SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001

November 4, 2008

Thomas W. Spindle
04439-000B Unit R

FCI, Fairton, P.O. Box 420
Fairton, NJ 08320

RE: Thomas Spindle
No: 03-5375

Dear Mr. Spindle:

The notice of appeal received November 3, 2008 is herewith returned.

You may seek review of a decision only by filing a timely petition for a writ of
certiorari. The filing of a notice of appeal is not a prerequisite for filing a petition for
writ of certiorari and does not preserve the time for filing a petition for writ of
certiorari. You must submit a petition for writ of certiorari within the 90 day time limit

pursuant to Rule 13. A copy of the Rules of this Court and a sample petition are
enclosed.

Sincerely,
William K. Suter, Clerk
By:

Enclosures



SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001

November 26, 2008

Thomas W. Spindle
04439-000B Unit R

FCI, Fairton, P.O. Box 420
Fairton, NJ 08320

RE: Thomas Spindle
Application for Stay

Dear Mr. Spindle:

For the reasons stated in the enclosed letter dated November 5, 2008, your application
for stay is again returned.

Please note that you may seek review of a decision of a lower court only by filing a
timely petition for a writ of certiorari. The papers you submitted are not construed to be
a petition for a writ of certiorari. Should you choose to file a petition for a writ of
certiorarl, you must submit the petition within the 90 day time limit allowed under Rule
13 of the Rules of this Court.

Sincerely,
William K. Suter, Clerk

bl
Danny Bickell
(202) 479-3024

Enclosures



SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001

November 5, 2008

Thomas W. Spindle
04439-000B Unit R

FCI, Fairton, P.O. Box 420
Fairton, NJ 08320

RE: Thomas Spindle
Application for Stay

Dear Mr. Spindle:

Your application for Stay received November 3, 2008 is herewith returned for the
following reason(s):

You failed to comply with Rule 23.3 of the Rules of this Court which requires that
you first seek the same relief in the appropriate lower courts and attach copies of
the orders from the lower courts to your application filed in this Court.

In accordance with Rule 23.3 of this Court's Rules you must set forth with
particularity why relief is not available from any other court and why a stay is
justified.

Sincerely,
William K. Suter, Clerk
By:

Danny Bickell
(202) 479-3024

Enclosures
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