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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

Whether the initial Court erred in thot the Floathead County
en Commandment monument does roé Violote the Establishment
Clouse and Petitioner was in foce wrongfully injured by res
.d,'sp/_&y on public propecty and thus guarcn teed /n the Free

Exercise Clause év remove 1&.

Whether the initial Court Violated Article vi, Cl.a of the Un'éed
States Conseibution by c{en}/:'n?, Petrbtioner hrs Sé'a.l'uéory r(ﬁ,hb
of abatement o/Ca/Dub/;'c Nersance oS an Injured porey oand ¢he

use of‘forc.e_ wnder Montormo Jaw.

Whether the initial Cowurt violated Article vI,Cl A of the
Urnited Stotes Constltubion b/v enFo-.—c.in% a. Stute Crirviinal
Stotutbe that Conf‘/f'c;és W th af‘ede_ro»/ criminal Statute,

Whether Petitioner was denied #is Sixth Amend menb,r{z}\!z L—pﬂ\ce_

his accuser at frial

Whether Petit/oner was left wWrth an Unconstitetional Conviction

based on the facé—ua/ CrrCecmsStanCes 0/0 tfnlspa.ré/'cu_/a.r— Case..
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/Councl, any active related CasSes obber fhon Lhose /Oroc,ee.d/ng,s d/'rec.é/)/

Soug,lat—. review of rn £h/s Case as frov:‘dec{ above.




TABLE OF CONTENTS

OPINIONS BELOW . . o oo oo ..

JURISDICTION .. . . . .. . o et e

- CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED . . .
STATEMENT OF THE CASE. . . .

PASIS FOR STATE JURISDICTION.

REASONS FOR GRANTING THE WRIT.

A. &?n&@‘cané Constitutional Questions. . .. . .........8

/. First Amendment Fs’e/:‘gjon Clauses . . .. . .. .. .... . 8
1. Sixth Amendment Confrontation Clause . . . .. .. ... .14
i"i. Fourteenth Amendment. . . . . . . .. ... ... .. ..../6
V. U.S. Conse. Ark. Vi) Cl. & Supremacy Clause. . . .. .. ../%

Co,f/)’cfs with the Decisions of other Courdts and this Courtd.ls
Importo.nce. of Questions Presented
/. Unconstitutional Convictrion

i, A Pro/ocr Occasion Sor G—m.nt—/'nj, Certiorari on Tssues thal
Showld be Setzl/ed é/v;%/_'s Cowuré. « « . . ..

" Neationa! Imﬁortance

iv. Imloorzi'o.nce o Others Sl'rnffa.r/)/ Siteated. . .. .. ..

ConciLusion

INDEX TO APPENDICES
APPENDIX Mont. 5.CE. Order Dism.‘ssing/ Ap/aea./_
APPENDIX Defendants Response £o Anders Brief
APPENDIX Disé& Ct- Order Dcn/fnj, Motion Lo Oismrrss
APPENDIX Amended Tudgement and Sentence
APPENDIX Defrndants Motion 2o Dismiss

APPENDIX Mont. 8. CE. Order Den /'.nj/ Sa_pcryz'sor// Contro! Rehearin 2

N




APPENDIX
APPENDIX
APPENDIX
APPENDIX
APPENDIX
APPENDIX
APPENDIX
APPENDIX
/-?PFEN DIX
APPENDIX
APPENDIX
APPENDIX

APPENDIX

: Def'andan 5 trtion fbr ﬁchmring, Sapsrwso?/ Controf
Monk.5.CE Order Deny{ng/Su/ae_m/iso;y Contvrof
Defendanés Rebrtion for Supervisory Conéro /

Dist. C& Order on States X7 Motion 1a linnne

Dist C& FF CL on 279 E\//dcnbfo.r)/ /7/eaf"/hj,

Disé. C& FFCL on Df_fenolant_ls Pretriad Motions
Defendonts 27° Motion for Ex//'c/ené/‘ay A/ear/'n}
Dz?ﬁ:na/axlé's Frebrial Motsons
Defendanss Motion for E.V/'dem&ia_r)/ Heorin 2
Arrest Wearrank

R
Trial Exibit B {Cffc/cfa-/ Coteré Dowmené)
Trial ‘/’Paﬂ_s"cr//ot - Tcst/'rnon)/ o/[ Dcf'endanﬁ‘

Constrtadonal and Stacctor Y Froyisions Znvolved




TABLE. OF AUTHORVTIES CITED

FEDERAL CASES

Adland v. Russ, 307 £ 3d v/ (¢“ cir. 2003)

A}asé/m' V. Feleon, salw.5.205 (1992) . . . .. ... ...

Apodlaca. v. Oreqpon, 406 &. voy (§772)

BordenKircher v Hoyes, 437 U.5. 357 (1978)

Boyscouss off Americo. V. Dole, 530 w.s. &%0 (2000)

Card v C,'/:/v fEVerabf; 5306 F3d /1009 (‘)‘" Cir.2008). . . . .. ... .. /8938033
ChafFin v. Szynchcomke, SR U5 /7 (IE3). DY
Chuerch o/CZakum:‘Ba.éa./u /I/c Vi CIZ)/%/?’/ZL/CQ,AJ So08 w.5. 530 @ow). C e /8,
Cf'f/ o Elkhort v. Books, a35 F3d 293 (7% cir. 2000)

C/‘?/%G-rané‘s fass Vi Tohnson,; 794 S. c£. ;eao’a(szoaq). e

: Cow-)é//f/}//ej/lsn)/ v. ACLU, 493 wu.s. 5=3 (202a)

Cr‘aw/br-d v. Washimgton, 541 w.s. 36 (aoo#). e

Esﬁinoza vi MNont. Dc:/:'t fﬂavenue., 591 u.s. Yoy (;'oao)

Eversen v. Bd. of £d., 330 w.5. 2 (1947)

Fulbon v Cit:)/cyf'/o/u./aa/eéo/u'a) 593 «. 5. 5aa (aoau)

Gideon vi Wainwrighk, 372 w.s, 355 (1963). . . ..

Goodwin vi U.5., 457 u.s. 368 (7983) . ... .. ..

Green v. ftosKell C:ﬂd—)/ Bd. 7‘ Comm' s, 568 7 3ol 797 (0™ cir. 4008) 6,/0,12,18,/9,33
Tancu V. Brarneét/, 589 c.5. 388 (R018). . . . . .o JE
K.cnm:o()/ V. Bremerkton Sch. Dist., 597 c.s. 507 (R033) . . . . . . . .. .. ... .a3
K)///o vi Umited States, 5§33 a.5. 37 (3oor) . . N
Lemon v Kurezman, 403 w.5. 602 (1971). . . . . . N
Lyach v Donne_//)/l YB5ws. 668(198%). . . .. ...

Mowbu«/ v Madison, 5 w.s. ) N 34
MCC(&CL()/ County v. ACLU, 545 w.s. 844 Goos). . . .. .. ... 18,15,a1
Micanda v. Ar}'zona) 384 W.5. ‘/aéﬁ%é). e

Morrisette v. US., 392 u.5. av6 (952). . ... .. ..

North Co«'o,{no. A4 Pcarc.&/ 395 w.5. 2l ﬂ969). L

Olmsteod v. U.5.; 377 ws. 438 (/937). .

Plasant Gvove. Cl(£7/ 4 Samman/ 555 w.5. Y60 ﬁ?OO‘?)

Fointer vi Texas, 380 w.s. oo (/965). . . .

V




Strect v New Vork, 397 w.s. 576 (/968) . . .
Texas . TJohnson, 49/ w.s 597 (1982)
nom/oson v Cie)/ cfiow;sw'//a, 368 w.s. /99 (/960)

Funfv. US., 603 wu.5.593 (RA4). . .. . .. .. .. e e w... 23,35

Ueah /%jﬁ way FPutrol Ass'n V. Am. Atheists, Tnc., 65 ws. 997 (Ro/) | . 33,33

oS v, Bai/e}/, Y% w.s. 399 0980). . . . . . ..

United States . O}om‘e,n, 39 c.5. 367 (j968) . . . . . .. .

Urited States v. Prantl, 765 ~ad 595 (9% cir 7985). . . .

United Sentes Vi Rahimi, /99 5.ce. 1889 (2023) . . . .

Unted States v. Rahimi, coa «.s. ego (a0ad) . . . . .

United States v. Tamewre, 69% Aad 59/ (9<4cir. /953)

Van Ocden . Parr/v, 595 c.5. 67> (2005)

Wi fjams v Sflorida, 399 w.s. 78 (/??o) PN DY -

Wisconsin v. Yoder, 406 ¢.5. 305 097R). . . . . . . i ih it e 900
STATE CASES

Es/ofnoza. vi Mont. D.c/:'t of " Revenue, 2018 m7 306 (Goig) . . . . . . .
State v. Mills, a0 mr s« (zors)

FEDERAL STATUTES

Iguw.s.c. §ay
Bu.s.Cc. sava. .
/sus.c.
a8u.3.C.
Sou.s.c.

/MONT. CODE ARNN.

§/-1-/0%

§ a7-30- a0y, .
85-6-/01, . .
$ 49-1-r05 . |




NEW YORK PENAL CODE

TEXAS PENAL CODE ANN.

U.S. CONST.

Article Six. .. ... ...
First: Amendment

Second Amendment. . . . ..
Sixth Amendment
Fourteenth Amendment . .

A5 M L6 2l a5
.Y, 76,34




IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

FPetitioner (csPcctf‘u.//)//ora./s Lhat a wWirie of‘ Cerbiorari i55Ue fo ceview the Judg;zrnen{:
below.

OPINIONS BELOW

The o/o:'m'on of the /n‘g/vest State Court bo review the mer/ts appears at
APPC'”d“" A  fto the peéiéion ond is

repected at 2024 Mont. LEXIS /66

The decision of Montana's Eleventh Tudiciod Disérict Couré appears at
APPcnd;x C;D; K; ond & & the petition and /s

Un/oub//'\shed—




BPASIS FOR STATE JURISDICTION

The State District Cowré hod Jurisdiction under the Montana
Conseitution Artrele VIL §4 and § 3-5- 301, Mca. The Montano. Supreme
Cowurt had JurisOiction under the Monkana Conséitution Acticle VI

SR and £ 3-2~ 203, MCA.




JURISDICTION

The date om which the A/?/rest State Cowmrt decided my Cose was October

az’d, aocay. A C°/°/ of that decision appears ot Af/ocnclix A .
The Jurisdiction of ¢his Court /s inveKed under 38 U.5.C. § IASF (@):

An extension ?/:‘ tanre fo ﬁ/& e feé/'t/'on /%r a weri 7‘-" certioraxy was 2ran[:¢d e

and_i’nc/udfrg/ Maecch 22" , k035 on December J19%° , goay in a/o/a//'cab'on

No. 244605,




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

First Amendment 5 Rel fgjcn Clouses
Con?ress Shall maKe. no faw ;’eSﬂcac:é/‘ng, an Estoblishment of re_l.'?,ion) or

Proh;'br'é‘i'ﬂ% he Free Exevcise zf’/eerc:of'. ..

Six¢eh Ame_ndmenﬁ) Comf}on{-:o.{:/'on Clause.
In af/ Criminel /ﬂrosac.uéi.ons) the occused Shall gn.jo)/ Lhe (‘n'g}n‘;.. .

éo be Conjﬁroné‘ecl With the wibnesses o.j,cu'nsb Him.

Fourteenth Amendment, Section 1, Due process and Ezua/ protection Clouses

All persons bera oc naturalized /n the United States, and Subiect co
the Jurisdiction Lhereof, Qce Citrzens of the Uniéed States and of Lhe
State wherein é/te)/ reside. Mo State Shall make o enféree any faw
which Shall Abridj,a. the ,oriv:'(eclgsas o Immunities of Ci&zens of the
Un ted States; Mor Shall any State deprive any person of /fe, //Zef-.?/,
or property, without due process of Jaw ; Nor. deny & any pecson
Wi thin {&5. Jurisdiction the e_zcca/ /Drobecé/on of. the laws.

US. Conse, Artkicte vi, Cl.a, Supremocy Clause

This Constitution, and Zhe Laws of the Unibed SEabes which Shell
be mode in purswuance thereof; and all Treatises moade, or which
Shall be made, wunder the a.u.é/qcrf{:)/ of the. United Stotes, Sholl be
the Supreme Law of bhe Land j and the Tudges s avery Séote Shall
be bownd él‘\e(e,b)/, any 7"/;/}»3, in the Cons¢itcction or Laws oFan)/
State &o the. COh&rmry o w/&hﬁ{:c.\.nc/:'ng/k

The ZCG//OW;(\Z Codes are apfaended Eo Ehis Faé:’b}on ot Achr\cifx' S .

18 L6.5.C.8 avr. Ccnsp(racy a%ainsé:ri%hes
18U.5.C.8 242, Deprivation of‘rig)«ts wnder Color of o -

18 U.5.C.% 247 Damage & rcl{ra,iou.s preperty; ohstruction of persens " dhe free exerclse
of rg‘\%\eus beliefs _

8i-1~-108, mca. Common low — A.PFir'c:xbn'“t':y of
§27-30 - 20/, mca. Abatement of o public nuisanc;e,iay e~ induared Pa.réy
8 4s-6-101, mca. - C(im'\no.l mischief

§99-1-r03, mcA. Right to use of force

A/szzé




STATEMENT OF THE CASE

The Respondant’s Complainton ooath alleged that Petitioner Committed
f.‘e./ony eriminal mischief by Causing damage &o o &2n Commandment
monument located on Flathead County properEy. Defendant moved for
an evidenti ey hecu';ﬁ% Chall ex\g,fn?, Zhe Cons&itutional &y of the s70n-
Ument under the Firsé Amendment Establishmenk Clause of ¢he lnited
State Constitution and 'f\:'s_'.Sf':aé‘bLé'ory self-help ‘/‘\'%1'\6 wunder Monéonol
law to obatement of o pubklic nuisance by radured poey- The cecord.
Contawns no Weitken rulmgz in this /ﬁ.rse instance..

Approxlmm‘:d/ Within five days of Defendané 5&”1} Sentenced,
the Flathead County reerected the rronwment.

AF‘P‘“‘“"} prose, the Monkana Supreme Couré reversed and cemanded
/C\‘-)r a new écial. T he Defendont in pre triol mobions moved to dismiss
bhe C/'m.r?,e_ ra.:'s:‘n?/ the First Amendment re /c?,l.cn Clauses, tu's 553:.@:&::7
ra'g,hx’: under Montana law &o Self-help in a.éa./:;'ny/a. laub/ic Nnuisance
as jndured parey, and his righté to use of force from W/‘eng,fu-/ r'niwy,
under Montana's basic rig,hé—.s Stabutbes. Among, the Firsé Amendment
Clauses and Statutes, De/‘ena’ané oressed the Plain éi)f[s burden o/c
/)r‘own} his Conduct was done with o Conscience obleck so dama?e—
the monumenté T his Fo lowed é/ a mobion for oo Second. eVadenEcar)/
/iearmjﬂ r‘e.?,owdtn? the Constikbutionality of the Flathead Cou.nl:')/ ten

Commeandment monument.

T he Districk Court entered (& fjai'nc[/}:?s of Facé and Conclusions

Of Law on the pretrial motion defenses, prov«'cling, pocticulac iy 70 anai)/sis
e,VoJua.(:non, oc fact inkensive assessment on the Consbabubcna./;b/ of‘
€he Counties ten Commandmenk mOnume_nﬂ:, but seet /C‘c,-th in tokall

,A [Elen Clommandment monument on pub/ic Jeund /o/aCed
among Other monuments re,presern‘:mg, /ca,a/ and /:Jo/;l—:Ca/
/vnséory does not vielate the Establishment Clause.
Van Ovden v. Perv'y) S45 U.5. 6FF, /A5 §. Ct. AB5H (aoos)q
Griven #his authority, he Counties placement of a[#en
[Clommandment Statute [Sic among other historical Sources
of Jaw years before Defendant’s a..lle,?eol Conduct cannot
Constitute o W‘”"ﬂ/f"‘/ mJu.r)/

5 of A6




The Diserict Couré furélver made /O&rSOna./ accusotions :./—‘annccessar/
fn.fary and breach of the peace, determinet&ions of fact, where oo
Jury was ravelved, while st-o-é/'nj, that the Defendant did not seek
vremoval of the ten Commandments quou.g,/o /e?a//nroceedl'ng,s, that

abatement of o /Oubl(c; nuisance by an inJdurced porey /s unavailable,

ong, with ap/:/ymg, a Montano. AHewniar Rz?hés AcéE Bmp/oyme;n/: and
housing discrimination cemedial scheme €o Jusefy Monkanas basic
r\%hé Use of force Skatute also unaverlable.
T?e Districk Courk then denied fhe admitfance inko the record.,
eyidence and {:c_sl:fmony, ot the Second eviden é:'a..()/ //zea,n‘ng,, and
based her th/h?,.s of Fact and Conclusions af’law' nd.‘ny, on the

/Dr'eéna./ mMoé&rons /:'nd'mg,s o/-" Fact and ConcClusions of‘ Law.
Zn a 5ub§ezaené order on a second Mo&on rn finrine é/véﬁe.

/c%uhéf, the Distorct Court ruled on the Free Exercise. Clause,
SZZaS'n?

74
2= s Green v. HasKell Caty. Bd. of Comm'rs, a—cé'u.a/é//brc/os:as

any Free Exercise ar?umené in bhese Circunisbances inits.
observation that [/’]c(ma.nanl-; Monumenés displayedon
/Dub//cloro/owéy é)/fn Ca///y represents governmenk
GP&ech before Conc(ud:ng, that Free FxerciSe-
Jurisprudence s mopposite. Green v. HasKell Caty. Bd.
of Comm'rs, 5§68 & 3d 789, 297 .5 (o Cir. 200
(Cn":mj, Pleasant Grove C’:éy, Ubnh v ..5am/;mﬂ S55 ¢ 5.
460, /295. C& //RS, //33, /7R L. &d. ad éco?)

P.f/'or &o the Second &Ernel, Deﬁena(cm/; petitioned the Montana
Sepreme. Court for Supervisory Control. The Maontana Supreme Coure
denied o /ssue the wri't 6&4&1}13,

" The. Districe Court made. ﬁnd,ny,s basec on the record
before ¢, draw/n?, rks conclusions on Montana /an.
Weimers ¢ i:a,f!ons to ﬁc/era,’ aw axe wnavai /mf’ nea
State Court.

_Defénc/ané /oeaﬁ'/'é/oned ﬁx— r‘cheax‘m% c}e:'mg, fzdera_/ Criminal Statutes the Coure
wouwld be violm&lng/ b)’ FroCzéc/ing,, as well os, the Supremacy Clause. .

éo/';lé




;7745 Montana Supreme Court denied and dismissed reheowin
/o/eC/fn[l‘nﬂ o insect /z‘:se/f‘ in the administration of a bial. v
At trial the accuser was called to dhe Stund. De_pu_t)/ Cour\é/
a:(:torne)/, Complaint on cath, affirmed by the District Court inelad
Arrest warrant, obiected, the Couré deny"m}) Followed .b)/ obyection
b)/ the Defendont 2rvumd(n3( on his sixth Amendment Pig‘m’: to face
/15 acCcuser '

Be.fére. .Senl:ex\c,'mg,, Defendant moved to set asSide the Conyiction.
Instead of the District Court Constmfng, whot & ou ghé £o do b/v orden‘ng,
the ten commandments monument removed and d:‘s:«aissiﬂg, the case. Tt
denied the motron. .

:During( Senf:encing, Defendant recommended/Stated that o
Sentence Should net be /}n/oosed in Ehis matter, oug,a;n, based on the
unconsb;é—ut?ono.'it)r of the Mmonument and his rv:?/té— o freedom of
(‘e,}j,?on and ns/f?l‘ou.s //’ber-/:)z: .

On direct appeal, appellant mobloned & remove Counsel and
pProceed pro Se in order to prevent filure to Scek review by
Montanals h/;hesé Court on the Ques tr0oms Swbstan é"“/ﬁ/ rele.ted
to those. herein thaé are Cause of bor to a petition for wirik of

Certiorori in and from &his Court. The. Montana Supreme Court
denied the l’egu.estqu;a.tvhﬁ,

//,..EI] mo-)/ seeK veview in the w.s. Su/orame. Court

aftar [Ehe] alo/:;ca/ has concluded."

Immeo//'a{:e// thereafter, Counsel moved to withdraw pursuant

to an Anders brieff Defendant provided an Opcning/ brief ,Or‘avfousi/
drawn (‘odshng, the iu&sea'ons Present in s peﬁ—f'd—r'on. The Montona
Supreme Court passed b}/ d:‘sm"ss)ng, the a/a/?ea./.




REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

A.- SEgm’f‘fcan& Censétional Problems
FirsE Amendment Religion Clauses

The Establishment and Free Exercise Clauses gucranteed in the First Amend-
ment at the Cone of this Case are very Similar & the other Clauses provided in the
First Amendment that this Court has in previows Cases gronted Certiorar Where
Criminal Convictions were reversed as Unconst tutional.  For exa.mpia , in Street
V. Mew YorK, 394 w.s. 576 /969), Street was Convicted of Maficious Mischief ia
Violation of M.Y. Penal Code §i42s ffe)d), Sfor éurm'n;, an Amencaen f.’é? and
Spaaki ng unconséi tutronal speech Canc::mit—a.né/}/. THis cowrt reversed and
remanded Sbéf'ng/ that elther Streets words m:?/-:t have been the Sole bosis For
his conviction or he m/?h{— have been Convicted Sor both bi's words and Hi's
decds, /., at 594,

 Like Strect, United Stotes v Obrien, 331 u.S. 367, involved a crime. of
Know;ng/}/ deséro)//'ng, a Selective Service re?)\sz’:méfon Certificate. as prohibitad
é)/ the 1965 amendment to the Universal Ma’l:‘t—ary 7?a/'m‘n2, and Service Act of
1998, Codified as 50 u.5.C.A. app- §ysa(b). O'brien burned a rcg:‘sérai:fon
Certificate before o sizable crowd in order to influence cthers to adopt his
anél war beliefs., /Here this /s government property wunlike Stree€, where
Street took his own flag to o public Sidewalk and se& fire to.it. Tn O'brien,
however, this Court reinséated the Jud?emené and Sentence . based on the
1965~ amendment to fhe lhiversal Ma‘/,‘é-o.r)/ 'T;'a_;ning, and Service Act ée/n}
Conséitubional as enacted and as applied. But ) ru//'n?/, the opiaion received

Concurrence. Albeit, and ot the crux.

7a gevernment re,g,ulaé—/on s Suﬁﬂ/'c[en&/)/ Jastified if i is wWithin
the constitutional power of the governmenk; iF e /euréhar‘s
an /imporéant or Substantial government interest; /f‘ Lhe
?av&nmenl:a./ interest i's wunrelated o the Suppression of
free expression; and /f the meidental resériction on a.//eyad
First Amendment fr&edoms 15 r10 Wmé&r‘ than /s essential &
the furtherance of that interest. B

1
Obrienj at 387, mr. Justice Harlon Concurri‘ng, Tustice Harlan followed up

So/faé




./rla./{a'nj, clear that his concurring selected passage does ot forclose Con-
Sidexa.i-:ons 9“ First Amendment Claims 1n EhoSe rare instances when
an mcldenta,/ r-e,s!:r:cé:ron wupon expression, /m/ooced by a rcda,u./a,é/on
which firthers an /mportané or Substantiol ?Otla’ﬂmenf mterese
and Satisfies the Courts other Criteria,, /n pracéice has the effect

7 ' . N
of enk/‘rc/}/ ﬂre,venb/ng, x $Feaker“ from fea.ch/'ng,q 5/?:1//4 cant

awdience with whem he Could rnot otheruwsise. /aw/—"ulﬁ/ Communicate.

A selective service regjsera_ﬁ:'on Certificate does not iviolate any
Section of the Firs¢ Amendment Clauses. This specific ?ovennmenb
property or its message did not offend the Constitution or the provisions
o whom they are oa,uaranbe&d.

Anothexr 70/0.3, example- is a non sPe.e,ch expression where this Court
jro.m‘:ed she Sinte of Téxas Certiorari in Téxas V. Johnson, 49/ U.5. 397
(953), to examine @ Texas Coiminal appellate Courts decision that reversed
a convic&on of desccretion of a Venerated obect in violation of T@xas
Penaf Code Ann. § 42.02(@)3), after Tohnson burned an American ;C’/ag,
d’urinj, o 1984 fcfu.b/-'co.n national Cenvention and the renomination of
Fre.sfo/ené' Ronald Reaj/:u—\ in Dallas, Téxas, aféer Maxch‘mg, the Streets,
while protesters chanked. Undler the Circumsénnces, fhe Convicéron was
Inconsiséant with the U.5. ConSbtutions Firsé Amendment. Id., at
“Yox — 420. Disorde/'ly conduct Is not ab rssue in £his Case. There cxre
no complaints from any ClEiZzens of the State of Montona other Lhan
A Cownéy depué)/ a.ﬁfOrney. Eye witnesses r‘cport‘:ing, What they Sow
are no& complainants mor vickims.

Closer o First Amendment Clause defen.ées. Zn Wisconsin V. Yoder,
Y06 «.5. 205 (1999) ; this Coure held Convictions for Com pulsory School attendance

invalid bmdc’x the First Amendment g,u.o.rc;_n(:ce, of the Free Exercise Clause.-
//o/d’m} , a./élaou.g,h neuwtral on s2s face, Zhe Compu/So«/ scheol attendance. law
unduéy burdened the Free Exercise Clauwse. See olso Fultonv. Ci by of
PA//aJe,/IoAna. 593 w.s. 53a, 556, hard /utém} the Yoder Courts /oom/:
[7_‘7here, ace aveas of Conduct protected by the Free Exercisc Clavse of‘
the [Frsé Amendment and thus be.}/ond &llaﬁowa of A—/;c Stute Lo

Conérol, WWW QC‘WM\‘ @JW
*/'IW@ZM%/&“_W m&é’%émm Wm@fé o;?%mz/é{z,

berdbres éée,}ﬂm exereise. Clecese o 7{4?&0; J m.s:sémg, that Amish

‘?ojfélé




Children abide b)/ the C.ompu./sor)/ ottendonce reiunrmmﬁ was uncons&tutional

even Wcé WM] MZ{W faaéazz—m of e s,gazéram/a//]

Yoder, at 236, Justice Barcett, Alite; Gorsuch; Kau/a,naug,h and Breyer
Concur‘mg,. (empnasis added).

None of these Cases mentioned resolve on both the .Establishment
and Free Exercise Clauses. AMor do Hle?/ imnclede. a.n)/ Wr‘c)mg/]ou,/ fnJu,r)/

/nf’/:'céeo() other thon Ceiminal prosecwsion.
'Bu-e) like the com pu ISOry school attendonce. statute. MMontara's

Criminal mischief sbu,but-c@ 45 =6~ (ol, MCA), nectral on /'c'.-sﬁca,
/?/a.ces on u.ndu.ly burden on the Free Execcise of relfgjon) re.sulbfn}
1 Criminal punishment. Which seems to appear wihy these decisions
Sepra, resé on verbal and nonverbal expressions of Conduct that.
/8 rot attached & euny paré of the Consl'éutdion in the Sense that
the behovior the mdividuals eng;x}e.c/ N was ol becaause 1& violated
Some. provision of the Constitwtion IEself thereby Ca.usfng, them o
r‘eme,d)/ o wrong,ﬁ,c/ /'nJu,r)/, at such a conséltutional level. T
Other words, &here was no conséitubional l'nJur)/ that was the
Cause of Conduct, re., no Claim of Wrong,f‘u./ /nJu.r)/ by the Amencan
f/"'} 165elf. or a Selective service Re.g,«'sl:ra,t’:fon Certificate
oﬁ%ndfng, cx./oexsoma./ Fundamental conséieutional r«'g}a & And then
See Eispinoza. v. Monék. Dep't of Revenwe, 591 &.5. 6% 55 (2020)4
wr federal system priczes State experimentaéion, beed rof Stace
Experimentation in the Suppression of free s,oaeclq\/\ and the Same goes
for bhe free exercise of re/fg,ion, (2"“0‘"”"’} Boy Scouts of Amenca v. Dale,
530 «.5. 640, 660 (2o0g). AReason o flex. Yoder.

The initial courds Citation to Green . Haskel/ Crnty. Bd. of Comm'rs,
568 £ 3o =932, 7.8 (Jo Civ. B009), On the Free [Execrcise Clause crafted a
Serious /ej,a./ 1ssue thal alone appearcs o /’Iln?c, wpon whether Peti&oner
has been anconsé éué/ona/// convicted . The FAaskell Béards a.rg,umené
that they cpened a limited fub//’c; Sorum for monumen €S on Lhe Courd—
howuse lawn o Cloim Eheir Zen commomdmenk monument asg,ovammenb

speech fulls flabon its face. The dilemo is the Board rea,ching,

/Oo}fae




o fFee 5,0«::&(:]1 //The, inigial court erced on this. A furbher reacffnj/ of
n.8 provides o. limited Circumstance formdoctrine for permanent

Monuments.” C:‘e‘:ing,, FPleasant Grove Ca't?/ V. Summan,
“60, 479 - g0 @00‘7), frx Pccrposa-s of o j,o\/@rnment’;s ﬁ*e.e, speech

/Dr'oé;e_cé‘for\, Wheot Lhe initic] Court in this matter }oé— Wr‘cn? 4

58 w. 3.

Lhat Pleasont Grove Cl.é)/lé Court noted :/)7'74:'5 does no& mean that
there are no restrainks on ?OVernmem!: Speech. [For example, .
?;ﬂvernmem& 5f>ee,c.l-: MusE Compores with the Establishm ea;né- Clause A
ZH, 467 - 65 ; cccorded a& Td.;, 48/, Csﬁavens, J, canc.-,wri-nj) ( /-/Dar‘ even i/C'
the Free Speech Clouse neither veséricks ror protects ?,O\/ex-nmenk
Speech 3,0var~nmen&- sfmkers are bound é/ the conskitwnbions other
Froscrfi)[:{ons} /hc/ad/'nj,.\ Lhose Scz/of//éo( é/v the Estobl/shment and
Ezu_a./ Protection Clauses - ) The Couré ﬁund that the M&S.saj,a was noé&
S e/t o Lefl whether bthe zen commondmends was @o\fexnmene spaech
or was /Oro*/kalh} o forum for private speech. Zd., at 965-69. In this
Case, the Flathead County ten Commandment monument d}is/o/o-/ appears
to féu/ wnder the facks and Ciccumstances whetirer /'F e were yovernmant
or ]févru-m dhoctrine Speech.

AFlnother point is what the Free Exercise Clause authorizes or does
not authorize. [elitionec execcised his K‘e/;j,iocus /l‘bél"é,?/ r,"g}w_‘: o f}ae,c/ofn
oF re /,‘?fon by f‘c:rnovfng/ the Flathead Cocm'é// &en commandment monumenk .
5/}ﬂ,'/ar§/, Ma/}/ Parents exercise that rj’g,hb é)/ Sandfng/ theie children s rel:?joaﬁ
Scheols, e cho/ce_IOroéecéeo( by the constitution. See EspinoZa. V. Mont,
De/o'/: o/b Revenue, 59/ U.5. 464, 486 Goao). At the bow, the Monkanc

Supreme. Cowrt held //[ﬁhe_ Free Exercise Clause is noé/n'nj, more then o
/afor;'ec/:/u/e, Shield aﬁﬂ.{nsz& ?,ovarnman(: iﬂﬁcr/farence in the fFree Execcise.

- . . N . N . ”
of‘a, Crzens chosen a"e[,?on or re,(ag,uous view’s . Armmﬁ, o Swerd or

aﬁi‘l?ﬂ?a&‘f/a fr?/ﬂ £ fo the Free. Exercise Clauwse y but nos for the purpose.
fo recelve ?o:/arnnf;ent aid. Esf:-fnoz-a_ V. Mon&. Deprz 70 Revenue , R0/¢
AMT 306, 980 (Tusb‘ce, Dirk scmacfur Concu-rru‘ng(;-

The Free Execcise ria};& that Q,P/ﬂo.rex\ti)/ authorizes a Cibizen to
remove o rél.-‘g,iou.s obdect off” public property could only be achi eved (£,
as expounded on above cnd be/ow/ bLhe achcl_.- violates the Estabhshment

.ZZ(?";lé




C[o.usé, and if‘.so brue, indicates Fetitroner executed /Dro/\e_ssfonc&[ /e,j,aul ‘

7z,

J‘u.c{?/ernczn . The Free Exercise C/aus&/)i’oé:e.cé:‘j ag/cu\nsé even indirecé

Coercion ... /:Zs/m‘noza) 59 u-s., at 4zg. '
Merriam — Webster d:‘cé—z‘ona_r/ a/ef’f}zcs exercise as Za- the acéef
éf‘fﬂ}lﬁ} /héo/a/a)/‘ or r-e,alc'zsfnj/ ‘n actron ) L. 2e O//'s'cﬁar-j/e, f&cn
c /"C/'a_/,/&n céron or /Oﬂyf?:ss/"ona_/ occu/va,é—fon ;€5 #he act o fnstance
9(" Ca.rr)//‘nf out Zhe Feems 9#‘ an a‘}reeme,nl:. (Verb) za ' Zo srake
e/f?’ecé/}/c, i action; b: to ér:‘ni,cza bear ; C: o r',o}a/e,meni— Zhe Lerms
% The /)470//c/é conbrockt é;/v end f/)roa}h bhe Urnrted States
Constitubtion between we é%u-_/oe—o/ﬂ/e and between we &;a/e?o/‘:and

the ‘?Ol/ernmenb /5 sadicabrve 9(’ whatl /5 ée/‘nj/ /}fsrreo(.

The Flatheod Cou_ﬂf:)/ wo.s aware and conscience o/” £he wuricon -
Sﬁlubbna//'d?/ cf’ e monument and was aware and conscience <f adverse
/e}a/ Conscguences. APPENDIX M, N, and O. When those adverse -
/e?,a/con.so.ﬁaonc:es dref /hf‘a,c/: mrateriolize in é/ﬂc—/"vr’m f Fets Hroner
rcmo\/a‘ng/ the monaument, the Flothead Couné;v .Sé-a/ec/ Lhe course
ve execb-nj/,‘é_ ,}nmed/‘ate;/ aft‘cr 2t/ oner was Sentenced . /?3&/ bo Green, ot
gol.

Pesudice a/g"}hec{ %)/ the Mirciam ~Wabs&crdlbfvbnar)/ ’5 S _Z'Zdbm/s/
or alama}e_ rcsu/é;h}ffom some Judje,mem‘: or ackion of another e
d‘:‘s:»e,jmrd c:v/f‘ ones r‘:'jﬁés/' e?ccz‘a/}/-“ detriment &5 oneks /c;o./
r:'g}nbs or claim. ‘

T ere 1's ro c/(/o//'c,/t:' /anfu“?& wWitbn the .S Constituéion
aaé-ho.’u'z{ng,or-)br-oh{bif:ﬁ\;, c('osma}c. toﬁab// 'c_/Dr‘?ﬂcr?/) rior to Relsbioners
rescarch, a,ry/or‘ccec/e,nt- é/\/ this Courd orm such conduck. lérdecr the
Circumstonces c70 Z':/)/;s/aarl:/'cu/ar case, noemal /74/ /orocced:'ngﬁ
Such as a r‘cZue.St to have the monument removed, Subm /'L-b/n} o cnminal
Com/O/cu}-ié/ or a civil action (5 n effectrve.

Freedom .of'/?c,//;?)'on as d%ncc/ é)/ Bocvier Law Dl'c,b'oﬂa.r/ (901‘3.)

Al / s Y Al
P’owdes . 777&/¢¢e,dom éo/ora.c_éfcc or Chaﬂ}& one’s own r‘e,h?aon or not

believe in o /oracf:lce, a rc/pgjon at all. freedom f "‘C/I;?'On /S the Const-
/LL'a.h‘on af /0r-/n c/)o/c, anclar}/,'n ;, bodh the Free Exercise Clause and Esfoblish-
ment Clause. fn?zﬂ&rall these clauses both r‘cZa/'/‘c: Consonant

. . . i /
ac&ionfrom Ehe State ia morti éormj, what Thomes Jefferson cksecibed as o (V/&//
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. wo, N
of Seperation between church and State in which the State does rnoe
become an an avenue of rel) j;oas indoctrination, /'ecr.l/fn the f’reedom

to Choose one's re//j/oas /or-mc//o/es Lo the ind walua/ Soverced b)/ and
éhrou?}: LEXIS NEXIS5 Services.

Where the Frathead Coané)/ fen Commandment monumnrent violates
the Fstablishment Clause, Feéitioner exerdsing/h/:s r/'?,h—’.: m the Free
Exercise Clause by ren'lovm?/ /f:pro&e.cl:s hint as e smmatter of lewv.

This court has held that"we ey not, however, viéiate
Constitutional gﬂa_ra.née,es when shey have the effect o/'o.//ovwnj, Lhe

N\

?,u//zé)/ o go free. Ccf /{)///o V. United Stotes, 533 U.5. 27 (200)). Pus

there are principles that, as acKnow/écl}eo( , Can Jead one to such Conduct.’
See Goodwin v. U.S, Y57 ws. 365, 372-25(1953) (To punish a person because he
has done what the /aw/o/a;’néy allows bim to do r's o due process violation of’
the mrost basic Sore. ) C«‘t—,‘nooy BordenKircher v. Hayes, 434 U.5. 357, 363
(773) Coné/nuln} Lo State ) (t.n a series ofF Cases bc’j,:nnmy/ Wi éh Morth
Cavolina v Pearce, Es?.ra.s 7//(959)] and Cu/m:naé,n} in BordenKircher v
Fayes, the Court has reCijzed this basic and m itself —= principle. For
while an individual may be p&na//lzec/ Jor (//b/&ér'nj/ the /aw, be Juséas C‘eré—a;n()/
may sot be fun/.shcd Sor cxe_rc:sméa/ @ /oroh-;cted Statuéory or Conséitubsonal
r/jjn':) See alse Borden I<nrcher, at 3¢3 (2uoé-mj/ Chaffin v S&ynch combe,
2 U.S. /7, 32-33, 1. ao) ( [Flor an ag,em& af the Sémte Lo pursae a
Cowrse of actron whose obleckive /s to /Oena//z.: a person's reliance on
his /?a/ rz?/nés /s /Oa.écnéé/ unconséséebsonal. ) Or tn essentiedl f/‘""’
/anj,uajpa/ See Olmstead v. t.5,a7 ws. 4/33(9&;2)( Zn a government of fawss,
existéance of the j;vernme_nt will be imperiled 1f1& frils bo observe bhe
[aw .SCra/ou/oasé/ Crime is COnba.g,nou.s If government becomes a.

loww breaker, /& breeds contempé for the law,; Tt Iﬂl/;écs cvery man £o
become a law wnto himself ] /& snvites anarch/ //78 declore that in the
administration of the criminal Jaw that the end Justifies the means [a
telec/ o;jca/ a/:/:roa_clg — v declare that the government may commi£
Crimes in Order fo Sccure the C_Onwc_ﬁion of a /aru/aéa criminal —

would ér/n} Lerrible refribution.. ) I ot 85, Juséice DBrandeis

dissenting . But See also Trump v. U.5., 603 ws. 593, 7o5 (R034).

( Zuoéi}v? the serre ).
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Rtitioner did rnoz mere/)/ remove the Plonument becacwse ke had a fooc(
fa:'&h éze//e/‘ Ehat Wk be was a’wh} was Jctstff\/'e,c/ . Which ¢he Montana
Su/oreme Cocwrté /mle Zes, ever /}ﬂ o c/cf,/oenc/ogné /5 m'staken, as co
COm/o/e&e e, nSc, State v. Mills, 2018 MT asy, 99 kU, ay. Dub this
court has held, oé.seri/ln} that, to hold o person cr:m:na_”)/ Jiable,

£'/7¢ Concarrence_ of s.. an ev//- ﬂ’leou’nnj/ﬂ’llﬂcl [nc:l] on evil — c’omj//;a.nd
IUSEt é&/mved U5, v. Bas /g)/, Yy et 5. 399, Yo (9s0) fzccoé/n}
Moreissetre v. K. 5., 343 «.5.246 (95‘&)). Wheve /s £4e .Sof//‘o.c_é-/on
Upon Lthe exercise of constitutional m?/ré'j /}«:c/uo/,}oj, consideration ;fééc
ﬁcéua/wfamsa of the- /7/3@7 of the Flathead Coa,né/vé Een CoOmr-

andment- Monwuments, T here 15 amn absence chr:‘mfna./é/.

f?z_réfd/z'é;/ w7 d:a.a{?,emenﬁ /.'9f/'ck/'nf/ the wianer on a basis oéher Lhonm
oiceordr'nj, o faces, the fans, and éhe/ar/}qc/)p/e. of wustrce . There s no
a'}ment Za/ée, Caf?a,é/e— of‘ 56?//:’7} Ehare /5 ro mferced (oun}ua.?ﬂ_ "
Ehe Lext of‘ the free Exercise Clauwse ¢hat prohib it c/amaan} —asa
b/\/ product — a feﬁf/b‘d obdect on pa.b//'c_ ﬁr'o/oe—ré)/ while. /'t is éve/'nj,
removed because 1& yiolates the Lstoblishment Clause. Thereis no
/Orecedenﬁ on this. fewever, anyone who is a Ciéizen With o basrc
und@rséandl‘n} of this nations conséi tutional /C;'*ame,work Should be able
Lo deduce ﬁam /m‘séor)/ and SI‘MF le cbservation ) #he Second Amendment
e,nsui'ng, the Frrsé. Tuestices Sotomayer, Gorsuch, /{qvarmujﬁ, and
Jdackson's concurrence 17 ddrited States v Rahinmi, /o5 S. ct. /859
(Roaa) can aid this cours i/ settin j,aé,,_dfcfa/ precedent for the [free
Exercise Clause é:e/'n;, enforced on Estoblishment Clause vidlations
expandjnj/ Common Sevisce. é—x/o/maézbns a/(‘a.é— feast Lo obher
amendmenés are covered 1n /?a/urn// /nc/u.a/lrg, é/rc \izconc( Amend-
menk ruj,hé— of the e /s/c, Lo A/ee,/o and beor arms Z%ac’- gaa.ran -~
ee[s] £he /no//wc/uo./ r‘/#vé’ to possess and Carcy Weapons in case
o/’ COnfr‘onéaé-/an. , even éhoujﬁ e /O/Cun /“"?‘“fc‘ " éﬁe_
Second Amendment s the /‘/3}26 2o Keep and bear arms. Ia{

at /9204 -30.

//‘, Sixth Amendment Conf‘ronz‘:af:/on Clawse

The ntral courts denial of Petitioners rr'jj;t- to face his accuser

.Zéfo/f;?é




Violates the Sixth Amendment . 775/(&::& that £he accuser /mf/oened Lo be

a Flathead Coané// o{e/oa?/ azfiorne// rrakes 110 04)7‘&/61\06. T Hal- a/e/aa:;tf
Coun£7/ aééorne/v rezuesé—ed Jeave cyf‘ Zhe counl_—)/ district~ court to
f)"/e an /hforma‘,{:fon /n and jf’or soud cau,m!:)/ disérict Court Charjjrg/
fetitioner w//:h/%/on/v eriminal mischief for o/o,ma.f; fo a Zen
Commandment Stone mionwment without Consent |n excess ‘f\ frsv0.22
g/o//ars. When the Court issued the arrest warront, /¢ Stated,
COMPLAINT ON OATH /Ia.vin} been made this c/a,)/ éej%rf; me. b)/
SeaC/ Boman, deputy Flathead Coun?/ Atzorney; charging shat the
offense 7(‘ CRIMINAL MISCHIEF, afeé% bas been committed within .
Saud. Cou.ni?/ o/fza'/aé/zcac/ and acmsfnj,éhe above named O/q’%ndc\né Hheecf.
The dierence between accusing and charping. /e, 1€ was done. in.

both her /ho//;z//dua/ and O/fﬁl'c/'a,/ Cafa,cfél'as. See APPENDIX P.

Denval to conf}om‘: an accuser and Cross- examine her and dry zo
expose he accusation as alic /s o/en/'a/%f/ré c.SSan/:;‘o./jCeaéure. O/D o
Ju.?/ brial which Les in the /héar)oos;'éfan between the accused and
accuser. Apodaca v. Oregon, 6 w.s. ¥0%, vr0(r923); Willlams v Florida,
399 «.5. 78, /007 970). Conﬁ-oni:ation between accused and accuser is
essential 2o o Ric trial, Pointer v State of Texas, 350 u.s.«oo (/755).
Ci/.}/ %G’rants Fass V. Johnson, /97 5. cé. 2302 and Cra,vtj%«i Vi
Woashin fon, 54/ u.5. 36, ¥3, 5¢ (‘Sarﬂe orSa‘m;/ar). Alse, Tustice
Gorsuch's concurrence in rted States v. Ralimi, 603 ct.5. 680, 710 (2a3y),
accordinj, Crawford, at 5%, rccog/u'z}n} Lhe Sixth Fmendment pre-
exfst:;n}rij}n/:: the /’/}hﬁ‘ fo confront [] accusers af briad. For
while_ there ey ok a/wa/s be o victim. There s a./wa/.f an accuser,

The Minthcircuit has held tbhat co.//n'qj/ a /orc»Se—wtz:rr ‘o éeséﬁ/
15 without absolute bar. nted States v Fand'l, zev /= 2d 598, 554
(9“@2—. /985), Citing United States vi Tamuca, 697 /ad 59/, 6ol (3% cr. 1983),
rcco}m'z;nj, Zhe Posst'br‘/fé)/ o %bu se, fonerer, rezwhhj/ a def"enolomé
demonstrate o ”ccm/oc///h reed’ éf//%re_ 3 /Oaréfcl‘f)aév‘n prosecutor wil/ be
/)ermitt:cd %o é'csﬁy}/.(//'ﬂe, Comf’e///h?/ need /s a reitecotion of' the J/:d.‘cm)
comé:/aaéh/ Loword ar\)/ dev/atron ﬁom the advocate — witness rule ).
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Il. Fourteenth Amendment

The amendments to the nited States Constitutrion were
n7ade a/af//‘caé/c b the States é/« and éhraa;jz Che Focertécen th
Amendment. Everson v Bd. c%\Ec/.J s30 w.s. z (1997, neﬁrccecl—
/}y Frrsé and Sixét Amendment Zuesé/bns aﬂ/»‘fv fo #he several
States and the Stote of Montoano., " Mo stude shall... enforce
any Jawns which shall aéwklf& the /Or/‘w'/ec/?es or immunities 07[‘
Citrizens cf’ the United Stotes; ror shall any Stoébe o/efr/}/e. any
Person of //fe,/ //'éefi-}// Or/ar'o/oer&)/) wréhowt o/u_e/oroce,ss gf‘/awj
Nor a’en/v any person Within /&5 Jurisdickon fhe cﬁua/ /oroé—aca‘on o/) the
Jaws) «.S. Const., Fourteenth Amendment, Section Z.

The Firsé Amendment ?aaranéeas re,//}/ous /‘;‘zedom and //'éar&)/.
re., freedom from an established re rgion, and Liberéy to exercise /—‘rcebr.

T he Sixth Amendment }uaranéee_s bhe r’/lyjlﬁ' to the accused ‘o
/%.ce bis accuser in the Corﬁoné'af-‘fon Clause.

T e @qﬁrccme.n& <70 Monbaono's m/.sc/fu'a/f‘ Statute abel d es tLhe

non crimino.“:/ conduct /}mna,n/'é)/ é/ the [rrsé FAmendment religion Cfa.ase.S.)

the deniel of the prosecutor as the Sole accuser Called to Stand and ]Qu:c

the accused denies é‘/ﬂﬁ/)ro(:gcév'on ?uau’ani:c:ed in the Si'x<tt Amend-—

ment, See Gideon v Wa:‘nwm’?}.b} 372w 5. 55 (1963)(The fourtecanth
/Omtects ﬁorn /h/}ff?a.mané é)/ the States, the /Drfvf/ed}c_s y /Oroée/cé/‘ons)
and Safc j/u.cz,rds g,ra.née_d in the Bill o)C' Rights).

V. U.S. Const. Art. Vi, Cl. a Su./orema.C)/ Clouse

Fetstioner Sou}/zé—.su/aaw'sor)/ control by wayy o}p Wi 10 Ehe
Monteanao. Supreme Couré. APPENDIX G ond I.

A.G'OI‘H} back to /803 this Courdt e well I The Seypremacy clause
/Dromaes thas Tz udjﬁ_f I every Stnte Shedf be bownd 6)/ the Fadere] Const -
Ibetion, any 77,//,‘7/ i the Constitwtion or Jaws of any Stote fo Lhe
Contracy noé W/L—Aséo.ndfng/. U. 5. Const. arts Vi, cl. 2. Th's Clacese
Creates a rule o/[‘o/ecﬁsfon d/'recéz'nj Stabe Courts tLhat é—/:e?/ nres
Noé ?i‘ve. eﬁec‘,é to Stute faws Lhal Conflict wikh /%cfero./ /e
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Marbury v Madison, 5 w.s. /37, 2 cranch 137, /78, & L. &d. 60 (j703).

T here ace Ewo State faws and l:hr-ee_j@c/e,ra./ laws at /ssuwe Fere.
$ 27 - 30 - 204, MmcA provides for the Self - helo abatement of a public nuisance
&y mnJured porty and § ¥9-1-103, MCA provides for a basic personal
rl'j/qk bo the wuse of frce. Both of these Stububes ace found in the
Montana Code Annckated (/MCA).

T the initral Courts Find)n}%ﬁ;cﬂ' and Conclusion of" Law order
on :De/-%nclo-n&'s /on:ér-fa/ PI0ETONS ( APPENDIX L) , 7The court nrade an
erroncous conclusion on /oab//'c rnuisance law. The Petibioner is in Sfack
Wro”j/f“//)/ sndured é)f the Len commandmente pronument on jpve.rnment

/aublfc /oro/ocri,-)/ and the court- made accusation owtside the chorge
arjuin} breach cf the peace and unnecessacy /}vJ'ar)/ occured. Whot
exactly 15 Lhe C}Iar?&. See norn/oson v. City ‘y“éou/LsV/y/e, 363 w.5. /99,
204 (1960).

§ a=-30- 204, mcAa, /s Sr'mp/)/ a .5://‘- /:e%: reme,d)/ available =
Montanans where ,Specia./ /'nJur)/ 15. The Stotute /nisé‘ar:'c:a.//)/ ﬁr over
/00 years has never had any reguirement of prior not fication or formal
/@}a,/ /araceedr'n?s ée/Q:—e abating a /Oué//‘c nuisance unlike Montanas
/Jrr‘s/aéc: msance faw.  FIPPENDIX B ot p- 8.

The court then made an erroncous Conclusion on Monkands 5&@&4(&:»9/
besrc r/j}uf;- £o wse <-7[‘ Sfarce jn /aroéecé-/'nf, /Crom Wrm-.j,/fu/ /'nJLcr)/.
APPENDIX B at p 0. Use :f’/forc:’_ wndec § 49-/-103, MCA, is not
Jimited in af;/a//'cC«L—{on &o dm/o/o)/me,né and housin?, driserimination. Such
Claims the Subdeck of administrative exhoustion. See also §i-1-108,MA,
r’ej,ardinj, Confﬂtt between common Jaww and Stobute. Stotutbe rules.

When Fetitioner cited /Cec/era/ laws thet conf‘/z'c/: With the Convic&ion
and the enforcement of Monkona's criminal mischief statute, or vice verse,
both in wrie fﬁufarw’so.y Control cond protion to disouss post-trial; by the
/’oWCr courts eschew;‘ng, ]Qo(ero.[ lewy, 7215 177 effect /'m/a//‘c/a.é/hf, /A’sc/em/ law.

( As usual when a fower court has invalidated o /éc{era/ Stabute, we }rcml:ed

- .~ \\ .
Certiorar, ., ) Lanca v. Branetts/, 588 «.5 388, 392 (9-0/9)4

/qja“‘"l (‘eﬁuml‘nj, to Olmstead, at 55, Suprec. Zn order & Secure

a Conviction while /:he?o‘/ernmenb Commirts o crime. while Ao:‘ﬁj/so /s

/aaéenﬁﬁ/ absurd. /8 u.5.C.A. $55 a4/ ; ava ; and a47(@)(@) are crimes,

17(7526




ceimes Committed by 0/?7'02.&5 of the court /Q//oyw}xj/ their force of o
Convickion on the Dc}ﬁendan £, where even the Jar7/ a.c/(now/eo(j;c/ /€5
Jimited rol/ o/‘ dcc/d[nj/ mere Zuesc‘/bns oF fack.

Tastead <f he Montana 5u/9femc Court ?,ran{:,‘nj/ Sufervl‘.s'ory
Control Lo the initia! cCourt , 1 Stated /Cco/era/ Jowr 1's wnavailing m a.
State court. Followed by okchiing bo msert sself in the administration

QC"* &rfa./} a érial that had not

et Started, ofter ée;f:j cQuj/,A- red-
banded, APPENDIX Fand H.

Ts moKe matters worse. 1he initial Courﬁ/Dun;.Shecl the Dgpcnda—nlz

Jor C&//l;')} out the courd on the above mentioned /%c/e(a./ %énses and
Su?,}asbn} the Court ouj}u‘: & Sek oside the verdict; order the ten
Commandment monument removed, and dismiss the case. APPENDIX E
P 7 Jrires 2-9.

_Z';wécasf (7(‘ .Securinj Defendants ru'j,hb.s , the court Secured the
Defendant. [Aj// officials muse pause o remembe{ their own high dut
fo the Consértubion and fo the r.'g}\ £5 secured. Church 77 LeeKwrs
BPabalke /q/ve V. C:E/yf///d/ea,l;/ 508 U.5. 530, 59% (A018). Where rig)«&s
Secured Zy Consti/tutzon ave involved, there can be ro rulemaking or
/ejl‘sfaéz‘on which would abroaoya.be them. Miranda V. Arizona, 384
w.s. 436, 49 (1966).

Where a court conyicEs a deﬁ,ﬂdan*{: fa Crime., bt in so o(oing,

Commits o. Cetminal o}?—'énsc /'/:se//f aj;u'nst Lbhe C/?%ﬂdmt‘ i5 rion coherent
with #he .5. Conséitubions Supremacy clavse. See Ma.rbu-ry v. Madison,

Scjorn.

B. Corf/fc{:‘s With the Decision 9‘ other Courts and this Court

T e F?'na//'r? 9f Fact and Conclusion of Law ordered /a/ Ehe snitral court
é/ml— &bc /':7&&460.4 Coun

Zen commandment monument does no& violate
bhe Lstablishment Clause and thus Defendant was not Wron}fu./é/ sndured

15 Contrary & this Courts holding in Van Orden v. Rercy, 595 u.s. ¢72
(52005)/ and a mixture 7‘” ﬁo/o//nfs/@om bott this court and other .S,
Circuie courts. See <9 MCC(eax‘)/ Cou.né)/ v. ACLU, sv5 «.s. 86’4@005))‘
Pleosant Grove . Su,mmou’i} 555 w.5. Y60 (200*?)) Cocd v. C:’é/vcf‘ Everett, 530
F.3d /009 (7 Cir: 2008); Green v. Haskel| Crty. Bd. of Commbrs, 5¢8 F3d 7840 o A0,
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chanj, others.

The Sixth Circuit held on o ten commandment monument, ~Giyen
that (Z) common wealth <f Kentwcky mtended o o//s/a/a)/ ten commandments,
Socuments that 15 /h/lsreméé/ re ?ibas ;S (=) o//\'slo/c?/ wou/d be on j)’ounds of
State Cculoi'éo/_»,’ 3) Sformat o)f monument emphasized. Commandments
re/:‘j,icu.s directrves ) ) zfcn Commrandsments wowld be Jor ss& ronuments
n d/:S/O/a,;/ 5 (5) intend=d (/Cu/éura/ and historical d;bf/a Y Jacked ceadily
discern/ble an&?/}zj/ theme , and. ; (¢) resolution, which would be
/oosted, with monument, Zended % am/o/:)f/ re/[jjous message.,
oﬁiﬁ)a/o?/ could rot be made without /m/aerm.‘_s.si 191)/ cndorsing,rel{g)on_
Adland v. Russ, 307 A 3d 4z * cie 003), reh'q en banc dented,
2002 w.5. App. LEXIS 21054 (é“‘c:‘r. aooa)/. Cert denied, 535 w.s- 999(02003).

The Tenth circuit in Grreen v Haskell Cnty. Bd. of Commles, 568
F3d P84 (lo** cir. 2009), abo held thot the [faskell county Courthouse
Context does rot bear « close resemblance z‘;-/o the mOnuMe_nb.Scééz'nj,
/1 Van Orden, Jusbice B\"&)/er' cancurr{nj/. ( dcscribinj the rmonwument
.Sid-/'nj/ in [Texas State Ccya/éo/ Com/o/eag Conéaining, /7 mionuments and
21 historical markers. . . '\). ferther éo/a//}? "we cannot construe a
o’}.'sja/c?/ of o fen commandment monument rot to be an endorsement
of re//gjon mer-a// because 1£ 15 acCom Paniecl (p)/ Zhe. Ma)yf‘/owar-
Compack or other secular documents. Green , at 808. Cféfny /WcCrcoxﬁ
545 w.5., at 5%, 856. Accorded b/ Van Orden, at Zoa. S

The Minth circure i Card. v. C«'i;)/ cf Everett, 520 F 3d /009 (7¢* cin-
2008), Janded Szaareé/ on the Same /5sue, /'ﬂc/uo//nj/ whether o af/véf Zhe
Lemon test or Van Orden in o’edcling/ the constibutionality of
Everetts ten commandment mionument. IT# Sfound Van Orden carved
out a fiméed eXCe/oézbn to the Lemon Lest . (Lemon v Kurézman,
Y03 u.s5. 603, 6/2 (] 9?/)( Courts Shoufc/ //"yun"c whether the C/ﬂa//ang,ec/ o

- /7 S a -53%/“1 ’D(Ar PO-SE/ 7% het’l)él’ //é'.s ,0 [gla¥] P/c/ v ' vt
(o] v
or Cor 10UC t (23 J / O \ 0.47/

6/7‘”‘506 ... advances or 1nhibits ra/li/'on;‘ and whether (£ creates on
Ve

excessive. entun}/@mené 90 g,overnment with religjon.

D

\)) See also
Lemon test modified in /Qj/osﬁ/h/' vi Felton, salus. 203 (1992).

For ceréain 0/125/‘0/64.)/5 ) e Cord Couréd /Qx,uﬂd Chot Lhe exc?&'or)
mcluded the o/};sp/cz)/ at issue 11 Everelt, and considered Zhe fustory
and Context % the. o//.'Sﬁ/c«)/ fo determine Zhat /4 ﬁa.ﬁed Constrtutional

.Z‘?cy‘ag,




Scrutn "y, /?z%a//}j, Chat the é/3é—or)/ O/D the o//:_?/a)/ SuﬁﬁS&id a Secular purpase
and that ﬂoé/ﬂhj, about the 5¢ét/'nj,90 the aﬂl;a/a}/ jc/??cﬁﬁeo/ the Sacred.

There was ne Petf{:[onﬁr Wit o/(‘ Certiorari in Card. But accod-
i'nj/ to e /%a‘:aa/ a.na}/ﬂ;s 7“ other cases, and &his Court, &he mlonument
even ofter be:’n} moved in 1985 £o creote Spoce Sfor o woar memoriol
Comsisf:i’n} Of éhree ei}hé— Wadla Zall block ?"Oﬂ'\;e& Lowers af/croxim—
ate/)/ Len feet away s/l /eyc‘a the monument /s50lated. An appecrance
Similar to that of Great Falls, Montana., County courthouse.
Wersion, sit,t;ﬂj, directly in front of the éw'/o/zhi wiéh on9/ e Canrion
on either side, O’/'sf/o?//'n} a message that threatens P/}VS/ba./
violence #o onyone. that opposes Such re_/:'g,ion,

Based on the identical fen commoandment mionwuments placed on
?overnme—r\b public property among Montanea, Wash{ngj:on/ Texos,
and many other Stutes, the symbolic under/afnninj,s and ol:harﬁ/mholfc,
i}ﬂafay on he monuments themselves, u/é/ma&e// ob‘scarrin?/ any frue
ancient historicol Contexét) thot of whom the &welve fribes of’
Tsrael accepied jf‘mm Moses #to be Subdected Lo such commonds
and Sonckions in Crcaé:'nj/ oo churca - State nabion, bub then calher,
the S/MEO{OS’Y d:‘r¢c,é/)/ Connec&/n} 4o Catholocism . Conbtent with

blotent obvicusness o an)/ veosonebie obsery«ax) where. and when 4the

”
Pope /aoélrass.::d\\ . s, c;ong,—es,s in person on Sercmloer 1577, Qois,
APPENDIX O .a.ﬁ-/a. 6~ 7.

As Tustice Breyer stoted ja Van Ocden,

s ) .

I/f the re/a.élcnsl'up between g,ave.rnmcnba.nd
f‘&/l?/l‘on e onaof‘ _sefexcd:l‘orl ) but rios cf )
/Iosh'/l‘&)/ and 5u5picfon/ one whil i'nav;'ba.bl)/
find c/fﬁcfcu/é borderhne cases. [nd jrn Swch
Coses, T See no test- reloted substiéute . for
the exercise of /?'/.:L/ Jualj,smane, .- v"cu:hey;
o determine dhe Mcﬁ.ﬁag{c Ehol £Ahe Lesst
Canveys, we muse examine how the textis
used. And thot f'nzar'r/ rczufrcs uUs fo con-

W\
ay.

sider fhe contexé of the d:lﬁf’//

Card, a& /os6.
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Becoause cf this, the Coxrd courtd exarnmed wunder both /V\CCFGOJ‘)/ and
Van Orden ) ou/oidinj/ Lemon, exarcfsfnj/ £helr own /e?a/ Judg,amenl: o
determine whether Eyveretts ntonumente /Da.sjed constatutional muster
A/khouya) /ookr‘nj/c/ee?o)/%q‘/fng/ to LakKe /nﬂ// /VlcCreo.r‘)/.

= /V]C,Cr¢a-r>/ Cou.nﬁ;v v. ACLU, 595 w.s. 89 é?oos), £his Court
addressed #en commeandment monumenks cf:s/o/a)/ed éhrouﬁ y,ol/earnma-:i:'

on the Subject of /aw/ or American h/'::L—or/v. /Votﬁrj/&d-/nj//n Lhe
/V]cCreo..r)/ Aszaz’:fon /)awhf éeenﬁazuené/)/ reminded, &he linited
States S%feme Cocerds own Couréroom frieze was o/e//éeraé-e_/)/
de..s‘/}ﬂed w1 the exercise O/cjoV5rnmanEm/ authoriky So o5 to rnclude.
ﬁre/?ure of Moses ho /el éq_é:/;:ks exhib(i:}ng/ o por&ion of the
Hebrew text of the /ou’;cv’) m/afﬂv /ohrose,d commandment s 17 the
Company 75 /7 other Jaw j/"vexs , P05 of Lhen Secclar f?ufas y Show;'nj/

the 15 716 risk that Moses would strike omn obscrver as evidense thot

the nabional j,o;/crnmené was vfo/a.é—/}-} neuz‘:r-a//'l:)/ " f"&//‘iibr’l. Ic/,}
at 874,

The governmental a,u(:/f:or{l:/ to exercise- in the conduck %bw'/o//‘nj,
a Courtroom /[‘rfeze, ?C such notuce 1S ..?/no_n )/mou.s With the [Zélioner
exerc;.sinj, In the conduck of rcmavn'n} a rcligjou.s obdect that 15 in
viola&ion of‘ the First Amendment. :

The initrol court ecced in conclud'.‘ny, thot the Flotheod County
ten Commandments, even when the Respondont conceded the ronument
as &5 own, distict and Scyoarabe.ﬁum o.n// obher monument 14 mwas
/Qurﬁor-ﬁ-ed/)/ o port (7[; /s constitutional. Of'éhe. rrany Stobe atbocney

j{enera.fs thrals ﬁ/ca/ amicas ém'p705 in Van Ocden 5u/9/oaré/'n}éan commandment=
Honements. Montano did 1704

The Seventh Circwit has held that iy Fhe Context of the Estoblish -
ment Clause , cases have reﬁufred thot to a/l'?e/ /or-o/oer/ that an individeal
has 3(4/7‘@.»60( an /'nJ'ur)/ /n St f'rom the a’;sz/o./ cf‘ o ra!{j}oas obuect the
mndividual may Show he has undertaken o S/occ,io./ burden or hos altered
his behavior to avord the oﬁnsiv& obiect. C/L? of E/shact V. Books,
235 F3d 292, 299 (7% cie. 2000), Cert. deaied. 532 w.s. /058 (Boo)).

Dc/%nda,m’: altered His behavior o Hva/?ofnﬁ- cf‘re,mavindo, the. Flatheod
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Cocmel ten commandment Monumentk . /e wundertook c s,-aac,;c..l burden

where the government was aware and conscience him
/V:} bis constitutional rfg/hé:s and azxecd to re. FIFPENDIX R. ot
P &/t |

The initial courts decision in £his case /arow'des 10 aﬂal/ss's
d?nd with Van Orden's conbext ?f’/:/«re, messoge presented or
k/iséo«r)/ ]sz- de termin ;nj/ whe ther there hos been octuol Wronzf&l

_/'ﬂda.r)/.

T he Seventh circuib Conkinued i1 Lhat o o//s/a/a/ /s cor—
.Con.stf&u(::‘ona.l J //c-n I)/ whien &5 Mwsaﬁ/e_ y evaluated n the.
Context 1 which & i's frcScnf:cd) /s ﬂonscc.u/a.r.\\ .Z_o/./ al 3oR-

Cit Cou.n/;)/o Allegheny, 492 w.5. 573, 662 (2023))- And that the
ﬁrmo.,./_—‘ /’éscf /mwd//y o/_/'/aécs 1Es fc/?‘ouf rressage. S&a.é—mj, &hi's
Court has cauntioned thod fwvernme,né 5/’00;450:'5/:/}0 75'@ refigiows
Mmessaqge 5 /m/ermf.s:;‘é/e_ becavse & sends the ancillocy mess-
age to members oF the cumdicnce who are nonadherents fhas
é//re?/ are outsidecs , and ro& ﬁ// Members gf‘dvée/oo//’éfc:x/
Commuanity, a..qd £he o ccompon //nj/ message Z'Ao;é- %7/ arce [sidercs,
fcu/creo( mlembers of the /ao/rZ-/‘ca/ c.ommunfé)/.\ Icl.} alt 306.
CiEing Senbe Fe Zadep. Sch. Disg. V. Doe, 530 w.5. 290, 309~
/0 éooo)(zuoéfnj, Lynch v. Donnelly, 465 w.s. 663, 653 (759) (O'connon,
J-, Concurrin ))

No& on);;/a/oas the jaitsal Court 1n Lhis case c.onf‘//'cé- with Circuie.
Courts and £his cowrt as cx/sou.ncle.d on aboyve. Put& t4/s court
ﬂ’ln»afj/ Tustyce ’77;omcgs' dissent in Utah H way Pbrof Ass'a v Am.
Atheists, Tnc., 565 5. 994 (G0t1)(cert. denied), acknowledged spe
Confua'/bn since Van Orden and /V(cCreo.r?/, Cyp Jower Cowrks ) reays
nle'ry, TJustice Dreyecs concurcence as &he Conéro//n‘ng/oﬂi‘oﬂ a.sen\/f's~
foned ]@r @/}sﬁ}\ca/é borderline cases d)isé—/n}u/;sh/}? betbween as/}?
Lemon or Some obher Establishment clovse test ond the exercise of
Jeaal Jed ent.

7 Vo-?&c;:den exfress/ eséablishes on /2)<C&/9£7bn\\éo the Lemon Zestin
Cexrtvin bordecline cases reg,a.(—d\‘ng/ Consr tution a./:'@/e o'f Some- /or?é‘éandfnj/'
/O/a/h}/ ra/?ious 0/1'5/9/07/5 Lot convey a historical o seculac message o
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noﬂ-rcligjoué Conkext. Zd., ab /o=, citiang Ceard, 520 £ 3d ak 10/6.
Van Orden does net awthorize. all fen commandment Monumenés
cand does o0& g,iya o.q‘u.d?c, an o/m':fon o _se/ecéfye.}/ a’e.c:de; his o
her own /yrefer—ec/ oubcome in o case z;-/zé/ /9:'c:s|‘de Ve .. Jostice
@[”é:‘le a/z_ioéy/ A and Zhe messa?e:\ rE communicated. Io/./ at /oo/.
aword;‘naq, Van Orden, 545 w.5., at o/ ~oa. 4
Fiirbher Thomas dissented 4 é—/ae_/aor:ﬂb cf\ A 045/9/?/ of’éﬁ&

: . . . . z
5&’7/’% Concu.rr‘in} oﬁm:on in Van Orden considered fhe contexé
7

#en commandments on ?,ovefnmmb /Oro/oer-d:/v also violates &he
Establishment Clavse except when /& doas rok A Compoce- Green,
565 F3d, at F%0 (//o/a(/'n anconst cikional a monumens G@O/'cx:f‘r?,
the ten Commandmientss and fhe /l/lcyf /ox/er- Comlzacé on the lawn
of o County Cocerthouse, among. veur'ows Seculoe monwments and
personcJ message brvchs, witkh o .Si}n SCebin “Erccted é)/ I Eens
of Shstell County.”  Utoh Hghuay fabre] Ass'a, at 1005, Then
C/Z/}?/IIS Cwnr Concrrence m Voan Orden. Zd., aé /006. (Cf(:inj; Van
Orden, sv5 w5, at ¢97

The Flathead Couné)/ Lan commeandment mionwment in &his mlatter Is

ENY

%
fac&ac;/é/ 10 com/aar-a.é/'ye fo a bordécline case. Even wieh the Lemon

sest made bad law. See Ke.nnc,d)/ v. Bremerton Sch. Dist., 597 ¢cc.s5. 507,
546, 569, 572 (R0@x), That ru.//‘nf 5 ex post facto or rebrospeckive £o

1 Eration ()/[‘Crim:‘na.//aro_secuérbn aj/cu.nst Dcféndanb: APPENDIX B
ond T. FAlod (£ wos more cp/f‘o.ﬁcrsona/ efforé é/v Juskices in an attempt
Lo /Oa'eVéné the vemoval of the man/ o/‘ Lthese rnronamenks Scoétered

& CCross the States.

The initiel courts decision was selective 1A con w'cé-/'ng, :Defénda.nb.
Alecocding 2o the case law of éhis courk, a /c«é)/rinbh of Inconsistant
(wh&f:her Stedte orféc/gra/) decisions have been rendered. ES/oc:c.icJ(}/
ékasc,]/:?aréfcu/am'/)/ such as in £his instant case, thak c/i‘n:cé/)/ Connect to
the pope and vatbican, with thase same s/mbo/{c uﬂder—/azhm'n(c}; /O/a(:/hj,
a man without Sin/crime below #he levws, Zhot he corcected, and
1 EAe appesrance of him in hi's eternal grove amon%o&her.symbo/r?)/

)
Such as the a//—Sael'nj,——e;/efbund in Catholie Cothedrols snd on the
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one dollar bill, #he Chi-Rho ) }fcef( le tters rc/akeSGnt-/‘ng, the same man
as nofed above worn wpon the farmanbs 9[' the pope /—'& }4‘/ 7//)7;, hi's
Claim os head yﬂzf—hg church as thow he weere God himsel ‘) and
the Fmericon f/ag/ in the eaﬁjc ta]ons/. a//cnézxﬂ?Je, }O\/&rnmen(:
Witk re/r?jon ; amonj/ Lhe m/:‘gjous commands shemseres.

_Zf the mrtral courts decision is in can/ﬁ‘/fc,é— wi'th swch circw £s
and this court. Rtitioner i's Wroﬂ%u/y mdured éy/ the tern command—
ments monument on f,ow,mmen&/)roﬁert)/, bas been wiron fu./[/

COV‘!V;Cé’ecf/ and w‘ronj/f‘u“}//aunfshe,d., The wuneducated or Commen
mian was well n éhou.;}vﬁ when éfne./%und(‘ng/ﬁ»éhex‘s and £hose
who made dhe Second Amendment 2o /hamedfa.éeﬁ//ﬂrccede the Firse
V/ . e

/TZ;e_ Free Exercise Claosefméec&s\ ag,ainsb ?,overnmcnba.l hest /lﬁ)/

which is masKed as well as overt.. Charch of LeKkun' Babalu Aye
V. C)'Ly ?5’ /—//‘a/co./q/ 508 w.s. 530, 534 {20/8)¢

C,. Imf)ortanc.e. of QGuest/ions fFesented
é/ﬂCon.fél'fué/bna./ Conwbtl:on

Put Sor the Flathead Counf:ys action and inaction, ftitioner
would ‘no¢ hove. Scﬁ‘ered fnJur)/. APPENDIX M. at exhibit F. But
/Cor- the /fower Courts /}non—ance. or what a,céuo.//)/ appears to be
,o/eceJE) Fetationer would rot have been convicted ow-Fu.nisheoL

7 ﬁs‘o. courts o’aé)/ £o avoid a decision cyf constitutional issue
wnless avoidonce becomes evasion. The decision by the ihital court
In this matter rendered o olecision that o’e?oovr-bsﬁ'om this courts
own decision, Creo.b[n}a Conflict thaé resulted in continued /f)Jur)/
o febitioner; and fetrtioner é?eir? made o coiminal convict and
Fu.mls/vcd.

Whether civil| or crnlm;na.l, an unconséxl—ué/bna/ J},ca}arnent

NSt Zhe Bill of Ru’?,h(:.s /s close,l/v related, /froé, breach o}fconérac(:.
e a}feemam‘: the United States Conseitution ?uara,nfzaed &o

Fetitioner.
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ii‘ A Pf‘o/ocr‘ Occasion }4:’ Grro.nﬁl‘n} Certiorari on Issue &hafk,
Shoes /c{ be Se‘é{:/ed' é?/ &ls Cowrt.

The co /ic./:{ng/ decisions bebween the Circuits and this
Couréd combined with /%o/era,/ criminel W‘en.se:s a"‘l—a-rkl)/ commi tfed 6/
the State 7[‘ Monkona. in order fo force a convickion in tserpation .
7c /liné.-}qon/ Weimers Mé—/’aor'fé)/ as a Citizen c)c the Urited States,
./}*Ic/ua//n} the ﬁon&;ow;na[l‘&)/ of—' his ackion 15 a O/Oﬁor&u_nfl?/ Zo
C/a,rf]a/ and Set /Orec_e.o/en(.— where. Stotes Fave overreached
and abused their execdt ve and Judicial /Qtnc_é—r'ons-

Tle NMonkona S
adezuaée, and /ho/e/oexndcn& Stale j,rouunds. Zr the absence c/-“
a plarg Statement fo Ehis efffect, however, She decision is ceview -
a,é/e/ and a Ca.Pt't-aJ Contribution 4o the o/e.ve/o/omen'/: cf‘ﬂa_é-/bma/
[eans.

///: Natwonal .Z./n/aor'ba.nce_

The guestions on the r-e//;/'on Clauses 96 the Firsé Amendment; the
Cwyfroné.—o,é—r'on clowse o the Sixkh /?mendmen{:.) the_/orow'sfons of £#e.
Fourteenth Amerdment and Avercle vi., clause 2 Sufre.m@c)/ C/a.c.cs«»z7

/
With Conyicéion Olfrecé—;V /'mfacé we the /Oe:o/J/e:_ o/f bhe hnited States

and the r‘e_/a,éz'onshff between us and the ?aera.{:{on cf{:ﬁc&u&d{ cial
branch o/Cy/oVexnmmE. The rssues yesolyed or /e/Q- wnresolved will

the ﬂomcn‘m;na/fé/) and /:Iae_fac[era[ caminal low, Zbat Conf‘/l'bé

afffect every cieizen and how c.:ouré-.s , Whether Sétate o\»/‘ca/efa./ , rocad
or districk ) bebove 1n Conc/ucéir? /-Cafr /oroc_eco//n}s ensum’n} rn‘g)«ts
ore L(.Phe./c/ and /oroée,cécc/ i the adminisfration O/f Juskice é)/
C/aaxn'njo/ up e Zua,j/rn{re. of case fosns oend Ehe foclk cyf‘ja/o/anc.cj or
bhe necessity é/lcre,oﬁ rom this Courk Lo Jower Courks on these
rasues. é//e/fnaéfe// wsl'_sézhj, the Sovereign . See Wum/o, ¢os «.5,
at 65’7(3—&<,K50r\) J-, o/fSSan‘:n'ng,)u
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V. rm/ooré—omcc zo others St‘m;/a.r:’j)/ S| tuated

This 1's a rorm — isofated occurrence.. HAn a//c}e.d constrtubrional .
Violoabron thal could nos rececr may nof Suppors a/?::b'éfonfér o« wrik
f Cecbjorari. At o.n)/ /aom{: i bm&, another mo.)/ eng_o. e 1n the Some o
Similor action wnbehnownsst., The chlectrve oy not be or hove been the
Some, bet Coa/a//orov/k:/e, r‘c/:cf‘ &o those. and their convictions , or

better, éczj%r-e, .
CONCLUSION

/ze_/k,{:/é/on/é'r a Wik o fcerb:or'o;ﬂ Should be yan&'ed and
the a/a/o//Ca_é-/on fo bail reconsidered.

Re‘s/)e’c?e“‘/ﬁ/ executed this a7* o(a)/ 9" Feéruox/ )y 2035,

o
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