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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Fred Plummer,

)
)
Plaintiff, )
)
V. ) Civil Action No. 08 01 02
)
)
)
)

The Mayor et al .

Defendants.

MEMORANDUM OPINION

proceed to trial. He also seeks $50 million in monetary damages. Plaintiff may not recover
monetary damages without first invalidating his conviction by “revers[al] on direct appeal,
€Xpunge[ment] by executive order, declar[ation of invalidity] by a state tribunal authorized to
make such determination, or . . . 5 federal court’s issyance of a writ of habeas corpus.” Heck v,

Humphrey, 512 U S, 477, 486-87 ( 1994). Under District of Columbia law,
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to collateral attack, may move the court to vacate, set aside, or correct the
sentence.

D.C. Code § 23-110(a). Because challenges to a Superior Court Judgment of conviction must
be pursued in that court under D.C. Code § 23-110, see Blair-Bey v. Quick, 151 F.3d 1036,
1042-43 (D.C. Cir. 1998); Byrd v. Henderson, 119 F.3d 34, 36-37 (D.C. Cir. 1997), “a
District of Columbia prisoner has no recourse to a federal Judicial forum,” Garris v. Lindsay,
794 F.2d 722, 726 (D.C. Cir. 1986), cert. denied, 479 U.S. 993 (1986) (internal footnote
omitted), absent a showing of an inadequate or ineffective local remedy. D.C. Code §23-

110(g). Plaintiff has not made such a showing here. Accordingly, the complaint will be
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dismissed by separate Order issued contemporaneously.
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