
APPEAL TO NATIONAL – ORANGES

The decision from Regional was signed 6-27-2013, yet the file stamped date on the cover 
sheet  says  "Received  Jul  18,  2013."  BOP officials  know inmates  will  interpret  the time of 
receipt as July 18, 2013, and govern their actions accordingly.  However, the truth of the matter 
is that National personnel will treat the operative date starting the time for the inmate as June 27, 
2013.  Regional  carefully  times  their  delivery of appeal  decisions  to  give the inmate  a  tiny 
window of opportunity,  often theoretical  only,  whereupon National  will  refuse the appeal  as 
untimely. This is pervasive, institutionalized fraud.  National and Regional work together to use 
this ruse, amongst others, to deprive inmates of due process.

I found a copy of Institution Supplement FOX 5580.7-105, cited against me for the first 
time in the Regional decision.  This is a lengthy rule with many subsections, yet Mr. Keller (the 
name on the decision; it appears that someone else actually wrote the decision) does not say what 
specific language he relies upon.  There is only one copy of this document on the compound. 
The Institution Supplement is not on the computers, and inmates are not informed of its contents.

On Monday, July 22, 2013, I went to the office of my Unit Manager, Ms. Dube-Gilley. 
When she realized I had a copy of the "rules" that I am accused of violating, she immediately 
demanded that I surrender it.  I protested, on grounds that I was accused of violating one of the 
rules therein, and needed the text of it in order to prepare my appeal.  She simply repeated the 
demand more forcefully.  She took the book, which re-appeared at the law library the following 
Monday.  This is simply further evidence of the DOJ's policy of preventing their victims from 
having access to legal resources essential to the defense of their liberty, life, and health.

FOX 5580.7-104 doesn't say what J. A. Keller claims that it says.  The rule says food in 
excessive amounts, or spoiled food, is "nuisance contraband."  Subpart "S" says that 
"Authorized  items  will  be considered  contraband in  excessive quantities..."    Subpart  "S(2)" 
includes within the definition of "nuisance contraband" "Any item or article which may have 
been  authorized  for  possession  at  one  time,  but  which  is  prohibited  for  possession  when 
excessive quantities present a health, fire, or housekeeping hazard."  But this prison used to sell 
10 oranges,  on commissary,  for $1.50.   So how can 6 oranges  possibly be excessive?   My 
conduct simply is not forbidden by the rules.

The BOP has for a long time been on an inexorable march toward depriving inmates of 
every resource whereby they might protect  and preserve their health.  Whereas inmates were 
once allowed to procure healthy raw vegetables and fruits at reasonable prices, it is now nearly 
or completely impossible.  This pattern has been accompanied by increasingly regular denials of 
reasonable and necessary medical care to repair the problems caused by the poor diets. 
     The Institution Supplement is hopelessly out of date.  It still provides for places for inmates to 
smoke tobacco cigarettes.  FOX 1640.02-04   If the Institution Supplement is good authority, you 
need to throw out all the tobacco "shots" written at this compound.  After all, if the inmates have 
a right to smoke tobacco at certain designated places on the compound, you can't punish them 
FOR POSSESSING THE TOBACCO NECESSARY TO SMOKE!

The same Institution Supplement, read together with the Program Statements, declare that 
legal materials are "nuisance contraband."  It says that nuisance contraband should be discarded 
or shipped home at the inmate's expense.  This is just further evidence that the BOP has a policy 
of depriving the inmates in its custody of access to legal authorities.  The BOP has a deliberate, 

1 of 2



considered policy of depriving the inmates of important legal resources that the DOJ doesn't 
want them to have.

This started as a shot for stealing.  When it became clear that this was a false charge, I 
was accused of possessing contraband, without citation to authority or fair opportunity to defend 
the characterization that the seized property was "unauthorized."  Now I am accused of violating 
an authority,  of which most inmates have no knowledge even of its existence,  which doesn't 
prohibit  the conduct  of which I am accused.   I  should be exonerated completely,  the "shot" 
should be expunged,  my "good time"  restored,  and my inmate  record updated properly.   In 
addition, I request:

1) That the BOP institute an electronic system of administrative remedies, which gives 
inmates the full measure of time provided by the rules.
2) That the BOP allow and encourage inmates to purchase and use reasonable amounts of 
healthy foods, at all institutions.
3) That the BOP cease its interference with inmates possessing and using their own legal 
resources, or property of any kind, useful for legal research, writing, printing, imaging, or 
other processes helpful to the full defense of their legal rights.
4) That the BOP by policy ensure that all administrative decisions include the full name 
of the actual writer of the decision.
5) That the BOP allow inmates to raise issues at the BOP level that caused the harm or 
issued the rule or directive.

 
*  "Lieutenant McCaskey," referenced in the Regional Appeal, is a misnomer.   The officer's 
name is Lt. Jankowski.  He is still on this compound.
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