IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

~ ARTHUR JOSEPH ROUSE,

Plaintiff, |
\ . _ Case No. 17-6903
STATE OF MICHIGAN, & | © HON. ELENA KAGAN
JOSEPH BARRETT, WARDEN

Respondants.

 MOTION FOR REHEARING AND
~ WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

Now comes Arthur J. Rouse, Petitioner, who states the following:
1. MANIFEST INJUSTICE: I'm being illegally held on a false
charge made up by a Traverse City Judge in direct violation to
the oath he took to the US Constitution (art VI, cl 2 & 3) and
‘Richey v Mitchell, 395 F3d 660, 677 (6th Cir. 2005).
2. ACTUAL INNOCENCE: I sware under‘penaity of perjury that

I have never ran a House of prostitution where customers resorted

for the purpose of prostitution - in my entire life!
" 3. MADE UP CRIME: there is no such a crime of keeping a

house of prbstitution for yourself.only - any where in the US
or anywhere in‘the world that I can find. See Exhibit A (No Crime
of HOP for Self Only), Exh. B & C (No Such a Crime).

‘~.4. UNLAWFUL AMENDMENT : after the arrest warrant and felony
complaint was dismissed because it was unconstitutional, the court
illegally amended it in direct violation of the US Constitution.



Hill, 308 Mich App 308, 315 (1973) quoting Aquiler, 378 US 108
112-13 (1964). | ,

5. UNCONSTITUTIONAL LAWS: Michigan has many laws that are on
their law books that are unconstitutional and they are enforcing
them in direct violation to the US Constitution as applied by
the US Supreme Court in Lawrence v Texas, 539 US 558 (2003). This
violates the Supremacy Clause, Cfosléy, 530 US 363, 372 (2001).

6. CONDITIONAL PLEA: I enteredha conditional plea to test
the legaiity of this false charge. A person cannot plead to a
crime they didn’t commit under the knowing and willingness of the
crime. See Waucaush, 380 F3d 251(6th Cir 1999) quoting: Boykin
v Alabama, 395 US 238, 243 Nt. 5 (1969).

7. BLOCKED ACCESS: the Michigan'appeals court and the MDOC
blocked my Constitutional right to access the courts when they

- blocked my appeal of r1ght and delayed my legal ma11 blocked
my legal books and blocked my law library. See Exhibits D (Blocked
Access), Exh. E (Illegal State Actions) & Exh. F (Pro-se Access).
| 8. UNCONSTITUTIONAL FILING FEES: Michigan has filing fees
for filing habeas corpus in the appeals court that blocks a person
from appéaling until they pay the fee in full. This blocked my
appeal! Ohio had the same law which was ruled unconstitutional.
Clifton, 775 F3d 760, 767 (6th Cir 2014), MCL 600.2963(8). Also
see Exhibit D (Blocked Access) Exh. G (Prisons for Profit).

9. PRIVACY RIGHTS: the police had no right to the get involved
in private adult consenting acts. See law reviews on privacy rights
2013 U I11 L Rev 625; 37 Rutgors L J 971, 997 (2006).

10. CONCLUSION: this is an illegal charge that was made up
by a judge in direct violation to the US Constitution.




RELIEF REQUESTED _
‘Wherefore, I am asking this Honorable Court order my release
and reverse my conviction. |

In the alternative, appoint counsel, order a policom hearing,
set a PR Bond and any other relief deemed appropriate.

Respectfully submitted,

2-01-18 . ro-se

e,
Petitioner/- Appellant

PS: Please be advised that I will keep fighting until I am released
no matter how long it takes! I am sending numerous letters and )
articles to national and international media. I am sending documents
“to foreign embassies to expose the corruption going on in the US
causing the mass incarceration crisis! You can see some of the items
I have filed in my class action suit: rouse v Michigan, US ED MI
case #2:17-cv-12276.

- PPS: Thank you for your valuable time in this matter!



NO STATE-IN THE US HAS A LAW OF MAINTAINING A
HOUSE OF PROSTITUTION. FOR YOURSELF ONLY
(by AJ Rouse 2-2-18)
I. MICHIGAN LAWS:

- more than habitual acts w1th one person, Gastro 75 Mich 127, 131;
- people must -resort there for prostltutlon Pinkerton 79 Mich 110’
113, 0’Brian 28 Mich 213, 229; Cox 107 Mich 435, 437, etc.

IT. TEXAS LAW:
- living with a prostitute not a house of Prostltutlon ("HOP"”)
Remey 39 Tex Crim 200; quoting British case Callay 1 Bish 1082;

IIT. MISSOURI LAW:

-~ habitual acts by one person - not a HOP State 343 MO 797 and
people must v131t (resort) there;

IV. IOWA LAW:

- any number of acts with the pro r1etor alone would not make the

- house bawdy, Lee 80 Iowa 75, 83; also see Fuller 800 SEZd 241-(2017);
- Gardner 174 fowa 748; Irwin 117 Iowa L69;

V.  VIRGINIA LAW:

- every house where illicit sex is taklng lace 1s not necessarlly
a HOP, IT MUST BE A PUBLIC HOUSE WHERE PEOPLE RESORT Trent
181 Va 338 (1943) quating Wilson 17 Ala App

VI. OHIO LAW: |
- under common law there must be more than on women and there must
be ‘an element of public danger, Bowman 6 Ohio Dec 209

VII. MUST CONSIDER ALL FACTS:
. the reputation of the house;
. the reputation of the defendant;
. the reputation of the inmates (prostltutes
. the reputation of the frequenters ( eoE e - customers resortlng)
. a real prostitute has INDESCRIMINANT SEX (with anyone);
. a-real HOP has an element of danger to the community;
Crummitt 129 W Va 366, 370 (1943);

VIIT. MANY OTHER STATES:

—Alabama Wooster 55 Ala 217;

- T1linois: Belcastra, 364 111 144:

Massachusetts: Lavons, 132 Mass 1 (1881);

New York: People v ex rel New York v Macbeh, 100 Misc 2d 926 (1979)
Alaska: Wilson v State, 17 Ala App 307

Georgia: Pirkle v State 68 GA A9

- North Carolina: State v evens, NC 6 03;

IX. PRIVACY RIGHTS:
- Prostitution & Privacy Rights: 2013 U I1l1 L_Rev 625 (2013);
- Right to Privacy in Const. 37 Rutgors L J 971, at 997 (2006);

X.  CONCLUSION:
- there 1s no such a crime of ma1nta1n1ng a house of prostitution
- for yourself only with no one resorting there (no customers);

"O‘)ULD\NI\)I—‘

The Traverse City Government are Cohrdpt Tyrants!
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. *PRIVATE ACTS OF. PROSTITUTTON - NQ_COMMERGE* .- - -

L. UNLAWFUL INTERCOURSE: Tllicit.sex, -aka unlawful intercourse in
the persons own house, for his own personal pleasure is immoral
but lacks..the criminal ‘intent thereof to establish the essential
elements for the c¢crime of Maintaining a House of Prostitution.
See . opinion of our .sister states; State v. Davitt, 140 Towa 342,
344.. This. case is ‘a.well reasoned ‘decision that cites and uses
cases from half a dozen states acrioss the country. Personal use
only "cannot' meet the prerequisites of the crime.’ See state v.
Ruhl, 8 .Iowa .447. S

IT. NO COMMERCE;. : TQ_Méintain4éIHQUSé“of.Prostitution_or’“Bdey

- House’' it requires three identifable parties to convict. They: can

‘use; circumstantial evidence without physical proof. They "must"
prove; 1) Reputation of ‘the inmates .(prostitutes); 2) Reputation
.and commerce -of ‘lewd people who frequent the: houses; 'and. 3) .
Evidence of the keeper who is maintaining the place for !
prostitution. See St. Louis v. Cook, 405 Se2d 545, 550. There was
prostitution. taking place. but the elemenis of control were
lacking - it was; therefore reversed. o
IT1. LUST OF OTHERS: Bowdy House or House of Prostitution .
gratifies the lusts of "others" - it is common law. The same is
true of pandering. See People v. Smith, 246 Mich 393, 396 (1929).
A procurer is panderer who gratifies the lusts of others. See
People v. Cimer,.127 Cal: App 9, 11 - 12 (1930). PLEASE NOTE;
Michigan has very. limited ‘reasoned caselaw"” which explains the
actual requirements of convicting a person of Maintaining a House
-of: Prostitution:and which permits ambiquity. :

V. PRIVATE ACTS; The private illicit sexual aqts of one or more
favored men does not make the. house or place "Bawdy." See State
v. Hesrelmyer, 343 MO 797, 806. The court goes on to expain that
there must be a.public oriented unlawful sexual commerce to be
guilty. It explains. the facts that need. to be proven; 1) Lewd .
persons.resoit ‘to the house;-2) the reputation of the house; 3)
.. the reputation of the inmates (prostitutes). None of these facts
.were’presant in my casej; ‘1) No one resorted to or frequented.my
place - for. the purposes of prostitutionm; 2) My .shop did not have
- the reputation of being a Bawdy House or House'of Prostitution;
and 3) None were common prostitutes - before ov after.

V. COMMON. LAW: Under common law the place must possess an element
of danger to the public. Hesrelmyer, supra at 805-806. It goes on
to explain that the. "morality side" is for "spiritual tribunals."
The charge of Maintaining a House of Prostitution is a crimev'
against the public - not private illicit sex acts. Hesrelmyer's
well reasoned opinion is very pursuasive ‘and quotes the rulings

of many other states on the issue, including, but not limited to

Michigan and many other countires also, including Canada and
England. S ' :
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: - **x BOCKED ACCESS AND UNCONSTITUTIONAL LAWS ks
(by"AJ Rouse, 1-10~18)

JCS GRIEVANCES: man¥ of the grievances never responded to
— denial of Legal Copies, (Oct. 2017) JCS 17-10-798-27B;
- Legal books rejected (march 2017) JCS '17-02-105-28E ;
- 2nd Book rejections (may - 2017) = JCS 17-02-107-15A;
- Failed to contact Publisher (June 2017) JCS 17-03-167-23A;
- Banned from the Law Library (Nov. 2017) JCS-17-11-836- 28A
- 30 Day legal mail delam (April 2017) JCS 17-02-105-2E;
- Retaliation Transfer (Nov, 2017 JCS 17-11-892-28A -
NOTE: I wrot 3 declarltory rulings to MDOC Director on 1ssues

EXHIBITS & WITNESSES:
~ - class action sult was filed with seven prlsoners in
’ Rouse et al v Michigan et al, US ED MI.#2:17-cv- 12276
© - two of the Plaintiffs were also retaliated on after. we flled
Plaintiff Goldman, #542675 & Merriman, #405022;
- many exhibits and documents avallable onllne for 1nvestlgat10n

UNCONSTITUTIONAL LAWS:
-M1c¢h1gan has many unconst1tut10na1 laws on the books;
- Traverse City tried to enforce them in my case
P. v Rouse Grd traverse Dist. Ct. #15-9947-FY, Cir. Ct.
#15-12184-FY, COA #332033 & COA #333701:
- this includes Sodomy and gross 1ndecency laws in v1olat10n of
Lawrence v Texas, 539 US 558 (2003) , .

SUPREMACY LAWS: ;
- Michigan is refusing to follow US Sup Court law _
= P v Bricker, 389 Mich 524 (1973) must follow US. Sup. Cases
- In re Ha8ue 412 Mich 532, 552.(1973) says the.same thing;
- Yates, 808 F3d 281, 293 (6th Cir. 2015) says the same; . -
- Crosley, 530 US 363 372 (2001) states must follow US Court

- COURT FILING FEES:
- 010 had the same filing fee restrlctlon for prlsoners 1t
was ruled unconstitutional, Clifton; 775 F3d 760, 767
~ (6th Cir, 201&) cited: Smith 365 US’708, 711 (1961);
- MCL 600.2963(8) cannot appeal until fee paid. 1n full and
cannot file any civil case (Hab Corpus too) until paid;
- thls filing fee blocked my habeas corpus COA #339322

LAW REVIEWS: |
= Unjust Convictions in MlCh 22 JL & Politics 205 (2006)

- The Epidemic of Mass Incarceration: 111 Mich L Rev 1087 (2013);
- - How Can We Sleep at Night: 47 Syracuse L REV159 (1996)

iNO FR 0 OVERSIgg e Prisons: 11 U Pa-J Const L 1 (2008),

- Abuse in American Prisons: 22 JL & Politics 385 (2006); '
- Prlson Reform Needed: & Over31ght 22 JL & P011t1cs 205. (2006) .

' ES;A,D
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CONSTITUTIONAL VIOLATIONS & ILLEGAL STATE ACTIONS
(by AJ Rouse, 12-25-17) -

1. ILLEGAL CHARGES: A Michigan Judge overrode a prosecutor.who
charged me with solicitation (93 day Misd.) and filed 3 sets of
unconstitutional charges. There is no such a crime of 2 part
ﬂanderlng or keeping a house of prostitution_ for yourself only. .

e also issued same sex charges contrary to lawrence v Texas. He
did all the arraignments, Pre-lims, charges, etc. the same Judge
took on a civil suit my exattorney filed after I refused to pay
him anymore money after he leaked client information to the judge
and Prosecutor. I paid 6 attorneys in-this case. I filed disquali-
fication motioens with affidavits. See hunt v Rouse, Grd. Traverse -
Dist. Court #16-28156-GC. S

2. CORRUPTION: The same Judge secretel¥ read the police reports
~in my case - ex parte and imposed an illegal bond condition of

no internet (because he knew Trom the police reports that I did

all my own legal work - to limit my access to the courts. I hired
a forth attoney to file corruption charges on the Judge and prosecutor
and within two weeks they revoked and forfeited my 10,000 cash
bond without a hearing. They claimed I touched the buttocks of an

alleged ﬁrostitute,who claimed we had sex for_years. Attorney
Roug ?s (ullkoff filed an interlocatory appeal in the Court of
ppeals

("COA”) #330356, he included the ﬁrosecutors.Reply.Brief
because 1t was so rediculis (he claimed that a prostitute was
convicted for running a house of prostitution and she was one
person and I was one person - the only customer).

3. DIRECT APPEAL: After they forsed me to enter a conditional

plea (to determine if a person could run a house of prostitution

for themselves onlg with people who lived with. him) the COA clerk

changed mx appeal by leave over my objections, I paid the filing
e Jud8e dismissed my appeal. I was forséd to hire another

attorney for $10,000 and paid almost a_$1,000 in emergency ap gal

fees and they denied leave to appeal. It 1s hard to believe this

is America! See P. v Reuse Pro-se case COA. #332033 & 333701.

L. MICHIGAN SUPREME COURT: Attorney Kevin Laidler filed an appeal

Interlocotory in the Mich. Sup. Court ("MSC”) and within 2 months

“they denied 1t MSC. #154291. He filed the same brief but 1t took

them a year to deny the same brief - it’s only a game to these

Beople, they are glaylng with peoples lives money and power. See
. vV Rouse MSC #154957. - ,

5. DECLARITORY RULING: While this was pending, I filed a request
for a Declaritory Ruling in the Mich. Court of Claims and the clerk
refused to file it - she claimed she didn’t know what 1t was. .
They blocked my access to the courts. I filed a writ of,Su?erlntendlng
Control in the MSC and they did the same thing. It is unbelievable
how they have all these unconstitutional laws on the books and

they are inforsing them! I filed the same motion 1in this court

(Rouse et al v Mich. et al).

1 of 2

B £



6. H%BEAS CORPUS; . I filed a writ of Habeas Corpus in Jackson
challenging my illegal detention. After waiting for montns I
filed a request for bond and the Judge denied it the same day.

He used another inmate s Order (with their facts) and dismissed
the case. I filed a rehearing and a disqualification because

he never read my brief - it's all a game! All of it was denied,

1 don’t believe they ever read it. See Rouse.v Barrett, Jackson -
Circuit Court case #17-612-AH.

7. HABEAS APPEAL': I appealed that denial in the Mich. COA and

the clerk refused to file it because I ran out of money. I filed

a Motion of Prohibition because the flllng fee in the Mich. Court
is unconstitutional. If you cannot file the whole fee, they take

a partial payment and you cannot_appeal your case or file any -
new civil cases until paid in full. MCL 600,2963(8). The 6th Cir.
& US Sup. Court already ruled it is unconstitutional - but Mich.
won’t follow their rulings_because_they are above the law. See
Clifton v Carpenter, 775 F3d 760, 767 (6th Cir. 2014) & Smith

v Bennett, 365 US 708, 711 (1961), COA #339322, no MSC number.

8. RELIEF FROM JUDGMENT: The Traverse City trial court has refused
many of my requests because they are above the law. I paid for

my court file and_transcrlﬁts -"they never sent them, they won 't
set up court hearings_in the circull court after I file motions
for the. I filed a relief from Judgment and after I waited months
I filed an Addindum - they refuse to respond to me. The prosecutor
has never filed a reply to anything after my attorney made fun of
him for his rediculis answer. These cases_can be accessed online.
P v Rouse, Dist. court 15-9927 (Misd.) & 15-9947-FY (Felony),

and Cir. Court case #15-12184-FY. '

9. media & PUBLIC OFFICIALS: I have contacted many public officials
and media trying to get help freeing me from this illegal confine-
ment - to no avail, It is unbelievable that this is ﬁOlng on
in this country. This is corruption at its finest. I have sent
many affidavits stating my innocense and the factsof the corruption
in my case. I also filed a lawsuit on the officer who brought -
these illegal charges on me. Many exhibits, motions, transcripts .
are filed in that case - hundreds of pages. See_ Rouse v Mattuecci,
US WD MI #4:16-cv-13378, US-COA #17-1154 & 17-1333.

10. mass incarceration: I also filed many articles in the above
proposed class suit (Rouse v Mich.). Most ﬁeople in the criminal
justice system know about the corruption t_atvls_takln? ﬁlace.
They and the media are being paid off by big business (t ose who
are profiting from the prison build up. The lobbies are -funding
the polititions and they are doing advertising with the media.
This is the same thing that happened with Vietnam. the love of

money is the root of all evil - per the Bible 1n timothy!

11. THE MDOC BLOCKED ACCESS: the Mich. dept. of Corr. %”MDOC”)
and Jackson cooper Street (”JCS”) have blocked mg legal mail
from my attorney (JCS 17-02-273-12A). They-also blocked my legal
books I ordered from theT (JCS 17;8%5105-%8A0& JC; }7—027107-15A)
a ‘ legal. copje 17-10-079-¢ n e
QTgcﬁggymslgggggsm¥o e lawpllgrary (3ZS 977{?-513—1ﬁA? %Hex

hey transfered me 1n retallatlonffgr the grievance.
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* PRO-SE PRISONERS HAVE NO REAL RIGHTS IN COURT *
(by AJ Rouse, 1-1-18 _ ,

1. BRIEF.QVERVIEW: the US Supreme Court has proclaimed that prisoners
have a Constitutienal right te access the court about prison con-
ditions and to challenge their dg@ntion via habeas -corpus. At one
time that was true. We now have -a "Hands Off Pelicy” that prevents
pro-se priseners from accessing the court. If the clerk permits.you
to file your documents - the judge will throw it out. Unless you
have the best judge and an extremely strong case - you're out of

gas because of the corruption in the courts. I have experienced
- this first hand with my case, other prisoners casesand this is
going on across the US per university law professors,.FN #1.

II. HANDS OFF POLICY: because there is so much eorruption going

on today, along with the milliens of_ﬁrlsoners, the courts and
congress have made laws and rul;ngs that stop the pro-se prisoners
from filing in court to get relief! This is "Fact” not opinion.
The courts have used trickery (deception & deceit). One of the
arguments they use in prisen- conditien cases (for their hands off
DOllCY) is to claim the prison officials are in a better position
to make decisions about than the courts. This is simply “Smoke &
Mirrors” to keep the prisons in darkness! This is how Attica_took
place were Americans were tortured and burned to death! The federal
court uses a similar argument for denying state habeas corpuses.
See Foot Note (”FN") #2 (Law Reviews), ‘

IIT. L'AW REVIEWS: university law professors and others write articles
called Iaw reviews. They spend hundreds of hours studying one issue
or subject. They use other people for research and get documented
facts. Aftér reading them, some times hundreds of pages long, you
become an expert on their topic. They study history and statistics

on that subject. = -

IV. PLRA & AEDPA: there are two newer laws that have done damage
to pro-se prisoners’ access to the courts. Both of these acts were
signed in 1996. They ‘are both uncenstitutional, but the courts

are looking the other way because it makes their job much easier

by dismissing all pro-se prisoner cases, it’s a win-win for them!
Txe chief %udﬁe of the US Supreme hols "Conformity Meetings”
with all of the circuit court chief judges and district judges

to make sure they are all “Conforming.” See FN #3.

V. MEDIA BLACK OUTS: just as Iram and North Kerea have news black
outs - so do the prisons bleck out any news that is unfavorable to
them under the guise of security - just like the communist countrys
do. The prisons have blacked out all of the reports on the largest
prison work stoppage in the US history. It had 24,000 prisoners,

in 29 prisons and over 12 states! Nevertheless, the media won’t
cover the mass incarceration crisis documented by hundreds of law
reviews. This is because big business who are profiting with the
ﬁrlson activity are Baylng the media with commercials. They also,
ave lobbyests and they’re contributing to the polititions campalgns
to keep up the “Get tough on crime” farce. See FN # 4.
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~ VI. ACCESS TO THE COURTS: prisoners have a constitutional right

to have access to the courts, this was true at one time, but 1t
is now only a theory - that 1s not true! We were the best democracy
in the world - now we are the worst! We lock up more people than
any of the communist countries. Qur government is abusing the
people. We were the land of the free - now we are the land of the
detainee! Our true access to the courts is really "Lip Service.”
Michigan is one of the worst states in the union for justice. They
are the most punitive (punishing) and they are the prison capital
of the US! Per capita, Georgia may have just broke our record. One
fifth of our state budject goes to the prisons. See FN #5.

VII. ORAL ARGUMENTS: pro-se prisoners are always denied oral argu-
ments. They always have good reasons too. Not needed, don’t have
an attorney, judicial economy, etc. etc. The truth of the matter
is we don’t have true access to the courts like attorneys do. A
case is won or lost on_oral arguments! The courts know this, they
are not Studlﬁ! It’s all just a game. I .know this because I'm-
innocent and have been fighting Tor years. There are no facts to
support my conviction or charge! Top law professors across the US
have documented these facts! This fact - not fiction. See FN #6.

VIII. CLERKS’ DUTIES: the court clerks’ duties are ministerial

and not judicial. In other words, they have no descretion like
judges do. They are supposed to file pleadings and not make :
decisions on whos papers they should file. However, this is not th
case, they play games with pro-se prisoners and the judges let
them. They wear out many prisoners trxlnﬁ_to-get'Justlce. It is
against the law (the Constitution - the 1?hest law in the land),
Nevertheless, the¥ do it every dag. They blocked my direct appeal
and refused to file many cases - Decause pro-s€ prisoners don’t
have any real rights - like a communist country! You can_see -the
corru%tlon in two of my cases: P. v Rouse Court of Apgeals case
#3%2033 and Rouse v Mich. US ED MI #2:17-cv-12276, & FN #7.

IX. JUDGES: most people know that judges have a lot of knowledge.
They believe the judge will do the right thing 1n their case.The
truth is so far away from that belief. They have the clerks
write the orders and opinions and tell them to denx any relief we
may have comming. There are some good..judges but they are few

and far between. Like it or not, this"is the truth! It’s an
UPhlll battle trying to get justices, I would not believeany of
this if I haven’t lived it and seen it happening 1n SO many _
other peoples’ cases. The judgess have mastered the art of deception.
So many of the judges’ legal opinlons are wrong. They misquote

cases, used overruled cases, etc. See FN #3.

X. NO REAL OVERSIGHT: the courts have no real oversight. Neither
does the US prosecutors or prisens - they do whatever they want!
The system has been so corrupted that is is really hard to believe.
The only way this can be fixed is if the people of America stand
up with the prisoners and protest all these injustices! In here
our hands are tied. Once you get in here - it’s too late - no one
will listen. See FN #9. We need to fight, fight fight!
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XI. LESS STR%N%ENT STANDARD: the US Supreme Court has mandated
t%at courts hold prisoners to a less s r?ngent stan ar@. Tﬁe
truth of the matter is we are held to a higher standard then
most attorneys. Attorneys would have the judge disbarred if they
tried to deny oral arguments or dismiss the civil case without
golng to a jury trial. If judges tried any of the games they
play on pro-se cases - they would disqualify the Judge and do

an emergency appeal - all the way to the US Supreme Court!

XII. CONCLUSION & REFORM NEEDED: the criminal justice system is
out of control and it needs fixed ASAP! Many people are In_prison
that are innocent - like myself. The prison is full of violance
‘and gang activity. There 1s a lot of corruption in the prison
and they are blocking prisoners right to access the court. they
have blocked legal mail, legal books, access to-the law library,
access to legal copies because they can and have no real over-
sight! Refore is needed. Inmates are now cutting prisoners’
throts, they are'doing "Buck-Fifties” (cutting open prisoners’
faces) and.much, much more. Please review all of the foot notes
to see this. is truth and not simply my opinion!

Foot Note One: | |
A Fairness in Pro-se cases: 30 Fordham URB LJ 305 (2002(;
B Prisoner Pro-se Cases: 19 BYU L 375 (2005);

Foot Note Two: : :
A PLRA & AEDPA 70 Notre Dame L Rev 1079 (1995);
B Jurisdiction Stripping: 29 Cardozo L Rev 291 (2001);

Foot Note Three: o _ . :
A Conformity Hearings with Chief Judge: 28 USC 372;
B See foot notes one & two;

Foot Note Four: ‘ » :
A Prisoners & the Press: 49 Cal W L Rev 195 (2013);
B Media & Prisoners: 16 New J on €rim & Civ Confinement 271 (1990):

Foot Note Five: ,

A Access to the Courts: 46 LJ Ann Rey: Crim Process 1107 (2017);
B George Town Law Review: 46 Geo LJ 1275 (1987); ' .

Foot Note Six: o S ' ,
A Improving Fairness in Pro-se 30 Fordham Urb LJ 305 (2002);
B Prejudice to Pro-se: 76 Ohio St LJ Furthermore 103 (2015);

Foot Note Seven: ~ .
A Sabber v Wayne Cty., 322 Mich 501, 503-4 (1948):

p

48)
B Unconst. Clerks Actions: 76 Minn L Rev 1393 (1982);

Foot Note Eight: _
A See Foot Notes One & Six;

Foot Notes Nine & Ten: o
A See Foot notes Two & Six; o ,
B Prison Reform Needed: 22 JL Politics 205'(2006).
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*%%* PRISONS FOR. PROFITS - WAR ON AMERICANS ***
(by AJ Rouse, 12-25-17)

I. OVERVIEW: at first this sounds crazy. Six months ago I would

have. laughed at this notion. Now, after studying law reviews from
university law professors I understand it s the truth. The criminal
justice system is broke and out of control. Businesses profiting

from the prison build up are well organized, They are raping the
tax-payers and prostituting the American ?FISOHGFS for gain!Please
review my articles on this subéectln my class action lawsuit: ,
Rouse et al v Mich. et al, US ED MI #2:17-cv-12276 (Mass Incarceration
Crisis, War on Americans, etc. etc. S

II. PRISONS FOR PROFIT: there are many similarities with the
financial gain of Hitler's SS (secret society) in Nazl Germany.
Many things that Hitler and the SS did was for power, control and
money. The same thing 1s happen1n% today (more secretelg) as it
says in the BIBLE (Eccl. Chapter 3) nothing new under the sun!

Big Business (corporate America - that are profiting from prisons)
are well organized. They are using_their money and power to lobby
congress (state and Fed.) to promulgate the war on crime, which

is really war on Americans for.groflt. They are exploiting fear to
line thelr pockets with money. ‘The BIBLE said that the love of
money is root of all evil (2 Tm, §:10). This all fact - not fiction.
See Foot Note (”FN”) 1 (Law reviews from law professors).

I1I. PRISON CAPITAL OF THE WORLD: this corruption causing the Mass
 Incarceration Crisis has made the United States the prison capital
of the world. Per capita and per amount of Reople in prison! The
numbers are unbelievable but true. We only have 5% of the world’s

population, but 25% of the world’s prison population! (FN #2).
Communist China has 5 times more people than we do, but we still
lock up more peogle'than them or any country in the world! We :
arrest at least 10 mllllon_geOple a year. We lock up more children
than any country in the world. We lock up more immigrants than any
other country too (FN #3). We call this ”Law and Qrder” but Its
the reverse - corruption and tyranny! TIt’s an abomination to GOD!

IV. WAR_ON AMERICANS: this started in three waives. First, with
AfricancAmericans atter the 13th Amendment. This is well documented
by law professor’s books like Michelle Alexanders The New Jim Croy
(New York Times best seller) (FN #4). The second waive started
with President Nixons law (1968) for safer streets - war on drugs
which was really war on Americans (FN #5). Nixon convened over a
1,000 grand jurles to go after anyone who opposed him. The Vietnam
was was another money maker that raped Americans and killed its,
people! President Clinton signed two more laws which put the 1icing
on the cake in the third waive that greatly restricted prisoners’
rights to access the courts (FN #6). The US is out of control!

V. HISTORY OF PROSECUTORS” AUTHORITY- it is important to look
deep into this problem to better understand how we got 1nto this
mess. We went from the best domocracy in the world to the worst!
Selective prosecution of the low income people is what is fueling
the mass incarceration crisis. The framers of our Constitution
never wanted government prosecutors for fear they would become tyrants.
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Most of the history in this country, 450 years, is without gov-
ernment prosectors. We only had them for a little over 100 years

or so. This is fact - not fiction! The politicions have created
"The perfect system to convict”. This is how we have so many people
in prison that are innocent and|or overcharged, If the public
defenders fight too hard for their clients - they are shunned

or not given anymore cases. See FN #7.

VI. NO OVERSIGHT: we have no real oversight in the prisons or 1in
the prosecutions. The wardens and prosecutors become like God
with no one_over them for oversight - they do whatever they want!
This is real and it’s unconstitutional. After 33 prisoners were
tortured and burned to death - the federal courts stepped in for
about 10 years. Next, they adopted a "Hands Off Policy” which has
taken this country back into the ”"dark Ages”. See FN #8.

VII. CONCLUSION & REFORM: the prosecution system and prison_systems
need reformed. Many people are in prison who are innocent., The
violance is out of control and the access to court is really non-
functioning for pro-se prisoners! The media has -been blinded by
money offered for advertisments by big business. They are also
controling the politions and the Americans are paying the price!

Foot Note Onme: = - o
1. Private Prisons the New market Place for Crime:
6 wake Forest JL & Pol’y 407 (2016); :
2. lobbyist Gave Birth to Private Prisons:51 Wort Burg LJ 589 (2012);
3. Follow the Money: 34 Law & Soc Inquiry 439 (2009); -
4. Working Reality of Inmates: 27 J Civ Rts & econ Rev 679;

Foot Note Two: _ _ : -
1. American _prison History: 43 Val UL Rev 1425 (2009);
2. Keeping People in Poverty: 89 Temp L Rev 747 (2017%;
- 3. Trump no Justice: 46 Geo LJ Nan rev Crime Process 111:

Foot Note Three: _ . o .
1. More Children in prison: 10 Harv L & pol’y Rev 3 (2016);

‘Foot Note Four: _ ,
1. Mass Incarceration Consequences: 9 Ohio St J Crim 17 (2011);
2. Rights without Remedies: 30 Cardozo L Rev 645 (2008);

Foot Note Five: o _ '
1. Penal & Humanitarian disgrace: 9 Conn Pub Int’l J 17 (2009);
2. Injustices & Mass Incarceration: 30 Geo J Legal Ethics 301 (2017);

Foot Note Six: S o : '
1. Habeas Corpus taken from the People: 35 Quinnipiac L rev 1 (2016);
2. restricting Prisoners: 49 Buffalo L Rev 1099 (2001); ‘
3. trafficing in Humans: 36 Denn J Int’l & pol’y ; ,

foot Note Seven: : ,
1. American prosecutors - threat of Tyranny: 86 Iowa L rev 393(2007);
2. Selegtixe Prosecution: 42 Am Jur J L 139; o

Foot Note Eight: : o :

1. Abuse,?n American prisons: 22 JL & Politics 385 (2006);

2. Police Reform & dismantlement: 126 Yale LJ 1419 (2017);
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Arthur -J. Rouse #274237
SMT Correctional Facility
1790 E. Parnall Road
Jackson, MI 49201-7139
WWW . Jpay com.(email)

February 1, 2018

Court Clerk
US Supreme Court
Washington, DC

Re: Filing Rehearing‘in re Arthur Joseph Rouse, case #17—6903

Dear Clerk,

Please flnd the follow1ng documents for f111ng with this

. Honorable Court

1 Motlon for Rehearln & Writ of Habeas Corpus;
. Court Exhibits 9 P

a) ‘No Such Crime of HOP for Yourself Only;
b) No House of Prostitution;

c) Private Acts no Commerce:

d) War on Americans & Blocked Access;

e) Illegal State Actions:

f) No Pro-se Access to the Courts;

g) Prisons for Profit.

3. Proff of Service (this page).
Thank you for your valuable time in this matter!

Slncerely,

Petltlone

’ - A pellant
xc: file g

Prdéf of Service

I certify that this document was served on the MDOC Arus
for sufficient Rostage as needed to be_sent by ID mail and first
class mail to the state attorney general at his last know address

on the above date - so help me God.

FEB -9 2018

OFFICE OF THE
SUPREME COURQ!'LlEJRSK
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