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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

1) The Appellant questions that in the- Context through the implementation q? the 
Current legal mail handling and delivery procecUmed usedin the Common wealth cp 
Virginia/ Department op Corrections ad dp *juty 1, AW it restrictive in it3 

operation? Far it wad net designed to allow or the timely deliverance cp properly 
identified legal correspondence from the courts ?

*2>) Determining if the appeal Court may entertain the decision of the judgement 
the district alleging to be correct, when it tow to the delay op the Carrent legal

mail handling and delivery procedures in the Commonwealth op Virginia/department 
op Corrections. Does the Virginia Statutes apply to determining rather thv State/ 

created impediment responsible pop the court order not being delivered to the appealant 
to have the allotted amount op time as specified by the court?, Would the Virginia 

Statutes apply in distinguishing rather the order may or may not been Statutory, 
disenctjonal, op jurisdictional in nature/?

$ The Appellant questions that tht appeal coapt didht properly consider the best 
remedy to carpet the current legal mailhandling and ppocedures. Why when 
they had the opparMty to?

M) The flppcalont questions the nature op the disposition ordered by the dMtt towt, 
because it wab unexplained why the appellant complaint u/as'Menied^rather than 

^dismissed"?Mow would a prose litigant determineip his petition was dmiedon the 
basis of a procedural defaulter aS 0/denial on the merits?

* flfjwtx I.”



LIST OF PARTIES

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

W’ 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:

D. BfiOOHd, OwlWMg Physician / Attending Physician
5, HILL, I. FN.
flhMoh mm
£>6TH CflfHC, Warden op 3ud3ex JT -Wte PnSon
CHfiDvviCh DOW, Director

ft. DAvlD 'BODINdCH. Chi ep op Operations
FhtDCBIch Director op Health 3enviec5
VINCeMTWl,M.I).
<i>M|TH, Physical Therapist
An 1TA CHITTON, Gf'i evancc Coanctinaior
?, LAMPM£/\|,H.ift

* Appendix E"
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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 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 United States district court appears at Appendix to 
the petition and is

k

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[ ] is unpublished.

M For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Append^ — to the petition and is |
[ ] reported at _ _____________________ . or
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

 courtThe opinion of the 6tcct& biiprwM'  
appears at Appendix —— to the petition and is 
[ ] reported at ___________ ________ • Or
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[vf is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
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 ■

[ ] 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).

M 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 0

[ ] 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).
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

pad* and legal Contentions presented by the appellant/Jon^MH fl. HflW 
)fl regar op determining ip the Virginia/ Statu&S apply when deciding father the state 
Stated impediment w responsible for the court crier not being delivered to the appellant to 
have the allotted amount op time as Specipied by the Court, Also determing the proper1 
remedy to correct the current legal mail handling and delivery procedures by granting the 

rehearing) Stating the merits op the case. Last seeh/ng to determing the nature op thedis^ 
position ordered by the district court becaaSC/it uasht clear why the dismissal op the 

appellants Complaint failed to prosecute and comply with the courts order, 'the appellant 
WOt leching help prom the/ court op appeals because the paetd and/the qpiestion^ presented 
Wire op exceptional importance not to mention the pro se litigant wanting to determine ip 
hb petition wad "denied" in the district court cuod "(dismissed in the coart op appeals 

on the basis op a procedural depaaft/Or aS a denial on the merits prefvM.Xn the 
district court while piling pro s&, because the case Complexity oP couidjinstitat/onaJ 

locMoM, and limited access to the library the Court woalctht appoint Counsel to 
the appellant even after the motion was piled/in the/ district Court in ce timely Pash ion. 
"The Appellant never had his day in Court to present his claims •lhe Appellan t piled a/motion 
for extension due to the delay of re^CMng his legal correspondence, prom the court and it 

was excepted 60 the appellant complaint was timely and had correctly calcalctted the 
piling deadinefor that paticular motion,



REASON FOR GRANTING THE WRIT

Thi,5 Pfzhfc/pn by fe Cwt loaded/upon gy>6>nnc(A g

jjjlepindingjth^ of the appli&ativitf of V/rgwiufttltytfre deckipn rendered

.Otot£_ pxtihxW-aridM^ Zufli£i4e__prpj2ed^rali^
^at£Xwayj^handh'ng.pra^
nOaj I box fuEpcrpri feonerd,__________________________ ____________

SlJliddJw^roperrm^
4i£i£4^pjlinp^timkTJ4e.Appedc^

pultv? which pcpfrided nr dear ^uidajn^& f pr th^ i^u.6naJ circu^^Mced

JlzJdp ^cu^ecL thf^jippdlimt^tpJjeltLE^
  ;;_

  

plejiplf/)^ (‘.ontoj^edy c^io/^tih^ claim J fof fdif,pA/)}A dtaf^

M ___
jcltpE<^d€^ab-^^ 

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

3



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date: 


