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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--------to
the petition and is
[ ] reported at; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

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[ ] is unpublished.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[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the Sew Krij oV d'fcde Efafyn DlZourt. 
appears at Appendix . .. to the petition and is
[ ] reported at; or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, 

is unpublished.

1.



JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

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

[ ] 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: -------------------------------- , 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(date) on--------------- —---- (date)
in Application No. A 

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

[><f For cases from state courts:

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

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

appeal's at Appendix T)

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

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



CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

Oregon Cons+i+uVion /Miele K ftc-bon 99

Section (i) For purposes of earnpaining for an elected 
public office, a candidate mac/ use or direct only 
Contributions u'hich enqinate fro™ individuals u/ho at 
|he trn& of -fHetr donation cuerc residents of the electoral 
dofrici of the public cff.ee ycuqhi by the Candidate; 
an/ess the contribution consists of x/oluAteef t
infer/nation provided the candidate, or /anAinq provided 
by -federal, state, Cr local gevernment fr purposes of 
Campaign/ng far an elected public off toe.

Se-chon fe) Uhere, more than ten percent (io£) of a 
Cancli'dafes Campaign funding is in violation of 
Section and the candidate is subsequently elected, {he 
decfed official shall forfeit 4Ae off ice and shall not Acid 
a subsequent elected public office for a period e^aal to 
tunce the tenure of fhe off.ee sought. Uhere more 
than ten pcrce/it (ic£) cf a cundidaleS total campaign 
funding iS in Violation of Sec hen 0) and the Candidate 
is not etected, the unelected candidate shall not held 
a Subsequent elected puhhc office for a period equal to 
tunce the tenure of the office sought*

Section (3) /I qualified donor (an individual ivho is ci resident 
UhHha the electoral district of the office fought by fhe 
Candidate) shall not contribute to a Candidate^ Campaign any

3.



restricted conVnbu.hon5 of Section G) received froc^ an 
u.n^uoJ iTi'eA &onof-ftr+he purpose op contnbu+iny he a 
Candidate's campaign for elected public office. /)n 
Unqualified donor (an entity which ii no+ an individual 
and u/ho is Ho-V a resident: of tie electoral district of 
the office sought by the candidate) shall no+ give any 
fes+ric+eA eon+ribaiicnS of Section (1) +© a. qu&liPed donor 

■for the purpose of contributing -ho a Candidate's 
Campaign Pr electid public office-

Section M /A violation of Section fo) ykall be an une/ayj/pFed 
telony.

E Created through i/u-ha+ive pe+i4ion Piled Jan. 35; 1^31 and 
adopted by JAe people ]\/o\j.

Oregon Conj+ifu+ion .$r+ick VlT (amended) jec+ion. 5 
The courts, Juns(Vic+ion; and judicial 5(/^+e/n of 
Oregon, except 50 -far as expressly changed by Ahis 
^endmen+; re/nam aS a^ present constituted 
un+il o+heru/iie provided by Bu+ +he Sapfe/^e 
cour-V fnayt in its own dacre-Hori/ hake original 
jarisdic+io/i in znandamaS, <fuo uj&ccwYto and AaheaS 
corpus proceeding s,

OPiS 30.510
/An action ai lauy may be /natn+amed in tie flame

H.



of the state./ upon dPe in/bcmafon dtf/ricf 

ab+orney, or upon tke. rdaKo/i of a private p^rty 
a^cunrl the person offending / in the /oliowiny coses i 
(|) Gjben any person usurps, inlrudej Wo, or unlaasfally

hoMs or exercises any pubb’c office/ civil or mifitaryy or 
Any franchise u/ibhin Ihu state., Or any office in a.
Corporation eiiher public or private, crewed or forint 
by or untkr bine uublnoriK/ oP H\u SpaPe/ orz

Uhen oj\y pubhc officer} civil or rmhbnryy does or 
Suffers an act oMch/ by fhe provisions of Iauj/ 
makes a forfeiture of the. office of ike. public 
officer J orj

G) iJhen any associaKon or number of persons (Set 
oulikin Ibis state/ cis a Corporation^ u//fAoaP bdnq 
Aaly inccrporabeA.

5.



5T/AT£M£WT oFTHt CAS£

re'M'ioner, a QubernaForial candMaFfi/Sou^hl 
ti> oust acKny Oregon Governor CknStine Kotek from 
o/f'ice and be induced aS ike lawful Governor of 
Oregon via proceeding in qao U/arra/\ti> by serving a 
notarised complaint to the Marion County District 
Attorney, appendix G ~ Ol to 0^- Colla+erally} /he 
District Attorney mi/iaie^ &r\ liv/eS/iqa/ion Request 
in /Ke Elections Division of the Secre/ary of State. 5 
ofiP/ce ushorn opined that VanA/atta v. Keisj/ny//5l f.3d 
DlSCq/h Cic 1^8) renders Oregon Constitution /Iriicle K 
•Section fno| enforceable.“ even though it is °5ti/l prm/eA
in +ke Oregon Consfifu-Hon’** Appendix C~(7L Af/er 
Pe+ifioAer explained -Vke na+uce of khe Dis+ricV /M+omey's. 
Cole in circuit coarf ^ao u/uirranfo proceedings/ fke 
Chsfricf A Horney declined iniHaHn^ khe proceed incj. 

Appendix 8”01. Petitioner tken sou^Ati fo bypass /Ae 
Circuit Court by seekinq Supreen-e Cc^rfs

jurisdiction. Appendix E-0^. GJiHoat fecieyf/n^ 
a memorandunn ia opposition/ /he Oregon Supreme Court 
denied the petihon (x/iHowt- reacki'nq /he /ner/ts. Appendix 
A~0L To reach the question presented/ this courti 
must Ceacln Ake fol lowing imporfan+ questions .’

I. Ord the Oreqon Supreme Court have jurisd iction f
Herez Petitioner evas denied access to the Circuit courf 
S&vtk respondent, and raised an issue op public



9. Ooei ^real k/orthe-cri fty. Co. V, Sunburnt Oil 
& Co.j <387 US 358 (H33) provide a 
Controlling authority for a defining it-S hnnlks 
of adherence to precedent ? y
This question Q/al first raised in pefihonors 
Complaint ser/ed to Al anon County District 
Attorney. Ov'CT Then Sabse^aent/y in
the Memorandum of Laiv to identity ftthe end 
period for adherence to Vannatta v. Keirhhg/ 3dt 
Or. 514 GW) n and that the Oregon Supreme Gt/rt 
^abandoned 'fecial challenges fo campaign 
contribution lauus u/hile having never Considered the 
federal line of V/WV/TTA casesH. Appends F-05.

3, Does Van/Vatla v. heislinq, 151 /73d QI5 Gfh Cir, KH) 
affect enforcement of Oregon Constitution ArtidclC 

Section
This question u/as first raised aS a Conclusion °f lacu 
uritKrt the Oregon Secretary of State flections Divisions 
(^aasi-judicial opinion regarding ^etituneH-S complaint 
Served to the Marion County District Athvney* 
Appendix 0‘Oh fefitioner attached thus conclusion of 
|au/ throughout the random o-P Lau/ by identifiy/ng 
Kc lack of adherence, in Oregon fippdi&te Cj>^/ that 
the case had been overturned by implication/ and 
resulted Tom a prejudiced majeri-ty. Append'll F



H. D*<J the Oregon Supreme Cour! violate the 
Fourteenth /tmendment of the United States 
Constitution 5 requirement' on state action ? 
The. question presented is one of liability governed 
by the Fourteenth /Amendment 5 requirement on 
state. action. 28 HS^ § R57W confers 
jurisdifion if the question upon case made by 
Petitioner was essentially one aS liability governed 
by federal act, Supreme Court has jurisdiction even 
tkvagh petition makes no reference. Per/ns to 
Statute; see Jones h/afl Bank v. Yates, 3lHO US 
54lz 36 5. Ct. GO L, U 3U

Q?) USCSS I25~T W confers jurisdiction on the Supreme 
Court where federal questions will survive final judgment 
causing future litigation oh the /SSue. See e.9./ Moore v. 
Harper, 5. Ct. ^065^070/ ^/6 L-EJ.^d 7d<\ ^0X);See also 
tyhk v. La forte Superior Court No^ 78^ f.JJ 55H(T^ 
Cir. (ASCKdurisdict/on of Supreme Court does not depend 
on u/hefher state court addressed federal question) it 
is enough that federal clmm was made and not accepted.), 
Furthermore, the Oregon Secretary of State flection Oivlsionl 
collateral <{iAasi-judicial opinion confers Jurisdiction on the 
Supremo Court. See Murray V' Joe Gerrict^C-Oy 341 CIS 
315,57 5. Ct 433, 78 L £d 831 (lW)(Aserment in petition 
for certiorari that state court misconstrued act of 
Congress inferred juris diction °r) Supreme Court.L

Supreme Court Rule 10 confers jurisdiction upon this



COlxH'* because Ore-gon Supreme Gouri s decision 
Ceqardiruj Rrj| Arnend/nenfWi J challenges io 
Campodgn coniribuiion laws ConGFc/s uj'dh /he tfih 
Circail Cou-r V o-P Appeals decision affirm in^ a Firs/ 
Arnen&nerti chal/en^e Fo an Oregon Consii/uFtonal 
provision and draws inio ^ueih’on ushom has /he 
Ccairolhnq auFhoriiy 6Vec ihc Oregon Consh/u/iori'

A,



REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Cer+iowi ($ jranW. onl, in Mv'elV'i‘1 priAaplii He 

5e HU/he nV er which ti cP i ,vy?or Vcvvie Vo y9vbb^ cM 
Ati uiSAt<A fpaiH pwchics^ £ux<A iA £c*J(?> Lvhf/e’ /here U 

feM €A>b^r<M^/nq COA-Phcl cP cpi/uw ahA abVAcnVy 

beFu/een cP appeals. /VlPP y. P//P fourth Sb 5, G>- /
3MC LAS H<(g, 'll S, Ct. 1t)J/ 95 b. CP 979 (/95I). TA.j case 
in/olvey p/bnopks cP fePeca.\ t tai e.ven <\c knsu9ed^e<S iin 
Vcinn a. V bx V, |x<? <511 339 0/ SH? 506-W (W7A TAt
CoaPI]cV cP op/eMcaS Pcn<\ lAc OreyoA C°^.rh maA

CtrcmV C^-i V cA /Ippea^ h fca\ ■ The cc^Fhci oP

H\cf i Vi <5 Ac ivv^cM hhe 0/e^n Svypfme C^d/V <>3 hhe.
^biier cC pk( OfffM *aA PH ‘tPh Grc^P'i

<vvH«r,4y i9o.ia L^re^ Vo;A (_o^s{Aon

U/iUum4 4Kc O/q^. Su/OfeMe Cow4 lAV’dVfneA iJ IV

\S &A\ b*rr<M/< 9k«H He. C)ec^c>\ ^caehc^y oP SHV^ docy 

c\ch foUouz fke Ore^n Supreme Cov/A. Ple&Je see.

J&tt Q\e< r.ct^ Co7^l us 3 IS, SH 5. a. -MX U L LA «l 0l3M) 
(Ax^rrvtA-V i/) y?ebi4»en P>c ce<'4fofccfi hhah 3'Vafe q^\jC4 

/^UCdn^lrv^A- cuV oA Coaqfejj CcyPerfek is Aicbo/) 0/1 

^peep^xe G>u/4.)< PcrfeeyP zxaSi PvVvre ekcVc<k o£fP\&T 

AeVb ;KV< con £tpcc\ dcpliccx^c h’h^KdA

V-aIo; {-Im CogM rookej Ake (^ueHw pfese^p£&.



re? -
dead hue

14, -fye. fireman gupryne &>ud’/ a^V/sr U^- Sehahi-/&? 
IVu^M (S07wi) U.S. ton^S Mv!e- 
(c^ianaS. -The- In -H'i.s&tse

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Date■P o^ oEs/^


