IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

No.

JESSE-JAMES: GULLEY JR.,
Applicant,
V.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Respondent.

NOTE TO THE CLERK OF THE COURT:

This appendix compiles the certified record evidence supporting Petitioner’s claim
that no valid arrest warrant was ever filed, executed, and returned in this case, and
that multiple courts relied on nonexistent docket entries to deny relief on that
question. Appendix A 1is the order under review. Appendix B is the central
evidentiary document—the government’s own certified FOIA response—together
with the Sixth Circuit order admitting it into the record. Appendix C reproduces the
district court order that first relied on nonexistent docket entries. Appendix D
places the 2022 warrant and its 2024 duplicate side by side to show they are the
- same document. Appendix K reproduces two further orders, by the same judge,
relying on the same nonexistent docket entries to deny two separate requests for
relief. Each appendix is identified by letter and starting page in the Index of
Appendices that follows. '
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INDEX OF APPENDICES

APPENDIX A

Order Denying Motion to Recall the Mandate, United States v. Jesse James Gulley,

Jr., No. 18-3577 (6th Cir. Apr. 13, 2026) [Judgment under review]

APPENDIX B

FOIA Request:._No. 2025-USMS-IFOIA/PA-000196—United States Marshals Service
Certified Response; certified February 12, 2025; admitted into official appellate
record August 18, 2025 [Central Evidentiary Document—Proof No Valid Arrest
Warrant Was Filed, Signed, or Returned]; Order Granting Motion to Supplement
the Record and Judgments (Doc. 185, 185-1, 185-2), Sixth Circuit, Nos..
24-3973/3988, entered August 18, 2025 [Order admitting the FOJA evidence into the

official appellate record]

APPENDIX C

Order Denying Motion to Dismiss (Doc. 144, filed June 14, 2021, Judge Gwin) citing
nonexistent Doc. 2 and Doc. 2-1 at PagelD 1068>; Motion to Dismiss for Lack of
Subject Matter Jurisdiction (Doc. 131, filed Sept. 11, 2020)—United States v. Jesse
Gulley, No. 5:17-cr-00493-1 (N.D. Ohio) [District court opinion—first documented

false docket citation]

APPENDIX D

Comparison of the 2022 Original Warrant (Doc. 161) and the 2024 Duplicate

Warrant (Doc. 176), Case No. 5:17-cr-00493 [Side-by-side proof that the 2024 filing




1s the identical 2022 warrant, re-filed after the underlying violation was already

dismissed]

APPENDIX E

Two orders by the same district judge relying on the identical nonexistent Doc. 172

and Doc. 173 to decline relief on the absent-warrant question: (1) Order Denying

Leave to File Rule 60(d)(3) Motion (Doc. 187, entered March 30, 2026, Judge
Polster); (2) Order Dismissing Civil Action (Doc. 15-1), Gulley v. United States of
America et al,, Case No. 5:25-cv-00615 (N.D. Ohio May 23, 2025, Judge Polster)
[Second documented use of the same fabricated citation, by the same judge, to deny

two separate requests for relief]




IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
No.

JESSE-JAMES: GULLEY JR.,
Applicant,
V.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Respondent.

APPENDIX A

Order Denying Motion to Recall Mandate, Motion for Sanctions, and
Motion to Expedite

United States Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit, Case No. 18-3577, Doc. 43-1,
April 13, 2026 (Circuit Judge John K. Bush, acting as single judge) [Order Under
Review]

NOTE TO CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT:

This is the Order Under Review. Circuit Judge Bush denied Applicant’s Motion to
Recall the Mandate (Doc. 38, Appendix F), Applicant’s Motion for Sanctions (Doc.
41, Appendix IF), and Motion to Expedite without addressing any of the_ controlling
authorities cited in Applicant’s Motion to Recall the Mandate (Doc. 38, Appendix F),
Applicant’s Reply (Doc. 40, Appendix F), or Applicant’s Sanctions Motion (Doc. 41,

Appendix F); without acknowledging that the Government’s own certified FOIA

records, ‘admitted into the official appellate record thirty-nine days before this order

was entered, prove the warrant was never filed, signed, or returned. The order is

challenged on two grounds. First, it is the direct product of fraud on the appellate




court — proven by the Government’s own brief (Appendix F, Doc. 39), which
accurately describes on page 3 the FOIA evidence proving the arrest warrant was

never filed, and then argues on page 6 that the district court already considered and

rejected that claim based on a 2021 ruling entered four years before the FOIA

evidence existed. Judge Bush reproduced Ranke’s page 6 framing verbatim on page

2 of this order without independent analysis, without engaging the FOIA evidence,
and without acknowledging the four-year gap. Under Hazel-Atlas Glass Co. v.

Hartford-Empire Co., 322 U.S. 238 (1944), a
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No. 18-3577 FILED

Apr 13, 2026

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
) / KELLY L. STEPHENS, Clerk

FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
 Plainuft-Appellee,

ORDER

JESSE JAMES GULLEY, JR.,

R T . T v N

Detendant-Appellant.

Before: BUSH, Circuit Judge.

This court affirmed Jesse James Gulley, Jr.'s conviction, following a guilty plea, for
possession of a firearm and ammunition by a convicted felon. See United States v. Gullev, 780 F.
App’x 275 (6th Cir. 2019) (Griffin, White, & Bush, 11.). Gulley now moves to recall the mandate.
asserting that his conviction is void because a vahd arrest warrant for him was never issued, filed,
or returned, in violation of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. He also moves (o issue
sanctions, based on the government repeatedly mispresenting the existence of a vahd arrest
warrant, and to expedite a ruling on his motion to recall the mandate. The government opposes
the motion to recall the mandate.

The court has the inherent authority to recall its mandate. Patterson v. Haskins, 470 F 3d
645, 661-62 (6th Cir. 2006). The power to recall the mandate. however, should *be exercised only
in extraordinary circumstances,” and “is one of last resort, 1o be held in reserve against grave,

unforeseen contingencies.” Calderon v. Thompson, 523 U.S.
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No. 18-3577
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party secking to recall a mandate must show exceptional circumstances that override the strong
public policy in favor of the finality of judgments. See United States v. Saikaly, 424 F.3d 514,517
(6th Cir. 2005) (order). Because the court must balance the concern for finality against any
extraordinary circumstance asserted in support of the motion. the I(—)ngrh‘of time between the
issuance of the mandate and the motion to recall is material. Pauerson, 470 F.3d at 663-64. And,
in & criminal action, the court also considers “the statutory and jurisprudential limits applicable in

habeas corpus cases.” Calderon, 523 U.S. at 553.

Gulley’s six-year-long delay in secking to recall the mandate counsels against its grant.

More importantly, Gulley’s motion is based on perceived ervors that have been considered and
rejected by the district court, and recalling the mandate would permit him to evade the procedural
bars in 28 U.S.C. § 2244(b) by seeking 1o recall the mandate rather than move for authorization to
file a second or successive motion to vacate. (/. S(.'II'/\'(.’I/_V)T. 424 F.3d at 317 (noting “that the proper
remedy to attack a sentence in a final criminal proceeding lies under [28 U.S.C.] § 2255, and the
fact that such remedy is no longer available does not warrant a recall of the mandate™). And.
regardless, he is not entitled to relief. See United States v. Andreas, 458 F.2d 491, 492 (&th Cir.
1972) (holding that the defendant waived the right to challenge his conviction on this basis
following trial and that, “in any event, lh¢ trial court had jurisdiction over his person™).
Therefore, the motions to recall the mandate and to issue sanctions are DENIED, and the

motion to expedite is DENIED AS MOOT.

ENTERED BY ORDER OF THE COURT

Kelly L. S@hens, Clerk
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United States Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit

U.S. Mail Notice of Docket Activity
The following transaction was filed on 04/13/2026.

Case Name: USA v. Jesse Gulley Jr.
Case Number: 18-3577

Docket Text:

ORDER filed: The motions to recall the mandate and to issue sanctions are DENIED [7412195-
2] [7419299-2], and the motion to expedite is DENIED AS MQOT [7461432-2]. John K. Bush,
Circuit Judge.

The following documents(s) are associated with this transaction:
Document Description:  Order

Notice will be sent to:

Mr. Jesse James Gulley Jr.
2731 Wood Owl Street NI,
Canton, OH 44704

A copy of this notice will be issued to:

Mr. (.’hristiz-xh J. Grostic
Ms. Sandy Opacich
Mr. Daniel R. Ranke




IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES '
‘No. |
JESSE-JAMES: GULLEY JR.,
Applicant,

V.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Respondent.

APPENDIX B

FOIA Request No. 2025-USMS-FOIA/PA-000196 — United States Marshals
Service Certified Response

Doc. 4, Case No. 5:17-cr-00493 | Certified: February 12, 2025 Admitted into official
appellate record: August 18, 2025 [Central Evidentiary Document — Proof No Valid
Arrest Warrant Was Filed, Signed, or Returned]

NOTE TO CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT:

This is the central evidentiary document on which this Application rests. It is the
United States Marshals Service’s own certified FOIA response, proving that the
arrest warrant purportedly issued on December 5, 2017 in Case No. 5:17-cr-00493
bears a blank Return section — no arrest date, no arresting officer signature, and
no evidence of filing with the Clerk of Court. This document was formally admitted
into the 'official Sixth Circuit appellate 1"eéord by court order on August 18, 2025.
Under Thompson v. Whitman, 85 U.S. (18 Wall.) 457 (1873), the record of a
judgment may be contradicted as to the facts necessary to give the court

jurisdiction, and if those facts did not exist, the record is a nullity —
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notwithstanding any recital that they existed. The recital in Doc. 4 that a warrant

was 1ssued does not create the warrant. This certified FOIA response is the proof.

THE DOCUMENT DESCRIBED ABOVE FOLLOWS THIS COVER PAGE
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RECEIVED | EXWD&-A\

MAR 24 2025 -
U.S. Department of Justice
Office of Information Folicy
KELLY L. STEPHENS, Clerk Offic of |
1423 New York dvenue, NIV
Washingion, DC 20530-0001

Telephone: (202} §14-3642
January 27, 2025

Jesse-James Guliey, Jr.

2713 Wood Owl St N.E.

Canton, OH 44704

Colettefreeman2 3{@pmail.com Re: FOIA-2025-02082 / TA'TI

Dear Jesse-James Gulley, I

This responds io your letter dated January 8, 2025 and received in this Office on
January 21, 2025, in which you requested records from the United States Marshals Scrvice
{(USMS).

Plcasc be advised that the Offiec of Information Policy of the United States Departmen
of Justice processes Freedom of Information Act {FOIA) and Privacy Act (PA) requests for
records it maintains as well as records maintained by the Offices of the Attorney General,
Deputy Attorney General, Associate Attomey General, Public Aftairs, Legislative Aftairs, and
Lcgal Policy and adjudicates administrative appeals of denials of FOIA/PA requests made (o
the Department. This Office maintains the case files for the initial requests and administrative
appeals it processcs.

Additionally, for your information, the Department has a decentralized system for
processing FOIA requests and cach component of the Department maintains its own records.
Accordingly. FOIA requestess need (o direct their requests (o the Department component(s)
they believe have records perlaining o the subjects of their requests. In this instance, as you
are clearly sceking records maintained-by the USMS, we have forwarded your request to the
USMS for processing and direcl response 1o you. Contact information for the USMS may be
found in the Department of Justice Freedon of nformation Act Reference Guide, located on
the Department’s website at htlps:/Ayww.justice.gov/oip/depariment-justice-frecdom-
information-act-reference-guide.

Lastly, please be advised that because we have routed your request to the USMS, your
request to OIP has been closed. You will need to contact the USMS to obtain information
regarding the processing status ol your request.

Initial Request Staff
Office of Information Policy
1.8, Department of Juslice
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B -5
LS Depariment of dnstice Certitication of Fdentigy &

FORNY APFRIIV LD QM NO D3R
ENPULES 04 2 vd

Privacy Act Statement. In accordhimes with 28 CFR Scetion 1oadHdy personal daca sullicsend 1o ddestfy die mdeviduais submistiing vequests
st nnder e Privacy Actod 197405 LSO Sechion 33200 i veguired, The primary purpoxe for the coilechion o e mfurnestion on this forns 1 o
cnatne st e records of individuals who o e slyeer ol 8 Departiient ol ustice svstems ol recosds see nel wronglofly disckesed by the
Departient The auhanty by which idormatim s eollected an this Torm s 3 1S0 8352 and 3 08003 582000 oy well o 28 CFROSection
b Y Ay anformation vou provede may also be disclosed pacinan e Crottine uae” under the Pevecy Aot ol 1974, S 0L5.008 552 hsted o
a DOS Svstem of Records Nutice, sehuseh may include JUS TTCOFEDOT-004 Freedom of Tnistmation Act, Privacy Act and Mandidore Declassilication
Review Records (CMS) for the Department of Justice, avidable al hupsiwww prstice govopeldoj-systamxagcords#NOS Your dicloswe of
infermation 1o the Deparbmens ol Justice on this {orm e voluntary, 1 vou do not complete all os some imtormation fickls m thas form, however the
Diepartmicnt of lusuce niy mot be able to effectively vespond 1o vouy tecpest Fabi: ilormation on this T iy subject the requester 1o ernminal

penaftes ander T8 TESC 8 1001 and/or S 1ES.0 § 3S2anh

Public reporting burden Toe this celicetion of informetion s esimuted G average 056G hows per esponse, icladmg e ime for oview ing
thstruetions, searching existing datiseuices, gatwring and mainauining the data necded. and conmpleting and seviewing the colleenon of imnformatio:
Suggestions ot reducing His burden iy be submited o the Ofice ot fntorination and Regubitory ATairs OTiee of Management aod Budyer,

Public Ulse Repoits Project (HOV.0016), Washington, DO 26803,

Full Name of Requester ! &Cbé’ \\m\é”\ (\D\J\\O\\S‘” B
Citizenship Status 3‘_}\(_\’\(%& (G0, NONNGAE  Social Seeurity Number * 2707 - "\ - 2507

Current Address 81\5 \,m Dl,/\)\ C)’(’ \\}S— &D\){“\AX‘()\\ (}Y\\[) L\U\‘\QL{

pucorsinh AW WVWEG  peeorinn QQuewon O

OPTIONAL: Authorization to Release Information ta Anaother Person

Thas tor s also o be conpleted by requester who i awthorizing information relising (o hisosclor herself o be released woaother person.

Fuether, putsuant b 8 VLSO Section S32ath ). Dthorte the TS, Deparmment of fusiies (o release any and all infomsetion relaling 1o nie (o,

CXJXQ_\R Bq ‘x\().quY — )

Print or Type Nune

tdeclare under penalty of perjury under the Taws ol the United States of America that the Toregoing is true and correct, and that 1 an the person
named above, and b anderstand that any alsitication of this statement is punishable under the provisions of EXVLS.CL Section 1001 by a fine of not
more than S1,000 or by imprisonment oi'net more than five years or both, uod thot requesting or obtaining wny record(sh under false protenses iy
punishable unL&F’ﬁ roxisions of 3 ERS.CL 352003 by a e ol nol more Uin 85,000,
N N

\ " > : . .
q. _;n.‘;‘ l"_ l\\(\\')\r Nl
signature Y S Aelcats T Date NN

N> NN
. -

Name o individual who s the suliject o the record(s) sought
)
Fnadividual subasitting a vequest under the Priviey Act of 1974 niust be cithey acciizen of e Uingled States o an adien i fidly admstied G

. R Vo [ s s Vo

serine nt residence.” pursuant o § GS.C0 Section 352002y, Reguesis will be processed as Freedom of nformanon Act pegquests possuant ta S
|

DEEPER . R ot ot " A . . oo t
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U.5. Departiment of Justice
United States Marshals Service

Office of General Counsel

C'CG-4, 15" Floor,
Washingion, DC 20530000 ]

January 29, 2025

Jesse-James Gulley Ir.

2713 Wood Ow! St. NE

Canton, OI1 44704

Email: Colettefreeman23@gmail.com

Re: Freedom of Information Act Request Number 2025-USMS-FOIA/PA-000196
Subject: FOlA Request for Records Pertaining to an Individual

Dear Requestor,

Reference is made (o your above-captioned Freedom of Information Act (FOLA) /
Privacy Act (PA) request received by the United States Marshals Service (USMS) on January
27, 2025 for the following:

"Pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act (I'OlA), I Jesse-James: Gulley Jr. do
request access to specifically the arrest warrant United States Magistrate William I1.
Baugham and the United States Attorney Aavon P, Howell asseri was included in the
Magistrates Order entered on December Sth, 2017, Petitioner has a right to possess
the arrest warrant pursuant to Ruel 4(c)3(4) which states jor the record.

Federal Criminal Rules of Procedure Rule Rule 41¢)3(A) and 4(c)4(A)
(3) Manner.

(4) A warrant is execuied bv arresting the defendant.  Upon arvest, an officer
possessing the original or a duplicate original warrant must show it to the defendant.
If the officer does not possess the warrant, the officer must inform the defendant of
the warrant’s existence and of the offense charged and, at the defendant’s request,
mus! show the original or a supplicate original warrant 1o the defendant as soon as
possible.”

Ay an initial matter, the USMS can neither confirm nor deny the Agency possesses
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privacy waiver, Form DOJ- 361, In order for the LISMS to address your request, it ig
necessary for you to provide the following prerequisite element(s):

IR

Authorization to msdow rccordﬁ to you. You must provide a written relea ¢

seek) which mdudes your 1dcnt1fymg., dala, authonzmg the USMS to d;cclme
information pertaining to a third-party individual, to you. A Certification of [dentity
Form, 1D0OJ-361, may be used for this purpose or (if the request is submitted from an
attormey’s office) a declaration by your client signed under pumlty of perjury. See 28
CFR §1641. A Certification of Identity form is available online at

hlp:/iwww justice. gov/oip/doj-reference-guide-attachment-d-copies-forms.

If you know, please provide the LUISMS District or Headquarters Jocation where you
believe responsive records arc Jocated, should any exist in Agency systems.

Please return the required information to Attn: H‘(’.)'IA/PA, Office of General

Counsel, CG-3, 15th Floor, U.S. Marshals Service, Washington, DC 20530-0001 or via
email to USMS.FOIAG@usdoj.gov.

When providing your Certification of [dentity, please input in the subject line

“Certification of Identity™ with the corresponding FOIA Request Number. The FOIA
inbox (USMS. FOIA@usdoj.pov) is ONLY for Certificates of Identity (DOJ 361 {forms).
The USMS FOIA Team will not respond to questions or comments via this FOIA inbox.

For your reference, the FOIA and DOJ FOIA Request and Fee R(-:gulations are

available at the following wel addresses:

FOIA Fees: hteps://www.justice.sov/oip/make-foiu-reguest-doi# 1
FOIA regulations: http://www.justice.gov/oip/foia-resources
DQOJ FOIA regulations: htips:/www.justice.gov/eip/doi-foia-regulations

Please submit all ¢uestions or comments via your PAL account. We will

acknowledge your request upon receipt of this information and correspond with you again
accordingly. If the USMS FOIA Team does not receive a response within thirty (30) days
from the date on this letter, your request will be administratively closed.

Sincerely,
s/ ER for

Charlotte Luckstone

Assistant Deputy General Counsel
FOILA/PA Officer

Office of General Counsel



lrttp.7/www._iusticc.gov/oip/doi-reference-guidc-attachment-d-copies-foniis
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Exhubyd A ‘{

U.S. Department of Justice
United States Marshals Service

Office of General Counsel

CG-3, 13w Floor
Washingron. DC 20530-0011

January 30, 2025

Jesse-James Gulley Jr,

2713 Wood Ow! St. NE

Canton, OH 44704

Email: Colettefreeman23@gmail.com

Re: Freedom of Information Act Request Number 2025-USMS-FOIA/PA-000196
Subject: FOIA Request re December 2017 Arrest Warrant

Dear Requestor,

The United States Marshals Service (USMS) is in receipt of your Frecdom of
Information Act/Privacy Act (FOIA/PA) request for the following:

“Pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act (I'OIA), | Jesse-James: Gulley Jr do
request access to specifically the arrest warrant United States Muagistrate William H.
Baugham and the United States A torney daron F. Howell assert was included in the
Magisirates Order entered on December 5th, 2017, Pefitioner has o ri ght 1o possess the
arrest warrant pursuant o Ruel 4(c)3(A) which states for the record.

Federal Criminal Rules of Procedure Rule Rule 4(c)3(A) and 4(c)4(4)
(3) Manner

(4) A warrant iy executed hy arresting the defendant Upon arrest, an officer possessing
the original or a duplicate original vearrant must show it to the defendant. If the officer
does not possess the warrant, the officer must inform the defendant of the warrant’s
existence and of the offense charged and, al the defendant’s request, must show the
original or a supplicate original warrant to the defendant as soon as possible.”

Please be advised that the FOIA provided a vight of access to federal agency records that
exist and can be located in federal agency files. The FOIA does not require agencies to conduct

vananeaAl Fae vl sl Lt
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counties, or municipalities, or by the legislative or judicial branches of the government.

The USMS adopted a “first in/first out” practice for processing all incoming FOIA/PA
requests. Your request was placed in chronological order based on the date of receipt and will be
handled as quickly as possible when assigned (or processing. Please be advised that USMS
utilizes multi-track processing pursuant to 28 CFR §16.5(b), which is comprised of 3 separate
queues: (1) simple; (2) complex; and (3) expedited. Requests placed into the simple queue are
requests where responsive records are readily available within this office and can generally be
processed quickly. Requests placed into the complex processing queuc are requests that require
searches to one or more other offices within the USMS and/or may involve a voluminous amount
of records. Finally, requests placed into the expedited queue are those requests which have been
granted “expedited processing” status pursuant to 28 CIR §16.5(e).

Your request is currently assigned to the complex queue, as the records you scek, should
they exist in USMS systems or tiles, are likely maintained outside of this office. Further, FOTA
stall has not yet been able to complete a search to determine whether the USMS possesses
records that are responsive (0 your request.

If you requested expedited processing, please note that your expedited processing request
has not yet been reviewed by USMS FOIA stafl; therefore, your queue is subject to change from
complex (o expedited should your request for expedited processing be granted.

The actual processing time will depend on the complexity of your request and whether it
involves sensitive records, voluminous records, extensive search, and/or consultation with other
U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ) components or other agencies. Due to a substantial backlog of
requests, it is estimated the processing of your request may be significantly delayed. Please note
that due to this backlog, we may be unable to comply with the 20 working-day time Lunit in this
case as well as the 10 additional days provided by the statute, pursuant to the 28 CFR §16.5(¢).
USMS FOIA regrets the necessity of this delay but assures you that your request will be
processed as soon as possible.

I a component estimates that the total tecs for processing your request will exceed $25, it
will notify you in writing of the cstimate and offer you an opportunity to narrow your request in
order to reduce the fees, unless you have already indicated a willingness to pay fees as high as
those anticipated. The component will not continue to work on your request until you commit in
writing to pay the actual or estimated total fee, designate an amount you arc willing to pay, or
indicate that you only seek what can be provided for free (if you arc a non-commercial usc
requester). If you agree to pay fees for a records scarch, be awarc that you may be required to
pay such fees even if the search does not locate any responsive records or, if records are located,
even if they are determined to be entirely exempt from disclosure.

For your reference, the FOIA and DOJ FOIA Request and Fee Regulations are available
at the following web addresses:

FOMA Faac httne famne inerica anuifmindoealoe e cacriiaet e b Y
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*  DOJ FOIA regulations: hitps:/www.fustice. govioip/do)-foia-repylations

Please vote that it is your responsibility to notify the USMS FOIA Unit office of any
changes in your contact information (i.e., mailing address, telephone numbers, and/or email
address).  Any retumed correspondence due to “unknown address” is considered sufficien
reason to close your request. 1f you have any questions or wish to discuss the processing of your
request, you may contact our FOIA Public Liaison for further assistance at:

Umted States Marshals Service
Office of General Counsel FOIA Unit
CG-3, 15th Floor -
Washington, DC 20530-001
USMS FOLAZBusdo] ooy

You may also submit an inquiry regarding the status of your FOLA request via your PAL,
account at hitps:/foig.usmarshals. gov. Additionally, you may contact the Office of Government

Information Services (OGIS) at the National Archives and Records Administration to mquire
about the FOIA mediation services they ofter.

The contact information for OGIS is as follows: Office of Government [nformation
Services, National Archives and Records Administration, 8601 Adelphi Road-OGIS, College
Park, Maryland 20740-6001; e-mail at ogis@nara.gov; telephonc at 202-741-5770: toll free al -
877-684-6448; or facsimile at 202-741-5769.

Sincerely,
/s/ ER for

Charlotte Luckstone

Assistant Deputy General Counsel

Freedom of Information/Privacy Act Otficer
Office of General Counscl
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U.5. Department of Justice
United States Marshals Service

Office of General Counsel

CG-3 15" Flour
Washingron, DC 20330-0001

February 12, 2025

Tesse-James Crulley Jr.

2713 Wood Owl St. NE
Canton, OH 44704
colettefreeman? 3@gmail.com

Re: Freedom of Information Act Request/Privacy Act No. 2025-USMS-FOIA/PA-000196
Subject: Records on Self

Dear Requester:

The United States Marshals Service (USMS) is responding to your request received by
USMS on January 27, 2025, for the following:

"Pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), 1 Jesse-James: Gullev Jr. do
request access Lo specifically the arrest warrant United States Magistrate William H.
Baugtham and the United States Attorney Aaron P. Howell assert was included in the
Magistrates Order entered on December Sth, 2017. Petitioner has a right to possess the
arvest warrant pursuani to Ruel 4(c)3(4) which states for the record.”

Pursuant to your request, the USMS conducted a search for records respousive to your
request and located | page(s) of responsive documentation within the following
offices/divisions:

Narthern District of Ohio-

To provide you with the greatest degree of access authorized by the Freedom of
Information Act ("FOIA™) and the Privacy Act, we have considered your request in light of the
provisions of both statutes. The records you seek are located in a Privacy Act system of records
that, in accordance with regulations promulgated by the Department of Justice, 1 cxempt rom
the access provisions of the Privacy Acl. Sce 28 C.FR. § 16.10). Accordingly, to permil access
to the records, your request was processed under the provisions of the FOIA. .

To withhold a responsive record in whole or part, an agency must show both that the



mailto:coletlefreeman23@gmail.com

Case: 24-3973  Document: 4  Filed: 03/24/2025 Page: 19

asserted FOIA exemptions as appropriate. Further, the USMS has determined it is reasonably
foreseeable that disclosure of the withheld information would harm an agency interest pratected
by the exemption. These pages are released to you with portions of 1 page(s) withheld pursuant
to the following Exemptions of the FOIA, 5 U.S.C. § 552(b):

FOIA Exemption (b)(6) allows an agency to withhold personne!, medical,
and similar files, the disclosure of which would constitute a clearly
unwarranted invasion of personal privacy. Records that apply to or
describe a particular individual, including investigative records, qualify as
“personnel,” “imedical,” or “similar files” under Exemption 6. A
discretionary release of such records is not appropriate. See United States
Department of Justice {DOJ) v. Reporters Committee for Freedom of the
Press, 489 U.S. 749 (1989).

FOIA Exemption (b)(7)(C) protects records or information compiled for
law enforcement purposes to the exient that the production of such records
or information could reasonably be expected to constitute an unwarranted
invaston of personal privacy. A discretionary release of such records is
not appropriate. See United States Department of Justice (DOJ) v.
Reporters Committee for Freedom of the Press, 489 U.S. 749 (1989).
Accordingly, the personally identifiable information of law enf{orcement
officers and government employees was withheld from the responsive
documentation. The disclosure of such sensitive information contained in
records compiled for law enforcement purposes to the public could subject
law enforcement officers and other government personnel to harassment

- and unwelcome contact. This could disrupt and impede official agency
activity, as well as endanger the safety of law enforcement officials.
Additionally, the personally identifiable information of third parties
named in the records was withheld. The disclosure of third-party
information could constitute an unwarranted invasion of personal privacy
and subject the individuals to embarrassment, harassment, and unduc
public attention. Individuals have a recognized privacy interest in not
being publicly associated with law enforcement investigations, not being
assoclated unwarrantedly with alleged criminal activity, and controlling
how communications about them are disseminated.

For your information, Congress excluded three disercle categorics of Jaw cnforcement
and national security records trom the requirements of the FOTA. See 5 U.S.C. 552(¢) (2006 &
Supp. IV (2010)). This response is limited to those records that are subject to the requirements
of'the FOIA. This is a standard notification that is given to all our requesters and should not be
taken as an indication that excluded records do, or do not, exist.

I youware not satisfied with the USMS defermination in response to this request, you may
administratively appeal by writing to the Director, Office of Information Policy (OIP), United
States Department of Justice, 441 G Street. NW, 6th Floor, Washington, D.C. 20530, or you may
submit an appeal through O1P's FOIA STAR portal by creating an account following the




Case: 24-3973  Document: 4 Filed: 03/24/2025  Page: 20

You may also contact Charlotte Luckstone or our FOTA Public Liaison at (703) 740-3943
for any further assistance and to discuss any aspect of your request. Additionally, you may
contact the Office of Government Information Services (OGIS) at the National Archives and
Records Administration to inquire about the FOIA mediation scrvices they offer, The contact
information for OGIS is as follows: Office of Government Information Services, National
Archives and Records Administration, Room 2510, 8601 Adelphi Road, College Park, Maryland
20740-6001; e-mail at ogis@nara.gov; telephone at 202-741-5770; toll free at 1-877-684-6448;
or facsimile at 202-741-5769. '

Sincerely,

/5/ AA for

Charlotte Luckstone

Assistant Deputy General Counsel
FOIA/PA Officer

Office of General Counsel

FEnclosure
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Bt Al

AQ 442 (Rev. HI/EL) Areest Warram

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
lor the

Northern District of Ohio

United States ol Amierica \ - . .
5-17 CR
D e

-V,
Jesse Gullay . Cuse No.

Defendant’

ARREST WARRANT

To:  Any nuthorlzed law enforcement officer

Y()U ARE COMMANDED to arrest and bring before a United States magistrate judge wnhuul unnecessary dclay

{naene af pevant o be airesied) Jesse GU“Gy
wha is accused of an offense or violalion bnsui ol lhc lollomm. douuncm Ith.d wnh lhc LOU((

) Information O Superseding infonnation 3 Complain
(3 Violation Notice' (3 Qrder of the Goun

& indictment 3 Superseding Indictinen

) Prohation Violation Petition O Supervised Release Violation Petition

This offense is briefly described as follows:

18:922(0), 924(a)(2) and 2-Possession of 8 machinegun; 18:922(g}(1) and 824(a)(2)-Felon in possession of a ficearm:
26:5961(d) and 18:2-Unregistered firearms: Forleilure .

Dae: 120052017

Cityand stale: _Gleveland, Ohlo B WILUAMH-BAUGHMAN JR., US. Magis!mlo Judge

Privted aume and tide

Retyurn

This warrint was recelved an (e e eemrnio . u the person was arcested on (duti

al feity nud sraie)

Date: L . ..
“dree »lluh ul]'rcr s xlgmnlm

Primted name and tie
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(2) Order Granting Motion to Supplement the Record and Judgments (Doc.
185, 185-1, 185-2), United States Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit, Nos.
24-3973/3988, entered August 18, 2025
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Nos. 24-3973/3988 FILED

Aug 18, 2025
KELLY L. STEPHENS, Clerk

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT

Inre: JESSE JAMES GULLEY, IR,
ORDER
Petitioner.

Before: CLAY, McKEAGUE. and THAPAR, Circuit Judges.

In these related petitions for a writ of mandamus and/or prohibition, Jesse James Gulley,
Jr. asserts that the district court lacked jurisqicl;ion over his criminal proceedings because an arrest
warrant was never issued or returned at the outset of those proceedings. For the same reason. he
argues that the district court lacks jurisdiction over his supervised-release revocation proceedings,
additionally arguing that the district court lacks jurisdiction because the arrest warrant initially
issued for revocation proceedings in November 2022 was reissued in March 2024. in No. 24-
3973, Gulley seeks to compel the district court to furnish him with the arrest warrant underlying
his criminal procecdings and to vacate his conviction and grant hum relief from his prosecution.
In No. 24-3988, Gulley renews his requests for relief in No. 24-3973 and alleges that the 2022 and
2024 warrants in his supervised-release proceedings are invalid and void, thus any proceedings
based on those orders are void. Gulley élso moves 1o supplement his petition in No. 24-3973 to
include evidence that an arrest warrant was never filed with the clerk of the district court, and to
expedite a ruling in both matters.

‘{/Vrits of mandamus, and prohibition are “drastic and extraordinary™ remedies used only

when the petitioner has shown a “clear and indisputable™ right to relict. Chenev v. U.S. Dist. Ct.
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Nos. 24-3973/3988
-

then quoting Kerr v, U.S. Dist. Ci. for N.D. Cal., 426 U.S. 394, 403 (1976)) (mandamus); /n re
Alea, 286 F.3d 378, 380 (6th Cir. 2002) (order) (quoting /n re Grand Jurv Proceedings, Vargas.,
723 F.2d 1461, 1468 (10th Cir. 1983)) (prohibition). Neither can be used when a petitioner has
adequate alternative remedies, such as an appeal. Fahey, 332 U.S. at 260: se¢ In re Sindram. 498
U.S. 177, 179 (1991) (per curiam) (requiring petitioner to show that “adequate relief cannot be
had in any other form or from any other court™ (citing S. Ct. R. 20.1)). Gulley could have
appealed the denmial of his motion to vacate his conviction that was based in part on this claim his
claim that a warrant never issued..  That he did not pursue this remedy and may now be

foreclosed from doing so does not render reliet in mandamus or prohibition appropriate.  See

Rimmer v. Holder, 700 F.3d 246, 262 (6th Cir. 2012). And he may appeal any order revoking his

term of supervised release and raise arguments related to the underlying warrants.  Because
Gulley has adequate alternative remedies, he is not entitled to a writ of mandamus or
prohibition. |

Accordingly, the motion to supplement in No. 24-3973 1s GRANTED, the writs of
mandamus and/or prohibition in both matters are DENIED, and the motion to expedite these

matters is DENIED AS MOOT. ENTERED BY ORDER OF THE COURT

 CH S blephing

Kelly L. Stephens, Clerk
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No. 24-3973 FILED

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS Aug 18, 2025
FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT KELLY L. STEPHENS, Clerk

Inre: JESSE JAMES GULLEY, IR,

Petitioner.

Before: CLAY, McKEAGUE, and THAPAR, Circuit Judges.

JUDGMENT

On Petition for a Writ of Mandamus and Prohibition.
United States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio at Akron.

THIS MATTER was heard on the record and the pleadings without oral argument. In
accordance with the order entered on this date and incorporated herein,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the petition for a writ of mandamus and prohibition is
DENIED, and that this matter is DISMISSED.

ENTERED BY ORDER OF THE COURT

Kelly L. Sigphens, Clerk
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No. 24-3988 FILED

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS Aug 18, 2025

FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT KELLY L. STEPHENS, Clerk

Inre: JESSE JAMES GULLEY, JR,,

Petitioner.

Betfore: CLAY. McKEAGUE, and THAPAR, Circuit Judges.
JUDGMENT

On Petition for a Writ of Mandamus and Prohibition.
United States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio at Akron.

THIS MATTER was heard on the record and the pleadings -without oral argument. In
accordance with the order entered on this date and incorporated herein,

IT1S HEREBY ORDERED that the petition for a writ of prohibition is DENIED, and that
this matter i1s DISMISSED.

ENTERED BY ORDER OF THE COURT

Bt beghana

Kelly L. Stephens, Clerk




IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
No.
JESSE-JAMES: GULLEY JR.,
Applicant,
V.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Respondent.

APPENDIX C

Order Denying Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction
and Motion to Dismiss Pursuant to Rule 56 — Original and Transcribed

Doc. 144 — Order Denying Motion to Dismiss, Filed June 14, 2021, Judge James S.
Gwin, Case No. 5:17-cr-00493. Doc. 131 — Motion to Dismiss for Lack of Subject
Matter Jurisdiction (Rule 56), Original Handwritten Filing, FFiled September 11,
2020. Doc. 131 — Transcribed Version, Prepared for Legibility. [Doc. 144 Appears

First; Original Doc. 131 Follows; Transcribed Doc. 131 Follows Last]

NOTE TO CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT:

This appendix contains three documents that must be read together. Doc. 144 is the
ruling the Government cited in its September 26, 2025 opposition brief (Doc. 39, p.
6) as proof that the district court had already considered and rejected Applicant’s

jurisdictional claim. That representation is false in two respects. First, Doc. 144 was

entered in June 2021 — more than three years before the FOIA evidence existed.

The district court could not have considered evidence that did not yet exist. Second,

AUSA Ranke accurately described that FOIA evidence on page 3 of his own brief as

proving the arrest warrant was never filed, and then on page 6 cited this 2021 order




30

as a bar — without disclosing the four-year gap. Doc. 131 is Applicant’s original

handwritten Motion to Dismiss filed September 11, 2020, establishing that

Applicant raised the absence of a valid arrest warrant on the face of a district court
filing five years before the FOIA response confirmed it —- placing the Government
and the court on actual notice from that date forward. Because Doc. 131 was
handwritten, a verbatim typed transcription has been prepared solely for the

convenience of the Court and the Clerk. The
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Case No. 5:17-cr-00493-JG-1
Gwin, J.

agreement that he possessed the guns.*’

Clark’s statement that the guns were hers, especially given that she was unsure how
many or what kind of guns she owned, did not preclude Gulley’s possession charge or
amount to prosecutorial misconduct. Rather, the Government would have had to prove at
trial that Gulley possessed the guns, not C_Iark.

Defendant’s prosecutorial misconduct claims do not succeed.

. Defendant’s Other Motions

In addition to his habeas petition, Defendant has filed eight other motions related to
his case, including four motions to dismiss. Defendant’s motions are difficult to follow and
appear to reiterate many of the arguments in Gulley’s § 2255 motion.

Defendant Gulley sought to withdraw one motion to dismiss.®® The Court grants
Defendant’s withdrawal.

In Defendant’s motion to dismiss filed September 11, 2020, Defendant argues that

there was no arrest warrant issued for him or Co-Defendant Clark. Further, Defendant denies

that there was a criminal complaint issued against him.*" Defendant cannot make claims on

Clark’s behalf. Further, Defendant’s allegation is incorrect. Defendant was indicted and

Judge Baughman issued an arrest warrant for him on December 5, 201 7.7° The Court denies

this motion.

Defendant filed another motion to dismiss on January 11, 2021. Defendant’s filed

“ Doc. 125 at 13-14 (quoting Doc. (4).
Y MNAc 13 Dac 135
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Northern District of Ohio
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff-Respondent
V.
JESSE-JAMES: GULLEY JR.,
Defendant-Petitioner
CASE NO: 5:17-CR-00493-1

5:20-CV-01539

Judge James S. Gwin

MOTION TO DISMISS

PURSUANT TO RULE 56
SUMMARY JUDGEMENT (A)(B)

MEMORANDUM BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF DISPOSITIVE MOTION
PURSUANT TO L.R. 16.2(6), AND 16.2(A) AND L.R. 12.2(6)

Now comes Pelitioner Jesse-lames: Gulley Jr., Propria Persona. Sui Juris, respectfully
requests this Honorable Court 1o dismiss Case No. 5:17-cr-00493-1 for Lack of Subject

Matter Jurisdiction pursuant to Rule 56 Summary Judgement (A)XB).

The Petitioner has set forth lacts with judicial documentation, relatively the grounds for

relief, as well as all the Exhibits in Petitioner's 2255 motion filed 7/10/21).
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GROUNDS TO DISMISS

On 12/5/17 in Case No. 5:17-cr-00493-1, at Doc. 4 (Motion to Seal Indictment until the
arrest of all defendants as to lesse Gulley (1), Tkasha Clark (2), Thomas Lorenzo (3)),
signed by Magistrate Judge William H. Baughman. Jr. on 12/5/17 (4, SP) (entered
12/6/17).

On 12/7/17 Petitioner was arrested for the crimes as charged in the Indictiment
§922(g)(1). 924(a)(2), 922(0). 5861 and 18:2. Only Thomas Lorenzo had all arrest
warrants. See Doc. 13 (Arrest Warrant Rewrned Executed on 12/7/17 in case as to
Thomas Lorenzo (3) (Push) (entered: 12/15/17).

There are no arrest warrants for Petitioner or his co-defendant Tkasha Clark. In

violation of the Fourth Amendment which states:

4TH AMENDMENT

No “warrant” shall issue. but upon probable cause. supported by Oath or
Affirmation and particularly describing the persons or things to be

seized.

Justice Powell noted in his concurrence in United States v. Watson: The arrest of a

person is quintessentially a seizure. “423 U.S. at 428,

The same day Petitioner was arraigned before Magistrate Judge Kathleen B. Burke

with no complaint in violation of Federal Rules 3 and 4 of Criminal Procedures.

Giordenello v. United States. 357 U.S. 480, 486. 2 L. Ed 2d 1503, 78 S Ct 1245: The
arrest warrant procedure serves (o insure that the deliberate. impartial judgement of a
judicial officer will be interposed between the citizen and the police. to assess the
weight and credibility of the information which the complaining officer adduces as

" probable cause.

The protection afforded by Rule 3 and 4 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedures,
‘which provide that an arrest. warrant shall be issued only upon a written and sworn
complaint which sets forth the essential facts constituting the offense charged. and

shows that there is nprobable cause to believe that such an offense has been committed




IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

No.

JESSE-JAMES: GULLEY JR.,

Applicant,
V.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Respondent.

APPENDIX D

Comparison of the 2022 Original Warrant (Doc. 161) and the 2024 Duplicate
Warrant (Doc. 176)

Doc. 161 — Arrest Warrant, Filed November 18, 2022, Executed November 16,
2022, Returned November 17, 2022. Doc. 176 — The Identical Warrant, Re-IFiled
March 11, 2024, Docket-Labeled a “Duplicate Return.” Case No. 5:17-cr-00493.

NOTE TO CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT:

This appendix places the two docket entries side by side. Doc. 161 and Doc. 176
share the same docket number, the same offense date, the same issuing judge, the
same signature, and the same completed Return—received September 9, 2022,
executed November 16, 2022, returned November 17, 2022. The énly difference vis

the filing stamp: Doc. 161 was filed November 18, 2022; Doc. 176 1s the same paper
re-filed March 11, 2024, more than fifteen months later, after the underlying
violation had already been dismissed by court ofder. Doc. 176 1s not a new warrant.
It is a photocopy of an already-executed warrant, refiled on a violation the court had

already closed.
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AQ 442 (Rev/U1/11) Arcest Warrant

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
Northern District of Ohio

United States of America

\ D

§ Docket N 2 r. : 3]-
lesse Gulley ockcl Number (0647 5:17CR00493]-[001]

Defendant

ARREST WARRANT

Any authorized law enforcement officer

YOU ARE COMMANDED to arrest and bring before a United States Judge without unnecessary dclay

(name of the person (o be arresited) Jesse Gulley

who is accused of an offense or violation based on the following document filed with the court:

[ Indictment [ Supetseding Indictment [ Information O Suberseding Information [ Complaint

(] Probation Violation Petition Supervised Release Violation Petition [ Violation Notice [] Order of the Court

This offense is briefly described as follows:

On September 9, 2022, Jesse Gulley gained access into St. Thomas Aquinas school searching for his cx-girlfriend. He made
threats to blow up the school. Officers of the Louisville Police Department and other law enforcement are curiently sesrching
for Jesse Gulley.

Date Sep 9, 2022

/ V" Issuing officer’s signature

City and state; Akron

MAG JUDGE KNAPP

Printed name and fille

Return

‘This warrant was received on (date)

4/4/ 22

, and the persegrwas arested on (datc) “/I' ("/ 22

at (cily and state)

Date: l (/” ,/)“2"

1
Arresting.officer's signature
TR LI
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R
2R,

AQ 442 (Rev/11/1 1) Arrest Warrant

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
Northern District of Chio

United States of America
V.

Jesse Gulley ’
Defendam * s FILED
ARREST WARRANT - MAR 01 207

Docket Number (0647 5:17CR00493)-(001]

To:  Any authorized law enforcement officer CLERK, U5, DISTAICT

NORTHERTS DI
SRR

YOU ARE COMMANDED to arrest and bring before a United States Judge without unnecessary ae}ay

(name of the person to be arrested) Jesse Gulley

who is accused of an offense or violation based on the following document filed with the court:
{73 Indictment (1 Superseding Indictment [ Information () Superseding Information {7} Complaint
[7) Probation Violation Petition {X] Supervised Release Violation Petition [} Violation Notice  [[] Order of the Court

This offense is briefly described as follows:

On September 9, 2022, Jesse Gulley gained access into St. Thomas Aquinas school searching for his ex-girlfriend. He made
threats to blow up the school. Officers of the Louisville Police Departinent and other law enforcemeat are currently seerching
for Jesse Gulley.
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Date Sep 9, 2022 / AV

/ ! lssuing officar’s signahire

City and state:  Akron

MAG JUDGE KNAPP

Printed name and itle

Return

This warrant was received on (dote) 0( q/ 22

, and the pesserTWas B‘rg:slcd on (date) “,/I é,/ Zz-

at {city and state) . ,.
Date: “/(7 ,/)"2" : Z"’V«[M@ -
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Arresting.officer’s signafure

L-COrvﬂy;g US/W&

! Prlnleé name and title




IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

JESSE-JAMES: GULLEY JR.,

Applicant,

V.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Respondent.

APPENDIX E

Two Orders by the Same District Judge Relying on the Identical
Nonexistent Doc. 172 and Doc. 173

Doc. 187 — Order Denying Leave to File Rule 60(d)(3) Motion, Entered March 30,
2026, Judge Dan Aaron Polster, Case No. 5:17-cr-00493. Doc. 15-1 — Order
Dismissing Civil Action; Entered May 23, 2025, Judge Dan Aaron Polster, Case No.
5:25-cv-00615.

NOTE TO CLERK OF THE SUPREME COURT:

These two orders, entered by the same judge in two different cases, rely on the
identicai citation to Doc. 172 and Doc. 173 to decline relief on the absent-warrant
question. Neither Doc. 172 nor Doc. 173 exists on the docket of Case No.
5:17-cr-00493. In Doc. 15-1, that citation was used to dismiss Applicant’s civil
complaint for injunctive and declaratory relief and to impose a permanent filing
bar. In Doc. 187, the same citation was used to deny Applicant leave to file the one
motion — under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60(d)(3) — designed specifically to

expose fraud on the court. Read together, these orders show the same fabricated
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docket citation being used twice by the same judge to close two separate avenues for

relief, without either order examining whether the citation refers to anything that

exists.




Case: 5:17-cr-00493-DAP Doc #: 187 Filed: 03/30/26 1 of 1. PagelD #: 1386

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
EASTERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Case No. 5:17-¢cr-0493
Plaintift,
JUDGE DAN AARON POLSTER

JESSE-JAMES GULLEY., IR,
ORDER
Defendants.

On March 27, 2026, Detendant Gulley filed a pro se emergency motion tor leave to file.
ECF Doc. 186. Upon review, Gulley is still the subject of an active arrest warrant for a
supervised release violation. See ECF Doc. 172 and 173. He has also demonstrated that he is a
vexatious liligator and has already been barred from filing further matters in this case. The Court
of Appeals® Order denying his writs for mandamus and/or prohibition does not have any impact
on Gulley's status before this Court.

Gulley has still not submitted to the Courl's authority. He is not permitted to take
advantage of the rights and privileges afforded by the Court while also disregarding its authority.
For this reason, the Court DENIES Gulley's emergency maotion for leave. Unless and until he

surrenders on the pending SRV warrant, the Clerk’s Office is to continue to refuse any further

filings from JESSE-JAMES GULLEY. IR. or anyone who attempts to file on his behalf.

1T 1S SO ORDERED.

Dated: March 30, 2026 s/Dan Aaron Polster
United States District Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO
EASTERN DIVISION

JESSE-JAMES GULLEY, JR., Casc No. 5:25-¢v-000615
Plaintift,

JUDGE DAN AARON POLSTER

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA. er al.,
ORDER

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

On March 28, 2025, Plaintift filed a pro se complaint for injuncti\fb reliet and declaratory
judgment. ECF Doc. 1. Upon review, the Court notes that Mr. Gulley is the subject of an active
arrest warrant in United States v. Gulley, 5:17¢100493 for d supervised release violation. See
ECF Doc. 172 and 173 in United States v. Gullev, 5:17¢r00493. He has also demonstrated that
he is a vexatious litigator in that case and has been barred from filing further matters in it.

It appears that Plaintiff is attempting to improperly litigate matters in the captioned case
even though he has not submitted to the authority of this Court. Plaintiff should not be permitied
to take advantage of the rights and privileges afforded by the Court while also disregarding its
authority. For this reason, the Court hereby DISMISSES this case, without prejudice. Unless
and until Plaintiff surrenders on the pending SRV warrant in 3:17¢r00493, the Clerk’s Office is
to refuse any filings from JESSE-JAMES GULLEY, IR. or anyone who attempts to file on his

behalt.




Case: 5:25-cv-00615-DAP Doc #: 15-1 Filed: 05/23/25 2 of 2. PagelD #: 285

1T 1S SO ORDERED.

Dated: May 23, 2025 ' stDan Aaron Polster
United States District Judge




