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LIST OF PARTIES

D{l All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
[ 1 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[ 1 is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court 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[ ] is unpublished.

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[ 1 is unpublished.

A Cdads € o | ey
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The opinion of the L€ Td/ 1) ections 1)1V, court

appears at Appendix - to the petition and is
[ 1 reported at ; or,

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[4] is unpublished.




JURISDICTION

[ 1 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 ;

[ 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).

{¥] For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was )( Ud S
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix _/|

[1A pimely pet_ii’:i(‘m for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:

July /7,20, —, and 2 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




restricked centributions of Sechen (1) received frem an
unqu“{:'é& denar for the pucpese ¢f contributing te a
candidate's campaign for elected pubiic ¢ffice. An
L{i’\ﬂfual;ged doner (Cu\ é:\{'t‘f'y whith 18 net an indvvidual
and whe 15 Not o rosident of the electoral diskrct of
the office sought by the candidate ) shall net give any
iﬁef{’l‘i(_fgé\ contributions of Scction (1) te « ct‘-ié’\t['ﬁl-ﬁd donor
for the purpese of contributing e a candidate's

( o 1 i -\'f\c
Cb\n‘\j?scwgﬂ Torr Elected [-\M*ﬂ“ic ofle.

Secﬂon ("i) A viclaticn C.J Sectien (3) shall be an [’i“dﬁf}'l’;ffg(j
J:E.lc-ny

[Cf'éc\’tct,\ threugh nitative Pi*i'%-ttf\ filed Jun.)rj; 1493, and
adopted hy the /)’5(/5’"6 Nev. &, 1994 ]

Oa’egcn Constifudion .Arhcle YL (amended ) section o
The courts, jarisd\tﬁcm and judiuict\ 5L{'51‘em of
C!"E'C)Cfb EXCE}.“]L S0 tor as éﬁl)l'asS’y chan g)cc\ by this
Cmﬂérlg\fv\gn“h shall femain as C'L‘l' /f‘l"(-,'sﬁﬂ‘{” C'.Cﬂj'f"!."l['u%fd
it (‘_’“I‘ht"r”L.\-{SE /_?i"'; vided if?i./ fain, E)u‘\’ H’\E, Supﬁil’”ﬁ,
ceurt may, in its cwn discretion, +cxlf\‘<_z c-r“ig:mM

J‘\*‘ isdictien in Mandamus, quc wirante and hapeds
cer pits proceedings.
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o actien at law May be /"'\L\ir\'ftxifxﬁa in the N eMe




R W L fhe district
ot the state, upen the infemation ¢t the dist

atlerney, or upon the relakion of a private pacty

O'ch-\-..w“% 'Hr\é [M‘;u{ﬂ (.';‘.F.fe’;\dn’\q, in the g”mumq cases s

(1) When any pPersen Usurps, intrades inte, or unlawtally
hcjdg or exercises ainy pui‘)[h‘, C‘iCiL\iL'E/ Liv’:’l Qr i’h’.’lf‘c\ry, or
Gny franchie within this state, Or any effice in
(_‘{;r“fgn,d:m e ther {?v\bhlc or I?rw’-xfe, treated or formed
bq e Under the uu‘ﬂ«\g,'-ahj e+ this S'hd"g/' e,

(Q) When any pub?rt Cﬁfﬁ'cc’-’) C't'\/l-[. or mili ?"'W"»j, does cor
suffers an act which, by the /?i‘cv'fsfcn; ef law,
makes o forfecture of +he of Fice of #he public
officer/ or,

(3) When Uny  Gssee I.L"\"!'ilt‘n e Numbe o‘rf‘ /.’.‘e ry0ns m_f
Wi thin Hqu S'hl'«}'e, as q CL.(’[-’C—J"'r\'t‘l(';]j weth C‘.LWL Dt‘-ﬂ(’)
dui\? lll'W(L'r’,:\‘-r'(-\{-?d.
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STATEMENT OF THE CASE

ﬁz'jn}r;ane‘r, a 3009 Gubernatorial candidate, SOugM'
to cust achng Oregen Governor Christine Ketek from
office and be induced as the lawful Governor of
Oregon via proceeding in qud warrante by serviag a
notarized complaint to the Marian County District
F\‘Horneyc Apper\d:'x G -0l +o 0Y4. Cgl\a-{,ém“y/ the
Districk Atferney inthated an Investigation Request
in the Elections Division of +he Secretary of State’s
office whom opined that VanNatta v. Heis)ing, 151 F.3d
1215 (94h Gir [998) renders Of@-gf’n Constitution Article TL
Section ) “not enforceable even qugh % e Nl pr‘;m"ed
in the Oreqon Conshitution Appendiﬁ C-01. After
Petitioner explained +the nature of the Districk AHomey's
role in Qreuit court quo warranto procecdings, the
District Atterney deciined itiaking the proceeding.
"4[)!'%‘“-"(.-\“* B-01. Ffetitioner then seught to bypass the
circait cew J39 see KL\q the C*'-l't'/td Supreon< Courts |
Cﬁg(:m( ,}L»'f;ciic{-m,-,, ,’\‘\pi;‘u\éf‘& £~ 04, (Withew recieving
a memorandum (a cppesiticiny the Oregen Supreme (ourt
(%r\if d the petitien witheut reaching the merits. -’qj"j?‘t'.ﬂd:i
A-CL, To reach the (iuéf“cn presen ted, this ceurt
must feach the following important guesticas !

2 3 \ . ‘ ) . . a5
) D‘(\ the {’lr‘t"iﬁ-"\ SNI_"""""”"(' Cowt have )x—\-’ljc\lc,‘hu.wf

i ’\‘ 2 [ i v o { . .
Hece, Pehitioner was denied access e the circuit court,

Served ((‘)V‘“""\(‘\f"*) ANnA [oiscd an ssue of [l\\.‘\l_'shc




impcr'h‘km;t. Appdnt\;‘x E'C‘-‘i. See aiso S{':Ul-e €x fel
Boe v, Straub, 983 0r 337,578 F.Jd 1947 (1372).

Q. Does Great Northern Rg, Co. V. Sunburst Ol
& Rtf\s'n;nc) Co. S2T s 358 (fq'_))&) Pfcv'ide", i
Contreiling autherity for ciwda?mmg its i ts
GF ac\hee’enc;(z te p(eu’dez‘x{'? '

This que;-ﬂcn wes At raised in p'i’-'h'h'merf
Complaint secved te Marion Ceunty District
ﬂ'i’i‘cr’ng\j, Al‘)pcnt\i'ﬁ G-03, Then .S'ubjl’qu.m“y 1N
the Memerandum of Law o idenhify “the end
P%-"icd For ad herence o ‘\/w\rla"l*-ﬁ\ V. K(‘;s‘ﬁnql 31'1
O 5140447 " and that the Oregen S\,,,n'éme Cevr ¥
ﬁ&bandcneg\ %«L’.M\\ C"\L\“éﬂt’}t") ﬁ, (_'cu‘ﬂ/,‘{'\iC}i'l
Cendribubion laws while having never (ensidered the

federa\ line of VANNATTA cses™s Appendit F-05.

3. Dees VanNata v V\e'tsl}nq} IS FE 34 15 (dth Cir. 1998)
affeck enfurcement of Cregon Constitution Arbicle TC
Sectien 33?

Th'\f, que)"Hm (AR }C'tff'{' raised s o Ccng;i:,u;cﬂ c? Jaw
within the Oreqen Setfﬁ'hr’y of State Elections Divisien's
QLLLkSi';ud:CiICahl QF‘;A;OfW (tiqr_.'-fc.\‘h"f.] ;Q’;hl-‘m,\e,‘ij (,J:’\\f"(--1\+
served Yo the Merien C‘;'_nh/ Do keiet A{r}-c,--rgf./,,
Appenc\‘:k C-01. fetitioner attaclhed Yhis cenclusien of
'z;\'w’ 'Jr.hrc.uqtrlc-\,l'* “’\fl ,N\eﬁﬂcfg‘l.l"\du.-h LI Luw’ }’\/ .vldc‘n +11Cy:.21q
He lack of adherence i Uregen Appellate Ceurts, that
H’\L cwnjie had bﬁcn L.\,'é."+m'n€c,\ h\,' m\p[;cu\l‘lcn, and
resulted from o prejudiced Majority. /qppc:\r&'# F.




H. D:cl +he Oragm Supreme C-Cvur"l' ViC-ch’th’, Jrht‘i
Fourteenth Amendment of the United States
Constitution § requirement on state action 4
The question presented 15 ene of liability geverned
by the Fourteenth Amendment’s requirement en
slate achion. J? USCS § 1957 (a) confers
jurisdition if the question upon cuse made by
Pohtioner was essentiaily one as lisbility governed
by fedecal act, Supreme Court has jurisdic tien even
H-\u'u_)h [)tf'i'fic:1 /1-\(..xke;5 {"“ro ;."{',:e'.'él'lce N h:_rmj fc.
5‘?&#’&1’5,’5@3 Jones /\11]"/ Bank Y. YL1‘+€5, ; 40 1S
54, 36 S. Ct. 499, 60 L. & T8E (1416).

Q2 USCSS 135T(@) conters jurisdichion en the Supreme
Ceurt where .-Cecleml que)'Hons will survive. f\,-'/m] judqmtﬂﬂf
causing future lihgatien on the issue. See e.gy Meore v
Harper, 143 S. C+. 9065, 9070, 916 L-€d.3d T39(3093); See also
Lynk v. La ferte Superior Court Ned, T84 F. 34 554 (7+h
Cir. [926) (urisdiction of Supreme Court dees not depend
on whether state court addressed federal question; it
J"S (iﬂcugh that Pederal claim was made and ﬂ{'{' C(CC,ﬁp]Lef:L.),
Furtheemere, the Oregen Secretary of State Elec tien [ivisions
coliateral C{Mﬂ\}i‘j'u\C;;C:C\I epinien Conters jurisdiction en the
Supreme Court. See Murray v. Jee Gerrich & Co.; 391 US
305,54 5. Ct. 139, TE L £4 B3l (1934) (Averment in petition
Foc certiorari that state court miscenstraed act of

.

C’l‘”gﬂiﬁ C’-“vﬁérracf )ur}g cl;f,"f‘;:c,} £ _Suffaamé Court.).

l Supreme Court Rule 10 confers jurisdiction upen this

2.
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REASONS FOR GRANTING THE PETITION




CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,
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