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v. Arizona, State of et al Dog¢.

KAB
WO

INTHE UNITED STATESDISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

Brett Jones-Theophilious, No. CV 13-2658-PHX-DGC (SPL)
Plaintiff,
VS. ORDER

State of Arizona, et al.,
Defendants.

Plaintiff Brett Jones-Theophilious, who gésnfined in the Metropolitan Detentior
Center, filed a document entitled “Appeal, Challenge of Jurisdiction, Writ of Mandal
Gate-Keeping by Agents of the AOU Acting the Capacity of Osrlord of Justice
Default Judgment Requested” (Doc. 1) (the “Writ")The Court will deny the Writ and
dismiss this case.

In his Writ, Plaintiff names the State Afizona and the Administrative Office of
the United States Courts as Respondentsintif alleges that, on October 8, 2013, h
sent a Complaint to the “United States DdtiCourt in Arizona, at Maricopa County’
and the Clerk of the Coudid not file the Complaint. Plaintiff also alleges that he ser|

Defendants a copy of the Complaint aneythare in default and are “barred fror

! To facilitate the consideration of thimse, the Clerk of the Court labeled tk
document a “Complaint for Writ of Mandamus” on the Court’'s docket.

2 To the extent Plaintiff sent his Complafatthis Court for filng, the Clerk of this
Court has no record of receiving t@emplaint to whicHlaintiff refers.
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contesting or rebutting affidédvcomplaint.” Plaintiff requsts that the Court order the

Clerk to file the Complaint and to enfault judgment against the Defendants.
“Mandamus is an extraordinary remedy dgeahin the court’s sound discretion.
Johnson v. Reilly, 349 F.3d 1149, 1158th Cir. 2003) (citatiommitted). For mandamus
relief, three elements must be satisfied:p@fjitioner has a clear and certain claim; (2) t
respondent has a non-discretionary, ministehidy, which is so pla as to be free from
doubt; and (3) the petitioner does notéan adequate available remedig. at 1153.
Plaintiff has failed to satisfy any of theglements. Accordgly, the Writ will be
denied and this case will be dismissed. If Ritliseeks to file a Complaint in this Court]
he may mail an original plus one copy thfe complaint and any other documen
submitted to the Court. If Plaintiff wishes have a file-stampedopy of tte document
returned to him, he must send one additiaawy to the Court. All copies must be
identical to the original. RIntiff must also submit thappropriate filing fee for the

Complaint or an Aplication to Proceeth Forma Pauperis. The Court’s address is:

United States District Court
District of Arizona- Phoenix Division
Sandra Day O’Connor U.&ourthouse, Suite 130
401 West Washington Street, SPC 1
Phoenix, AZ 85003-2118

Based on the foregoing,

IT IS ORDERED that the Writ (Doc. 1) iglenied and this case idismissed.
The Clerk of Court must enter judgment accordingly.

Dated this 28th day of January, 2014.

Nalb Gttt

David G. Campbell
United States District Judge
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