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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 

 

Jonathan Corbett 

         Petitioner 

 

v. 

 

United States Department of  

Homeland Security, 

         Respondent 

 

  

 

 No. 12-________ 

 

 

 

 PETITION FOR REVIEW 

 

 Jonathan Corbett, pro se Petitioner, hereby petitions this Court for a review 

of two orders of the Transportation Security Administration (“TSA”), a component 

of the Department of Homeland Security (“DHS”). 

 First, Petitioner asks this Court to review the TSA’s order mandating the use 

of nude body scanners as primary screening for travelers in airports across the 

nation.  Nude body scanners1 are devices that create images of a person without his 

or her clothing using x-rays or other radiation for inspection by either a TSA 

screener or an automated system.  These devices constitute an unreasonable search 

under the Fourth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution. 

                                                           
1 Nude body scanners have been given a plethora of names, which include Whole 
Body Imaging (WBI), Advanced Imaging Technology (AIT), Backscatter X-Rays 
(BKSX), and Millimeter Wave Devices (MMW).  This petition refers to all such 
designated devices. 
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 Second, Petitioner asks this court to review the TSA’s order to conduct 

extraordinarily invasive police frisk-style searches which the agency refers to as a 

“pat-down.”  These searches are conducted as both primary and secondary 

screening, and require TSA screeners to use their hands to physically touch the 

genitals, buttocks, and breasts of the traveler being searched.  These pat-downs 

also constitute an unreasonable search under the Fourth Amendment to the U.S. 

Constitution. 

 Both orders were issued by the TSA in their secret “Standard Operating 

Procedures” (“SOP”) documents, starting in or around October 2010 and re-issued 

during regular updates to the SOP.  The SOP is alleged by the TSA to constitute 

“Sensitive Security Information.”  See 49 U.S.C. 114, 40119.  The SOP has 

therefore never been released to the public, however, the TSA has admitted to the 

existence of the orders within the SOP and the jurisdiction of this Court to hear 

petitions for review thereof.  See Corbett v. United States, 458 Fed. Appx. 866 

(11th Cir. 2012), cert. denied. 

 
Dated:  Miami, FL    Respectfully submitted, 

   November 16th 2012              

______________________________ 

           Jonathan Corbett 

            Petitioner, Pro Se 

           2885 Sanford Ave SW, #16511 

            Grandville, MI 49418 

       E-mail: jcorbett@fourtentech.com 


