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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON 

 
CHARLES JOSEPH REEVIS, also 
known as  
Sacred Holy Truth of Christ, 
 
                                         Plaintiff, 
 
          v. 
 
U.S DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
FBI MISCONDUCT DIVISION, 
SPOKANE COUNTY SUPERIOR 
COURT and STATE OF 
WASHINGTON DEPARTMENT OF 
SOCIAL AND HEALTH 
BEHAVIORAL HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION EASTERN 
STATE HOSPTILE,  
 
                                         Defendants. 
 
  

 
     NO:  2:21-CV-00033-RMP 
 

 
ORDER DISMISSING ACTION  
 
§ 1915(g) 

 
By Order filed April 20, 2021, the Court granted Plaintiff Charles Joseph 

Reevis thirty days to voluntarily dismiss this action.  ECF No. 12.  The Court 

found that Mr. Reevis’s pro se complaint, filed while he was incarcerated at the 

Spokane County Corrections Center, did not name Defendants amenable to suit 
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under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and his claims were duplicative of those presented in other 

actions.  See id. at 4–11.  Consequently, Plaintiff’s claims were subject to dismissal 

as abusive under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e).  See Cato v. United States, 70 F.3d 1103, 

1105 n. 2 (9th Cir. 1995); Aziz v. Burrows, 976 F.2d 1158, 1158–59 (9th Cir. 

1992); Adams v. California Dept. of Health Services, 487 F.3d 684, 688 (9th Cir. 

2007).   

Plaintiff is currently housed at Comprehensive Health Care - Yakima 

Competency Restoration, and is proceeding in forma pauperis, but without the 

obligation to pay the $350.00 filing fee for this action.  ECF No. 11.  The Court 

cautioned Plaintiff regarding the preclusive effect that a dismissal of this action on 

the grounds enumerated in 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g) could have on his future ability to 

proceed in forma pauperis while a prisoner.  ECF No. 12 at 12.  Nevertheless, 

Plaintiff did not avail himself of the opportunity to voluntarily dismiss this action.  

Rather, Plaintiff filed letters on April 30, 2021, May 3, 2021, and May 11, 

2021.  See ECF Nos. 13, 14, and 16.  Plaintiff asks the Court to file these letters in 

all of his cases.  It is unclear what relevance Plaintiff’s letters have to any matter 

that this Court might adjudicate.  Therefore, the Court does not refile these letters 

on other dockets. 

PLAINTIFF’S CORRESPONDENCE 

The Federal Courts have the responsibility to ensure that their own limited 

resources “are allocated in a way that promotes the interests of justice.”  In re 
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McDonald, 489 U.S. 180, 184 (1989).  Courts may “regulate the activities of 

abusive litigants by imposing carefully tailored restrictions under the appropriate 

circumstances.”  DeLong v. Hennessey, 912 F.2d 1144, 1147 (9th Cir. 1990) 

(quoting Tripati v. Beaman, 878 F.2d 351, 352 (10th Cir. 1989)).  Every paper 

filed with a court requires the expenditure of some of the Court’s limited judicial 

resources.  In re McDonald, 489 U.S. at 184.  When a Court must devote its 

limited judicial resources to processing repetitious filings in arguably frivolous 

cases, the “goal of fairly dispensing justice . . . is compromised.”  In re Sindram, 

498 U.S. 177, 179–80 (1991).  

Mr. Reevis is asking that the Court copy and file his letters in more than fifty 

civil cases.  Such a request is outside of the Court’s usual procedure, which is to 

docket documents in the single case in which they are filed.  Therefore, the Court 

denies Mr. Reevis’s request.  However, if Plaintiff wishes the Court to take judicial 

notice of his submissions at a later date in any of his cases, he may request the 

Court consider a specific document in a specific case at the relevant time. 

In the eight-page letter received on April 30, 2021, Plaintiff asserts his 

belief, “that it is the courts job to follow up on and and all reported Law 

enforcement misconduct.”  ECF No. 13 at 1 (as written in original).  He contends 

that he asserted in one of his cases that he was “police burtalized by spokane 

county police officers and K-9 units well they had guns pointed at my 7 ½ month 

pregent babys momma.”  Id.  (as written in original).   
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He states that “in another case” he was arrested “for 4th DV assault when 

even the DV advocate specialist reported that there was no evedence of me 

assaulting my baby momma and my kids were taken away do to me calling the 

police and the children my year old daughter and her 2 older sister and brother the 

Judge prosecutor and my attorny allowed me to ple out to the DV to drop the in 

possion of stolen motor vechial even tho reports clearly stated I did not commit the 

crime and while my pregent baby momma was in custody of spokane county Jail 

she was restrained by C/Os. I was threated to be slient that’s why I aint say 

nothing.”  ECF No. 13 at 1 and 3 (as written in original).   

As previously advised, Plaintiff may not assert claims on behalf of others. 

See Johns v. Cty. of San Diego, 114 F.3d 874, 876–877 (9th Cir. 1997) (explaining 

that constitutional claims are personal and cannot be asserted vicariously, and that 

a non-attorney may appear pro se on his own behalf but has no authority to appear 

as an attorney for others).  Plaintiff has alleged no facts supporting his conclusory 

assertion that he was brutalized by police.  

Furthermore, matters involving family law/domestic relations are best 

deferred to the state.  The State has a strong interest in domestic relations; state 

courts have relative expertise in this area and the ability to provide ongoing 

supervision; and it is undesirable to have potentially incompatible federal and state 

decrees in this area.  See, e.g., Ingram v. Hayes, 866 F.2d 368, 369–70 (11th Cir. 

1988) (per curiam); DiRuggiero v. Rodgers, 743 F.2d 1009, 1019–20 (3d Cir. 

Case 2:21-cv-00033-RMP    ECF No. 17    filed 06/01/21    PageID.114   Page 4 of 13



 

ORDER DISMISSING ACTION -- 5 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

1984); 13B Wright & Miller, Federal Practice and Procedure ' 3609, at 461 (1984). 

It is well-established policy that the federal courts should abstain from 

exercising jurisdiction in domestic disputes.  Peterson v. Babbitt, 708 F.2d 465, 

466 (9th Cir. 1983) (per curiam) (decisions regarding the welfare of children have 

been traditionally left to the state and to the state courts.) Cf. Lehman v. Lycoming 

County Children’s Services Agency, 458 U.S. 502 (1982).  “[T]he whole subject of 

the domestic relations of husband and wife, parent and child, belongs to the laws of 

the States, and not to the laws of the United States.”  Ohio ex rel. Popovici v. 

Agler, 280 U.S. 379, 383 (1930) (quoting In re Burrus, 136 U.S. 586, 593–94 

(1890)).   

Moreover, under the doctrine of equitable abstention, “federal courts 

traditionally decline to exercise jurisdiction in domestic relations cases when the 

core issue involves the status of parent and child,” even when constitutional claims 

are asserted.  Coats v. Woods, 819 F.2d 236, 237 (9th Cir 1987).  To the extent 

Plaintiff is inviting this Court’s interference is his domestic issues, the Court 

declines to intervene.   

Mr. Reevis references case number 2:13-cr-00103-RMP, claiming that he 

was “maliciously intearagated beat medicial malpracticed over an investagation of 

RICO act that the corrupt lawenforcement was giving me medication against my 

will and trying to get me to lie for them twist and minpulate my words they keep 

asking me about warrior secioty from arazonia AZ and Native pride gangster crips 
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and a few other Native American groups as well as about my incareration in 3 high 

maxium federal penitentarys I need all’em open court transcripts added to my civil 

suties because I am still being threated to long term incarceration and death as a 

resault of bringing all this up to the U.S District courts back in 2017-2018.” ECF 

No. 13 at 3 (as written in original).  Plaintiff claims that he has been targeted and 

treated unfairly since that time, resulting in him being homeless, friendless and 

without family.  Id. at 3–4.   

Plaintiff asserts that he was hospitalized in March and June 2020.  He claims 

that unidentified law enforcement officers approached and beat him and then put 

“shit inside [his] IV.”  ECF No. 13 at 4.  He claims that he spoke to a homicide 

detective who was doing an investigation and stated that Plaintiff was a “survival 

vitam.”  Id. (as written in original).   Plaintiff states that he had no information to 

answer their questions about “gangster crips,” so they “beat” him and told Plaintiff 

they were going to “make [him] pay for all the stuff that [he has] done to them.”  

Id. at 4–5 (as written in original).  Plaintiff claims that “they’ve been investagaing 

me sense 8-17-2017 I’ve been having my facebook and e-mails hacked and my e-

mails accouts confinscated by law enforcement for years now.”  Id. at 5 (as written 

in original).  

Plaintiff further asserts that he has been hunted by government “hit men,” 

that he is “active in Holy war,” and is a “real freemason dogsolider and I am active 

in military grillia freemasonary war crafts we use magic and angelic powers 
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demonic powers and superpowers of the sons and daughters of the large muitute of 

Goddess’s and Gods the 7th Revalations and armagoddon has been happening sense 

the rapture on 8-17-2017.”  ECF No. 13 at 5 (as written in original).  He asserts 

that no one is taking his civil suits seriously and “no one well admit this is real but 

me.” Id. (as written in original).  Unfortunately, Mr. Reevis has presented no facts 

supporting his conclusory assertions of wrongdoing by unnamed persons from 

which the Court could infer that a violation of his constitutionally protected rights 

has occurred.   

In the five-page letter received on May 3, 2021, Mr. Reevis claims that he is 

being treated with medication involuntarily at the Yakima Competency Restoration 

Center and that he has been diagnosed with schizophrenia because of his asserted 

religious beliefs. ECF No. 14 at 1 and 3.  He states that he refuses to believe that he 

has hallucination and delusions because he keeps “talking about all the stuff [he 

keeps] being treated bad for like what happened” during hospital stays on August 

17, 2017, March 10, 2020, and June 25, 2020.  Id. at 1 (as written in original).  

Without supporting factual allegations Mr. Reevis asserts “medical 

malpractices, mental and emotional spirituall duress and abuse the law 

enforcement misconduct and I am being treated badly for reporting the facts that 

theres conflick of interest do to my civil suites in on yakima compentency 

restoration, deconess hostple, sacred heart hosptle, spokane canty superior cort, 

U.S District Courts U.S Department of Justice FBI misconduct, Spokane county 
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Detention Services.”  ECF No. 14 at 1 (as written in original).   He contends that 

he is “still geting dealth threats” and his “court duel process pretrial detainee rights 

are being violated 1st amendment 14th amendment and 8th amendment I had to file 

all my civil suties pro se do to know one would help me because they say I am 

crazy.”  Id. (as written in original).   Plaintiff then asserts his religious identity 

beliefs and that he is “fighting for all of us to have equal protection and equal 

rights and to put a stop to all the human trafficing [sic], sex trafficing [sic] and lab 

testings on us and all the gang stocking needs to be stopped and addressed along 

with all the systemic rapeings [sic], robberys [sic], snitching and frameing [sic] 

people for  crimes they did not committ [sic] or having people create situations to 

force others into reacting in hostle [sic] situations and them [sic] locking them up 

as aggressers [sic] in [his] original cause # 20-1-03415-32.”  Id.  (as written in 

original).   

Plaintiff asserts that he remembers falling down and then getting the “hell 

beat out of” him when he tried to get up and explains that this as the reason his 

previous “gun charge” was dropped after 72 hours.  ECF No. 14 at 2.  To the 

extent Plaintiff is attempting to assert a claim of the excessive use of force, he has 

not identified as Defendants any person who allegedly subjected him to excessive 

force, when this occurred, or what circumstances precipitated the alleged beating.  

As presented, he again fails to state a claim upon which this Court can grant relief.  

Plaintiff asserts that between the time that his original charges were dropped 
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and then refiled, he “was bribe gangstocked and hunted and all my so called 

friends and family quite help me or even leting me go into houses.”  ECF No. 14 at 

2 (as written in original).  He claims that he is “being made out to be 

systematicually mentally ill for putting my faith into the Goddess’s and holy 

people and preaching about the illimanti which is what were suppost to do the 

whole church and U.S. Justice system is out of order and if we aint helping the 

causes were only helping the problem.”  Id. at 2 (as written in original).  He then 

asserts his claim that he has been resurrected from the dead on numerous occasions 

and that he has “died vicious hard bloody death[s]” as he attempted to educate 

others about “the Holy craft of wizardy sorcery witchcraft and how to use the 

power and the power of the holy people elements and in real religious ways.”  Id. 

at 2 (as written in original).  

Plaintiff concludes that: “no one ever believes me but history well show 

evedance of everything I am saying as far as me speaking up in court go’s and me 

not speaking up I’ve been geting everything I possibly can on records and Ive been 

giving all the case#s to get the truth out and no one well gather the paperwork up 

and look into everything going on and help me actually do sumthing about it I 

mean I want all of it to broadcasted and reported to all news and medias ok.”  Id. at 

4–5. 

In the five-page letter postmarked May 5, 2021, and received on May 11, 

2021, Plaintiff states that he received treatment for stab wounds at Sacred Heart 
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and Deaconess Hospitals in 2020.  ECF No 16 at 1.  He claims that he was refused 

help at both hospitals in 2017, although he admits that he was treated for a car 

accident at Sacred Heart and treated for an infection at Deaconess.  ECF No. 16 at 

1.  He asserts that he was interviewed by U.S. Marshals, federal agents and 

Spokane County police at both institutions regarding “RICO act” investigations.  

Id.  Plaintiff states that medical records have now been added to his competency 

evaluation.  Id.  

Although Mr. Reevis asserts that he was “beat, treated with medical 

malpractice and threatened by means of sexual assault long, term incarceration, 

death and I’ve been deprived of my human rights to be treated fairly and my rights 

to equal protection and equal justice. . .” he presents no factual support for his 

conclusory assertions.  ECF No. 16 at 1 (as written in original).  He repeatedly 

states that he refuses to “press charges.”  Id. at 3.  He claims that he was 

questioned about gang affiliations while in the hospital and “treated with 

medication” when he refused to speak about them.  Id. at 3–4.  He asserts that 

unidentified persons repeated the questions and then “knocked” Plaintiff 

unconscious when he said, “quite fuckign with me and my homies and stop your 

shit with my people.”  Id. at 4 (as written in original).  Plaintiff claims that 

unidentified persons are trying to frame him for criminal behavior he did not do. 

Id. at 4–5.  He concedes: “Ive been doing drugs so long its all I know.”  Id. at 5.   

He contends “this is all a vendetta against me personaly for my original refuseal to 
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testfy back in 2013 ever sense then I’ve not been getting along with my own family 

and especially now and I aint giving no statement to get people locked up or testify 

against no one and in all my RMPs and cause#s are to help keep people from 

getting locked up targeted and discrimmanted against I know because non of my 

family beleaves me nor do the law all sides are out to get me and hate me Just as 

much as I dont like most of them ‘snitchz’. I am up in here going thru it in ways no 

one has before anyway.”  ECF No. 16 at 5.   

Having reviewed Plaintiff’s submissions, Plaintiff presents no facts 

supporting his conclusory assertions of wrongdoing by unnamed persons from 

which the Court could infer that a violation of his constitutionally protected rights 

has occurred.    

Again, to the extent that Plaintiff may wish to challenge in federal court his 

involuntary commitment to a mental institution, he would need to file a petition for 

a writ of habeas corpus after he has fully exhausted available state court remedies.  

See Lynch v. Overholser, 369 U.S. 705 (1962); O’Beirne v. Overholser, 287 F.2d 

133, 136 (D.C. Cir. 1960) (“Habeas corpus is the traditional means of seeking 

release from illegal confinement.  It is the normal means in this jurisdiction of 

testing the legality of detention in a mental hospital, whether based on civil or 

criminal proceedings,”); see also 28 U.S.C. § 2254(b)(1)(A).  The Court previously 

advised Plaintiff of these requirements in the February 23, 2021 Order Regarding 

Plaintiff’s Letter in cause number 2:20-cv-00452-RMP, ECF No. 12.  
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For the reasons set forth above, and in the Court’s Order Granting Leave to 

Voluntarily Dismiss, ECF No. 12, IT IS ORDERED that this action is 

DISMISSED with prejudice as frivolous, malicious, and for failure to state a 

claim upon which relief may be granted under 28 U.S.C. § 1915(e)(2). 

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g) a prisoner who brings three or more civil 

actions or appeals which are dismissed as frivolous or for failure to state a claim 

will be precluded from bringing any other civil action or appeal in forma pauperis 

“unless the prisoner is under imminent danger of serious physical injury.”  28 

U.S.C. § 1915(g).   Plaintiff is advised to read the statutory provisions of 28 

U.S.C.  § 1915.  This dismissal of Plaintiff's complaint may count as one of the 

three dismissals allowed by 28 U.S.C. § 1915(g) and may adversely affect his 

ability to file future claims in forma pauperis. 

IT IS SO ORDERED.  The District Court Clerk is directed to enter this 

Order, enter judgment of dismissal with prejudice, provide copies to Plaintiff at his 

last known address, and close the file.  The District Court Clerk is further directed 

to provide a copy of this Order to the Office of the Attorney General of 

Washington, Corrections Division.  The Court certifies that any appeal of this 

dismissal would not be taken in good faith. 
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DATED June 1, 2021.    

      s/ Rosanna Malouf Peterson  
       ROSANNA MALOUF PETERSON 
              United States District Judge 
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