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Arizony State absent any. reference fo o
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If 7%2: J'fa?z[e é)f /\/é\/&c/é? J@mf"/s 'z%e a/e ?43/“/51 ‘
Of In ,/é,nszz&z[(; C’ommerce 8CZZ7V/"79 f@//@u)fﬂ -
N Uneconstito ﬁom'a( Extradition | é% fé/:iz,: |
alleqations Of jU[/iSO/fC?Z/"OQ g doos R /\/QVBC%/éf
State Court have @Uzz/mrley f@ iac/j:ua(/caf@ .
the matter absent Longress Requlation P

Lf tha State of Nevads creates a Fravdyfent

profilh and record, to persecute g person, |

75 7%-@;"@ Q remed. fO /:k/)c/e/rmff z% e
_ remedy fo | the entis
record., ancl QZ/r//ayQ | 7 |
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of habeascorpusissue.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix _ZL to
the petition and is ‘

[ ] reported at N /A ; 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[ ] is unpublished.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 N_/A_ to
the petition and is

N ] reported at N / A ; Or,
[ ] 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[ 1 is unpublished.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 to the petition and is

[ ] reported at » Or,

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

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the
appears at Appendix to the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OT,
[ 1 has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ 1 is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was _ N /A

[\d/No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 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

[ 1 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. § v |
28 U.5.C. 1251 (b)(3)

[ ] 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

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. § 1257(a).




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED

The Unitedd States Cons {/'/Uf}id/z . ,
Article 0, 50c. 2,c(.3 - Trial shall be held in the
- State where the 33)d crimes sholl

R have been committed ” |
‘Q”-['C[e LV, sec. 2,cl 1 - “Oriveleges and /mmum"’//?&/
~ to the Citizens of each State”
Article LY, sec.2,cl. 2-74 person must be Cﬁ@}y

C/r ed

g State and have f[e rom)

3%5 ?/‘ce 4o be delivered bf demand

Qrﬁd@ I, sec. 8,¢cl.3 - \\Congress halds the pouser
4o reqolate Commerte @mon g
the Several stotes

Tréle 28 uses 1251 ('b)(5):7ﬁe J”U/Oreme* Court haS
| om“g inal “”urfso/fflz,[/an c:\/v%r ad
lote and the C/ /"ZQ/;) 0 ,/

gﬁ%&fbea: State or alien

Title 28 vscs 2241 (c)(3) =" T%e Power fo gram‘ 2
writ when he 75 In CUSZ‘oa’y
/" vfa[aﬁoa/of the
Constitotion” ™

Federal Rules of App. fr., Rule 25 (3)~ " Transfer of
custody pending habeds /
review! must 68 authorized”

3




STATEMENT OF THE CASE. !
& RULE 20.4(A) STATEMENT .

COURSE OF PROCEEDING S

1)0n or about October 1]+h, 2025  Steven Wolfson and
Rob@i{* Turner filed Folse /"e/oor%s]n an gpplication for
reguisition {o usurp  the Judiclal Power of the U.S.
District Court for 3 remond in USA v &1 Neter case #
2.23-Cr-01397. | NOTE(8€28) Case # 2:26-(-00831

_ | EL Ngqlqrﬁ Vi, Wo(f&éon ifa[&é L
allegations of Jurisdiviion overd
) | NON-RESIDENT

2)0n or 3boot December «13th, 2023 g Governors :
Warrant was . Produced in case #fCR?ﬂZﬁSOOHOlelOf :
CCE Maricopa Covnty in Arizona.

3)0n Janvary 2othy 2024 ‘the (5. District Court

of Arizona filed the Fedit/oner's Habeas Corpus:
challeng/ngf the Unconstitotiond extradidson.
Fb'—l) On 3 "a?éei between c/anuafy 26th; 2024 gng
s ol oth 292 30 indwthorized bransfar (exhading
throuc - T il ading | ' '
m% "clon v;a[az‘//zq Fed. K. %Z/D/Q’*HB

:j‘ us ice.

Rule 25(9) to obs

(28 uscS'22H 1) Petitioner is In costod in Violatfon
Of‘l_f/?.% U.S. Constitutjons Provisions 012( Arttels I
Jurisoliction (sec. 2) JActicle IV s Comﬁi"/y and: Extradiis n
Clovse | 30d" Ardicly T'5 Commerce Clavse (sec. 8,cl. 3)

(7::8 U§C§ JZ:Z"fZ‘ The .5.D.C. f Arizond fs Not o‘/ﬂ/ecg%;
Jurisdjction, yet 1t (9cks ‘remed, sl guidance: of +he
e>§qe,p%4/ona(' Circoms z‘anfc'e, ,Z%Blzé ‘feqw"'res ?%6 Co '2”
d:acreflonaay fowerdf or 8N aa@u@g@ remedd.y. I Lzur{ S
Cannot be &higinec! 77 an other form or coz,w{faf |
Sabozz V. Comoll 8§14 F2d 1531.759(5% ¢ 1987)




REASONS  For NOT MAKNG
APPLICATION _TO_THE DISTEICT COORT
WHERE PET|ITIONER 1S UNLAWFULLY

ResTRAINED  (Rute 204.3)

‘ The. Petitioner aﬁemmzeC/ o f//e,
a Habeas 2241 Fo//ou}mo Zhe
/mau%/mrmeo/ ZL/'EQ/?S/[@/‘ O/C U?D C.
Hr/ZOnﬂ 38 8 GUCCQSS/Vé /)mznl/on
[ the $tate of Newyds. 'In the
&530/26‘@ of a Zlfé?ﬂ&[&f‘ /[me U.8.D.C.
\Acizona Case Moo 2 27 2H- CV 00136, The
U.8.D.C._Nevada Case No. . 2:24-cy- 02139
/”QFUSPD( z‘o m%er%&//z 7%(7 DQZZ/?Z/OH
The transfer 1S now deemed uvatimely
and__#his pxcm%om/ matter feawemj?

the (nwerwsorc/ diseretson of the U S

d’uareme Covr’t.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PFTITION
TiTre 23 uscs 2241 () (3) He 1s 1N CustoDY
In VioLatron OF THe CoONSTITUT1ON
1. INTEOCDUCTION

The State of Nevads procured d f/'aecfal §pearane
to coerce trigl proceed ings for 3 void /’ua/?mafz% by
f&br/caﬁq rerds of 8 non-resident /A wint of
Juriseliction. A similar occurence was challenged
through the 1985 action of Waugh . Curtis, 1995
U.S. /-2/9/0@ lewis 1172, In dddition the Aabeds
proceed,”/)gs /Drfor fo the Uncenstitvdiong!
extracition ‘were obstructed in violation of
Fed. R. A 0 £ Rule 23(3) to c/edfroy an §deguate
feme%’y OLU 5 Zon»recs/"cé/@m‘fy misplacement.

Ln Waugh v. Curtis of the Niadh Cilreol
proseco fors Z[;/éd requ/sitron o(oc/’\'j///;)fz/?m‘g’rw/lfﬁ Zm
rubber stamp 4o defravd proceed ings. In Lhts
matter fﬁrgug/} EL Weter v. Wolfson “the ceréificalss

quisitien s Stamped with 4he olate of
J’ep/« 14,2026 which has net et occurec, ancl the

A\

co,qfe/z-é States L a crime committed /n Mevada?ane
é\;zdﬂedfm;? “/LLUJZ{;C@; CU/Z/‘C/I CO/?ZZ/’&C//‘C{S 2%6
vicence and Festim of the accuser's Soot-pl
/Olacem.an{, / Oﬂf f the accoser’s Sout
© Lo Nenve Crause (ART. IC,S5&C.2,CL.3 /pru A
. P . . T J M.,
i The J:z‘afeﬂ_af Nevada charges the péz‘/?/a/der)
/ Makin Threats Or Conveyi’ng False Information
ﬁlcz‘ Of Terrorism®while n the’ Stdte oF Rrizona
(;Q,g/;wé any mention of @ specific person or place
in the Stste of Newds, 7' the matter gf ...
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

Unitted. States . Fbréenbm?/, 89 F. 44k 102 (94h Cir 2023
1t was decided that the “location of 3 crime most be
Understood to be the place & statement (s made. The
U.3. J’u/oreme Court fum%er decidecd 4hat the location

of effects /into another States fecrffgr through
transmission did not establish /ur/a‘cl/cj/on For Venve

purposes n Abovammo V. United States (June 11+, 2026)
k. Commerce Cravse (ART. I, Sec-8,cL.3) |
The ~ Exculpatory vidence” of Google’s infernational
transmission Video' call services codlel not be
produced 7a this case due fo Neyadas (ack of Sufjeo‘é

matter jurisdiction /n Congress requlatjon of “Intastate
Commerce” In Unted Stales v. Kammerse(l, 196 F. 3|
L1377, 1999 U.s. App. Lexis 29315, @ threat hat wos
Unquestionably tronsmitted over jnterstste telephone
Lines folls within the (rteral scope of 2.8 uscs 1281
oncl gives rise to federal jurisdiction.

N, Comcz}us.l?/\é STAFM&M}_ _

The Natronal Importance of 7he ().S. Svoreme
Courts decision in fﬁ;‘i’ matter will secure La/fueaf)c{
cicluftéj/ in the * EC]UE'( Protection /efy’/uls/'of cilizens
I e3ch Slate and deter the abise of extradition

or malicious agéfvc(@S fo USUF/O the a/uc//ci"@/

Fower of the United tates Exilusive Jubject "
Matter Jurisdiction. |




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of habeas corpus should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Sl S50 Ese

S/AWL AGHTS LESEENED

Date: dU[lJ/ ZCD lih,, ZOZG




