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_Questions for Review

N, What thndiné does a person have befofe o

Loruma of o non- save/e:gm Stde, with no act of
the United S+a+€.& Longress delzmea%mg Jumsdzc'
tional authority ; and would such persons, so
tuated he hound +o Hhe forums’ procedures,
Processes or Judgmem"s? |

Q) Noes +he lack o Stute houncdaries remove
the Fronsmission of aun‘—lnarn’-y Frown the Stutes’

consh Futionm +o +he que/mmemf' created by i+
over the ahandoned tervitorv and Hae pe&/d/e
there-in, ahsent on act of the Unted State
Cenaress Of(/{o\l(m/‘mi i+ ?

3.) Whet pracedum’_ exists Wl/léféby e person
broug ht hetore con nvalid forum 0)96/0.1[714@ |
Ander +he color of Stade aquha/hLy may contest
ond examine +hat colorable anthordy of
Fhe Forum W)/lé/'é/.’)y +he Forumr miust answer
the challenae with such proof as to Aispose
of +he challenges’ condention end +o cpenly
pstablish i+s' anthority avm{\)umgd/d»am, or
cease and desist in kst proceedings and
relieve +he perSan ot H’S Drocesses and

3ud9 z/wen-f's



Y Provided that e court proceedecl to judgment,
after fuiling +u estalolish Hhe Forums Jurisclic-
Firon in the fuce of o credible cheallenae, can
the foruma latrer produce evidence, +hat vould

hove established jurisdiction n +he court heel
1+ heen nresented hetore proceeching 4o

J'uc,(amem?', F+Fhedt would nic ke Fhe jmdgmlﬁmf'
valid ?



IST OF INTERESTED PARTIES

Supreme Court and Court of A,o,oea/S’

for _the Stare of Mississigpi
PO Box AH9 Tackson', MS 30305 -39

Attorney General for the Stte of Mississipp)
Tim Hood, Gia Nicole Meleed, Tason L Davis,
Alicia Marie Ainsworth

PO Box 230 TacKsorrn, MS 39205+ 020

L&W/‘emcg P Bawrg eous dr., :)—'uo(zje
Harrison C.aun-/-\/ Circuit Court
P.O. Box M6l ~ Gulfoort, MS 39502

Harrison County District AHorne
Pb6.Rox 1180 Gulfoart, MS 39502

Gia Micole Meleod NDirecter T AR
ITrnmate Legal Assistance ﬂrag/‘am; M.D. 0. L.
L33 N.Sfate St Juckson, MS 39203 - 33¢b6
Note: This parky is also pard of Hhe A. G’ ofbice above.

No Party Association
Derrell Clagton Baughn, Office of Atterney Generel
£33 WV. Stzde S+ TacKsony MS 39203 -334s6
Anthony Louis Schmid+ Tr, M3 Rept of Pub. Satty
0.0 éax 5% TacKson MS 293045 - 05S¢
Note!: Both of these poarties had bheen attorneys Ffor
MS Dept oF Correchons, -

SEE: Appendiv R __ ; Docket for A0I6-CT-01353-CoA,
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APPENDTX

ROOK T

Y Miss. Court of Appeals” decision in 2016 -CA-01353- LoA
clated 5™ Sept. Ao1%.

AY Miss. Supreme Courts” order d_enyﬁag Certmwrar: 3;4 )
Al (19-cr 1353 ~CoA  dated 188 Aprl 2019 Aled

Y Miss. Lourt of Appeals’ denial A relaeanlfag in A0ll - CA-
01353 -L0A dated 2A9Y January 2019,

DV Docket Sheet m A0IG-CP-0OL353-LoA

EY Miss. Court of Appeals” Mandate jn 20IL-CP-01363-
LOA dated 98 Muy 2019,

F) Letter Lrom Warden ot Harrison Coumndvu AdllF Leden tron
Center (Saill daded 21% PDecember D010,

G) DocKet Sheet in AUcCH:ll-ecv- OD00UYE, HarriSon Lound:
Circud Court, and tt governng rule LLCCCR. 2.0

MY Habeus Lordus in Pre Conviction’s A LHol-20-4F
QOOKE‘A lHeorrison CouumL\/ Civeud Caurt QB0 Félouaf.y Qoll.

I‘h Petittoner -ﬁlgol *Order Relecsing Petitioner’
dated A3¥Tune 3Aoll.

JY MHearrison £amm+v'£0:rt:u;{’ Lourt f/amscnb+s Frow
criminal ,Of‘e-l-rial hearing n A 4ol “Qoto-A1
w here Cour¥ avens AXUOI-30II—-UT a-}'ﬂaje
A1l tine I5+. Zaded T Fehuary dofa

KY Motion & Relerf frewm Zl'm'flgﬁmo nt’ Aul\o_.[,()(b)("l)[&)
Mewrnson County Circuid Court Lile into
AdUoi- doi-4g cdeded 1618 Fehua/y A0Ilb.

L\ -‘Pe_Jr[Han Eor WAt oF Mancamus © Migs . .Supreme
Counrt daled 5% DNec A06. :

M‘ Miss. ﬁfﬁ@‘ s Courts” Ansuwer -fa_pe#—ih’m fer Wort
of WMah davmus’ deted U NDecember 0106 'y
Letler £revm Circut Courd Sudge eded TUM - R
Decevn ber 016,

M sg Smpmm& Counrts’ Srede o Mano(amus
electodd 192 Docemmber Q0I6. '

N\ \Ma‘H’(N\ Fa/ De A/c:m Qé(/l"eu/' in Miss. §u10f£ma
Loury Adoted 212 Necember 3016.

*

X‘
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ROOKIOL
O Batevans’ ‘/er/x/ Yo Civrcuit Comrts Answer +o

Potibion for Wet of Mandamus ” e Miss
Supreme Coupt- dected NDecewmber .06

Beckevnans’ " Motien to Supplemend #he Record’

’g) ”/.J)akmansl ‘Wehce of A’f-’ﬁ%(i/ \lgeggﬂavl'lah o#ﬁe&wz(;dmo(
Medibicade oF Complizince?- £iled 7 +he Hervison
Louwndv Civrcud Cgmr-}’?"Ar&,ual-afle- qdy.
cdeded 39 Doconaber A016.

CQ\ Bademrcns’ * Pe i¥ion for Im-f'ﬁf}C)C.MJ—o/‘y A peml ’
1 ¥he Miss cou/J’ﬂ/ApPéal_( ceded /&Jf‘@ly 2017

RY Ratenicns’ Breif of +he Aopell ant’ im A01L~TS- 01353~
COA. cleded 1 Septevaber 2017. |

8Y Miss Lourt oF Appecls . denying Bedemcns’ vaotion for

ceconsiderction 42 sSu levment Hae Record
Acted AT Senteva Ae’f-’own.

T) Breif of He Appellee in A0IL-CP-01553-COA
C i(l.-mleo( Q5 ‘NVovember 3017.
R R R AT )
() Reply oF the Apellocnt 1n Boll-LP -01353-CoA
AOUK IT dcted 1 January Aol &. -

V) Mohon for Rehewring in 3016-CP-01352~COA
- deded Octobor 301§ ) -
Miss, Coud of Appéa/; devvel oF f‘elfléa/unz\:’

deded Q912 T&mua/\y 20 19. .

W) LeMers +o Miss Sunreme Courtd ClesK clated
192 Octoher 3018 ank T& Febuary 3019
LeHer Lrevn NMiss Suoreme Conrd ClerK - Aeded

Ut 5 bucon 3019,

X\ Boterans’ * Petition for Writ of Cerdiorars”’ 4o
the Miss - Suorenae Co&r% Aeded Fekua/\/ Ao 19

Y1) Miss. Co:/fe Avn, (1972) § 3-3-1, Boumndeasies as
pubhsheol Lrovn hefere 19090 untk I&'July r0173.

Miss Cede Ann (1972) 1 3'3”/) LBoundenes as
amendeod on A/'itjuly a0l 32.

Z) Miss, Geineral Law of 1990, Chopler 69, Senate
Concurrent ResSalution Mo® £20

AAY Botevnan v State, 267 So 34 793 {3018)
Lortez v Stude, & S0 34 4452069
Dess v State, 71587 Sewdd 161t € a.000)
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Steel (o vilivizens for e Bever Envi ramem{—
£33 WS ¥3.
foenna\%er v Melf, 45 U S. 714

Luther v Bardeh Uy U.S. 1.

State Cases:
IN3S. v, of Hae Sens MC&:A%@/ZJ{?"E

Vede ans v. Miss State famfm‘
+he WAAC.A et al., 774 Se.dd 3¥%.
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Tahle of Authoriries
Rate nicun v Stebe, 267 So3d 793 [201%)

Central R Lo of New Tessey v Tersey Ciyy 309 LS 973,

Cohon v Vt'reiml'a, 19 US. 364,
Cortez v S—l'uh‘;) 9 S, 32 H4S (009)-
Doss v S'f'a%ﬁ} 757 Sc.dd lois (doco).

Ex- par%& Mc Cardle , 74 LS. 506,

First Vational BoanK v. YenKten Counby, 101 U.S. 139,
Grupo NalofluX v Atlas 6lohal Group L.P, 541 U-S. 567
Haines v Kernery -Hod 145 519.

Hooven and Allison Co v. Evatt, 3aU LLS. 652
Leiten derfer v Wehh, L1 US 176.

Luther v. Rorden 1% US. 1.

- Mussissinoi Division of ‘Hné Sens of Contederate Veteraus
V. MIsSI1SSi00i State Conferrence of +he M AACKE,

774 So.dd 3¥F.
Peninever v /Va#, Q5 U.s. 714,

Rose v. Fhmlev . & LA/S. Q).

g}

Steel Co v Citizens for o BeHrer Emn/)fame.ml',‘.’)lz us 3.
United Stodes v Flores , 138 F 2. 1000 .
Veor hees v. JucKson, 35 LA S 449.

1V



N
Vot

Stat ement oF Turischickion
The 3urfsdic4r'c;m oF +his Court is 1nveked wncer
A% U.S.c. § 1357(a).

This Petition seeks reveiw of an ordes Fowm +he
Court of Appeals for the Stede of Mississippi issued on
the A5 of September 3018, See appendit _A

Thoat Court olenred rehearivig on the A9™ oF

Famua/‘\/ 2019, See A’D/Oen//{:'y C .
The Stales’ Supreme Court ddened certiorari on

Hre 10 o April 2019, Petivioner recieved et order
on the gt L A,aril du19, the same day it wes fAled.
See appendiy _8 .

Peri¥iones chid £ile o and recicved an exteution
ot Fime in which to Fle +aic petition. Tustice Alto
evtended +he +iome 1n which Yo file +o,and IlVIC[uﬁflma,
+he 18§ of September 019, See appendiy —J I




Consttutional Provisions, Tr@.a""lfS,_

Ordinances, ond /\’agu/a‘}"ibms Tnrvolved

United Ctates Constitution LU.S. Const.):

Avrticle T: A
Section S’, clause 9,' C0m5r£35 SLI&“ haue the pawe/, s

. ve T constitute +ribunals im’é{)fa/ 4o the .Sufhrem Court.

Section 9, clause A: The ;arivflege oF Hhe writ of |
haheus corpus shall et be sus ended unless whiewn mn
cases of réhellion or tnvasion flhe public safdy aay
require 1+

Section 10, clause | No stede shall enter mte an
treaty, alliance, or contedercdion, grant letders o
margue and reprisal, coln money, eumit bill oF
credit, make ny +hing bt cpold er silver coyn
tender in paymen'f’ ot Uebts ass any hill .
ﬂ“”-}'aﬁner or ex ]Qas% /‘aci leav, Or law /mﬂa/;ng.,
+he ohligation of Laz/l?Lra(an‘, or g/auxﬂ' oy hitle
of naén'/iiy

4

Article Iv: - |
Section |1 Full et cnd credit SLK&H be

lwen 1'm ooch ¢tate to +he public cciks records,
and gucicial preceedings of every other stete.
And +the Congress wiay by geviercl laws prescribe

+he rnanmner T which such cets, recerds, a
proceeding shell be proved cond +he efloct Hhoreot:

Section 3 cla'u.ée_ L' The Cgmgr‘ess shel)
heowe e Powrer = A;Space. ch anJ make al /\eee'!-'
#u.f /‘M/-E_S avw( 7€ Ll’dc"'I’aV\ 1"65/0&4*/’;1/)6 -Hmé ‘/-efx/r/-r//t/

Her progedy helenaing +o the Unted Shetes *
Zlfﬂj nor‘lllﬁ'mgfoﬁf\(l/lm’s Fo?tSh%‘)’l(JW chell hae sa constaed

as 4o pre;judiae cnuy cleim a,ﬁﬂ.e (A ided Shedes o r

Ony p&r‘l/"(_‘},l/lt&/ sdede. | |
Sechion Y The [/lm'*/'cd.Siaizﬁ “shall G/ an doe

o every <dode tn +his uniwon o« fe,oulbltc. Fzir

oF ec)x/e/mww.n-!f, ‘.- '




i4 S Const. Continued:

Amendment V! Mo perzon shall biw ... he

;lifggidogiﬁlaifﬁe, libertv, or property, withaut clue
M/) v re

Amenchment V11 Tin all criminal prosecutions +Hae
accused shell ‘@.Vl\)(/\/ +he /‘i'zjlnif 5 e ses be (nFrmed
of the nodure and cause oF the cccusation,. .. '

?;Amemdmem‘/’ VIL: Excessive bail shell A be

reciuire ; nor excessive Lnes Tmposed, . . .

Amem;lmem+ I X ' The snumerahon 1 +hae

Constitution, of cerdaiin fi‘gh-/ﬁ, shell wmed be consbrued
4o deny or despurage others setnined by +he people.

Arendment X! The powers rot deleactesd 4o
the United Stedes loy +he Constrtution, mnor arohibited
by it o +he Shtts are resesved to the tates, resoect=
vely, or to the pecple.

AW\.&V\O{M,ZI/\"" X1lV! e Me S+&"Q shell vneMe or
enitorce ongy low wh:’_cl/\ s he abndgé Hae pn'n/ﬂeﬂ\és
oOr rtmmianihies of citHzens of +he Unded Skede<;
nor shall any stele deprive any person of hfe,
Liberty, or property without clue process ot lowisy
Nor +u oléru/ tos 2y pe/SaI/\ Loitaiin 11 Jir Sﬂ[('(,*/'wm
the equcl /ameﬁéa-lfl'om of s laws.

Vil



Stote of Mississipp: Lenshituton '
Article 3.
" Secken A1 Repealed. See cvpppendix Z _
Note: Eormer Sechion 2 skeded +he limits and bonnderies
of the stode of Mississippis
« _ The repeal of SecHon 3 o# Article & of the
- MississipQi Lonstihabion ofF 1890 was pro osed by Laws,
1890, ch. 92 ([ Senate Concurrent Resoluhien Mo. 52'0),
and upon rakificotion by the olectorate on Wevewber
0, 1990 was deleted frnn Fhe Conshtution by
roclumetion of Hoe Secreder oF Stede on Wecember:

19, 1990.

Ackicle 30

Section 53 Al palt{'lba/ Powés 1S Vested t'Vl)

Cll/lcl Aerivecl «F/z:zm} Fhe peaplé, 15 Founded uoon
+heir Ll onlv s i< 1 stituded solelu Hor Fae

ool of Hae whdle.

Y T a ¥ Al The Pﬂ‘{/ﬁega oF e vk oF
hobeus™ corigus “shall ot be suepended, wnless '
when 1h the case oL rebellion or ;Vll/&S7,0\/)7 +he -{JML//&
Sty Miay réanire, Nor Luer cotthout the authority
o the leaisleture., ' : .

Ar*}‘iﬁ[e &:'}
Sechion I155: The judges o Hae several courts
Of Hais sdede shall, heford they proceeol +o execute
the dudies of +heir rospechve ewblice ; Yake +Hae

Lollowima oata or alflrmnchon F0 wit ce..

Article 14
Soction AL M oblicers elecked or
appointed o ony affice in +his Stade, exceot
judges and membors of Lej&S/a-Hwe, shell,
hetore. endesinng upon dhe /EClxxa/geva# +he
Auties Hhoreor dmke cnd Subscribe the qéllowfmg

oUa¥Nn ¢ s o

vt ol N
v




State ment of the Case.
pé“lﬁi%iamef, Clayton Paul Betenan (Bakeman),
cid leave +he S’#aj}—e'wf MI'SS}‘S'S;;CM;! m 1927 as
e lhad ewnlisted i Hhe United Skotes Army. He was
| lf\a}marabh/ d:’scln_c_;faeo/ m 199).
Tn Batemians’ ahsence +he Stede did cumend

its’ constitution by repealing its article 4, section 3,
‘Boun claries’s See appenclix . This required

hoth houses of legislature, ond +he e lectorate
'[*’Hf\p_.peap/e) o pass Fhe neasure n o en

\/a%és, and then Sor Fae Secretary of Stute
Yo review s condormity, and proclarm it
1 n+o QQCOW\,Q))'SI/IEJ Foct., The later done on
Fhe 198 oF Decevnber 1990.

ﬁ ﬂm‘rihg Hhat process Pukenan deployed fo
'Saud{l Avrobin on the 5% of August 1990, not to
return +o e Unibed States until ¥he 3% of
AP/v] iQQ/.. Roatenncn did ot return 4o +he
""&V‘ft'}'or\/ Flactk hed heen the Stete of Mississ-

i IIKJFH nkl March of 199H.

Poterman was hodily tuke and detained by +he
Harrison County (H. ) Sher#4 Oepah"mem% [S.0)
o +he 19 of Merch 2009 under +he color
ot on wrarrent Hovn Hae H.C. Tustice Lourt.

A+ the following Mol eppearance 4he Court




read of€ 5 (FAve) stute sttutory Felonies aga/'mSJ“
Butenan, 3 (FPhree) sexual beaHeries, and A Fio)
tusttul Fouching; all clledaedlly againmst A )
his mier Adauglatess. Rutenicn Aicd ot make
any plea hefore Haok Lsrwmn (conrt?3, but rorhes
wiade an atempt o velidate +he forum, and
inforina i+ Flhet he chel not wndersteund Hhe
nature cand Ylhe cause of +he accusaton
aaamst hiv (WS Lonsth; awmed VI, Insonuch

as 4o how ot forum, alledoedly oF Fhe Stedey
or subdivision +hereet, bud possibly censtrincted
otherwise , could he 25{6/#“/)@ gqurisdiction a/%{r
+he a\zbraga'}'lak) cf Fhe Stedes<? k)aumr/fafws
LMiss . const. ark. L,sec. 35 see appendin Y,
wlmcln Fundomentelly alters, cnd cl/)am@@f
the +ransmission of autherity to, and the O,OP/&JLI('/VI
of, the various Lorumns thot construe Fhemselves
a8 courts, operehing within the Skades’ former

territory. This guestionahle and questiondcourt
set Batewmmns' ransom (hond) ot 3700, 000.
See cppencliv 1 pg.d35, Ins §-10; WUS. Lonst, cumend
VI, Two weeks later a different ‘judﬂe’a)[oweal
Roterncn to request o Public Nefender.

I+ s 1W\po/—]'an/r7’ ond relevant to putm”awL |
Fhot +he *States”’ /f)epa/hmem" ot Human Services




LD H9) did eingage Raterann in early sSummer doo$
6/15/'149 “Up 7/1/'5 limi? /‘e.Som/LES,. C’,ulmﬁzza"/ﬁmg» in Hae
termmetion et his parental vights +o his Y (Four)
MWrinor childven in +he H.C. Youth Court, cmidter
£orrnmn a“éd@ed /Iy a%%ﬂté Stede. L[&/‘mil;ng- Sonit
form of jurisdiction, hut unable 4o prove i+ or to
eﬁ-}*aé)/i;?hff'. Ratemans’ f)a/‘é/ﬂ—a'-.fighwl's twere ter-
mrnated s +the 13 a/fanua/y Ao . less Fhen one
weeK be@fe_e Beteran was indicked in the H. (.
Circut Court. |

A+ 4'lna.=rfollawfmq)~ arroaingment Batemenn cgam
click ot plea ¥ +he Com struet-ech Srvmn, but did
challenge +he +rrmms’ Fromsmnitted awH/»om'f'y, and
informed Hae Forun of its due process vicletipns.
See appencliy RA ,ﬂg.é,lmsﬂ 14-27 and U.S. Const.
amends. V, VI XIV,

I+ is relevant +o note that Redenran had /9”9‘/;0"’51)"
wriHen 4o both Fhe Jushiee ‘Court’ ond +he Cirenit
“Court’ requesting the oaths of office fur each of
the ClerKs and +he various Tudges, in a due
d:]igez/nts aH{mp-}-’ o validate eaund establish +hat
various actas are actually agents of +he Skete,
and as such are hound Lo the Unifed Stetes.
ConsFitudion cnd fo +le Constituton of +he
Stude 0‘1[ /V\N\5S3S§i'10102' &vw( l‘}’ gmgmg(m,gm-ﬁs,




See Mis<. Lonst art. & sec 155, emd art iU sec ALS.
Roteron hod even ehirected his Public Nefend er,
Wwhe had enly heen actuclly assfngJ after (ndickment,
to provide Haese public records. AL this Hme neo one
had responded. The Ceurly however F weas constructed,
entered nat guilby pleas for Boteman.

| Dver the $ollounng vyear RBateiman made every
effort to eduncate himmsel#, with extremly limited
resources thot were Hareatened o he denmied (See
covendix_F Y, aond +o reach some undp/g#am/iu{g
as +o how +the Stute, rn the absence oF s’ boundanss,
and Heredore s gaue/eigmlx/ f/owimg From s

Lonstituhion, could construct +Hae vavious forums
cnd Hransmit am*/’lnaril\/ do 1. FM/’I*H/\Qr;‘ hews could
the Stotes’ learslature, or 1ts’ executivey, or any
of i¥s various suh-depurtments and sub-components
exert any amH/Lar'hLy aler +his fundamentel
shif+ i qovemmmewﬁal S‘auereigwix/?ﬂ’lSa, Reterion
hed to educate himself, withouwt any counsel, as
to procedure and process, and +hot usua”y‘)
aund generally, only as +hese procedures cund
prdceSSzS bhecome (vviminent. Theretfore. ...

On +he 9 Fahumry 2011, Batewman Filed into
the M. C. Circuid Court his “Pehition 4or Halbous

Corpus 1n Pre-convickion ., (See annendiy H_),



Under M)’:SS;S.S;')OIOI'S/ Uniform Ceountv e:u/vJ Circu?
Court Prachce CU»C,C-C.IQ) Rule L.07. See appen-
Aty G, 0On the 33 of Ture A0\, after not

receiving o response from tHae Court, epposing

council, or his ewn council, Ratenan Fled his
*Orcder Releasing Petitioner ' in o very poor
atempt ot Sumnacry Tudgment. See afg)oenpl:‘k
I

—————

Ratemans’ newt dppewamﬁe in Court is +he 788
of Febuary A0]3 for several mattes +o he heard
at e pre-+rial %earfmg in the Shkates” criminal
proceedings  aaginst Bateman. Hewever, relevant o
this $or later arguement; 15 that Baterman hod
been continuing +o request the various actors

vaths of oblice and/or bar oaths to-he provided
by' respectively +he Courts ClesK, +he Stute Dishrct

A+orney and s own ceuncil. The only response
ook Bodtrman id recieve was £revn the Courts’
Llerk, who Frrvice s Hut they o not have
the jurisdicHon + grovide +he judges, or thevs
pwn, oot of office, and vhey did ot inform
A whom the proper custodien of such doc-
ments Lwould be., Also, relevant is +hat
Roterman did also £ile inte the Shedes” criminal
process various Huings 4o secure his rights in



that process as it s alfs%nd’ fron his civil Habeus
Ccurpuj Fhad hes 1#s’ O cousSe number, See. a,opel/m({l{

11 , A+ Hhis hea/‘mg on 4he T oF Fcbua/}/ Q.OlQ_

Boteran cdid demand ond recteved an oﬁpo/hum;f'y
Yo present his Jumsz&(lchanal chel iemgﬁ +o the
Forum, however constructecd, Haak voas conteined

i i Hal’)EMS Cornus n Pre- Conidetionn . See

@(topemzllk' . Nete in +ramscfip/’§ 'qu? as

of +his heanng, Hacd the Lourt Aenied "H/lé_
habeus tnd every tling else rutheut any S’me}ng
of evidence 4o the Cow/'/o,/y to @a#emamgt/assér#;oms,
However, a dental is e /u/fwg on e verids.
On +he Y of Febuary 3012 the Stedes’ criminzl
trial h@gu/u and 1n ¥he course o o few a[ays
¥ ends n Poatemans’ Comwcﬁam on U (Four) of the §
[Five) counts +he S-i—ufe, whe has yet +o validete
it<el¥, hus a@u‘lms-l' hivm. Rodermean A;o,oéal;eof.
Rutemans’ cedention, which has y'eFQLa be
ectublished as low#ful, was Yransferred fo +he
Stedes Nepartvnent o Corrections (M.N.0.C.)
i sher¥ arder, ond Rekemmans’ cemnby Public
Netencler +ransterred Ws appeal 1o the Shedos’
DFFice of fmdt’gem‘f Affei'r Public Defender,

PSU\‘H’,V\/Lmn 0(0[ /‘e,pe@bl'ﬁc“y f‘equ,e,ﬂ"/ and J/fccf‘
+his De-Femo(P_r +0 reasser*?' his _jumsafu;-}’lawaf



é'l/\'a“emga i is a,ﬂpeal, ™is attorney refused . See
Q;Opemdz'x LC 1TMaw 3013 . Tin o leter dated 171"May
A0I2 his etdorney intormed NRateman +Hacd his cemnchion
had  been efFirmed ’;’y Hoo Sledes” Supreme Lourt, ond
that he will no longer be reprecenting Raterman.

OF note ot this noint s e et this decision oFf the
Stete Supreme Court did vok get put-cut vnhil Hae
|5t L A'uguSvL Q013. This is not in 'c&mﬁ/m;f-y with
Rule Ul of +he Missiscippi Rules ef Appellette Pro-
cedure (MRARPY. See a:p;pema/i"x__éé__ . In +he interum,
bhetween tHars May afbirmetion and s AMQMS‘}’
publishing +he Skde legislature did oHempt +o
rosdublish Fhe Shedes’ houndaries in statute ot
Miss. Code Annctuted (1972) 1_1"3"1. Hecrvever, o+
appears to he an am[r&M‘y Jurisclickon by s’ |
Wz)rc/imf” ook +he -rep/acéo( IWafdfl'j/w) had said
only Fhot Fhe Stedes houmndories were layed
in +he Miss Conckitution oF art. A, sec. 3.

See waonendiy Y. T s QMPS%I‘OV)&?QIQ w hether
+he 1491"3 lotire had the cubhoty +o replace
ok bhe pecple had fuken £z Haom.

In any casé Reotenman diel Fle )Car naheari'mq
himsel#. Tn +his Filing Ba-%&manﬁlﬁa){_ argmmen“f’
Cwas Hae construchen of e lower CLousrt. See app

ondivx _EE . The relhearing was denied, however;




| One :)-mg‘H(.c’. reuld {:’fgmfnl’, /—\4’ +his /Ja;n‘/’ Ba%mﬂqm
hquw_ Y7} l'dea whel 4= o pfoéedu;raﬂy evnd the

lega? cervices ot MN.0.C. Ao ok include any
comnsel or advice. I Von eles icd c,zlread\/ Knowr

the answer i+ miay take years +o LFind ¥ here.
The current petition finds +s core queshion ot

.,C)cn';/ri' where Retevmnan Files his “Motion For
Rele# Frown Ty vnent’ it ;‘Hﬁé 4. C. Circut
Court (’QM/SMthL Fo Miss. Bules of Civil Precedure
(M R.C.P) Rule 6O, See appendix IS .

This was filed into ﬁa%mams Hubeus Lovpus »

Prer conviction os Haot had vot as yet entered

'+ dedervaination inte Hae record, leaving Beteman .
No order +o oppeal Lrom. Bateman hod asKed +he
Conrts clerK to see if any arder hod lbeca entered.
See cppenaix EE .. This Filing wes Aled on +hae
168 £ Fehuary Q016 as a +rue ZoO(/a) a%cfcl(m?
S-J'rim"/y +he lower Courts handling of the
civil haheus corpus, and nothing in +he Sedes’
crimmnal Convieklon. The intent wus +o ged Hae
Court 4o ender s ruling on the yerfts 1nto
record as the habeus corpus was ot procedurally
daao( ZL&M/&((V\@ +he r'ultfa Hhed governs +he

heheus. See appendiv G
Poteman had +o File a Mamdamws 11 4/144



Stede Suja/’emﬁ Court +o W\m%iua#_ Hhe Circut Courd +o
eaxnswer bhis 60(B). Tt s relevant +o note thed the
came circuit Coud judge handled Batemans’
crivamal +ral, hakeus carpus, and #lhe f2llowing
LO(h). The circuit Lewt misconstrued Batenmans’
LO(R) as o Post-Convichon Celletess! Releif wackion,
and disvnicced o For lack of jurisdiction, since
Bq%@m&tm hed ot casKed Fae S#w/—é Sup/em,z
Yo leave +o return +o tue +Frial court. The
matters conduined in the (OCA) /Oro‘cedur‘a/ly
Nad ot been 1o Hhe Supreme Court ond required
no leave according 4o +he dtext MR.C.P GO,
Iw?-eres%ha to note ot this point Is mn e
Circuit Louwsts” answer 4o +ho mandoamius +he
judge claimg that Batemans’ “Post- Lonvickion”
was Filed on 9B of Fehuory 301). See appendix
A . Thisd was o complete yeaur betfore +rial.
Then +he jmdgé c laims 4o howe Knewn nothig
oF ¥ vnhl the nandomus k)rauéjirf’ i+ 4z has
ctention. This afler he conducted an ore.
tenus hean’mg on +he G of Febuary 2011
filing, The Lourd appearedto be deeply confused.
Ruterman appeals. DNue +o +the lewers courts
construction as a Past-zonvickion, MRoatenian was

uncahle Yo hoave Hhae relevend 4'/amscr;p-7—g



transmited +o the eppellett court, and Yhereter
Boteron weaus Unable +o properly brie $he court.
See ap_,foema( ¥ R, The Stotes Courd of Appeals
disnissed - Beremons " appeal fer lack a%lu/fidf@-
tFlon. See appendix A, Tn s order chismissing
+he CLourt O%Appeals doves show inside £ ¥
Stedernent of the case Hact Letenman head pmsem"d
beth o substanative, and o proceduval o laim
Ba his brief o Hae Court. See &ppgmdz'x _R .
The Court cispo<es of Potewnans was{'amavlﬂ/ﬁl
Clatvm (n o footnohée in 1+ SWVV!-?W;}‘ oF Fhe cuse.
T+ is relevant +o luter argunient Fhat A
Fhrs Foot note they cloim Yot +the 2012 @nact-
rrent of 1@.31’5/&-}1,1/4_ invalidates Baterans’
jLnrisa/fLmema[ challenge Hhicet he hadl raisecl
origivally 1n 3009, and has micinteined
Cam%mMcA“L/ ever sivice. See . S. Const. At T,

Sec. 10, cl. ) 2 ex post fucto. Also note Haod the
Cour+ claince lack of juricdichion, ye+ eniers

upon +he verits of Has case.

Roternan Hles For rehearing. He fs a{e_mlﬁd
o Hhe AGPof Toanuory 3019 See cppendiv M _.
Rateran £iles Ws Pedition for certoirary +o

the Stete Supreme Court and s denidd o 15t
Aph’l A019. See appenciv _X_ . Now,+his Redition,

|0



DNirect Araument

Petitioner, Clayton Paul Rateman, Gﬁahzman) s not -
an atorney, nor skilled in law- or procedure, and
reminds  this Court +hat Sthe Court s required
to construe the /glead(ring oA o pro-se (pro-per)
1N mate  plainti A+ liberally. The United Sdzctes
Supreme Lourt holds allegations of e pro-se
agmp/a}m*/ o less §'7L/;W9€m+ standards +han

Formal pleadings dratted by lawyers] Haines v.
Kerner, Hod U.S 519, 51, and +hat Tpro-se
pieaal:}ngs are 4o e construed generallyy
United States v. Flores, 125 F 3d. lovo (5™

Cir 1998). The Lourt will find +hat Batewian
relies heavily upon s’ past rulings.
Natewan asserds now, at the outset, thot
UlFimmate by he has not heen convicted by any
valid court, as +he Stote is incapohble o
£S+a/o/l'§hf;49 one, That, or at a minimum the
Stede 15 just refusing tu do <o, Baternman heas
not begun +o otrack +he S’-';PmLeS’CDVH/;chm, but
has only attackedthe validity of the ver 1ous

forums’ jmmsdzc-’l-mm
B atermman Wl“ show gross abuse s cnﬁ Wis hasic

rights, thot affect an entive class of people,
resulting from $he State, its actors, or privare

I



persons acting under Hhe color of Stde authority,
Failing to apply +his Courts cdecisions, In +his case,
| Aateman has Challemg_eo{ Hoe construction oF ¥he
courts themselves, and has articu leibed Haok +o
the courts directly +rom %he'begfwfmaj and
repeatedly . Buteman has usedsuch ProcesSes as
were available, and has been abused continualy
by +he Stotes fuiluve +v exomine his issues m
- any meam/'mgrét/ Ley. There are questions of
law, and 1ssues of juskice, herein +hed are
vital +o the Fundoamental construction of our
Republic, and o unchecked could mosk assuredly
unravel our Union. The above reasons itre
wf Fheonselieg c;am/lpﬁ//fm@ cause for ¥his
Lourt +o qfamf' Cevtiorari +o examimme Lurther
the wadter hereuncler presented.

This petition /s feques“}’edﬂm+he Court mﬁ
Appeals for the Stute oF Mzsslssmms order deted
AB® Septewmber A0IY. See appendix _A_. Tin Hik
courts decicion 1 showsthet 715 aweare, in Frir
understanding, of DBokemans’ contentions. Howeves
the primary issue ot hand 15 more systenarc
Hhon Fhe Cowt of Appeals 9-;01" Sama*)'lm'hg wrong!
Whoat Bateman 15 pointing et here is that et

each step  of Yhe way Harough these processes,

Ja-



each creature of Hhe Stube, such as, but nat lwiked
to, judges, clerks, and aHorneys, have werKked 1ndivid-
wally oand collechively to gcclude tlre Fuct that Hhe
Stake of Mississipopi is without sovereigntyr and
operate +o miamtain and conceal +he Fraud oF e’
auvthorty. Thot is w serious claimny the weight of
whieh is not losk upon Bottrman. Tn +he circum stunce
thot Ratevwion currently Ands himsel, his very | /e
i3 possibly at risk before things of +he scope povted
at here can he resolved.

The Court of A,opdals ruling +hat Hars pdf)‘v"fan

seeKs +u have reveiwed 15 nok +he whole of Boatemans”
complaint here, but merely +he result of cumiule bive
symploms of vhe ongoing collechve work to cenceal
whatever vaay be +/am5m/‘¥’4fzz}19 its autheriby, or
fo conceanl e Fuct Yok i+ has no auf"f/ta/f#y.

. Ratemans’ substanative Cavmplafm7l’.fe§4—s UpPoN
the repeal of Skde houwndanes. 7%/5 wes done +o
QCCamPifsh some euvd. Butewman asse ts and helieves
+his was a cession of sovereignty to +the UNinited
Stutes as o other construchion or vperation s
possihle. “We repeat thet bounden)eans s overeingty,
since n medern Fimes, SCJU@f&igmL/—y i3 mazlm/y Yerritorial,

unless a dibberent meamlhg cleesly appears,”

Lontral R Lo ot Wew Tersen as Yegsery Lady, A09 ULS.
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Uy, 479 (1909). YA cession of territary 15 eccession of
)-urisdiohbm Y Rinode Island Plantetions v. Masse.chusetles
37 US. 657, 733 (1838). “All terrdory within Hae juris-
m;.l‘l’a-}"}am of Yhe UNnied States ot tncluded in any
Stede WMS-%- Héteffd.r-t'(v he goycf/mea( Vlay or under
the authority of C’Oml?/‘éﬁ‘ 7 Elrst Mational Bank v.
YaunKton County, 101 .S 129, 133 (1879). Fnally,
afrer readimg in Hooven and Allison Lo v Evatt,
224 U.S. 652,6738 3 and Leitenderfer v Wehh
| bl U.S 176 177 (l?S?), 1t heconmes clear Vet crice
Soveremanty dissolves, that congress musttzke
Sowme direct action 4o establish a new mode oF
operation of e government of fhe territery,

- Whatever cict Congress may poss ordain fmg
$he admmnistration of tHae '-DLE//I,‘I;U:/‘\./ maoy or moy
not extent to i1s constttional euaram%'es such
as Fhe 192 comenclinent cnd 4’148/6@\/ the
C&ms-)'ﬂ—qn"fam gemera”y, Thed 15 serious cnd
extremly scary. BRecause of this possikle

- operation ond Yhe fgoss;'?ai'-’l?wﬁfwamy other const-
l’l/lb)’ll(/l/\s, each wweuld efect Ruternans’
5+ﬂﬂdl’H9 i whatever court he found himself
in. I+ 1S no JitdHe Hm’mg,%lna~lf Natewman does
ot uvm&ré%md 4%4; ma%/tfﬁ_,amd( Fhe Cause
of e cecusution against him,

iy



Rateman has raised +his iﬂéugf/r/m his Lirst +ime
inn Lowt trying to get some clarty on +his one
ssue. Batewan heas precented his contentions,
'paSSl'_}_a/\/ | i pesfect; but well emauﬁh o have ¥he
Issue examined by any of +he various courts
helow. TF the construction is fudally #lawed i+
should be o simple vatder 4o elispose of cund
Flhen Rotennon tvewld vindersdtand his stend-
1%9- cond could oAetend himselF prapéf/y,

" This Jurisdickional challenge 15 nmeridorious cind
g reatly supported by cose leccwvw frovn +hais Lourt.
Batevnun refuces +he general p/'egumﬁ#fon Flact
+he court 1S velid, The Stedes’ constitution is

N O iahger +he daau nmient 4'(am5m:'~)*4—:°mg awutherity
cand Botenwian can Not Lndy, or have provided
tes hina, whalever act of Cangress vaay be the
Source of authorty 1n Fhis ferritory. Betevnan
has asled +he cuvrent congressman for such
et of ﬁcmqmgé as may Fransmit such am”bpa/iﬁ/«.
See appendiv L0, Wi .

- Bateman aSS&/vLS thet he haS the right +o ask
the courks, and for s officerss, to vulidate +he
Jurisdictien +hey ape/aJ/& tander cond 4444/ each
have +he duty +v answer. Rateman could not
even Find any officers of +he vearious coursts.

IS



See appendiv _W,.66,TX (che noun A For }Ofaducﬁal/;)'
Lastly on the substanutive i'ssue several 700))47‘5’
Yo consider. A man heing badmy‘ Areg ged béfa/e.
Some  Fourumn ( horrel-head) by « group of people
+hat 54f/m/t/ refuse +o p/@se,m?}; +he aubhority pnder
wihich —/’I/ler/apé/a71’€ ot Hao Brst instance of o

vne A1tor1ous Cl/}&/lémgﬁ )3 Mliglﬂ/lf reminiscent of

the 18705%, and what geave rise 4o e whole set
of newr civil /fg).n-f_é. pzms/]a/\f, 1+ k)/fv)g_s to vind
the 1760% and éar/y 1770 where sivaular Fhings
caused a new netion +o-be horns Such ceurks
cire ¥he teols of Fyrany woithout exeption.
Roterman tukes these Hungs seriously as he hes
peronally fought 1in a war (Neserd Shield-Nesert

S»Larm) s an infantryman where +he underlying

wasg, where was o line on Fhao gremnd, what
clocumaent said wiiere i+ Was‘, whese daauMam%
was 1 F Md«wlqa ff&&a;@ar% cuthority over that
@r‘oumzj. Raderran was 11 havms ! way to b/)mng
resolution +o +hose Issues. Even now, +he ULS.
i< s»pemdimg hundereds o naillions oF da/la/s
1n e UKraine and Soutrh China Sea cver +hose

Sume -HATVIQS. Bouterans ” gueshions are neot Frive lous.
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Bute mans’ procedural econiplaint, in Hae main, fs,l
his original pre-convichon habeus corpus, where he
had presented Yoe circuit eourd an oppartunity o
cddress s jurisdichional chellenge, #het court did net
follow the governing rule. See appendiv GiH. T .

The rule reguired ew:/y*f’hzim? o be en Hhae recovdd,
and +hatthe petition weuld be exanivied 1n
Short vrder wwith Yhe courd disnissing £ Fivelous,
or directing the cppesition Yo briet ¥he Lourh
Thed cdicd ot L\&ppén, Tstead the coumd voalled
awn entire veour, unkil ¥he oy betore triad,
heture lf)oimlmg_ Za Lléc.rfmg on o meriterians clum,
The hea/fm@ et wes condimcted wus sp0m+ameau5,
and ad hor. The court hes no 1ntension of heasing
fhe Hareshold vaHer., The court enizd +he
petidicn when FHaert Las o Evidence +o Hhae
Contrary Yo Boatennans’ essertion. However; +het
Lourd never endesod the evoer (nto Hhe record
as +he 3auermfmﬁ sule /equ/}/z’s‘ Thad leld Hhe
habeus - predurally alive. Batewon £les his
Bedidien for Relelt Hroma 'judqmem#/'é[)[k')ﬂ/)[&)
(See appjamdlfk#/ﬁ_) aa'.am/hins' +o Fhe vule (See
a,ofaamdtxhi-_l:_). The habeits hod ol been 4o

the stoute Supreme Lourt so +he jurisdichon
hoc never been Yransterrecd Yo '+, Yherefore
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no leave was f@qul‘f‘ﬁd Fromn Hae higher courd, cury
sdedunte 4o Hie contrary ma%wi%s%umd{wg, T Petenians”

hokeus and his LO0h) he does not cdtack cunything
other Ylacn +he conbruckion oF Vhe couvrd cnd
thie Fraud perpedrated ipon % ov by it. Batenns’
loO(h) vvus b Fre (bO(h). The Stede at ne hive
estahblished its jurisdichon in Hhe presence of
Poternons’ clhallenge. The State heas repeckedly
dfsrzgaralﬁa( < own rules and devasstred-ed an
extreme bins. The Siake helieves i# may creote
JurisdicHon by €iat. " The Siute contends FHact
Auaterman must Fle oo Oost- Comviction Nelei
wmotion. Tn such e filing F 15 required for Yhe weit
+o Iorfmé QA and ocwrgiie every issue Yo eves be
roise with fowe excepFions. The Petitioner ias
only 2 [+hree) yewss 4o Fle Hs all-1velusive
peHMom, Podernan has gémvff&/’l/b ;ZSM/’C//H’MQ

one 1SSue «»Kar 1) (Fen) ehrs cnd s+l wial/ mot
e /On’fpa/:fd 'Em(/mg.ln, Even go Radeniau has
AOM*":Z’V\M(A”V Ch&”x’%m@fﬁ{ M Siete cand con nat
get an answer o his 51,1/14;024 Hareshold matter.
Patenan contends thodkheowes no cduty +o the
Stode 4o follow $heir rules when Yhey Hhemselves
do et He has done emoug)n o get an
anNsas er,

I3



The people of +Hhne Stede of Mississipps did, by +heir
vote of +he LA Novewber 1990, repecl the e xtersior
evieleries of the Skedzy evnd there by Hhe Stedes
sovereign fy. I# is well esteblished Mot c Stede isa
body polite with a defineel +erritery. Who s 4o
defineg 7 Originally, +he United Skdes Congress
circumscrihed +he H/mi—a/y, and enabled VYae
reovple therein o organize o Saue/emg.z/l Stzde
and oo constitubtion Jo govern s %h/m/rg L.
Soythe pecple o +he Ferritory Fhemselves decide.
See ! Miss.Const. Ark 3 sec 5. Now you can nek Find
where Mississipps is. T evists o5 o legal Construct,
and as e Cafparg+/bm, hut where s 17 gf&g/a/ah:é/y?
TF i#s’ Sovereianty 15 dissolved, +hen its’ constitudion
has no acinthority to transmit, cnd +he go:/e/wwm~i’
acﬁmg under 15 infirva cond invalid. The Uwnited

Sterdes Longress 1’)&5 Hue (nheirant am*}/l/)aw{-y +o
control cond govern ithe 7‘-£/rn’1/ry no longer %)

Ve State, See: U. S. Lomst Ark TZ sec.3cl’d .
 This Lourt Was reneatedly held thot each
of Botemans’ asseAlons of Constration i3 vahd,
anid would Whove 4o reverse Hself +o chsallow

Bm-}emams chmg‘/’/br"lam
Even the Stedes’ /4:314/§~»L court says war{-
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1 there s no exishing lew estublishrng or wrevul—
guting + for the steuta Fhot IS Fhoretere enly
useyoe cond custem, eand Yhe Supreve Lot
cAdeves not have j'uriﬁdfaﬁOM over 1 See: Miss,
Div. of Hae Sons of the Confederate Veterams v.

Nat. A<so. for the Adv. of Celered Peggley 774 Soo

A 358, 391-94, appendix LL.,
Whot-ever Congress mway have emad»fa(, /?famyﬂu}g,

could have oo wide t/a/fe,‘f-\/ o possible situations
result, I# is paésible. Hut everytlhng Is in ofdes
thot there 15 no Faud avd the courts o Hhis
teoritory are in friet cuotevized o act as they
Ado. Tn thcd cuse Bedencn shanld thove been
ghown how such cuthoity was fronsnntted.
However, i+ 7s nwore likely that such hed Such
on ack of Congress existed 1+ would heve loeen
presented as evidence 4o es}ab//’shju/fsdrz#an,
Faerelove Botermonn contends et such con ot
does not 1n fuct exist. For Fhe Stade 4o wresent

(+self 43 Soveredgn 1s atraudy andis supporied

loy evefy‘a&}« committed 1 s’ name.
No United Stotes cibizens have 4o he -lowz/yers
Juast do ensure +Haot +he court +hed ~H/\ey Lind

+nemselves in s at least e valid court?
If resistance is impossible, camphance 1s compulsory.
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Ul +Himedely Hais 13sue 15 one Haat should be ruled
on by this Court, as anv indferior court ruling would
‘n s Hurn be bmughf’ hetore +his Court Fo Veweve
Confusion ond possible awﬂalgu;fy The conduckt
comnlomed of here 15 of sericus 1mwnert 4o he
nation avt larat. Whiet tculd 115° Stode Oﬁa%fﬁbc
¥ half or vaore of Hhae Setes, for whatever
reason, dissolved ey bouwnderies? Then A
Congress did not act 4o govern, oryas had, i+
acted uwpon tach Aifterently. Ther 15 a highly
distnrhivg  examgle here iF you but Jeck.

There-ére) Retenian Aroys Flais Honwrable Cowit
grant +his petition and etamine it Hae
ctdlers cund 1SSes herein raised cnd oreSented.

1™ day of Septemher 3019,

Respectéully Subm [ +red,

Clavten Pauul Ratervian
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