SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

DCCKET NUMSER: 22 ) - 62

 PAUL POUPART
versus

STATEIOF LOUISIANA, ET AL,

CERTIFICATE OF PRO SE LITTGANT

- A, I, Paul Poupart, & federal citi
zenr of thie country, now certify
that the follcwiﬁg application for
rehearing is restricted to the gro
unds specified in Rule 44(2), of
this Court's rules, end is present

ed in good faith:ébsent-any delay.

"Further Deponent Says Not"

Paul Poupart (pro se)

Elayn Hunt Correctional Ctr
6925 Highway 74, Fox 4

Post Office Box 174

Saint Gabriel, Louisiansg
T0776~-0174

(225.642,3306)



SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

DOCKET NUMBER: Q| ~& 3

. PAUL PQOUPART

versus

STATE OF LOUISIANA, ET AL,

APPLICATION FOR REHEARING

1, Now entering this honorable
court is the Petitioner, Paul M,
Povvart, a living humen being,
who is cénfined in a state fécili
ty pursuant to =z érimﬁnai'judémen
T by such sﬁaie. |

2, May this é,ppliéa-tion/petition

please this court today,

GROUNDS FQR' RELIER

1. On Ocyober 5, 2021, this Court
denied an application for the gre
2t writ of certidfari filed by
the pro se ?etitioner.

2, This'petition comes timely %o
Rule 44(1), of this Court's rule

s, and Petitioner%humbly réquest

1,



ed a2 writ of releass from his judg
ment of conviction of LSA-R.S. 14:
122, purspant to the decision in

Seals v. MeBee, id..

3. Because of the intervening cir

cumstances in this case that have
a substantial and controlling eff
ect of Petitioner's privileges &
immunities to the Fourteenth Am
endment of +the Uﬁited Stotes
ConStiiution, ne believes he is
being denied his. Tiberty under
the order of dehi?l by this supre
me court on Octoﬁer De |

4, Because many éqmmoﬁnnlaw'do
have a nature tofeﬁsure finality
- the order of denisl is the

case in this matter. No more
netitions for the apnlicant ever
in his naturalvlifeo This . denizl

ig revwugnant to the Fourteenth.

{

Amendment, id.s, and its privi-.
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e and immunities clause that

14

other states have conceeded o -~

fo
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- the freedom of & defendaent

if convicted of :an unconstitut



ional state statute, This event is

o fact to Petitioner'e liberty 1nt
erest in the United States P?tlﬁUulOFe
For error, the rule of law apnlies

to more than one individusl and

this Court has denied Petitioner

where he vroved the invalidity of

2 stetute of the State of Louisi

P

E..Jo

ane where it waes drawvn into more

then one cuestion zbout the fraud

of the state judicizl system to

1nteqﬁloa911v disregard the liber

O

ty interest of freedom here today.
Title 28 USC 1257, .

5. For other subsﬁanﬁial grounds,
‘Title 28 USC 1-6524, states that
gtate lawe are reaquired as rules
of decision by this and these
Courts of this nation.

6. The rights of an individual
cit;ﬁen ig onined to the matter
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te the very issue of

where Heck, id,, gectually stands
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n relation to 2 petition seslk
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deral relief from a state

law, Louvisiana changed ite lew



mursvent to the ruling in Seals,

id., and if this Court determined
in Yates, id,, that a2 state court

must make a constitutional right
retrozctive if it determines the

outcome of _the challenge, the ord

er of denoal is abridging the fun

2

camental right (substantial) to
vetition this Court for an opnion
under the Firet Amendment.,

- Ts For these resasons Petitioner
.Tf uects that this Supreme Bench
rehear this case todéy seeing the
intervening circumsténces that is

affecting his liberty in this

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREPORE, I, Paul Poupart, now
pray that all equitable relief be

afforded me this days

_Z/ﬁ?/ -

Paul Poupart (pro se)

" Flayn Hunt Correctional Center
6925 Highway 74, Fox 4

Post Office Box 174

Saint Gabriel, Louisiana 70776
(225.642. 3306)




SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

DOCKET WUMBER: ~ 2)-~ 62

PiUL POUPART

versus

STATE. OF LOUTSIANA, ET AL.

ORDER

BY ORDER OF THIS COURT, THE PETI
TICY FOR REHEARING BY PETITIONER,
PLUL POUPART, IS HEREBY GRANTED

THIS DAY,
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U.S. SUPRREUE COURT JUNTICES



