
On 2-7-2012,  G.  Maldonado,  Jr.,  Regional  Director  for  the  South  Central  Region,  signed a 
response denying my appeal of the denial of reasonable access to the courts, Case No. 668687-
R1.  The entirety of Mr. Maldonado's response is reproduced below (lacking underlining since 
that is impossible with Trulincs):

“We  have  thoroughly  reviewed  your  appeal  and  find  the  Warden  appropriately  
addressed your concerns.  Program Statement 1315.07, Inmate Legal Activities, affords 
an inmate reasonable access to legal materials, counsel, and the opportunity to prepare  
legal documents.  You have failed to provide any evidence staff hinder your access to  
your attorney or the courts.  You may use the inmate law library for access to legal  
reference materials to assist you.”  

This statement flatly contradicts Warden Outlaw's frank admission in his decision in this case on 
12-21-11.  He said:

"Although  in  your  incarceration  you  have  been  denied  possession  of  your  personal  
computer,  data  storage,  and access  to  legal  internet  web sites,  you  are  afforded all  
Bureau of  Prisons  required  legal  and law library  access  as  per  Program Statement  
1315.07, Inmate Legal Activities."

It is shocking that Regional can claim to have "thoroughly reviewed" the appeal,  yet  remain 
apparently oblivious to the bedrock facts of the case. 

Nevertheless,  on  3-9-2012  I  prepared  another  request  for  authorization  to  receive  property, 
asking  for  the  things  listed  in  my  original  request,  and  took it  to  Ms.  Jill  Dube-Gilley  for 
approval.  She took one look, laughed out loud, and told me that I would get none of it.  She 
refused my request for a formal signed denial.  When I asked for that she took the form, refused 
to let me have it back, and refused to give me a copy of it.

My criminal case, the direct appeal of which has already been rejected while the BOP dithered 
and stalled,  is  based in  large part  on multiple  previous versions of the US Code of Federal 
Regulations, (CFR) compared and contrasted to current regulations.  I have no access to these 
mission critical legal authorities.  If I received possession and use of the requested property, I 
could in fact get this legal authority. 

I still don't have more than a small fraction of the docket items and exhibits from my own district 
court  criminal  case.   I  cannot get  them directly or indirectly,  in  hard or soft  copy.   Indeed, 
although I attempted to incorporate some of the docket items by reference, in my adoption of my 
co-defendant's brief, I have not laid eyes on said documents in nearly two years. 

Another part of my case turned on the civil and criminal state laws of Arkansas and Oklahoma, 
as well as the ethical rules and decisions pertaining to lawyers licensed to practice in the state of 
Arkansas.  I have no access to these authorities, direct or indirect.   I am also party to a civil case 
in Tulsa County,  Oklahoma.  I have no access to the applicable rules and laws, although my 
Lexis-Nexis  package  included  that  law.   It  is  not  on  the  BOP  legal  software,  which  is  of 
wretched quality anyway, even with respect to materials included on the system. 

If the plan is to cease the interference with inmates' use of their own property for the preservation 
of  their  own legal  rights,  please  say so plainly,  and  cause that  policy to  be  announced and 
enforced BOP wide.  Clearly that's not the case now, although the US Supreme Court has already 
stated  that  prison  authorities  have  no  legal  right  to  interfere  with  inmates  using  their  own 
property for legal purposes, whether or not the prison provides supplemental resources. 



If not, please enter your decision promptly and send it to me.  I intend to file suit in federal court 
to obtain an injunction to prevent these constitutional violations, the sooner the better.  Please 
direct the prison to refrain from denying me pen, paper, postage, or access to Trulincs, whether 
or not I may be in Special Housing Unit (SHU) for any reason, while I am litigating this issue. 

I  declare  under  penalty  of  perjury  under  any  applicable  federal  statutes  that  the  forgoing 
statements are true and correct and that I am competent under the law to testify as to such facts. 

/s/ Oscar Stilley 3-15-2012
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