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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

Tseue # (o0nE)
WHETHER ALLEGATIONS By PLAINTIFE Eound I THE ORIGIVAL |
CIVIL TORT CompLAINT FILED INTO THE UNZITED _6mM7Es -DISTRICT
C.O00RT AND THE SAME ALLEGATIoMj RENEWED TO THE UNITEH TATES
L oURT 0F APPEALS FOR THE SECOND CIRCVLT I THAT FACTS PROVE
THAT PLAINTIFF/ PETJTIWE"f HAs BEEN A STATE OF FLORLDA .
PRISONER MELD IN CuSTeby ONWCINELY" FoR THE PAST 20 525
eARs QUALIFIED LoUIL REED JK. D. c-#3b40iz f‘/?fsﬂﬂae/fmwmf
+v RE BONAELIE RESIDENT FERMANENT CITIZEN OF 7HE SIHTE
OF FLorZbA AT THE TIME FRAME PL/‘IINTIFL’/,OETITIO,\;EQ FZLED

yrsh CIVIL LAWSVZIT COMPLAINT IN V.S, DISTRICT (OWRT
CIVIL CASE NUMBER # lb—CV- 1830 DISTRICT OF CONNECTILUT
MET THE REQUIRE MENT™S To PROVE DIVERSITY JURIDICTIN
Aup SUBTECT MATrER JURESPICTIoN UNDER 28 Ui3.C.% [332.7

ISSUE #[7»«0)
WHETHER THE UVNITED STATES ColRT OF APptALS FOR THE Seconip
CIRCWIT OGpINION RULWQ ORDER IN CASE RIumRer #17-2489
DISmzssing PETETIOVER [PLUNTIFE CASE DPATED oN Mﬂecﬂq*fmlg
CONFLICTS WITH DECISIoN OF ANOTHER U.S. CoveT OF APPALS
oN THE SAme TMPORTANMT Mﬁﬂf@/ PETITIgER SATXS F1Eh
REQUIREMENTS TU INVOKE THE FEDERAL F9RvM Systery HIVERSLTY
FurIsprerron YRSVANT Ly To WILLIAMS VS, /iZ)lej(Mr_.;g 837 £ 2430

( Tth Civ, l%@ Anp Brandbony Ys. DISTRICT OF CoLumAia BoARD
oF prgelE, 134 F 2d 56 54 (b.c, Cir-199Y) Cert. denied 447

/4
U.s 12, 105 8. ¢t §l) 93 L. Ed 24 80% (1985) P



LIST OF PARTIES

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

[ 1 All 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:

Mr. Steven Gzar%, Defendsnt
Yhe Hartford Super 8 Motel- De fer, dont

Mu. Louis Reed, \Tlr/, Plaafia
Re: V5. Bickict Cowrt Coce Kip, # 16-Civi[~1830
U.8 Cout of Apaele Mot 172489
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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

[\A‘ cases from federal courts:

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

to

[ ] reported at ; or,

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[~/f is unpublished.

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

t_o

[ ] reported at : or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
_[\/{ is unpublished.

[ 1 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 court
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at : ; OY,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished. '



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was _MARcH ‘?‘H/‘ 2018

[\/{ No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 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

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date)
in Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ 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 _ (date) on (date) in
Application No. A

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

28 U.5.0.31832.(3), The mathor in Coiboversy in Hhals
insfant Case on AP,OM/ exceeds the Sum or Valye
475 000.00"s exclusive of Intorest and Costs dnd 15 be fweor

_(Ciﬁzw\s that l/e.sig/u g) M df!ﬁw «5{'&465 Cf'h"z&qg of
differect Stofes. (see Apandix-Echibls 4, 3, C, aud £ )
m Paﬁhmg ,Pr'efr)ca/mn)ﬁm .V;_/%Q:

185 w. W, f‘ltﬁsheeﬁ B"de'fm} Flonda Ov203
hedz |91 - 5%h g{rveei A Anf- Bz)j%raimh@ Flendy 29205

The pehfiprer indicates in the griginal Tork Civil Reaf Eskate
Complaint That he 1S A Cititen @ the Stile of Floody oud Hof
he is A prisonor % the State o Flornda, fnd [, ic LoH,
present dnd infends fo remain for The indefinife Fofure i
the Shate of Flonda, ‘fhe petifionen Alsy States thal these
deféxq;f&n#s e C‘vl‘hl@rzs. of Connecficol, 54n- Missss ppi B
of Choctaw Tndisns v, HOly'Pielcﬁ o Ys. 3 48(143«7)

| ~the Cled&’ﬁ) of the .5 _pistact Cownd iS Erronegus c‘a{ed o

- Joly 20 207 inwhich Pismissed the Corploiot, (ca, Eubilot A, 9d 3),

A

P Honal 1 7 havnathe S s RN (R
ol th i) Inpote gt S o et 1
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE
The Phietsf] petifivno hewin Louis Reed Or. Reprains A
prisoner in the Slale of Flonda i, defendonfs-fes pondents
Gleven Gorss dud the Hotford Swper § hofe] hve dpmicilz)
n the Stk f Connectwl, g Vnifed Shalpe bistict
Cowd 1n Case Np. # o= CV- 1530 304 Hu Um'{—ed'_ghl{es'
Cowrd of Appeals fov the Secomd Crewit Allowed He Defordond
Sheven Gorss aud The Horklord Supor 8 01ofe to prevon/ Ly

bisruss the (Case CP"’*PL%Laly 70"(’%"0?” O’%vfnj Peﬁ%"o«)@r 4
of s Constipotiondl Rights o Access Hho fodova| Gt Sysferm
o Seek 'deyp,gs lﬁn\/ob\/;")j A W&L[—Q CI&;M?;

| /Di\le)f&Jn’ Fun<dichon is Proven Wwwlﬂﬂlwﬁr}\jy W e FQ.HJ;MV
had been held oofeide of the Shate of ConV}@—CHWfﬁorm
past (28) yewns at the firu he filed tho inihal Cin| TorT
- Compléint, As fv proof, Leiag A Stife o Floida prisomer o,

Record in This instamt (28 Ret 28 .. c.A. § [332,
(Eshitits A, B, C 9nd D)



~ REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

the. district Guat ud the V.S Cownt of Appeal issved
ke Orders on Tl 20, 2007 dnd on march 9%, 2018 by
E,;frovyaw,fw dfl‘m;ﬁ?"ﬁ ~p{c)4“»'747'T7C¢f%f' JPro-Se @l/\/\flfl{)qf s Lrivplavs
Pursiant fo 28 V-5-C. & 1415 (£) dnd C’Z'ﬁyﬂnj petionsr plosriffF
[eave +o proceed inferrm propenisi becavie petttioen had wp
fenty or InCome 1o pAy ﬁlmy foe st the U.S,C’ou}%% ,4/?70@/5
Made An Tn Corvecd ﬁncl;nj Hhat the lomplaint £ 4o Stote A
Claim Upo which relief Could &fmn}ed. the petition Asufs
taf tha V.5 bistiet Cotst ond fhe V.S, Court of Appesls for
He Stid Cirewt Applied An incovvect_Smdlond for defermining
hewn A s poate dicmissa| of pro-Se Comploint ic Appropriafe
ynde 28 U-S.C.£ /‘7!5(6)/ denjed it Access v e Feder]
Cowd Sysfory i iofation 4o tha 1475 Arendrent fo e V.S,
Constitdipn. 28 US.C- 51332, the pefifiment Complatat mites
A Rotionp Mj yment 1o Low o fack ywhich BntFle [ Lo relief,
( See tha Original Ciil Tert Comploiat pp 2‘5)- See - Brandon v. District
of (olvmba Board g porle 134 F.2d 56 59 {J%c—, Cir. 1989) Cort. dorie
ylg s liz7 t10s s.cf, 8, §3 L.£d. 2d foy /%2’ COnlLY g @f%—(m/355

vs. 41 qz/ 78 s.ef. 99, 100/ 2 .L'éJ'Zd 50[/%7), The Beandon Courd held
Fhat A Comploint need nof mc[zl/ﬁm‘&bA/ Stafe A Covse of Artion fo
Suvive Sva SGponle dirisss]s insferd if RS Lormploiot has ot feaet
/n Argw@élf basis (q - Lo dnd fdm/f if ﬁz Lorplodnt i€ Viable- of
CANNGT Re ,G-;\?ple. 73'{ F.zd 5? ‘?/ 57
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The )be##m A/[eﬂu thaf 43 Honewble U 8. Cownf of Aﬁoealf
ppinion dated vy 9% 2018 Should be Wacgres, 4od tha
V.S, bistick Courtt ovdec Dismissiag +he Tork CIAT Copaplyjf Shold
be Rernomded, fhe Oy ok in%ed %2/ 20 2017 flnd 14S G Shovid
e Lomanded with instrickion #1a4 peffioer fe giuen foove 4
@Qf/@go[ Aec,;{,ge/ s Fossjble Thaf peh'#m«w Couvld I’Zm@(,/)/“ﬂm
‘inac{eczvac?@f jdentified by the V-8 Distict Count” oo fomn ve,
- baas 3 U.S./75; /5’2/ 83 S-cf- ZZZ 9 L E4. 24\222(/?%.4”&’“\(]

Nois, L. L. C;, VS, Americon Media, Tre, 680 F3d 162 yps754 cikzoj‘z) |

/ Ly in fhe Pnfefest gz oty
(Lo o Armond PO b Grorieisidion e TS of Gt

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted. A3 Clse S hovld Be

Remonded to the districh Cpurt for Parthor proceedings.
See: willisms V- Favlkner 637 F. MJD¢(7¢A Cir /%@,
Respectfully submitted, .

X&Qfm foeed 9V

Date: A,PV;/ 30 i 2619

M. Lowic Reed To. b.C-#304012
Jeflersom Q)Y vecltmal st fofon
(o0 Blg Joe Read

Monhicello [lprda 2224

_17.



