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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

f, Did Conqress passthe Organic act ibr OKiakoma on 

maV ^~rcSR0)+o establish Stote laws,or did Conqress 

pass Cerkin qeneral lauosof ArKansas on moj^lStO,
C. § 30;3l: 2Jo Stat.%1/3435, providlnqthe provisions 

ot the Wans-fldd's Digest in chapters ertridiod^criminal 

laws and Criminal ProCmuraf'shall govern prosecutions 

-for Crimes i n Indian TerritarY - OKfahoma ?
Z. Did Congress pass kelhdian Civil Riqirte Act of (%2 tor 

thetkeraliy recognized Indian Tribes' reservations that 

Kas exclusive Criminal and Civil Jurisdiction on their respected 

■federal lands to Self’-governing of their ornn lands, liKe, all of 

the 3d -federally recognized Indian tribes in OKiahoma?
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LIST OF PARTIES

[Vf 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 
all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this 
petition is as follows:
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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 court of appeals appears at Appendix f\ to 
the petition and is
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

N/ft or,

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[ ] is unpublished.

N/ft ; or,

[ ] For cases from state courts:

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[ ] is unpublished.

nif\ or,

N/fiThe opinion of the __
appears at Appendix . M lf\ to the petition and is
[ ] reported at
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 
[ ] is unpublished.

court

; or,

1.

<0



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:
i

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my
ocifiUOipY

casewas

[ ] 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: -------WXfl__ ___________ , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

. *
1

•: I

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including-------d/A___ _____ (date) on N / A _______(date)
in Application No.__ A

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 case 
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix N lf\

N/Awas

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date: 
and a copy of the order denying rehearingH1A

appears at Appendix N.M

[ ] An extension , of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including---- dLQ_______ (date) on NlPt (date) in
Application No. __A

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

On (Tlarch Xl} in OKIahoma County District Couft 
Case Ho. CF- 1^*7-I22J7, Petitioner plead cjuiW -lo -first -degree 

murder and larcenY of an audomobile after a-former Conviction.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

The UnHed States Court of /Weals made an 

Unreasonable decision in this matter doe-fo the tact of fie 

Subject maffer Jurisdiction. (jJfthln the Constitutional bounds, 
Conqress decides what Cases -the-federal Courts have 

Jurisdiction -to Consider, Because Conqress decides whether 
"federal Courts can hear Cases of all, If Can also determine 

UJherii and under what Conditions,federal Courts Can hear 

them. See CurrY, (q Hou^af 113, Ife L,6Ju 3C3-The noflon of 
^Subject-matter1' Jurisdiction obviously extends to "classes 

Of Cases.. . talllna Within a Courts adJudicaforY authority 

Eberhart supra, at lb, I2ig SCh 4-03.13 RontricK vfs. RYan,
54f U.s. 443, m SXfqok, 15*7 L.Ed, *1 SbW^O t>, held 

fhaf -failure to ComplY With the time (imHaflon requlremenf 

ia Federal Rule of BariKruptcY Procedure 4004- diet not 

effect a-federal Courts Subject matter Jurisdiction.
r reffoncp has proven With Clear and Convlncfnq evidence 

that he Is behg denied his Constitutional rlqhts to due process 

of-federal laws, and Subdecf matter Jurisdiction under U.S. 
Constitution Article (IKS> § |.

Petitioner, request this honorable Court will reverse 

and remand this matter- action to the United States Gourf cf 

APPeals with Instructions,



CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

furotfllA^D. Frtmrl 

fTtorth ~7.2n?4-Date: )
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