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among other things, a certified copy of the District Court order
denying his request for relief. See, Rule 10.1(C)(2), Rules of the
Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals, Title 22, Ch.18, App. (2023).
Petitioner’s pleading requesting extraordinary relief does not contain
a copy of a trial court order or records sufficient to prove he was

denied relief in the District Court. The Court DECLINES jurisdiction
and DISMISSES this matter. Petitioner’é motion to recuse the
Honorable William J. Musseman, application to assume original
jurisdiction, and motion to stay proceedings in the district court are
DENIED. The issuance of this order concludes these proceedings
before this Court. |

| IT IS SO ORDERED.

WITNESS OUR HANDS AND THE SEAL OF THIS COURT this

3& day of A‘iﬁud _,2023.

Mo fanlye

SCOTT ROWLAND, Presiding Judge

ﬁmr AN

ROBERT L. HUDSON, Vice Presiding Judge
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IN THE OKLAHOMA COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEALS

CHRISTOPHER J. BARNETT AUG -2 2023 PETITIONER

JOHN D. HADDEN
CLERK

CASE NUMBER:

V. TULSA COUNTY CASE NUMBERS
CF-2019-3570

RELATED CASE CF-2019-3495
JUDGE DAVID GUTEN RESPONDENT
PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS TO DISQUALIFY JUDGE DAVID

GUTEN AND VACATE ALL ORDERS MADE IN VIOLATION OF

RULE 15

Court Clerk, please mail a copy of this back to me at the addresses below.




Form 13.2 Affidavit in-Forma Pauperis attached. -

This petition is filed pro-se without the assistance of counsel-and should be

hberally construed.

Comes now, Petitioner, Christopher J.-Barnett who files his petition-to
mandamus Judge David Guten & alleges the following in support of this

.mandamus.

-+ . -Statement of the case: - - --
- """ -Petitioner was charged in July-2019 with- Assault-and Battery with a
Deadly Weapon. Petitioner went totrial and was convicted in March
2020. Petitioner through the Tulsa County Public Defenders Office filed
a direct-appeal which was denied by the OCCA." The Petitioner was
taken back to Tulsa County in Case number CF-2019-3495 for four
counts of threatening an act of violence. Petitioner léarned when he
returned to Tulsa County from vAt'torney Brendan McHugh that the
" State of Oklahoma withheld and suppressed eviderice in violation of
- Brady. The petitioner filed Pro-Se for post-conviction relief. The

petitioner also filed a Rule 15 to recuse then Judge Tracy Priddy citing
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bias. Judge Priddy violated rule 15 and continued to rule and denied the
petitioners motion for a change of venue, while the.rule 15 was pending.
72 i The 1peti.t’10ner--’ﬁled for the Rule 151in both CF.-2019-3570 and CF-2019-
3495. Eventually, the petitioner filed a motion to go Pro-Se despite the
motion for rehearing to further recuse Judge Tracy Priddy. It is worth
ipoting that Petitioner was appointed -Attorney Brian Martin by Judge
":-ijﬁi'i’Priddy; but-Brian Martin'did not stop: Judge Tracy Priddy fromi
proceeding in violation of Rule 15. Judge Priddy, again held a faretta
hearing in violation of Rule 15 and allowed the petitioner to go pro-se
and promised him standby counsel. These cases are so intermingled
that this is why I have to tell you'abouf bo.th cases. -After Judge Dawn

Moody declined to recuse Judge Tracy Priddy, Petitioner filed a

. 2+ Mandamus to the OCCA. Judge Tracy Priddy-was transferred to the

- civil doc,ket and Judge David Guten took over. -

- -At the hearing to further recuse Judge Tracy Pricidy for both cases, held
before Judge _'D‘a‘vgﬂfn Meoody the State of Oklahoma turned over a box of

. discovery/evidence to me. I got back to the jail ana started looking

- -;t_hrd-qghj it. ‘There was newly discovered evidence that had never been

- seen. The newly discovered evidence was discovered in November 2022, .
T found a treatment from the so-called victim in GF-ZO 19-3570 where Ian

~Napier (Accuser) told the hospital that he suffers from obsessive
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~ compulsive disorder and he has outburst if others cause him to go a
different way. I found other documents as well that Wére;suppressed by
the State of Oklahoma ,.an(i.certainly. went to CF-2019-3570 but they

. were never turned over.- The.State. qf_Oklahoma' did not fo].lé)w Brady V.

 Maryland and withheld and suppfessed evidence by putting.it in the CF-
2019-3495 case. Idid not receive a fair trial in 3570 because the State of

. Oklahoma violated Brady V. Maryland and: allbﬁzed perjured, tainted
testimony of accuser Ian Napier to go-uncorrected. - Ian Napier told the

: jufy that he announced himself afid said he was there"on official

Yo bus'méss.- I reviewed the audio and video_.ré'cording'in November 2022
after the state turned this _ovér and Ian Napier did not fsay.who he was,
did not anncunce himself or say-anything aside. from demanding entry to
.the home prior-to pulling his gun. --:I..anvNapier was told onthe ‘audio
recording that he was trespassing and to leave now, however he didn’t.
e Thls was clearly a.case of stand your ground.: The District Attornéy dad
.. not correct this perjurgd, tainted testimony.
- I sent a copy. of the discovery to former defense counsel, Jason Lollman who is
now a Federal Public Defender. Jason replied to0. me and told me that
_ .. the State of Oklahomé did not make this information available to us.
- He had never seen it. Prior to this, on my application for Post-

Conviction Relief, Jason Lollman, at the request of the Tulsa County
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‘District Attorney provided an affidavit that stated he believed the State
-+ 0f Oklahoma turned everything over. Then a cOuple months later, Jason
4 -provided me with a signed letter telling me he never saw this evidence,

.4 which contradicts the affidavit in 3570 that Jason Lollman submitted to

" % - the-state. This was brady evidence and would have gone to guilt or

- ..’punishment. This evidence cbu'ld not-have been discovgred through due

..=-: diligence. The State of Oklahoma has an obligation undér Brady to

17 hing brmg this:to the. attention.of thedefe’nse ‘and they didn’t.. This is the

.~heart of a B?fady violation. . There were also police reports pertaining to

oo The Universit'y‘of Tulsa, which were never turned over:and would have

. . .been used to impeach The Univérsity‘qf Tllxlsaf- since The University of
Tulsa was the states lead witness. -This denied me:due process and a

;" : fair-trial.. See letter from Jason Lollman; attacked to:this filing.

", When Judge David Guten took over the docket, he appointed Attorney
Brian Boeheim to represent me. Upon:Brian meeting with me and
looking through information, he too agreed that the State of Oklahoma

‘had not turned everything over. Brian Boeheim was also appointed to
- represent.me.for Post-Conviction Relief in CF-2019-3570. Brian
- Boeheim told me we were having a hearing in April 2023 and the State
is going to be forced to turn over the suppressed evidence. One week

-+-.. before that hearing took place; I'was sent back to‘Prison and unable to
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contact Bfiah'Béeheim because he does not accept calls from the prison
or jail. T filed several pro-se documerits under the belief that' Brian

" Boeheim &éé no l(‘)-ng'er representing me. I had sent’him nitherous
letters and he never responded to any of them. I filed a Bar complaint
against Brian Boeheim because of the lack of communication: Finally,
in May 2023, I heard froﬁ'Bﬁaﬁ"'i'egarding- both cases. Brian told me I'd
be back in Tulsa in a week for the hearing. That didn’t take place. I
immediately sent a letter to both Brian Boeheir'and The Oklahoma Bar
withdrawing my bar compliant; T the feantiine, T had askid for an ex-
parte hearing with Judge Guten regarding issues with counsel. I heard

nothing from anyone.

" Brian Boeheim received the bar compliant and filed to withdraw from
‘ "‘répfe""sénting-me : 1fired him after he withdrew. Had it not been for the

communications issues, this mostly could have been avoided.

I filed several pro-se motions in both cases, and I filed an amended
petition for post-conviction relief. I asked for the issue of counsel to be
‘taken up and asked for a minimum of standby counsel. I filed a Rule 15

motion for in camera hearing to recuse Judge David Guten in-both cases,

There was a hearing set for July 10, 2023 but that hearing did not take
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_place. On.'J‘uly__lS, 2023 1 was taken back to Tulsa With_,_ no notice as to
- :E»Awl;a‘t was happer'ling.: I ’gppﬂeare;d in_Judée Gutens Court. T]:}e Rule 151s
e still pending and has no__f, ;bgerg,‘e_xhausted., The first thing that happens
e . A8 .Judg_é Guten allows counsel,jBnian.Boél}eim to vvithdraw. I am not
.. appointed counsel, standby counsel or given a faretta hearing. Ifiled a

- ©:,; motion to strike the fal_;ej:t}a; hearing with Judge Tracy Priddy because it

- was held in violation of Rule 15. A Challenged Judge allowed me to go

. pro-se. -Did she do it correctly, or did she do it to harm me since she was

:ghgllegggd? J gdge Pmddy p_z;omisedvme—_st._andby cgur;sel but,ghe
e jl_fgi‘;a!ia_tgd'andl,yvas p;o;sg for 51x months and all alone. I never
received standby counsel. The court retal_iaﬁed‘.agginst me and bullied
me and continues to do so. I begged Judge Tracy Priddy through filings
- and when in person in her court room for counsel or standby counsel and

... .. I'was ignored for 6 months. This is a dueprocess violation. This was

intentionally done by. the court.

At the hearing, Judge Guten goes on the record, says that ,_I'ﬁled for an
- in camera hearing to recuse him, denies the motion and proceeds to rule
. on my application for post-conviction relief: You can tell by Judge
_.Gute_ps voice that he is not happy and he has an attitude of “I'm going to

fix you for this”. I object but I'm told to be quiet. I'm not allowed to be

heard. Judge Guten totally disregards Rule 15, continues to rule and
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continues.to violate my due process rights.under the 5th and 14th
‘amendments. ‘Judge Guten ignores all of my post-conviction relief - - .’
- filings, denies me post-conviction relief; tells:me defense counsel and.. ...
appeals counsel was not ineffectrye_ and through due dilﬁig_en;;e,fl;-could.‘:
) have discovered everyth.mg and 1t could have been brought in my dn'ect
-appeal I have no 1dea how we could have dlscovered the brady | .
:_ﬂv101at10ns that was d1scovered 1n N ovember 2022 and conﬁrmed by a e
, ,s1gned letter from former defense counsel J ason honan I mqurred _
"w1th former defense counsel, Marlv Rlerra from the Pubhc Defenders
Ofﬁce and she told me appeals counsel only goes by What is m the record

and would have no reason to look in the case of CF 2019 3495 When o

ﬁhng a d].rect appeal

There were lots of 1ssues of material facts that warranted and requlred .
an ev1dent1ary hearlng, however J udge Dawd Guten contmued to rule

agamst me because of h1s b1as and to harm me,

Clear Legal nght to rehef sought
The Petltloner has a const1tut10na1 right toa cold detached neutral Judge Th.lS was

denied to the petltloner when J udge David Guten 1gnored the ru]e 15 procedure to
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harm the petitioner. Judge David Guten showed his bias through the hearing in
CF-2019-3570.and CF-2019-3495 by telling the petitioner on the record that he

believes-he is threatening Judges, harassing and intimidatin

: the;rl‘l:."';fPet'i‘t’ioner denies th"ese allegations; The petitioner had filed a motion to
Judge Dav1d Guten w1th no ab111ty to be heard J udge Guten said J udge Priddy
ruled on thls “but agam J udge Pr1ddy ruled in Vlolatlon of Rule 15 and all of her
rulmgs rnust be vacated accordmg to Clark v. Board of Educat10n and MLller
Dollarlnde V Tal The Pet1t10ner has a plam legal rlght to a cold detached neutral
]udge under both the Oklahoma Constltutlon and the Federal Constltutlon The
pet1t10ner spemﬁcally c1tes Olla. Const Art 2. §6 Whlch prov1des “The courts of
justice of the State shall be open to every person, and speedy and certaln remedy
afforded for every wrong and for every injury to person, property, or reputation; and
nght and ]ustlce shall be admlmstered w1thout sale, demal delay or pre]udlce
J udge Dav1d Guten is pre]udlced towards the petltloner because petltloner
published the home addresses and extremely personal .mformatlon about Judges on

the website petitioner was associated with, www.transparencyforoklahomans.com .

Petitioner received information from people that work in the court house that
placed hidden cameras in the Judges Chambers, along with key loggers and
listening devices. Among the 1nformat10n the Pet1t1oner pubhshed 1nformat1on
about Judge Dav1d Guten mvolvmg domestlo abuse/strangulatlon/ sexua.l assau_lt |

‘.) L

and gropmg The pet1tloner also pubhshed a sex tape of another current s1ttmg


http://www.transparencvforoklahoinans.com

judge, having sex with a well-known attorney in their chambers. This Judge -
usually rules in favor of this attorney, violating due process for both parties bécause

of bias. See Fort V. State.

' T'he.petitioner' also published information abéut Judge April Siebert and TFO titled:
her “A liberal lesbian” because she is a lesbian.and married to a woman who works
at the FBL It is important to note that the petitioner is gay and has no problesi= 7+
with.Judge Siebert being gay, but she ruled to harm the petitioner because he:did "

not agree with the liberal gay agenda that she supports. <« <= . o ossond o

Petitioner. published information about every Judge in Tulsa County::Of Course;. "
Judge Guten is going to say he doesn’t know anything about this or ‘that he is not -
biased when he actually is. Just..becausé'he says he is not biased does riot‘mean hé -
1s: The Tulsa District Court knows I published this information. From the .
inception of this cdse, vindictive prosecution has been alleged;and even the moticu'T:
filed seeking relief, Judge Guten denied it. The appearance of bias to too much'and™
I cannot receive a fair trial because of it, in Tulsa County. I need a J udge th is ot
from Tulsa County. I asked for a non-jury trial and I cannot receive it from a Judge -
who I wrote about. To be clear, I did not have anything to do with the people who
placed cameras, listening devices-or key loggers in the chambers of the Judges or

the Tulsa County District Attorney’s Offices. I only published the :iﬁfor'mation given

to me because it proved corruption. Its irony when Judges are sentencing peopleto
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long prison-sentences for drugs; yet they themselves are:doing illegal drugs in their
chambers. ; I also published information about the sexual affair-of Judge Michelle -

Keely with Judge Doug Drummond. This affair has been going on for twenty years.

Judge Guten was very upset about this and without a dou‘bt,' he knows I have proof.
1 ne_y‘ez% thought I'd be wrongfully co,nvicted n CF-2.019-357O or be arrested on-
frivolgugicharges in CF-20 19-349_5;_-but-the.S.tate of Oklahoma and the Tulsa -
District-Court is _actuaﬂy getting away:-with this. I-urge this court to put an end-to
it. I broke rio.laws by publishing-the:;inférmation about Judges & others in the
Tulsa County District Attorney’s Office. The Judges having sex in their chambers,
doing,cdcaine,- carryihg’ on affairs, they are all*publicerhpiq&ees, elected.officials and
using tax payer funds for this and. it is ofinterest to the public and I have:a first. ..
amendment right to publish the informébion»aﬁd ‘brin‘g“it to the attention of the
public. TFO also received proof that Judges in Tulsa C:ounfy‘ were accepting bribes*
and-having ex-parte communications. ' Citing Rippo V: Baker 580 US 285.137 S.CT
905. “Risk of bias is too high-to be constitutionally tolerable.”:In this'case, the risk ig
beyond;const_itu,t‘ionally,vto'lérable. Please give me a neutral detached judge whois:
npt seeking to harm:me.

The Tulsa County District Attorney’s Office has claimed since day one that I was
threatening Judges by publishing their homeiaddre‘sses on the TFO website. The -

Homei-a.ddresses:=were,-.obtained_‘ﬁ'om the Tulsa County Tax Assessors website and is
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subject to the Oklahoma Open Records Act: "»Theré was no call to harm anyone and
certainly no offer to provide firearms to anyone willing to do anyone any hafrm;;--“,The:
Petiﬁoner 1s 100% against violence and has never advocated for violence. It is
important to note that I am not charged with threatening Judges, but the BA: =% %"
continues to allege it. T asked Judge Guten.to settle this once-and for alt:and he:::.

The terms of Art. 2, §7, Okl. Const., are:

No person shall be deprived of life, liberty,.or. propezty, without. due procesg of law:: -

E. DISQUALIFICATION

(1) A judge should disqualify-l;imself or herself in a proceeding in-which the judge’s<:
impartiality might be reasonably question, including but.not Al'imitedato instances. . -
where: ;. L s

(a) the__judge,has a personal bias or prejudice concerning a party or a. party’s lawyer:-

Plain Legal Duty not involving the exercise of discretion .
Judge Guten has a plain legal duty to ensure that the due process.rights of the :
petitioner are protected. Rule 15 is clear.. A Judge cannot proceed to rule whena . -

rule 15 is filed and until the petitioner exhausts the rule 15 procedure.

Citing Miller Dollar Hide V. Tal “A trial courts continued participation
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while motions to disqualify are pending results in-e deprivation of due

“It is ot a:matter of discretion to réfrain from presiding over the cause
until thedisqualification ruling is memorialized and the movant has, at~ -

the movant’s option, exhausted the Rule 15 procedure.”

Adequacy of Writ anid-iﬁadé&ti'acy?df‘- other relief:

Because this &as a Rule 15 motion to disqualify/recuse/transfer, and since the
petitioner has been denied the motion for in camera by Judge David Guﬁen, A
petitioner filed for a rehearing with'the Presiding Judge who was J ud'ge;D‘aWh’f
Moody, Mandamus is appropriate and the proper step'to'take. The ﬁétitfon& IR
cannot proceed forward .because Judge David Guten is biased and is currently '
violating the due process riglits of the petitioner by not adhering to Rule 15: Thlé1 '
petitioner is barred from other relief because Judge Guten violated Rule 15. The
Due process rights of the petitioner underthe 5t'and 14t amendment: Petitioner is
entitled.to Post Conviction Relief & a evidentiary hearing. Petitioner is being
denied due process by Judge David Guten continuing-to rule in violation of Rule

15b.
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Bias of Judge David Guten:
Judge David Guten continues to put me out 30 to 120 days at a time. Judge Guten
promised me at the hearing on July 19, 2023 that he-would issue an order to'the; ... .
prison to allow me to view my:discovery. :[’had a‘hearing in less than thirty.days,
but Judge Guten signed the form to send me back-to prison.immediately. I <o oo,
specifically asked for counsel and standby.counsel and Judge Guten told mené;. & =+
This.is plain and clear retaliation. - - o -y sy
I have filed for a Franks Hearing, followed Franks V. Delaware to the T, see: =1 = - =
attached Franks motion and Judge Guten continues to ignore my Franks motion: - -

My first Franks Motion was filed in November -2022. It is now almost August, 1-day.

the police officer omitted more than 15 to 20 things in his affidavit. I provided a
motion, an offer of proof, which was the officers own evidence and an affidavit. The
Police Officer, Justin Beal used deliberate reckless falsehoods to gbtain probable . -
cause to have me arrested. Judge Guten set a discovery hearing for 30 days out. - - -
from July 19, 2023. I again asked for a Franks Hearingand he said he would take .-
it up then, (It was denied with no hearing according to OSCN.net) Considering my

evidence of omissions is overwhelming, and it.is obvious that the police could not .. -
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obtain probable cause if they had no omitted the information, Judge Guten should
hold the Franks hearing before anything else, of course after the rule 15, but
hopefully this court disqualifies Judge Guten and gives me a fair cold detachied

. neutral Judge.

Judge Guten has refused to hold a Franks Hearing, because he knows there is no
Way;«-arduﬁd it. The Police Officer violateéi Franks. The entire case in CF-2019-3495
must be diémissed and all'evidence obtained in violation of the 4t amendment must
be declared fruit of the poiSOnous:'tie“e-.i‘- Thé’ reason Judge Guten doesn’t want to do -
this is because the State of Oklahoma admitted at the hearings on July 19, 2023
that the trials were supposed to be completely separate... but they were not. The
State of Oklahoma used all statements obtained prior to me being mirandizéd from
the second a.frest in .t‘he.triz"al. of 3570 and used‘all ififormation they‘illegally =
obtained in violation of the 4th amendment from the 3495 (llegal arrest) to convict

me-1n 3570..

To be clear, the conviction in CF-2019:3570 was obtained with illegally obtained™
evidence that was obtained in-violation of the 4th amendment. I raised this issue in
my post conviction relief applications. Judge Guten’s biased did not even allow me
to be heard on this matter. . This'is how bad the Tulsa District Court wanted me to
be silenced. They allowed all of these errors and omissions and it denied me a fair

trial and now when I ask for relief, the due process vivlations continue:
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There was no way we could file for'a ‘Sui)i)réséioh ‘heariﬁg‘inidway through trial.
Judge Guten told me on the record on July 19, 2023 that he believed I was™ ™ ~
threatening his co}workefé, (Judges) and intimidating and harassing tl{xeni e
wasn’t held in contempt and Judge Guten made cléar his bias:” I fﬂed‘al';?‘irii'é'tib?r:i"iii""'3
2019 that requested a fast and speedy trial. Judge Guten blamed covid and saldmy
right was not violated. Judge Guten was quick to blame covid for the states
shortcomings, but didn’t take covid into consideration for ineffective assistance of
counsel or appeals counsel and the public defenders office not investigating or
pursuing anything in CF-2019-3495. 'In fact, the District Attorney adritted that

CF-2019-3495 was completely put on hold due to covid and the PD'’s office trying to

LieTee o0

pressure me into pleading guily. This is crazy. "< "

Judge Guten issued an order'to the Prison to allow Iﬁe to view my discovery, CD’s

and Jump Drives, however the prison said they don’t have to do that and even madé.

T

i

me sign a lettér stating I Had 30 days to send out my discovery or they would *7" %"
destroy it. I mailed it back to Judge David Guten. Because I-cannot see the -
evidence against me, I am again denied due process and access to the courts by
Judge David Guten rushing to send me back to prison: and by Warden Carrie *
Bridges of James Crabtree because she will not let me view my discovery. The *
Tulsa County District Attorney told the Prison today July 31, 2023 not to send the

discovery back to the Judge and to hold onto it. The Tulsa County District
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Attorney’s Office and Judge David Guten are awaré that I cannot view my discovery
and thgy,a_r_g_ doing n_otlging. vabput:“thivs__ :f;l'_‘le»:l_?l,'ocess violation_apd denial of access to
the courts. The wardens Assistant, Jodi Miller told me that the order only says I'm
to have the discovery but not use a cao_mpgtelr:’ to access it. It depends on how you
read the order, but Judge Guten again did not do what he promised because he is

N e
AERVE

Judge Guten continued to proceed in CF;2019-3495 even though he was challenged
in. CF 2019-3570and he is.obviously biased. I.did withdraw the Rule 15 motion. out
of desperation in 3495 because I want relief. This harmed me. It has not been. . .
addressed in any coﬁrt decisions I can find. Can a Judge who is hearing both cases
back to back who is challenged in one case, but the other one not, move forward and
bear the case he is not challenged in? I believe Judge Guten abused his discretion.
I think this shouid be addressed by the OCCA. 1.do not:believe that Judge David

Guten should have proceeded in either cases due to his bias.
Judge Guten also threatened to seal the entire file in CF-2019-3495 if I continue: to -

make ﬁlmgs he does not agree with, meaning filings about the Judges and the

corruption in Tulsa County.
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I saw that Judge Guten denied all of my motions, many of them without hearings. -
Judge Guten also denied my motion for a Franks Hearing. 1filed an amended:. - -
motion for a Franks Hearing after he denied it. .This motion is showing on:OSCN. T

am filing a motion to strike the decision to-deny all motions..

Judge Guten denied my petitioner for Post Conviction DNA testing with no; /- ...
affidavit, despite bringing it separately. This proves that Judge Guten cannot rule

in this case without »bein_g bias._ It is manda_tol_‘y th'at.a hearing be held. The vPohce
have DNA on the gun lan’d the finger prints aren’ t mine, but they_won’t turnthls
over. 32 years in p.xjiison hecause the_ prosecutdp_ was,allow__ed to use perju;-ed,' ta1nted
testimony to obtaina conviction m vdolation of the 14th amendment and the SRR

prosecutor also used 1llegally obtamed ev1dence in v1olat1on of the 4th amendment

Every Amemcan has a nght to be ﬁee from unlawful search and se1zure

I have been Wronged by the State of Oklahoma, I sought rehef and Ive been S

retahated agamst for domg do I'm be1ng kept in pnson desp1te belng Wrongfu]ly

o~

conwcted I am seekmg a new trlal in CF- 2019 3570 and complete dlsmlssal n CF-
20 19 3495 I did not do what I'm accused on and the Tulsa County Dlstnct N

Attorney l1ed and the d udge allowed these hes to harm me.

First Amendment Retaliation

The Tulsa County District Court, and the Tulsa County District Attorney’s Office in -
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conjunction with the State of Oklahoma have engaged in first amendment
retaliation to chill the speech of the petitioner:” This flies in the face of the 15t
amendment. -I exercised a constitutional right of free speech and the courts in Tulsa

County have retaliated against me to silence me..

Conclusion:.

T
L SR S

d1squa11ﬁcat1on, order that a new Judge be appomted preferably a Judge from |
outs1de Tulsa County 80 the Pet1t10ner receives due process Pet1t1oner seeks that
the OCCA vacate all orders .‘of Judge Tra(:); Pr1ddy entered m )viol'atlon of Rul’e’ 15
| , and’ vacate all orders of Judge Dav1d Guten in CF 2019 3570 held on J uly 19 2023
because Judge Guten continued to rule in wolatlon of Rule 15 and pet1t1oner had |
not exhausted the rule 15 procedure. Petitioner also seeks that the court consider
weather or niot Judge Guten shoulid have continued ‘to. rulem CF-20193495 smce ‘-he‘
was challenged in CF 20 19- 3570 J udge Guten was a challenged Judge and should »
have recused.’ Please ﬁnd that Judge Guten abused hlS d1scret1on by contmumg to
rule in violation 'Of Rule 15 and please determine if J udge Guten could proceed
forward in CF-2019-3495 since he was challenged in CF-2019-3570. Petltioner |
requests that the OCCA vacate all orders in CF-2019-3495 entered from the court
hearing on July 19, 2023 and all orders as a result of that 'he‘arl.ng. if the court

determines Judge David Guten should not/could not have proceeded because he was
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challenged on CF-2019-3570. The Petitioner prays that this court will issue this
WRIT OF MANDAMUS against Judge David Guten and disqualify him from =~

hearing both of these cases further.

The petltloner also seeks counsel/standby counsel and needs to be heard on

these matters but this too has been demed to h1m by J udge Dav1d Guten. A

miscarriage of justice is taking place. Please stop it:

" The petitioner closes this by reminding the court of t};reﬁe very important
“ - "parts of the Oklahoma Constitution.
Art. 2, §7, Okla. Const., “No person shall be deprwed of lzfe, hberty, or

- property, without due process of Zaw

Okla. Const. Art 2. §6 which provides “The courts of justice of the State shall
be open to every person, and speedy and certain remedy afforded for every
wrong and for-every injury to person, property, or reputation; and right and

Jjustice shall be administered without sale, denial, delay or prejudice.”

Okla. Const. Art 2, §30 “The right of the people'io be secure in their pei'sdns;
houses, papers, and effects against unreasonable searches or seizures shall
not be violated; and no warrant shall issue but upon probable cause
supported by oath or affirmation, describing as particularly as may be the

place to be searched and the person or thing to be seized.”

‘20jPage



Respectfully Submitted: -

» Mw/f* ot J-21-z003

Chrxstopher J. Barnett Pro Se 857048 Date:
--216 North Murray Street - S e :
Helena, Oklahoma 73741

VERIFICATION . « :.'"

I, Christopher J. Barnett, the above-named petitioner in this case, state under the
- penalties of perjury that everything in this answer/petition/motion is true and
" correct to the best of my knowledge. This filing is not frivolous and is made in
good faith. This filing is an attempt to access, the courts for the wrongs agalnst
- me.

‘‘‘‘‘

e

 July 31, 2028

Christopher J. Barnet, Petltloner DOC# 857048
216 North Murray Street
Helena, Oklahoma 73741

% #:PRISON -MATLBOX RULE CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE/MAILING ~

Petitioner by his signature above pursuant to 28 USC 1746 (or state analogue)
declares under penalty of perjury that on the date stated above he placed a copy of
this pleading-in the prison outgoing mail receptacle, with sufficient US postage

attached, -addressed to: .

21| Page



The Oklahoma Court of Criminal Appeals 2100 North Lincoln Blvd, -Oklahonlfa'Ci"cy
Oklahoma 73105 | e
Tulsa Court Clerk, 500 South Denver Avenue Suite 200 Tulsa Oklahoma 74103 -

Judge David Guten 500 South Denver Avenue, Tulsa Oklahoma 74103 L

R
L
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Christopher Barnett . (~ 7515 Py £1055219063
DLM # 1263543 . .+ e - T TG0

300 N Denver Ave ) - .
Tulsa, OK 74103 Em” Leter From Defeme /47% [y
P 77}5o/u Lolimpar
Dear “Chris:
Ireceived y-bliir’:lef-tef défed 11 / 30 / 20 22 and reviewed the attached documents.
The State’s discovery did not include Exhibits F (TCSO letter dated
- 10/25/2018) and H (emails between Matthew Hewett and AUSA Joel-lyn A
McCormick) but Exhibit I appears to be a transcript of testimony from trial and
Sxhibit | appears to be a treatment note from 2020, which was after the trial,

So it would not have been included in our discovery. I hope this helps.

‘Take care,

ey -
| UR
Jason D. Lollman | FDIS'ER‘E C& &
MAY 12208

etk
NEWBERRY, °°““cumw
e or oA U

&/\/
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o EXT

OUTREACH LAB Napier, lan Stefan Jackson

)

. PO BOX 707001 MRN: 20188526, DOB: 11/8/1991, Sex: M

% SaintFrands - e oo e M 20Teeeze D o
Health System AMBULATORY ENCOUNTER

Visit Summary (continued) |
' Reviewed by Jill Suzanne Renfro APRN-CNP

Allergies as of 2/7/12020 (continued) on 2/7/2020
lmmumzatlons Admmnstered as of 2/7/2020 i
- Name. '~ . ey Date.
Tdap 7/24/2019
Implant History
Noact:velmpiantsto display in this view,
PatlentHrstory o o R S o
Medical as of 2/7/2020 )

PastMedncalHlstory ———— —_———— e
Diggnosis. T T T DAl . Commae T 7 Soume.
ADHD _ — e ' ‘ e ___ Provider .
ADHD (attention deficit hyperactivity — — Provider
_L!somr)_.......---.-...____...-_._ — —
Anxety — T = —_——— -...Provider
Head injury . T -_-motor cycle assident - was earing heimet _ Provider
Obsessuve-oompulswe d:sorder ‘ — h " “have outburst if others cause metogoa Provider
e e ‘ dﬁe’é_ﬂmam_ait_“__ e -
Panic disorder__ - e SR o com e Provider
Psoriasis & ~ L= ' Provider

PertmentNggt:ves § v - ' ‘

Acoholism (Hoe) | ,'L_»__gefzs/zow' T e L Provider
;.;M«;ezga;o.e;_rvesa* _,._-_‘., M_06'2912015. e RS Provider

Autism spectrum disorder e OB29[2015 | — R PTOW_G!QL .
_Bipolar disorder (HCC) ' . 06/29/2015 — . Provider
Borderiine personality drsorder (HCC) _ 06/29/2015 e e —itemrcen. — __Provider —
Bulimia nervosa . 06/29/2015  — e me_________wder
Cancer (HCC) . . 06129/2015 — e, Provider
Chronic pain disorder 06/292015 e . -~ ..—Provider
Depression- ] 06/20/2015 _ ____‘ Provider
_Disease of thyroid gland : 06/29/2015 — —_ v . . . Provider
_HIV disease (HCC) . 06292015 _ —_ v __Provider "
Liver disease - RS T Provider
.OPDp.s_sgerEl,deﬁantdtsorder e .. 08292015 T e Provider _
Pericheral neuropathy oS = T Provider
,F'TSD_(post-tra_y_rgahcstressdtsorder) Q89015 - T ce -we ... Provider
Schizoaffective dxsorderQ-IC__) 06l2912015 e e o Prowder -
Seizures (HCC) 062072015 77T T Provnder )
Generated by Mai Thao at2/21/20 9:18 This confidential and privileged o Page 116
AM document/information is protected by

federal and state law, Unauthorized
disclosure, dissemmahon or duplication
is prohibited.



"+ Hewett, Matthew (OC) (FBD) Lx & 7 ' ' o

From: - “Winkle; Tyler (USMS) <TylerWinke@usdoj.gov>

Y sent: . Wednesday, March 14, 2018 12:52 ppm .
To: Hewett, Matthew (OC) (FBI) e
Subject: Re: Stalking Case S o E

Yes, | have interviewed Christopher Bamett and other people involved in this case. | haveé not been ;bie to find any
direct threats to anyone. USMS cyber unit has been watching his social media accounts. I'll am leaving on vacation

today, but will be back in the office on Wednesday next week. | wilf give you a call when i get back:™ .. EDEN

>On Mar 14, 2018, at 12:35 M, Hewett, Matthew (0C) (F81) <mjheﬁrett@fbi.gov> wrote: - _'. St |

> CLAYAST s T

> Hey Tyler,

> _ . .

+ > Is this the internet threat case you mentioned the other day?
N .

) > ‘ v et ey - .. st
> —Original Message—— ‘ _ o T J7°—
> From: M,(:Connid(,r.!oe!-lynA.(USAOKN) [maitto:.loel-!yn.A;McConni@k@usdoj.g’ovl LT :;':""?%:.‘J =
> Sent: Wednesday, March 14, 2018 1os9am cs T CoTnE T T
> To: Aichele, Adam D. (0C) (FBJ)<adaichel/e@fbi;gov>,.';j L e e T

- > Subject: RE: Stalking Case ' A e
> S

P

is as follows: . . T Tt

> A TU Law School professor, Winonga Tanaka, and potentially Senior Judge of the Northern District of Okfa_homa;{imdg'e
Kern (indirectly) have been the targets of statements made via e-mail and/or social media. | have not reviewed the.>..- '
statements firsthand; The statements were generated on numerous occasions and started after the University of Tuisg:"
took personnel action against the domestic partner of the Christopher Bennett ' e
generating the e-mails and posting at issue. . . : ‘ o e TR s B
> Since receiving the initial information, | reached out to Pat Cremin, the lawyer who fepresents University of Tulsa, and
he explained that he tpb has been the target of the statements and postings made by K. Bennett, Notably, Mr. .
Cremin explained that he feels threatened and is concerned for his safety. I've coordinated a meeting for Friday at 10:30 "
a.m. to meet with Mr. Cremin to review the statements and to gather additional information. From a review of the
communications, we hope to access whether the statements rise to a level for criminal prosecution.

>Joel-lyn A. McCormick
> Northern District of Oklahoma
> Assistant United States Attorney
> Lead OCDETF Attorney

~(918) 382-2700

/


mailto:mjhewett@fbi.gov
mailto:adaicheie@fbi.gov

-

- United States Marshals Service bx : H

PEE_C_I of 2

REPORT OF INVESTIGATION ,
N 1. FID: 10516737 v 2. DATE OF REPORT: 03/02/2018~,. .« { 3. REPORTED
CASE: 1862-0226-0323-V : IR .+ w.. .t |BY:WINKLE.TYLER
— ] AT: 062
4. SUBJECT NAME: MANGUM,CHRISTOPHER B
5. MERGED FIDs:
6. TYPEOFREPORT:~ ~  ~ =~ = 77 . |
" [ ] REPORT OF ELECTRONIC INTERCEPTION .. - . [1ARREST/CLOSE =~ :
[ ] COLLATERAL LEAD . R {x] INTELLIGENCE UPDATE (USM11 1140719)
[ ] WITNESS INTERVIEW ' [ ] MEMORANDUM TO FILE s
[ ] ADMINISTRATIVE SUBPOENA [} OTHER

7. HOURS WORKED: 24

On 2/26/2018 United States Marshal Service (USMS) Northem District of Oklahoma (N/OK) received a call.
from District Judge KERN about Churistopher BARNETT-MANGUM (MANGUM is his maiden name, FBI#
862563PB1, address 7520 E 102nd St Tulsa, OK) making unwanted comments online/writings (blogs, ~~
Facebook, and paper writings) and possible conducting surveillance/research on Federal District Judge Terrerice
KERN, KERN's wife, and Federal District Judge John DOWDELL (only one reference found about him at this
time). Judge KERN informed DUSM WINKLE that BARNETT-MANGUM had information about him and his
wife that was not common knowledge. With this information DUSM WINKLE then opened a Preliminary
Assessment on BARNETT-MANGUM in order to find out who BARNETT-MANGUM is, if he was stalking or
conducting surveillance on Judge KERN or Judge DOWDELL, and if BARNETT-MANGUM is a threat at this
time, BARNETT-MANGUM has a criminal history of Resisting Arrest and Assault on LEO or LEOs (both _
were niisdérieanors), and has been accused of harassment and threatening others in the past. _

. On 2/282018 DUSM Winkle conducted interviews and research found that some of the information "% -
BARNETT-MANGUM posts online/writes about others is public knowledge, other information =~ -~ . ¢+ -1
BARNETT-MANGUM receives about others could only be gained by extensive research.of ar individual. . ~
Duzing thisiinvestigation DUSM VINKLE found pumerus photos of BARNETT. -MANGUM posing with guns

and angry-writings, but none are direct threats. During interviews DUSM: WINKLE was informed that :

BARNETT-MANGUM sometimes pays other people money to take pictures, conduct surveillance, orhave. , .- .

research done on people involved with his Civil Cases. DUSM WINKLE was told that BARNETT-MANGUM -

even references this in some-of his blogs/Facebook post.” All individuals interviewed in regards to - .

BARNETT-MANGUM stated that he had never directiy threaten them, but had harassed them and mhade them

fearful, uneasy; or scared, ,
8. SIGNATURE (Name and Title - =~~~ . 9. DATE ~ ] 12. DISTRIBUTION
a Co e : 03/02/2018 5:12 PM EST __DISTRICT
.} HEADQUARTERS
_OTHER
TYLER WINKLE
Deputy U.S. Marshal
10. APPROVED (Name ard Title) 11. DATE
03/05/2018 2:06 PM EST
JOHN GAGE

Supervisory Deputy U.S. Marshal
| UNITED STATES MARSHALS SERVICE
THIS REPORT (S THE PROPERTY OF TYIE UNITED STATES MARSHALS SERIICE. NEITHER
1T NOR ITS CONTENT MAY BE DISSEMINATED OQUTSIDE THE AGENCY TO WHICH LOANED.

03/26/2018 4:08 PM EDT



. Drited States Marshals Semice cAH S
'~ REPORT OF INVEsq%';mN Page 2 of 2

' 1. FID: 10516737 2. DATE OF REPORT: 03/02/2018 - 3. REPORTED
. BY: WINKLE.TYLER

CASE: 1862-0226-0323-V
. AT: 082

4. SUBJECT NAME; MANGUM,CHRISTOPHER

5. MERGED FIDs:

Preliminary Assessment case involving' g G .
s husband) at the front desk of the Trey's Wine and Spirits. DUSM informed
TREY who they were and showed their credentials, and asked if BARNETT-MANGUM:ivas argund; TREY
informed DUSMs that he was not, but would be back shortly. DUSM then asked TREY if he would mind ™ "
speaking with DUSMs about BARNETT-MANGUM, and TREY agreed to speak with DUSMs.: DUSMs aad
-TREY then went to the back of the business, into a small office. DUSM WINKLE asked TREY:if he had ever
sive toward anyone in‘the past, TREY arsw 0.

sweredno.,
« b Iy

i .
) e
V- LAV I VR

At this time BARNETT-MANGUM came through the back door of the business into the sm;ll;ﬁice DUSMs
greeted BARNETT-MANGUM and informed him who they were and why they were there. DUSM WINK].E
i i , his wife, and/or

asked BARNETT-MANGUM if he was conducting surveillance/researching Judge KERN, :
Judge DOWDELL, and if so, why. BARNETT-MANGUM stated that he had never done surveillance on Judge
ly members. BARNETT-MANGUM also said; that he hadn't

KERN, Judge DOWDELL or any of their fami _
vaid or asked anyone to do so, nor would he. BARNETT-MANGUM did state, he had researched Judge KERN
and his wife's connections to Tulsa University (TU) because of his Civil Case. Judge KERN and his wife have
connections to TU, and BARNETT-MANGUM thought that Judge KERN should recuse hiroself from > . .
BARNETT-MANGUM:s civil case because of those connections, BARNETT-MANGUM then stated that if
Judge KERN did rule against him, Judge KERN's connection to TU would help his case go before the appeals
court.

DUSM WINKLE asked BARN ETT-MANGUM, if he had ill will or wanted to harm Judge KERN, Jiidge - "
DOWDELL, or their families. BARNETT-MANGUM stated, absolutely not. BARNETT-MANGUM ‘then ~-+7
said, if he is ruled against in his civil case, he will appeal it, but would not ever harm someone overit:- .~ L5
BARNETT-MANGUM also stated that he just wanted his voice to be heard, for people 1o know how corrupt .,

TUis.
End of Report. L

UNITED STATES MARSHALS SERVICE
STATES MARSHALS SERI'ICE. NEFTHER

THIS REPORT IS THE PROPERTY OF THE UNITED
1T NOR ITS CONTENT MAY BE DISSEMINATED OU ITSIDE THE AGENCY 70 WHICIH LOANED.
03/26/2018 4:08 PM EDT




. Hewett,

Matthew (OC) (FBI) |
' McCormick, Joel-lyn A. (USAOKN) <Joel-iyn AMcCotmick@usdoj.gov>

From:
: f'v*35m s . Thursday, March 29, 2018 234 PM - -
B , o Hewett, Matthew (OC) (FBI)
Subject: . RE: Chris Barnett -

‘Matthew,

Sorry for the delay in my response. I wanted to follow up on a couple of this in
reference to this matter. I agree with you. I don’t think there is much we can

~do."Thank you so much for your thorough follow-up.

Jol o e e Cormick
Northem Disirict of Okiahoma *
~Assistant United States Attorney. - -

Lead OCDEIF Attomey

"(918) 382:2700 .

From: Hewett, Matthew (OC) (FBI) <mjhewett@fbi.gov> .

Sent: Monday, March 26, 2018 3:44 PM N B
To: McCormick, Joel-tyn A. (USAOKN) <jamccormick@usa.doj.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Chris Barnett '

Joel-lyn,

Based on Tyler's interview of Chris Barnett and a lack of any specific threats against Pat Cremin, John Rogers
or Prof. Tanaka, I'm not sure there is a threat case to be made against Barnett. What do you think?

-—~—— Original message —-----

From: "Winkle, Tyler (USMS)" <Tyler. Winkle@usdoj.gov>
Date: 3/26/18 3:10 PM (GMT-06:00) '

To: "Hewett, Matthew (OC) (FBD)" <mjhewett@fbi.gov>
Subject: RE: Chris Barnett

ereis my report, sorry for the delay, crazy day.


mailto:mjhewett@fbi.gov

Coun ty.

Tulss County Sheriffs Office
Crimigal Information Unit

~ UNCLASSIFIED // FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY

T ‘October 25,2018
To: Steve Kunzweiler, Tulsa County District Attomey . ... SR .
Erik Grayless, {¥ Assistant District Attorney ) R

From: Deputy Roger Crow, Tulsa County Sheriff’s Office
cubject: Discussion with local law enforcemeat officers regarding potential threats in Tulsg -

1
roL .

RS

Dear gentlemen,

ip¥iffinvestigators from federal, state, and local law enforcement are

scheduled to meet ' discuss a tential threat t6 members of the court, colleges and faculty, as well

as other individuals in Tulsa County. ,
The meeting is to be held at the Tufsa Coutity Courthouse on the 9" floor at the Tulsa County District
Attomey’s Office. - R ‘ . _

Attending this meeting with be:
1.} FBI, SA Matt Hewett . o : 1
2.) OSBI, SA Todd Spurlock . : . S e
3.) Tulsa Community College Campus Police, Lieutenant Drew Mullenixii .~ o
4.) Tulsa County Sheriffs Office, Deputy Roger Crow
5.) Tulsa Police — JTTF, Corporal Bill Jenkins S
6.) Tulsa University Campus Security, Captain Zac Livingston
7.} US Marshall’s Office, Deputy Tyler Winkler o

The Okishoma Attorney General’s Office has rade inGuiries to the Tuisa County Criminal Informatiof
Unit regarding these matters, thereby, the purposé in this meeting is to cone together and discuss these
concerns of preserved threats. o S

With a combined effort, our desire is to attempt to identify a solution in the laws that will Shpport_the
information and investigations in a possible nexus for criminal acts of violence and/or behavior issue

relating to mental health,

Respectfully,

Deputy Roger Crow
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Q
Q And what dées:it‘mééﬁ§.
A ‘That -- pPreserve gvidence'felatéd‘to & Crime, yes.

Q If somebody ' s alleging self—defense andjthe_

ts

i gfiéged victim has g gun bnﬂthém, isn't:that’evidence? \\\

A In this pParticular cage,,I_thipk the'inVesEigation

So the police dig recover it, determined that

Mr. Napier hadn't'coﬁmittéd a cr

the gun. I know what kipdvof_gﬁn_it is. I ganf§1Wa&s

ime. - .1 have Pictures of

take it. 1¢ was.never fired. Mr. Napier never even had.
. . . - i

it during thexincident.':iﬁéréfofe, it wasn't collected ..

-becauée’it“wasn't evidence in a crime. It'g documenteq

that he hadwg_gungand-What it was, but it wasn't
collected. '
Q So I think Your long -- you gave a long answer,

but what you are really saying is it'g only evidence if

DISTRICT COURT OF OKLaHOMA - OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT



*10545340094

CEZu193570
vV I
(lhnyophef T. Bervet 5’/5/&52} CFzetgsyqs

REGLeSH Fol Rule [5In -'-C’ﬁm@m é%@%gnm

to JEQuAlFY Tude DD Guter of e T
the Chse o prother Tudge, .
| . s o Co e syt

B | Ky
T, CHS Parwed Reqest Av Zv Comord: hesing

for Abe Pulpose of Becssing Tudge DD Guter

OF tipnsfec the Case o Arafher Tudge,

SHate 0F cKIrkemn ' LT

S el sy
S .-(1"-‘.&‘?

Tw Spect of fhis Bedust, T cite Clark V
Bepd o Eduehtion Ard */lo}(/c?(douﬁ(ﬁ}cld '.':Pé VTRL,

Arav In BA 8

L Am A9gficied by Fhe LAk OF Action oF Jude
DD Cuter i Both mY Cases Ard him Coptiveiy 1y
Rllgwing  Fhe State of GKlphoms Fo lithbhold Braly
matenAL Buidewte, Ths Led Ho my Lirowgful Cawvichicw
IV CFzol928570, Ths (ot Befses 70 oider He Siate
i ) (o) L 2 SCiee: Lyt he ld T Sufe
T Eudeve, CF 20198495 hAs  beow Staled: Fof Yeps. T
Am  bews gemed Dot [rocess. Plegse Se+ pw v
Chmetr hearine AS Seer A5 Fossible Fol this Jo be
head: Plesse 9?‘106 pe A £AC TJulle AMd [Au HiaL,
Beslectbdly  Sobnsted
Chels hbrts T Borper Fro 56 (Bt fGrt?™ Duc S570%
Ne N muitay 5+ HelewA Ok 73747
Catiente of MALig on  BACk

% a8 ol

—



- Lerkiiate oe mAiLiog

?R m?&m Certey +hot T mpiled
_m mtion 40 The TulE ooty Clelk
m@ Docdh Dewver Ave Sulte zoo , Tuks
L= 0K 403 on o AP (5,2i23 ?im 9e
woatle Pad Y @%&,&& s &a Prisor
. \s?r \wox wm\sm @&w\ ._ .

Qa%xa T, m?éw w: m%&%

@vlw@,\ww\ N\\m\@m
Lk N puAYy 54
&%% ok 73741

QS Se .m;g&

ﬁ%« ,\@ \Hc A wmsb 03{1
F\Q\E Bam Bocheim  Plepse Im oot OF * ymorey
q@ \g; m\g \icc P \&m& \N &\&
ﬁoc\mwﬁ \Q\Qn O\Q \,\m*\ \Q\E\ 1 m.*\\\ &\r\
Lowrsel of et S




R T R

DISTRICT COURT.

DOUBLE SIDED DOCUMENT FILED
: JUL 272083
IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF TULSA o NEWBERRY, Gourt Gl
_ ) i .t e e . - STATE OF OKIA TULSA COUNTY
STATE OF OKLAHOMA o
CHRISTOPHER J. BARNETT . . .. )& s o 1.aee PETITIONER
V. Case Number: CF-2019-3495 ’
'STATE OF OKLAHOMA o RESPONDENT

AMENDED MOTION FOR FRANKS HEARING PRV
MOTION FOR IMMEDIATE HEARING

N kS ‘_'.,_ L (S "'_

THIS MOTION 1S PREPARED PRO-SE WITHOUT THE ASSISTANCE OF
COUNSEL AND SHOULD BE LIBERALLY CONSTRUED. PETITIONER
HAS REQUESTED COUNSEL AND HAS NOT HAD A FARETTA HEARING.
PETITIONER DID NOT GO PRO-SE WITH EYES WIDE OPEN. ..~ -
PETITIONER HAS BEEN DENIED COUNSEL BY JUDGE DAVID GUTEN
AS RETALATION. PLEASE SET A HEARING AS SOON AS POSSIBLE ON
THIS MOTION. THIS MOTION SHOULD BE HEARD BEFORE ANY
OTHERS PETITIONER HAS NO WAY TO SUBPOEANA ANYONE DUE TO

N O COUNSEL AND BEING INDIGENT

1|Page



Comes now, Petitioner, Christopher Barnett who files his motion with this court
seeking a Franks Hearing. In support of this motion, the petitioner alleges the

 following:

;Afﬁdavn: executed on J uly 25 2019 Ofﬁcer Justin Beal, there are
many falsehoods in the aﬂidawt |
1Officer Justin Beal used dehberrate reckless falsehoods and omltted very |
important information to.obtain probable cause for the arrest of the

N pet1t10ner 1n v1olat10n of the 4t amendment. |

3 Petltloner c1tes Franks V. Delaware in support of thls motmn

4. In # 4 of the Afﬁdawt Officer Beal states “”Wxthm thlS websxte there is a
detailed claim to how he would comm.:t a mass shootmg, which makes specific

-+ claims on how he would carry out this act which includes commlttmg the act

- during a University of Tulsa Football game and using a coordinated attach -

., 'using elevation, and the use of a 3d printer to create hlgh capacity
magazines. Your affiants states Barnett makes claims to be'a proud |

 stpporter of the 2» amendment and has shown he has the knowledge, ablhty :

. and fire-power to carry out the above claims.”

Officer J ustin Beal Omltted mformatmn that is very 1mportant and 1f mcluded
no magzstrate or Judge in the1r nght mind would have ever 1ssued a warrant for
my arrest. We'll start from the top of the blog post that Ofﬁcer J ustin Beal 1S

referencing:

2| Page



The Blog Post does not'state Written by Christopher Barnett. It says '

“How Chris Barnett would take down TU” - -

The next hne it says ‘Thls is all hypothetlcal and not a threat and of course will

never happen, but it’ll drive the far left crazy S0 here 1t goes

“The best way to get a message across 1s v101ence The J ud1c1al system has failed
America. So you need to have a large amount of deaths You have to take the

idiots like David Hogg and you need to ﬁnd thelr fear factor If I were a terronst
‘and I were going to actually harm anyone at The Umversmy of Tulsa there are a

NN R
4 Y .

few things I'd do.”

So as you can see, this is not me, the petltloner saymg I m gomg to go and
commit a‘mass shooting at The'University of ’fﬂSa. It is very clear from the
blog post that this is written to drive the far left crazy. It makes very clear as
well that this is not a threat.
We'll go ahead and start with #1 in this parody post. ..
1. Be silent. Have no internet pre'se.n"ce.v('I’ve already falledLOL) o
The Officer failed to list this and that the first part of
- the alleged plan that isn’t a plan has failed because the
petitioner, obviously has a huge 'inter'net presenceand
foliowing. i o |

2. Make sure no one knows you. (Failed on this one too)

3| Page



The Officer failed to list this at all, because it’s the first
part that shows this so-called plan fails. This is not a

plan, this is a parody and the petitioner has been

o z’”prosecuted because the hberals at The Umver51tY Of

P [4YE

v hes

CRETRIYRGYE o

3

Tulsa had a fit, as well as those in the Attorney Generals

““Office who were htlgatmg thh the petltloner. ThlS is a

v1nd1ct1ve prosecutlon o

Stock p11e at least 100 AR 15’s and at least 500k bullets (another fallure)

The Officer admitted that this too was classified as_

another fmlure, and of course the petltloner was not )

B found to own 100 AR-15’s. The Petitioner legally.

. -, purchased and legally owns 1 AR-15. . The Petitioner

4.

broke no laws owning an AR-15.
Buy body armor. (too hot)

The:Offi_oen omitted that the writer would not buy body

~ armor because it is too hot. This is clear as day.

5.

Buy a house near The University of Tulsa, preferable a 2-story house with

a view of the football ﬁeld (Too dangerous of an area. The Terronst

Umvers1ty of Tulsa is located in the ghetto slums of Tulsa and deﬁmtely a

bad mvestment.)
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-. 1L.Sell the camera footage to all media cutlets after its happened.-
The Officer did not inolu_de this because no media outlet wounld ¢ver buy
such disgusting things. It is disgusting that this police officer has lied.

12. Use the money to build another fortress and start all over agam

.-...a.:. [P

The Officer did not mentron the nonex:stent fortress
DR T 11

s

P

that would have to exnst that does not exlst

13 Next football season, rinse and repeat Just when people thmk they are

boo 1!‘..‘ b3 .A

safe

. . ve o P ozes RN :‘i'h
- ,_,g_ AJ"T’; < Ve

Thls is more comedy It does not show any mtent what

- P
RIS --"3‘

Soever.
14.Make Winona Tanaka su&'Piﬁ;gé' no
“Thé Pohce Oﬁ'icer ormtted the mformatlon about -
ma]nng Wmona Tanaka Butt Plugs. Wlnona Tanaka is
B f'v”the former Vlce Provost of The UmverSIty of Tulsa and
) denli‘ed_ rnytl}ugb%nd3~Ttey Barnett due process and expel
him from college with only 11 hours t6'go to graduate
because I made critical comments about fThe':ﬁnlner'slty
of Tulsa. This made natlonal news. Wmona is also a

dlsgraced attorney and dec1ded to be J udge, J ury and
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Executioner.. The:UniV’ersity of Tulsa would not allow
< Trey to graduate or finish his degree.
T R | : - V
15. Make Susan Barrett Vlbrators and drop them over the crowds in the

\

: football ﬁeld via d_rones B
- The Police Officer omitted this information, much like
** “{fic Fest of the information. Susan Barrett i.s’the)
dlsgraced gay hatmg Umver51ty of Tulsa Professor who
hed to have my husband expelled Thrs made national

news and it still hasn’t gone away yet L
16. Make Ke1th W11kes Double Ended dﬂdos and drop them mto the ﬁeld as
well Make sure Kelth’s ugly face 1s on each end ’

A ‘The Pohce Oﬁicer omltted this mformatlon too wlnch proves and shows
£ this is parody, hyperbole and cannot be taken senously 'at all no’t}to
% > mention that the blog post says at tBeqtqop; “THIS 7§ NOT ATHREAT
. AND WILL NEVER HAPPEN". | |
17 T.Mak_e ﬁstmg toys for those into shoving a ﬁst;up their ass and put
Johnathan Rogers face on 1t Then he can be Where he belongs n
| veveryone s ass. (He really belongs ona welght Ioss program and needs to

' “be banned from every McDonalds in Amenca )

The Police Officer omitted this information. It clearly

8| Page



shows that to carry out this alleged threat, which is not
a threat, that we're going to have to make 'théfs’é”fisting
toys and put Johnathan Rogers face on fistinéﬁ&ys.
18.Put the home and all utilities in an LLC that is tied-directly-t6 Winona
Tanaka and Susan Barrett and if you are smart.enough, you have both
. Winona and Susan come to thg house the day of the attack to.place them
.th__e're.‘ Also have cameras for the police to see they were there.
'The Police Officer omitted this information. Obvicusly,
- this would never happen, but the police officer - -
continued to lie and use deliberate reckless falsehoods.
19. Drop leaflets over the stadium_,ﬁﬁ drones in conjunction with the but
Plugs, Xj_b}'ators and double ended dﬂdos.
The Police O_ffic;e:;: dxd not_mention_anyi;l}‘i'ngkini the
| Afﬁd?vit about the drones, But Plugs, Vibrators and
dc;uble ended dxldos because he knew he would not have
probahle cause if he did.

20.Plant evidence at the home of Winona Tanaka and Susan Barrett. Also
plant guns in the car of William Ca_rter at Tulsa Cemmunity College and
Leigh Goodson Make sure to put Wlth the guns a plan to k111 random

people. Can in a random t1p to the pohce Make sure it all ties together.

The Police Officer omitted this information too because
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. its just ’liyperbole-andtparody a;ld there is no way this
. _;pgpld ever happen. This is insane that this pblice officer
. .,.;gi,dgithivs to violate my right to be free from unlawful
sanasSearch and seizure. " oot Lo 0
4r02k:Laugh really hard when The University of Tulsa presents this in the
v s:&déwsuit filed against them by "Georéé Barnett. Ole fét ass Johhéthan
Rogers will be the one to doit." Keith Wilkes is presently in his "female 4
RS EYety ;’Lstagé. No. WOnd‘.er‘ he and Ms. Jefferson Sellers Delapp g?é'.t'v:al_'ong so well.
The _P,o‘l-ice Officer omitted this .infqrmation too, which
-.... praves this.could not happen and it references the
:.lawsuit filed against The University of Tuis'a, which
named The University of Tulsa, Wiﬁbné"l‘éiiéka; éusan
"Bérret a'ﬁiiMa‘chell'é Dill 'bec’a.iiise' they hété gay 'j;“eople
‘and diseriminatéd against s bécause we are gay. They

et v -

3% " would never treat  straight couple this way.
22.Laugh harder when Jefferson Sellers"éhild-Porﬁog;aph};r céﬂééﬁign is
“..- finally exposed and he _is arrested. - ' |
.- The Poli¢e Officer omitted this information which dealt
. 'w’ith’ a vmdlctlveJ hdée iﬁ Tulsa "C‘(')‘uilty‘ who ‘vs_rés

y i
PR
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This was another lie 'used to obtain probable cause. Thé shooting of the process

server doesn’t matter because I was-already arrested for that and had nothmg to

do with this case. - SRR EOE : . :
: N P
Ty L w Sl L. EEEUEI-

#6 Makes the statement about additionial firearms in the home. This vislatss
the Petitioners 2nd and 4th amendment rights because all of the firearms are
legally owned and the petitioner was not a felon. |
#1The Ofﬁoe; states that I’m a.coqpix»;‘qi,pg threat based on ﬁ_-ivolou's_.' jnfgg;zg;,%t;qg.
Flad the polics offcer boen hones, and teld the courtthat this blog post was-.
. Wwrittenasa péu-odyl and cannot be taken seriously in-any ?{ay;whqt so ever, the -
) _police oﬂioe_x_‘ _yvoulg _{th. h_ayo oeen,gblg,,to obtam probable cause.. .Qwning. . ..- ..
ﬁrearms legg_ll_y does not mean you have the mmeans to act one something that - .
isg’t aﬁthrleat (m‘aybe a_fgntassz of th1s police officer), and the officer says that I .
have the means to act on the throat based on the firearms.in my residence, as.. .
well as his most recent _hjstorylarresﬁ in conjunct with his Google search “can you
1eAgo11y shoot a prooéss server”. _Againf_the,y are not _co_n.ne;_:ted7 this is such a far, .

reach and without a doubt violates the 2 and 4* amendment.- . = . .

#8 The Police: Officer uses me posting bail as probable cause? :-Evei‘-jr"orié s

entitled to bail. This is crazy. .

#9 T did not d.lSCllSS a plan to escape to a non—extradltable country It 1s obvmus —
the blog post is te]lmg someone in this parody form to go to a extrachtable |
country but it is not saying I, Christopher Barnett am going to commit a mass
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N shnot;i_ng, (drop dildos and but plugs that are customized over The University of

. Tulsa football stadium and flee to a non-extraditable country. It is important to
note that the petitioner is gay and the only non-extradif.able countries he is
aware of are Iran and Syria and they kill gay people there. The Police Officer

_omitted this important obvious information. . ;

Based on me tearing apart everj:aingfé b1t of th.ls afﬁdaﬁt and usmg tha blog nost
thie police officer references, this' proves dehberate reckless falsehoods by Oﬁicer
Justin Beal:. The omission of all the mformatzon above v1olated my 4th amendment
right-to be free from unlawful search'and seizure. This Police Officer has done this
before and a‘case was dismissed because he violated the 4t amendment ;'ight'h;re
in the northern district of Oklahomia. The internet for the law library 1sdownm
the law library due to'a recent storm. so I cannot qix’dté'the\‘ case but Icansayw1th
certdinty that Officer J ustin Beal has 'viola'téd the 4t amendmenf of dﬁhéx:s'- If -
Officer Justin Beal would have told the truth and put ail of the information in, or
attached a copy 'of the blog post, no Judge in their nghtm.md would Iz'iaﬁr"évvievlved
this as a threat. This police officer has not only violated my righttot be free from
unlawful search and seizure under the 4“.! amendment but also my-1s amendment
right to be freely speak. The State of Oklahoma also used the information illegally
obtamed from thlS search warrant m CF 2019-3495 to convmt me in CF-2019-3570
and the State of Oklahoma vmlated Brady V. Maryland and d1d not turn over all

evxdence.
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The blog post is attached to this filing, so the court may seé it in
its original form. This also violates Counterman V. Colorads
because the State cannot prove intent with all of the'vémit'té'dﬁ -

information. There is no threat in this blog post and every” " *

i
“

attorney I've met with, including Jason Lollman, Corbizn" -
Brewster, Brendan McHugh, Dana Jim, Caleb Jones, Brian =

Boeheim h"a&e all said this is free speech and is not a threai” DA

Erik Greyless told me in court on-July 19, 2028 that it is about

how the alleged victims felt. Please read Counterman and youwli
see that you cannot convict someone based on fheir féél_ixifg“s""ﬁh”d’
being offended by free speéch. In Counterman, he contacted a
musician thousands of times through facebook and the Supréme
Courf of The United States vacated his conviction because it -
was in violation of the 1st amendmenf.- In this case, I have never"
once contacted The University of Tulsa or the three so called -
victims. They are liars and not victims. At preliminary hearing,
they could not identify one single threat. This case neéds to end -

at the Franks Hearing.-
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_I.urgefhis court to take a close look at the blog post;v It is
1mportant to note_,,t_hvat it does not say Written by Christopher.
Barnett. The Police did not obtain a whois registry for the -
websiﬂf_il;é,_.‘\iljw_as associated with the::,website and it is an LLC.

The Blog -Post was not written by me, but a supportér. I added
the parts to it that are not numbered to ensure that pevople i
understood this was.not a threat and was written to drive the
far left crazy, which:is did. The person who I will ne§er name;
that wrote the blog post lives in Colorado. The blog post was"
ertten in Qolprad”o and published in Colorado. The State of L
Oquhq;qa;ma]ges it seem like this was published around the - -
time of the shooting in CF-2019-3570 but this is another lie. This
blog post was on the internet for more than-a year.: The
ix%go,gmatign filed by Steve Kunzewiler is also a lie and must be
quashed. _Tl;e.,Fipgt-Amgndment“~ allows people to write things: :
that everyone does not agree with. There is no way anyone can
say that I planned a mass shooting or planned to harm the 3 so

called victims in this blog post. It is ridiculous.
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Conclusion

Wherefore, premises considered the Petitioners prays tlliantt.his court w111holda o
Franks Hearing, allow the petitioner to call Officer Justin Beal to the stand o
question him and further establish, as if this isn’t enough, that the pohce oﬁicar' g
violated Franks V. Delaware and could not obtain probable cause had he put in all
the above omitted information. This court should find that Officer Justm Beal
Omitted information to obtain probable cause in violation of the 4tk amendment.
Theﬁcqa:t should completely ﬁnd thatv_:Qfﬁqer Justin Beal violated the 4t . . -7:
amendment and the 1# amandment of the petitioner, and:dismiss all charges:in CF-
2019-3495 and void the arrest warrant in CF-2019-3495. This court should also
grant post-conwcnon rehef in CF-2019-3570 because th1s is ﬁ'mt of the pmsonous .
tree and everything obta%ned was 1n violation of the 4t» amendment, but denied the:
- petitioner an unfair trial in CF-2019-3570 because the Information used to convict” -
the petitioner was illegally obtained. Had the Officer included the omitted ~ = _:wio7
information, this court should reasonably find that the blog post is not/was not a
threat, there was no 22 sté_p i:lazi' andthat _n_o_griﬁlg was committed and no Judge -
would sign a wagrant far the arrest of vt_he_:. petitiqaaf. The petitioner prays for any - '
and all relief tﬁag.tﬁis' court deems appropriate_. The Peﬁtiqgé-%-séeks:_tha“t_thig
hearing take piaéé_befare any other hearings as this warrant ahpv_ﬂd b_e voided and

stricken as it violates Franks V. Delaware.

Respectfully Submitted
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Christopht_a;j dJ. Barnett Pro-Se o .. .. ...  Date

300N t_)jﬁ.hpenver‘ Avﬁ_e_nug
Tuss, Okdaboma 74103
Afﬁtdavlt/v erification - -« oo
rmgrh
I, Christopher J. Bar-nett’,’staté'uﬁaér('the"béﬁ‘alﬁiés of perjury that éverything in i:his

tadtion/petition is true and correct to thé best of my knowledge. .~

Pl )

Christopher J. Barnett - Pro-Se S ey

300 North Denver Avenue

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Sigrature of Notary Public: _ ‘,Q 'M AP AR

My Commission Expires on: - O[’E\} -2025 ,'g@WOE
Date: /- QY:-2003 | e

Certificate of Service/Mailing
I, Christopher J. Barnett certify under the penalties of perjury that by my

signatures above, I mailed a copy of the forgoing to :
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et " The
A fe &
.., Hek a POLICE OFFICER with the Tulsa Police Department.

IN THE DISTRICT OOURT IN AND FOR TULSA COUNTY

STATEOFOKLAHOMA .. .7 .
STATE OF OKLAHOMA, )
Plainsiff, ;
)} Cese Ne,
; ;
Christopher Meraett (PID 926247) ;
Defendant. )
AFFIDAVIT

":f“' of lawhul age, being first duly sworn upon ceth, deposcs and statcs & follows:

certain official investigative reports and statements of witsesses regarding the above
Defendent(s) and from these sutements and reports it sppears as follows: (TRACIS:
2019044504)
On 7/24/2019 Tulsa Police Officers were radio dispsiched 1o 7520 E. 102* Sweet in reference to s
shooting, which is in the city and county of Tuisa, OX. Upon arrival Tulsa Policers conducted an
mvestigation xnd discovered the following:
o Iam Napier, s process server, present at the residence to serve & court-related document was
shot by & resident of 7520 E. 102 Strect in his left efbow.
¢ Officers identified alleged shooter as Christopher Jonuthen Barmett who was subseqoently
arvested and booked inta Tulsa County Jail on the change of Shooting wish Intent to Kill,
Yw:ﬁmmaﬁmwmawhhuﬂdTmFum
Within this websitc there is & detailed clsim to bow be wosld commit 2 mass shooting, which
WW&;]NAR—IS:MMMWJW&MM.W
makes specific claims on how he would carry out this act which includes committing the act during
= University of Tulsa footbali game and using a coordinated attach using elevation, and the use of 8
som»mmmmvwmmmmmim»h.m
supporter of the 2* mncndment wnd has shown he bas the knowladge, ability and fire-power o
carty out the above claims.
On 77252019 Tulsa Police Officers with the Special Investigations Division reecived information
mm.nmﬁmammmmmmmmw
threats 1o both judges and sttomeys in the Tuisa County srea. These threats include the following:
* Providing addresses of Judges and prominent attomeys in the Tulsa County area.
¢ Chiming to provide firesnms to anyone wilfing to “do hami” 1o these individuals.
* The concerned citizen provided & screen shot from March 2019 Facebook post made on the
account

of Christopher Bamett where there was a post of a picture depicting & Google scarch of
“camyou Jegally shoo s process server”.
After being taken into custody for the shooting of Isn Napier, 8 process server, that occurved on
7/24/2019, Tulsa Police Officers with the Crime Scene Unit obtained & sewrch wanamt for the
mmw-muymedmwmhmmmmw
additional firearms in the residence at the time which they did not seize.
Your affisnt ctates brsed on developments in the investigation, it is the belief of your affiam as well
as other seascned investigstors thet Christopber Barnett is a continuing throst, and has the nsoms to
act on the threats that he has made based on firearms located in his residence s well as his most
recent history/errest in conjunct with his Google search “can you legally shoot a process server™.
Barnext was booked into the Tulsa County Jail on the charge of Shocting With Intent To Kill
with a $75,00 bond at 0434 hours on July 25, 2019, Bamett bonded out of jail at 1006 hours on
July 25, 2019 aficr having posted a cash bond. :
Within Transparency of Okishoma websitc Barnett has discussed his plan 10 escape to 8 non-
cxiraditable country.
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Chrigtopher Parwett is described ns follows:

Ses; Mok Roce: White  Meight: 6§  Weght:22S  HeirBrgwn  Eyes: Ring
DOB: 15190

Addram:

TS B 10T Street

Telea, Ok 74183

Wmtﬁtmﬁwwh‘—:nwfchmﬁ&wﬁhWMQ
that he/sheAthey may be brought before & magistrate snd held 10 answer for the offcas(s) of

¢ Threstsning a Viclunt Act (Falony) . A e ,
_ AR o K B : T e
Mummmnmﬁqu%@m ) o
My Commistion Expires: N ‘
1\ { L Moo d A
EEQ__, ,, n_chéﬂ - .

-FINDING OF PROBABLE CAUSE
" . Omds____deyof __ -7, 2018, the ahove stylad and mambered case carinc on for
bearing before me, the undersigned judge of the Diswicl Court of Tuka Cownty, Okleboms, wpon the abowe: Affidevi,
roquesting et & warrast of arret be xmued for the witkin named Defendant(s), thet hethoicy might be srested and
Wbmﬁﬁ“’)ﬁ ) - . lone -

* ZThrestaning A Violant Aot (Feloay)

Basod upon said Affidevi, ) s satisficd and do hereby fied feat said offesa(s) hasave beew cosviittid sad thet thoe
s prodwble cuxe 10 believe fhe within nemed Defendani(s) kashmve cormmisted 3aid offemse(s), and that a werrant of
wrest shoudd issve.

Judige of the District Court

ALEET BOCYRMENT CONTANG FERNCI NAL SIENTIFEERS-B0 NOT SCAN OR MAKE AVARLABLE ON THE INTIRIEY
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How would Chris Barnett take down TU?

This is-all hypothetical and not & fhreaf and of course wr" never happen, but
it'll drwe fhe far left crazy so here it goes.

.sf\way ta get o messoge- across is vmlence The Judicial System has failed America. So
_ ced: 1o have a lorge amount of deaths. You have to take the idiots like David Hogg ond
you? need fo. Fmd their fear factor. If | were o terrorist and | were going to octually harm

cmyonie ot The Umversvty of Tulsa, there are a few things I'd do.

1. Be silent. Have no internet presence. ( I've already failed LOL)
2. Maoke sure no one knows you. (Foiled on this one too)
3. Stock pile ot least 100 AR-15's and at least 500k bullets. (another failure)

( 4. Buy body armor. (too hot)
5. Buy a house near The University of Tulsa, preferable a 2 story house with a view of the
football field. (Too dangerous of an orea. The Terrorist University of Tulsa is located in the
ghetto slums of Tulsa and definitely o bad investment.)
6. Wait for football season to come, start getting every single AR-15 put into ploce on the
highest floor. Rig up a system that will fire all of the guns at once. (I'm sure I'm not the only
one who feels this way about Terrorist Universities football season, those fucking people park in
your yard, block your driveway and aﬂ over a fuckmg boll We already. know onyone playing

o

football is géing no where iniife) e . . _ .
7. Use a 3D printer to make large magazmes that con hold as many bu”efs as p0551ble
(onother fail, | refuse to learn how to use a 3D -printer.)

8. When football season starts, wait until almost half time or when everyone is leaving the
gome. When _people start to flood the gates to leave, the auiomcmc sysfem built starts firing.
9. Have more-than one Jocation firing. R R
10. Have all of this set up via computer, with cameras in place. Go to o country with no
extradition agreement. Leave days before this is set to take place.

11. Sell the comera footage to all medio outlets after its happened.

\( 12. Use the money to build another fortress and stort all over ogain.

T e hE e Yo vuns 000020
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Form 13.2 Affidavit in Forma Paupens :
The Affidavit in Forma Pauperis must be i in the followmg fon'n

, CHR i Phet T LACNOH state that | am a poor person without funds or property or
relatives willing to assist me in paying for filing the within instrument. I state under penalty of per]ury under
the laws of Oklahoma that the foregoing is true and correct. . T

T

Slgnedthls 3/ dayof (TL/} V : Zoj_at éﬁ/@ﬁ/ﬁ /Q'/HFQ jdk/ﬁ/»//’?i}

- (Print City, County & State)

D5 oo

(Signatlre of Affiant) -

(e f%o ﬂ/xzr J. ﬁﬁ/w#

_ (Pnnt Name)




DOUBLE SIDED DOCUMENT

... INTHE DISTRICT COURT OF TULSA COUNTY

STATE OF OKLAHOMA =~

CHRISTOPHER J. BARNETT PETITIONER

{ ,i'

WL L TULSA' COUNTY CASE NUMBERS CF-2019-3570 AND CF-2019-3495

P

”

STATE OF OKLAHOMA .~ =~ RESPONDENT

B

PPTE L O N . wsdor

" VERIFIED AMENDEDPETITIONFOR POST CONVICTION RELIEF
MOTION FOR EVIDENTIARY HEARING
MOTION FOR TRIAL TRANSCRIPT
MOTION TO QUESTION JUDGE MICHELLE KEELY ABOUT HER AFFAIR WITH
CHIEF JUDGE DOUG DRUMMOND
MOTION FOR FRANKS/KYLES HEARING
MOTION TO DISMISS AND GRANT POST CONVICTION RELIEF CITING

COUNTERMAN V. COLORADO

Comes now Petitioner, Christopher J. Barnett, Pro-Se and hereby files his amended
petition for post-conviction relief under the Post-Conviction Procedure Act, Okla. Stat. tit.

22 § 1080.

1|Page




-getting his way, and he was going to come back to solve the problem.with his gun

- and assault, and possibly kill innocent home owners who had no idea.who he-was.

-~ s 5 .. - - - ST AT s

Quotmg Napue V. People of State of Ill 360 U S 264 79 S. Ct 117 3 “Flrst 11: 1s

estabhshed that a conviction obtamed through use of false ev1dence known to be such by

representatlves of State, must fall under the Fourteenth Amendment The same result
rl-\"l

obtams When the State although not sohmtmg false ev1dence allows it to go

uncorrected when it appears

N W L s

11. In this case, the prosecutor had already seen the.video and heard the audio, ,;2:

.. numerous times. - He knew that the testimony of Ian Napier wag false, and he did
not correct this. This clearly was prejudicial and harmed the Petitione‘r and ,denied
‘him a fair trial and due process un_de_rﬁthe fourteenth amendment.

12. The_.,:prosecutor,.Steve Kunzev.v.eiler‘;had told. t]:ns court many lies, starting. from, the
~ inception of this case. One of the lies the DA told the court was at a bond hearing,

) r.ega:rding,, the petitioners million-dollar bond. The DA told the court on the record
that he had spol:en to Russell”Robe_rts and he was not going to post my bond because
. he belleyedrPetitjoner was dangerous. This was a blatant lie_. from Stev_e L

- Kunzeweiler. Kunzeweiler did not speak.to Roberts and my million-dollar bond was
already p_osted and showing yvith the court clerk. .

13. At trial, Steve also told lthe j ury that I feigned a heart attack and he‘_.also told the
jury many other lies, however the only one I.can talk about is ~the .fe,ignin_g a lle_art
attack. After the shooting took place, I was taken- to the hospi_tal after reporting
chest pains. I was in :oustody'_ at the time. It was deterrnined that I was suffering

from a panic attack. To petitioners’ knowledge,‘ The State of Oklahoma paid the bill.
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..-for.this. Petitioner had been treated for a long time for panic disorder and anxiety

... as evidenced by the medications recovered at the time:of his second illegal arrest.
The State of Oklahoma had access to the medical records, but it was more important
and to their benefit to tell the jury that I had faked a heart attacked, to attack my

cred1b1.hty and make the j Jury not beheve anythmg I said. So one he ﬁ'om Steve

H Ios
VA It

N went uncorrected and he saw no need to follow the const1tut1on of our great country,
‘i‘; heplnbgbhe has absolute lmmumty 80 he contmued to he to the j ]ury and allowed
perjured, talnted test1mony to go uncorrected One more thmg, since I do not have
access to the trial transcript, Ian Napier told the jury hev could not helar me, but
Steve knew this wis riot tFle as well, be‘cau'seNapier told police ‘he could hear a -
' ‘drawer inside the home opening. Steve did not correct this false, perjured tainted
" “testimony gither.
14. The State of Oklahoma did not provide ‘ary of the records of threats called into the
" Oklahoma Attorney General’s office by the University of Tulsa regarding the' B
" Petitioner. The University of Tulsa was the Stites Lead witriess-against the
L' Petitioner. In fact, the AG’s Office did not turi’over any evidence. The University of
5 7 Tulsa'also had extensive communications with the Oklahoma Attorney Gerneral’s
office regarding my litigation against them and Tulsa’ Community ‘Colle'ge"," which
” was-represénted by the OAGS office. The threats hy TU weié ca]led: in with malice
and were found to be false. Since the University of Tulsa was the lead witness for
the State of Okldhoma, this denied me the right to confrontation. I cite Davis V.
‘Alaska in support of this argument. This was exculpatory and would have allowed
me to attack the céredibility of the University of Tulsa and explain to the jury how
" the State of Oklahoma got these false, Facebook posts presented to the jury to.

e

convict me.
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. 15,

16.

The State also failed to-provide evidence of The University of Tulsa’s

communications with investigator agencies, including but not limited to the OACQ’s
Ofﬁce The Tulsa DA’s ofﬁce FBI US Marshalls Serv1ce US Attorney s Ofﬁce Tulsa
Jud1c1ary OSBI TCSO TPD, TCC and many others This ev1dence Would have
prov1ded a great deal of m51ght and potent1a]ly changed the Pet1t10ners tnal g
.strategy o e o e

oy
e BN

The State of Oklahoma took possessmn of my cell phones dur1ng the second 1llegal

arrest in CF 2019- 3495 The State mdlcates and former counsel Brian Martm said
that the State obtaJned mformatlon from my ce]l phone in a response Bnan Martln

sent to the Oklahoma Bar Assoc1at1on in regards to a compllant I ﬁled aga.mst Brian

Martm The State of Oklahoma never turned over the ev1dence of my phone which

[T

showed a exculpatory message ﬁ'om me to counsel Brendan McHugh te]hng hlm

someone ]ust trled to break mto the house Tl’].lS proves that I dld not know Ian

Nap1er and I certalnly had no 1dea he was a process server. The State of Oklahoma

ARl
i

4/- RE

contmued through the trlal havmg th1s mformatlon and knowmg What they were

telhng the court and jury was a blatant he The State of Oklahoma had possess1on

of this ev1dence the entlre t1me and still has custody of my phones but the State of

| Oklahoma had never turned any of 1t over because 1t would harm the1r ab:l1ty to

convmt me, and now it proves brady v101at10ns and vmdlctlve prosecutlon in

v101at10n of the 14‘7‘1 amendment

17.

There were also emalls from Machelle Dill, an alleged v1ct1m to Umver51ty of Tulsa
employees Juhe Frledel (States W1tness) and Susan Barrett also an alleged v1ct1m in
Whlch they d1scussed a “plan” to harm the pet1t10ner and h1s husband and in the

emall even sald “St1ck to the plan
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FIRST AMENDMENT VIOLATION.CITING COUNTERMAN V COLORADO SCOTUS

CASE LAW. DISMISSAL IS REQUIRED -

o 18 The State of Oklahoma arrested me in Cf 2019- 3495 I was not mlrandlzed for

-

several days The State of Oklahoma used all comments I made, aga.mst me at trial
mCFZO 1-'9-3570 "This violated my rights:under the 5th amendment. Additionally,
the Tulsa Pohce Officers did not have probable cause and used dehberate reckless

falsehoods to obtam warrants for my arrest and to search my home and busmesses

Ay

L

“in CF 2019- 3495 One of the most mterestmg thmgs is, The Tulsa Pohce found

T

e somethmg on the mternet They d1d not have any proof that I owned the website

Ty

s "they used, they Omltted unportant mformatmn regardmg a blog post wr1tten about

" .‘how Chnst Barnett would take down TU but nowhere on the blog post does 1t say
.:wntten by Chrlstopher Barnett The Tulsa Pohce de not conduct a Wh01s reglstry
search of the domam name, the LLC that owned the domam serve a warrant. on the

‘.‘: server or anythlng Had the pohce had taken even the bas1c steps to mvestlgate

B these th.mgs they would have found that the pet1t1oner d1d not own the webs1te but
v they dldn’t do that It is not known now if a copy of the Wh01s reglstry can be
obtaJned Even so‘ no'crlme is comm1tted by bemg assoc1ated w1th a webs1te that
.“spews opmrons that support the ﬁrst and second amendment:a.nd opf-nlons. that

everyone does not agree w1th Th1s falls under free speech The Tulsa Pohce had no

idea where the blog post was even written and they certalnly do not haver '
jurisdlction becauselt was written and published in -Colorado Transparency for

Oklahomans had 50 staff writers. The blog post about TU was not wntten by me,

they have no way to prove 1t was wrltten by me and upon a

Franks/Kyles/Counterman hearing, I would be able to prove that the Tulsa Pohce
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- intentionally and willfully omittéd evidence to obtain the Wari'ants, such as Dildos
and Buttplugs being dropped over The University of Football Stadium. - This'is not a
© threat, this is comedy and falls under' free speech: The police told the J u&gé' that T
wrote this and failed to mention of the other things in the blog post, such as™ -
dropping dildos and butt. plugs over TU. ‘The petitioner has filed for a Frank'é/I{yles
hearing numerous times since November 2022, however this court has evér taken
the issue up.
'19. Upon learning of the newly discovered evidence I received in CF-2019-3495 that
pertained to CF-2019-3570, I started investigating. I found that the State £
- . Oklahoma did not turn over the evidence.iti CF-2019-3495 until after convictién in
CF-2019-3570, but all of the evidence was exculpatory and the State had this *
~...evidence in it’s possession the entire time; but ‘deprived me of this information ’an&
- denied me a due process and a fair trial under the 14t2 amendment. = =
20. After I found out all of this information; I then sent sevéral exhibits:to formes -
_defense counsel, Jason Lollman who was my public defender.in CF-2019-3570: One
of the exhibits was the treatment note from Ian Napier. Jason'Lollman'is now a
federal public defensed.
21. Jason Lollman responded to me with a signed letter that the State of Oklahoma did

“.. not provide:this evidence to us at trial. -
Evidentiary Hearing
22. Upon an ev1dent1ary hear1ng, Attorney J ason Lo]lman will test1fy that the State of

Oklahoma withheld the treatment note of Ian N ap1er Wthh deprlved me of a fa1r

trial and the right to confrontatlon under the 14th and 6th amendment
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23. Attorney’s Brendan McHugh and Dana Jim will testify to the State of Oklahoma not
.. - turning over exculpatory eyidence; including.the evidence of my phones.
24. The State of Oklahoma withheld emails from Judge Jefferson Sellers to the Tulsa
DA, which said I was not a threat. The State of Oklahoma has refused to.turn this
'..l-,‘e;ggql“pza_tory evidence over. Judge Jefferson Sellers told Brendan McHugh and Dana
~ Jim. about this evidence on the record in court.
25. There was a meeting on October 2018, held by the TCSO with Federal and State law
-enforcement agencies,. I know about this because of a memo m my discovery sent by
Deputy. Roger Crow, te¢.the Tulsa: County District Attorney Steve Kunzeweiler and
~; -Erik Greyless, again.in.October 2018. The State of Oklahoma has not.turned over
any of this information. ... " - ..
26..There were investigative reports turned over after conviction in CF-2019-3570 from
the USMS and FBI as well as the US Attorney’s Office that show I'was investigated
and The University of Tulsa was interviewed -and TU including alleged victims - -
: Winona Tanaka-admitted I had never threatened them. they were compldining
- because they did not like me talking about them discriminating against me and my
husband because they hate gay people. The reports cleared me of making any
-3 ‘threats:and the withholding and suppression of this ififormation detiied me the
ability to confront the States Lead Witness, Thé University of Tulsa to attack their
credibility.
27. The State failed to provide emails and reports by the FBI, USMS, and US Attorney’s
Oﬂice These emalls and reports are both res gestae and exculpatory They also
‘ Would have prov1ded the Petltloner S counsel the ablhty to prOperly confront .
witnesses and cross-examine them as to the statements made by the Pet1t10ner to

investigatory agencies. These statements clearly articulate and demonstrate the
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Petitioners use of parody and hyperbole to point out political conflicts of intérest.

The documents referenced here would have been provided in CF-2019-3495 and CF-

2019-3570. In a hearing, the Petitioner;wegl_d provide affidavits and potentially -

28.

testimony from Jason Lollman,‘Brendah McHugh and Dana Jim to support this

BRI W

claim.

Petitioner also wishes to call witnesses such as Judge Michelle Keely, Judge Doug

_ Drummond, judge Tracy Priddy, TCSO Dephty Roger Q;ow, USMS SA Tyler Winkle,

FBI Ager‘lt Matthew Hewitt and other members of state ;an,d federal law enforcement
agencies who investigated the petitioner and found he had not threatened anyone.

These witnesses can testlfy as to when they sent 1nformat1on to the TCDA and W1th

\..

A thlS testlmony, the petltloner will be able to bolster hlS clalm that the State of

Oklahoma intentionally and willfully suppréssed information in viclation of -Bradsr to

‘obtain a wrongful conviction and that thé Tulsa DA’s Office - had this :infofrhatibn in

B r“their possession even before charging the Petitioner in CF-2019-3570, but it was

intentionally withheld to obtain the wrongful conviction, of course until after the

- conviction in CF-2019-3570." A simple look on OSCN in Case Number 'CF-2019Y-3495,

.the court will see that the State of Oklahoma turned over hundreds of pages of

~.. evidence and the main problem is; this evidence was exculpatory and went to CF-

- 2019-3570 and denied the petitioner a fair trial and violated his due process rights

under the fourteenth amendment of the federal constitution: .~ .
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. Ineffective Assistance of Counsel and Appellate Counsel

B 14

29 Petitionér ¢annot bring a claim of inéffective assistance of counsel and app;ail"ate
-'¢ounsel until an evideﬁtiary hearmgls conducted because there are lots of issues of
material fact that this court must resolve. The petitioner respectfully réqueéts that
- ‘thi& court allow him ten days after thé evidentidry hearing to file his claim for IAC if
i ‘tHete is a claim to bé"r"’hadé: “At ﬁhi's"ﬁ(iji‘r.n{::‘ihlfimé,' the Petitioner cannot bﬁné the
i glEim because the evidence'is ot clear due o the State’s 'withholding. and

e 's“fip?p'ressing exculpatory evidence.

- s e t
P R T

H()th)r .;I*']'x-culp~at01.';r‘/Bl:é'L;1y' ﬁyidencg not _1-';ur.r.1e_d over b}% t'he Stafe of Oklahoﬁna
30. The.petitioner has told this court.numerous times about the State of Oklahoma
-, withholding and suppressing valuable exculpatory evidence. ‘To date, ‘the State of
Oklahoma has not turned.over any of the evidence, and. to date, the petitioner.has
, not seen any additional evidence. There is enough in this petition46 hold:an -
»: . evidentiary, hearing and grant post-conviction relief and vacate the sentence of the
petiti_pngzr for the State of Oklahoma violating the. 1%t; 4tb, 5t and 14t: due process of
. rights of the petitioner. If the petitioner does not receive post-conviction relief, the
- - petitioner can then:bring another claim because the evidence the State of Oklahoma
turns over will be newly discovered evidence. The petitioner has asked the court for
the last year to oxjder the State of Oklahoma to turn over all the evidence, and they
have refused to do so. The petitioner requested the withheld and suppressed
evidence through the Oklahoma Open Records Act, as in the case of Hugh Anderson

Bagley, citing U.S. V. Bagley 473 U.S. 667 105 S.Ct 3375 87 L. E4.2d 481. In

Bagley, he obtained information that vacated his sentence from the Freedom of
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Information Act, where the Government withheld and suppressed records that
denied him due process under the 14 amendment. After the Petitioner requested

~ the records under the ORA, Douglas Wllson from the DA s Office responded and told
Pet1t10ner that 1t would cost h1m $10, OOO 00 to obtaln the records. To date the ~

_ TCDA has never prov1ded the mformatlon and the pet1t10ner brought su1t agalnst

the TCDA for vmlatlng the Oklahoma Open Records act.

- This conviction flies in the face of Pyle, V. State of Kansas 317 U.S. 213 63 S.CTR177
87 L.Ed 214 where the Supreme Court held “PETITIONERS PAPERS ARE  .{.::

. INEXPERTLY DRAWN BUT THEY DO SET FORTH ALLEGATIONS THAT HIS;
IMPRISONMENT RESULTED FROM PERJURED TESTIMONY, KNOWINGLY

- USED BY THE STATE AUTHORITIES TO OBTAIN.HIS CONVICTION AND FROM

THE DELIBERATE SUPPRESSION BY THOSE SAME AUTHORITIES TO OBTAIN

HIS CONVICTION AND FROM THE DELIBERATE SUPPRESSION BY THOSE

SAME AUTHORITIES OF EVIDENCE FAVORABLE TO HIM”.

In thlS case everythmg that has happened to me is nearly s1mllar of what happened

“ to Harry Pyle in the case above The State of Oklahoma aJlowed perJured talnted
testimony to go uncorrected mtentlonally, knowmgly and Wﬂlmgly w1thheld and
suppressed exculpatory ev1dence to obtaln a wrongful conwctmn The State d1d not
preserve the ev1dence necessary and actua]ly engaged in deletmg ev1dence that would

prove my innocence.
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DA

Evidentiary Hearing Requested

AnNewdentlaryhearmg is redubested. and reqndred hecause we have vlots of issues of
matenalfact that cannot: he res‘c‘)l.ve—dihy courtﬁhngs The p.e;titioner needs ‘torluestion
Totsof Witnesses, Vinel'uding Steve Knnzewegjer, J ndge Michelle Keely about her affair
with Judge Doug Drummond,l .F;orn1er;Defense “Cdunsel Jason Loﬂman, The Pdhce
Officers Involved, Ass. Attorney General Jeb Joseph and Desiree Singer and many
.6thérs. ‘The state of Oklahoma violated Brady V. Maryland, US. V. Bagley, Franks V.
Delaware; Napue V. People of State-of Ill;, Pyle V. Kansas and Counterman V.
Coldrado. The Petitioner has made '.the.shdwi'ng neeessary that the prosecutor allowed
perjured, tainted testimony to go;uncorrectedand this court should hold an

g -*e.'%;i'dentiar&" hearmg Witheut.delay and allow the petitioner to set the record straiéht.

" This court must make findings of fact.
VINDICTIVE PROSECUTION/MORE SUPPORT FOR
EVIDENTIARY HEARING

There is no denylng that the petitioner was associated the the Transparency Website,

WWW. transgarencﬁoroklahomans com . The petltloner had w1tness about several

J udges Who had engaged in extramantal sexual aﬂ'eurs The most mterestung thmg
about th1s is that Judge Mlchele Keeley has been carrying on an affair with Chief
Judge Doug Drummond for over 20 years. ThlS is we]l known in the 1egal commumty
' The Petitioner seeks to call Judge Keely to the State to question her about her issuing
the warrants for his arrest in both cases, and to question her about her affair tvith

Judge Doug Drummond. The petitioner also seeks to call Judge Doug Drummond to
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the state to question him about alleged threats made to the court by the pétitioner and

of course about his 20 year long affair with Judge Michele Keely.. The petitioneriwill

) also call private investigators to testify as to the affalr of Keely and Drummond and

other professionals in the field of law, who haye knowledge about. the affalr of the
Ch1ef Judge Doug Drummond and Tulsa County D1str1ct Court Judge M1chele Keely

| Judge Mlchele Keely signed the warrants knowmg there ‘was no probable cause, to

help cover up her affair with Judge Doug Drummond and to silence the pet1tloner and

stifle his free speech. There are various cases where Judge Keely ahs recused from

because her affairi has come to hjght._‘,-,Lo’ve_ ‘.is_l_ove,,_ but_:donﬁ_t v_iolatev someone’s-dye

process rights to cover up your sexual affalr Pet1t1oner also cites Fort V State Where

- v

a J udge and DA had an affalr and it was found to v101ate due process

MOTION FOR FRANKS/KYLES HEARING ~ ~ = - '~ 0 ‘s
The pet1t10ner recjuests aFranks/Kylesheanng and .c.ite.s‘-Franks V vll)elaw-are
in support of th1s mot1on The Tulsa Police used dehberate reckless falsehoods
to obtain probable cause to arrest the pet1t1oner a second t1me in CF 2019-
13495, The Tulsa Pohce om1tted mformatmn from the afﬁdav1ts for Warrants
and if they Would have presented all 1nformat1on no J udge should have 1ssued
the warrants because probable cause was lackmg, of course W1th the exception
of the intent to silence the 1st ‘:amendment rights of the pet1t1oner and to ~{s‘ilence
him and keep him from telling Tulsa about the sexual affalr of J udge Keely

and d udge Doug Drummond. The petitioner knows he W1]l be retahated }
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;. against further by this court, but this is a fact, and even this court knows of

..~theaffair. The petitioner seeks the 'FrankS/Kyles hearing because all -

- ~infoFiation obtained in violation of the 4th amendment in CF-2019-3495 was

- i

1n CF 2019 3570. The court should ﬁnd that warrants are void and the fruits

ﬂlegally obtained and used to obtsin the Wrongful conv1ct10n of the Petitioner

of the p01sonous tree should be vo1ded

11.§Q£J,_NTERMAN V.COLORADO. . . .

I the illegal arrest of the Petitioner in CF- 2019- 3495 this is all the result of
“fres speech. The Supreme Court of The Umted States JllSt released it’s
opinion in Counterman V Colorado There 1S no Way the State can mamtam

its illegal position that the Petitioner threatened The University of Tulsa or it’s

employees by posting information of interest to the public, such as The -

Umvers1ty of Tulsa hatmg gay people and black people The pet1t1oner will

N‘show this court upon an ev1dent1ary hearmg that he never contacted any of the
alleged mctlms and he never contacted The UmverS1ty of Tulsa The arrest in
CF 2019 3495 ﬂles in the face of the 1st amendment and since the arrest was
»jmade in v101at10n of both the 15t and 4th amendment th1s court should
1mmed_1ately §}01<i the rvanants .1nclud1ng the frmt of the porsonous tree and

| d1sm1ss the frlvolous charges in CF 2019 3495 and grant post- -conviction relief
and release the petltloner The State of Oklahoma wﬂl never be able to obtam
another conv1ct10n of the pet1t1oner The State of Oklahoma contmues to tell

this court that the petltloner has threatened the court by pubhshmg the home
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addresses of Judges. The first amendment protects this conduct as the.” -~ -
SCOTUS recently held in Counterman, and the Petitioner seeks that, this court
. prohibit The State of Oklahoma from furthering this.argument because it:flies

1n the face of the constitution. .. . - - - i Rl

Attorney Brlan Martm

Pet1t1oner will call Attorney Br1an Martm to the stand to questlon him about the
evidence he ta]ked about and told the Oklahoma Bar assomatlon about that the pohce
obtained from the Petitioners phones Attorney Br1an Martm also told the court he

o oo

would have a conversation with TU attorney J ohn Lackey regardlng the phone ca]ls

B There is no doubt that Attorney Br1an Martm had conversatlons regardlng my. oases
with TU attorney J ohn Lackey ‘Petitioner will questlon Attorney Br1an Martln about
these thlngs under oath and also quest10n him about his erroneous bﬂlmg for CF

20 19- 3495 At thlS time, the pet1t10ner cannot bnng a claim aga]_nst Attorney Brlan

‘ Martm for Ineffect1ve Ass1stance of Counsel.”

Incompetency A
_ .The peti_tioner adopts and incorporates all previous filings he made regarding his .
.incompetency. Petitioner does not have access to his thumb rive or discovery so he
cannot bring that claim, other than to tell the court that he was incompetent at the
time of trial and the trial judge did not stay alert to changing conditions of the

petitioner. Petitioner cites Pate V. Robinson and Drope V. Missouri.
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Trail Transcript/Justice for Sale "+ - -
o ~’l‘3h'é"T’(é'c'itiorlert has filed numeroué motions seeks lt'hat the court provide to him the

-; trial tfanscript of CF-2019-3570:° The trial court denied his request and the petitioner
filed another motion. The petitioner was denied the trial transcript because of his
indigency and the petitioner brings to the attention of this court, the Oklahoma »
Const1tut10n Okla. Const. Art 2. §6 Wthh prov1des “The courts of Just1ce of the State

shall be open to every person and speedy and certam remedy afforded for every wrong

'f_‘.. \,» .

L:

“and for every m]ury to person property, or reputatmn and nght and Just1ce shall be .

BIRE

adm1mstered w1thout sale demal delay or pre]udlce

4; R e et 3

In the mstant ease J ustlce is now for sale to the pet1t10ner for the- pnoe of a transcnpt
that proves the State of Oklahoma used per]ured tainted testrmony at tr1al allowed
perj _ured tamtedtestlmony to go ‘une.o_rrected and ohtamed a Wron(gful c'onvrctlon;,fThe
peti_ti, O,Ilé-.r, urges this oolirrt to stop sellmg aocess;to justice and:to please pmvid'ei t,.h,e‘
petitioner with a copy of his trial transcript. A wealthy person would have access to
this trial transcript because they can afford it. An indigent person would remain in
prlson forever because they cannot afford the transcript. This flies in the face of
GriffinV: Illinois as ruled by SCOTUS:  To be clear;the petitioner is requesting that
this court provide to him his trial transcript at public expense, prior to an evidentiary

hearing.

Plain Error/Cumulative Error

With everything that the petitioner has outlined, there is plain error and cumulative

error and this deprived the petitioner from receiving a fair trial as guaranteed to him
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all criminal prosecutions the accused shall have the right to a ‘speedy and pubhc trial
by an‘impartial jury of the county in which the crime shall have been 'comtnitteliiror,

~ where uncertainty exists as to the county in which tHe crime was committed; the
accused may be triéd in any county in which t_he evidence indicates the crimemight

* have been committed. f’rovided, that the venue may be.changed to some other coiinty
of the state, on the application of the-accused, in such manner as may be presetibed by
law. He shall be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation against him and
have a copy thereof, and be confronted with the witnesses against him, and have
compulsory process for obtaining witnesses in his behalf. He shall have thenght to be
heard by himself, and counsel; and in capital cases, at least two days before the case is
called for tnal bhe shall be furnished with- a hst of the w1tnesses that w1]l be ca.lled in
chief, to prove the allegations of the mdlctment of mformatlon together w1th thelr

post office addresses. “

Please grant the petitioner hearings and please resolve this matter qmckly A L
miscarriage of justice has taken place and petitioner received a fundamentally unfair

trial based on the actions of the State of Oklahoma.

. L e e o --: . ot P Cooe e i . .-»‘--r-}.*-{
- Sl Pies . PRI . o : . . . P . BRI

~ Verification:

Cew

I have read the.foregoi_ng application and assignn{eht of error(s) and hereby state -
under oath that there are no other grounds upon which I wish tg.atta_c.k the
Judgement and sentence under which I am presently convicted. I realize that I
cannot later raised or assert any reason or ground known to me at th1s time, as1de

from the other brady violations that the State of Oklahoma has faJled to produce or

20|Page




o which could have been discovefea by me: anc;_l. by.‘thhe;.exercise,of reasonable due - .
fdjliggggg.‘; I 'further. realize tha,t-.I._iaih_ not.entitled to file a.second or subsequent -
application for post-conviction relief based upon facts within my knowledge or which I
.could-discovery with reasonable diligence-at this time. I have asked the court to allow

-~ me tg bring a claim for ineffective assistance of counsel and appeals counsel after the
. Levidentiary hearing, in which I have alsorequested. - - ... =~~~ i -

B@gpéctfuﬂy Submitted

N I
PR A R

July 3, 2023
Ciuistopher d. Barneft Pro-Se DOC 857048
216 North Murray Street

Heleh‘a, '(!)l’ﬂa"hon'ia 7 37411 !

PRISON MAILBOX RULE CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Petitioner by his signature above pursuant to 28 USC 1746 (or state analogue)
declares under penalty of perjury that on the date stated above he placedv'é copy of
this pleading in the prison outgoing mail receptacle, with sufficient US postage

attached, addressed to:

Tulsa County Court Clerk 500 South Denver Avenue Tulsa Oklahoma 74103
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Brian Boeheim, Boeheim and Freeman Law Firm; Attorney’s for Christopher
-Barnett in CF-2019-3495 and CF-2019-3570. (filed to withdraw but opposed by

Court Clerk) 616 South Boston Avenne' Suite’ 307 , Tulsa Oklahoma 74119

Judge David Guten 500 South Denver Avenue Tulsa Oklahoma 74103 T ”'1\&,

AT seslab

J udge Doug Drummond Chief J udge 500 South Denver Avenue Tulsa Oklahoma: =

74103 R . - ) 3 ;-‘.'"‘: Lo >, IR B , - ,."-_}.," : . - e ”.” :,; "l‘fi:ﬂ.,'j;: *
| BRI LT T T

; f_ 1
PR

Tulsa County Dlstnct Attorney s Ofﬁce 500 South Denver Avenue Su1te 900 Tulsa ;

' Oklahoma 74103

J udgefM_i;chelle Keely,'S_OO‘.S‘entAh Denver Avenue Tulsa, .Oklahom‘é*ﬁ 4103 i
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STANLEY D. MONROE
ATTORNEY AT LAW

A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION

. . . .- FeLLow, AMERICAN COLLEGE OF TRIAL LAWYERS
TROUNGT : F R

‘Augu.st_lo, 2023

SR

LEGAL MAIL

Mr. Christopher Bamett #857048
JCCC

216 N. Murray St.

Helena, OK 73741

Dear Ghristopher,

I received the copy of the Franks motion you sent me last week. Regrettably, I am unable to- -
assist you in your case. .

My decision has nothing to do with the merits of your case, which by my review of the docket
sheet, is.compelling. My inability to take on this task is due to my current case load.. I have nine.
(9) trials scheduled between now and next March, with six (6) to try in this calendar year Now
that I am in solo practice, I have to be very selective in taking on new cases/clients.. . ..7.

I know that they have been stonewalhng you, misrepresenting things to the courts and hiding
Brady materials: : I hope you are:able to-find-an experienced defense lawyer who is W11hng 10"
take this case and fight the good fight for you.

Best of luck.

P.S. Thank you for letting me know about Mr. Creech. Please give him my regards.

Bank Or AMERIcA CENTER, 15 W. 6™ STREET, SurTe 2800, Tursa, OxkLaHOMA 74119
PHONE: (918) 592-1144 / Fax: (918) 592-1149 / www.SDMONROE.COM


http://www.sdmonroe.com

