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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA 

 

Edward Greenwald, et al., 

Petitioners,  

v.  

Glenn E. Snowden, et al., 

Respondents. 

 No.   CV 15-00500-PHX-JJT (JFM) 

 

ORDER 

 

 
 

 
On March 19, 2015, the Court received a document purporting to be a pro se 

Petition Under 28 U.S.C. § 2241 for a Writ of Habeas Corpus (Doc. 1) on behalf of 

eleven different inmates at various prisons in Missouri, New Jersey, New York, Florida, 

California, North Carolina, Virginia, Michigan, Arkansas, Georgia, and Arizona.  

According to the envelope for the document, it was sent by “Gary Sheaffer” – who is not 

listed among the Petitioners – who is currently incarcerated at the State Correctional 

Institution-Rockview in Bellefonte, Pennsylvania. 

As an initial matter, inmates cannot bring suit on behalf of other inmates.  See 

Mothershed v. Justices of the Supreme Court, 410 F.3d 602, 610 (9th Cir. 2005) (A 

“plaintiff generally must assert his own legal rights and interests, and cannot rest his 

claim to relief on the legal rights or interests of third parties.”) (quoting Warth v. Seldin, 

422 U.S. 490, 499 (1975)).  Moreover, the allegations contained in the document are 

vague, conclusory, and legally frivolous. 
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In addition, the document appears to be the latest salvo in a long line of frivolous § 

2241 Petitions filed by an inmate or inmates at the State Correctional Institution-

Rockview in Bellefonte, Pennsylvania.  Numerous other frivolous filings of the same 

nature from the same institution have previously been filed with, and dismissed by, this 

Court.  See e.g. Donnelly v. United States of America, No. CV 14-1381-PHX-JJT (MEA) 

(D. Ariz.) (purporting to seek habeas relief on behalf of Aldrich Ames); Donnelly v. 

Harrell, No. CV 14-1338-PHX-JJT (MEA) (D. Ariz.) (purporting to seek habeas relief on 

behalf of Marissa DeVault); Donnelly v. Federal Bureau of Prisons, No. CV 14-1383-

PHX-JJT (MEA) (D. Ariz.) (purporting to seek habeas relief on behalf of Robert 

Hanssen).  In Harrell, the Court ordered inmate Christopher Donnelly – who had 

purportedly filed each of the above-cited cases, as well as numerous other cases in other 

courts around the country1 – to show cause why an abusive litigator injunction should not 

be entered against him.2  Whether to avoid an abusive litigator sanction or otherwise, it 

appears that the instant case is simply the next evolution in this line of filings.  Indeed, 

many – if not all – of the purported “Petitioners” in this action appear to be fictitious, and 

several copies of the Notice of Assignment of this case have been returned to the Court 

because the recipient does not exist.  (See Docs. 3, 5, and 6).  Accordingly, the Court will 

dismiss the Petition and this action. 

IT IS ORDERED: 

 (1) The document entitled “Habeas Corpus Relief under 28 U.S.C. 2241” 

(Doc. 1) and this case are dismissed. 

1 See e.g. Donnelly v. Kardashian, No. CV 8:14-1515-JDW (TBM) (M.D. Fla.) 
(dismissed as frivolous); Donnelly v. United States of America, No. 1:14-CV-0506-JAB 
(LPA) (M.D. N.C.) (purporting to seek habeas relief on behalf of Bernard Madoff); 
Donnelly v. Binalshibshi, No. 3:14-MC-00792 (M.D. Tenn.) (purporting to seek habeas 
relief on behalf of Ramzi Binalshishi). 

2 In response, Donnelly avowed that some other unknown and unnamed inmate 
was using his name to file the above-cited frivolous lawsuits, that he did not know who 
this person was, and that he had nothing to do with the filing of these lawsuits.  
Accordingly, the Court discharged its Order to Show Cause.  See Doc. 6 in CV 14-1338-
PHX-JJT (MEA) (D. Ariz.) 
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 (2) The Clerk of Court must enter judgment accordingly and close this case. 

 (3) Pursuant to Rule 11(a) of the Rules Governing Section 2255 Cases, in the 

event an appeal is taken, the Court declines to issue a certificate of appealability because 

reasonable jurists would not find the Court’s procedural ruling debatable.  See Slack v. 

McDaniel, 529 U.S. 473, 484 (2000). 

 Dated this 16th day of April, 2015. 

 

 
   
 Honorable John J. Tuchi 
 United States District Judge 
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