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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

(1) Uuder )r_(we doctRive. f share decisie all tribudal ECERLISING,
wbeRor ueediction Ave Resuired Yo Tollsw deeision of
Couglis ExeReisg SuperioR Juelsdiction.  Respondewt supee-
Lo B used Fo Tollow he Sinal decision Avd Vaws eited of
A appellafe toudd 4 Cooper v Velez. TThe Velez Coudh
Gred LS. Supeme Rourt Chse WeeK V. Humpheey s12 us.
%77 Yo dispast. & this Cage . Did Respondents Comply
with theie urisdiction undse. the aw o share deessis T

(z) The US. SUPREME Consd W Heek v, “ump\’l%.)h S12 w8, 47T 480
Wields “A suib Cewil) i lasitied A habeas ‘Corpus " under.
Certan conditions, “if A party is challengig hie sewtence oR
cowichioN? The Coopenn v. Velez coul devided perihionee
Coopen whs challeiging his senteice on couviehiol ang shafed
“Wo caust & Action had atceued! Do Resyondents coudts
e A final Judgmend wow have Jurisdichion [ Authorily To
popt its b belie? and decisiol i Reaard Fo Hhe Cooper

Y. Velez aage undee the docteiNe o Staee dewisic ! (Rere
Faning o e appheation of Heek v. umphrey, sizus,
417, ugp) © S .

) \Whether Qxx;\)é& v. Velez can be declaed 4 cwil qwit
 Whed it (s dismissed puesuant fo HeK v. Humpheey si2

us. w7480 Sor hallenaiiy pefhioner Coopee. tovic -
Tiol / seatence ? o '. |
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LIST OF PARTIES

[ 1 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
[Vﬂ&ll 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:

@) Mot Coudy Superior Couel

(3.) U\(?ok&{l\ SuQREmE Cour¥ o
(%) Qoo?a& v. Goodufin, exaL. veal fachies i Taferest.
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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 Jjudgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

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

to

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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix c to
the petition and is

[ 1 reported at : ' : or,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
M/ is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix _ A tothe petition and is

[ ] reported at i 301, -
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[\/r 1s unpublished.

The opinion of the S‘A?E\ZIOK ANC& A?i\)i“’ﬁﬁ court
appears at Appendix _ B  to the petition and is

[ ] reported at : ; Or,

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

IV is unpublished.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was

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

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including ' : (date) on (date)
in Application No. A .

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

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was t-26-13
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix ‘

[TA time}y petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
N/4 , and a copy of the order denying rehearing
appears at Appendix : » =

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including N/A (date) on (date) in
Application No. A .

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

HeeK v. \’\\AM?\TY\EYI ElZ w.S. %7171 480 -
PookriNe of Stare Dewisis .



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

T, Cenig Cooper.. A prisoner of the Stafe of Talitoraia
Commenced Hhis Action by Tiling & state JorE ComplanT fn 2015

Tu w001 T plawifd Cooper,was declared A vexatious
Vitvgaet by the Califortia Courls. .

1, s;\m\ﬁ(*?‘% Canper. AWEASEA the Mar '\lquNJYy Su&pE&ioK
Courls deersion Alleging the Calitoruin Coucis have weangly
devided one of his cases. T further Alleqrd thet the Califor-
Nin cougls declared plandift a vexshious |itigant by impropeely
cousting Tooper V. Velez s A Civil case Sor purnoses of the
vexations \higand determiation, by way of weit o Mandste

o the ahest Courl of Califoriia. A copy of that Maideie
15 Attached As Appevdix oD |

T, petifioner Cooger, Confended Shat the stale courls wis-
Applied The Rule Fram HeeK v, Humphmey, 51248, 477, 430
Cvaaw) s whe it Counted Cooper v. Velez AS A Lvil Case For
puepeses o Hhe Vexatious \ihinawt deteeminahion AN violated
e doctrine of stare deeisls when substituting theie dewision
for hat of the Cosper v. Veler Fivual detiaiod. Appendicel B £,

T pebibioner. Coovery punsued Mandate i e Nothera
Didrict Sederal Court who dismissed Fhe wirit Sor o juris-
dichiol, A copy 13 Affached As Appeidice L. . -



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

A shike court has deeided A inpoer AT auestion of Sederal
| At bas wet beei . but should be. settled by ths coudt .

_b& his dt.u'éaé AN impodf\\ﬁ Trderal @u&ﬁ oM W A WAY *\1&& Lom“ \fQL

with Relevad dewisions of this Conet. |

The U.S. Suprere Couel i Weck vo Huwophrey, SiL ws. 417,480
beld: “ 36, wegard less of fhe relief souglrt, the plawtist i A el Righfs
achion s challenging fhe \eaality of Wis convietion, . . .. ¢ Yhe
sut 15 classified As Al application Tor hbess corpis™. . .

Whether the'suck is classified A habess corpus” is e @uestio
before this court Today. Responder®s Coud conflict with relevast
deusions deeided by e Wesks Rule o Hhis courls this suechio

~ Tus ot been . bt should be seftled by his couel. “This ouesTiol

have Nabional importanT Sor siwilARly situsTed because A plan-

T recieve A strabie ok A el achon that uss classibied as
Wabsas torpus by this Courl. See Appendiy ., Cooper v.\elez.

flso, the doctane of share deeisis is implicated whed & infee-

108, Lourt, wevuse o Sollow the decision oF & Court with Supeior.
_J_umd\@ﬂom . | .

Respordens W Hhis case . e Superior Yheough \“M Couet
who Allowed the superior towrd Yo First overaule A Fival juda-
ment by A AypellAlE coust i Cooper V. Nelez Mso Faded to

Solow decissans Maw cied iy Ahat case being A US. Supreme
Cougf Case ErRONEOUSIY.



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Cowsa, Coopy

Date: 1- 1Y - \‘3



