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r%%c\v\ol acd 0€ Review

A petrtion Lor velearing of o denial of
o petition for a Wik of cerdiorart 18 part
o+ 'H”Q/ O\‘PPQHQ"l"B \OV‘OCEdV\V\Q O\u\r[-\/\o\(\}teo!
by the Rulet of +his Court The right 10

(.




cuch o consideration 15 not +o be deemed
an empty fFormality as +hough such
pe«{—'\—Hev\% will be denled ag o matter of
couvse.0n anh appropriate ¢howing that
_O\'QM\AS—P_O\V\%-”M\ matter 16 o be presented
o\\O\ﬂ‘foemorFe opportunity should be given ’
for downgy %0, Flynwn vo .5, ;75 6. Ct+ 285,
126 (1955),

L ROUND ONE, This Court Exceeole.d TS
Discredion and Turisdiction By Failing
To Fulfill T4 Duty Aq (AH\\MG\:(‘&
Tokecptedter 0f The Conshitution

¢ dandard of }Qev{e\ﬁ/ﬂ_

A court acts in excess of 1+S
yueigdictioh when it \w%\m EJMHSG{'\-C“ILWI’\)
0C pgwgr,)-\-@ act gxcept \n A PM‘*HCM!QT\
manner. Altheuglh o cour+ may exercise
‘Lo whevent diceretion Yo veselve
cobters in the interest of gudicial
cconomYs +he geal of Judiclal economy

.



tavnot justify cacrificing +he vighTs
of +he parties, A court tannot reject or
expond 1te authoridy,and 18 not free
Lo vefuse o follow the law because oy
50Me  pepsenal dicinelination or otherwise,
10 AM TUR, Ad Courts &l

_A\(‘%V\W\QV\*\' awnd Au\lr\/\()\".l%\/

Tw his Wik of cevtiovar; Pehtioner
challenged a% wf\COV\SH*F(/\-i-'wV\Dl\ +he 1900
oklahoma Ewnabling Act) the (907

ecoclamation fhat officially W\JO\G{@
Oklahoma a member of +he Untrenyand
c\/\q\\@‘/‘ged A5 OrH*a‘\V\o{ﬁY‘S PU\V\'{-F(WP,
measures pacsed by Congresd agamnst
Eive Civilized Tribes in 1897 and 1898
(Curtis Act).

The \900 OKlahema th\o“hg Act
and +he 1967 Peoclamation ave
vepudnant o Avd, |V, 653, ¢l L of

U, s, COV\Q—J—{%M-]—“\@V\‘S, Reca uae )Oaf‘,C.D'Y‘o“lAf]



to U.S, Atdovhey General Edward BaTes,
ey allowed Oklahoma +o enter +he
Union ag o political entity ¢ less +han
@ State due +o wot bewng o separate
wdepehndent body politic,??See Act For
The Adwission g+ wWest Virginia Lh¥+o
The Unena10 U.S, Op. At+y. Gen, L6 426
+27(1862),

The puwitive wmeasures (e, 9.,
culyecded +ribal legislation 4o qpehidrary
precidential veto, abolished Tribal Court
S¥&tems ) anol \wowded@w Leemination of
J(‘M'VJO\\ \and oW\(\et‘S\r\\p W\-H/\ou“l‘ -{—\(‘\\GG\l

condent wnless +he +ribes ogqreed to
allotwment) eassed against fhe Civylized

Teaes in \897 awd 1298 wele O«'H“qmdﬁlrS
W that they ‘<‘€5u1+ed [ (l)\ouwnJere
cov\ﬁsmhovx of +vibal treaty land Yoy
the SU’VQY“O"%V\ (l)\V\"@GC'HOV\ of
punishment \6)4 an outhority otheb
than a judicial c«m+lf\ov~1+ygaho{(3)

WL lhiction of punithment widhout a
Judicial 4vial. Sie 6B AM.TUR, Ld



Constitutional Law &% 115,716, Fassaqe of

Yills of atdainder 16 prohihited by

Act. 1,89 ¢1.3 of U5 Coneditution.
ACC@'V"OL:\V\%IY.)\("Q‘gO[M%V\OV\ o4 Pefrdloner?g

QQT-{':\OY‘?\Y‘E W 14 VQ‘GLM‘\Y“Q,S + 8 C@U\Y"{,‘O A5
the ulhimate \nkerpreter op +he
Constirution,to wnterpret Art\V,83,
tl. 4 and Avd 1 89 el3 of U.S.
Consdrfution, See Baker v. Carv, 369 U5,
186, 211,82 5. C+. 69 (1964) (T4 {5 +he
vesponsibilidy of U.S, Supreme Court
+O he Ml"&‘&\w\ﬂ'}“@ ‘\\(\f’(‘e\r‘p\l‘@“l*@\“ o+ J\—\/\e‘
Constrtudion)yMoore v, Havper 600 U5,
1,019,143 5, C+ 2065 (2023 (Federal
courdte have vesponsibili+y +o review
law e +hat are alleged +o violate the
Eederal Constitution) Thereoftfer +he
Cound must appely ¢ \nterpretation of
sond constitutional provisions o +he
facts of Velidioneris case, This duty 19
wmposed on +his Cound by .S CONGT.
5.



Avt, WL 88 1L and Ard Vi, el 3. Whatever
the Conshidution prescreibes. judaes must
CJ\O whatevenr 1+ {‘Y‘O\/\tl\a* u\olqeg '\mv\g+
vefvawn from doing. See |6 AM TUR, 2d
CONSTLAW &9 Also see Randal| v, Brigham ;
4 .S, 523,533 ((868)(The duties of a
13%0[% ave public duties 1mposed by law.
He must perfopyn +Hhem) Hence, +his
Conp'a Latlure 4o per-Form the constitutional

duty Yo wtergret Avd |V §3,¢l.1 and
Avk 1,89, ¢l.3 g Hwe,vw apply +hot
Wderpredtation 4o fhe facte of
Petidronerdg cqee QOV\ErFH-u—l—Qo{ A

LA Ce8S ol guw”\%ollc;rHov\, See

L0 AMLUIUR, dd Courde a4 (A cour+t
ALt A QKCQSS of 1+¢ JU\Y‘\soi\(H-wv\ when
i+ has o yurt sdiction ,ov Powe, +o
act excepd \n q ‘PQ‘Y‘“I'\(';U\lO\Y\ \mo\\nv\er)



CROUND TWO. Thie Courd In Effect
Dented Petitioner’s Accecs To The
Courts By Refusing To Aok:)udwcﬁe
Meri+o 04 Wi Valid Challenae To
legal Ex\stence 0F Oklohema

chondard of Review
T4 .\\5 +he Vvole of courts o p‘rov{ow
colief 4o clarmoants in wwdividual or
class aetions,who have suffered
actual havm, Lewrs v, Casey 518 .S,
‘5{%33% M6 S, cﬁ;, “;Ll“?’-P(\OMG;),TkE Very
@o\y\-k’ o CeCOYANILING any access
clatm Ae to provide some effective
vindication for o Separate awd ArStinet
U. 5. 403 LHLPa:.Tgw V. Havrbury, 536
" y 1L S, c+, 2179(200d),




Avrgument and Authority

Thn +his and +heee odher counds Petitioner
presentod a valid, honfrivolens challenge +o
the leaal existence of the State of
()kto\\z\ovv\q, Hig claim 15 based en +he fact

that oKlahoma was admi++ed indo +he
Unioh A% o \Qol‘\—ﬁtﬂiﬂ'{'ﬁiﬁ “less dhan
an S+ate due to hot \QQ‘\V\ﬂ o Separqe
wependent body politic,?”?Such ah
admis8ion 15 repugnant o Avd 1V, %
3.l of U5 Consditution, See
Aot For The Adwicsion of West
\/(V‘%Y\Y\“\O\ Tnto The MV\J\OVW 10 U.5, Op.
Attty ben. $26,426-427(15062)5als0
ree 7L AMLIUR, L S“t‘Gl“i‘eS?E“?'Cw 817
(the “egual Tooting 2 veguirgment
MeaAns  Lonaress cannoet admi+ an
entity that 18 considered less +han
o, currently existing sdate).

Artoraing +08 +hig Cound 74




(WQQQO{@VWL and +he leaal V‘O\"HUYM"@
expressed Hhevein,a pergon owihg any
duty 4o +he esdapliched noVernment
IS 5«(—@*{\9[\%@ +0 Q\/\o\llav\ge +he WE\W{{
efittence of such State W o courd
of Justice and ag o vesul+ of

Avt W cournts have dudy 4o examine
cuch a elavwm g4q o "‘5\/\&‘4—‘(\&‘;9@1@ 19sUe
and hos duty to gdjudicate +he
wer i+ fhereod, See, 2,904 Pacific
States Telephone & Telegrapl, Co. V.
State o Oveqon, 213 U,S8. llg)l’ﬂ_

+2,3LS. 0+ 2ay(\q1a):

Hevery cidizen of such Siate,
ov eerion subiect 4o Fgxation
therein, or owing awny oludy
Yo +We ecdohlighed GKOV(%?\\/\WL&M”)
may \M; @\mm{?{im\ the putpose
0t assailing 1, o coupd o

9.



yustice +he vightful existence
of the state. Az o vesuld i+
becomesS+he duty of +he

conrts of Lhe United States.
wheve sueh o cloim 1g

moade 4o examineg a8 g
fw%%'xd\q\ale 155Ue +he
contention a8 4o +he 1lleqal

e\ Stence ot o SwLox“f‘e ahd f
Sueh contention be +\n0u3h+
To ke well-founded | +o
disvreaard the exiclence in
Fact of the ctate. And ag
ACONSeqUence of Yhe ex|Stente
o+ cuch J\w{\mc\\ qq-{—\/\om—l-’)’j
power an the Judiciory must
o e wmp\\eok.)vm \ese it he +hat
anavehy ig 4 ensue ,to build
by AT RYATY! action U\\OOV\ the

Yung op +he previpunaly
established qovernwent o

1 0.



hew one, 7

Pacific States,,,, 223 LS. ot 141 14D
Due 4o +he foct Oklahoma 1mposed en
PediHionet +he O\Qligo\r{'{oy\ e {w\p'r]s@hmeh#
\\QA hag 6+av\oﬁv\g to e\/\quv\ge the leaol
Crstence of OKlahoma. Exdoblithment of
Standing by Petitioner tmposes on +his
Court dhe duty +o examine o8 Q
justiciable 1ssue quod adijudicate the,
MevitsS o Polifioner?s nonf rivelous
challenge Lo 4 lequl ex|5tence of
OKlahema Pacifie S~Fo|+e5,)5uprq a3
U5 at 11— 142 7
As the entidy assigned by +he
Cons+itution 4o he the uldimate
pm—i‘ec«kovQ/J\V\JreY‘\M‘e*{"e\*qO«V\ol QV\‘(:O‘(‘C‘QY‘ ot
the ame it s dhe gxclugive province
of +his Court to be +he final
O\,KA’\’\/\OY‘H“I"}/ o O(QC‘IOlQ‘(‘ A\ F"eclemf
COV\S-!—‘H*(A\-HOV\C\[ C]/MQS"F?[UV\S{ 59&1'@”@'3 ?
U,S. Conshr. Avd 1L &5 |, 2 ((The 'L')uol\cml
p

J



poweyr of +he (/{v\wr{‘ec{ Stoateg SL\QH Fﬁ‘e o
vested \n one Supreme CourdiThe AMO{\CM
cowepr ahall eXtend to all CQS@SW,\‘(\ law and
eqiity javising under +his Constitution +he
\awe ot +he United Sw‘f‘cﬂ‘?,éqound freaties
mode or which ghqgll be made , Uadeh their
avthority )y also see Martin v, Hunter’s
LesSee, (4 U.S, 204,315,323 (1816)( The
Supreme Courd wunst have appelligte
weitdietion vested \n them by +he
COV\S*{-H'M"[‘iOV\,)O\V\Dl Cg’v\at‘eﬁs QO\V)V\9+
denude +hem of 45 The appellate
juesdietien of LS, Supreme CourT
extends to a final judgment or decree
woany sutt where 18 dprown (h
ol,meS—Ho\/\ +he VQ\;Giin‘—)/ ot o «(~\remL>/;;@\F
statute of or an quthoridy exerciseq
U\V\O{@H +he United States); Murvray V.
City of Charleston, 6 (1,5, 431 439
(1877 ) (Wherever Cl9ht5  acknowledaed and
protected by +he Constitution of +he

| L.



United St+ateS are denied or wvaded  +he
Supreme Courtt 15 authorized +o Wnterfere ),
As +he ConS+itution’s Qppom1‘ee ot
final adjudicater of Fedeval Constitutional
\aWy +his Court,in effect, denied Poti+ioner
Yhe 4 +h Amendment v*'icw{— of access to

the Courts and +o vendition of final
Judament on his valid nonfriveleus
Mallenae to +he legal existence of Fhe
ohate of OKlahoma, 5ee L"/W{S«)SUWO‘JSM
U.C at 349(T+ 1o the vole of courts to
evovide velief o e loimants v “ndividual
o\C class O\C-{-]o\(\ng\/\ﬁ ‘\mve gmf@ﬂ‘@da

actual haem ),
| Move ‘\W»\QDY“FO\V\-H)/,) +hie Court s
tarlure 4o adjudicate merids of Pebitioner’s

Q\'\qH@J\ng@ to Oklghomas legal existence
Conetit+utes g

0% '&\\/\S‘V\(‘Afiq Bec

~?uv\o{qmem+ql W\.)SCOLV‘Y‘;Qﬂe
ause |
€\t \Q‘FJF;Mh'o\a{ol*resseo(

avnd Wh-¢
APPLAVS O(\Df\v:ehﬁhedﬂ) A Void 3”0{?}‘”\?,14"{’ +hot
©face of the judgment toll.
13, "



GROUND THREE The Exittence 0+ A

Voud Fudament Appears On The Face pf
The Tudgment Roll

Stawnd oy o€ ReVview

A yudament 1s void wheve i+ appegre
that +he +vial couvrt did noet have
subject-mattey yurisdiction,
:)\AY‘JLSO{V\C/‘HO\/\ sVeyr +he pok\p«\;\.g/g?ﬁqpo\cu
o act ag o Cor+, or yurisdiction +o

Cender +he cavticulay judgment+ ot
15SUe, A -

dudament endered widhout
HOV\W\‘SOUC,F\OV\ 15 Void and +hus coan

e Votated, A judgmend con be Void

2o oty for tack of jurisdiction,

LUt 6180wl ere the couvd octe g

WA e\ Q,ov»-\—»v\@\‘(\y +o due krocess,

To say that o Judament e void g 4o
3

I



say fthat ‘4 woay be challenged in

per peturty, Because a tourds power o
vacate a void judament 18 nherent,
there, 1¢ no deadline £ov i+ 4o exernice
that power, 46 AM,TUR. Ld Judgmen+s §15,

Araument and Auth ority.

Twn Four courts Petitioner presented o
Valid \viable thollenge +o +he leqal
€>§'\5-+gMC€ o OV\lQ\/\omqZOnge Com\—l—\/
Distviet Courd, case No. WH=-2022-03",
Oklahoma Court pe Cyiming) APP@MSQ
Case No, HC-—;Lo;LBvLMga U.S. Courd of
Appeals for the Tentin Cirenit, Case No,
12-10305 U5, Supreme Courd. No, 23-5463,
Newthet couf has adiudicated +he

e it sy applied o valid pyocedural bav,
noy declaved 4o be Trivelous Yehdbioherg
challenae 4o the leaal exittence o€

\ 5,



O\ahpma,.

Neldther +he U.S, A++0W\w Cyev\‘emhuﬁ’
5olicidor General,ov any other \htebe s ted
pardy Wae made awn attemypt +o cohtest,
Q@V\"\“Y‘O’\G\;Q/“t’? oV £ind \‘&‘Z\Q) evyvoyr Ah
Petidioner1s challenae 4o +he legal
eX1stence of Oklahomo, The W.S. Attorney
Genaral hag g oht) under 18 U.5,C A, ¢
2103 (2, 4o mdenvene and odefend United
>tates wheneyer Q\ })v\o\i@io«) challenye |
moade fo the COV\5+3+(AH@V\O|\M,\/ o an
Act of Congrecs, Farluve hy Atdorney
veneval Lo N\v\\{-e/\’\\/ng cav e
htevypveted in "o ot+her way +han
“\‘L\O\JM-H\Q Atdovney General €inds
Pedrdioneris Q\AQM(&V\Q}Q, +o OK)ahomaqls
leaal existence 50 Well-founholed ag
to consider {+ uhalble Lo be defeated by

e X184+ 9 Ap\mc,eolevﬁjg eStoblished rule o
tO\\Nf)V\@V‘ WA S%H—UH‘WV)G{J p\r@\/lg}(o'\/\ S.

6.



But most kelling of all 15 the faet
that Respondent has net ™Made any attempd
o contead oy controdict Petitioner’s
challewae 4o Wis ¢|iendis (S+ate of
Oklahoma ) eqal ex18tence . Thot speaks
voluwmed when you tonsider +hot his
thient stands 4o lose EVERY THINE,

LiTERALLY) Petitioneris chgllenoe
+o Fhe legdol exiatence o€ Oklahoma
STANDS UNCONTESTED AND THUS NOT
DEFBATED,

Due to +he judoment ¢ol1¢s) ta four
dffevent coupta chowing an uncontested
elaiwm of yurisdictional defect and denial
of due pyo Cess. Potitioner hag
dewmonstrated +hat he cuffered a Void

yudament. See Ui Am. TUR, 2d Tudaments
q L5 (A 3\/@‘%&\(“9,\(\.4‘ con be Void mot enly

for lacW ot SMV“\%Ol'\C*}‘.\OV\S\(DM*l’ also where

\"7.



the couvt acds v o manper contrary 4o
due process))alse see Wade v. Mayo, 33+
U.C. 072, 083,68 S, Ct 1270 (1948) (Denial
0f due process vewdetrs void +he judgment
and Commitment under which Petitioner
18 held D,

A void judament 1s o leqal nullity +hat

wmay be challenaed 1w pg\(\gg-ku'\-%y,)omol
requites vacation whenever 4 preSents
(+eelt. 46 AM.TUR.,Supra, ot 8§25 (Te say
hat o judgment ja void 18 to gay i+ may
be ehallenaed Tn pev petuity. Because a
Couetla powelr to vacate a Void judament
18 \V\\K\Q\‘@V\“\“/) there 1S no deadline for i+
exerceise +hat powel D,

Tn accovrdance with well-establiched
Cule o {aw wmandating vocation of
vord judawnent, Podifioner ogk(s) this
Cowr T 40 vender fina) i udqvvm\/\f

ovdeving Lhat he {:o\r-’r\(\wm-\n be Yelieved

Lrvom ALL \?»%0‘8\ sbliga+iens \mpoSed on
10,



by and while undee +he cugtody o
the WWeqal S+ate of OKlahoma, ineluding
¢y dradition proceedingd whevein Petitioner

was eytradited feom OKlahomo 4o
California,

REASONS FOR CRANTING RE-HEARING

te-hearing el bane should be granted for
the veason +hat Wis challenae Fo +he leqal
existence of OKlahema stands uh Con Tested
and un-tmpeached.

Rut \+ chould glse be Q\‘W\V"‘l‘“@d because
Yhe clawms rarged by PetrHioner 1nvolve
\SSUes of ‘\VY\\QQV‘C\‘F\VQ pu\\g\’\,c u\VY\(JOY‘"}'Dthe
beyond +he particular facts and parties
W Wi egge

Ih four different courts Peditioner
made t+he elaim fhot oklahoema’s
adm &8s ohn Vnto +he Union s rengMﬂWf
Yo At ViR 3 el 1 o€ (1.5, Constitution.

\9.




The a6t of +he clatm 1g that Oklahema
1o less £han o gtate due to not bQ\‘nS q
separate mde\oemew body politic, Thisg
positton 16 Supported by +he fact that
oklahema 15 and always hag been
aoverned by gt leas+ g1y different
eolttical entid+ies: Oklohoma and five
separate +ibal aovernments of the
Five Civilized Teibes, A state go

tth%«FM*l*ed,) operated, and governed
falls chord of comphiance with +he
teegual footing >’ veguivement,
Admisgion of such a political enhity
15 pvolmbited by Avh (V,83. ¢l .1 oF
U. S, Constitudion, See Adwmissaion o+
We e+ \/Jwr{;w\‘(\“\O\ ,}Su\é\"Gt) 10 U,S, Op. A‘++Y'
Gen, $46 a4+ 427 (Conaress cannet
adm -+ \V\+o +hig Union any territory .
district. or odher polid) gl entity,

2.0,



088 Lhan o State. Awnd such State must
exist, at a separate \ndependent loody
politic ,before id can be admitted under
+hat clauge of +he Condtitudion omel
+here 12 wvo other clause)7a15@ Gep

L AM.TUR. Ld States,Ete. 317 (+he
tbequal footing?? reguivement means

Cong'fed cannot qo{W\H' an eV\-H‘W
that ig considered legs Yhon a
cuvrently ex\8Hng State),

AT LEAST FIVE odher S+ates are
govw\\(\eo\ Swwultaneously by ¢fate qnd
+vibal governmen+s: /\/\ov»Jrqhq New
/‘/\QX\(;O N o +h Dakota, Soydh i[)qKo*H:f
WQ%\/\\V\%+®W5 0w Aqukq The Colovado
and Nebvaskq Constifutions beth
proibit +he State £yom +qx’mg
f\/\o\io\\n%7v\1\/\4\d\ 5 ‘\V\O\'\QG\~I—1V€ ot dunl
aovernance by State awnd Trihal

L1,



olova‘onw\e\r\%e T+415 tmportant +o PWV\+ out
the fact +hat all of +hese States were
admitted AFTER the [36) Attorney
Leneral opinion rendered n The Act
Eov The Admigsion of West Virginig
Tnto The Unien, 10 U.S. @p A+ty.ben.
£26 (1862, States +hat ave qoverned |,
cueh a manier oaxve cowntieory to the
legal peinciples and vationale elueidated
v The Act Por Admistion of West
Vivrainia, Twtoe The (/{V\'\o\/\,)amo! are
Fhevefor \in +he Uwien \nw defiance
andl violation of Av+. \V,% S)C[,i ot U.5,
Constitution, See Adwmiseion of West
Vieogya , supva, Lo U, S, Op, A++y. ben.
e —4 17,

Cernivtdance of ‘FO‘(‘VY\OI"{"]@[/\,)
creation , and ad mission oL States

vato +\f\e Union in Vvielation of +he

Conedntudion 1S \ndicative of +he

Yyee of assUmption of exercise of
L.



ABSOLUTE POWER Fhat +he U&b
CoV\%rF]*l-M*\'i@V\ (ondl all othen \A/Nﬂ'vl*-em
cohetitudions) was created,designed,
and Antended +o prevend, Gee |G AM. TUR.
Lol Constitutional Law §4+(The purpese
of o wiritten constitution 18 fo define
and limit +he powers of governmentt
and secure dhe vights of the people)
Open disteqard of +he law and an
attrtude aqnd luat for abselute powetr
ave what caused The Civil War 40

Wapreen. The vacial and polidieal

¢ L vmate pe\r\/om\ivxg\ Lhis Coundry

these days 18 so \whensely

cancorous +hat, £he Natioh weuld

not survive anoether Civil War
As the pldimate pro+ec+or\9

év\Jr?viQre"l-aw\r? and ¢nforeer of +he
oV\S%ﬂtl*U\”i’rl@V\?'«{-l/\‘\S Courd chould
Arant ve-hearing en bone 4o (1)

L3,




Aeclare wvalid all states \h +he Untoh
contrary do +he ¢Cegual WCOO"HWS” ahd
“independent ody politic?’ ceguitements
wmferced in +he text and interpretation
of Avt. \\/4)235)0\“1 ot U5, Const)tutions
() vender o final judiment ordering
Yhat o\l of such States be ve-built
by CONSTITUTIONAL judicial,
leanelative ;ond executive action s (3)
spetify +he process o be adhered +o
after an Avd. 111 court has determined
that o St+ate hag no legal existence;
andl mosd Wportantly (F)specify +he
process and conditiona required For
O\O{W\‘E‘S'@haw that +he public wonl+
nave 4o live in constant fear of +he
Aovernmen= Staching apngther civil

war o : ;
| y (J@memfﬁ e Xtvreme c,\\rhi%rqr\/
and lawlege acts Such a8 —i:ov\mﬂmg7

L



ereating yand admting new States Into
the Union jn flagraint violation of and

Wsolence 4o +he letder and spieit of +he
Constitutiony OR, (5) simply vender £inal
Judlament Vacg+ing Petitioner?s volid
yvda ment ang ovder Winy velieved of
ALL leqal ol qat10ns 1mposed on him
Wy and whi e Under +he custody of dhe
LLLEGAL Stote ot Okl%%@m%’\mcluoﬁwﬂ
\’lx*\*‘rowﬁﬂah \o\(‘oc-%a{imgs whereiin
Petitioner wag extvradited FROM
Oklahome o Californig .

CoONCLY SToN

When T be explaining +hig coce 4o
Other pri‘oners Lhey toll me 4 Thege

people will W LL vou hefore +hey
let You +alke o whole Stote down,?

L5,




T ALWAYS espond T CUARANTEE ,They
%o+ that 4o de!”?’

Mo +in Luther King,Jb said tha,
WA wan whoe atntd willing to die for
comething avdt fit 4o (ive,” My
freedom 15 o cause 10m willing to
die Por all day everyday. Meaning:
Tl q0ing 4o Leep on presenting 46
Flall My valid challenge 4o +he
\eaal existence of gklahoms unt!
Yall either Kill wie on let me

+vee,OR ao on Cecord “\,awov"mg'”

W ¢, WV‘()V\?\,
TV TS 30 PRAYED. ,
Aespectfully Submitted,

L.



DECLARATTON UNDER PENALTY OF YERTURY

P

The underaigned states under pehalty of
eeriury +hat he 18 the Petihioner itn +15
action , +hat he has vead +his
document onmd that the \wforma+ion
contained herein 1S +rue and correct
LS U5, C.81MY6, 18 U.S.C, % lpal.

Executed on Nevembher \ 744043,

2490 Fure

L],



CERTTETCATION OF PRO SE COUNSEL

Cro e Pe#x%@v\wﬂ_ﬁexﬂb L.Twl/\vxﬁom)

horehy cett ity fhat the qroundsg
p\ﬁ%%%V\H&d are Wmited +o infervening
Givcumstances o€ a substantial ov

controlling effect ov +o othey suhst
avounds ot p‘(‘e\/iouﬁ‘y predented. Fetitioner
alge cevtifies that (/\’\5 Petition Fov P\e-b\eav;ng
Ewn Banc 1% p‘«“e%awf'ed w9000 w‘_:a‘\'H/\ and not
‘GOY‘ Q!Q\Qf’ oY 0\’\(\\/ O*{—\’\Q\V Ceason “l‘b\QV\ "\"(D O\C"\iQyVE
TUSTICE,

ExecUt+ed oh

Bagton £ Ghmoor 4 Pro se Counsel

Gyagnat e

O\V\‘Ha\

November ﬁgw,




CERTIFICATE OF QERVTICE

1 \/\%Y‘%\oy c%\P«FmCY —Hmor{' +he M‘dnj’ll/\ai
o£ +he foveqong Pedition Fopr Re-hearing
En Bane wal placed \n +he prisen legq]
o) sYstem Lo he mal \Ed,)-ﬁ'\\{‘s{; clags
postage grepasd,to

0fFree of The Clerk
U. 8, Supreme Court
WD\S\(\:V\T{*OV\{D* (., L0543 -000|
on November 20 9013, T also certify
that o +he same day a copy of said

Petrrion was mailed 406 0pposing
counsel at

Geontne Deummohd

OK \ahomg Attorney Cenerg)
2123 NE Ll st Street
Olklalvoma Ciky, OK [ahoimar 73104

”

Bogw, Lo dshnan

Svanature




