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Dennis Sheldon Brewer
1210 City Place

Edgewater, NJ 07020



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR- THE' DISTBICT OF' COLUMRIA

FILED
r&W.Y,jT.'k7, k*';'1

Clerk, U.S District & BankruPtcY

Court for the District of Columbia

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER.

Plaintiff,
Civil Action No. 1 :21 -cv -02424 (tINA)

FEDE,RAL BURE,AU OF

INVESTIGATION, e/ a/',

Defendants.

ORDER

Forthereasonsstatedintheaccompanyingmemorandumopinion,itis

ORDERED that plaintifls application for leave to proceed informa pauperis' ECF No' 2'

is GRANTED, and it is further

oRDEREDthat,pursuantto2SU.S.C.$1915(eX2XBXi),thecomplaint,ECFNo.l,and

this case, are DISMISSED without prejudice' and it is fuither

oRDERED that the request for emergency restraining order, ECF No' 3' is DENIED'

This is a final appealable order' See Fed' R'App'P' a(a)'

SO ORDERED.

lsl
AMY BERMAN JACKSON
United States District Judge

Date: September 27, 2021
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NON TgB DISTRTCT OF COLUMBIA

FILED
ewwY.27,2ffi21

Clerk, U.S. District & BankruPtcY

Courlfor the District of Columbia

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER,

Plaintiff,
Civil Action No. 1 :21-cv-02424 (UNA)

)
)
)

)
)
)
)
)
)

)

FEDERAL BUREAU OF

INVESTIGATION, e/ a/',

Defendants.

MEMORANDUM OPINION

This matter is before the court on its initial review of plaintiff s pro se complaint

(.,Compl."), ECF No. 1, and application for leave to proceed informa pauperis' ECF No' 2' The

court will grant the in forma pauperis application and dismiss the case pursuant to 28 U'S'C' $

1915(e)(2)(Bxii), by which the court is required to dismiss a case "at any time" if it determines

thattheactionisfrivolous.Plaintiffhasalsosubmittedarequestforemergencyrestrainingorder,

ECF No. 3, which will be denied'

..Acomplaintmustcontainsufficientfactualmatter,acceptedastrue,to.stateaclaimto

relief that is plausible on its face.' " Ashcroft v. Iqbal,s56 U'S' 662' 678 (2009)' quoting Bell Atl'

corp. v. Twombly,550 u.s. 544,570 (2007). A complaint that lacks "an arguable basis either in

law or in fact,, is frivolous, Neitzke v. williams. 490 U.s. 31g,325 (1989), and a "complaint plainly

abusive of the judicial process is properly typed malicious," crisafiv' Holland' 655 F'2d 1305'

1309 (D.C. Cir. 1981)

PlaintiflaresidentofEdgewater,NewJersey,suestheFederalBureauoflnvestigation

(,,FgI,,) and ,,other unidentifiable Departments, Agencies, and contractors of the United States of

America.,,Compl.atl,2.Preliminarily,theLocalRulesofthiscourtstate:..[t]hefirstfilingby



A court may dismiss a complaint as frivolous "when the facts alleged rise to tt"- !1tl 
o,1 

, ,.

the irrational or the wholly incredible"' Denton v' Hernandez, 504 U.S. 25, 33 (1992)' or

,,postulat[e] events and circumstances of a wholly fanciful kind"' crisafi' 655 F'2d at 1307-08'

The instant complaint satisfies this standard. In addition to failing to state a claim for relief or

establish this court's jurisdiction, the complaint is deemed frivolous on its face'

Therefore, this case is dismissed without prejudice, and the request for emergency

restraining order is denied. A separate order accompanies this memorandum opinion'

lsl
AMY BERMAN JACKSON

United States District Judge

Date: SePtembet 27, 2021



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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Clerk, U.S District & BankruPtcY
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Forthereasonsstatedintheaccompanyingmemorandumopinion,itis

ORDERED that plaintifls application for leave to proceed informa pauperis' ECF No' 2'

is GRANTED, and it is further

oRDEREDthat,pursuantto2SU.S.C.$1915(eX2XBXi),thecomplaint,ECFNo.l,and

this case, are DISMISSED without prejudice' and it is fuither

oRDERED that the request for emergency restraining order, ECF No' 3' is DENIED'

This is a final appealable order' See Fed' R'App'P' a(a)'

SO ORDERED.

lsl
AMY BERMAN JACKSON
United States District Judge

Date: September 27, 2021
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NON TgB DISTRTCT OF COLUMBIA

FILED
ewwY.27,2ffi21

Clerk, U.S. District & BankruPtcY

Courlfor the District of Columbia

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER,

Plaintiff,
Civil Action No. 1 :21-cv-02424 (UNA)

)
)
)

)
)
)
)
)
)

)

FEDERAL BUREAU OF

INVESTIGATION, e/ a/',

Defendants.

MEMORANDUM OPINION

This matter is before the court on its initial review of plaintiff s pro se complaint

(.,Compl."), ECF No. 1, and application for leave to proceed informa pauperis' ECF No' 2' The

court will grant the in forma pauperis application and dismiss the case pursuant to 28 U'S'C' $

1915(e)(2)(Bxii), by which the court is required to dismiss a case "at any time" if it determines

thattheactionisfrivolous.Plaintiffhasalsosubmittedarequestforemergencyrestrainingorder,

ECF No. 3, which will be denied'

..Acomplaintmustcontainsufficientfactualmatter,acceptedastrue,to.stateaclaimto

relief that is plausible on its face.' " Ashcroft v. Iqbal,s56 U'S' 662' 678 (2009)' quoting Bell Atl'

corp. v. Twombly,550 u.s. 544,570 (2007). A complaint that lacks "an arguable basis either in

law or in fact,, is frivolous, Neitzke v. williams. 490 U.s. 31g,325 (1989), and a "complaint plainly

abusive of the judicial process is properly typed malicious," crisafiv' Holland' 655 F'2d 1305'

1309 (D.C. Cir. 1981)

PlaintiflaresidentofEdgewater,NewJersey,suestheFederalBureauoflnvestigation

(,,FgI,,) and ,,other unidentifiable Departments, Agencies, and contractors of the United States of

America.,,Compl.atl,2.Preliminarily,theLocalRulesofthiscourtstate:..[t]hefirstfilingby



or on behalf of a party shall have in the caption the name and furl residence address of the party i'
. ,-rl.

LCvR 5.1(c). The rambling prolix complaint, totaling 159 pages, is difficult t<i foiiffi' Plaintiff

seems to allege that the FBI and other unnamed federal entities have unlawfully orchestrated a

decades-long conspiracy to investigate, surveil, and harass him' and have used their "novel

technology" to infiltrate his thoughts and actions and commit other clandestine crimes both

domestically and internationally. see compl. at 51 . Though he cites to a laundry list of federal

authority, the applicability of this authority to his intended claims is entirely unclear. see id. at3.

Plaintiff states that he has suffered physical, emotional; financial difficulties' see id' at 5-

7. Hedemands unspecified monetary damages. See id. atT.Healso seeks an emergency injunction

immediately requiring the united States and defendants to "cease and desist all use of this illegally

and unconstitutionally deployed technology and related oppressive operational tactics against all

persons[,],,both in the united States and abroad, and an order directing the united States to "either

affirm to deny plaintiff s assertion of the existence of this technology and it[s] deployment within

or without the United States." Id.

This court cannot exercise subject matter jurisdiction over a frivolous complaint' Hagans

v.Lavine,4l5U.S.528,536-37(1974)(..Overtheyears,thisCourthasrepeatedlyheldthatthe

federal courts are without power to entertain claims otherwise within their jurisdiction if they are

,so attenuated and unsubstantial as to be absolutely devoid of merit.' "), qubting Newburyport

Water Co. v. Newburyport,lg3 U.S. 561,57g (190a); Tooley v' Napolitano,5S6 F'3d 1006' 1010

(D.C. Cir. 2OOg) (examining cases dismissed "for patent insubstantiality," including where the

plaintiff allegedly ,,was subjected to a campaign of surveillance and harassment deriving from

uncertain origins.").



A court may dismiss a complaint as frivolous "when the facts alleged rise to tt"- !1tl 
o,1 

, ,.

the irrational or the wholly incredible"' Denton v' Hernandez, 504 U.S. 25, 33 (1992)' or

,,postulat[e] events and circumstances of a wholly fanciful kind"' crisafi' 655 F'2d at 1307-08'

The instant complaint satisfies this standard. In addition to failing to state a claim for relief or

establish this court's jurisdiction, the complaint is deemed frivolous on its face'

Therefore, this case is dismissed without prejudice, and the request for emergency

restraining order is denied. A separate order accompanies this memorandum opinion'

lsl
AMY BERMAN JACKSON

United States District Judge

Date: SePtembet 27, 2021



Casel:2L-cv-o2954-UNADocument3FiledLIll6l2LPagetof2

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER,

Plaintiff,

Civil Action No. 2l-2954 ([INA)

CHRISTOPHER WRAY, et al.,

Defendants.

MEMORANDUM OPINION

Tl-ris matter is before the courl on its initial review of plaintiff s pro se complaint

(,.Compl."), ECF No. 1, a1d application for leave to proceed itt.forma pauperis' ECF No' 2' The

courl rvill grant the in .fornra pattperis application and dismiss the case pursuant to 28 U'S'C'

$ 191 5(e)(2)(B)(ii), by which the Court is required to disn, iss a case "at any time" if it

determines tl-rat the actiou is frivolous'

According to plaintiff, defendants "have conducted ongoing operations against [him]"

Compl. at 6 (page numbers designated by CM/ECF), using "novel technologies," id' at 7, which

"causeI emotional trauma, physical pain, manufacturecl body movements, thoughts, and

verbalizations,,, id. plaintiff deemed these technologies "more sophisticated than[] the

technology used by adversaries of the United States to create Havana Syndrome syrnptoms,

illnesses, and pemanent brain damage." Ict. at tO. Although "[m]onetary damages cannot be

pr.operly identified at this time due to fdefendants'] durable pattem of rnisconduct," plaintiff

declared that "[t]he arnount in controversy exceeds $ 15,000,000." Id' at 5 '

,,A complaint must contain sufficient factual matter, accepted as true, to 'state a claim to

relief that is plausible on its face."' Ashcroft v. Iqbal,556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009) (quoting Bell

Atl. Corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544,570 (2007)). A complaint that lacks "an arguable basis

1

)

)
)

)

)

)
)

)
)
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

WNMffiffi
OcT. t$,2S21

Clerk, U S District & BankiLtPtcY

Court fot"ifie District of Coiumbta

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER,

Plaintiff,

Civit Action No. 21-2611 (tjNA)

ORDER

For the reasons stated in the accompanying Memorandum Opinion' it is hereby

oRDERED that the plaintiff s application to proceed in.fbrma pouperis 12)\s

6P,qYf!,P; it is

FURTHER 9RDERED that the plaintiff s motion for a temporary restraining order [3] is

DENIED; and it is

FURTHERORDEREDthecomplaintandthiscivilactionareDISMISSEDWITHOUT

PREJUDICE as frivolous.

'this is a final appealable Order' 'See Fed' R' App' P' a(a)'

The Cterk of Corrrt shall f L'RMINATE' this case'

SO ORDERE,D.

)

)

)

)

)

)
)

)
)

lsl
JAMES E. BOASBERG
United States District Judge

DATE: October 15,2021

CHRISTOPHER WRAY, et al '

Defendants.



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

WNMWffi
ser. 15, 2S31

Clerk U S Districi & BankruPtcY

Ccurt for the Disirict of Colurnbia

DENNIS SHEI-DON BREWER.

Plaintiff.

Civil Action No. 2l-2671 (UNA)

CHRISTOPHER WRAY ' et al''

Defendants

IVIENIORANDUNI OPINION

lhis matter is before the court on its initial revier'v of plaintiff s pro se cornplaint

(..Comp1.,,).ECFNo.l,atrdapplicatior,rforleavetoproceedin.fbrmctpattperi's.ECFNo.2..flre

court will grant the informct pauperisapprication and disrniss the case pursuart to 28 t-t.s'c' $

191s(eX2XBXii), by which the court is required to dismiss a case 
o'at any time" if it determines

that the action is frivolous. prai'tiff has arso submitted a request for emerge*cy restraini^g

order" ECF No. 3, which will be denied'

Generatly, plaintiff alleges that clefendants have subiected him to "Brain Renlote

Management Technology (BRMT)." compl. at 6 (page numbers clesignated by cM/E'CF)'

ThroughBRMT.andotlrerteclrnologies.plaintiffa[legesthatdefendantscontrolhisbody

moveinellts, speecir a6d thought. see, e.g., ici. at9-12. and thus irave causeci physical and

psyclrological injury, see,e.g.,icl.at6-7,forr'vhichhedemandsdamagesof$15millionandan

order enjoining defendants from deploying BRMT' 'gee id' at7 '

"A complaint must contain sufficient factual matter' accepted as trlte' to'state a claitr to

relief that is plar.rsible on its face."' Asltcroftv' Iqbal'556 I'j'S' 662'678 (2009)' quoting Bell '4rl

Corp. t,, Tttontbly,550 U.S. 544,57O (2007)'A complaint that lacks "an arguable l-'asis either ill

1aw or in fact" is frivolous ,l{eitzke v. williams, 490 U'S' 31g'325 (1989)' attd a "contplaint

1

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)



case t:21--cv-02954-UNA Document 4 Filed tlt]:6l2L Page 1 of 1

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DE,NNIS SHELDON BREWER,

Plaintiff,

V.
Civil ActionNo. 21-2954 ([INA)

)
)

)

)
)
)
)
)
)

CHRISTOPHER WRAY, et al',

Defendants.

ORDER

For the reasons stated in the accompanying Memorandum Opinion, it is hereby

ORDERED that the plaintiff s application to proceed informa pauperis l2f is

GRANTED; and it is

FURTHER ORDERED the complaint and this civil action are DISMISSED WITHOUT

PREJUDICE as frivolous.

This is a final appealable Order' See Fed' R' App' P' a(a)

The Clerk of Court shall TERMINATE this case'

SO ORDERED.

lsl
COLLEEN KOLLAR-KOTELLY
United States District Judge

DATE: November 16,2021



Casel:2L-cv-o2954-UNADocument3FiledLIll6l2LPagetof2

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER,

Plaintiff,

Civil Action No. 2l-2954 ([INA)

CHRISTOPHER WRAY, et al.,

Defendants.

MEMORANDUM OPINION

Tl-ris matter is before the courl on its initial review of plaintiff s pro se complaint

(,.Compl."), ECF No. 1, a1d application for leave to proceed itt.forma pauperis' ECF No' 2' The

courl rvill grant the in .fornra pattperis application and dismiss the case pursuant to 28 U'S'C'

$ 191 5(e)(2)(B)(ii), by which the Court is required to disn, iss a case "at any time" if it

determines tl-rat the actiou is frivolous'

According to plaintiff, defendants "have conducted ongoing operations against [him]"

Compl. at 6 (page numbers designated by CM/ECF), using "novel technologies," id' at 7, which

"causeI emotional trauma, physical pain, manufacturecl body movements, thoughts, and

verbalizations,,, id. plaintiff deemed these technologies "more sophisticated than[] the

technology used by adversaries of the United States to create Havana Syndrome syrnptoms,

illnesses, and pemanent brain damage." Ict. at tO. Although "[m]onetary damages cannot be

pr.operly identified at this time due to fdefendants'] durable pattem of rnisconduct," plaintiff

declared that "[t]he arnount in controversy exceeds $ 15,000,000." Id' at 5 '

,,A complaint must contain sufficient factual matter, accepted as true, to 'state a claim to

relief that is plausible on its face."' Ashcroft v. Iqbal,556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009) (quoting Bell

Atl. Corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.S. 544,570 (2007)). A complaint that lacks "an arguable basis

1

)

)
)

)

)

)
)

)
)



Case 1:2L-cv-02954-UNA Document 3 Filed L1,1L612L Page 2 of 2

either in law or in fact" is frivolous , Neitzke v. Williams, 490 U.S. 319, 325 ( 1989), and a

"complaint plainly abusive of the judicial process is properly typed rnalicious," Crisafi v.

Holland,655 F.2d 1305, 1309 (D.C. Cir. 198i). On review of the complaint, the Court

concludes that its factual allegations are incoherent, irrational or wholly incredible, rendering the

conrplaint subject to dismissal as frivolous. See Denton v. Henrundez, 504 U.S. 25, 33 (1992)

("[A] finding of factual frivolousness is appropriate when the facts alleged rise to the level of the

irational or the wholly incredible[.]").

The Court will grant plaintiff s application to proceed informa pauperis and will dismiss

the complaint pursuantto 28 U.S.C. $ 1915(e)(2XBXi) as frivolous. A separate order will issue.

DATE: November 1.6, 2021 lsl

COLLEEN KOLLAR-KOTELLY
United States District Judge

2



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

ron fnp DISTRIcT oF coLuMBrA

FILEM
JAN 24 2022

Clerk, U S. District & BankruPtcY

Court for the Districi of Columbia

DENNIS SHELDON BRE,WER'

Plaintiff' Civil Action No. 1:22-cv-001 16 (LNA)

CHRISTOPHER WRAY ' 
et al''

Defendants'

MEN4ORANDUM OPINION

This matter is before the coutt on its initial review of Plaintiff s pro se complaint

(..Comp1.,.),ECFNo.l,andapplicationforleavetoproceedin.formallauperis,E,CFNo.2.The

court will grant the in.fotmct pauperisapplication and dismiss the case pursuant to 28 U'S'C' $

t9i5(eX2XI))(i), rvhich requires a court to dismiss a case 
o'at any time" il it detennines that the

action is frivolous'

.,A complaint must contain sufficient factual matter, accepted as true, to 'state a claim to

relief that is plausible on its face.' " Ashcroft v lqbal'556 u'S' 662' 678 (2009) (quoting Bell Atl'

Corp, v. Ttuombly,550 ij.S, 544,570 (2007)). A complaint lacking ..an arguable hasis either in

law or in fact" is frivolous , Neitzke v. W'illiums' 490 U'S' 319'325 (1989)' and a "complaint plainly

abusive of the judicial process is properly typed malicious"' Crisa'fi v' Holland' 655 F'2d 1305'

)

)

)

)
)
)
)
)

)

1309 (D.C. Cir. 1981)'

Plaintiff.aresidentofNewJersey,Compl'at1'allegesthatvariousf'ederalofficialsand

agencies, members of the New York City Police Department' and 99 John Does'1 id' at2' 8-9'

,,have conducted ongoing operations against [him]" icl. at5,using "novel tecl'rnologies"'id' at 6'

ffiscourtstatethatap1aintiff..filingproSeinformapauperismust
provicle in the fcompi"irrrr caption the name and full residenc-e'address or official address of
'each 

PartY." D.C. LCvR 5'1(c)(1)'



which ,,causefi emotional trauma, physical pain' manufactured body uovel'nents' thoughts' arrd

verbarizatio ns,,, id. praintiff deems these technologies "more s[]o[p]histicated than the technology

used by U.S. adversaries to cause and create the symptoms of Harrana Synclrome'" 1d' Plaintiff

alleges that this purported technorogy is ,,an immediate and durabre threat to" both his "life a*d

hearth,, a,d the safety of many others. Id. He declares that atthough "[m]onetary damages cannot

beproperlyidentifiedatthistimedueto[defendants,]durablepatternofmisconducl'.,'..[t]lre

amount in controversy exceeds $ 1 5 
'000'00 

0 '" Id' at 4 '

Thecouttcannotexercisesub.iectmatterjurisdictionoverafrivolouscomplaint.Hogans

v. Lavine,415 U'S. 528,536.3] (1974)(..over the years, tlris Court lras repeatedly held that the

federal courts are u.,ithout powerto entertain craims otherwise withi. their jr"rrisdiction if they are

,so attenuated and unsubstantial as to be absolutery devoid of merit."') (quoting r{ewburypo,t

water Co. t,. lrlewburyport,l 93 U.S. 561, 57g (l 90a)); Tooley v, I'{apolitano, 586 F'3d 1 006' 101 0

(D.C. Cir. 2009) (examining cases dismissed "for patent insubstantiality," including where the

plaintiff allegedly "was subjected to a campaign of surveillance and harassment deriving from

uncertain origins."). A coutt may disrniss a complaint as fi'ivolous "when the facts alleged rise tcl

the levelof the inational orthewholly incredible," Dentonv. Hernanclez,504 U'S' 25' 33 (1992)'

or ,,postulatfe] events and circumstances of a rvholly fanciful kind," crisafi, 655 F '2d at 1 307-08'

The insta,t Cornplaint satisfies this standard. In addition to failing to state a claim for relief' the

complaint is frivolous on its face'



Consequently,tl,reComplaintandthiscaSearedismissed.Plairrtiffsnrotionfortemporary

restrainir-rg order, EcF No.3, which raises sirnilarly fantastic and implar'rsible claims' is also

denied'Aseparateorderacconrparriestlrismemorandunropinion.

Date: JanuarY 24,2072

]'ANYA S. CHUTKAN
United States District Judge



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COU-RT

ron iun DISTRIcT oF coLuMBrA

FTTEN
JAN 2.4 2022

Cierk U.S District & BankruPtcY

iourtfor the District of Columbta

DE,NNIS SHELDON BRE,WER'

Plaintifl Civil Action No' 1:22-cv-00116 (IJNA)

CHRISTOPHER WRAY ' 
et al"

Defendants

ORDER

Fortlrereasonsstatedintheaccompanyingnremorandurrropinion,itis

oRDERED that plaintiffls application to proceed in .forma patrperis, EcF No' 2' is

GRANTED, and it is further

.RDERED that plaintiff,s motion for temporary restraining order, ECF No' 3' is

DENIED, and it is further

ORDEREDthatpursuantto23tj.S.C.$1915(eX2XBXi),tirecomplaint,ECFNo.l.and

this case are DISMISSED'

This is a final aPPealable order

SO ORDERED.

Date: .lanuarl' 24, 2022

C/r,"f/re,*

TANYA S. CHUTKAN
United States District Jtrdge

)

)

)
)
)

)

)
)
)

1



BREWER v. WRAY et al
Assigned to: Unassigned
Cause: 42:1983 Prisoner Civil Rights

Plaintiff

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER

U.S. District Court
District of Columbia (Washington, DC)

CIVI DOCKET FOR CASE #: l:22-cv-00365-Ul{A

ruRY,PROSE-NP,TYPE-D

Date Filed: 02107/2022
Jury Demand: Plaintiff
Narure of Suit: 440 Civll Rights: other
Jurisdiction: Federal Question

represented by DENNIS SHELDON BREWER
1210 City Place
Edgewater, NJ 07020
PRO SE

V.

Defendant

CHRISTOPHER WRAY
Directori Federal Bureau of Investigation

Defendant

ALEJANDRO MAYORKAS
Secretary, Department of Homeland
Security

Defendant

JANET YELLEN
Secretary, Department of the Treasury

Defendant

MERRICK GARLAND
Hon.; Attorney General of the United States

Defendant

AVRIL HAINES
Director of National Intelligence

Defendant

CITY OF NEW YORK POLICE
DEPARTMENT

Defendant

ERNEST HART
Deputy Commissioner for Legal Matters

Defendant

WILLIAM BT]RNS



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

FILED
YWW. A&,2*A2

Clerk, U.S. District & BankruPtcY

Courtfor the District of Columbia

DE,NNIS SMLDON BREWER,

Plaintiff,

Civil Action No. 22-0365 GrNA)

CHRISTOPHER WRAY, et al.,

Defendants.

ORDER

This matter is before the Court on initial review of plaintiff s application to proceed rn

forma pauperis,his pro se civil complaint, and a motion for injunctive relief. The complaint is

practically identical to the complaint plaintiff filed in a separate civil action, which the Court

recently dismissed. See Brewer v. Wray,No. 1:22-cv-116 (D.D.C. January 24,2022)'

Accordingly, it is herebY

ORDERED that plaintiff s application to proceed informa pauperis [2] is DENIED

WITHOUT PREJUDICE; it is tunher

ORDERED that the complaint and this civil action are DISMISSED WITHOUT

PREJUDICE as duplicative; and it is further

ORDERED that plaintifPs motion for injunctive relief [3] is DENIED as moot.

The Clerk of Court shall TERMINATE this case.

SO ORDERED.

DATE: February 23,2022 lsl
RANDOLPH D. MOSS
United States District Judge

v

)
)

)
)
)
)
)
)
)



U.S. District Court
District of Columbia (Washington, DC)

CM DOCKET FOR CASE #z l:22-cv-00592-UNA

JURY,PROSE-NP,TYPE-D

Date Filed:0212512022
Jury Demand: Plaintiff
Nature of Suit: 440 Civil Rights: other
Jurisdiction: U. S. Government Defendant

BREWER v. WRAY et al

Assigned to: Unassigned
Cause: 42:1983 Civil Rights Act

Plaintiff

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER

V.

Defendant

CHRISTOPHER WRAY
Mn, Director Federal Bureau of
Investigation

Defendant

ALEJANDRO MAYORKAS
Mr, Secretary, Department of Homeland
Security

Defendant

JANET YELLEN
Ms., Secretary, Department of Treasury

represented by DENNIS SHELDON BRE'WER
l2l0 CitY Place

Edgewater, NJ 07020
(20r) 887-6s4r
PRO SE

Defendant

MERRICK GARLAND
Hon., Attorney General of the United States

Defendant

AVRIL HAINES
Ms., Director of National Intelligence

Defendant

CITY OF NEW YORK POLICE
DEPARTMENT

Defendant

WILLIAM BURNS
Mr, Director Central Intelligence Agency
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DEN]\iIS SHE,LDON i]RBWE,I{'

Plaintiff.

CivilActionNo. 22-592 G fA)

CHRISTOPHER WRAY et al',

Defendants

ORDER

upon consideration of the complaint and Request for Emergency Injunctive Reliei ECF

)

)

)

)

)
)

)
)

)

)

No. 1, it is

ORDE,RED that plaintiff s motion to proceecl itt forma pattperis, ECF No' 2, is

GRANTED,andhtsEmergencyMotionforaTemporaryRestrainingOrderandPreliminary

Injunction, E,CF No. 3, is DENIED' It is fuilher

ORDERED that the complaint and this case ale DISMISSED' substantially for the

reasons stated in the Memorandum opinron issr-red tn Brewer v' l(ra.y'. No' 22-cv-116 (UNA)

(D D C Jan.24,2022) (attached)'

This is a final aPPealable Order'

lsl

TIMOTHY J. KELLY
United States District Judge

Date: APril6,2022
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

rON TTTE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBTA

ffiEtffim
JAN 24 2A22

Clerk, U.S. District & BankruPtcY

Court for the District of Cclumbia

DE,NNIS SFIELDON BREWER,

Plaintitf,
Civii Actron No. l:22-cv'00116 (UNA)

)
)

)
)
)

)

)

)

)

CHRISTOPHER WRAY, et ttl''

Def-endants'

MEIVIOR{NDUM OPINION

Tl-rismatterisbeforetlrecourtonitsinitialreviewofPlaintiffsprosecomplaint

(..compl."), ECl,- No. 1, and application for leave to proceed ittfottna pattpet'is' ECF No' 2' The

court wi, grant the informa pauperis application and dismiss trre case pursuant to 28 u's'c' s

1915(e)(2)(B)(i). whicir requires a court to dismiss a case "at any time" if it determines that the

action is frivolous.

"A complaint must contain slfficient factual matter" accepted as true' to 'State a claim to

rerief thatisplar-rsibleonitsface."' Asrtcroftv. 1qbct\,556u.s. 662,678(2009)(q,oting BellAtl'

corp. v. Twombly, 550 U.s. 544,570 (2007)). A complaint lacking "an arguable basis either in

law or in fact" is frivolous , Neitzke v. williams, 490 U.S. 31g,325 (1989), and a "complaint plainly

abusive of the iudicial process is properly typed malicious." CrisaJi v' I{ollantl' 655 F'2d 1305'

1309 (D.C. Cir. 1981)

Plaintiff-. a resident of Nerv.lersey, compl. at 1, alleges that various federal officials and

agencies, members of the New York City Police Deparlment, and 99 John Does't id' at2'8--9'

"have conducted ongoing operations against [hirr-r]" id' at5,using "novel technologies"' id' at6'

i Tire Local Rules of this coutl state that a plaintiff "filing

provide in the fcomplaint's] caption the name and full residence

each party." D.C. LCvR 5.1(c)(1)'

pro se in fornta trtctuPet'is must
acldress or official address of
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Consequently,theComplaintandthiscasearedismissed.I,laintiffsmotionfbrtemporary

restraining order, BcF No. 3, which raises similarry fantastic and imprausibre craims. is also

denied. A separate order accompanies this memorandum opinion'

Date: JanuarY 24,2022

C/"^f/r^'*
TANYA S. CHUTKAN
Unitecl States District Judge



316123, 12:24 PM District of Columbia live database

U.S. District Court

District of Columbia

Notice of Electronic Filing

The following transaction was entered on31612023 at 10:54 AM EDT and filed on31612023

Case Name: BREWER v. WRAY et al

Case Number: l:22-cv-00996-UNA
Filer:
WARNING: CASE CLOSED on05ll6l2022
Document Number: No document attached

Docket Text:
MINUTE ORDER: Plaintiffs motion for leave to proceed on appeal in forma pauperis [8] is
DENIED as moot. The D.C. Circuit has affirmed the district court's dismissal of this civil action,
see Brewerv. Wray, No.22-5158 (D.C. Cir. Sept.20,20221, and issued its Mandate on November
14,2022. Signed by Judge Randolph D. Moss on 314123. (psu2)

lz22-cv-A0996-UNA Notice has been electronically mailed to:

lz22-:cv-00996-UNA Notice will be delivered by other means to::

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER
1210 City Place
Edgewater, NJ 07020

https://dcd-ecf .sso.dcn/cgi-bin/DisplayReceipt.pl?1 36610846648635-L- 1-0-1 1t1



2110123,4:17 PM
District of Columbia live database

U.S. District Court

District of Columbia (Washington' DC)

CIVILDOCKETFoRCASE#,.|z23.mc-00014.UNA

IN RE,: DE,NNIS BREWE,R

Assigned to: Uttassigned

Cause: Civil Miscelianeous Case

In Re

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER

Petitioner

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER

Date lriled: A2l l0 12023

.lury Denrand: None

Xui.,r. of Suit: 890 Other Statr'rtory Actions

Jurisciiction: Federal Question

represeuteci by DENNIS SfIELDON BRE\\1ER
i210 CitY Place

Edgewater, NJ 07020
(210) 887-6s41
PRO SE

Docket Text#Date Filed
ectshthe docketofAno 012023a2l1 copyceivedRenIFP& plicatioApPleadingInitiating 02023021zsl Entcrcd: )SCtl,efbr ( )fo ord partv.address protod tlicmailebeenhas

02n02023

https://dcd-ecf .sso.dcn/cgi-bin/DktRpt pl?'1 64 106056222A62-L-1 -0-1

1i1



2128123,9:40 AM District of Columbia live database

U.S. District Court

District of Columbia

Notice of Electronic Filing

The following transaction was entered on2l22/2023 at 5:06 PM EDT and filed on2/22/2023
Case Name: IN RE: DENNIS BREWER
Case Number: 1:23-mc-00014-LINA
Filer:
WARNING: CASE CLOSED on02ll3l2023
Document Number: No document attached

Docket Text:
MINUTE ORDER. Petitioner's motion [a] to reconsider the order denying leave to file a
nonconforming pleading and to proceed in forma pauperis in this miscellaneous case is
DENIED. "Rule 59(e) permits a court to alter or amend a judgment, but it may not be used to
relitigate old matters." Leidos, lnc. v. Hellenic Republic, 881 F.3d 213, 217 (D.C. Cir. 2018)
(cleaned up). The instant motion, to the extent intelligible, is based on arguments that the
Court has already considered and rejected. SO ORDERED. Signed by Judge Rudolph
Contreras on 212212023. (psu1 )

1:23-mc-00014-UNA Notice has been electronically mailed to:

1:23-mc-00014-UNA Notice will be delivered by other means to::

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER
l2l0 City Place
Edgewater, NJ 07020

https://dcd-ecf.sso.dcn/cgi-bin/DisplayReceipt. pl?4930406331 20759-L_'l_0-1 1t1



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR TI{E DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

ln Re

DE,NNIS SHELDON BREWER,

Petitioner.

N4iscc:llaneous Actioti No. 23-rnc- 1 :1 (t jN;\)

ORDER

Petitioner, appearingpro,se. wal'its the "Cierk of the Courl to File Documents Not in Direct

conlormarrce with court Rr.rles Due to Active obstruction of Def'endants' Abr-rsing Police Por'i'ers

to Obstruct Justice." The rnotion, to the extent inteltigibte, reqlrests permission for Petitioner to

file his official-capacity con-rplaint against FBI Director christopher wray via a USB flash drivc

because the complaint consists of "approximately 20,000 fprinted] pages'" Mot' I 1'

AcomplaintoftliattengthcannotplausiblysatisfythepleadingstandardsofFederalRr-rle

or civir procedure g(a). Regardless" petiti.ner claims that "Defendants have and do contin're to

abuse their police powers to block ancl obstruct trre Lead plai.tifl in sub,ritting this complex

litigation to the District court," Mot. fl 2, rvl'rich is belied by at least seven cases Petitiorrer fllcd

against wray but were dismissed as frivolor-rs. see Brev'et"v' wray'No' 22-cv-996 (UNA)' 2022

WI. 15976 1,0,affct^No.22-5 158.2022W1' 4349176 (D'C' Cir' Sept' 20'2022): Bt'ev'erv' 17t'ct|''

No. 1:22-cv-00116 (UNA), 2022WL226879.at *2 (D'D',Cl' Jan' 2a'2022); Bretter v', [I/ro1"No',

21-cv-03218(UNA),2022wL160269.atx1(D.D.C.Jarr.lB,2022):seeal'soBrell,erv.lvt.ctL-.

22-cv-592(UNA) (dismissed Apr. 7, 2022); Brev'er v' I4ira1t,22-cv-365 (UNA) (disrrissed Feb'

23,2022); jirewer v, Wray,21-cv-2954 UNA) (dismissed Nov' 1 6'2021); Breuter t) Wrav' 21-cv-

2671 (UNA) (dismissed Oct. 15,2021)'

)

)

)

)

)

)



Accordingl-v, it is

ORDEREDtlratPetitioner'smotiot-ttofileanonconforrrringpleacling,t.iCFNo.l.arrdlris

accompanying rrotion to proceed in ibrma pauperis' E'cF No2' at'e DENIE'D' and this

miscellaneous action is closed'l

lsl
RUDOLPH CON'IRERAS

Date: Febrr'nr5' 1 3, 2023 United States District .ludge

I petitioner r-nay initiate a civil actiorr by subrr,itting a proper complaint in paper fbrm with the

Clerk of the Coutl,see LCvR 5'1' accompaniecl by' either the $402 {iling fee aPP licable to civil

actions. see 28 U.S.C. $ l91a(a) and Misc' Fee Schedule fl 14, or a motion to Proce

pauperis

ed in fbrrna



U.S. District Court
District of Columbia (Washington, DC)

CIVI DOCKET FOR CASE #z l:23-cv-00415-Ut{A

ruRYPROSE-NP,TYPE-F

Date Filed: 02114/2023
Jury Demand: Plaintiff
Nature of Suit: 440 Civll Rights: Other
Jurisdiction: U.S. Government Defendant

BREWER v. WRAY et al
Assigned to: Unassigned
Cause: 42:1983 Civil Rights Act

Plaintiff
DENNIS SHELDON BREWER
Individually and on Behalf of All Others
Similarly Situated

V.

Defendant

CHRISTOPHER WRA]T
Mr; Director, Federal Bureau of
Investigation

Defendant

KIMBERLY CHEATLE
Ms.; Director United States Secret Serytce

Defendant

ALEJAi\DRO MAYORKAS
Mr; Secretary, Department of Homeland
Security

Defendant

JANET YELLEN
Ms.; Secretary, Department of the Treasury

Defendant

WTLLIAM BURNS
Mr; Director

Defendant

LLOYD AUSTIN
Mr; Secretary of Defense

Defendant

STEFANIE TOMPKINS
Dr.; Directo4 Defense Advanced Research
Projects Agency

represented by DENNIS SHELDON BREWER
1210 City Place
Edgewater, NJ 07020
PRO SE



Defendant

FRANK KENDALL, UI
Secretary, United States Air Force

Defendant

CHRISTINE WORMUTH
Secretary, United Stqtes Army

Defendant

CARLOS DEL TORO
Secretary, United States Navy

Date Filed # Docket Text

021t4t2023 Initiating Pleading & IFPApplication Received on 2t1412023. Acopy of the docket
sheet has been mailed to the address of record for the pto se party. (rrti) (Entered:
02/t6/2023)

/



Leave to frle DENIED'
Datedz 4ll0l2023
/s/ TANYA S' CHUTKA'N

ril'Ji:.",Lfifl1fl1!{ "fi*o his compraint because this.case was alreadv dismissed on

2/28/23. second, plaintiff 0". ;;J;;;;eul,.ons.qu.ntly, this court is want.of subject

matter jurisdiction' Thitd' l;;;;; amena wn not be granted when' as here' such

amendmentwouldbefutile.s""ii"no,a,oov.I\hitedStates,ls3F.3dS45'548-49(D'C.Cir.
1999) (citing Fontan v. ooti", il- i'.{.'lli, ttz 1teoz1)' Therelbre, assuming plaintiff could

even file this submission, tn" ..ii.rr*grrrwouldbe futiletecause the proposed amendments

t'"t"in tuit"a to remedy any of the noteil origin:lj!:ficiencies'

IN THE UNITED SIATTS biSTNTCT COURT FOR

THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER, Individually

1210 City Pl, Edgeivater, NJ 07020,'

and on Behalf of All Others Similarly Situated

Plaintiffs, Civil Action No: 23-cv-0415

OTIO N AMENDING ERRONEOUS
OMPLAINT REFERENCE TO Totten v'

[Inited States,92 (J. S. 105, 107 (1876)

V

Mr. Christopher WraY

Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation, et al,

Defendants.

1. Lead Plaintiff, acting pfo se made the following effoneous citation of scoTUS in the

following arguments. A citation of united states v. Reynolds 345 U. S' 1 (1953) was mistakenly

referenced to Totten v. (Jnited States, 92 U. S. t 05, t 07 (1876). The error correction is noted in

the following complaint excerpts, which is hereby amended as noted herein' The deleted citation

isshowninpurple,thereplacementcitationisshowninred:

,,1. This Complaint arises on three basic claims against Defendant United States and its

co-conspirator Defendants which demand the attention of and action by this Court:

First, Defendant United states has and does illegally deploy and operate Brain Remote

Management Technology ("BRMT" herein) against US persons in violation of (i) the



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER,

Plaintiff,

Civil Action No. 23-00415 (LINA)

CHRISTOPHER WRAY et al.,

Defendants.

ORDER

It is herebY

ORDERED that Plaintiff s application for leave to proceed in forma pauperis, ECF No'

2, is GRANTED, and the remaining motions, ECF Nos. 5,6, are DENIED; it is further

ORDERED that the voluminous complaint (1,534 pages sans exhibits) and this case are

DISMISSED for the reasons stated in the Memorandum Opinion issued in Brewer v. Wray,No'

22-cv-996(UNA), 2022WL 1597610, affd,No.22-5158,2022WL 4349776 @'C' Cir' Sept' 20'

2022) (attached).t

This is a final aPPealable Order.

lsl

Date: February 28,2023
RUDOLPH CONTRERAS
United States District Judge

I plaintiff is notified that his persistence with filing repetitive and frivolous cases, see id.; Brewer

v. Wray, No. 1:22-cv-001 16 (LINA), 2022 WL 226879, at *2 (D.D.C. Jan' 24,2022); Brewer v'

Wray,I.io. 21-cv-03218 GrNA),2022WL 160269, at*l (D.D.C. Jan. 18, 2022); Brewer v. Wray,

22-iv-592 (LINA) (D.D.b. Apr.7,2022); Brewer v. wray,22'cv-365 (trNA) (D.D.C. Feb' 23,

2022); Brewer v. Wray, Zt-ci-ZgSq LINA) (D.D.C. Nov. 16, 2021); Brewer v. Wray,2l-cv-2671

Cmal @.D.C. Oct. 15, 2O2t), may result ultimately in an injunction preventing him from

bringing future cases in forma pauperis (IFP). See Hurt v. Soc. Sec. Admin-,544 F.3d 308, 310

6O.C. C-ir. 2003) (approving the denial of IFP status "prospectively" when 'othe number, content,

i."q,r"n.y, and dispoiition of a litigant's filings show an especially abusive pattern").

)

)

)

)
)

)
)

)
)
)



Case L'.22'cv -O0996-U NA Document 5 Flled O5tL6l22 Page 1 of 3

I]NITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER,

Plaintiff,

V.

CHRISTOPHER WRAY, et al',

Defendants.

Civil Action No. 1 :22-cv-00996 (UNA)

MEMORANDUM OPINION

This matter is before the Court on its initial review of plaintiff s pro se complaint

(,'Compl."), ECF No. 1, and application for leave to proceed informa pauperis' E'CF No' 3' The

court will grant the infornta pauperis application and dismiss the case pursuant to 28 U'S'C' $

1915(e)(2)(Bxii), by which the court is required to dismiss a case "at any time" if it determines

that the action is frivolous. Plaintiff has filed a motion for temporary restraining order ("Mot'")'

ECF No.2, which will be denied

,,A complaint must contain sufficient factual matter, accepted as true, to'state a claim to

relief that is plausible on irs face."' Ashcroft v. Iqbal,556 U.S. 662,678 (2009) (quoting Bell Atl.

Corp. v. Tv,ombly,550 u.s. 544, 570 (2007)). A complaint that lacks "an arguable basis either in

law or in fact', is frivolous. Jt'eitzke t,. ll/illiams.490 LJ.s. 319. 325 (1989)- and a "complaint plainll'

abusive of the judicial process is properly typed malicious," Crisafi v. Holland,655 F'2d 1305,

1309 (D.C. Cir. 1981).

plaintifq a resident of Edgewater, New Jersey, sues several federal officials, the New York

City police Department and several of its officials, and additional John Does. See Compl' at 12,

l0-11. Any claims against the Doe defendants cannot stand, however, because the Local Rules of

)

)

)

)
)
)
)

)
)

1



CaseL,,22-cv.oo996-UNADocument5Flledo5lL6l22Page3of3

on its face.

Therefore, this case is dismissed without prejudice, and the motion for temporary

restraining order is denied. A separate order accompanies this memorandum opinion'

1 u l,ff{;i^ *ffiorN
United States District Judge

-)

Dated: May 16,2022

and declaratory relief and monetary damages' See id' at 8' Plaintiff s motion for temporary

restraining order is equally incredible. see e.g', Mot' at 6 (discussing defendants' two alleged

..notable recent efforts" to control plaintiff by use of "remote manipulation of brain and bodily

functions,,, causing him to, respectively, choke on a piece of steak and to fall out of his chair' due

to the government' s "deadly manipulations'")'

This Court cannot exercise subject matter jurisdiction over a frivolous complaint' Hagans

v.Lavine,4l5U.S.52g,536-37(1g74)("Overtheyears,thiscourthasrepeatedlyheldthatthe

federal courts are without power to entertain claims otherwise within their jurisdiction if they are

.so attenuated and unsubstantial as to be absolutely devoid of merit.' ") (quoting Newburyport

water Co. v. Newburyport,l93 U.S. 561,579 (1904)); Tooley v' Napolitano' 586 F'3d 1006" 1010

(D.C. Cir. 2009) (examining cases dismissed "for patent insubstantiality," including where the

plaintiff allegedly "was subjected to a campaign of surveillance and harassment deriving from

uncertain origins."). Consequently, a court is obligated to dismiss a complaint as frivolous'owhen

the facts alleged rise to the level of the irrational or the wholly incredible," Denton v' Hernandez'

504 U.S. 25, 33 (I9g2), or "postulat[e] events and circumstances of a wholly fanciful kind,"

Crisafi, 655 F.zdat 1307-08. The instant complaint satisfies this standard. In addition to failing

to state a claim for relief or establish this court's jurisdiction, the complaint is deemed frivolous



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DENNIS SHELDON BREWER,

Plaintiff,

Civil Action No. 23-00415 (I-INA)

CHRISTOPHER WRAY et al',

Defendants'

ORDER

It is herebY

.RDERED that plaintiff s application for leave to proceed informa pauperis, ECF No'

2, is GRANTED, and the remaining motions, ECF Nos. 5,6, are DENIED; it is further

.RDERED that the voluminous complaint (1,534 pages sans exhibits) and this case are

DrsMrssED for the reasons stated in the Memorandum opinion issued in Brewer v' Wray,No'

22-cv-996(LINA),2022WL1597610,affd,No.22-5158,2022WL4349776@'C'Cir'sept'20',

2022) (attached).1

This is a final aPPealable Order'

lsl

Date: Febru ary 28,2023

RUDOLPH CONTRERAS
United States District Judge

1 plaintiff is notified that his persistence with filing repetitive and frivolous cases, see id.; Brewer

v. Wray, No. 1:22-cv-001 16 (UNA), 2022 WL 226879, at *2 (D.D.C. Jan.24,2022); Brewer v'

Wray,No 2l-cv-03218 (I-INA), 2022WL 160269, at xl (D .D.C. Jan. 18,2022); Brewer v. WraY,

22-cv-592 (IJNA) (D.D C. Apr. 7,2022); Brewer v. WraY, 22-cv-365 ([INA) (D.D'C. Feb.23,

2022); Brewer v. WraY, 2l-cv-2954 UNA) (D.D.C. Nov. 16, 202t); Brew er v. WraY, 21 -cv'267 |

(rrNA) (D .D.C. Oct. 15,2021), may result ultimately in an injunction preventing him from

bringing future cases in forma PauPeris (IFP). See Hurt v. Soc. Sec. Admin , 544 F.3d 308, 310

(D.C. Cir.2008) (approving the denial of IFP status'oprospectively" when "the number, content,

)
)
)
)

)
)
)
)
)
)

frequency, and disPosition of a litigant's filings show an especially abusive pattern").



IN THT" UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR

TtrE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DENNIS SI{ELDON BREWER, Individuaily
1210 City Pl, Edge,,vater, NJ 07424.

and onBehalf of All Others Similarly Situated

Plaintiffs,

Known Federal Defendants:

Mr. Christopher Wrav
Director, Federal Bureau of Investigation
935 Pennsylvania Avenue. NW
Washrngton, District of Colurnbia 20535-0001

2A24244040,

Ms. Kimberly Cheatle

Director, United States Secret Sen,ice

245 Ivluray Ln SW - BLDG T-5

Washington, DC 2A223

202-446-5748.

1\4r. A lejandro Mayorkas
Secretary, Department of Homeland Security

245 Mun'ay Lane. SW
\4''ashrngton, DC 20528-A07 5

2A2-282-840,

Case: 1:23-cv-00415
Assigned To : Unassigned
Assign. Date : 211412023 Jury Demand
Description: Pro Se Gen. Civ. (F-Deck)

Action No:

DEMAIYD FOR JURY TRAL

ffiTCE }VE r
FIB X \ 2fi?3

v

i;ler(. US Drlr rt 6 BatrirL,irr, .

i0ung tgr lrre l,-qtricl 0t Cpl11r',itL,
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

DE,NNIS SHELDON BREWER,

Plaintiff,

V.
Civil ActionNo. 21-2954 ([INA)

)
)

)

)
)
)
)
)
)

CHRISTOPHER WRAY, et al',

Defendants.

ORDER

For the reasons stated in the accompanying Memorandum Opinion, it is hereby

ORDERED that the plaintiff s application to proceed informa pauperis l2f is

GRANTED; and it is

FURTHER ORDERED the complaint and this civil action are DISMISSED WITHOUT

PREJUDICE as frivolous.

This is a final appealable Order' See Fed' R' App' P' a(a)

The Clerk of Court shall TERMINATE this case'

SO ORDERED.

lsl
COLLEEN KOLLAR-KOTELLY
United States District Judge

DATE: November 16,2021


	DC Federal Courts Representative Opinions Orders 2021-23.pdf
	DC 21-2424 Docket IMG_20240704_0079.pdf
	DC 21-2424 Order IMG_20240704_0106
	DC 21-2424 Order Opinion 106 108 210927
	adder 106 IMG_20240704_0108.pdf
	IMG_20240704_0106.pdf

	DC 21-2671 Docket IMG_20240704_0111
	DC 21-2671 Order IMG_20240704_0104
	DC 21-2954 Opinion Order 102 103 21116
	IMG_20240704_0102.pdf
	Adder 0102 IMG_20240704_0103.pdf

	DC 22-0116 Opinion IMG_20240704_0087
	DC 22-0365 Docket IMG_20240704_0075
	DC 22-0365 Order IMG_20240704_0077
	DC 22-0592 Docket IMG_20240704_0076
	DC 22-0592 Order IMG_20240704_0096
	DC 22-0996 Minute Order IMG_20240704_0061
	DC 23-0014 Docketed IMG_20240704_0064
	DC 23-0014 Filing on 0415 IMG_20240704_0060
	DC 23-0014 Order IMG_20240704_0062
	DC 23-0415 Docketed IMG_20240704_0063
	DC 23-0415 Motion Denied 230410 IMG_20240704_0057
	DC 23-0415 Order IMG_20240704_0059
	DC 23-0415 Rcpt IMG_20240704_0065

	DCC 2954 IMG_20240704_0102.pdf

