
93-fifing'W' ,v>' vj Q f)No.

■ v-.* /

IN THE
Suprer.'y Court, U.S. 

FILED
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES FtS 2 3 2024

£21211LZJ ri trk

RWria LYnn P.VKpns
— PETITIONER

(Your Name)

vs.

David -Rass - liWdpn — RESPONDENT(S)

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

The. Parted SH .etf Gurf of APPmfc- Kfy.'rrnrfmiss
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

fiWrln LVnn PiVKens
(Your Name)

12°! Conners road
(Address)

HorninV. OK. 74^^
(City, State, Zip Code)

(Phone Number) RECEIVED 

MAR - 1 2024
OFFICE OF THE CLERK 
SUPREME COURT. U.S.

I



QUESTIONS) PRESENTED

loress passiheOraonicac+tbroKlahoma on 

establish Slate laws, or did Congress 

eneral lauJS of Arkansas on ITIaY Z,I2%
providina fine provis 

► entHTea Triminal I

|. Did Con 

fTiaY
pass Certain q
C!SZ,§§30,3T;^lo Sfctftl.Tt/TS, p,v,T.«uvM -------- --

of mans-field's Oiqest in chapters en-frHed "criminal laws 

and Criminal Procedural* shall govern prosecutions fo 

Crimes in Xndi an "Territory - ONahoma?
JL Did Conaress pass dheXndlan Civil Righds Act of l%# 

for the federally recognized XndianTribes reservations 

that has Occlusive criminal and Civil Jurisdiction 

their respected federal lands fo Self - qc 

their ouin lands > l i Kc al I of the_ 3S to 

Xndian tribes in Oklahoma p

ions

r

on
pvernment - aoverninq 

Verai IY rccograzed



LIST OF PARTIES

i
\/\ All parties appear in the caption of the case;on the cover page.

[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of 
peC « Mows: 8 “ Wh°Se jU<Jgment ta the Sabject °f this

RELATED CASES
HooPer vs. City of Tulsa, <71 F. T* IT'70<iciT;r.2oA3>
Ooines vs. Podiersor^jm- U.S. 5H-4-< IP2.r7>
IDashinqton vs. miller, £35 U.S, 4vU<IW>
BloYlocK vs.ThCorporadedTouin of musKoge£-,tP1 F. IHS^r.l?^ 

LeaK Glove monuf q Co. vis. Mealies, W F. M,lfe C.C.A. BX^ir.iSW 

Alber+Y vs.UnftelS-kite.,lloTU.S.4A<Kl8%>
Robinson vs. Long GoS Co., £2.1 F. 3^8 I3G S.c+. GHT'Gfr'Vir. IS 15 2

3



TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW 1

JURISDICTION n
CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED %

STATEMENT OF THE CASE q
REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT \b
CONCLUSION li

INDEX TO APPENDICES

appendix a order of -Hie Cour+

APPENDIX B

APPENDIX C

APPENDIX D

APPENDIX E

APPENDIX F



TABLE OF AUTHORITIES CITED

cases
AxKdm VS. UnrledSrhifes,U) fiR^Kl^OOXS.chof oKlou> 7 E NUMBER 

Re/nolds VS. United States^ U.S. Itf5<l^r7?>
ToMor vs. RxrKer; 35 S.et ^aXIAI^X 
Williams VS. United S-totes, (oA S.UJ. SMA^iqo^Xcour+of Appeals in-fen 7 

Uja+Kins VS. United S-tetes.H-l S.UI KW-KIMT*
Bise. vs. United Stetes^xs.UU.q^
Robert-son vs. Crow, 53 S.a).53tKlW>

OacKsoa vs. Harris, 4-3 F. 2d 513< lo^eir. IQ30>
Hardiaq vs. Sixte,^ ArK. 2J0<IS(o0Xs.ct of ArK>
Shar P vs. S+ate, 104- P. 71 <0CCA - iqoq>
Worcester vs.Georqia,3l U.S.5I5<I$32> 

flffiouqal vs, fTteKaYrPP^ P.
Gray vs, ChaPmarv, 2.4-3 P.52A_<im>

n
7

n
n
(i
ii
a
ii
13
lb
l io
I lo

3,152.5 (J.S.C..A.§ 1301,1302,1303 

C. IS2.J § 30,3l;2l<»Sfoct-.SI)qHfl5 

30 Start-. L.33 
Z% Six+. loSlo
fnans-flelds DlqesF§ N(.3,:tnd.Terr.St-.| 130k 

34- Start; 2WKWI 

7C.F.R.I254-2--0IUJA of W3U

ft
I, I to

7
7
10
lo

OTHER

(TlUSCogee. CreeK Nation Trea+Y of Tonet^iSUo



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 eases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix A to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at_____________ _________________ _______or
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
M is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix M/A to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at N/A_________________________ . Qr
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at 
Appendix JN/A to the petition and is
[ ] reported at N/A____________ ________________ ____. Qr
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

N/AThe opinion of the_____________________________ ____
appears at Appendix .N/A— to the petition and is 

[ ] reported at N/A_______ ______________ __________^ or
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

court

1.
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The (feemhprC}1l]t^j§lited Stat6S Court of APPeals decided 

M No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

my casewas

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of 
Appeals on the following date: N/A ___________ anj f ,
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix ’ PY 6

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari
to and including----- NiA-------- -------- (date) on N7A
m Application No.__ A_

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

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 ease was 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix M/ A

N/A

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied 
-------- ------------------------- , and a

on the following date: 
copy of the order denying rehearingappears at Appendix N/A

[ ] An extension , of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari 
to and including N/A 
Application No.__ A_

was granted 
(date)inN7A(date) on

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. § 1257(a)
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

All person born or naturized in the Uni-fed States, and 

Subject to -the Jurisdiction -thereof, are Crti2£ns of the 

United Stories and of the State Wherein theY reside. NO 

State shall maKe or enforce anY laua which Shall abridqe 

the privileges or immunities of Cttixens of the united 

States; nor shall anY State deprive anY person of life, 

liberf/, or propertY, without due process of law; nor denY 

to anY person within its Jurisdiction the equal protection 
of the laws.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE

During+he. earlY morning hours of February T \<\%l alas robbed 
-the RTrOvUicK Z\ Convenience Siore in Sapulpa Oklahoma on KighuuaV 

9*7 in CreeK CouaiY. After dhe robberY -the siore cler KjommY Lee 

HaYes, was shod-four dimes. A Customer -found floYes bodY behueen 

£-00 and 3«00 am. on FebruarY d-,Three 3S caliber unJacKeied 

lead bullets were found otdhe Scene, and iwo more Were reco­
vered -from -the bodY.TheTuisa police arrested petitioner on cdKer 

unrelated Charges on FebruarY % WO.TheY -found a Snubnose 3S 

Caliber revolver in petitioners car. Ballistics test Could not Confirm 

it as the Weapon in the Sapulpa Crime. Petitioner was charged,tried 

Convic-fed and Sentenced bY JurY trial in 11% of November.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The. United States Court of APPeals made on unreasonable 

decision In-this matter, due do fhefact of SubJecd matter Jurisdic­
tion. (JdHhin the Constrtufional bounds Congress decides inhat 

da Cases dhefederal Courts have Jurisdicfionto Consider, Because 

Congress decides UJhedKer federal Courts Can hear Cases of ad, if 

Can also determine when, and under lUhaf Conditions,federal Courts 

Can hear-them. See CurrY, U Hour, at ll3,i^L.Ed.3(o3.The nation 

of ^SubJecf-moffer" Jurisdicfion obviouslY extends to ^class­
es of Cases... falling Within a Courts adJudiaxforY authority 
Eberhart, Supra, af tta, l^U S.Cf. t03.In KontncK VS.RYan, 
5fO U.S.H-^l^TS^ObjlS^Lm^dS^^ol+^held 
dhot-failurefo ComplY with -thetime, limitation fe-Set requi­
rement in Federal Kuleof BanK.ru picY Procedure. HOO^did 

nof affect a federal Court's Subject Chatter Jurisdiction, 
Petitioner, has proven luith Clear and Convincing evi­

dence that he is being denied his Constrtuflonal rigMsHa 

due process ot federal law, and subject matter Jurisdiction 

Under U:S. ConstitirHon Art»cleTni<'3>)§ L
Petitioner, requestfhls honorable Court mill reverse 

and remand this Chatter- action io the Unite! States Court of 

Appeals uuiih instructions.



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

fPoocrcim. L Pur (bom a

FebmarY £1.2Q24-Date: )
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