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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

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at_________ _______________________ _____  Qr
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported’ or’ 
[ ] is unpublished. ’

The opinion of the United States district 
the petition and is

[ ] reported at__________ _ _______ _____________ . or>
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported’ or’ 
[ ] is unpublished.

For cases from state courts:

court of appeals appears at Appendix to

court appears at Appendix to

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix ^— to the petition and is
[ ] reported at_______________________________________
[ Uhas been designated for publication but is not yet reported­
ly] is unpublished.

; or, 
; or,

opinion of the Coal Coufl \y 5faVe. PiVtr/cll~ 
appears at Appendix to the petition and is VpubUsUeST
The . court

Ok\oho/^ CcarTof Ap/WsotAerTo P-^r^C^urT
io r evident/ary h&*Uf)%yCtjpp&a£s aXAppend / >c C

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] No petition for rehearing was timely filed im my case.

C 1 A pe‘iti0"1?5r was denied by the United States Court of

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari 
to and including '
in Application No.__ A

* The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C.

was granted 
---------(date)(date) on

§1254(1).

For cases from state courts:

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
> an J a copy of the order denying rehearing

°iAyzi

appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari
to and including----------------------(date) on_____________
Application No.__ A

was granted 
(date) in

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

2.



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

United States Constiojici\x\\l CSectj tin l^)

5hatl ciay stode deprive any person of (1 -fe,Uberty 

tV\ q at <dae< -pToeess of I aw -, no r c\ a «\ \| Tc q(\y 
tl s ^ u r i c(i 1 €. e<~| u ct( p rofecl t o m df I av\P

1& use § 1153 Ca)
Ainy Indian vnAo corvWiTs a^diM5T the person nr pr0pzv[y 

? ' G/icnhe-'r \^1vcdA or either person a^vy of frh&-foltew- 
i ^3 <S1S i tncx<a \y rri'dcd'e.r
countCry i shall subjeettb f /7<= same / 
pen a tides as c,[l ©ther persons co.Vic^ a^y 

of i he ^t-bov/e tenses, Lxjitk in The ^xcUsive \mjtis-
<d ict i 0|/i G>f The Urn [text Slvte-s .

* n<?r
or prep-erty w-t 
parson ivtvh'

<• •

•' " ^-' i T h (i\ / in 1 ra n 
C\ \KJ CX^d

IdUSCf JI5l(2x)
Ferma Crecognized treaty boundaries) Qinci informql 

CtnbcxV trust lands) reservati<ms C.nduima r.^Ts-d?
Way /rends), J

3



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

”f7\& Ok led, o /-via Cd uvt af / appeals- ckc/ckd c\n i^porf-
a/lf federal ^£stlon /n a. veuy that COhf l,ct
5 totes V, Dasji^ey Si F, 34 C/0+u» C,r 1333}

*l,oW<^ tosbxwA,the CkWiowa courts dec.s.o* v/«tt/^e.
^ He LX51\Ads- c\ m&wiciiAcds uatk state. Go ,\ y ,4 f oa c y Toff H 
5 rote had no autko r,1v h: .^pcse.. TAe Court ^fry/nate, pre-
ierue Dopty void cemvregions thef the slats. neM<a_r KQcV ^uV/^r- 

tty fa impose. FA-2 state courts decision vOlates bedrock pr»'fl-
C'pks £>f due process a*Tci c e^urT-s ~ old ic^erstanckVi^s of 

/labeas cerpust.ft cc,.w , fit & n sfctnd W</We a -stofCe Ucks
UuUor.tn/ to the condud, Aqb^r courts
howja Ion <$ 3et a51CU y^d cy/uenTs Ay <x cc^rt ttbl Lets ^u<*i5~

vf Ifl Un ii<e<c!s vaj

if

d,ctio n
PAe. /Ma^or Cr/mcs. Act ,s the. ^unsedict'/oma 1 sTatftt bVtke. 

\e.«.A^T of fp.s cq«e.,-.it applies- to en^weretted c\riMcs cc\V\T

m it Tea by Udm^s in 'r) a d t arnCo a nfr y* uo h e n T h e KlC Rappi-
i'e-S, ^u;r i icfion vs <sixc!a.<sioe\y'fkderak s-ee> Nea^nscft f 

V' Samuels 50? U , s. fT, 103 C RS3]CFederal junsd/ct 
ove-ril‘& oftenses Ccaered by tke F\C ft ,'s ^elusive of steps 
^vr.sd/ct^n QquvdTcir(0/\3 OAfitfcA U,. S. V-. Sc^eis qbg F ^cd 
/oS8, /otzO^CFmaJC^e State of OkLW^ doe*
mrkav^^nsdicr^H c^ciCMminal of feHs-e co mm / fTed 
bj C«e Udiavi cvnsM,er,n i«diQH CV^vySCro^Tf
V. s+fte SfS R ^77, V^CoMoi.Cr/VK^pn.Pn^Cauite

tke. state, of OklaWa.tWs Ast k*v/e (uri sekefion

OMer cr./*€S copnAiFf+ed by or m U-
I 0 rY / v— q U ®fg\.T i 0 >\S C> > Y\ if ff cf) fAe. p<?l/CV <of /eaVMC^

/mdia^s freefre/n Stqt<e_ ^<Ansc\\ct/on a^oj control \ s dee.p-
iy FoeW irtfk.e. nqt.on's KistcrytR;^ y, A|5^ 32.HU F
7@ 4? /-70^ C) q 4 5) Cc.it, n^ rc<esfcLr V, Cec rqia M \ (j o
Cb Pef) S/5 £1832) ucorcya o»U,jr

(if Dc\viS itfS- »-tl7 Li/ S. 333, f4 S, Ct, 22 OfYf)
fke 5 mp re me. Court Keid t /, dt toKerecx habeas-petitioner
A as bc?e ft coin/, efed <rf v//olotihc^ cvfexoo Qj/id i>fte.r\/^/j//-l^ 
detisi7n •estatl/sties tKqttJl€ pelt,oners conduct wets not 
cx v • o\ct i o n cot fUat lauj f k en kofa^S re\, ef j s 
40 u-5.3^-31 5M S, Ct-tifg/

I on

qppropri afe.

t



AltAougla Devi's lywaWed c\ cViqn^e in nan Constitution c*. 
5 ubstant \/<o law ratter tb

l
|'n noy\^con-

5 hi of / 0 IacjvII y based ^urisdLtc.T/6 hc\ rule. , p<£\it, 
tends tue ;^p«se is amU^'to Davis than

I i*TIo\-\ eurpa, \ATk& msfQMTaq?£,th£Trial COart 
n€v;&r had ‘yit/sdi'ctfo m 6ve.r pe+t’+mMer's coare.sirv\\lar 

ih Tl\*. restt In Dc^v'5;r^i's court can concludetjoqt 
dUv^^Meh^t^ntcred by ~tU e triad court ,n tte absence 

ot jurddktbmtnKerentk, resets in c\ complete nhscar-
f^exo^e. otjustice and presenTs exceptional ei rcumstam ce.s 
i"^aT justify collateral relief ^ Dav/s M»7 U,5. 3 MU-47 

^ ' Ct 2.2. ^ 8 Cqudfat i o m >na c V< s © /m it ted)
( be instant Co'se does not involve. <\my n$.yv eon.st/tutoY\~ 

al nales esf on mi nail pfoeecWe, RdVr tke eda/mn^ in
T° +'<« yupiicW 0f tU (.4^, piArsuc\nt

7& 3efT'<SS Kt+.ce-'1 +f"s Uri.tec) -States awA + |,e f ,\>e Wil- 

i^d Tribes- MoTioh and subsc^'Kent le^sUtiou as
preTed by Ue federal coarts to ,mfo 5e cv/^inai penedfeje

1 k /v\o.<3tVf /noldin^ ^cWed wkeai am Utam covn^-fev
Cx cr/>*7e ~e_htNj'Vierota.d imtbe IY\ Q ^ uj dti i n |mc\ic,n country 
T^e sWfe La^ks subject/matkw vunscli ct ion btcCnVt V. 
6klaUma IHO S.Ctz.ij$2C2O2<0 and ,’+ w«s detersmedHe 

Mwsco^ee Not/cm nssenyat/oin bad not beej/i disesfxb\kk- 
<ed by Comcjpesrs'-* /tc Gift saxp 
laws' qppked esue^tbe (

am U
loner con-

tkis case relate

tnA eoe n t bo H e state
ds u/'ftU\ A tket'vvsiordccAV

betxndoori-es' otkAe Masco/Mot/cm dor e>\j^y c\ by marred
lYear5 • L^sytiAC^ t'heuscxrt fd.s of WA/ncdeS ■SClWM'ig void Jet7fcHc“e.S 

prisons vs/bo wore dented due process of Javjp qparctMtsed
fey’tl/KtlitC.A. FouKfeep,^ ^G^t bolting ;nVolve.d
jun/sdict oa\ ^Jues wltVcU iA/ere rescind «viUouV referent 
to Cco^st fatamalprinc^ks, qwd tAe Ccurt .'s.tWft 

/Idl bound by Tke /lo retract, v/ity UTeQo.ua.
t La»e H6cUdttd88t((:))/oS S.ci>loyoOwA), see^-u.s. 
V. Oasbney F. Bd Gv M^CAolciina^ rbqr'
Tta^ue vAjas inapplicable because -f j^e ne.ui deck/o^ 

o*t is£u<o 'm Qasbney r^dic\ not Q^noanc<e Aeiv ra\-e_ Gt
QcnstitutonaA arA'nAiHc^l p'f'oce.d.are but Iy declared
wbatti,^ Uva /vseAnt-fro^ tUe date its enoibt/n^iatp

a.i ck

a. tx

I n

ore,

C'



U U. S,y Johnson, MS7U,s.53^550,102. $ C.T.257'T<VlgU) 

(f ec^njz/nc^'tkcd'full retro act/\ity is a. rteaes-sqr y ^cL- 
jayjcTte the t^Tcxtrr^ qourf lacked c^tVntv

° C0Av7cr of- pun/sln cvC'mwuVuaI defend art" m the 

.2 ,rf2 . P c?<'-e' based The /lotion That the pr\&f /jACoias 
TenTjM.d^/^e.ATs or sentences u/ere void oib nttia)

ysi F/UfVducts, s;i U,S.ZMH,a_7y' ^ t f^SftkCreco^nii'^^«f ■> of a new
jur.sd.cT/enal role, present^ norwaJ|y <yVerr,?
+U<L, situates wnsdiCtYonal statute* Sp^ak
to the power st + he ^rt rather, tk*„ to +Ke tiffs 

o p| ,or s at the pa rtiE^]J

y
i 5 “

I A

H/5tory of proceed v/i^s tn i/lstcMnt Cq^e. 
fett/cWers fh/Vd Post CoAy/ct,or?
Ca^et* C.F-2o&6-^d

■3/2-y^»2.a- po^t Corw.'cfim Relief- CW 

tt3/*028' P=«f Cb^vict/'on Rolitf tenieci

^ / f / f20 ' °f ' ^ k *«>«*» - f ■• I ed
/iS/^io-Ce«5=.«-/sC-ioJ.a-33^otCA) Pet,f,on

^pperT of p=Vf/o so

s upporT-

Relief ©.pplfcotion

and Error udfh gnef; 
a^d Error- f/jed

^/^°/qoa.0- Motion t? amend peti’t/orter ;s gtieffn 

otpet/dv©a c\tod <sr rc>r--f,’ied 
JZ/z/^oqo- 6C C a^Ordser ren^andt for Eo\deaT.drv

led '
ia/i^/ZOZO- ^ecjuesT-fo t~ appointed Cou Ase\/D;st^eV Cawff) 
)//4/20^) - Ev,cW,qry tW.T^by Zoo^xtech noW ^
l/^c?/2'D^l - Wscript5 filed ff>\r Evidenti^y^y decsmna

/%51 ZoZ\ /fnclun^ offsets c\*d Co vidus/'on s of j a\u ,f ,'jed
3/\d/Zo^\' attorney grief afW led

^oql — fefifoM^r 5 /Wof/^Altb ^uk/wif supp lepWerf q I 
£y/c)ehce.- f i (ed
Object*,* to ^titfo^rs request t0 suppMexCif 
the r^c.«v>d and ult^rnaf i v6 mot/on fs flay c\p\d 
c\bdT<s Post - co n v ict ,'o n proceedings-- filed

y/^/Z^- ffepU/Ta A 6s objection to pet It, oaet-y
cjivestto Supj>lew\eAtthe. rC’cevd and odfernotide 
mfff 10* to sTc\y ovnd qbafe PC R proceedmc* s’
QCCfl, Order denyiita PC r?--ftledt
Ur-deir, a * dc\V«s (fc}t strict CdUrlpi'fVled

r wt

7/Vao^i

/2j - 
10/1/2.1-



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

0) because of cdl Ur erroneous l^al strdteay mTro^c^d iwtb 
T/ie CQSeby fkestdt^as defined beioevs cAiuiUue. , due.

process, Was hr accurate and, / n aclecj U cde. To protect- the. 
CeiCsT/Yut/o^al ftc^hTs C?f fk(2 peti'hr<3i/\ef dftci. shotd<\rec^i re.
rcversaA and remind. United $f*tes (CdoslifuTyoreA A^end'-
/nev'it’ Foaefeg^-lX l\f.

Hus- ears. kqs b f'ps-dbr disposed-for-c>ue\r 5 i ;* Mofifhs <\fVer
grief of respondentcoffer t-e/yumd, to Y^^Ao^i, 

OkWtioma doav-t ef Qw aimed dppa.aj s order d«ay,Vi^ peiiUcAers 

/^5ir-(^oAVrdriC>^ fefi'ef, feidionerAqs rto pmeU^ral teravn 7c> 

cko \(?K^e fAairlo'f f y, VVaUace,r<trsc*cdiVify dec(slow yv/kueU mo<xs 
dec jdeA 0/12~13.o%_\}i-tj Acwj^ before ^irAer de^fi^a pdflfovve-rs 

Pe>ft- Cqrtvfcd't^^ Peife/f.

e'e.iA

■3Zn/aoz\ In tWsejAStdtei 2^Ai ^/<CR3 ,M8^ P 3d 2L0fc, od 
p<3 ' 4 , W. por., l qt, seoT. I k e. Di'strtcTATtisVHe-Y Q.W© raiRS ex separate 
e lai/n , c^OyU #n<^ TAaT dkf s rourt 5~kou.ld ci\t<er |t> f i/ntYor of
/nd/an staTu not r^/Ved h>y~thc atjorney geMerad-

3d. par.; ut2oa. sent. Jh& p,/\. -f p^t-f/ie D/id-ndf
Jad^ avoided flie t'ssae_ at bleed wke^making
her findings Uct A * d toncdusidns of \qw, now re_

thatty.'y c^vt r^i^<x sr£;f,-c blooj tmo/t-
to ^ d^WA'oKi of lrtJ.,K 3 VcCVus +o =wA

ca jurisd/cwemod 'aopkalet 

In "Hie ./isianfr

a tq

cq?e 3/ 18/202.1 / )3r i<2rf of>i^3'poKidekt_(t'f?/er
fe^aricl, ^aP«r, AsSuav,'^ pef ,'t/bne r d .'d Co m-

e nauxoec o n. a/i Indian resenrattiovij k<fi^eoet'^t he 
stc^Te properly ^erci5eA jurUd,cf foia because petih'on^r 

va><as net the** re c © <^ 0/2: od a? c\ca \ ,'ctn .
pgU ,■ is^ p«fi 3rd s'e-H-f* AlfAoue^k fitcourts reivtaKd order 
u^ed f^e prese^f- dense. ^t's r<?rooj^',zed as pp lnd\dtY) 
r^i/iAcind o'/’de.r c\t” 3, Indian Yta*Vas 'fdv^tTlie purple af f 
Ma^or CnWes Ac_1"Must ba-dede 

of fk e Cri pva e (s'). Li. 5 
CH^ Fi r "Zd i A) <(e a ba^i<F) 'v

pc\-& } FAJ to, (t fb State dr pas i h<3i4 i'kcitr^.^o ^ n if>o A 
Shaovlcd be Aeasared by menkersk'/p cnlene, Hcwev^ri nsTk-zce. 
is no e //denee of recocyVit,bn jKthis cas«e\^y(7^d evireU- 

is hdf neces'^cK'ry d° fgack ^ca

fkis rase.

M /

vwvti wed as o"f YkedWie 
■ V'Zepedo, 7d2- llo3;\t\3

1 n

7



p £y 7 , Is*, pa i~r} last serf-} Tke state respecffUlVy asks tk is couft 
f hop in accord vU'Hi eve-C^ d+her Ur{sd.Ul°n+C+ ha.s 

cte-c-idedThis question, Tkat reaoa^TfYoiri L5 determined 
ct tlae. date c>f tk

l/S/^^2.1; Re-^po^cte^ts cbjeaf/ont, petitioners- rawest- 
T<o ^npplemeTTke record ai^K odtejr*a1 i‘ve m^nta 5W 
CV^d Ctbcfte. foS^'-Coh'Vv^ (.'(fVi OW p ^OCig^.d'IHQ^Sr '

pc^r 5 j Is*. puc, iusf sent- TAls court skotdd adopt\bKqkrii*e 
Tale ;n uiktc.ii only enrolled r^eml?e.rs offede»-el( y r«c©^vVtxed 

"tribes- <=»te Considered In diem fbr purpose of ariiMinot 
^M»t-i5cL(ct iCill .

fn so. rp©. tke state “-^uas specific M<?od GjUadfwfvV/
InTke iKislant ca^e f be. state ouaae-s I'VVewvbe'r-sWip alone

al^rie fD deWm.'*e_ Indian ttTus, I n Tke 

/ n sTa ki ease Tke state would ?po<ra d( Cally wobble ba.cl< 
and forfd -until tket/Sae printed i H self fa akoose 

tkeUfTtertWopke suitable definif,on tof Udian statusTK, 
condu£T by "tke strafe presented ^ Confus/Via and irt5ur/n<sdr(t 
able cWle^e+o p*t Sorter. |A fedifion tlfe ^fafe avoued 
Indian sfefus bad to be nrouen at tke time. of tke cr^e 

. . ^^dTadtke of/>*., wUicU tke Tofe implies tkT
p«- >"Vio>1 ei fa.> I s * /f ] t k © u j \uJcmtc\ "farviuork> * m ac.t<3rci. 
vuiitU l X/ 2. / 2.0 2. o renneinA ordc r. OefTed and ordcc£.cl

In Districtcourts- *Tinti n^ effactand core]us tons 
p et \ 11 one r qualified in bcfW prongs of Indian 

status m o-eco rd cuv ceiwiitk tke U,afed States l^MrKC.i rsdllf 
rf ofAppeafe de b/n Ition.

(2) The national importance at kaThe SupremeCourT 

dec'ide tk 15-quest10 *\ isfeis courts dec/slam,be-inqfk 
b . qk £st Co u T 1 n T ke Urn ted Stated, uf llbe a, 
cts. Can b<skad.Tjac. decision \ja/|l less'en'tke loi/uer
g at10 n

e_ <rr 1 fvve >

pas an

eou

e
cTse To fi nal 

courts' IT/-
expenditure of jadical res^urc-es.Tke de­

cision could also Kelp restore trust beTuueen t/ie UT
evr tke United States..(SeverniTieT*

Oklahoma CaarTaf Appeals, /Ylat(of f v< Va(Uce z^ai oKCR Zi 
non- retroacTVty deois/on iV in ccrtf (iTuulfk tke Woldinq5 

tn Skarp V. I^Aurpty j4o S.dr. dHi^Cco xo}. 7/q/^Oc.o ^ 
AtcG/Vf v.DKIakohna^ts'rpouTkis court ruled in favor of
^C.Q'/rT Tken. t©1.1 oiu*n<3 on tke Scu^e cday,? Tb/s' court rul- 
ed a.ff Irwi/igtAe |£f k 6>cuT Court of A

dlC\U e?5e.n

Tr de-ian

is hold) Kic^ rAppvft a

8



fAurphy VA 86& F, 3 d MGL/ Cto^c/r. Ok\a.2.017)
/iv\pl'tng at Ieast”parti od retro oietVvity,

CH) tf +ki s' Court ruled V/i favor of petrWorier cu/id order
applied f ol\y retroactive tb allQ-d tkdt fAe.Girl wt jl be applied fval\y retroacti ve to all 

f^cGirT e'to aliened pobf-coiAVKit /on relief applications 

priorlb avid after th*s- KloGiVf deo'si'cm ^n/ •eoe.o ,Yifs 

Would kelp others similarly sitZ^+ed t0 recede due pro- 
tes-s o-f Icxuj oju cu-anteed by Gi,$:.C,Fo YTXl TKatf h£ 5^
as Oklakoi/no.deri/edakem by assru/niw^ sqb^ecV /natter 

Jurj^dicfir>^'Tk.ere (xreThQu-sav'd^ of 1 /\.vriate.s 5ejrvi 
irv Oklahoma prisons drv yoki Corwkt ior\S cu>d seitfevvces 

bonded cWm bytke state of OkUWjvMa^'.tViouT^nkdi^- 

io ir\ “to do So. ^

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

-Lvle O. BhAwn

}io\/ jL)2(T2 (Date:
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