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N —

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

TESSA CHILDRESS, a/k/a TESSA RANI RAYBOURNE GIBSON
CARLISLE CHILDRESS, filed as TESSA RANI RAYBOURNE
GIBSON CARLISLE CHILDRESS, PETITIONER,

V.

CITY OF CHARLESTON POLICE DEPARTMENT; LIEUTENANT
CHITO T. WALKER; OFFICER SANDERS; OFFICER KOEGLER;
SERGEANT RATLIFF; D-O FNU WILSON; D-O FNU;

D-O FNU GANT, RESPONDENTS.

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.

Petitioner has previously been granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis in the United
States District Court for the District of South Carolina, and a copy of the order of appointment is
appended as Appendix A. |

Dated this 14th day of April 2018.

TESSA R.R.G.C. CHILDRESS
Petitioner, Pro Se
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APPENDIX A
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA

CHARLESTON DIVISION
Tessa Rani Raybourne Gibson Carlisle ) C.A.No. 2:13-cv-1225 DCN
Childress, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)
VS, ) ORDER
)
City of Charleston Police Department; )
Lieutenant Chito T. Walker; Officer )
Sanders; Officer Koegler; Sargent Ratliff, )
D-O FNI Wilson; D-O FNU Dallas; and )
D-O FNU Gant, )
)
Defendants. )
)

The .above referenced case is before this court upon plaintiff’s motion to appoint
counsel. This motion was filed on August 4, 2016.

There 1s no right to appointed counsel in Section 1983 cases. Harwick v Ault, 517 F.2d
295 (5th Cir. 1973). The court is granted the power to exercise its discretion to appoint

counsel for an indigent in a civil action. 28 U.S.C. § 1915(d) and Smith v. Blackledge, 451

F.2d 1201 (4th Cir. 1971). However, the appointment “should be allowed only in exceptional

cases.” Cook v. Bounds, 518 F.2d 779, 780 (4th Cir. 1975).

Here, the Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals filed its opinion on July 29, 2016, in whichb
it vacated the portion of the district court’s order finding that defendant Sargent Ratliff was
entitled to qualified immunity and remanded the case for further proceedings. The éourt then
requested that Richard A. Farrier, Jr., Esquire and Christopher A. Jaros, Esquire of the law
firm K&L Gates, represent the plaintiff in this action. Both attorneys have agreed to undertake

representation of the plaintiff and the court hereby appoints Richard A. Farrier, Jr., Esquire and
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Christopher A. Jaros, Esquire to represent the plaintiff from this point to the conclusion of the
matter. The motion to appoint counsel is hereby GRANTED.

AND IT IS SO ORDERED.

David C. Norton

United States District Judge
November 28, 2016
Charleston, South Carolina



