IN THE SUPREME COURT

OF THE

UNITED STATES

IN RE: THOMAS W. SPINDLE,

PETITIONER,

THE UNITED STATE EXECUTIVE BRANCH,

RESPONDENT,

ON' A PETITION FOR CERTIORARI TO THE

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

3

FOR THE THIRD CIRCUIT

CASE NUMBER .

SUBMITTED BY:

THOMAéjW. SPINDLE, PRO-SE
40039-000

FCI FAIRTON

P.O. BOX 420

FAIRTON, NEW JERSEY 08320




QUESTIONS PRESENTED

I. WHETHER THE THIRD CIRCUIT MISAPPLIED 28 USC 2244 (a)
TO IMPROPERLY DISMISS PETITIONER'S SUCCESSIVE 2241 PETITION
CONTRARY TO A TENTH CIRCUIT RULING THAT 2244 (a) DOES NOT APPLY
TO MILITARY PRISONERS WHOM HAVE NO 28 USC 2255 AVENUES OF

AVAILABLE REDRESS TO MAKE COLLATERAL CHALLENGES. ?

ITI. WHETHER THE PRISON LITIGATION REFORM ACT OF
1595, SPECIFICALLY 28 USC 1915(e) (2) (B) APPLIED TO DISMISS
PETITIONER'S SUCCESSIVE 2241 IN FORMA PAUPERIS WITHOUT

ADDRESSING THE MERITS UNDER A SCHULP GATEWAY OF ACTUAL

INNOCENCE' WHERE LIBERTY INTERESTS STILL EXIST. ?

IIT. WHETHER THE NON-DELEGATION DOCTRI&E WAS VIOLATED BY
GRANTING JUDICIAL AND LEGISLATIVE POWERS TO THE EXECUTIVE
BRANCH CONTRARY TO THE LANGUAGE OF UNITED STATES
CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISION ARTICLE I,SECTION 1 AND ARTICLE III,
SECTION 1 BECAUSE A MILITARY TRIBUNAL IS NOT "A COURT OF THE
UNITED STATES" UNDER THE DEFINITION PROVIDED FOR IN 28 USC 451
BECAUSEicOURTS—MARTIAL DISSOLVES FOLLOWING SENTENCING AND IS
NOT AVAILABLE TO ENTERTAIN COLLATERAL CHALLENGES, NOR -DO THEY

PROVIDE REDRESS OF GRIEVANCES.?



IV. WHETHER THE UNITED STATES ARMY JUDGE ADVOCATE
GENERAL (JAG) AND THE UNITED STATES ARMY'S CRIMINAL
INVESTIGATIONS COMMAND (CIC) VIOLATED %EAD? BY FAILING TO
DISCLOSE RELEVANT MATERIAL EVIDENCE FROM THEIR 19582 HOMICIDE
INVESTIGATION WHICH WAS EXCULPATORY TO THE PETITIONER AND
PETITIONEQS CO-ACCUSED, BUT,CRITICALLY FATAL TO THE PROSECUTOQS

CIRCUMSTANTIAL CHARGES.?

V. WHETHER THE UNITED STATES PAROLE COMMISSION'S
THREE-PRONG REQUIREMENT FOR THE ELIGIBLE RELEASE FROM WRONGFUL

CONFINEMENT IS UN-CONSTITUTIONALLY COERCIVE IN NATURE. °?
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