
  We rd Lawye e Visit 
  

  
    

T have had visité from mm ny I aye before 
but never like the one J day, Vovember 
  

jt 202| in the Wsit oom or pave prisoners 
  

regu lat Mists Going ori, 
  

      

aye +1754 “thing that S4tych me as odd is 
    

that pay’ attorney came 011 Sunday — 
  

    

  
  attotne ey Visits ale usually On_ weekdays The lawyer 7 

looked really Hired while Sitting in the Chair across 
  

  
  

{19m me_ with. his. G eee Papetuche 

The hext thing Bi at sh ng unsettling and 
  

  
  

  

—_tmethical is that YZ had an A ttotney- Client 
  

eae about. my active. od 1993 lawsuit 

he prison state ana the South Dattota 
  

  

      

ih ney. ; 

arena * thing. a asked oi the. Cotlectiong| & 
    

  

officer and my alttetney is Why we ate having 
nivien = Fa Attorney wit es “epuley visi tS. The Cerf Aisne 

didn't ees and my looking attorney S tatea 
    

  
dont wotty, nothing BTA PM, anil] be disch$5ed. 

_ Attorney ists: one supposed Sy be held A a 

__private Loom OF Se twasns es? we aed my at foney 

hecause of Attorney - Chent priviledge. ‘TAS 

  

    

  

  

    

didnt happen and My attorney foceedeol 
  

    ty talk about 0 the dctive Civil nights lawsuT 
over —s



Shane Bell v, Darin Young_et ql, civ 21-4134 (a cirenif 
Zo2 L). J found this suspicious and inagpropriate 

as the @B inmates wete able te listen in on our _ 
attorney-client meeting whee my attorney dischssed 
what 2 wanteo, defendants, legal tactics evidence, 
etc, Sure enough, people enjoved talhina about my 

  

  

  

  

  

  

cil rights lavsuit ind_theit_agendas.~ ee 
J have to deal with the dea Conan placthCes and 

oficial oppression of the prison Staff whe work 
a ay Unit; 20INKE whom are detendants on the 

active case, as well as their inmate miniins 

Lt Gan be discowraging Sometimes, but £ 

  

  

  

  

  

    

  

am_intrepd and will not be intimidated by 
the Conspiracy Against_ Rights that is openjy 

2 practiced against” me. J guess I will juet 
have ts wait and see haw this civil rights a 

— lawowit_ turn§ ont TL had a previons” legally 
binding Se thement agleement contract where eee 

the Sowth Dakota Department of Corrections, te 
defendants ana all their employees agtecd ts 

no Vetalatien or unlawful galverse otteet A ones 
— the previons laws/t: Bell v Young et al, Civ. 16-4o¥6 

(ath cin 2016-26) What hagpened 1S OB in (eal) ty they 
did the opposite, with even more draconian ~ 
practices against dat wae think ql puolic othicaks 
Should £5 llow~ the lal, What do Vol Think ° Are 
prison Statt above the law in South Dakota? 

  

   


