
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY 

NEWARK, NEW JERSEY 17101 

TERRY TRAYLOR, GERALDO MORALES, 
VINCENT R. SANFORD, THOMAS 
FLANAGAN, RALPH WALDRON, 

i:? ~' DAVID CARSON, and all others Similarly 
situated Case #: _____ ,_,ii_,-_ __.;.;·-"---· !.-I _._::· 

Plaintiffs 

Vs. Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983 
28 u.s.c. §1367 (b) 

N.J.S.A. 30: 4 - 27.24 et seq. 
GARY LANIGAN; ELIZABETH 
CONNOLLY; SHERRY YATES; 
JAMES SLAUGHTER; MERRJU MAIN; 
HEATHER BURNETT; AND 
TREATMENT TEAM ONE, 
TREATMENT TEAM TVVO, 
TREATMENT TEAM THREE, 
TREATMENT TEAM FOUR, 
TREATMENT TEAM FIVE, 
TREATMENT TEAM SIX, 
TREATMENT TEAM SEVEN, 
TREATMENT TEAM EIGHT, 
TREATMENT TEAM NINE, 

Et. al., 
Defendants. 

1a Jurisdlctlon is asserted pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §1983 et seq. 
Class certification is sought because this question pertains 

to all civil confinees under N.J.S.A. 30: 4-27-24 et seq. 
(NJSAPA). All parties are residents of the Court's 
jurisdiction. 

1b. Indicate whether you are a prisoner or other confined 

person; Civilly con£ined detainees. 

2. :Previously d.isnL.ssed federal civil actions or appeals: 

a. Ed\:Vard Sal(;.r-no, et al ~;./. Jon Corzine, et al 

b. Case Number:15-3311, District Case Number:2-06-cv-03547 

c. N/,_n, The Is:>ue was never addressed. 

d. Approximate date of filing la'wsuit: 

e. Approximat1:; date of disposition: May 

1 

June 

.-, '7 
L., / l 

1 ., 
IJ1 

2016 

2007 
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3. Place of present confinement: Special Treatment Unit, 8 

Production Way, Avenel, N.J. 07001, pursuant to N.J.S.A. 30:4-

27.24 et seq. 

4a. Parties: Terry Traylor, Geraldo Morales, Vincent R. 

Sanford, Thomas Flanagan, Ralph Waldron, and David Carson. All 

presently reside at 8 ?roduction Way, Avenel, NJ 07001 

F lrs t f>ef er1c1a11t Gary Lanigan 
Commissioner of the Department of 
Corrections for N.J. 
Cubberly Building, Whittlesey Road 
Trenton, NJ 08625 

How is this person inv,)led in the case? 
Defendant Gary Lanigan is the Commissioner of the Department of 
Corrections for the St3te of New Jersey, and by statute, has the 
authority to set, revi3e, abandon or nullify, amongst other 
things, the rules and cegulations promulgated by N.J.D.0.C. as 
they apply to inmates. The relevant statute reads in part: 
''Protects the public a'.ld provides for the custody, care, 
discipline, and traini~g of persons persons committ~d to 
correctional facilitie3 or parole''; prepares prisoners for release 
and rein.tegration into society" N.J.S.A. 30: 1B-1 Defendant Gary 
Lanigan is sued herein in his personal, professional and official 
capacity. At all relev9nt times, he was acting under the color of 
state law. 

4b2. Second defendant: Elizabeth Connolly 
Commissioner of the Dept. of Human 
Services 
222 S. warren Street 
Trenton, NJ 08625 

How is this person involed in the case? 
Defendant Elizabeth Connolly is the acting Commissioner of the 
Department of of Human Services for the state of New Jersey, and 
oversees the entities of D.H.S., which includes the Special 
Treatment Unit located in Avenel, NJ. The relevant statute reads 
in part: "Administrates and establ1.shes policy for governlng the 
state's charitable, medical and relief institutions, 
noninstitutional facilities and program services." ,N.J.S.A. 
30:1-2.3. Defendant Elizabeth Connolly is sued herein in her 
personal, professional and official capacity. At all relevant 
times, she was acting under the color of state law. 

4b3. Third defendant: Sherry Yates 
Administrator, A.D.T.C. 
8 Production Way, 
Avenel, NJ 07001 
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How is this person involed in the case? 
Defendant Sherry Yates, through her subordinates, under her direct 
supervision and control, is responsible for the overall operations 
of the Adult Diagnosti<:: & Treatment Center and the Special 
Treatment Unit / both l·)Cated at the complex at 8 .Production Way, 
Avenel, NJ 07001 Defe1dant Sherry Yates is sued herein in her 
personal, professional and official capacity. At all relevant 
times, she was acting Jnder the color of state law. 

4b4. Fourth defendant: James Slaughler 
Asst. Administrator, A.D.T.C. 
0 Production Way, 
I1--~lenel / l'~J 0I001 

How is this person involed in the case? 
Defendant James Slaughter is the assistant superintendent, who 
under his direct super~ision and control, who oversees the day-to­
day oper-ations of tr1e ,Special Treatmer1t Unit for 1"1s. Yates and tt1e 
N.J. Dept. of Correcti~ns. Defendant James Slaughter is sued 
herein in his personal, professional and official capacity. At all 
relevant times, he was acting under the color of state law. 

Fifth def er1dan t: Merrill Main, PhD. 
Clinical Director 
Special Treatment Unit 
8 Production Way, 
Avenel, NJ 07001 

How is this person involed in the case? 
Defendant is the Merrill Main, PhD. is Clinical Director of 
the Special Treatment Unit and responsible for implementing and 
pursuing the policies put forth by the Department of of Human 
Services in a therapeutic environment, and seeing to the mental 
health and special neejs of the residents of the facility. 
Defendant Merrill Main, PhD. is sued herein in his personal, 
professional and official capacity. At all relevant times, he was 
acting under the color of state law. Defendant Merrill Main, is 
has tried to force me to participate and speak in treatment 
sessions in violation of my rights, mainly the first Amendment and 
penalized me for not forfeiting my rights and caused me to suffer 
for exercising my rights, by denying me a job, and by not 
providing the basic necessities such as soap, toothpaste, 
deodorant, shampoo, etc. 

4b6. Sixth defendant: Eeather Burnett 
Social Services Supervisor 
Dept. of Human Services 
Special Treatment Unit 
8 Production Way, 
Avenel, NJ 07001 

How is this person involed in the case? 
Defendant Heather Burnett is the social worker supervisor who 
oversees the day-to-day job responsibilities of those hired to 
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help residents in their therapeutic goals and needs at the Special 
Treatment Unit. Defendant Heather Burnett is suea nerein ix:; her 
personal, professional and official capacity. At al~ relevant 
times, she was acting under the color of state law. 

4b7. Seventh defendant: Treatment Team One 
Dept. of Human Services 
Special Treatment Unit 
8 Production Way, 
Avenel, NJ 07001 

How is this person involed in the case? 
Def endar1t Treatment Te{"irn Cine is made UI) of Jo~nn ana u anc Does 1 -
15, these being fictio1s designations to be changed during the 
discovery process, who decide whether or not a resident is 
progressing satisfacto~ily in his therapy, and furnishesprogress 
re+orts to the court £0r its consideration. Also makes 
recommendations for release. 

4b8. Treatment Team Two 
Dept. of Human Services 
Special Treatment Unit 
8 Production Way, 
Avenel, NJ 07001 

How is this person inv:iled .ln the case? 
Defendant Treatment Te~m Two is made up of John and Jane Does 1-
15, these being fict.loJs designations to be changed during the 
discovery-- pr·ocess, \rY.110 dec.ide wf1ether or not a resident is 
progressing satisfactorily in his therapy, and furnishesprogress 
re!orts to the court fJr its consideration. Also makes 
recom.rnendations for r,el.ease .. 

4b9. Ninth def er1dant: Treatment Team Three 
Dept. of Human Services 
Special Treatment Unit 
8 Production Way, 
Avenel, NJ 07001 

How is this person involed in the case? 
Defendant Treatment Team Three is made up of John and Jane Does 1-
15, these being fictious designations to be changed during the 
discovery process, who decide whether or not a resident is 
progressing satisfactorily in his therapy, and furnishesprogress 
re!orts to the court for its consideration. Also makes 
recommendations for release. 

4b10. Tenth defendant: Treatment Team four 
Dept. of Human Services 
Special Treatment Unit 
8 Production Way, 
Avenel, NJ 07001 

How is this person involed in the case? 
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Def~ndant Treatment Team Four is made up of John and Jane Does 1-
15, these belng fictious designati.ons to be changed dur_tng the 
discovery process, who decide whether or not a resident is 
progressing satisfactoJ~ily in his therapy, and furnishesprogress 
re~orts to the court for its consideration. Also makes 
recommendations for re:_ease. 

4b11. Eleventh defendant: Treatment Team five 
Dept. of Human Services 
Special Treatment Unit 
8 Production Way, 
Avenel, NJ 07001 

liow is thls person ir1\J\)led in the case""? 
Defendant Treatment Te<im Five is made up of John and Jane Does 1-
15, these being fictious designations to be changed during the 
discovery process, who decide whether or not a resident is 
progressing sat1sfacto~1ly in his therapy, and furn1shesprogress 
r·e-torts to the court f1)r· i. ts cor.tsider-a ti on. .l-llso maJces 
recommendations for release. 

4b12. Twelfth defendant: Treatment Team Six 
Dept. of Human Services 
Special Treatment Unit 
8 Production Way, 
Avenel, NJ 07001 

How is this person in~)led in the case? 
[;efei1dant Treatment Tearn Six .is made up of John and Jar1e Does 1 -
15, these being fictioJs designations to be changed during the 
discovery process, who decide whether or not a resident is 
progressing satisfactorily in his therapy, and furnishesprogress 
re!orts to the court fJr its consideration. Also makes 
recommendations for release. 

4b13. Thirteenth defe~dant: Treatment Team Seven 
Dept. of Human Services 
Special Treatment Unit 
8 Production Way, 
Avenel, NJ 07001 

How is this person invJled in the case? 
Defendant Treatment Te::1.m Seven is made up of John and Jane Does 1-
15, these being fictio:is designations to be changed during the 
discovery process, who decide whether or not a resident is 
progressing satisfactorily in his therapy, and furnishesprogress 
re!orts to the court f~r its consideration. Also makes 
recommendations for release. 

4b14. Fourteenth deferdant: Treatment Team Eight 
Dept. of Human Senrices 
Special Treatment Unit 
8 Production Way, 
Avenel, NJ 07001 
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II ow 'is tl'-1.is per·sor1 i.n\J(jled .i.ri tJ:1e case? 
Defendant Treatment Team Eight ls made up of John and Jane Does 
15, these being fictions designatio~1s to be changed during the 
discovery process, who decide whether or not a resident is 
progressing satisfactorily in therapy, and furnishesprogress 
r-e·ior-ts to the court f ()r its cor1sicl.er-.a tior1. "'"~lso rna}:es 
recommendations for re __ ease. 

Treatment Team Nine 
Dept. of Human Services 
Special Treatment Unit 
8 Production Way, 

I-low 1-s tf1is ~1erson ir1\r.Jled in the case? 
L>efenclax1t Treatment Te.a:m I~ir1e ls rnade t1};:) of John ar1\.1 Jar1e Iioes 1-
15 1 th.ese beir1g f ictlO'.lS deslgnat.ior1.s to be c:har1ged dur,lng the 
discovery process, who decide whether or not a resident is 
progressing satisfacto~ily in his therapy, and furnishesprogress 
re·~-or ts to the cour-t f :Jr"' l. ts c:onsJ_cler-·a t iot1.. }\l.so rn.aJ...:es 
recommendations for release. 

5 .. YES 

If your· a11S'i,ver· lS H~~lES·'~, ~cr·-1efl.Y' c1esc:r-1J:)e lhe steps 
taken, ir1cludir1g· 1-ioiv r·e Lief was sougf1t, fr·om ~t}1om yo11 sou.g·ht 
relief, and the result3. 

\ ... Jf.~ pre·v·.ic·usl2{ r1a,ie suughl informal or· formal r,elief £r·om the 
appropr~ate officals regarding the acts comlained of in the 
Statement of Claims. 

We have attempted to resolve these ~ssues through remedy forms, 
court filings, and appeals to both commissioners (DOC/DHS), and 
have been unable to co~vince them to remdy the situations that are 
now fully explained in our statement of claims. 

The Defendants, both singularly and in cooperation ~ith each 

other, in both the~r personal, professional and official 

capacities, nave violated Plaintiffs, First Amendment rights as 

implicatec1 by· the TJr11-tecl State:s Cor1st1tution [se·e Y1'"·:iu11gt~er·(T ~v·. 

Romeo, 457 US 302, 1962: 

A .. This rights action pursuant to 

Ti. tle 42 of tf-1e Ur12 ted States Code, § 1983 for [}eclarator1r ar:i.d 
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Constitution ir1 connect:J.on with the complete and utter failure of 

the Defendant's or those acting under their control or direction 

to provide adequate and meaningful mental health treatment to the 

named Plaintiff's and all other's similarly situated that have 

been involuntarily detii1ned by the New Jersey Department of Human 

Services {DHS) pursuant to the New ._,>ersey Sexually Violent 

Predator Act N.J.S.A. 30:4-27.28et. al. (the "SVPA"). The avowed 

purposed of the (SVPA) is to provide mental health treatment and 

care to individuals in the custody of (DHS) in the least 

restricti\le manner co:1sistent with the person's need and .in 

accordance with the co;rt's commitment order. The treatment and 

care provided by the D,~fendant's to the Plaintiff's and all others 

similarly situated is ~unitive and Constitutionally inadequate. 

JURISDICTION 

B. The Court has jLrisdiction over this action under Title 28 

of the United States C::ide, §1331 and 1343. 

PARTIES 

C. F·laintiff Terry Traylor was involuntarily civilly committed 

pursuant to the (SVPA) on or about May 31, 2002 by the Superior 

Court of Essex County, Newark, NJ. Terry Traylor has not consented 

to participate in any mental health treatment program provided by 

(D1IS) • Terry Traylor is appealing his commitment order and has 

refused treatment or to participate in any test administered by 

the Defendants. Nevertheless, due to the systemic deficiencies in 

the (SVP) program described below. Resident Terry Traylor has 

never received adequate counseling or treatment that might yield a 

reallstlc chance for his release. 

BACKGROUND 

D. The (.SVI"A) prov~.des for the civil commitment in to the 

custody of ([filS) of persons that: (a) have been convicted or 

acquitted by reason of insanity, of certain sexual offenses; and 

(b) have been found tc have a mental disorder that creates a 

substantial possibility that they will engage in future acts of 
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sexual. _._violence_ I;erso:n.s may be detained by (I)IlS) pur·suant to the 

(SVPA) prior to a civi~ commitment proceeding if there is probable 

cause to believe that conditions (a) and (b) above are met. 

E. Although the (SVPA) purpose is not to punish, but instead is 

to provide for the seg::-egation and treatment of persons with a 

dangerous mental disor,:ler. P.'i...aintiffs in fact have not receiveJ 

adequate treatment and have been confined in punitive conditions 

that are not rationall.t related to the purposes of l::he (SVPA). 

F. This action challenges under the Due Process Clause of the 

First, ' anu Fourteenth t\.mendment the punitive conditions and the 

inadequate treatment r~ceived by the plaintiff's and all others 

similarly situated. Sp~cifically, this action challenges the 

decision of the Def end3.nts to "Warehouse" and put out of sight the 

Plaintiff's and all ot3ers similarly situated in attempt to hold 

them indefinitely and to punish, rather than treat their perceived 

mental disabilities. It is an Equal Protection Violation. 

CLASS ALLEGATIONS 

G. This case is brcught on behalf of a class that consist of 

all persons who have been, are or will be committed under the 

(S"';~lPA) .and placec1 in the CtlStrody- of (Lil-IS) .. 

H. The class is so numerous that joinder of all members is 

impracticable. The population in the custody of (DHS) exceeds 450 

lndlviduals and is constantly growing larger new persons are 

detained and civilly committed under the ( SVJ?A) . 

I. There are quest1.ons of law and fact common to the members of 

the class, and this question predominate over those affecting only 

individual class members. The predominate common question is 

whether the mental health treatment and care provided by the 

defendants or those acting under their control or direction 

comports with the requirements of the Due Process Clause of 

United States Cons ti h; tion or falls under the equal .Protection 
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Cla~se of the Federal 2onstitution? 

11. Second question of law: Do the Plaintiff's have a State and 

Federal Constitutional Right to refuse Treatment and not be 

punished for ezercis1JlJ that Right? 

J. Plaintiff's claims are typical of the claims of the class 

members. All are based on the same factual and legal theories in 

that they have all suffered as a result of the unconstitutional 

poli and practices alleged in this complaint. 

K. Plaintiff's w11J fairly and adequately represent the members 

of the class. They have no interests antagonistic to class, 

and they are represent by counsel who are competent and 

experienced in civil rights litigation. 

L. A class action ~s super.ior for the fair ar~d efflcient 

adjudication of this rratter, in that the Defendant's , by creating 

and maintaining the practices alleged in this complaint, have 

acted on grounds generally applicable to the class, and as a 

result, declaratory ard injunctive relief with respect to the 

entire class is approrriate. 

DL~ PROCESS VIOLATIONS 

Count 1 

M. Defendants, are sued herein in their personal, professional 

and official capacity. At ai~ relevant times, they were acting 

under the color of st2te law. They are collectively responsible 

of Plaintiff's confinement and manner and method of their mental 

health treatment. 

pro~vide ci vill~i con:mi t ted persor1s with access to mental health 

treatment that is at Jeast minimally adequate and gives them a 

realistic opportunity for their conditions to sim11ar1y situated 
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are not prisoners, they are entitled to more considerate treatment 

and conditions of confinement than criminals whose conditions of 

confinement are designed to punlsh. 

O. The Plaintiff ard all others similarly situated are being 

deriied rnear1ingf mental health care treatment that gives them 

realistic opportunity for their conditions materially to improve 

because, among other things, lhe Defendants have failed: 

(a) To propert~· train staff regarding the treatment of 
sexual dev~_ance; 

(b) To provide a coherent and meaningful individualized 
treatrr:ent program for each detainee with unstandable 
goals .an 1;:1. r1 r·vad rnap sl10~1ing steps necess.ary for 
irnpro\;-emerit: ancl. release; 

(c) To make ack·quate pr .. ::nrisions for the participation of 
detainees; family members in rehabilitation efforts, 
ir1c:l1_1dir1g })er1ni. t tir1g f arnily \rlsi ts Vll tI-1 .reasonable 
frequency and allowing prompt telephone access to 
det.alriee.s ~-r1 c.ase o.f family- emerge:n_c~y; 

(d) To draft and implement fair and reasoxlable grievance 
procedures and behavior management plans; 

(e) To afford ~easonable opportunities to all residents for 
Educationa~, Religious, Vocational, and recreational 
acti \ri ties; 

(f) To cease r•::quirlfo;;J as a precondition to participation 
in all but the most basic treatment off~~red by (DIIS), 
and theref·,)r, as a predicate to release, that the 
Plaintiffs and others s~milarly situated detainees to 
ad.rni t t 10 c::1:;mprer1er1sl v~e l.is tirl~;J of r-eal <:Lr1d lmag,i11ed 1Jf 

future criminal prosecution for the other crimes in 
1/ic1latior1 1)f tr.re ~Pl.aj_J1tlff' s Fifth ... ~mer1()rnent rlght 
against self incrimination applies to the States by the 
Fourteenth Amendment; and 

(g) To 1nst1tu:e procedures to guarantee appropriate 
therapist/patient confidentiality. 

~. The aforesaid f~ilure to provide constitutionally adequate 

treatment is a substar1tial departure from accepted professional 

judgment, practice or standards and demonstrates that the 

Def enda11t 's c1id riot b.:tse ti'1ei.r dec.isio11s~ on suc:}1 pr~ofe,ssior1al 
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judgment. 

Q. Instead of providing treatment ana conditions that are 

rationally related to the purposes of Plaintiff's confinement. 

years ago, no more than a handful of detainees have been permitted 

to successfully complete the Defendant's treatment program to the 

point where the Defendant's recommended their discharge to the 

Courts. Defendant's erect one arbitrary barrier after another to 

prevent Plaintiff's from progressing to the point where the 

Treatment Team will recommended their release, including requiring 

participants in the program to confess to crimes they did not 

cornrni. t . 

R. and others similarly situated being 

held in conditions that are more restrictive than the conditions 

incarcerated as crimirais prior to their civil commitment under 

the (SV?A). These con61t1ons are unrelated to the security or 

treatment needs of the SVP population and are purely punitive in 

nature and continue tc be rnforced as retalatory measures. 

Further, the Plaintiffs and all others similar si t1Jated are 

diagnosed nor charactE·rized of :r~aving a pattern of compulsive 

br::.~l1a·\ric).r ar1cl. r1ot arr1er1c1lJl•2 for· sex 0ffer1der treatrnerj_t .. Tl1ere£0r-e, 

was sentenced to State: Prison. After maxing out on his sentence, 

about 10 years. A day before his release Resident Terry Tray~or 

was transferred .i,_ ,..,_ 

LU tf1t: Special Treatmer1t TJni t for s~3X Off ender 

Treatmer1t .. For the f).a.::;t i 4 year-s. 

Whereas, reside-1ts are transferred to the ( S'i'U) from other 

turned into a dumping ground for anyone whose sentence they want 
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convincing evidence". [See IMO R.F., March 2014 Supreme Court of 

New Jersey} 

7. Relief Sought: the Plaintiffs ans similarly situated 

residents ask the Court for the following: 

A] To rule that tht:· Plaintiffs have a Constitutional Right to 

refuse Treatment and not be punished for exercising that Right. 

BJ Order that Resident Terry 'I'raylor and all others similarly 

situated are not to be derued employment, their property, and 

personal needs, etc., for affirming the right not to participate 

in any mental health treatment program. And by during so like all 

others similarly situated are denied Jobs, loss of property, and 

being segregated in a Housing Unit and not allowed to participate 

with other Residents just for affirming a right not to 

participate. 

CJ A temporary res:raining order/injunction to prevent 

retaliation by both DC1C and DHS, in that DOC uses abrupt cell-to 

-cell moves as retalic:tion, and to intim.idate, while DHS uses 

Treatment Probation/Treatment Refusal to punish anCi retaliate when 

their wishes are not followed, to the letter. In several 

instances, residents ~~o are already civilly committed or simply 

temporar.ily detained affirms the right not to discuss the 

offense(s) they are charged with, even if they are on appeal in 

the crim~nal venue, 01· the resident's lawyer instructs them to 

remain silent regarding the issue. They are retaliated and 

intimidated agaJ..nst for not participating in any mE'.ntal health 

treatment program. 

DJ That DOC Person~el be trained to act more professionally in 

a therapeutic environnent, unless the Court, after a full hearing 

on the subject, believes that DOC should be severed from the SVPA. 

E] Instruct DOC an3 DHS to develop an actual Patient's Bill of 

Rights through the Interagency Oversight Doard We are not 
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inmateiprisoners and y:.::-t we have fewer rights than those being 

treated in other civilian facilities, such as Ann Klein, Trenton 

Forensic Hospital or A'lcora State Hospital. 

FJ That DHS be ordered to develop specific policies regarding 

how those are not yet judicially committed for treatment and still 

in the appeal process are treated. Case law in New Jersey is clear 

that those cases under direct or collateral attack are not open to 

discussion due to the ')On-confidentiality of the therapy groups. 

Further, that DHS be enjoined from any practices that are designed 

to intimidate, threaten, bully, or coerce a resident into a 

discussion he has been instructed by counsel not to have. 

G] That the Treatment Team be enjoined immediately by this 

Court from classifying any resident as a Treatment ~efuser if that 

resident is under appeal or pursuing a collateral attack on his 

conviction, is not yet committed, and has been advised by the 

Court and/or counsel urlder George Bender vs. N.J.D.O.C., (2003) 

not to discuss any particulars of his case. The Treatment Team 

should not have the st3tutory authority reserved for the courts in 

order to override a court order. It is a deliberate act of 

retalia Lt.on. 

1
~ ,, 
ij That these requEsted restraining orders and the inJunctive 

relief sought be consijered by the Court within the initial seven 

(7) days of rece~pt. 

8. Do you request E jury trial or non-jury trial? 

[XXX] Jury '~on-jury 

Plaintiffs reserve the right to amend this complaint to bring it 
into compliance with tne court's directions, should amending it be 
necessary. 

We declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and 
correct. 
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Plaintiffs: 

Terry 'I'raylor 
Terry Traylor 

8/22/2016 
D i\'l'E 

V.incent R. Sanford 
Vincent R. Sanford 

8/22/2016 
JA'l'E 

Ralph Waldron 8/22/2016 
Ralph Waldron DA'TE 

Geraldo Morales 
Geraldo Morales 

Thomas Flanagan 
Tri.omas Flanagan 

Dav.id Carson 
David Carson 

17 20/G 
J 

14 

8/22/20 "i 6 
DA'TE 

8/22/20"i6 
DA'I'E 

8/22/20"!6 
DA'rE 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY 

NEWARK. NEW JERSEY 07101 

TERRY TRAYLOR, et aL 

Plaintiffs 

APPLICATION TO PROCEB'J 
IN FORMAPAUPERIS 

Vs. Civil No. ----·-----

MERRILL MAIN, et al. 

Defendants 

l, __ .-.-_/ 6_:;~/clc_2_,;1-1-_/_1c_f+_J+--l:_·71._~---' declare that l am the (check appropriate box). 

4tmoner I plaintiff I movant __ Other 

in the above - entitled proceeding: that, ls support of my request to proceed without being 
required to prepay fees, costs, or give security therefor, l state that because of my 
poverty, I am unable to prepay the costs of said proceeding or give security therefor, that 
I believe I am entitled to relief. The nature of my actions, defense, or other proceeding or 
the issues l intend to present on appeal are briefly stated as follows: 

-.1 ·u (//,,, I f '7/J 
ht{ . /16 -J t V I f/-e n. k I/It '€?ef' a 

/J<E'ft..S a ·c · 'tJ A. et 1 

--:GA -It suf!c1d Olfl\ 1reedls wA/~Ji ct1naa1rfs 
1ff t11f]I[ e haasl1" a 11 cL Jl) l£ 11 ;f;;/e.- +oR 

In support of this application, t answer the following questions under the penalty of perjury: 

1. Are you currently incarcerated? __ Yes ~o 
It "Yes" iist dates and pUaces of confinement tor the six-month period immediately 
perceding the filing of this application: 
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2. 

3. 

Dates of Confinement __,----
Jctr\, '1~1 2-0(]2 __ _ 

Place of Confinement 

Sp'ut~ !?ied1tt<t!n.f fJ11 ;f 

For each institution in which you have been confined for the preceding ~ix months, you 
must submit a certified copy of your prison account statement and an Account 
Certification Form {use attached Account Certification Forms). 

Are you employed at your current institution? __ Yes v-;;o 

Do you receive any payment or money / 
from your current institution? __ Yes ~No 

· · · " ~. ;. i /A If ''Yes' state how much you receive each mo1m i: ______ ,_-,,_, ____ _ 

tn the past 12 months, have you received any money from any of the following sour9is 

a Business, profession, or other self-employment? __ Yes _v_ MNo 

b. Rent payments, interest, or dividends __ Yes /No 

c. Pensions, annuities; or life insurance payments __ Yes ~o 
d. Disability or workers compensation payments __ Yes /No 

e. Gifts or inheritances __ Yes ~o 
f. Any other sources __ Yes v"'No 

lf the answer to any of the above is "Yes" describe each source of money and state the 
amount received and what you expect you will continue to receive. 

µ/4 
I 

4. Other than your prison account, do you have any cash or checking or<§"ving accoUDa> 

tt "Yes" state the total amount:-/! h q /,JC/ 

~s __ No 

5. Do you own any real estate, stocks, bonds, securities, other financial instruments, 
automobfties, or any other property or assets? / 

__ Yes _v_NN110 

lf "Yes·· please describe: 
I 

6. List the persons who are dependent on you for support, your relationship to each and 
how much you contribute to their support. 

f-1/A 
-~~-~----·------+,-------------------~ 
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Authorization and Declaration 

f, fl lh 
(Print or Type Name and Address of Plisoner) 

authorize the agency having custody over me to assess, withdraw from my prison 
account, and forward to the Clerk of the District Court tor the District of New Jersey ( 1) 
an intial partial fifing tee equal to 20% of the greater of the average monthly deposits to 
my prison account for the six-month period immediatety preceding the fiting of the 
complaint, and (2) payments equal to 20% of the preceding month;s income credited to 
my prison account each month the amount in the account execeeds $10.00, until the 
$150.00 fee is paid. 28 U.S.C. § 1915 (b) (1) and (2). 

August 22.j 2016 
DATE 

Up Jfl-A/ /o. {Jr../o&.e I') 2M 

P-~ 0J 

·~1s 

a ll1 

J 11111 

:;C;!_-li ~r1 
11t'-/ a :;+ale /J1t1~()11e/C Clrz/ 

icr£ no-I Clffi;· -/j,tJUJt _] 

u, 11111,1 /!led I A11t/Y?--- //){) 

h1 /) }1 f'1 I /1 f1.1 LI a U.-CJl/111 h e.t'.ll u J e !J11 ~ 
l::uusc,11/ 1s atol1.f a J;/J o~ a A!/Cso11a/ 

/l/e,Js /) //o!L/011 er:,_ m 11 S! );/;Cf/ , 

t.1>/lly 
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ClassAction.org
This complaint is part of ClassAction.org's searchable class action lawsuit database and can be found in this 
post: Special Treatment Unit Detainees File Civil Rights Class Action in NJ

https://www.classaction.org/news/special-treatment-unit-detainees-file-civil-rights-class-action-in-new-jers

