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DISTRICT COURT, STATE OF UTAH STHAISE|

SEVIER COUNTY K SANPETE COUNTY Litlga, oo KANEITOUNTY
250 North Main 160 North Main 76 North Main
Richfield, UT 84701 Manti, UT 84642 Kanab, UT 84744
(801) 896-9256 (801) 835-2131 (801) 644-2458
GARFIELD COUNTY o PIUTE COUNTY o WAYNE COUNTY
55 South Main 21 North Main 18 South Main
Panguitch, UT 84759 Junction, UT 84740 Loa, UT 84747
(801) 676-8826 (801) 577-2840 (801) 836-2731

Inmates of the Utah State Prison at
Gunnison,

Plaintiffs,
ORDER ON MOTION FOR
TEMPORARY RESTRAINING
ORDER OR PRELIMINARY
INJUNCTION and ORDER
REGARDING FORM OF
PLEADINGS
vSs.
Case number 920600003
Utah Department of Corrections,

Defendant.

ORDER ON MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER OR PRELIMINARY

INJUNCTION

Plaintiffs made an initial filing in this case which included eight separate

pleadings:
1. Affidavit of Impecuniosity;
2. Summons;

3. Complaint;

9201151
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4. Amended complaint;

5. Notice of Temporary Restraining Order or Alternative Preliminary
Injunction;

6. Request for Discovery and Production of Documents;

7. Notice of Motion and Motion for Certification of Class; and

8. Plaintiffs' Brief in Support of Temporary Restraining Order or
Alternative Preliminary Injunction.

While there is no specific pleading requesting the issuance of a temporary
restraining order or a preliminary injunction, the request appears to be implicit
in the pleadings which have been filed. A response to such a request is in order.

A preliminary injunction can never be issued without notice to the adverse
party. Rule 65A (a)(1), Utah Rules of Civil Procedure, as amended effective
September 1, 1991. The Court can find no notice to the adverse party in this
action. True it is that some of plaintiffs' filings include the word "notice" in the
title of the pleading, but the fact is that none shows the method or manner used
to give notice.

Hence, to the extent plaintiffs have requested a preliminary injunction, the
request is DENIED.

A temporary restraining order can be issued without notice to the adverse

party under certain circumstances. However, one of the prerequisites to such an

9201151
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ex-parte issuance is that

" ... applicant ... certifies to the court in writing as to the efforts,
if any, that have been made to give notice and the reasons
supporting the claim that notice should not be required." Rule 65A
(b)(1), Utah Rules of Civil Procedure, as amended effective
September 1, 1991.

I have searched plaintiffs' pleadings for such a certification and have found
none.
Hence, to the extent plaintiffs have requested a temporary restraining

order, the request is DENIED.
ORDER REGARDING FORM OF PLEADINGS

The Clerk has filed this case using the Latin phrase "et al." at the end of
the plaintiffs' and defendant's designations in the style of the case. However,
neither the complaint nor the amended complaint name any parties other than
those listed herein.

Hence, the Clerk should delete the "et al." designation from the case file,

any case labels and from any other case name references maintained in the Clerk's

9201151
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office.
N

Signed on Ja N
9 Jﬂikir—-lES?

C\J/DUMW\ o

—Pavid L. Mower, Judge

F SERVICE

e above ORDER ON MOTION FOR
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION and ORDER
s sent to each of the following by the

On Janud
TEMPORARY REX]
REGARDING FORM&
method indicated:

Method (x-msi1, p=in

Addressee
person, F=Fax)
[#]

Ameer L. Hassan
P.O. Box 550
Gunnison, UT 84634

9201151



APPENDI X
1L




FILED

VT THTYUTAL

Ameer . Hassan, pvo sc & U

Conbal Uhh Correchonal Faediby dnsl AM 11T

f.0. OY $STD

Caumniron , UL 8HC3~ Gl S TIANSEN
8Y A2 /A2 2a DEPUTY

IN TUL 1sTRLAT CouaT oF THE SixTl Funiciral DIYIALCC
IN ARD FnoR THEL CounTY 0Or SAn PETE, STATE OF UThH

INMATES OF TuE NOTLCE

UTAHd STATE PALYON,
OF

AT GunNnNIl sond
P(cuMHT - Aprd(m—\l, _
V.  APPEAL
THE UTAL DEPARTMENT '
0F CoRRECTLONS, -
Defendant - Appeilie .+ Case Noi 926600003

am e -

-n

NOTICE 15 HERC AL GIUEN  thal plownhfl
Shail hcmtwl QN‘LA( b fle UL Cowrt of Ayru[:
‘Ffow\ I'LL :)rJM of ;a'\u—m—‘ l‘>"l"(‘l2_ M‘MAJ tn s
ochon c(.bvw[w-} fl%hfﬁs' .cciu..ui, Fn prelimmang
m}mp(—ww od TRO o Q,ff\w,_l - Cowrfst
Order On Mobirn For Temponm R Fracmiey Oreler-
O'/' f’reltw\m.vv' I_n ‘MC__&DV\ MJ. C)rz‘—bv' RLjaf‘JJM)‘
FUYW\ 0( Piy&w.\-

Pl b fF fkes apreal o abuse of disere fuin
Shimd ard .




Nt

~

& AP LA ran DEPUTY

I THE NDLITRLCL CourT oF THE STXTH FunLCLAlL DLSTRLCL
IN AND FprRTWE CounTY NFE_SANPETE , STATE OF UTAL

UTAH DTATIE PRLSON, 0OF RECOAD

AT GUNNL3IeN | onl APPEAL_
PlashEE — A pperlant,

TINNATED F THE : DESLGNAT Ion

\. '
THE UTAH DEPART Mo i
DF CoRRE.CTIOAD, ' Case Noi 4200 6000 3

MNefendont - Appilie .

To THE CLerKk 0F THE CouART

-
LY

\(ou ave ‘na,rtlou\ rzluu.)‘u‘ b J_szn«lb bor
Qrzpara‘-vsn pd subsguent  Aramsmisem Th Ha
Ukl Cewr}l of Appenls 3uel relovant pw-('\w\s
of Ha record as would mable sSadd cozal A
under ke Supﬂ(’,w'v\(- Cow)l;(u&"\m el J,L(M%wa(\m

of }'LJ. 1ssuLd on app,u( ad EllawS:
\. The AfRdavi b of I_Mr,uugm.o'u}\_l N
*. 6Umm—mb ',

3. Cnmylcua-.l; ’

H. AM&‘V\L(L‘.‘ CAmrl:u”\",



5. TLL l\ltrhtb of TRO or Aumhvc (‘H‘{c{tm\am-l LJ%\G("M y

J

C. Dor On Mohon Gor Tem pumany Reshrauriny Orlec
OV ,PV'L‘WV‘UV\,&'VV* l"\&‘-‘”\&‘\t‘”"\ OV‘—\L[ OYCU.’/‘ (Rbdrlutthul Form 0‘(

3. Notice of Aypa( ; P |

R. The Dickad Shak of He cophod - Connd

Ame sS4
f.0. Y TSV
(G unnism L/u'k‘« ING3H



SIXTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT
SANPETE COUNTY - STATE OF UTAH

X Kk X k& k kK k k& k k *k & k¥ ¥ & ¥ kX ¥ &k ¥ &

INMATES OF THE UTAH STATE PRISON

AT GUNNISON,
CLERK'S
Plaintiff, CERTIFICATE
-vs- Case No. 920600003

UTAH DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS,

Defendant.

N 80 Nt 00 N 80 Nur 00 s 00 N 00 v 00 W 00 N 00

* %k % k% k¥ & * k& ¥ * *k ¥ & k¥ ¥ X & ¥ ¥ * &
I, Kristine Christiansen, County Clerk of Sanpete County, State of Utah,
and Ex-Officio Clerk of the Sixth Judicial District Court hereby certify

the enclosed document(s) to be the original instrument contained in the
above-entitled case. (Original Notice of Appeal & Designation of Record on Appeal)

WITNESS MY HAND, the Seal of my Office at Manti, Utah, this 30th

day of Jan. . 1992 .
EASTY “1)3 "
o o AN ‘_‘—-; -
= 9‘/.-.‘ Tl KRISTINE CHRISTIANSEN
) TYTREA
i oy ,\O 2 @f’,‘. Sanpete County Clerk
3 SIS N )
55 RO
hd . ‘- N \ .
f’:’ i n, "’ ‘ :; Y »
P (,-' P ‘ y e By \‘@ﬁ//fﬁ/ //'ﬁ/)zﬁ/)
z i ] Deputy Clerk and Court Clerk
[4 Sl B
';f \ N - , // 4
/‘ -~ \:\"_,.’J 7/
I'.‘ /] RN .‘f N
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RETURN OF SERVICE

B Original
F H
STATE OF UTA s.s. SHERIFF'S OFFICE O Amended
COUNTYOFSALTLAKE ) O Duplicate
1) SERVED [Z/ﬁ/; Ler7 Copecitiomns B Defendant O Plaintlf
O Witness O Garnishee (3rd Party O Defendant O Plaintiff) * O Other
~72 ’ 22_¢F
2) DATE RECEIVED [~AA~T 2 3) DATE SErvep L5372
4) PROCESS B Summons Complaint O Criminal summons 0O Amended summons ® Amended complaint

0O Venfied complaint O Order to show O Sup-order [ Small claims —order & affidavit O Order O Garnishment
@ Notice O Civil subpoena B Affidavit O Motion D Petition O Notice of hearing O Information O Testimony

O Decree O Certficate O Citation O Exhibits O Declaration & Other /)'eg._?m’;f

S) TYPE OF SERVICE 0O Personal 0O Left at residence with

tname & retationship)

at usual place of abode with a person of suitable age and

discretion there residing O Posted “(see item 9) O Company or Corp.
(name & title}

® Other /,j’ i 777/}/‘1’44/ /"io?/ﬂf Exeoliice
Sec. for Oihawe I0¢ (o70zr P twho o 5 Tde Eerdear wiliy L e
e The Be7Z

LOCATION OF SERVICE ___ 6 /80 S . 7/,’45/ loxs ﬂ/uxz O Home & Business

6)
O Other (Specify, jail, hospital, etc.)

7) B | further certify that at the time of service, on copy served, | endorsed the date, signed my name and official title thereto.

8) 0O Itendered afeeof $ . & took receipt which is hereto attached.

9) 0O Mailed a copy of notice, postage prepaid. to said defendant on (date)

al given address, (see item 6), by clerk

AARON D. KENNARD. Sheriff of Salt Lake County, State of Utah

A2 7&Y
g:ggEE;S”ED?B’YX ,\_‘/,'Z { certify that the forgoing is true and correct and that this certificate
SHERIFF'S FEES: is executed on (da(e) / —;,3 " (/./‘1

Service  § /%/
Mieage $ —pt— By.S 5 //”“‘ 4
ota (Deputy SHenill)
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