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QUESTION(S) PRESENTED

T this Case,in which the State was Pavly fo, there was q lack of subjectmafler Jur;gdiaﬁbn
of the superior coutl of Arizona who usurped #e power of the Supreme Couvtof Hhe United
States in violation of the Constitition of the United States, Avticle 3, Seckion 2, #hat veads
n Péw"i' N all Cases . ..in which the Stite shall Lgﬂd‘w the Su;ﬁéﬁé Coust chall

have gjrjsi_mii “Jurisdickion?”

 Thevefore, the Supfwe Court of “‘0- United States may issue the wirit of habeas. cofpus
in lhe exercise of ov%fnaljurisdfcﬁbw indhis Case wheve it has oﬁsimd Jurisdiction .

The. conviclions and sentences of fmpviso?lmevd’ of the Rtifioner are unlawful and void.

Whether the superior court of Arizona had gl_gjuvisdi’c'h%n“la vender the judsmevi‘"
which it gave in this Case in wkicf\ the S“fa"fg was a e;r"'y? |
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LIST OF PARTIES

[ 1 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.

D4 All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of

all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:

NOTICE TO AGENT ISNOTICE TO PRINCIPLE. NGTICE TO PRINCIPLE IS NOTICE To AGENT,
Respondent Charlesi. Ryan is fhe DIRECTOR oF ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF CoRRECTIONS.
Respondent Mark Bruovich is Hhe Arizona Atorvey Geneval .

| Respondent Deug Ducey is the ARIZONA GOVERNGR.

Respoudeit Pamela Gates was the frial JUDGE favelved.

Respondesit Margarel R. Maheoney wag the JUNGE involved ot the Settlement Corderence.
Respgm‘imf William G. Mm‘{aomery was the MARICOPA COUNTY ATIORNEY juvelved.

Respondent Peggy Wu was the DEPUTY COUNTY ATOANEY jnvelved.

Resp oudeil Dawnese Aquick was au OFFICER oF TRE COURTappoﬁufeJ T r‘epr&mi‘ Deforidasif,
st‘oom]evﬂ’ Shevei Lywa Colsoin was aw OFFICER oF THE CoURT qppo{y:éj'la re‘areseid' Defendaiit
Respoudedt Keer; L. Chamberlin was the OFFICER oF TAE CouRT appos'w‘fed £ PosE-Congi o Relief
Respendeit Jevome Fevifon was the DEQUTY COUNTY ATORNEY juwelyed.

Petitiomer is fhe natiral pexsov{ David Louis Calsen being ““lﬂw‘&”‘l held i c"‘s'll"‘l)’
at: ARIZONA STATE PRiSON COMPLEX~EYMAN ~ MEADOWS UNIT.
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PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
Petilioner hereby claims sovereignly under fhe Tenth Awendment 15 the Constitifion of dhe Unifed

* States over all powers net Aeiejq‘fe& 1o e federal govery\meu“l' by the Constitution; uoy prohibited

by it and ovev all powers nit other wise enamerdled and 3mu+ed to the sfafe 3ove.rnmeuﬂ' by the
Avizena Couslifufion ; and fov fhe uecess.’fy of an Avticle 1 redvess of grievance under the Niith
Amesdwmesttto the Constilition of Hhe Uvited Stites veservation v Hhe vesoluition; because the
oviginal Jurisdietion of the Supreme Court of the United States has been usurped by the superior
couvt of Avtzona which has unlawfully deprived fhe Petitioner of life, [iberty,and property, the
Petitioner heveby demands; as stateand fedeval 3ovevumevd'avé his agedl, fhat a wit of habeas

corpus issae witheut delay.

JURISDICTION
This same applicdtion for a writ of habeas covpus addvessed fo the Maricopa Cocuty Superior Court
of Avizona, and a copy thevest’ addvessed fo the Arizona Mierey Geneval, with first-class postige
prepaid was depostted fn he prison mail sysfew on 1-1Q -8

This same application £oe a writ of habeas corpus qJAv-eﬁseJ + the Avizena Sup*reme Cour‘l’,qml a

copy thereof addressed o the Avizona Atforney Genera| ,with fivst-class peshge prepaid was

Jeposﬂ'et‘ in the pﬁ$on wail $y$+em on ([-16-13.

This same qppiim‘f{en for a writ of habeas corpus was eleclvouically wailed fo the U.S. Disteict
Cotﬂ""' G,Q He Dfﬁ"l’ﬁd’o@ Ari—zonq on - 7—3 -i8.

The Courls enumerdfed above have fajled 1 forthwith award the weitand have %ere]ny e%d‘fmly
suspended the writ of habeas corpus in violation of fhe Conéﬁ"hrffm aud laws of the Unifed Stifes.

The juri sdiction of Hhis Court is jnvoked under the Coustifilion of the United Shies and
the Fivst dte, 5t gt 8t gih 1otk (3t o) 4B Amendiments fherets.
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CONSTITUTIONAL AND STATUTORY PROVISIONS INVOLVED
U S.CONST. ART. 1,SEC. q,
The P vaiege of the Wit of Habeas Corpus shall wef be Suspemleé, unless when i Cases of Rebellion o

Invasion the pubiic Safety may require if.

U.S.CONST:, ART. 3, SEC.2,
Inall Cases...in which a Skite shall be qu'l“yi the supreme C’o_ur“" shall have W?ﬁim’ Juﬁ‘&:‘fc"’fon.

U.S,CONST., ART. 6,
This Coustitilion, and the Lawss of the Unifed States which shall be made fn Pursuance thereof; ...
shall be e supreme Law of the Land ; aud the Judges in overy Stite shall be bound fheveby any Thing
i the Conshitidion ev Laws of any Stite 1o the. Cowd’mv-y m‘l*wﬂh?*'auiio\j .

The. Geudovs and Repvresen‘h"'ives befave mevitioned, and Hhe Mewbers of fhe seveval State
Legis latures, and all executive. and juiléfal 0ficers, beth of #ie United Stites and of the sevevq]
States, shall be bound by Caflr or AQremation ,.-fa Suppo\f-'f #u'f Constitdion .

0.5.CONST., AMEND. 1,
Congress Skau mqke no [4-—0 e qbn&smﬂ e hsld’ o‘pﬁla people.ufo pe.'h‘hdﬂ‘fhe cher.\mepd’

@v a relw;ss crc 3ne_wmoa5

US. CANS'L,AMEND.LL |
Tre vight of the people 1o be secure ju theiv pevsons, houses, papevs, and effects, agaa'v«s‘f'
uaveasouable searches and selzuves, shall nstbe violated,and uo Wavrasils shall issue, but
upew prohable cause, supported by Oath or allicwmation and pacticulacly desevi bing the
place To be searched and Hhe persons or things 16 be seized.

U.5. CONST,, AMEND, 5,
No person shall... be deprived of [ife., libex'ty, o preperty, without due process of law.



&

U.5.CoNST:, AMEND. 6,

Tn all eximinal prosecutions, the accused shall enjoy e vight to 4’ speedy and public il )by
an ampar“hal Juey of dhe State aud cl.s‘hqd’ wherein e erime shall have been Comvmfl’ eA

aud fo he wlormed of the nature and cause of Hhe aCcusa‘f“on o be confeonted wille Hhe

w{hesses asams‘f him W f6 'mve compal Swry process é;r ou’dwivg wa‘f'nes;es in his -gwo'q awA
t have the Assistance of Counsel Bv his defence.

-~

U.S. CONST., AMEND. 8,
Excessive bail shall wet be vequived, nov excessive fines impesed, nov evuel and unusual

punishmests nflicted.

U.5.CoNST., AMEND. 9,

The mum&v'c{hov\. in the (:)ovtS‘ﬁ‘{u‘l’ o, o‘p C’.ex‘f'q\u !‘Iﬂ"\'ti’ sh,q“ ws+ Be ccws{'rue‘l ‘lt» riemy of

Aispamge ol'hers f?.“'c'uwel By ‘“‘-e Pebp(e.

U.S. CONST., AMEND. 10,
The powevs ust Aeleaq‘{’ed +o the United States by the Constibuit: e, nov pro‘ul)dal ht] it +o e

Shites, ave vesevved fo the States respec”hvely, or To the people.

US, CoNST,, AMEND. i3, SEC, 1,

Neither slavery usc anoluvtf'ary sexv{h‘,lg) exeept as a puufskme'dl‘ £o¢ exime. ul"\eree-e Jhe
pav‘('y shall have heen duly convidled, shail exist within dhe United S‘ﬁd’es,army Place Suijed’
to theiv J(—lﬂSAlC‘hOVL.

U.S. CONST,, AMeND, I, sec. 1,
No stite shall make o enforce any law which shall qkn’-ejge Hhe pﬁ‘w"leges o immunities of
citizens of Hue United Stifes ;nor shall any S’H’ea_ deprive any pevson of 112, liberty, or lonper‘l’y ,
withodt due process of law; nor deny o any person within ifs Jorisdichion ‘fhee;uai prefection
of the laws.
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: STATEMENT OF THE CASE
There was a lack of sulﬁee‘"-ma‘lfer jﬁﬁsa‘l Fc‘ﬁ’on of fhe Macicopa Coun"’y Superior Couvt of Avizona

i this Case in which the Slafe was &7@1; , STATE OF ARIZONA v. DAVID LOUIS COLSON, Ne. CR20II- 007714,

" o October (2,201, by indictment in fhe nawie of the Stafe, STATE OF ARIZONA ke Maricopa Couiy
Ktoraey Filed fse, Sictibious, and Fraudulent clmses qsqfnéf Hhe corporate enfily DAVID Louts COLSON’;
the Defendait for si, counls of dangerous crimes againstehildren invelving sexual conduuct witha niinor

(couts §-H)and sexual explottation ofa minar (Couid and ﬁrm‘shinj obscene or harwbul ifems fo winors
 (Cowt6). 0w Octoher 26,20il the. ndlural perﬁon\‘ David Leuis Colson, the Pe’riﬁoueq was qerested with
NO a¥davit and NO ProLqu cause Hhat another person sulfered actual {njury or loss. Patitioner was
held in cusfody with NO bail, NO charges  and NO counsel. fetitioner was NOT informed of e nalire
and cause of the accusation ; was NOT provided the Assistance of Counsel; and was NOT vaiJeJ a
speedy and pablic Trial, by an imparTial jury. The Officer of the CourT, Hhe Couvt appoivifed Caunsel To
vepresent the Defendaid firedened fice Pefitioner Yhdt he would be seilenced o |ife imprisanmeﬁf
if he insisted ou his right fo Teial and , based on thit-erroneous information l:eli’eving it betrue,
the Pefitioner was coevced 1o sigh e Fraudul et PLEA AGREEMENTOOW'E\?MRS repetitive C"lqrges
for dangerous offewses which fulsely misvepresent for each charge Pah: This is o m~&\verous,
non-repelifive oflonse under the criminal code Following a shawm proSecu‘ﬁon with NO nalice,
NO proof, NO adwission,and NO detev-mindtion of dangerous crime agq’mé‘f children, pursuait 5
fhe \:o\?us PicA AGREEMENT the Corpora+e em‘fﬁty"bAVlD LOUIS COLSON“was convicled of fhree
couits for dangerous crimes against childven involving sexual conducl with aminer @aunt §)and
q*emﬁ"ecl molestalion of g child @memlecl cowsils 2an3) and jon qu 3,20i3,was Sm‘"enceA +
o Terms of lifetime Probcd‘z'on inaddition To a 27-year Jerm of imprisonmen"'; Jespi‘fa that the
Judge difermined, and stated on the SENTENCE -IMPRISONMENT AND PkosATwN,Mr?These ave M_n-cfAn3erou5‘
non-vepelitive offenses'yud thereby, found fre Defeudait NoT guilty ofthe offenses of convichions,
T November 2017, affer consulfing fellow prisoners;the Petitioner discovered the facts,NOT, P\'eV:OiﬁI)'
Known; now raised inthis pe‘H‘iou. Petitioner heveby recinds the PLEA AGREEMENT, The Coutts Pailuve

to consider the claims will vesult jn q fumdamerital mis cawa’qse of J'ufﬁce. The couviclions qud
senfences of imprisonment of the Refitioner are unlawful and void.
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GROUNDS AND SUPPORTING FACTS (REASONS) FOR GRANTING THE PETITION
GROUND ONE : The superioy coutt of Arizona had NO ¢ Junsénc‘hon revder fhe Judgmen‘f

which it gave in this case in which the State was a Par‘f‘y.
SUPPORTING FACTS sPetitioner is a nalural person who was arvesfed on NO probable cause that

austher person 5«4@«;@“ aclual injury or loss. Theve was NO criminal case af faw amounﬁwg_ to
felony- There was Qg"{msecdﬁévi couducted in the. naime of he people and by Hheirauthority, The Skite was
Party fothis Case inthe superiar courtof Arizona in viola'ﬁm\ of the ConsTitilion of fhe United Skites,
Adficle 3, Section 2, hat stifes in parti Tn all Cases...in which a Stdfe S'M!l be Rarty, the supreme
Court shall have original Jurisdiction? Thevefore,in this Case jn which the State was Ructy fo,would have
been within the exclusive juri’sJu’c‘i’:’m of fhe Supreme Couvt of the United Siates, the Acizona" court
had o Jurasdac‘hon to render the Juclsmmf which it gave.Ex parle Bain,i210.8.1 3( 1887).

[S]ub Jed‘-mdfer Junsdachou ) becquse it iavolves a courts pawer o hear a case, can never be foifeifed
or waived. Ceuseﬁ,uevd‘ly, Je-Fed? i sui‘)jec'f-mﬂ'er JurnsJ:c'han require correction regacdless of whether
the evrror was rajsed fn . «. Cour, ;"U.,Sav. Cetlen, 535 U.S. 625, 530(2002). There was NO m‘ﬁce,ﬂquﬁ
NO adwission, and NO defermindfion of any offemse invo lving the discharge, use or %reafev\img exhibition ifa
deadly weapon of dangerous instrument or the infentional or Ruowing fnfliction of serious physical figury
that was focused ow, divected against; almed af; or rgeted a person under the age of £iffeen o suppert
a convichion for a anjeraqs ciime 4345ns"i’cwu\-ea s 1ior Hhdl the Petitioner caused qmﬁer person o
suffer actual injury or loss. There is NO iiferestof fhe people served by incarceration. Refitioneris
in cu;téy i violafion of fhe Covtstibition aud faws of the Unifed Slales, Petitioner has beein denied the
profections secured under the Cous*h‘i'uﬁ;ou of the Uniked SHe,s qmi the Flest,{th 5th T gh g 't
13t and 11t fwendmeits Jheveto. Petitioner has been deprived of his nsld’s to life. hbeff'y,qnl P\f’ofe#»
without due process of law. The civil couvls are NOT dist urbed, there is NO rebelljon or Insurvection
and there are NO froops in the slvects. Theve is NO olher plain, speedy, or qJec;uq"f‘e vemedy it law.
This Courl must forthwith award the weit of habeas covpus. This “is q writ of \'usfd‘ and cannst
be refused.” Ex parte Burford, 7 U.S. 448 (180¢).

The convictions and sentences of inprisonvmend of the Petifioner ave unlawful and void.

, 5.
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CONCLUSION

The petition for a writ of habeas corpus sko;uid be gravfed Brthwith and awavd

the writ 6 imwmedi :d’ely effect: 1);'H&e dischavrge of Petitioner From all custody
aud vesteaivit s 2) the vestovation of all rights of Petitiner;3)the transpovtation

£ Petiboner fo vehurn home ;4)the governmeit fo retuen all property seized from
Petitioner ; 5) the delivery To Pefifioner of all wmoney, obtained by privafe corpovations
and state and fedexal 3ave.v~vwaeafmul corpovations, fn conmection to all of Petifioner's
incarcevatlon aud convictions from the Hime of avvest saud 6)any ather velief 1o
which Petitioner may be entitled.

I declare under pe.ml‘i‘y of perjury ot Hhe »%re@o?hg is True and eorrect.

[-25-18 | o SO

Date Sigudfure of Pdﬂ'ic;me‘r'
Al Rights Resexrved.

Counse| for Respondeits sevrved is as follows:

ARIZONA ATTIORNEY GENERAL
Mark Brnovich |
127715 West Washiungten Street
Phoenix , Arizona 85007-2926



