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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
WICHITA FALLS DIVISION

DANTFL D. DILLARD, §

Plaintiff, §
V. § civil action no.7:19-cv-00081-M-BP
I(RIE DAVIS et al ., §

deferdants. §
[YOR NAME], §

Plaintiff-Intervenor, §

V. &ivil action no.7:19-cv-000%1-M-BP
ICRTE DAVIS,et al., §

deferdants. §

PLAINTIFF-INTERVENOR'S MOTION TO INTERVENE
This is an intervention as of right in the initial above-styled civil action and
the pending motion for summary judgement(ECF No.124), pursuant to FED.R.CIV.P.
24(a)(1)-(2), brought by Texas state incarcerated individual[ YOUR NAME & TDCJ#]

and ALL similarly situated incarcerated individuals, whom are effected by the
court's decisions in this civil action and the pending Motion for Summary Judgement
(ECF No.124).

Pursuant to rule 24 - " the Court must permit (Plaintiff-intervenor's) to intervene
who... is given an unconditional right to intervene by federal statute..."

a) Unconditional right to Intervene —- 42 U.S.C. § 1997
" This provision of this subchapter(Civil Rights of Institutionalized Persons Act(CRIPA)
shall in no way expand or restrict the authority of parties other than the United
States to enforce the rights (legal) which they may have pursuant to existing
law with regard to institutionalized persons" Plaintiff-Intervenor asserts that
the Office of the Attorney General of Texas has failed and/or refused to intervene
on behalf of us who are suffering under conditions of confinement that are causing
known mental and physical health injuries. I have exhausted all of my administrative
remedies and the Attorney General's Office has been put on notice that these
conditions exist by and through this civil action and others similar to it, and still
they refuse to investigate the issues before them. Plaintiff-Intervenor respectfully
asks the court to liberally comstrue this motion as providing the correct federal
statute for intervention...

b) Grounds for Intervention -~ Injuctive Relief/Summary Judgement
Plaintiff-intervenor asserts that he and ALL similarly situated incarcerated
individuals are or may be bound by the court's judgement on the Original Plaintiff's
request for injuctive relief and motion for summary judgement. The plaintiff
specifically requested the court enjoin the defendants' from housing incarcerated
individuals in administrative segregation/restrictive housing for more than 2%
years.(ECF No.86-Plaintiff's First Verified Amended Complaint), the plaintiff
also requests relief in the form of the court declaring that " TDCJ-CID policy
of offense reports standing alone is unconstitutional", and thatTDCJ"establish
minimum due process requirements as to all incarcerated individuals in disciplinary
hearings to equally protect[us] all". Any judgement by this Court for or against
this relief will bind plaintiff-intervenor and AIL those similarly situated
incarcerated individuals. Plaintiff-intervenor respectfully requests the Court
liberally construe the orginal Plaintiff's conditions of confinement claims to
include all those who are effected by similar conditions in TDCJ's Restrictive

Housing(#endrestrictivehousinginCT).




C) Conditions Of Confinement Claim

_On or about August 2019, defendant Lorie Davis(substituted for Bobby Lumpkin), began
implementing the Restrictive Housing Plan(RHP) all across TDGJ.

Lorie Davis' RHP allows for humanbeings to be continuously caged in 6 by 9 to 9 by 12
pens indefinitely; and out of compliance with todays standards of society

(and/or [the Nelson Mandela Rules] United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for Treatment
of [prisoners] Incarcerated Individuals).

_Defendant Davis knows and/or knows of the risk to incarcerated individuals mental and

physical injuries that are caused by housing human beings in isolation, solitary
confinement, restrictive housing or other like confinement for prolonged/long-term
sentences.

. _Defendant Davis' RHP allows prison officials unfettered disceretion in keeping
incarcerated individuals in Restrictive Housing indefinitely without further
justification.

_ Plaintiff-intervenor and the similarly situated are continuously caged behind a solid
steel door for up to 23 - 24 hours a day.

_ Plaintiff-intervenor's are deprived of all physical contact, including contact with
family and friends and are still denied social interaction during the short
recreation period.

__ Plaintiff-intervenor is denied all educational, vocational and/or religious rehabilitation
efforts and/or forced to choose hetween conforming to the established programming
or nothing.

_ Plaintiff-intervenor's are denied access to the Offender Telephéne System{OTS) and
are only allowed to call their families for emergency situations such COVID ordeath.

_ Collectively these conditions are known to cause physical injuries in the form
of chronic illness and/or the exacerbation of existing illness.

_Collectively these conditions are known in todays society to be harmfully to human
mental health, and prevent progressive rehabilitation efforts.

_Plaintiff~intervenor's are entitled to be treated with digpity," All incarcerated individsls shall
Te treated with the respect due to their irherent dignity ad value as humen beings. Mo incarcerated
individsl dall be sihjected to, and all incarcerated individsls shell be protected from, tortge
and other cnel, ivhimen or degrading treatment or punishment, for which o clraumstances whatsoever
ey be irvoked as a justification.” This includes affiliations and/or political beliefs.

_Allepations of torhire or other civel, irhumene or degrading treatment or purddment of incarncerated
ndividsls dall be dealt with immediately and shall resilt in a pranpt and impartial iwestigation
condirted by an independent national. anthority, Plaintiff-interveror's respectfully requests ihe
Court to CRORR swwh an frvestigation into treatment of incarcerated individials caged in TOCI's
restrictive housing.
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or degrading treatment or punishment . The following practices, in particular, shall be prohibited:
INEFINTIE SOUTTARY CONFINEMENT; prrolonged solitary confinement;. . (ollective punistment.

_jﬂl.ofiheeﬂxx&aanalrﬁng:ﬁnredqurlinmﬁrenﬁzﬂ;ﬁrﬁyﬁifﬂs<}§¥d:h1anilrderckibnixﬂ:[Ewis'GankhimHP.

_Plaintiff-interveror's are assertirg that Restrictive Hasing placement over and beyord 15days is uncanstitutional
and aut of carplizrce with this Court's orders, the 5Sth Gircuits precedant, the Siprare Gourt’s rulirgs and
the Nelson Mandela rules established by the United Nations vhich the United States of America are a part of.

__These are plaintiff-intervenor's clains (pleading)
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Rusuart to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, I do declare under pavaliy of perjury that the above
and foregoing is tive & correct.

Pespecifully subitted,
/s/

- [YOR NA# & TOCT]
AMdvess:

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

T FYoUR NAME], plaintiff-intervenor,.da hereby certify that a true and correct copy .
of the foregoing has been sent by placing the same in the prison mailbox, regular
mail, on [month]--[Day]--2022, addressed to :

Cristopher lee Lindsey
Assistant Atboimey general
P.C.Box 12548,Capitol Station
Astin,Texas 78711-2548

1EAD QOUNSFL FOR DEFRNDANTS'
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Teas Department of Criminal Justice
P.0.Box. P9
Hntsville, Tx 77242

<&

Damiel D. Dilland #1400285
Mark W. Michael Unit

2004 F M. 2054
Ternessee (olny, Texas 75886
Pro Se Plaintiff
/s/
IYOR NAVE 8. TDCT #]
address:

Plalnhff—mtenranr



