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federal officials were involved in either the arrest of or adjudicative proceedings for Mr.
Allen as to the incident described in the complaint.

II. Analysis

There are at least two impediments to this court's jurisdiction over plaintiff s

unjust conviction and imprisonment claim. First, such a claim, to be within the
jurisdiction of this court, must be founded on a conviction for a federal crime. 28 U.S.C.

$ 1495 (2012). There is no such allegation in the complaint. Second, the conviction for a
federal crime must have been reversed or set aside. 28 U.S.C. $ 2513 (2012). Again,
there is no such allegation in the complaint. Without these two prerequisites to suit, an
unjust conviction claim filed in this court must be dismissed for lack ofjurisdiction. See.

e.9., Salman v. United States, 69 Fed. CL.36,39 (2005) (citations omitted).

Conclusion

The court does not possess subject matter jurisdiction over this suit and this case

must be dismissed. The court notes, too, that this is plaintiff s second complaint assigned
to the undersigned judge. See Allen v. United States, Case No. 19-1272C. In addition to
the cases assigned to the undersigned judge, Mr. Allen has filed eight other cases in this
court since May 23,2019. See Allen v. United States, Case Nos. l9-791C, 19-l 123C,

19-1 15lC, 19-l 17lC, l9-1260C, l9-1302C, 19-1303C, and 19-1304C. To date, four of
these cases have been dismissed for lack ofjurisdiction. See Allen v. United States, Case
Nos. l9-791C, l9-1151C, l9-1260C and l9-1272C. The filing of ten complaints by Mr.
Allen in less than four months, as evidenced by the dismissal of half of the suits, shows
that these suits are filed without any consideration of the jurisdiction of this court. This is
a repetitive and frivolous filing pattern which consumes valuable judicial resources.

Accordingly,

(l) The clerk's office is directed to ENTER judgment for defendant
DISMISSING plaintiff s complaint for lack of subject matter jurisdiction, without
prejudice, pursuant to RCFC l2(hX3);

(2) The clerk's office is directed to RETURII any future filings not in
compliance with this court's rules to plaintiff, UNFILED, without fuither order of the
court, except for any notice ofappeal; and

(3) Because plaintiff has repetitively filed complaints which needlessly
consume the resources of the court, the court enters the following anti-filing injunction:

Mr. Allen is immediately ENJOINED from filing any new
complaints with this Court without hrst obtaining leave from the
Chief Judge of the United States Court of Federal Claims to do so.



Any motion for leave to file must include as an attachment a fulI
complaint that meets all of the requirements of RCFC 8; in particular
the complaint must identiff the source of law supporting this court's
jurisdiction over the claims asserted. Thus, the clerk's office is
directed to REJECT all future complaints from Mr. Allen unless filed
by leave ofthe Chief Judge.

IT IS SO ORDERED.


