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LIST OF PARTIES

Dd Al parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

[ 1 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
_ petition is as follows:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

bq For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _ﬂ_ to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at A ; or,

T
[ 1 has been designatred for publication but is not yet reported; or,
gﬂ is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _&6_ to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at /= ; Or,

L
[ 1 has been designated f'or publication but is not yet reported; or,
D(l is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _K‘”/_ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at vl ; or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the 4\/}/]/ court
appears at Appendix PZ;@ to the petition and is =
[ 1 reported at A ; OF, e

[ ] has been designated for pu’olication but is not yet reported; or
[ ] is unpublished.

y

L. 6 ‘7



JURISDICTION

@Q For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was Tuup«b]/ AY, 20(8

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

I)(] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: MA;/ AS, do/8 , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendlx _c .

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including __agl— (date) on __o/ l[ﬂ/ (date)
in Application No. A ’

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1254(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was Aﬂ4=/
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
N/ , and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appeafs at Appendix %

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including M (date) on A7L (date) in

Applicatiqn No. M/&A’#&_

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a).

207 9



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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06/07/18

/s/Leroy Lamont Wells
2500 Westgate
Pendleton, Oregon 97801
Pro Se

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

OFFICE OF THE CLERK

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20543-0001

Leroy Lamont Wells, RE: 9" Cir. No.17-36029
Appellant, 9™ Cir. No.17-35696

. CLARIFICATION OF JAILHOUSE
V. LAWYERING ON BEHALF OF ANY

PERSON IN OREGON D.O.C

ELLEN F. ROSENBLUM, et al,
Appellees.

Deér SUPREME COURT; andCounsel for Defendant-Appellees,

The Petitioner has previously submitted correspondence to third-parties regarding his
absolute cease and desist of assisting any person in the capacity of a so-called “Jail
House Lawyer” as recognized by the Esteemed Legal Organization National Lawyer's
Guild, and the Courts. The basis for Petitioner's decision was Oregon Department of

Justice's refusal to settle the civil matters informally and it's absolute refusal to recognize

CLARIFICATION SUPREME COURT Leroy Lamont Wells
2500 Westgate

Pendleton, Oregon 97801

ProSE10QF 6
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the potential precedent that would be set in the event of a judgment against the
Defendant-Appellees, and the Petitioner doés not seek to aid any convicted sex offender,
murderer to pick-pocket. The charges matter. A large part of Petitioner's decision was
his being threatened, oppressed, disrespected, segregated, assaulted and dpenly hunted
by the State. Backing off assisting others seemed to give brief reprieves ﬁo@ attack.
The Petitioner sent correspondence to Oregon D.0.C's Director Collette Peters, Oregon
Attorney General Ellen F. Rosenblum, Inmate Communications to Eastern Oregon
Corrections staff, and to third-parties renouncing Petitioner's further assistance of others.
;l“he Petitioner hereby respectfully corrects his error and clarifies his position and hereby
rescinds his earlier position. |

The Petitioner cannot withstand the attacks on personal, political and constitutional
levels perpetrated by the State of Oregon against uninformed, misinformed, and
disadvantaged individuals incarcerated in violations of Oregon Revised Statute
133.110 Issuance. “If an information or a complaint has been filed with the magistrate,
and the magistrate is satisfied that there is probable cause to believe that the person has
committed the crime specified in the information or complaint, the magistrate shall issue
a warrant of arrest.” In relevant part, and Rule 8 Process A. PROCESS “All
process authorized té be issued by any court or officer thereof shall run in the name of

the State of Oregon and be signed by the officer issuing the same, and if such process is

CLARIFICATION SUPREME COURT Leroy Lamont Wells
2500 Westgate '

Pendleton, Oregon 97801

Pro SE 2 OF 6 ’



F

issued by a clerk of court, the seal of office of such clerk shall be affixed to such
process.” In relevant part, and Rule 9 Service and Filing of Pleadings and Other Papers
C. FILING; PROOF OF SERVICE “Except as provided by section D of this rule, all
papers required to be served upon a party by section A of this rule shall be filed with the
court within a reasonable time after service. Except as otherwise provided in Rule 7 and
Rule 8, proof of service of all papers required or permitted to be served may be by
written acknowledgment of service, by affidavit or declaration of the person making
service, or by certificate of an attorney. Such proof of service may be made upon the
papers served or as a separate document attached to the papers. Where service is made
by telephonic facsimile comrﬁunication device or e-mail, proof of service shall be made
by affidavit or declaration of the person making service, or by certificate of an attorney
or sheriff. Attached to such affidavit, declaration, or certificate shall be the printed
confirmation of receipt of the message generated by the transmitting machine, if
facsimile communication is used. If service is made by e-mail under section G of this
rule, the person making service must certify that he or she received confirmation that the
messl,age.was received, either by return e-mail, automatically generated message,
telephoriic facsimile, or orally.” In relevant part, and E. FILING WITH THE COURT
DEFINE.D “The filing of pleadings and other documents with the court as required by

these rules shall be made by filing them with the clerk of the court or the person

CLARIFICATION SUPREME COURT Leroy Lamont Wells
2500 Westgate

Pendleton, Oregon 97801

Pro SE 3 OF 6



exercising the duties of that office. The clerk or the person exercising the duties of that
ofﬁce shall endorse upon such pleading or document the time of day, the day of the

~ month, the moﬁth, énd the year. The clerk or person exercising the duties of that office is
not fequired to receive for filing any document unless the name of the court, the title of
the cause and the document, the names of the parties, and the attorney for the party
requesting filing, if there be one, are legibly endorsed on the front of ;che document, nor
unless the contents thereof are legible.,” and AMENDMENT 14 Section 1. [Citizens of
the United States.] “All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to
the juri'sdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein they
reside. No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or
immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any person of
life, liberty, or property, without due process of law; nor deny to any person v&ithin its
jurisdicﬁdn the equal protection of the laws.” In relevant part, which deprivations are not
harmless. The denial of Due Process and issuance of Process pursuant to ORS 133.110,
which process is described in 131.005(14) General definitions. “Warrant of arrest ¥
means a process of a court, directing a peace officer to érrest a defendant and to bring
the defendant before the court for the purpose of arraignment upon an accusatory
instrument filed therewith by which a criminal action against the defendant has been

commenced.,” causes any judgment rendered upon a conviction void. Until a trial court

CLARIFICATION SUPREME COURT Leroy Lamont Wells
2500 Westgate

Pendleton, Oregon 97801
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issues Process pursuant to ORS 133.110, in Oregon, and service of process is proper (the
first primary requirement of acquiring personal jurisdiction over a defendant), the trial
court has no power to render a judgment against a defendant, and if the judge renders
judgment against a defendant without first acquiring jurisdiction over the defendant, the
judgment is void, and is no judgment. TERM void judgment. TEXT: “A judgment which
in legal effect is no judgment; a judgment under which no rights are acquired or
divested; a judgment which neither binds nor bars anyone. Stafford v Gallope, 123 NC
19,21, 31 SE 265. A judgment which because of want of jurisdiction is entitled to no
respect whatever but may be entirely disregarded or declared inoperative by any court in
which effect is sought to be given to it. 30A Am J Rev ed Judgm t 45. A judgment
which is an absolute nullity, so that its invalidity niay be asserted upon either direct or
collateral attack by any person whose rights are affected, at any time and at any place.”
Therefore the Petitioner will assist any person who's rights are affected in this manner in
the united fight against mass incarceration of American citizens and to prevent seizures
of persons absent judicial determination of probable cause. The Petitioner is a respected
member of NLG our newest staff, Kimmie David - bfﬁce Manager NLG National
Office has received Petitioner's pleas for assistance in his own instance of suffering these
very deprivations in the above matters, inter alia. The fact that these deprivations named

herein are prior to arraignment in criminal matters, a defendant is not constitutionally,

CLARIFICATION SUPREME COURT Leroy Lamont Wells
2500 Westgate

Pendleton, Oregon 97801

Pro SE 5 OF 6



legally or lawfully brought under the adjudicative process of the criminal court, and is
therefore innocent. Thank you for your attention in this matter. Please, if any take
exception to Petitioner's decision to limit his assistance to the specific issues herein,
please contact the Petitioner. Oregon has a problem. America has a problem if one
person is allowed to be seized absent probable cause for the purpose of arraignment in a
criminal matter. Respectfully.

06/07/18

- /s/Leroy Lamont Wells
2500 Westgate
Pendleton, Oregon 97801
Pro Se

2
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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