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IN THE UNITED S'J.',ATES DIS'.llPCT CO~T 
FOR THE DISTRICT OJ' COLORADO 

Civil Action No; 
(To be supplied by the eourl) 

-'fo~ A'.a;.i1t~/-_ f!~ .1....H""t21.L.ri ..... u~i=:,.__ ___ __,, .. l>Jamtiff 

v. 

Jared Pol.is .( Governor of Colorado),', 

Moses Andre Stancil {Ex. Dir. of CDOC) 

.. 
Allison Ta1ley ,{SQ'I'Ml? idm.i~,. ) 

Jp.ty Trial t.eques.ted: 
{p1e.ase gte,ck QD~) 

xx Yes . __ No. 

.Amanda Retting (Head .of SOTM~>j 
---- --- - - - --- - - - ~ .Defendant(s). 

(List each ,named defenilant on a separate line. lf you cannot fit the names .ofaTI defentlan'Js in 
the spa.ce provided, pleQie write "ste afta¢hed ,; in the 3]'4te.above .and ·a.ttacih an addition.al 
th~t of paper With ,th~fa]l ?fit 9f names. The. n~ list¢ in the· tibove 'caJ)tion 11ttt$I be 
identical to those contained in Section»~ Do not include -addresses here.) 

PRISONER CO.M(>L,iUNf 

NOTICE 

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 5 .2 addresses the privacy and security concerns resulting from 
public access to electronic cou;t files.. Vn!3er this :nile, pa~i;s fil~d Wiili.. tho cou,:t shoul4 not 
cQntain: an indiviclu~• s full social security number or full birth c;late; the full name of a person 
knowp. to be a ~inor; or a complete financial account number; A filing may inciude only~ the 
last four digits of a social security number;, the year .of an individual's birth; a minor's :initials; 
and the last four digits of a financial account number. 

Plaintiff need n-0t send exhibits, affidavits, grievances, witness statements, or any other 
materials to the Clerk's Office with this complaint. 

Joseph Berrios
Filed Stamp with Date
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A. PLAINTIFF INFORMATION 
You tnU;St notify the court of ~my o.ha,zges to JI01.ir ad.dress where case,-rel!i.ted pr;Jper.1 may be 
served by filing a notice of change vf address. Failure to keep_ a current addr~s on file with the 
courl may result in dismissal of your case. 

W >1 {,/Jltl,tA nuTLlR ;?{) /3cx9Cf1 Ctmr,m &J.., ta B/d/5 
(Name, prisoner identification number, and complete ·mailing address) I 

d,t1wd0<U?u4 • 
(Other names by which you lt11ve beep. known) 

Indicate w.hether you p.re a prisoner or other cp,i.fi.ned per1on a§follows: (check o~e) 

B. 

Pretrial detainee 

Civilly committ~ detaine.e 
Immigration detainee 
Convicted and sentenced state prisoner 
Convicted and sentenced federal :prisoner 
Other: (Please exp.lain) ____________________ _ 

DEFENDANT(S) INFORMATION 
Please list .the following information fo,: each defendant listed in the capti9n of the complaint. If 
more space is needed, use ·extra pap°er to provide the infonnation re9uested. Thi! additional 
pages regarding defendants should be labeled "8, i>.EF,ENDANJ'.($) lNF<J.RMATJON. '' 

Defendant 1: Jared PQ1is, Gov~rnor bf Colorado 
(Name, job title, 'and complete mailing address) 

. I .• : 
200 E. Colfax Ave .. , Denver, CO .8020,2 

At tb,e time the claim.(s) ,in this corrtp}aint arose;, was this defen9,8,llt acting_ under 
color of state or federal law? _JL Yes _No \.check one). 13r1efly e~pbu,n: 

State employee acting in the course of assigned 

dl).t.ies. 

Defendant 1 is being sued in his/her_~ individual and/or.,!.__ official capacity. 

2. 
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Defendant2: Moses And1;e Stancil, Ex~cutiye Director of CDOC 

(Name,job title, and complete mailing {lddress) 

Defendant 3: 

12S0 Academy i>ark toop, Colorado springs , .co 80910 

At the time the .claim(s) in this fP~laint arose was .t4is defendant acting_ under 
color of state or federal law? _K_ Yes _ Nci (check one). Briefly explam: 
State emp1,by~e ac1:~g ~Tl ~be CQY~§·e, b;t a.ss:lgn~d 

duties . 

Defendant 2 is being sued in his/her i__ individual and/or_!_ official capacity. 

Allison Talley, SOTMP A&nini$tre.tor 
(Name, job. title, and complete mailing address) 

1iso Aeademy Parle Loop, Co.lor~go Spril',l_ge., CO 80910 

At the time the clahn(s) in this Qo~plaint arosel was this ,defendan_t~cting under 
color of state .or federal law? : Yes _ No \Check one). Briefly explain: 

Sta~e employee acting in the course of,:assignect 

duties. 

Defe11dant 3 is being sued in his/her ~ ,individual a,nd/c;r !._ c;>fficial capacity. 

C. JURISDICTION 
Indicate the federal legal bqsis for your clqim(s): (check all that apply) 

X State/Local Official (42 U.S.C. § 1983) 

Federal Official 
As to the federal official, are you seeking: 
_ Money damages pursuant to Bivens v. Six Unknown Named Agents of Fed Bureau of 
Narcotics, 403 U.S. 388 (1971) 
_ Declaratory/Injunctive relief pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1331, 28 U.S.C. § 1361, or 28 
u.s.c. § 2201 

Other: (please identify) ____________ _ ____ _ __ _ 

3 
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B. Defendant Informati on (Cont. ) 

Def . 4 : Amanda Rettiilg; .fiead Of SOTMP 

1250 Academy Park Lo~p. Colo. Spgs . ; co 80910 
Defendant wa s acting under color of state law. Yes. 

Defendant is a state employee in the .c;:ourse Qf 
assigned duties. 
Defendant is sued in both indivi dual and of,fio:ial 
capacities. 

-Def . 5 : Chris LObciriQV•Rostovsky, He·ad of S0i'fi3 

1250 Academy Park LOop, Colo~ Spgs., co 80~10 
Pefendant was actiJiS under 09.lc;,r of ~tate l~w. Yes . 

Defendant ii!! e E!t.ate employee in the course cf 
assi gned duties . 
Defendant is sued in both indivi dual and official 
capacit.tes. 

Def . '6: Shane Stucker, Warden of Fremont Correctional Facility 
57500 E. u.s. Hwy. 50 @ EVi!UlS Ave. ,, C:~non City, 
co 80212 - Th~- ,CDOC Canon Comple~ 

Pefendant was acting under color of state law~ Yes. 
Defendant is a state employee In the course of 
a~signe(I duties. 

Pefendant ii, .sued in oo·th individual and official 
capacities . 

4 



Case No. 1:26-cv-03242-RMR     Document 1     filed 07/17/26     USDC Colorado     pg 5
of 24

D. STATEMENT OF CLAIMS 

INTRODUC'l':tOJr 

This ca$e c9111es 'befo:re tlle C.0µ1;t ~$~~ t1.pon tne z:efqj:io;l of 
the Colorado Department of Cort~ctions (cnbc) to provide prescribed 

mental healthcare to -i:t:s p;-isoners. Specificall.y, se.x o~f.~n,d(;!r 

t .reatment, as administered by the s~x Offender Manageinent 1Joar<1 
·(sOMB) and named the sex Offende,:- Treatment anc, Monitoring -Program 
XsOTMP). In Colorado, persons that are charged and convi.cted. under 

the sex Offender Lifet·illle supervision Act (SOLSAl", .CRS sec •• 18-l.-;3-

1001 to 10-1.3 .... 1012 are sentenced :to indeteminat~ i,e.riods ·of· -years 

. up to and to include the entire~y of tnei-1; n$tu~al. liv~s. ·( cie 
Sec . 18-1 .• 3..-1004( 1.) la)j· Under :SOLSA, the indetErrminately sentenced 

· prisoner is seen by a mentai health clinician, and diagnosed~ 
SOTMP sex Offende.J" t+eat,ment is required by sta1;.ute, is ~rt of 
the sentence, an'd is prescribed by the die,gno~ticja,n. 

A prisoner convicted of a eex-,related o·ff ense and sentenced 
to a determinate period of years is also referrea for SOTMP by 
the cooc. A cooc mental health 911nician will diagnose the pri­
sone~ and p:resci-ibe SOTNP sex OffenC:,er treatnlent~ 

sex Offe_n(l~r t:reatm!ii3Jlt if? ~(1mi~iJ~tered at a 1inµ)ted numbeJ·: 

of facilities . Aeceee to SOTMP is further l .im.ited by a lack of 

sufficient SOTMP provider.a t.o serve the prisoners that are re­
quired by statute, sentencedi and/or prescribed to rec.eive sex 

offender treatment. The demand for ae:eess to the SOTMP is s-ueh 

that more than one thousand cnoe prisoners are going without man­
datory, prescribed .sex offender treatment. 

The deni.a1 of necessary mental heal th care that is prescr.i.bed 
by a mental heal th professional .represents a violation of the Eighth 

Amendment proscription again$t cr\1el a~d unueual pun1snments. It 

is deliberatel,y indifferent, to a serious mental health need, one 

which inflicts an unneceseary suf~ering on the sex offendei pati­
entB that is inc;ongruoua with contemporary et;.andarde of oecency. 

No reaBonc.bl.e pe:rBon woul.d bo1:l.eve :Lt proper to a11ow o. pe.ti.­

ent in t-enal failure to l!!luffer withoµt dialysis treatinent,. .No 

s 
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reasonable person would believe it proper to allow a patient with 

Major Depressive Disorder (MDD), social Anxiety Disorder (SAP), 

Schizophrenia , or other mental health pathology to suffer wit.h.out 

proper treatment. Yet, sex offenders are left untreated tor years 
to suffer imp~isoned in the cnoc. rt is shocking to the consci-ence 

to any who consider it that tr.ea~en,t would be denied t9 a sex 

offender patient to whom tre·atment has been coUl:'t- ordered anC,/or 

prescribed by a 1nental health protessional. 

The denial become.a more egregious in a modern era of t~le-

heal th, ~oom and WEBEX video conferencing, and myriad other options 

that allow for psycholo~ical ca:z:-e, where needed that sex offenders 
should continue to suffer without needed treatment. The solution . . . 1 . . 
is so readily appar-ent that the General AssemJ:,ly aiscussec.'i tele-

health treatment to pr~veni unnecessary backlog in the CDOC on 
page 10 of senate till 23-164. This Act has been signed by Gov­
ernor Polis .as of~ June 2023 , Colorado is a Psychology Inter­

Juriadictional compact (PSYPAC~) state. CRS sec. 24-60~3901 et 
seq. Licensed therapists could be recruited front any of the 48 

u.s . PSYPACT states to t~eat prisoners. 
rt is settled law that an $.;ndeterminEttely sentenced sex off­

ender has a liberty interest in obtaining SOTMP treatment. As 
SOTMP is inextricably intertwined with obtaining eligibility to 

be paroled, any denial of aeeess to SOTMP will extend the pei:-iod 

of ;innprisonment in the CDOC. This is a denial of the sex o_ffender•e 

procedural and substantive due process rights. Senate~ill 23-164 
advises that the parole board release guidel.ine instrument must 
not 1nclude the determinately sentenced prisoner ' s inability to 
access treatment during incarceration. It is impermissible to 

use SOTMP treatment as an arbitrary hurdle that cannot be met to 

prevent prisoners from becoming eligible to be paroled. 
SOTMP is mental health treatment; Mental health treatment is 

medical treatment. ~he treatment :i.s known to be mo<,t e:f'feoti.ve 

when provided as near to an offense as is practicable, and to 
withhold a needed treatment as prescribed is deliberately in-

6 
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different to a seriqu1:1 medical need: a willful and wa:nton dj,s.re­
gard for the Plaintiff's Constitutional rights. The denial cannot 

be deemed to serve any legitimate penalo~ical interest, 
This Civil Acti~n seeks ~emedy fQr ~he denial of SO'l'MP treat­

ment suffered by the Plaintiff. The remedy sought shall include 
policy change in the CDOC; all sex offenqers ehall be ~iv-en immedi­
a,te access to the.ir necessary 1nenta.l bealth care., which is SOTMP 
treatment. Expanding the treatmept to all sex offenders immediately 
is the only remedy that will ensure that this •Plaintiff is not de­
nied the care that has been prescribeq and is needed. "J:his action 
also seeks damag:es in an amount to be determined by a jury fo~ the 
injury suffered by the denial of care to date, the deliberate in­
difference to the Plaintiff's seriou8 mental healthcare need. The 
Plaintiff also seeks declarat.ive and injunctive re.lief such that 

the CDOC not be permitted to deny healtheare and to permit suffering 
to additional sex offenders in the future . 

* 

7 
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D. STATEMENT OF CLAIMS 

.FACTUAL J3ACICGROtmD 

Plaintiff Information£ 

1 . The Plaintiff, &c/ f/ ~ C,,, , was found 

gull ty of charges of /2-li: ~ /, .f Jiiil/-Pe.,i-, , 
(Ma~ ) y 
C ✓ J at trial • 

[ 1 by plea agreement 

on c9- /p --cX}/] 
2. The Plaintiff was :Sentenced to: 

{Me~ one> /l / / 
l ✓J An :i ndf;!tenninate period of ~ yea-rs to life. 

[ ] A determinate period of years. -
3 .. The Plaintiff l s required to particil)ate in SOTMP treatment : 

(Ma~ a ll the't apply) 
[ ✓J Under SOLSA, CRS see .. 18-1. 3 - .1004( 3), sex o££ende:r 

treatment is statutorily mandated. 

4 . 

5 . 

[ ~ By r eferral , the CDOC Menta~ Realth staff has prescribed 
se:l: offender treatment . 

[ VJ BY policy, CD0C A'R 700-19 (,IV) (B) states that "Pf fenders 
who have a judicial de termination of a sex offense and 
are c lassi f i ed as an S5 may be subject to reco~mendation 
for sex offnse speeifi.c treatment." 

[ ] Other: -----------------------
This paragraph [ ~ do~s apply [ ] doee not apply to t hi5 

Plaintiff : The Plaintiff was seen by a psychosexual eva1u• 
ator at t he Denver Reception and D1agnoeti~ Center (DRDC) at 
the time when he entered the CDOC. A diagnosis was made in 
relation to sex-specific, along with any additional non-sex­
specific mental health needs . SOTMP was prescribed, in addi­
tion to any non-sex-specific mental health treatment. 

Evaluator name and date of evaluation.: <'am /JJxJtt(wd J/-1/.-1'7 

(Ma~yail tbat apply) 
( ✓1 The Plaintiff has been denied access to SOTMP while he 

has been imprisoned . 

8 
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[ /i The Plaintiff is on. tne G;t.ob~l Ref:erral Li~1;. (GRL} 
waiting f6r treatment. 

[ J The Plaintiff entered SOTMP treatment on . .. i(dat~) 

and was terminated from SO'l'MP on {<ta~e) • ___ .............. ....., .. 
[ ] The P1aintiff was te:nni:nated fr.OJn SOT~P without cause 

and without a hearing. 
[ J The Plaintiff was terminated from SOTMP 'with the given 

cause:' -----· ----------------.,..;..---
[ ~ The Plaintiff has & S(D}, S(I), S(L-,, S(P), or other 

qualifier pur$uant to AR 700-19(IV)(B) that deprives 
him 0£ access to SO'l'MP treatment currently .. 

6 o The Plaintiff was incarcerated on q-J:2-,6{date), and has been 

imprisonea for 6,iJ65" days as 9f today's date. ·His Parole 
3-~3q 

Eligibi1ity Date i .s/was on ~ (date)" 

CMarVall that apply) . . . 
[ ✓ ] ~he P1aintiff is not yet eligibl& for parole, and is 

being denied SOTMP treatment. 

[ ] The Plaintiff .is within 18 montJ>.s of his PED: nis in­
ability to acc.ess SOTMP treatment to date has foreclosed 
options of progressing to iower ·security level facilities, 
to be eonsi.~ered for Commuri"i ty co,:re.et:.ione ,. or to timely 
complete SO';l.'MP before be wi1l. be seen by the paro1e boa;rd. 

( ] The Plai:ntiff is beyoi)d his farol.e Eligi.bi1ity pate J,ut 
is statutorily ineligible because he has been denied 
access to SOTMP treatment making it impossible to 
successfully progress in treatment. 

[ ] The Plaintiff ie beyond his Parole Eligibility Date and 
is functionally ineligible because he has been denied 
access to SOTMP treatment. The.parol~ board })as denied 
this Plaintiff consideration for parole on grounds that 
he has not completed SOTMP treatment. 

9 



Case No. 1:26-cv-03242-RMR     Document 1     filed 07/17/26     USDC Colorado     pg 10
of 24

SEX OFFENDER TREATMENT AND MONITORING PROGRAM FACTS: 

7. Nothing in the instant civil action is to be llberally misconstrued to 
mean that this ~laintiff \dll reflis~ n!llir<Jtt,.1lous11 placement into iBOTM"P at any 
time before resolution of this litigation as is commonplace among those that do 
bring suit against the COOC for denial 9f SOTMP. Nor -does tl'Je Plaintiff exempt 
himself from any relief obtained through IJttgatto.n in any similar case for l'1hich 
he may be a class member. 

8. Denial of access to the SOTMP program has im,posed an atypical and signi­

ficant hardship on the Plaintiff in relation to the 'Ordinary incidents of pri.son 
life by rendering him ineligible for parole. 

9. Denial of parole to this Plaintiff ts a certain event that will occur as 
anticipated if the Plaintiff is not granted relief. 

10. The language of CRS 16--11.7-103 is couched in the terms of mental health 
treatment and counseHng. 

11. CRS 16-11.7-102(4) defines "treatment'; as "therapy, monitoring, and -
supervision of any sex offender which conforms to the standards created by the 
board pursuant to section 16-11.7-103.11 

12. CRS 16-11 . 7•103'(4}~a)~I) uses the language, J,1Th~·re is currently no way 

to ensure that adult sex offend~rs with the propensity to c()lllmit sexual offenses 
will not reoffend. Because there are adult sex off~nders wtio C:'an learn to man­
age unhealthy patterns and learn behaviors that can lessen their risk to $Ociety 
in the course ot ongoing treatment, management, and monitoring, the board shall 
develop a procedure for evaluatin,g a11d identifying, on a: case-by-case ha.sis, 

reliably lower-risk sex offenders ·\\t\ose risk to sexually reoffend may not be 
further reduced by participation in treatment as described in paragraph (b) of 
this subsection {'4)." 

13. CRS 16-11.7-103(4)'(,b)U} goes on to sa,Y., "Treatment options must be de­

termined by a current risk assessment and evaluation and may include, but need 
not be limited to, group counseling, individucal counseling, family counseling, 
outpatient treatment, inpatient treatment, shared living arrangements. or treat­
ment in a therapeutic community. 11 

l.4 . Based upon the plain language of the :statutes a:s implemented by the gene-
ral assembly, there can be no doubt to any reasonable jurist that the intention 
of the general assembly 1s to recogntzo sex offenders as suffering from a 

10 
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mental ~ealth pathology. 
li . S!ex Offender evaluators are required by statute to be qualified ·and 

credentiailed as se~ .. offender .specHic treat.ment prp,viders by the Department of 
Remnatory Agencies (tDORA), see CRS 16-11.7-106(1l-5)(·b). 

16 . 11.[T]he best time for an offender to receive trea•nt '!.s 9s close to the 
period in which ha offended as possiblG." See Qodjnez v .. Williams, 2022 U .s. 
Dist.LEXl-6 93203·+137, -Judge R. BrQOke JaCk$Oh quoting testl!llOO,Y ~f Thomas 

Leversee as given on 24 February 2014 Jn a·state court evidentiary hearing. . . . .::... ~ . 
17. Delaying treatment to a sex offender can serve no legitimate penological 

interest. Lacking resources does not give rise to a legitimate penological inter­
est . . t1e.g. • a food shortage would not legitimize 'denying me(lls to prisoner-s. A 
penicillin shortage would not legitimize permitting prisoners to suffet an infect­
ion. Nor shdl a $hortage of ~SOTMP r~s¢y~es legitin:1iz~ all-owing prhonats to 
-suffer with sex-offense related mental health -disorders and ,symptoms.) 

18. To delay :SlOTMP treatment while a sex offender .is ·imprisoned servin_g his 
sentence, awaiting him to reach the 4-years-untH-his-parole-elig-ibility-dat~ 
J'PED)I mark , as contemplated l>y AR 700-19, ls ln direct controventlon to the 

statutory goal of reducing r i$k tQ the. p~bltc. 
19 . Conslderin9 arguendo, the potential for additional sex offenses is not 

eliminated through imprisonment; giving the statutes the full faith as given by 
the Judiciary! Other prfsoners are potential victims· of an untreated sex offend­
er ·(lsee Prison Rape Elimination -Act (PREA) )-:; prison staff and visitors :are also 

in harm's way if the sex offender is not treated. Under these considerations, 
a reasonable judge could not hold that the general assembly had the intent to 
delay treatment to imprisoned .sex offenders when the Statute was enacted. 

20 . One convicted under SOLSA must "successfully progress[b in treatmentrt 

in order to be eligible for consideration for parole. If denied access to the 

treatmant he will languish in prison indefinitely. in effect until his death. 
21 • The Global Referral List (see AR 700-19) is "effectively a sham, 11 as it 

has been stated in other litigation. AR 700-19 i s CDOC official policy under the 
direct control of these Defendants. 

22 . The Defendants have knowingly. unreasonably , wil 1 fully a.nd wantonly denied 
care to prisoners in their custody, especiaUy the Plaintiff. Institution of a 
\t1aitinQ list, the GRL, pursuant to AR 700-19 ts open aomtsston that sex offenoer 

11 
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patients will go witho1,1t care, and that the fact of the denial is known to the 
Defendants. rt can never be reasonable to deny needed health care. The Defend­
ants have denied care for serious mental health needs without regard to the 
l"ights and safety of the Plaint'iff. 

23. If the Defendants do not provide SOTMP treatment, necessary mental health 
care to the Plaintiff, while he ls imprisoned, that need will go unmet. Serious 
harm will come to every sex offender .patient that goes without SOTMP treatment 
and mental health care. Some injuries cannot be seen with the eye - a mental 
health injury is an injury in fact. 

24 . Inadequate staffing that causes serious mental health care needs to go 
untreated constitutes deliberate indifference to serious mental healthcare needs 
of a prisoner. The backlog -of patients awaiting SOTMP is directly tied to 'the 
years-long staffing shortages. The Defendants have failed to maintain adequate 
staffing levels to attend to the mental healthcare ne.eds of sex-offender prison­
ers. CDOC has an estimated minimum of one-thousand sex offenders 1n its custody 
receiving zero mental health care, zero SOTMP, zero attention to that serious 
mental health need. 

25 . Staffing is directly controll~d by the n~med 'Defendants. The Defendants 
participate directly and tndividually in the staffing decisions at cooc. 

26 . The State must provide an inmate with a healthy habilitative environment. 
In denying sex offenders SOTMP trMtment, the COOC has failed in providing a 
healthy habilitatlve environment to the sax offender, and to the othel" prlsoners 
that surround every sex offender. 

27 . The passage of Senate Bill 23-164, signed into law by Governor Polis , 
acknowledges that the Defendants have denied necessary healthcare to prisoners. 
The Bill amends CRS 16-11.7-105(1)(,iC)(V-IX} to place onus on t~e CDOC to provide 
tnfo1'mat1on to the SOMB regarding the "unnecessary backlog" of prisoners that 
require and await treatment. 

28 . S.B. 23-164 addresses access to telehealth ~Zoom, WebEX, etc~. The CDOC 
has deliberately impeded SOTMP vta tetehealth through its customs and policy. 

I 

Meanwhi le, post-COVID, telehealth for non-sex behavioral health is commonplace. 

* 

1:.2 
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MENTAL HEALTH FACTDA!L. B~CKGROUND 

29. The statutes that surround codificatton of sex offenses fra,me the 
commi ssion of these acts as a form of mental heal th di$order ·having rQQts 1.n 

mental health pathOlogy. • In the ColoradO Revised Statutes, In SOLSA, and 
elsewhere that Se){ offense commiss'ton, 'Conviction, evalUation; .and sentencin,9 
is referenced, the word 0 treatment".is used r$peatedJy. This is necessarily 
indicative of a mental health ~odel. 

~g. Mental health is medic<)l health. Menta.l health care is medical care. 
31. The -duty to provide prescribed mental health care is i111posed upon the 

SOMB, the Executive Director of th~ Department Of correc;tions, the warden of 
the prison where the Plaintiff Is held, and al l named Defenqants. The Eighth 
Amendment guarantees prisoners care; deni~l of 'medical or mental health care is 
CPuel and inhumane. 

32. sex offenders are diagnosed by mental h_e~H:h ·professionals. The diag­

nosis of each sex offender ls unique to the sex offender. Each may be diagnosed 
with a sex-specific sex-related disorder,, ·hypersexual disorder, ,a paraphUUc 
disorder, a sexual behavioral disorder, or a~y other DSM-5 retognized disorder, 
or any combination tlieteof. 

33. The sym~toms of th~se disorders are as myriad and divers~ as the $ex 
offenders themselves. In the $ame ·m~nnet t~at Major Depressive Disorder {MOD) 
has symptoms which include dysphoria and anhedonia taefined as -sustained sad­
ness/unhappiness and an inability to experience enjoyment, resp~ctively) See~' 

[American Psychological Assoclatfon, DSff!-:5 (2013) J; sex-relat~d disorders have 

symptoms suffered by sex offenders diagnosed with these disorders. 
34 . Sex-related disorder sufferers may have any . of the symptoms of MDD due 

to the prevalence of comorbidity. Additionally, they may have any of the symp­
toms of other comorbid disorde.rs commonly suffered by sex offenders such as the 
Anxiety Disorders or Personality Disorpers. 

35. sex-related disorder symptoms more unique to sex-related disorders may 
include but are not limited to: inappropriate sexual impulses. pederasty , hebo­
phi lia, paraphilliae. desires for non-consentual sex, frotage, dissociative 
identities, an uncontrollable desire to masturb'ate, anguish, undesired sexual 
thoughts (1vis-a-vis: Obsessive Compulsive Disorder) • shame. and grief. 

36. Untreated sex-related disorders may lead to suicidal ideation and also 
13 



Case No. 1:26-cv-03242-RMR     Document 1     filed 07/17/26     USDC Colorado     pg 14
of 24

to suicidality. 
37 . Untreated sex offenders may develop psychosomatic symptoms as a result 

of underlying psychological and emotional symptorils. These include but are not 
limited to:· stress, rash.es, hives, acne. ecze,ma. P·SOtlasis, bod~ aches and pains, 
hypertension, heart disease, tc)chycardU. hprmona.1 imbaI~oces., atrhythm1as, pal­
pitations, cancer, Crohn's Disease, Irritable Bow.el Syr:idrome, fatigue, etc.* 

38 . Sex offenders suffer actual physical pain and di.stress when their serious 

mental health needs go unmet; when their sex-related mental health 'disorders go 
untreated. Psychosomatic symptoms are -a form of torture if ,untreated. 

39 . The Pla.intiff, who is a convicted sex offender and has been evaluated by 

a CDOC mental health professional and found to require SOTMP treatment, and has 
been duly prescribed SOTMP treatment, .suffers from $ymptoms as described .above. 
His symptoms may include one, several, or all of the $ympto.ms of sex-related 
disorder or of any related comorbid DSM-5 diagnosis. His symptoms may r-ang~ from 
mild to severe. 

40 . The Plaintiff shall provide UNDER SEAL an affidavit outling the lurid 
details of his unique set of symptoms upon the ORDER of the Judge or Magistrate 
if it is deemed to be necessary and appropriate. see; Health tnsurance Portability 
and Accountability Act (HIPAA} privacy provisions. 

~~ffJNmce8: ' 
1.Al'abadie, ·et al., The Relationsh'ip between stress and the onset and exacerbation 

of psoriasis and other skin conditions. Br. a. Oerm. 19~:203 (1994) 
2. Brown & Bettley, Psychiatric Treatment of Eczema. ~i A Controlled Trlal. British 

Medical Journal l\lol. 2, No. S764 (Jun. 26, 1971) pp. 729-734 
;, Eysenck, 'ttaps, 11PersortalitY1 Stress, a.no Cancer~' Prediction and Prophylaxis" 

British fOournal of Medical Psychology. 61!'57:-75 t-1988) 
4. Eysenck·, :Hans,. i1Personality, Stress, and Disease.:i An Interactionist Perspective" 

Psychological InQutry. Vol. 2, No. 3 <-1991) pp. 221-232 
5.Kut>zansky, L.D., et al., Positive psychological well-being and cardiovascular 

health oromotion. Journal of the American College of Cardiology, Vol. 72 
No. 12 (2018} pp. 1382-1396 • 

6. latimer & Campbel 1, J3ehavioral Medicine and the Functional Bowel Disorder, 
International il1ournal of Mental Health. Vol. 9, No. 1-2 (Spring/tSummer 
1980) pp • 111-128. 

, . suls & Howren, Understanding the Physical-Symptom Experience.: The Distinctive 
Contributions of Anxiety and Depression, current Directions in Psychological 
Science. Vol. 21, f(o. z t'April 2012) pp. 1Z~•134 

a.Walker, N., The Definition of Psychosomatic Disorder, Briti$h Journal of 
Philosophical Science, Vol. 6, No. 24 (Feb. 1956} pp. 265-299 
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SOTMP; MENTAL Bl:ALTHCARE 0~ PUNITIV~ MEAS~E? 

41. Many convicted sex offenders have chosen either to accept ·a plea agree­
ment or to proceed to trial based upon SOTMP statutes. The advice of their 
respective counsellors was based upon th.air understanding of the cooc and the 

SOTMP treatment circumstances they expected their clients to encounter. the • 
only way to ensure accurate advice ls to institute a policy of imm~diate treat­
ment for every convicted sex offender that enters the CDOC. 'Any other system 
injects confusion and inconsistency ioto,~OTMP treatment. and ·sentencing. 

42 . tither sex-offender SOTMP treatment is genuine and legltJJPate ~ntal 
health care, or it is not. If ~OTMP treatment is not legitimate ,mental health 
care, then it is something else. If -~OTMP is something else (e.g., it is an 
additional punitlve co!?lponent to a se?< c;,ffen<fer's sentencing} j t must 'be up to 
the discretion of the sentencing judge under the auspices of sentencing guide­
lines. It m~ not be an arbitrary and capricious measure left to the CDOC. 

43. The Defendants do not adhere to treatment that is endorsed by the 
American Psychological Association, to the risk-need.,.responsivlty (RNR) model, 
or to the best practices of empirically-researched evidence-based methods for 
treatment of sex offenders. In practice. the SOTMP instead comprises group 
confessions, self-flagellation and shaming, and 'examination with polygraphs. 
The emphasis is placed on admission to narratives that may or may not be based 
in factual reality, in lieu of an emphasjs based on. healing. 

44. The government has created a system that treats sex offenders differently 
than all other offenders. Through the statutes of the general .assembly, and the 
custom and policy of the executive cooc, mental healthcare has been inextricably 
intertwined with imprisonment. Offenders of other categories of crime are not 
automatically diagnosed with mental health disorders by statute, custom or policy 
by dint of their convictions in the same manner as the sex offender. (e.g., a 
thief 1s not diagnosed as having a pe~sonality diso~de~ by statute.) The Defend-

ants may not maintain such a system while simultaneously standing idly by as it 
fails to provide the very care that it demands its prisoner s complete. 

45. 1fhe CDOC has weaponized the treatment requirement against sex offenders 
to prevent this class of prisoners from becoming eligible for consideration for 
parole. The aim is to extend CDOC custody of these prisoners indefinitely. to 
maximize the cost to the taxpayer, and to increase its own perceived relevance. 

1S 
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I . 
46. A CDOC prisoner that attempts suicide and survives \rli 11 be moved to 

Centennial Correctional Facility ijnd enter the Residental Tte.atment Program. 
47 • . A CDOC prisoner with additional !llental health diagrtoses, for example if 

he suffers from .schizophrenia, ma:y be moved to tan Carlos Correctional Facility 
or Colorado Mental t-lealth Institute at Pueblo {CMHIP) and treated with medication, 

talk therapy, or both. The diagnoses will not 90 untreated. 
48. Prisoners with sex-related mental health care .needs are treated differ­

ently from prisoners with non-.sex-related mental health care needs. 
49. A cooc prisoner in ~OTMP treatinent or walting for placement in SOTMP wi 11 

endure under the threat of arbitrary and capriciQus removal from treatment or 
loss pf pending placement at the hands of any CDOC staff~r for actual or invented 
disciplinary offenses, even if slight. In addition, he may be Indentured -ir.'lto 
less desirable work assignments. be the target of false allegatit,ns of COPD vio­
lations and/or harassment, -0r in other manners overpoliced,. 

so. A cooc p.rjsoner convicted of a sex offense that (foes not receive treat-
ment will not be eligible for progressive moves to mi nimum or minimum restricted 
security level faciliti.es. This is an impediment to re-adaptation to a community 
environment from the prison environment. 

51. A CDOC prisoner that claims to .suffer fro.m op.ioid withdrawl will .P~ placed 
on Medication Assisted Treatment (MAT program) and receive Suboxon~ without delay. 
The sex offender will W{!it many years - even decades - for treatment. 

52- The legislative intent of sex offender statutes was never to imprison sex 
offenders for life. The intent -of the laws was· to ensure that .sex offenders were 
to receive treatment before being returned to the communities of the state, to 
reduce reoffending as low as is practicable, and to maintain an increased level of 
deterrence during parole by maintaining the threat to return a paroles that does 
reoffend to incarceration for life. see~ senate Judiciary Committee 2nd ~ssion 
61st General Assembly, statements made by Senator Wells prior to passage of 1998 
Colorado House Bill 1156 

• * * 
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D. STATEMENT OF CLAIM(S) 
State clearly and concisely every daim t_hat you are-asserting in this action. For each claim, 
specify the right iJiat allegedly has peen vio1atea a'(Ui state a1l facts thaf$Upport your claim,. 
including the date(s) on which the incident($) (!CCUrr,¢, fhe name(s) c/the.spec;jicperson(s} 
involved .in e_ach claim, and the $pecijic facts that show .how ~aclt person was involved in -each 
claim. You do not need to cite specific legal ooses to support your thiim(sJ If additional Spate 
is needed to describe atty claim t!r to assert addifional claims, use extra paper to continue that 
claim or to asser.t ih.e t:¢.ditipnql clai111{s), RJ~(is_~ jndflJafe tht# ad4itional p(!Per is attac'fztd tmd 

, label the additional pages regarding the statement-0/da~ as ·"D. STATEMENT 'OF CLAIMS." 

CLAIM. ONE: 42 use Sec. 1983~l>~OCEDURAL DUE ltROCBSs-us Const. 
Amendment XIV 

Claim one is as~~rted against these Defenda"t(s): ALL 'DEFENDANTS 

I. What did ~-ach Defend~nt_ do t<> ;plai'1tifft~ 

53; Pla,intlff incorporates by .reference all ·other parag~"-phs of thjs 
r• 

Complaint as lf set fo-rth. ln fu1r··bere. 
s,. The Plaintiff has been denhid ac-eess;;to SOIMP 5-QX Offender Treatment .• 
55. The Plaint! ff fl~s not been -prQvid~<i with <1'1Y •antnsful opportunity to 
contest the deprivation :af SOTMP treatment, meaningful review 6f -the denial 
of treatment; alternatives to categ9rical c;fenhl, or rec;c;;urse f9r the denial. 
56. A person convlcted under ~OLSA has -a clearl.Y established Uber,ty Jnt~rest 
in accessing SOTMP treatment; thi! Plaintiff has been deni~d SOT.MP treatlnent. 
s 7. io ,be eligible for parole a convict~ ·se,;c t>ffen(f$r tnust successfull}' 

progress in treatment; this N~intiff ha$ been denied JiOTMP treatment. 
58. Plaintiff has been blocked by the Defendants front aeces$in9 telehealth 
treatment, i:oom or WebEX .access to 0.utsid~ pra~itdoners, or lJOY Ptller alter­
native method of obtaining SOTMP treatment, 
59. Each Defendant has participated in malntalning ,a custom Qr policy of 

denial of S0TMP sex offender treatment to -(DOC prisoners, especially the 

Plaintiff. The GRL is evidence of the knowing state of mind .of Defendants. 
60. The Defendants have caused the Plaintiff to suffer a grievo~s loss by 

denying him sufficient process to resolve his deprivation of SOTMP treatment. 

* Roma1rNume1"ah I, 11, Ill & IV al"e frea, Naalous v. Tvo Unknown B.t.c.i. Agents, 492 F.,d 1158,. 
1163 C10tti Ctr. 2007) 
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~LAIN ONE (Cont.) 

II. When did ~be Defendants deny Platntiff access to SOTMP? 

Beginning at the time of diagnosis to present. 
III. Bow did the Defendants• denial harm the Plaintiff? The 

Plaintiff was denied his liberty interest; he was denied the ability 
to become eligible for con.sideration for parole. 

IV. What speci.fic legal right: dil.d the l)efendants deny,,Plaintiff? 

The Plaintiff has a Fourteenth Amendment protected right to due process 
of the law. 

D. STATEMENT OF CLAIMS 

CLAIM TWO 

42 USC sec. 1983-SUBSTANTIVE DUE PROCESS-,0:0.s. Const. 
Amendmcant XIV; Asserted agai.nst ALL l)EFgNDAN'l'S 

I. What did each Defendant&, to Piaintiff? 

61. Plaintiff 'incorporates by reference all other paragraphs of this Complaint 
as If set forth in full here. 
62. The Defendants. as functionarles of the governme-nt, have arbitrarily 

deprived this Plaintiff of the opportunity to progress through nis incarceration 
and to become eligible for considera1:ion for parole by denying his access to 
required SOTMP Sex Offender Treatment. 
63 . The deprivation of the ·opportunity to become eligible ·for consideration 
for parole is a violation of a clearly established liberty interest to SOLSA 
convicted sex offenders seeking SOTMP treatment. 
64. The Defendants have no adequate justification for their denial of care. 
65 . The denial of sex offender treatment shocks the conscience, it is an 

arbitrary and capricious· abuse of authority, and serves ·no legf timate peno­
logical interest or other legitimate governmental interest. 
66. The use of a global referral wait list is open acknowlegment of the know­
ing state of mind of the Defendants; they know they are denying care to cooc 
prisoners in their custody. 
67. The existence of the global referral wait .. list for years is demonstrative 

of the deliberate and knowing choice by these Defendants to maintain the 
arbitrary deprivation of mental health care to prisoners for- whom care is 
necessary and obligatory. 

18 
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CLAIM TWO (Cont.) 

II. When did time nefend~ts deny Plainti£f access to SOTMP? 
Beginning at the time of diagnosJs to present. 

I I I. How did the Defendants• denial harm the Plaintiff? The 
P'taintiff was dented his liberty ln'tel'est; he was den'ied the ability 

to become eligible for consideration for par-0le. 
IV. What specific legal right did 1:lle l>ef$ndants d~ny ,Plaintiff? 

The Plaintiff has a Fourteenth .Amended protected right to due process 
of the law. 

D. STATEMENT OF CLAIMS 
Ct.AXH THREE 

42 use sec. 1983-DELIBERATE INDIE'PERENCE TO SERlOOS MENTAL 
HEALTHCARE bf'IED-o.s. Const. Amenament VIII;, Asserted .against 
ALL DEFENDANTS 

I. What did each Defe~d~t do to Plaintiff? 
68. Plaintiff incorporates ·by reference al 1 other ,paragraphs. of this Complaint 

as if set forth in full here. 
69. Inherent or implicit in the statutory duty of governmental entities to 

provide food, shelter, and ff necessary medical treatment to all .individuals • 

arrested or in custody is the duty to pay for such expenses. 
70. Deliberate indifference ~n_.violation of the 'Plaint! ff ' s Eighth Amendment 

right to medical care for serious mental health needs has occurred where the Defend­
ants repeatedly fail to address the mental health~are requirements of the Plaintiff 

as prescribed. 
71. Inflicti on of unnecessary suffering on a prisoner by failure to treat his 

serious mental health needs h inconsi stent with contemporary standards of decency 
and violates the Eighth Amendment. 

72. Deliberate indifference to serious mental health needs of a prisoner con ... 
sti tutes unnecessary and wanton infliction of sufferi ng and anguish proscribed by 
the Eighth Amendment; regardless of how evidenced, deliberate indifference to pri­
soners• serious mental illness or dysfunction states cause of action under civil 
rights statutes. 

73 .. These elementary principles establish the government' s obligation to pro-
vide mental health care for those whom it is puni shing by incarceration. An in .. 
mate must rely on prison authorities to treat his mental health needs; authorities 

19 
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that fail to do so will leave those needs unmet. 
74. Mental heal_th care .. has been prescribed in thts case to the Plaintiff by 

a mental healthcara avaluator- , a treatment professional employed by the cooc. 
75. Prison Officials, and all namad l:>efendants, know that this care has been 

prescribed and have cfenied the prescri.bed treatment willfully and wantonly., know­
ingly and deliberately. There is no legitlmate penological or othGY' legitimate 
governmental interest in denying this care. 

I.l.- When di4 the Defendants deny Plaintiff access to SOTMP? 

Beginning at the time of diagnosis to present. 
!II. Bow did 't:he Defendant:s • denial harm 'the Plaintiff? The Plflintiff 

has suffered from the symptoms ·associated with his sex offense specific 
mental health dysfunction. The Plalntiff also suffers with the ~dditional 
symptoms associated. with comorbid mental health disorders, e.g. depression, 
anxiety, physical pains, etc., that is without legitimate excuse. Proper 
mental healthcare has been 'denied to the Plaintiff. 

IV. What specific right did the Defendants deny Plaintiff? Th.e 
Plaintiff has an Eighth Amendmentiprotected right to be free from cruel 
and unusual punishments; i.e., denial of necessary prescribed tnent.al 
health care. 

* 
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E. PREVIOUS LAWSUITS 

Have you ever filed a lawsui4 oUrer than this lawsuit; in any :federal or state court while you 
were mcarcerated? _Yes_✓_ '.N No (check one). 

If your .answer is "Yes, " complete this section of the form. lfyou have filed more than one 
previous law$Uit. use ailditi{)11al pap12r to prDllide the .,-equesld. in/<>n:nafion /Qr each pr'eVlous 
lawsuit. Please 'indicate that ad4~!jorial paper is. a#_apfie4 qµd Jaqel the qdditional pages 
regarding previous lawsuits as "E. PR$VIOUS U:WSUITS . ., 

Name(s) of defendant(s): 

Docket number and court: 

Claims raised: 

Disposition: (is the case still pending? 
has it been dismissed?; was relief granted?) 

Reasons for dismissal, if dismissed: 

Result on appeal, if 11,ppealed; 

F. ADMINISTAATIVE REMEDIES 

WARNING: Prisoners must exhaust administr(ltfye rem¢ies before filing aft action infedenil 
court regarding prison conditions. See 42 U.S. C. § 1997 e(a). Your case mpy •he dis,riisseil or 
judgment entered against you if you have not exhausted administrative remedies.: 

Is there a fonnal grievance procedure at the institution in which you are confined? 

_!_ Yes_No (check one) 

Did you exhaust admlnlstraclve ren,.edies? 

_!__ Yes __ No (check one) 
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Fo ADMINISTRATIVE REMEDIES (Cont.) 
The CDOC Grievance Proce~s i ,s a dectd ... end. fo grieve is .futile. 

Those prisoners that do grieve the inability to access SOTMP t-reat­
ment are met with boilerplate canned responses ~hat ~ead as fQ11ows: 

A review of your [lett~n·, grievance, .etc.] and the concern you pre­
sented was CQlllpleted. [Mr. -~J, if the Sex Offender Treatment & 
Monitoring Program (SOTMP) understands your request, you feel like you 
·should be placed immediately into treatment. First tMr. . J, congrat­
ulations on taking the ste~s necessary to patticip.ate in ~OTM_P Treatment! 
A r-eview of your records 'indicates you are currently on the Co.Iorado Dept. 
of Corr. (CDOC) ~lobal ~eferral wait-Ust for s!OTMP Treatment and are now 
waiting for your opportunity to partj.cip9te,. ' 

( 1.) Mr. . , , 1n loo.king ~t; )i<>1.1r treatment placement concern, please 
note that DOC AR 700-19 outlines the prioritization for cUents for SOTMP 
treatment placement. This regulation· notes·:· "Offenders with judicial 
determination of a sex crime that are within four years of their parole . 
eligibility date are prioritized for sex offen_se specific treatment based 
upon, but not limited to, the following~! a) P .. E .. D. b) Risk for cSexu~l re­
cidivism ·c) prior SOTMP treatment opportunities d) lnstituUonal behavior 

Mr. __ , due to the lifetime supervisHm act the SOTMP-priotitites 
those who have a liberty interest over those who h.ave .a mandatory release 
date. You ar~ on the list for treatment and if your placement on the GRL 
comes up before your- MRD, you will be placed in treatment. . 

Your current status appears correct .as you are on the DOC Global Refer­
ral Wait•List for SOTMP Treatment and Will be placed into treatn1ent based 
upon DOC AR 700-19 prioritization. 

Nevertheless, the DOC and SOTMP would like to encour.age you to partici­
pate in any DOC treatment, including your future opportunity ,at SO'fMP treat­
ment. The DOC is dedicated to providing opportunities for a client•s pote­
ntial success. Research of the SOTMP and other tr~atment programs have 
shown to have an impact on recidivism. As such, Mr. __ ., the -SOTMP hopes 
that this inforrn~tion will aide (sje) you io knowing that cllents who are 
motivated and participate in ttie.,SOTMP and other treatment programs tend 
to be more successful when released. The SOTMP nopes that you ta'ke advan­
tage of this or any other DOC treatment oppottunfty. -Oaime Bailey, FCF 

For decades prisoners have grieved the CDOC denial-of-access to 
SOTMP matter., to include Mr. Beebe, Mr. Tillery, Mr. Lerner & Aigner, 
Mr. Wismer; and class repre$ent~t.ives oft:). C!o1o. ~4-c v-1$53; scor1;1s 
of active SO'l'MP a ccess cases in active litigation now.; and hundreds 
of prisoners too numerous to J.ist. All categorically denied. 
[ ] This Plaintiff has exhausted the administrative remedies; his 

/ grievances are attached. 
[ ✓J This Plaintiff has exhausted the administrative remedies; the 

{utility exception applies. 
· The ftrtl ltfy exception generally applies ~hen administrative rellef Is effee~Tvely fcNclosed. 
This iney occur In 'hro sti-urilona: (1) for -anofller lnmai'e.a •11111e gl"tevenee there hes been en 
adverse dec1slon disposing of the precise lssue r-afsed by the petttfoner, OI" <t> other Inmates• 
seme ~1evenGe$ hovo boon met withe pol1cy of GOtcgortaol dcmtol .ft King v. Clolll, zoz, u.s. 
Dist.LEXIS 65179 *7 (Internal quotes and citations omitted) also, Ross v. Blake, 57a·u.s 6,2, 
WC™~ • • 
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G. REQUEST FOR RELIEF 
State the reliej)>'1U are requesting or what you want the court to do. If additional space is needed 
to identify the rel'ief you are requesting, use extra paper to request relief. Please indicate that 
additional paper is attached and label the additional pages regarding relief as "G. REQUEST 

FORRELIEF." 
76 . That process issue to the Defendants that they be required 

to answer in tne ti~~ ai1ow~4. ~Y law. 
77 . A trial by j~ry on all issues triable by :jury , 
78 . Plaintiff's costs in bringing this ac~ion and. other reason­

able cost~ , e.g. a ttorn~y f~E3s: i .f incllrred I etc. 
79 . Declarative relief, the court sha11 declar.e the Pl aintiff 

has a liberty interest and/or Constitutional :right to the 
immediate access to SO'l'MP treatment. 

80 . Injunctive relief , the .court shal;I, eAjoin the Defendants 
from penial of mental health care that ls presct~bed py a 
mental health professi onal.; i.e . SOTMP treatment. 

81 . Plainti ff be .awarded actual damages in an amount to be 
determined by a jur·y. 

82 . Plaintiff be awarded exemplary damage~ in an amount to be 
determj.ned -by a j ury ,. • • 

83 • . Any and a l l furth~r relief to w1'i eh th~ Plaintiff ,may be 
enti tled that the C0\1.rt may deem to be just . 

H. PLAINTIFF'S SIGNATURE 

I declare under penalty of perjury that I am the plaintiff in this action; that I have read this 
complaint. and that the infonnation in tliis complaint is true an4 correct. See 28 U.S.C. § 1746; 
18 u.s.c. § 1621. 

Under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 11, by signing below, I also certify to the best of my 
knowledge, information, and belief that this complaint: {1) is not being ptestfited for an improper 
purpose, such as to harass, cause unnecessary del~, or needlessJy inetease the cost of litigation; 
(2) is supported by existing law or by a nonfrivolc,us argw'Qe.p.t for exteqding or 11:)oQifying 

• existing law; (3) the factual contentiQns have evidentiary support or, if specincally so identified, 
will likely have evidentiary support after a reasonable opportunity for further investigation or 
d" ery; and (4) the complaint otherwise complies-with the requirements of Rule 11. 

(Dat 

(Revised November 2022) 
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LEGAL ACCESS PROGRAM 

REQUEST FOR PRISONER ELECTRONIC SCANNING (PEF) I COVER PAGE 

INCOMPLETE FORMS WILL BE DENIED. 

LAST NAME 4a(t.<Cl FIRST INITIAL 

TODAY·s DATE J _~ /J-~l.f__ 

DOC# l'1U7_1 lf. 

FACILITY --:Fff _ HOUSING UNIT: ti TIER Q!__/y CELL. 

STATE THE TYPE OF DOCUMENT BEING SENT: 

/4 USC §1983 INITIAL COMPLAINT (FORM=6 PGS) TOTAL PGS. BEING SENT: 3 / __ 

28 USC §1915 INFORMA PAUPERIS 1983 COMPLAINT (FORM=4 PGS) TOTAL PGS BEING SENT: _ _ 

28 USC §2241 APPLICATION FOR A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (FORM=4PGS) TOTAL PGS. BEING SENT: 

28 USC §2254 APPLICATION FOR A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (FORM=6PGS) TOTAL PGS. BEING SENT: _ 

28 USC §2255 APPLICATION FOR A WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS (FORM=5 PGS) TOTAL PGS. BEING SENT: _ ___ _ 

28 USC §1915 INFORMA PAUPERIS FOR HABEAS (FORM=2PGS) TOTAL PGS. BEING SENT: _ _ _ 

Other, please list document(s) here with page number for each document: 

- - -- ------ - - - -- - - -- - - - - ---- --- - -

--- -- - - ---- - -

' OFFENDER MUST PROVIDE COURT ORDER TO CURE DEFICIENCIES TO LEGAL ASSISTANT 

CHECK HERE IF THIS IS AN AMENDED COMPLAINT 

CHECK HERE IF THIS IS IN RESPONSE TO CURE DEFlci°ENCY .. __ }~ / 

OFFENDER SIGNA~i ___ ____ _ 

(SifJ tfiis ane) 

DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE 

Date Request Received· _JUU 7 2026 Facility Law Library _ _ ,/::/ ".£:= Legal Assistant's lnitials_ Dk 

TOTAL PAGES WITH THIS FAX, INCLUDING THIS COVER PAGE 6 2-+- C.0V£/<- .>Hr~ 

Y1>u1 "·qu,·, t h,1, h,·,·11 ll l-:;\ll·. I>: i11 "liok i11 part for the follo"i11g n ::1~011(~): 

YP ur 11,_·qui..·,t l1•nu \ \ , 1, l\\1l ph~pi....-1:, i..c intph.·i.:~1 f .\l i,.,111~, l\.·4uir,:d ,111 n.ttu 11..·. khl n ,1m\,·. fihl mit ial. fu ll i..·d l lol.."a lilln fa i.:ih1:. u111t 11i..·1 ~1.:II . DO( ' t: d.u,.:. t:lc) 

I h.· m.11.-n,1I , .,u h.1, .- ,uhnutt,-J ,!,"-'' nut n ,·,·1 pr,•\!t,1111 tkli nllh•lh of k gJ! lllJtc·n.11 a, d,-..n1h,·d 111 .'\K ',0-11 I 

, t ' t.11 l' l I h.'\., u1..·,1 '-"' ~"-'"'' I .. th..: pJ~._- hmu l,uhh.,h..:d h: 1h,· I ~g:al ·\ 1..·i:1.."'' Prnµ ra:11 t , 1.."1.' .. 1n.1i:h..:"I) Al"•,..;\,• pthll·d Pl I pol11..:1l'' 
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