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, 20 25, as required by Supreme Court Rule 29 I have

served the enclosed MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

and PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI on each party to the above proceeding
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LIST OF PARTIES

)4 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:

to

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

[ ] reported at ; or,

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

[ 1 is unpublished.

to

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

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

[ ] is unpublished.

[ 1 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,
[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the Se Crﬁ'hlﬂj 0‘{’ 5*5*—*19, E!(f(‘ﬁoﬂ Dh/court

appears at Appendix _ (> to the petition and is

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M is unpublished.




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.

[ 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. § 1254(1).

M For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court deciged my case was M‘LW 20 Z‘}I«-(
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix .

[/ﬂ\ tlmely petltlon for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
0 , 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. § 1257(a).




CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
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restricted L,C»\‘r:"mbu{‘loﬂb of Sechon ) received Ao m A%
unqualified denor for the purpese of centributing to a
Candidate's campaign for elected public ¢ffice. An
u;qutcLliﬁerj denei (cm En\hhf wheh 18 A6t an individual
and whe 15 ot a resident of the electeral diskrct of
the office sought by the candidate ) shall not give any
[Aés‘{'l‘i(,}‘t";\ L'm-\{’l'i,.?(,'l{lcnf Lf\ Scction (1) te ci(.lth')Ci‘E,c! donor
Lr the Parpese cf ccnh":hwl"rﬂq te & Canddate s
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Se( tron ("1) I'\ \F(Glﬂl‘-]-(:.}] CT:\ SC‘L'l‘t.Cf’t Lz) Shall be an L{I\C“\D’Efz}éd

-
veleny

[ Creaded Yhweugh inttiative peJrH}(,n Filed Jun-.)fj; 1993, and
c\clepi‘éd hg the /)cc/,"fe Nev. }f,’/ HL‘H]

Cs’é.gcn Constifution -Arhicle YO (amended ) section o
The courts, jurisdiction, and )'uc\'\g_iu\ system of
C,-’E()Cf\; (“,XCGP'f 5C *.Q‘u‘ as 6?‘])5&155’9 (,‘h;{ngtd hbj ‘”H)
Clmeinc\n-'\e n"h shall remain as riUL /~'f"€5(r1+ L'C‘ns'“h"‘h,(%eg\
untl otherwise pre vided by law. [But the Supreme
Ceurd May, in its ewn discretion, %ah’g Q-rig‘-‘,\a\
Jurisdictien in mandamus, guc wiirante and habeds
Cerpus }7'1’6,'(.66(\;;%;)5«

ORS 30,510

An actien at law may be mdaintained in the Nname




g . . D dpe district
of the state, upen +he if\@r'n*\ﬂ‘[’rm & e di
atterney, or upun the reluten of a private party
Ckg]cm-u“{' H\r /?Gt")cﬂ C:‘\f*.fer\c,lw\q, n H‘)t". ?/‘::Hewn/\q cu,se}';
(1) When any  [ersen UsuUrps, éf\frcxd\e; inte, or un/c_(w@d[y
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Formed
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(9) When any pub}tc G:C;[;'Ces") cw}l or m[l;"rafy, dods ©or
5._1?{}_-{; AN (JLC‘QL (,L,‘}'l;(,.h/ h.,/ the FrOVfSI:CHf' C'xf ICKLL,'/
makes o forfeiture of +he of fice of the public

~
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G TLlcer/ C‘rj

) itbien any assecintien 7 number of persons act
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

an'jl'.-hone.r, a 9099 Gubernatorial candidate, 50u9h+
to cust acting Oregen Governor Christine Ketelk from
office and be induced as the lawful Gevernor of
Oregon via proceeding in qud warrante by serviag a
notarized complaint o the Marion County District
{'H‘}orneyﬁ Appendi G-0I o 0Y4. Co||a+eml|9, the
District .A'i"i’gl‘ﬂek.j inttiated an ln\/ESanch Requeﬁ
in the Elections Division of the Secretary of State s
office whom Opfned that VanNatta v. Heisling, 151 F.3d
1215 (94h Cir 1998) renders Oregon Constitution ‘Arﬁcle H
Section dJ “not enforceable’ even though it is “shll printed
in the Of‘e-qon Censtitution Appendiﬂ C-01. Affer
Petitioner eiplained +the nature of Hhe Districk Attomey's
(ole in Qrowt court quo warranto proceedings, the
District -"}Hunmi declined amHUH,A,q the preceeding.
,-"\’)’Tu}ng,\;'j\ [}) - 01. Ri‘ftﬂ;nér 'H\er\ Sn,-ugh'{' to j){f'/,“cﬁ\j'j' l"/")(-
circait Cewrt by See King the ’:#"e‘qc,'i Supreane Cowrts
Ci"i()i'ru'\( Jucisdic tions ,-""\,_‘»I)U-.S}‘XE"(’:"“L Without recieving
a meémeorandum (A C!)]h’\:‘,’\.;-{»ifzj‘]/ Fhe CUregen 5“/"(5"”(’- Ceurt
denie d  the petitien witheut reaching the merits. .’q]ﬁl;’)o-\c:“l
,-/:{‘-C\; To reach the c{uéfﬁcn presen +€d/ this ceur+
must feach the fcilmu{m} jmft-rfmr’r C{L{r‘-t’hﬁ;‘-;f

b7

ki Df(\ +he Oraq;.;\ Supr(-‘mc- (cwrt have }’1,;‘(]5('{.(1'w;,".[
H?rf‘, Fi’*'*'\t'{(,ner‘ (PVIeN der\le(\ access fc' the CLire w‘f L;C“Li/‘f,

Served Ferr;m.\c\m%, ANA [oised an 155ue cr'pubhc




impar Tance . /’tppenc\\xt 04. See also S‘I'a‘\’e ex tel
Boe v, Straub, 983 0r 387,578 £.9d 1347 (1978).

Q. Does Great Morthern Rg. Co. V. Sunburst Ol
& Refining Co.) 987 US 358 (1933) provide a
contreiling autherity for & d@atﬂ”’\(} its Jinits
of adherence te precedent ¢
Th,;. C[C(t’J"}ll-fl was no+ raised in pt‘flhc*ntrj
Complaint served te Marion Ceunty District
Attorney, Appendix G=03. Then jubjcqquy 1N
H\t JWLM@ rand wm (:C [aw }'c Idt;l]\‘l’ H\ end
PK’HIC(\ Lor adherence to Vanna+Hta v. V\gulmqi 334
Cr 5140447 " and that the Ovegen Supreme Gt

abandcntc\ ct(.lﬂ\ L"\cx”cnqu +L cumpcuqm
Lbil{‘“buhﬁf‘l lowss Wh le Ptavmq Never Lvn5lC‘€(€d 'H\e

Ledece\ ling of VAVNATTA cases', Appmc\ii F-05S.

3. Dees VanNatta v. Weisling, 151 £ 34 (315 (dth Cir 1998)
offeck enfurcement of Cregon Censtitution Arhcle T
Section 397
Thu C(u€5+lcrw A 10(5{' ravsed oS o cwu,l»)uq cf fc«u/
within the Oscqm S«icfﬂ‘m-y of ‘v’mft Elections Divisien's
quam jUd\'(«‘ai (.pmion (eqen din V) ;L’nhme_r §Cemp eint

-

served Yo the Marien County Dig ckrict Atterney.
Appendin C-O1. Febitioner abtacked th conclusien of
Lm/ H\rcm;l«uu# Fhe Memaorandum L Law b*/ iden L ‘fﬂff
He lack of adherence in (,,ujm Af\[\ﬁ“td’( Courts, that
H\(’. Cosc ha& bﬁen (,‘Ueg"{”urn&;\ by’ imf‘“cuhcﬁ, aind
fesuited freom o P(L’)b\dtce& /V‘(.\j'ct‘_:*.yt A}’}ﬂ(,\d',')( F;




4 Did +he Oregen Supreme Court violate +he
Fourteenth Amendment of the (Inited States
Constitution $ fequirement en state agﬂm ."
The questien presented 1§ ene ot liability geverned
hy the Fourteenth Amendments (equirement en
state ackion. 28 USCS § 135T(a) confers
jurisdition ift the question upon case made by
Fetitioner was essentially one as li«bility governed
bg federal act, Supréf‘/\& Cowrt has ju;“ijdicﬁw even
H\-am_)h pkﬁ‘htn makes no re .:c':; ence n ferms tfe
Statute, see Jones Nat'l Bank v. Yate 5, 240 US
541, 36 S. Ct. 429, 6O L. &4 T8E (1916).

QA2 USCSS 357@) confers junisdicthion en the Supreme
Ceuart where Federal questions will survive final judgment
causing future lihgatien on the issuc. See e.gy Mecre v
Harper, 143 S. Ct. 9065, 9070, 916 L. €4.94 739 (5033); see also
Lyak v. La forte Superior Court Neod, T894 F. 34 554 (7th
Cir. qufb)(Jur‘ESC”C‘}'i'C’ﬂ of Supf"‘if‘*‘né Court dces ﬂcf‘ d'epcncz
8)%) uj[].g Jrher _3‘7%‘(-1(8 (_C'uf+ CLC;:JI'ESSE.L{ -\fedem' qutf.S{'iUﬂ} ﬂL
is encu gf"} that federal claim was made and ﬂmi C{CCt’.pfed.).
Furthermere, the Oregen Secretary of State Election Divisiont
callafera] quasi-judical epinien confers jurisdiction on the
Sulﬁreme Court. See Murray v. Jee Gerrich & Ce.p 391 US
315,54 5. Ct 439, T8 L £d 33 (1934) ( Averment in petition
fer certierari H}cﬁ Sfa'fe (.c*ur+ ﬂ)IISC,CﬁBTme’d .cLC"f 01[\
Ccngreﬁ Cﬂ-lﬁaﬁier'fec" }'ur;) d'ra‘f’:‘m on --Sb{f“féﬁéfﬁ C_.r;m~~}—,),.

Supreme Court Rule 10 confers Jurisdiction upen this




((-'[kr"t" CcAidde C!t-f)t N (Jt[)'ltf!\!: Ce L\f+5 dt'LUICH
IL()L\'{‘\”/ FJ. )f Hmender\“f' .L\ucl C/Tf\ It‘f ges f—‘

—

C(lfl’\( hk{jw Co :\JH L N.HL{CH /!\NS CL/I* /,; ty evith H\i? C{'Hw
Circuit Coud l, C /1” eals dL(_l§|LI1 ar H!’\e”-f L ff:")"ft
.’?mcn..,mfﬂ‘ *”a( mf chck/!cn‘]é’ to an Ore . 1 Con stitational
]-‘1'; »"giiiﬂ r\fl draws H’Vf( ({utjh(,n whem /’}/(5 f/]t:
'Lk-‘:"l'ffC“qu ay H’lui{\f éever ‘f’ht (;-u}jt-fi CL-"-‘?LF fﬁtffl[l'l’?'
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION




D“/Pliwt& fi*(ga-im has been et with fju_a/ resull
in the &’@j"“ Supreme a’“"f, czgaihsf [ $. Serator o
Waden (s071913) and V.5, Longress Women Valerie Fout
[5‘307/701-/), “The /’mﬁt"’%‘?”ff’y ues 7["6145‘ ‘n Fhes (7455
need 4o be reselved 17 advande of Oregen’s

Decembper /55—2025‘/ dogd il ma 7o ﬂer/‘j-@ J1<S Qurrent-

g /{cﬁ‘ on.

CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

DateJQ OcT ol EL. LQCJ NS




