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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

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _&_ to
the petition and is | :

[ ] reported at N/A ; Or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but, is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix _M_ to
the petition and is

[ ] reported at N l A ; or,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ 1 is unpublished.

[ ] For cases from state courts:

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix N/A _ to the petition and is

[ ] reported at N/ A ‘ ; OT,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opim'on of the N / A . court
appears at Appendix NIA  to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at N/A ' ; OF,

[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was JonuacY 22,2024 .

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: NIA , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

-

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted -
to and including N/A . (date) on _N [ A date)
in Application No. A .

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. S. C. §1254(1).

[ 1 For cases from state courts:

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

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
N/A and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including _ N/A (date) on __N/[A (date) in
Application No. ___A .

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




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

On Morch 22,1998, in OKlahoma CountY District Cour+
Cose. No.CF-199v- l22'7 Pe+ttioner plead Uity to first - dggree
murder and larcenY of On automobite ofter o former Convietion.



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The. United Stodes Court of APPeals made an
UnfreasSonable decision in+his matter; due 1o the fact of 4he.
SubJect mater Jurisdiction. WA the Constifutionad bounds,
Congress dedides what Coses the federal Courts hove
dUrl%dlChOﬂ +o Consider, Because Con Qrass decides Whether

eral Courts Can hear coses at oll, it Can also determine.
When, and under what conditions, Fedemi Courts Can hear
Jrhem See, Curr? b HOUU at 113, LR 363, The. notion ot
“Subdect- matter” Jurisdtdmn obvious(Y extends h"dQSSes
ot Coses.. ‘?cxllmg Within o Courts addudicatory chrhorHrY
Fberhart, sy pro, &t [, 120 S.0t 403, Tn KonfricK vs. Rian,
540 US. iw3 124 5.0£:900, 157 L.Ed. 2d BLT<20047, held
fhat failure o ComplY With the Hme. fimAotion requirement
in Federa| Ryle of chKrup’rcY Procedure. Hoot did not
affect ofedernl Courts Subdect madter Jurisdiction.
etttioner; has proven With Clear Qnd Con\nncu €\idence.
that he is bﬁﬁg dﬁﬂ\ﬁd hlS COﬂS‘ﬁ"‘U“‘(OﬂO\( Fl UQ (0Cessy
of fder! lows and subdect Modter Jurisdict n Uno\ar U.
Conshﬁﬂnon Arfc(e 1<3> g |.
Pe- ﬁoner r{sﬂjeﬁ this honoroble Court will reverse.
and remand this mo: action fo the United States Court of

APPeals with instructions,

0



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Moot D, Fond
pate: (ancth T, 2024
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