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IN THE
UNITED STATES COURT OF AFFEALS
FOR THE SIXTH CIRCUIT
FILED
PHILIP K. WORKMAN, ) W
Petitioner-Appellant, ) R2Z2 200
)
v 00— ) No.otgesz - OMARD GREEN, Clery
)
RICKY BELL, Warden, )
Respondert-Appellee, )
In re FEILIP R. WORKMAN, )
) No. 00-3367
Mowant. )

RESPONEE TO PETITIONER'S “SUFFLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM
TO MOTION TO REGPEN AND TO AFPOINT A SPECIAL MASTER"

Workman's filing of s suppiemental memorandum in support of his motion to
reopen, two deys after the lihg of his otion and coginal memoranchrn, tends o
underscore one thing: not only does he seek reconsideradon of this Courx's previous
denial of his moton for leave to file a8 seosnd habeus perition, but he seeks
reconsideration — From this Court, ng Jess - of the unfavorable result of s clemency
hearing, Unhappy with, bur apparently undeterred by, the clemency heasing’s ndes
apﬁummrﬂruﬂm,hemﬂmfuuuﬂﬁsﬂnunu:fmmmmﬂmmchm
exirmination — and besmirch another reputation in the process.  But & is not the
function of this Court to address theee seemingly endless complaines. ¥ nothing else,
one ting is clear: the substantive mezits of the clemency declsion — which, of course,
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has not even been rendered yet — is not subject 10 review by o federal court. Duvall v,
Kenting, 162 F.3d 1058, 1061 (10th Cir. 1998). If he wishes w bring these compleings
to the Goveenor of Tennesser, he muy do so; but he hag not, which speaks volumes,
Workman's mation to reopen and to appoint 2 special master should be dended.

Respectivlly submicted,

PAUL G. SUMMERS
Attorney General & Reporter

Méﬂwa_._—

. MICHAEL E. MOORE
Solicitor General

JOSEFH F. WHALEN
Astarruy General
Fifth Avenue North
ville, Tennessee 37243
{615) 332-7911
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