I N THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
FOR THE DI STRI CT OF KANSAS
ALBERT L. BOSCH,
Petitioner,
V. CASE NO. 05-3046- SAC
DAVID R. MCKUNE, et al.,

Respondent s.

ORDER

Petitioner proceeds pro se on a petition for habeas corpus
filed pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 2254. The court reviewed the
petition and directed respondents to show cause why the writ
shoul d not be granted. The court thereafter granted respondents’
multiple notions for extensions of tinme to file an answer and
return.

I n correspondence to the court, petitioner questi oned whet her
he could still file supplemental material in support of his
petition, what page limtations would apply, and whet her he woul d
still be allowed to file a traverse to respondents’ answer and
return if he filed such a supplenental nmenorandum The court
i berally construed this pro se docunent as requesting |eave to
file a suppl emental menorandum (Doc. 2) and granted the request.
The court granted petitioner thirty days to file the suppl enent al
pl eadi ng, stayed the filing of respondents’ answer and return for
thirty days, indicated a traverse to the answer would be due
within ten days of service of the answer and return on

petitioner, and advised petitioner of this court’s 40 page limt



on the proposed suppl emental menorandum?!

Petitioner’s notionto w thdraw (Doc. 24) the court construed
notion for leave to file a supplemental menorandum i s granted.
Petitioner’s renewed notion for appoi ntment of counsel (Doc. 23)
is denied wi thout prejudice.

The record reflects respondents’ filing of an answer and
return. Petitioner is granted ten days from the date of this
order to file a traverse. This court’s page limt for such a
responsive pleading is 20 single sided pages.

| T IS THEREFORE ORDERED t hat petitioner’s nmotion to w thdraw
his request to file a supplenmental nmenorandum to the petition
(Doc. 24) is granted, and that petitioner’s renewed notion for
appoi nt ment of counsel (Doc. 23) is denied.

I T IS FURTHER ORDERED t hat petitioner is granted ten (10)
days fromthe date of this order to file a traverse.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.

DATED: This 27th day of Septenber 2005 at Topeka, Kansas.

s/ Sam A. Crow
SAM A. CROW
U. S. Senior District Judge

Petitioner thereafter submtted correspondence in which he
conpl ained that his earlier letter was not intended as a notion
and that his questions had not been answered (Doc. 22), and
renewed his request for appointnment of counsel (Doc. 23).
Petitioner is advised that the clerk’s office is unable to
provi de | egal advice, and that ex parte contact with the court is
pr ohi bi t ed. If specific assistance from the court is being
requested in petitioner’s case, petitioner is to file a notion
for the court’s consideration.



