yes, state the attorney’s name, address, and telephone number:

11. Have you paid—or will you be paying—anyone other than an attorney (such as a paralegal or 
a typist) any money for services in connection with this case, including the completion of this 
form?

s/No□ Yes

If yes, how much?

If yes, state the person’s name, address, and telephone number:

12. Provide any other information that will help explain why you cannot pay the costs of this case.
plmfllSr »5 presm man

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

/iky n?} ,2ojy-Executed on:



No.

IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Mckmt — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

vs.

Harden bitknm. et al — RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

UnikA Shhs (hurtof Appf/tk - Fifth (S™) CirfjjU't Court
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Kz&mu) ________
(Your Name)

blXON COkfl££T\oNM lti5TlTVtfE 
UNn~o./boR,n\-s
P. f). fV)Y Tgg

(Address)

Maloti, la. imx-om
(City, State, Zip Code)

(22-5) trM- -i2Db
(Phone Number)



QMWoti ® b
CoUSHTUTlOML $U£ST|ONi

The Prison Litigation (tefaron Ac4 (Pirn) violates -the. Constitutional interest of Ctjual
protection and due process by m\fdnd. thmqh te screen irvs process to dismiss claims 

(mfr-m.sasj.mnL MtM. 544 nqs-n 
LMr mq)Emdjn(\ teamsmissafoteAm.se mplaihtunderWS\
.) (2) (£1 shorn team with leave to mend'' unless he Court m rule 
out my possibility^ ' however unliteivt it mm be that an amended 
totnpmmaid Succeed m Mina a dahrh) (Hofdina under 42 PA t. Wr 
le)it) that iistnissma a msctepmlarnt for mifAs. to side Adam,
Without mi no the piamtt opportunity to amend, is denemlly error)
Ia w<rff», mp; WdbtMi Cbfcfr. im) TheCourt $m, Mdtefjhe Prison Ujiaatim ktbm/tet Courts have no 
discretion^ inpermtltny a plaintiUtb mmd a complaint, to avoid saa

v, •i . .

Plaintiff kcymldJockson, opts min Showing this Memorable US Supreme Court. This Comte has
% "does not explicitly or impliedly

om the usual procedural practice., beyond the departures specified b\i the PIMA itseltel( 
UzetAmts v. hrod<!,Ah\ USJ% Zidr} m S.Ct dio (Sen)

?ioinhtS9 tttJdckson, 4\ows this Honorable Court that since a plaintiffs ability to amend the
Complaintfirttiy V p&rf of the "Usual Procedural Vmctitt1

Gpc: Rulcrt (a)(2) feU. CNdPrte In Mins v. Oilmens, 43 E Supp 2d 
bbk M (B.h \fa. tW) tem(l\f where. uprose complaint contains A 
jmiHdlly tpfyncLQ-bt dawn, plaintrn should he allowed to partiou [drice

hd([ \n Connection, with the PlPAs Atmwstecihve ErhausMcn l^uirmen 

jUstihy deviatingte

Plmhtt, 1 Jackson, 5htes tee Appeals CmrtS and bistridfairte dismissal d his dm Was
tteon.P mabrtalthe sareemn^sW andtems but not limited b on abuse ddiser. 

lAee: EussdlWwte^T.Hefdb^ny NO- OT 30110 (Mar. 2^ 2oof)
Plain fi ff7 R. Jackson, questimstez constitutionality of the Plra?js it presides_ovcr and is invoked and

„ A *

\ct rtma/i Amdands, jiv/rvj by. 

broad Mlp0techfCJniemstjn removing.me. bJsdbn(mijdsfj^.pj^ 

burdens on pro st plaintiffs, ~hsnrpass,tk ftLRA’s

-n

Screwing process.
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LIST OF PARTIES

[ ] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. 

CVfAll 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 
petition is as follows:

bAfllEL UFLfUP,, M5 

LAMR.A AlLeKjRM 

3oh-k! M-

RELATED CASES
* S', r-r

■ ■ VC

Acdcson v. frcLhaM, Mo. Unpublished, US. Court of Appeals iorthe. 

Fifth (5'™') CxrCiutj 3u<^e.(nent. Cbtcemhzr 11,2.0Z3)

3flcbon 1 BichWn, KSbC Mo. 5:22.-dV- 1o31 (M.i\ U- April 12,2023)

0ocbon h bideha/n, Mo. USbC Mo. 3:22-e,\M03l (Mdoisfrofe’s 

Btport and RemmenddliorB usbc, e.b, ba. ManoA 1% 2023)
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i5ee. Bthib\F-is and also set Attachment for Index )7 next pao^t

A PPE.M b | X B - The order of the United Skks Middle District Court of Louis) a nc\ -

issuance of Mi'cak of :
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Attachment for (NbexToAPPeNbixss,

Plainh if (echoed aFi nal Onder dismissal from the Fifth (5W) Circuit douA of 

hppwls^ on December 15, M3,. }n which Jhe\thr~ was. dikdlecmberti, 2025, met

hzc:Bdtibit-13, fapp,5of5, Wo. 23-3033T For Can am) 

Cttt.Mso: Motion io Femslder's Exhibits)

'5,Gf

dlsposition.of his elms or tiocmtffcation tntihh appeal is not taken in pood W
ht has abandoned the critical issue of hh appeal, (etc id ) Thus the appeal lacks

merit. (see: Howard v; Km^ m E 2d, 215,220 (Wr.
Accordantly, the Motion.For imueto. Proceed In Forma Pdu per isAs_dm.edjodtt/ie

micas:

y

4PPEM k

A



Attach MEtiTFOR

TlbinhUy h regards-kht fypor4<mdRttotnmzndakon subtnifkd (X /IMon
k4 4o ChtdSud^c Shellf h tick, 6Li bis4nd Court (Middle bhiticd")

r

to Reconsider that ms fxzsm 

ot biiisma, dohd March It, 2023, mi it Wa5 ruled on and Sipped, April 15, 2023. 

Csaz: Erhihit-25)
Au/Hhmbfj tSdcbson's federal claims art Dismissed WITH fpBTusxcE as. 

Itycdty-frivolous and/or bulmttostdtadaim under 2$ U.C.C. MlQIStd andjr 

111$ A; and Mi* cast Is closed.
PlaiahPf rscaved a Mag/shnte SudoftsRtR, bom Ids. Magistrate Sucke.

■wrtht US. bstridCourt(M,Mk bdrtdri) oh Louisiana, onErin Wilder-kwieS
fhrchw, 2ffi3 that 's dated and ruled on l\kmh 1b, 2023.

Oec. Bd)lbit-11, Page 4-ch%)
e • t 4

Based onlht screening required rij 22 US.t. § ms A, and bit OuthontvQiven tht 

dotnit under 28 US.C. § 1415(e), it is recommended that (Jackson's claims, be 

dismissed witfi prejudice -Opr kuliut bo state d damn and that this Court 

dtdmt to eterdst suppkmentaljurisdiction wtrpotential state law_dhms.
S&chon -died thesuit, an 'k&mborU?, 0021, aopmdt £. bus-tin Bickhxm, 

Daniel t&Plw] Lam. Mien and dbhn Dot (a>lled\i/d/defendants), aliening
ment t

Appeubu b
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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 A to 

the petition and is
[ ] reported at ; or,
[ Lhas been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
M is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix 3 A 

the petition and is
[vf reported 2025 WL 1<\<\ kTO. U5ftC CAfnHt, 2DZ3) A()d}

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

ateo aj-Sackson v- BMam, 2023 vlL2ooiilfi.usbC 04 La. 0^ 2^23/
[ ] For cases from state courts:

_ to

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix_____ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at I 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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The dabe^oi^wMch the^United States Court of Appeals decided 

\A No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

my case

[ ] 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) 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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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
V)t United States Cons-HMm 1fTI> kmdmert (equal Median mU)ue fax&ss)
.... The lami }s notd pure Sejgace bused upon iMidmgug did universal -truths
tttht has mued $My, end'll will centime b change. American \urkts and 

Supreme (hurt justices (fiver Wendell Mmes and Benjamin Cttrdm dtiwed Iduf 

predictions of the my that A Court will decide specie legal Questions. Under 

common lad, tfc toads have (Moped by application of start decisis (jo stand 

by the dtetsms) but it dots not, how&fer, preclude Courts tim Correcting 

erroneous decisions ertiom choosing among Conflictim precedent and, in an 

adversary system underguditial m, the parties, hot the Crnri• must initiate 

and Conduct litigation, which is equal protection of the lout.
Equal protection of the lend means that no person or class of persons shall be 

denied the erne protection of -the. huts Which is enjoyd by other classes in like 

tirwmstwees in their I hits, liberty^ property, and their pursuit of happiness. 

The equal protection clause is essentially a direction that all persons similarly 

situated C'i nduding prison in mates") should bt treated alike, thmtypldutiti 

views The FtRA. That applies To all in mate as illegal, to that spwfic class.
The cpurh^Uhoutper-forminq any preliminary iMesttqdhionS.pr ordering an

* v * '

mjufltfi#h(Tisal(owe4 defeivitmh The ability -fo respond -to plaintiffs dms and 

rtiinguished plaintiffs Chances at refuting CaM exposing) any defendants'



responses.
'Denials of equal protdion bv municipalcnti

■...$£ fa$Z(U$fl($ondil£ under§ '/983'(56?; Mure.ll-if. behoof cist, Ato. 1 ^Denver dolo,u
1% F3d n 38 Cl0rfick im

By shielding tie defendants} the Courts initiated litigants1 procedures and processes 

tiat extended pnly between tit Court and plaintiff, thus leaving defendants 

oblidpM to U(&wef plaintiffs dams.

Tocamortwiti the Equal ffofechorx elajise, the la\M cannot be administered 
withan ml e\/t and m mewen hand, (per: Eckert i/. Town oti

SiNtrtiornt, T& E3d 1147 (10THCin Tool)
A s 11^3 ckss-orone tonal protection dam is abated when d piauiECti 

dims that a AetierdmTnkntionativ twits him or her differently Horn
situated and that no rational bask existed tior 

tic&r^mct\nAmtmuti ” (set: Mathers v, (VryW; m f3d m firH (tic Toil)
' , Blginbiffs inquiry ^ as tv his claims ^ regarding tit Prison litigation Ptbm k& CPLRA)^ _ 1
i$ absent the d&rzmention&t

tn,

not

< ' x C * -<r\ ^ f'njf* y, v ■ —

^ustictis* froptimtness and) also tismt refutation 

between pImh $ oM.de&ndmh. Thb practice^ by Me torts, « A wkhon 0/ due p 

As Justice, Cord oia onet saii} ,lThemn thd shelters, for the nyhf is not ffe. journeys end 

The la<4/? likt-ttithwelec, mint lor ready Hr thanorrow, Itimst have a principle of growth!1 

tiwtproUss of Im h Im.in ife regular course of administration through courts of justice,

rocess,

A Cotlr^e o-f legal proceedings according to. those ru les and principles which have been 

established in our sgsbems of juris prudence -for tint extiorctm ent And protection cl 

(-individuals*) private ntijnk. Jo jwesizh proceedings dny .Vaiiditij^ that mus+ be 

dtiribum! .componenthy its ContititionkhaLis^bytie^.law ofjts tre/thbt\- tv pass upon 

tie sulked matter, of tie scutand) 4 that involves 

liability 0/ tit detaadmf) he must be brought within kjurisdiction by tier
merely, a determination of the, personal

wee O'f



'‘process wiHvnthe State, or_ht5 i(olutxTory dm 

. (seciPeAnoytr V, Mfcft, 45 &
tarmcc. .

135 24-L. Ed. 5£5 )
Pkiolilf presents ioil\ls US Supreme fixrfAtci$ono.{_em&-4Jfat ltwef.lbdC MMe) at

Lauaana dod Appellate Court (5TliCin) of^ieusim tbsk fat tn Violations b the United States
ConsMicn, kmdmmt XIV. In one of bit. dismissed orders .O/id/dr repar/j jfy the 

lower(owrh) frwts mentioned tbafkhtdmsm was teed, m mt£ bjudiahl cask
OUtcJUlOlLu<Tlv)D (JIMO p \XsVU D ^ UU iaw| uuiwio iuu.i ,

my noimaac i k no mtfor how mnyjroctdtirai 5amua 

C%t.3d 1.2joo (rzdrJ^Q.. 46g‘ Hachik w . mhrn^ZliSm^Aip LmAt\n$^2DSJ^M)
. 3ishct.Svfom\(orN one other excerpts, M\d%at 'jushccc not damp." Pkinhffl

WasdmtA day npporbuii/^hjmeod hisjnihaLtomphwtdhakwas ruledAndordered
This, is (X breach oTjMs-ftet, Tht
ehT To farced his tiomplmt,

i ovs,

.4.!vdousmlam and/or h(U(mt.Toskkddarn.os a
lour

espeadlkwidh him bang a layman o-f The law.
n<? punish a person because he has done what tt\t law plainly allows him 

To dojs a due., prQttssyiolahbn at The mosLbasic sort. 

fee; JUS \f. 3arncr 5V fcd A9Jf\ fe/Tfyir oxnQ)



ST4T£M£MT OF TM CflSE

___ IMS ISACMLuighk actioriMnder 42 LI. L 8 brought by a Smr. prisoner u/ha ntlrgrr

foafohc is notbcuxj gmi odeqmfc medical awe. Ifoedisfoicbcocirt dismissedpJa/ifoWs aatiofi 

iedinmg to eterase_supplmenfaIjmsd/‘chon c\fzrpotential stakJafo[claim* 4ndA.hd.iry that 

pkinhfPs Adtral ckims be dismissed uudh predict as legally irn/olausi and/orAailmz fo. $cck
addm under 2$ us.d, § #/5 (e) and/or§ W£ A} and dosed foe cast. . _____
_P/^ ir\ de-ferm^nf/ij jhesdust (Addon and culpability m._ hsjwdmt—

dmi ofdelibmkindMz is presenting foil\z (foiut, Via his conip hntyAykcedertfdckl
'mous’ jM/wj^Jbt___

inquiry, info prior irgury tvmfo is A.broad quest aitktJmsty A logician map say Uni bit 

tmt of an event is 'be sum of all /fo anfocedenfsnor Photon act is foe cause o/alL

nee>

i

Subsequent eveeh to (dhich its influence An he traced, a ... ___
__ -ThtJatyinfifoi^sponSflity has adopted. more tmkdjnddebhikstandard, andtheiaiA _

: BeloW
Ore fads rdrMnfb plamhfPs cruise of achon, These presented Ads art nof Imfod fo be all_

duebaJult distaierq not yet being disclosed fo plamhWj in concfty-
. iOy As applied. ikmgjdthL rtk/ant purpose At comparative ddihmbiodiPPermce_aod__

(separable Jnm.

.es

i. u A

tfiCTS
On or about l\f\oy %} A2Z} plaintiff generated an KPOdminisfoofoc ifomedy Procedure _ 

DCX'2d22-'Sc&. fofo- RH, Laura Allen, challenged pldnfofh claim regarding a CPAPrnadiunjs, 
inserting m.htr rmmJ foah.CMZMs offered fo foe plainbtf7 bid R, LJacfaon re./Lse a 

Scheduled appointment tlrsleep study 0 Platty/fisparhfornedicdlrecords, recededpfeom his .
rd Pulmonary Fumctm Test
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; :. SlfxpApnm- (fammtsuspension of respiration Wftitmti tftiik iruuifikml,
ptioditaih/ ]ftmtin^_fhijsio(ojicdl shk of nerd cfar&cfanldi by relative physical andmervous
inactivity mconsaousness toi lessened responsive iveihrnal stimulil 

! mnitivc decline plaintiff slndders in conversations
* ifimorv loss, Amtt o( tiouahls uni
* dhtintitf had dim cut hi
* denial Of CPAPn^chine. m

.. „ i weds in plaintiffs mend And con vers&tions
__ .. dr dimes recodedrity pizsmt Conversations

CPApmchm£ plaintiff ebnond/utes ujfrbu Idled sleep patterns 
' sleep dhraptmdtirm episodes Aty—
* cxtrsswe daytimt Sleepiness and h__  ___ _____________ ___
’ picmhUAjasdmpmi«itrCmkr? oner affl Jan. 2020
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hit; dncl ibi/Cfo irkmeAhJtit*2~P6 early OS lJkfW} 2022) plmti TA

huh plaintiff was never issued one nor was a prescribed wheelchair issued ho pkuitiff , /y pnmAity 

Artie daks May 02} 2S2S tv Mny02} 2004. Henierels disease, (ierttido)- he Sensation of
0-

disoriented sidle oh mind.
''dropattacks" (tycessn/e-Alls] wSoutian issued prescribed wheelchair

r? by tfcP-RM imn Altai dl-thouah pmsmhsd.h(JdCP^ihocjoc Daniel lapjcur 
NSSUSpWi f some catekrtQ tjheids. no presort bed Wheelcmir issued -b him 

' 'anti ttyx Crnttinred about-falls without prescribed wheelchair
* depression^Jornotbsm i-rajed amr rails and bm-mdmzSj due h no
* plaintiff was diagnosed With Vertigo by hr. Celeste CoryafUMC-itwOr

#3"O/i or about April ty 2M2.) plaintiff submitted d correspondence h -tic rrrdml tyfaip attDei
Cmctrnunj his delink gut issues of dwerticalosis and apriorpmcredtiis episode. On May Oty .
2022) medical replied^ uitit do not have a bland diet/ Bern! list- the only died bCX oftifrs jhati is
bland Without he pzwict jf dietician (3)____ ____ ____ ____

‘ dtn fed a Renal did after. plmhV reported dVer-ticulosis C% d his asrendiry colon removed__ „
prior-tv incaroamtioii) and panoza-titis daring mcarccratim 
pulvp rrmwA of [MOJO dairy Colonoscopy.......

* colitis-inflammation pi the mucous manbmnt A tit Col
. d UMM . . „

* Ddj sfi (I to M\ is dak hos wf prescribed plmh'ti bland bed Cahstnf diet dan (r) .and Rena l diet)

>rtsa:M wheelchair issaed_

colitis was dekrmined during colonoscopy _on.
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__ a d&piM nusbke jo use thtor/bebre aduaLdah is obtained, Insensibly on& byjins ._
to tbisfjhttods bsutfJhciheory \nskod.ol fkjoqJcl$uitbe_hsb.SThepla(hh‘th mkntcasji^ 

before H)Is H.S. Supreme (Wt? h one of thousands of like coses ground -the countnj_tM,
Ost dismissed ky way oFthec PLRA and ids uniConsFbtiomi disendfw and____ _

.A^HcaVmo^mdnin^ ^ ____ __
. Fro ^ Mi^mt plmh^ who (uz)imftmhdjtttan ms rmmloMmlofMnjJkesL 

jnjrinjify cred/bte cases inbJbtwwd^ Once on indwiiAuaf Aas Subwfel fht comp lamb 

Jo-He CowFrj -the complaint 5 d&rued access ink-the courts*properties QO the.
_^npur\ds.rf-fa(l/n0)+9 staferx daitn^veri kcujhthe ddmsbleUddh/the mihi/Ful 

j&cfc, to which to be ddihiFion aid Violation of Coi^ii-ktonal hid. Mso) the denial oPa.
jebtiYii hi/ way of the PlRA's screening process^ derMyoks defendtoh 4m hdi/inj

is wdi

fte PLRP screening process, as a shield b block.jusfi-i'ed credible mrpldmk,. as seen) 6/
how jutddy defendants remove Mms -dvm ^ak courts jo federal eourb in theme d:„ 

&ornez v. (ki>onj USAk Fed. Sat dank, 111 E2d 11% T15qo(2ddn 1W)
The huri held, ][Thdtdismissal of C\ Pro se Complaptiunder bl5 (e)b-)(B) 
he done with leave jo omerd./tPlainm ernes wrfh^omez) InJhis point 
The (SoircS) case then Opes mb stale.;_ ImlessJk tmrj can rule dn\( 

pass t bi UU hm&jar mm/ if mht be, That on mended complaint 
Wouldsuoceed.hsbfin^ a dahnr/f

It is noted ihdi the t&omez) case shksjuhomerrnliktl/ if aightbe. This sktemit^ 

Abwe shows {he kkntm and mm uy of this case few/ end b fhe Weijhf thatshmid be
. i 11 j it * t i r 11 iii i ^ » i t

pormnv to amend, ............. -0\
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\tot only is the Alra being used b epprtss dnd Suppress. Igtfimt dldimg it is 5/Vnpfy Contrany

fo imgwuczs and.equal pwkrtmbMl^ JMh.ik.hciM tornsimy A6_ Seen fate helm/ in ocst: 

Fitzcjjcald y, First F Seventh St Tenants Corp, lit f.M %2l ,
%% r\t2 [2d Cir 2Doo) The Court stated, ^ The standani of 
tmewtor1t15te) \p unset led Mia/."

It is haxMt the plaintiff Mazes this Supreme .Court.of the United States of /tmericA can
thurify dud rule* Plaintiff Reginald Jkhor\. dfco ash this Lartto consider the country-
iTiJfdis agreements^ on whether a pimbU should be allowed to amend; via the courts,

Multiple lower courts have stated teat pro st pldinh'Cfs should be allowed to amend
USitfS d core cause in the interest &f fairness to a Im/mn prose lUidanf as seen below: 

Bazrowx v. Scott 1% r 3d. io54 ds^Ur. iWr)
Holdlno under 42 UAL W1 (c), "That dismissina a prose 

Plaint tor failure to state d claim without Mm tfft plcmhtr 

porbnitf to drnnajs centrally error: ,However it i?
.... nless error tv dismiss wthouJ prejudice'!) (/tote: This 

plainm R.Tddcso^ ms dismissed win prejudice and with no 

wportumte ip mtndj See Also; Rams u Gilmore, d$F, Sapp 

2a M-Bw CFhVo. Wf) u Finally, where a prose do in plaint 
Contains a potentially cmnmbk claim plaintiff should be 

.. allowed to particuloriic the claim."
_ These issues have, m part, been brought .tothe attention of this UA Supreme Court

but on bp Jr\ sections and parts, have they been presented in i
Tones v. Brock, asm 114> ill LIt flio fcooi) This LA
Supreme Court stated fn Connection with the PLRA's Exhaustion 

Rdfuirementthat tee screening requirement dees not- explicitly or 

implidtly- justty demtlno from tht usuaI proced urd. practice*n 

See: mt 166) Fed.~R. uv. Pr. IhcFMtm Usual procedural
practice is iht (Wf allowing a plaint if the opportunity to amend 

Complaint J r r i

Com
Cih o.
bar,

in 1l+n \rolousi,

pfor not stating a claim. This ruing being dn example of confusing contmrf 

Application of ruling in and. upon a specific law. For the Appeals Court Jo dismtes_ based 

on two A different basis of law without providing provisions -for each basis, 

is not law of alt A
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reasons Fon&mTiMrttzpBTnwd-aonVd, r*

The lowercourts dismissed plaint/ft’s clam based ontwo (2) prongs of M:
t Fdf/m H) state a claim 

2. Vrivuiou 5
Edch) ctfhcseprorgs^ hasa criteria.to meet and each has pk/erj a bus den y so Jo sa\p 

Ofitht reviewing Court, jj faihog.to state a eld/rn ran be reviewed. under the. 
(en5 of} V all plaintiffs' Alterations were believed do betray would. pbinriC^s 

Cldirtt d relief Would be riven. /f 2.-) frivolous is tv
bt reviewed through thttmsds^js tht plaintiff pro se (Wdf ^ did tit 

lom.Coiirtjmppwpakid resclvt'isms J material -Pad? Plaintiff satisfy
Qs.hzjs.prose plaintiff, AfeiA/7 as to d of Jit frivolous prong 7 and its 

question d, did the Court resolve issues of material fact? plaintiff cmtmds 

hovu an the Court resolve issues J material Port, without® tier a physical 

Investigation and/or d response-answer^ Prom defendantcoihAllegations 

by plaintiff 0),
Plaintiff Reginald dactson9 shows this Honorable Court) tied here in in this 

appeal tv the dnMCfcks bupitme Courf that its intervention car dear up tit 

lower towed interpretation 4 the PbRA of \ts provisionsnndApp/icatio^ of

its

s asc7 /\

digenty incarcerated individuals Corn plaints .begm^. (dene 

fast, one opportunity to amend claims. In doing so, this Would alteviate.dU 

questions, dstodue process and equal rights pnofedm violation claims atun 

if and will provide the propriety of judicial fairness, with tit understanding 

oUcgtnm pkmhtts, Who.are prose,, indigent and/or incarcerated and fads 

tiat create a disability9 tv which plaintiffs' only relief is opportunities to perfect 

Cmd amend went based Complaints to tie Courts.
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

tfajtiriJ fjtl/Jmi
4fa.y iS 9TDA-Date:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
S'

fe&AiMh ZkcksoKI — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

VS.

tffi/den}£. busTiti respondent(S)

PROOF OF SERVICEk V
)

I, ^&d&0f]—%4-r14'b_________ ; do swear or declare that on this date,
--------------/nAV “to* 20_2^kas required by Supreme Court Rule 29 I have

served the enclosed MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS 
and PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI on each party to the above proceeding 
or that party’s counsel, and on every other person required to be served, by depositing 
an envelope containing the above documents in the United States mail properly addressed 
to each of them and with first-class postage prepaid, or by delivery to a third-party 
commercial carrier for delivery within 3 calendar days.

The names and addresses of those served are as follows:

*
i

I
!

I

v

y
LlZ. MUUlLLj ATTORMei d LQUl&lMlA'

Af. ST. m*f. At, KATP. /A. JK 

RPrTOti Roiled II.. im7; (oD&WL-ULf,
I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

2024rhiJtLYDR
7Executed on

mm
(Sign
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tHntteb States Court of Appeals! 

for tfje Jftftf) Circuit
United States Court of Appeals 

Fifth CircuitNo. 23-30337 
Summary Calendar FILED

December 11, 2023

Lyle W. Cayce 
ClerkReginald Jackson,

Plaintiff—Appellant,

versus

E. Dustin Bickham, Warden; Daniel LaFleur; Laura Allen; 
John Doe,

Defendants—Appellees.

Appeal from the United States District Court 
for the Middle District of Louisiana 

USDC No. 3:22-CV-1037

Before Elrod, Haynes, and Douglas, Circuit Judges.
Per Curiam:*

Reginald Jackson, Louisiana prisoner # 764746, moves for leave to 

proceed in forma pauperis (IFP) in this appeal from the dismissal of his civil 
rights complaint as frivolous and for failure to state a claim for relief. The

* This opinion is not designated for publication. See 5th Cir. R. 47.5.
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motion is a challenge to the district court’s certification that the appeal is not 
taken in good faith. See Baugjt v. Taylor, 117 F.3d 197,202 (5th Cir. 1997).

Jackson fails to address the district court’s reasons for the dismissal of 

his complaint as frivolous and for failure to state a claim. Pro se briefs are 

afforded liberal construction. See Yohey v. Collins, 985 F.2d 222,225 (5th Cir. 
1993). Nevertheless, when an appellant fails to identify any error in the 

district court’s analysis, it is the same as if the appellant had not appealed the 

decision. Brinkmann v. Dali. Cnty. Deputy Sheriff Abner, 813 F.2d 744, 748 

(5th Cir. 1987).

Because Jackson has failed to challenge any factual or legal aspect of 

the district court’s disposition of his claims or the certification that his appeal 
is not taken in good faith, he has abandoned the critical issue of his appeal. 
See id. Thus, the appeal lacks arguable merit. See Howard v. King, 707 F.2d 

215,220 (5th Cir. 1983). Accordingly, the motion for leave to proceed IFP is 

DENIED, and the appeal is DISMISSED as frivolous. See Baugjt, 117 

F.3d at 202 n.24; 5th Cir. R. 42.2.

The district court’s dismissal of Jackson’s complaint and the 

dismissal of this appeal each count as a strike under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g). See 

Adepegba v. Hammons, 103 F.3d 383,388 (5th Cir. 1996), abrogated in part on 

other grounds by Coleman v.Tollefson, 575 U.S. 532, 537 (2015). Jackson is 

WARNED that if he accumulates three strikes, he will not be permitted to 

proceed IFP in any civil action or appeal filed while incarcerated or detained 

in any facility unless he is under imminent danger of serious physical injury. 
See § 1915(g).
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