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Memorandum r>f LauJ

*ComE5 nous, vloV/cn*Morvtell: HolleuJE.il, Motional of 4 he non-B.J.fl. Ibolagi Tribal ChcroKee Mahon, a free American Indian, 

hereby prints and SubmlfstVils memorandum of law CIS Evidence and proof offUe prevailing ancl Controlling lau> regard* rg This 

matter novo before 4he court;

*fo Cover fine violation to unalienable right fo dot process of lau);

* doc process 6 net ddtnnind bg the Icglslaturc.'if is Manifest if Was not leff tothe legislative power fo exoctang process Which mglnrt k 

Clevlsed, the: [dot process] article iso restraint omthe. legislative. OS well ios on the executive ondjuctic.ol powers of tpvern*-nentj anJ 

Cannot be 50 construed as+o leave Congress freefo maheonej process dot process of law, Wv| tfsmece. twill', in interpreting what dm

1 . , , ,. 1 | „Z
p oces5 of law is, it has been held that "none of our liberVits are. to betahEnawoiy except m accordance With established principles

"flit Exprts&lons'dot process of low and law off he land have the Same meaning, fht law mftnded bgfhe 

Constitution isfhe Common law that had come down+o us from ourfortfafhtrs, as d existed aridities
ft

Understood and administered when that instrument was framed and adopted’,

5tate v. DoWertvf, Lo Maine 504,50*4 (l8?l)

*due process uJas intended to preserve Established fundamental rights b| regulringtheif thfg can not be deprived Except bvftkc

of thatfstablished modes of low as rxistinn under 4hc common lam, thus. it is clear that the Common law is the foondati
J .? \

loVilCVi is designated &S dot process of law; the Constifot

the due process provision, this Cannot be abrogated or changed log Congress or the legislature.

•on

guarantees and protects these pre-existing rights and procedures "01 on

* if has fecentlg been held bg flat Supreme Court of tht United States (hereinafter will be 5COTUS)4haf the. Second amendment 

Standard accords With how Uit protect of her Constitutional rights, tahc for instance ,tta frtedomcf speech m the first

1; Morrag's, Lessee v,Hoboken lmp.Co.,lB Vlouj,(5cH3.S.)2,42.lI'tt(l855') 

b aern v. HeCiovtrnt 154 WlS. 154,141 Kl.g. 5<1 S', {,10(1413) .

3: G> ti.C.L Const tow

M*. tltw York Stale AIOe G\sSn v. & even, no. tO-845, June 23>~2.0ZZ



' amendmenf-lo which l-ltller rtpeoisd ls^ Compared 4 he right totep and bear arms, mthat Canted fioQhentlit government

restricts speech, -the government bears +he border) of proving the Constitutionality of <ts actons; and to Carry out that burden,

the ejauernment rnust generally point through to historical evidence about the reach of the first £Wndment4 protection;

accordingly Ifallficjarft asserts the right in Ccoftto' be Confronted with the Witnesses Ogamst him U.b. Const, ^mdt./n, uli recji Ire
( 11$

Courts to Consult history todete rynlnt the scope of that right

‘ if Is clear, the government Is required to consult to history, whenever a man asserts his Constitutionally protected rights, 

ho pe rson Should be deprived of liberty (life, or property without due process of law, and »Vis a madum of law that'Liberty 

favored thanalltb.ngs; (big. 50,1?, Ill); thus the Constitution has also prodded fhatnou»rmnV Shall Issue, exceptupon oath 

Orafflrrrollon establishing probable Cause, it has been settled for centuries, &nd the doctrine has been recognized hert,thc«t 

except m cases of reasonable belief of treason orfdony,or breach of peac^Ccmmltted m pretence of an officer, there tsnodue 

process of lau> colt hoot a coarrant, issued txj a court or magistrate upon a proptrshowlng or finding- ftsdec lared by Mr Justice, 

Campbell, f ht l&u3fcMorsllbertv| above allthmgs cmdapplles the mo&l liberal Interpretation Vo It.

is more

* the Chiefevl I against which the fourth Amendment is directed, is aejov/ernment agents eocirfantlcss entry mto a persons hemt.^ 

Ao starch or seizure or arrest can b t mede colfhout a utorrarrh present, dot process guaranteesthis corduct to justify a
v»

s actions. mb mere proximity to Suspected c

Starch anyone's home, and Scut property "suspected or' believed to be part orcordoctof criminal activity.

ruminal activity does viot, colfhout more, generate probable Cause ho. officer's

‘Cmy Evidence seized illegally by fht office rs,CGnnot be used an any criminal actions agamst the victim of Wdlcgal search, 

fht Evidence selztcl coould bt frd\fs of tH polsonoostdc;

elal >t> inadmlssablt0 rule under u)Vilch evidence, th&t.ls a dl reef result cf Illegal Conduct on the part of an offli 

i n a criminal trial ageunsf the victim of the Conduct

fr-ftrufn, no. W- 843,dune Tbf lOlt 

U Worth v. ?toplt 139 III. 61, m W.£. (18?L)

t’- OHorv. U)cyne County mich. fb, 4?(4 Ki\J. % (l&Bd)

- Blfchcano v, Clfy of Miami Beach, 1144 (llVift; 1013)

JuMitC Vranhfurhtr, Uwdone v. United States; 2>G& U.S. 338 no.

\ «

Z/3S



* basVcalJvj 'evidence seaed m violation M^OnitndiWEnV\fldvx(>ng(>n^ 4V\t pdcoooos Vra-^&vj met be used 

C^alnst the victim ofthtlHecpl Starch and seizure the. specific authority forstarches,seizures andarrests, is grounded Intk. 

Gnclent Settled maxiums of tao, Luhlch no.Statute Can abrogate uxthout vlolcdlng the' dot process of laui prcvislonlntVit. 

Constitution. of law, If bas always ben fherulefbcif except in cases u)hea the public Security Vi&s demanded VV, arrests and

t

property seizures without a warrant is deemed to be unlawful;

‘ Smct pre- Hagna Ch&rta,' no man fret shall lot fa Van or imprisoned, or imposed ordispossed, Ex apt Icy the leg&t

the. law of the land, no legislative act tan abrogate What isthe law of the land, otherwise, there is nojudgement offitspurs or

Such thing os dot process. C*rreat iditbout warrant, where a^oarranf is rtcjoirid, is nof dot process of W’and arbiVrarvj or despotic 

paver no man possesses under oof system cf government;

‘ the liberty of the ffoplt is too saertd fo be left tothe arbitrary colli of man ,and no man possesses the power fosfnp any 

of a ny right in no branch erf government or corporate events acting under color of federal authonty.ri-} lacO.adsthatart 

^vmalom pEr sc" fViat is wrong or unlawful by their nature ,uxa cAtnf tlonles of breaches cf \ he peace, and subjectto orrest without 

(warrant. but that »s not tie latu for an act that was only' nnalum prohibitum, being mode unlawful only by Statute v and cothout such 

Enactment , would be otherwise mnocentcicts. the Ida) asserts ttatfofSuchstatutory mlsdemeanois, not omoontlry too breach at 

the peace ,there is no authority \ n an officer fo arrest without a uxirronf;

man

’ LUhat iS atetany T dn intrinsically evil act[s] Soth0S‘ murder, rape, Wdnappmg, Sodomy, armed robbery, abortion,pedophilia, 

treason, arson, breech of the peace, C*ncl other such atrocious crlmt[s]. no one commits a ftlcny accidentally without torthnadeclgt 

of the act. therefore his arrest stall Come as no s uprise. even thicn,'offi’t'ia I Illegality isyolfeas reprehensible as private violations of bw. 

tine lau) of the land must be accepted by every one os-hit only roltuihicb Can lotaUowed togpuern ttne liberties of of zens.whatcvtrnay be 

their ill desert ‘"in tbe United btotes. Constitutions [and^treaties) toert written to restrict the actions of those! n government, boflt 

10: OnltedStates v.Cervantes f.'ZdtSB 

U- OnrtritandurisVi-v)dtnCL''arasts( Zcl vol. 5 

11: ^USCOCVJ.Commonwealth %Vfe.W3.10 5.E. 5lH, J3(p(je?o)

13’. CommonuOtalth w.Giormcxi l1-/! bi-C. bib, (sZ0‘, Burns v>£rben MO ld.V.4(i)3 C/b6 (lbitrl)

li|: SaraK way Case Ml vnlcb. lol'd (I6ta) cltir), People u, Mctarn 341III. t32ll9lKl.E.95l/(959(l93o)

34s



* <5 daily being violated by judges, legislatures, pol!ie,fetltrnl agents on the topic ofarrests which mobes them 

lawbreakers 'dusHct Campbell , 5orah cOay CtttE *(

’05 i Inowt explained, no warrant - Ho dot process, which makes ftll tulckncf fruits dtmmir^ from the illegal search 

(And Seizure, and madmlssablt in a criminal tnal. fht U)ong Sondatrine, 1%5, 'derivative CvicItnct^Suchas physical evidence, & 

Confession, or the testi mo nyofu witness, iS not fruts of Hie poiWnoos tae, simply because h wodd nothavE Come-fo IlcjVib 

tut for 4bt 'illegal actions of+Ht polite, rather, derivative evidence must- be. Suppressed aS-Ruds cf Hie poisonous free if if 

Was discovered by expiating an illegal Starch*, fruits of a tonstnolicn&l Violation must be suppressed

ii

* the. rule, on burden of proof i n a criminal t nal, Wht a finy arrest was v-nadt without a coarrant, if challenged by Hit deferdonf, 

is presumptively invalid, and the burden is upon 4 he 5fcde Id justify if CiS one nof only authorized by statute, butalso notone 

Violative, of Constitutional provisions; the fourth amendment prohibrls unreasonable searches and seizure's conducted without 

0 warrant, art perse onaasorcublt .unless a valid exception to the warrant- retirement n &ppli tabic
n-

’ fhffoor-Vh amendment Which guarantees 4he People fobt&ecua mHeir pusons, boost (papers and effects, OguinsfunttoonaUe 

Starches and Seizures generally do nof apply fosearthes, Seizures cindorrests without warrants; fhus the mode afarrests by 

U>hicb one can be deprived of his liberty and property istobedetermtned tayfht prt-existing common law principles and vnodes 

of procedure. £> properly Constituted uiamm+ of arresf ,ond starch and seizure Warrant isfbe process at common lawUj which 

persons Could lawfully be deprived oftheir liberty. offleers art justified inarresttrg wvfhoof warrant only in Cases of felony ^ breotks 

of the peace, fbis iseltmerifarvj. if is. neecltesstocikaothorities

• of one fir vt infix history of Omtncon law and juris prudencE-Rhe Cana ptfbaf no oneCoolcl be orrestedfor a misdemeanor except wth 

a proper warrant was so basic and elementary that if was nod necessary fo give any authorities ho prove Vt. yet this basic concept- 

Was found 4o be to rest rictivefo the ever-grpuincj oppressive epeernmenf that has gained power mthis coonfry.

15: U-bnej Sun Doctrine, Uf*g Sun v. UnUtdStahs 3fl 06, Vhl, 9 L.U /J W‘l, 8l Ut.

Kt*. Taatsle on false arrest andfalseimprisonment "Charles Weisman p.31.

IX' Opted 5Uts v, LcrRimort, Sxf.lxJ Off, hSOflwQ

18:1 Qtf). Uw frp. Onnctafion, 5"80, 5 Ct me r. Jo ns ,2c), "Ctrresfs §1 p LAf

Bead, 111 mich. Hf5,80 M.W. WBflBR't)lq.Titl man v.



^ 4d Cover 4 he claim of status as a Cherokee m<l.antand membership cf a recognized Nation, uilfh mcingtnbes

i J.
* 5mtt +W forefront of this matter, OS it has been nosecret, the District tocOThas Is 

afthe non-

ofrrK| Status as a bem lllatlonal
2o if- i

&.l..f.Tsalcgl'tr!bc>l CherokeefJation, iTcIcHciltcnThunckrbird Clan, Obfhtvj h&uf. rtCiWtci nxj declaration of S+o+uS, 

mvj Tribes kiotlufu deform, valid m oil 50 states, on mg lane' Gbgo Yota, also Vmown c*S cltTacta Corporate Unltec' States. 

Cls an Gmtncan indian, i have the. right4obtloncjfoCirn|4nk(C(nclfD SClf'idcnfi^ancI nodlsrnnmncition shc</l arisefrom

ntxon

4ht exercise of Such O riCjh+; flit lou) ttcjuires the government fa Contact fh£ +n U that &ciid membership j inroll mini Is claimed, 

vjtrlfg bale' membership, then proceed to the+rtaks btkueen 4k United States andsaidfribi/dcdion;

T has bffn ruled ''flu government need nof allege flit non-Indian” Status of odefendanf m an indictment under 1B0.5.Y. 

1151, nor clots if hove the burden of going forward on fhaf issue. Bother, once thedefendemt proper Icj raises flu issue of Ws mflan 

Status,Then -the ultimate burden of proof remains upon the fjove foment; Tribal enrollment lb The. Common evidentiary means of 

Establishing Indian S+otuS l‘t3(iri- If >s not the only means or Is If necessarily determinotive^ochavL flit courts ftr^lrttl evidence, 

of federal reccgnlfon, rof her, Courts have emphasized thutfheymust be Sant evidence ofgovernmtnt_oT tnba I recognition;

* i

*m order to verify other means cf Tribal CCCognifion, the Unfed Stales and edi mciian tribes and Motions havt a govemmtnt-to-

Ittl nbym\j ancestors i n 'if'flu, and sfl 11Cpftrnmtnf relationship Enshrined In the Constitution for the United 5tafe of Gme 

6toix) Valid 1 n the, Corporate dt-foefo federal Constitution oFTHC UNITED STATES of ArfCMcA, corf ten m j our geVernment-tcr

GcMErnmtnf polity has been reaffirmed log Congress m V\ ,Con, ftb,"52)l, and S. Con.rcS.tU; meaning must be given to what" the
\ \ ^ United Stotts Congress Ixc uioTkm| even If nof m wpliut lar^jftgt,5o as to cffettuateThe polity wh>ih congress Iras formulated;

noa, eon

* ''off hough fht requirements mag vary de pencilrg upon the porposefor which indian b+ertus is claimed, Courts Can not be ignorant 

of the, colbterot Consequences thbr rulings might hcwttpfutatC proceedings'; merely stating that mg status as a Cheroki Indian

loi ncn-feT.O.r not of the Corporate bureau of indian affairs organization

111 DalaratIon on t he Pighta \ indigenous fhopltb, Cirhclefi

Ih Gmcncan Declanafionon+ht ftglnts of indigenous ftopHs, Ortidtl

23‘. Ohited Statesv. Bruce, no. OV Solfl .^CKMuiT

ZHi Klardone v, United States no. 2MC 3>0B O.S, Z3B

Z5-Bruct no. 0'5-5oltH,^CilkuiT



tb
no pointed low tojostifvj \joof unpublished decision, not 

Only uiolc*tes my substantial Unalienable rights as an indigenous dbofigincd ,bot my treaty rghts, and euf ChtfohecTftcttieSj 

Ikuj W no+ a discretionary matter, esp&aWy not 4he lawcf the land, OS cortreaties aa declared m-tht Supremacy Clause of the 

ConslHyJionj'lohein rights secured 1^ the Constitution art > nv/olwed, there can be no rule mahnoor legislation which would obrogate 

4V\Em* "interned CK^ncy regulations con not legitimatctht violations of Constitutional nepts-,

x' <i i , TAtt
* fhe federal government \ s boundto Carry out the obi gallons of Such tc&fles in the some manner as On individual would be bound 

fortnbal ConwitkonS introduced «

Constitutions of/for 4ht Unfed States; statutes are to be construed liberally mfaver of inchcms with ambiguous provisions tothur 

btnt-Pd-, reruns Cif base c< cannon for Construing the Complex treaties, statute, and Contractstohlch define the stilus of Indians

Cind'ndiCinVibes, and iSjQjito li cense to disregard Clear eicpressions of congressional intent

i *' ;/ %

* 15 rejected Cmd frivolous, Uhen you hove valid daumerrfedton, with

federal Court to prove fin essential element of affekraI crime must be in Compliance With thein a

* junsd’ct’ionjwhich once challenged,must be proven- ojas Challenged before, dor ing,and ofkr tr ial. the SCcTOS, Congress, Our^ 

CbercHe treaties and even the legislature has declared \ndlan tribes retainjorisdichon overall their wembcrs^noH crlrnlnolnna■H£^s, 

"Indian tribes retain authority to govern both their me mbas^and tlnc'i r tt rntory t subject ultimate lytu Congress, and Sobject to the^ueshon 

Isdlction under indlan majorComesact;of exclusive ijor,

’this Is not recent lows, practices ,or rulings. Our treaties pre-efcte the Constitution. SCoiUS and oil courts have he Id the same

ruling ,"inrmte uhs a member of the ChtroVitt Motion and uiciS the sole party to tne proceedings, under the treaties and Gets of Corgrtss,
■SB

\ne coos onlsj amendable fot-he Courts of the Motion; this ruling mas made m 183'-L by SCoTUS-

!(,: Mollawell v.Williams V-U'C\f-Li5iLl] MoKoweil v.Eyme l:22-cv-l&>Z; Wollowell v. Disr. cr. of d. Cio.'d ll-cv -IBtB 

21: Niarbury V. ModiSon no. 5,13*4(2 Crunch)

2B* Onted States v. Marole. lti f,3d 1Z13
t •

2*4' l(s Am. Our. Id §5(r, mdiarv treaties 

bo: Onlted Stales V. Cavanaugh U&O C 5upp. 2d lOfeZ 

tbl*. ikcotoeu v. District Cocmtv coursr *flO U,S. HlS(1975)

32: Durov, ftcina no. 138-6>54(c-, Rjbllclaw 102*13? (l05Stat. tH(s)fLA.192- Get of Congress of 1615 

33‘. Plains Commerce banh v, tong family Und&nc!Cattle Co. 55d U.S. 33C 

2>H'.fXro v. fttina no.BB-bSdfc, bCOTOS, lclQo 

35. ,n fL m^fltld no. 15 oogmcl 141 (J,S. 101 %



* Inchon N&A.ons have mhirtnA sovereign^i-Hicd pre-daks flat Comncj of Ahe colonizers fo OVxyCt Yola m Ahe l&Ae. 1400's,frum 

Ahe Issuance of 'papal boil Oumdwtrsas on lB.June,!1!!)! and boll comanos ponAiftr on January 5,1455. people already 

Occupied Ahls land. u)t bflUdo, oncl S+illoptrole under the. Ci/taf Locoof ftacc (set 5,Con.resale)width pre-daksany hnaon 

beA+ltng, and was used 4© wd4t 4ht Cens+duAion.

* v^oor papal boll decree Encouraged Slavery and genocide. dht DotArlneof discover^ made+hls clear. Ahls oasall cer+'fitdand 

Sworn under Ahe.' name of Ciod. if Indigenous Malone did noA accept afrcidolenA oulhonfy of Ik Church and Crown, 4kn mg people 

was pul Ar> deefh or enslaved.

' i CErfrRj Al> \|6o final, u>fh ■hat help of &od , too Shall powerfully Enkr ink your coonAry^nd Shall mahe waragcilnsA 

vjoo mall ways and manners fhaA we can, and shall sobjeef -you At> Aheyohe ond obcdancLof+We Church and of 

Ahelr Ulcjnnesses, we sViall AaKeyeo and your wives Orel your children, find skill mahe slaves of Ahem, and as 

5cth skill Sell and dispose of Ahem as Ahelr highness may Command', and cue shall hake away your gocds.orid 

Shall do you oil Abe mischief tfnd damage Ahaf we can,asb vassals who do noAobey, and refuse k> redevi eblr 

Lord ,ancl ftslsA and Con+radiCf him; and we profesAAhaA Ahe decks ard losses which Shall accrue from AhiS art your 

foolf, GnJ ned AVpf of Ahelr highnesses or outdoor of Vhese toJcxWfS Who cbmtuxAhos"

PoAenA Gicarded by hincj Henry "^ALAo dohn Cabof and tm S Sons (14%)

*4Us waglr waswnAAen and i S hnown Ad my people ObA'ht starA cf Aht virgin soil epidemic'i^hich&krHd&lof of
* • «

Unnecessary uour and Ccnflld. Ism dosAite Marshall m AohnSon u. FldnAosh 2105,543(1823) SicAed +he mdions wertadmlAkcl 

fobefhe rlghAful oacopanfs of Ahesoil.wifViodccpA aSoodlaejosf cbm-bfebin possession cf'if,and use WouordmgbhtV 

CwO diScceAion; Ousfct ftetd declared m let-VAA-Ton v, 0.5, 2MB U.b.Z'Al(l455)+Viaf Every omen con Schoolboy IhnowsAhaA 

fhe savage Anbes of 4vnt> Conhnenf were deprived of Aheir Qncesfral rhinos by force CmdAhCif, even whtnAhe Indians ceded 

millions of Qcrts byfrecAy m fehxnfor blanhvcHtfooc) andArlnkeAs, «f was noAasalc,bof Ahe congutrs colli 4haA deprived 4km 

tsffheV land;

' our AreaAies were wrlAAtn fo bmdhreftderalgovernmenAand Ibe State AoAhiagreemtnA given b\| be Congress and foordlng

falhers.-fVitn declared as Supreme Law of Ahe Land by AheConsAlAoA.on. oorArtahts were torrHen at peace Ao rcsoIvcaU
\v 56^

ConfllcA, at) long Crsbofh sides abides bvj Ahe f reaAg.QnclATeaAvj ojbAs con be ataerAed bg an individual member of+htfnbe

3k Umfed Skdts v. Olon US, 'ABM,TOn.^, 30b 5.C+. 221b



* Gtforcya \s no foreigner fodbcGTrohEE^Icdion.faht a looKotthe MarsVoltTri'ft^y by Ctn't-TJustice John Marshall.

4V\C Marshall InloCjY ^decisionsfromCasts tdxdformthebosicfromeuCorhoffedtial-ndiontaw cmt(£tW.ngVlor<£sHr 

v/. C-ieortya (l83Z) cohere. 4hc CheroKee Ncdon was once again solidified as a Scwtreign ncdion, adisVvntd community, octupjirg 

4s cxxin^efn~h>rv|1 and cdifWi u)Wh the laws rsf fnfrxgio Could YwJt no Wet. tbs decision ocpm tsiaUisWl tbadthcfataal 

Cpvernmend, nedttneStahes hove. authority over undian affaift,h'riah is notgiuendothetr'ibcs bytftabj unj Qttcf Congress, 

Gnd that fine Cherohtt Motion retained 4s inherend Soveitignty j

folng power,by express worcta of GcdV/hcl.Z, iS ^flme Law pf the Land,binding alifit
3*^

* treaty, within limits of treaty - 

national and state Coords, is capable, of enforcement, and musd be enforced bythem m litigation of prn/adt. oghts; 4hc 

Gioutmmtnd of United States is one of limited powers, and no department possesses any authority nod granted by the. Constitution

ma

if Is not wUhin4btCoL^poWtrdoovff.rnJE4diejyc{gEmEi4s of Congress. Only CorgftSS hcisthf outhonf/ taguvern theindlcmS b^sLaWk. 

msftad of by treaty

behalf of pt&oroljorisdictioryfor Vbe laco dedans my tribe* 4he law is clear, and irrefutable, jurisdiction was challenged 

NoT any bisTft'CT nor State Coord have jurisdictioni Subject vmttcr jurisdiction coas challenged because the Cherohtt Mahon do 

w>d have any provisi on fo r punishment on 4v\t enme charged, because 4 clots nod exist, and wilt nod txisd because no crime was 

tvex Covnm’idkd'.VItnoejonsdiC+'ion was chalknejLd bemuse inorderfor the federal government doprosecota any Indian, anOflidi

on

l\f ,Court record must bepresentee!; treaty of 18L>6> • Grbck 13

, , ‘V *\
•jurisdiction must be proven when Challenged, 4 Can nod be assumed; and Since federal jurisdiction 15 limited, the presumptions 

that if is without jurisdiction unless fhe contrary affirmatively appears; 4ht federal g^trnmtrff aft creatures sok\^ cfdVxComttutian, 

jurisdiction Spelled oud 1 nGrV.clf.~Tlf Sect .on l of the Constitution, therefore fhe Court musd prove on record, all jurisdictional fads 

related do the 1unsd.ct.0n asserted;d

34'- Haiorono u. balfmore Gad Ohio Pi. A., 1V> 0.5.2t>8>, 11 5.Ct. 53 LQ, 191 (1909)

38; tlepbum v/. Girls wold, 15 0.5, CD'S, W L.Cj, 511 (lWo)

Mi Lonewolf v. ttltchcocK 184 0,S,

to: Leightnn U. United States, 11 ct. cl. 288 lBdM

dl‘- Stucb u. Medical tioaminers 44 Ca. 2d 151,211, p 25- 384

42: Lantano u. tfopper l02 fid Mlt %



* 4lu laid ft|0if£5 p

proocedintjS.'Cmvj ruling made m absctnct of Subject maHtrjorisditflon is a n^HAy* fHerefore. m&hlng fhlj 

Conviction from cm'adihiAistrcdwe. p route! mcj noil Gnd voldj which infua^mahlS Hus imprisonment fake, 

of Wdncippincj. Indians noffavtd, means ffiaf no burden or sHcnnjCha reassessment etc; Canbe btsWtd 

upon Os I not even bvj force ( threats ^ or mbm'idcAion fechni^ots*

roof of jurisdiction Ao appear on the record of the atlministrctlv/euj^tncv/, and all admlnistnAive.

* in order fora federal Court of lim’Aedjorisditfionfo h&i/e tvtnfhtflrsf notion of aotbonfvj +o prosecute, 

interstate. or intrastate Commerce must have bt£n affected^ wdhin the Specific ftrrAorvj offht Ukjit^C> 

States, no interstate, nor intrastate Commerce LUOS affected V\j m\j actions of purchasing tU)£gpons from 

Grrowkad %ion Shop, the indictment fated to allege that c*n\j interstate or intrastate commerce uiithw thi 

territory of fheOuiteo states was Inarmed jcffected ir> an\j nature;

”‘if is & no*\>ra*nerfo See. that interstate, 

depleted m on\| u>ay. f litre was no 

iomt manner 05 any normal individual Would, ky using Wd-fGmed,non-slave Wages ^

nor intrastate Cctnrrurce Can apply htft. Orrfcaihtaels assets were not 

robbery ,theft or scam, oil items of nomencfcAure purchased mfhewere

~fht Community was netaffected Os a result of my purchases, then are no injured parties or victims;

nor intended loss from Drrudheacl. flu Standard Oper&fincj procedure, cf Arrowhead was 

halted, or temporarily disturbed for govj period of time os a resold of my purchases^ and f he now porthastd 

. flit pawn 5hop nor Hit Federal joiummcot nor f he SttAlhave cm\j lejal or lawQ

fCkroVitts)dois. if > 5t U, Cj'fA, a\fer;

“there was no Gcfoal

never

property belongs fo

fi£5 to vyk| real prcpect\|j my fiction (Tsalog! fiokjfalconThonderbirdCI 

pou>n,Vi£ep and bear,cf even travel State to state with my collection, no one isaffected m any ncAurt.

• .man

an o

’no law requires a man to have a license 4o purchase & weapon „.. bvA a Viet nst is recjji rtcl (not h.| lacu)+o stlvT tUs 

dnfS nod mohe any 5.enSI, turn inthf. ali^yrlist of*form;

VIacpns v/. Uvmt ^115 U.S. 5Z8 

W: Stock v. Dvor&h StA UU 2d ^1,254 wtb. 8’*

H5: (ArbdL l,5icf«on l\, d. Ill ' mdianSJiod.faxedlM *Grmrdmmf, Sichon l\, Indians not Amcrd %<{



* 4Vk€. (onsfitotiion imposts rtal limits on federal power. the powers of the legislation on defined, Ond limited, And 

fV\at those limits ma\| not bt mistaken, or forgotten, I lit Constitution is written, if fbllows from the Enumeration 

ofspecific powers that ort real boundaries to what the federal government nnavj do. tint enumeration presupposes 

Something not enumerated.flu Constitution ccithholdjs] fi 

Guthorlze Enactment f\|pt of legislation;

Congress ft pltnanj police power that wouldrom

* the federal government Con eyertlseonkj the powers granted to it. if no enumerated power cud honzts Congress 

to pass ft ttrtam lau),that taco ma\j not be enacted. Even if It would not violate &n\j of the express prohibitions 

m the bd\ ds iVightS or fAstiohere in the Constitution - Chief Justice Roberts (zoiZ.)

U)hof arc the pocotrs of the. federal tjcvemment7

Qrt>de 1 #8, Cl.3: to rec^jlate Commerce loth foreign nations, ftnd among t he several States, and with the 

Wuhan tribes'.

*Qrf,cle 1.4 5, Cl. 5* fo Com moneej. regulate the value thereof, and of foreign tom, and fiv the standards cf weights 

$ measures;

4Grt.clUi8,cU: to provide for punishment of Counterfeiting the securities and current Coin of the United States*,

* (Article, !Ufe, cl. lO'. fo define and punish piracies and felonies committed on the high Seas [statutes], and offenses 

Qgam&t the IfttOS of nations;

*Qrtick ffft Concptss Shall have power to declare thep

Shall uOorW, Corruption of fcAocd or forfeiture Except during the lift cf-the person ftHained;

AVuncimt for trecibon,but no Attainder of treasonur>

Mb*. Carrol v/. United States Vt& UcUd. 'W (loti)

^ Mortal federation of indtp. ik. V. btbth'uS 1&3 Led U %



(Arbeit. IV §3.Cl. !.> 4lit Congress shell hewt pou>tf4o dispose of one) mak oil ntcdful Colts and ftejuiaKonS 

ft5petVincj4hfkm4D^ or o+htrproj>tr4y belonging 4o4ht Oni+td S+odts* one) nothing shall 

bt so Construed qs 4o prejudice cn^ claims b^4ht Unfed 54cih.s,of of Om\j particular stale}

* ifcta bt dear,fee4he Sak of 'flulauJ cffht castclodrirti} 4ht C©ns4l4o4lon Contains noge&nf, general orsj3tt!f!c,-lo 

CongflSS of 4k pouitr fo provide for 4k poolsh<ntn4 of crimes, exctp4 piracies, ft IcnltS Comrm44tcl onikhlgh 

S£asi offenses agalnsf fk iaio of nations, Coontarferting 4k stcofdltS end Corevnf Comcf 4Vit0ndtd Statas; 

cinching oo4sic\t aflksc y_crlmts(aa rtstrutd 4o4ht S4oiks,and 4he People, and u>ll\ txcttd 4k ao4kri4\| 

of Congress and Itgislafoa.vlu Grt'.tltX.billof ftighta)

»%

* 4ht ntci5Sat-v| and proper claost Can no4 bt 5o Cons4r\)tci, as foglve Congress or 4k Ittydatatt. 4ht poujtr r>o4toumtfftHJ 

m 4k ConsMohon, or dtltCjoAui kj 4he People,for, 4 onlsj' CenfirmS Congress Implied ajtaonf^ 4o tnot4 Iflios In exercising 

if S> tnumiraAed poeotrs', dos+itt 44anrul4i5n (2.005)* 4V\t Congress Canno4 b\j lcgisla41on, enlargefk federal jon^dlellon, 

nor Can i4 bt enlarged bvj 4ht4fiaty making poeotf tdkr,

’ 5 peeled provision made m4hcCons4i4oflonfor 4k Ct$5ior> ofjurisdiction frbmsVeAtS outr plates tokrt. 4k federal 

Cjevtmmenf shall establish tarts or mtl>4arv| cnork. (jncl t4 is orAif m fhtse pine t s nf m 4hefern fonts of 4k Oniftd Stales 

Idkrt if con entrust a general jodsekf ton} and U3hdt Congress ma\| kgrslak m ttsped 4c all and lands wifhtn l«mv4s of 

4trn4ontS,i4 has no kcpslofnie Con4rol over Staks,and roosf, Sofar as fht\| are Concerned,be ItmiVtd f oacfborlfy 

osier pvoptrtvj klcngmgfofkOnikdStaCtS usd-hm 4kir limtfs;

* 4’hls has been dear since 4he founding, and IslaoiVoVhkvitfvj da^. fmo examples,-Clrsfj I eta set on’4td Stales \y. foil^ 140 

f. 8*44 (^05) where 4W coor4 prcwtd-itagoosckftan oMir Ihe land cohere 4\\t enmeWd oceoatd, and plckd upfhetuse 

fn>m fbe Staftj Second', \tfs Setumkd&Vafes'J.baftman ?>M f.^b(l8^b)tohtfefkcoorf preyed eokjfk cast. 

bad 4obt dismissed becaoseH did nc4 taoMejonsdielion oMtrfhtlandfk alkgtd tnmthadfakn plate-yitrlkr 

H&: Logan v. Unfed Stales 144 0.5. Ztt, 283 (l64l)

H4: C.'iont.ake v. vtalch 5H5 0.5. In5 (loos')
50' {deco Orleans, \j. Ondtd Statas 35 0.5. UG>2 ('183(a)

51*. Iknsus m. Colorado Zoic 0.5. MU (iMO'l)



* 6F4W?xcocrfe,f\crQnvj offer of a lonc^Virct. of Casts reached any mtrif, to.fbouf proving jorisditfion.if you 

■feat. o person fo fr.al( cmd fbe. Coorf is icifboof jocisdichcn 4ben if utoold nof maHtr i-fdoond cjoilfy by 

Gjory 10O fimtS', flat Convid.on Can nof stand, fhtrecanbenofineonmpriSorirntnf. Gny-ftancj odfside of 

fWaf iS false iropnsonrncnf; or bidnopp'r*) wkn clone coifh ill-inf enf;

* OncJtrsbrKling oilhertin/fk ehargts alleged arose under fiflt 18 of fhe Unfed SfotasCodes. 1$ U.S.C.If*defines
it

Vnanfimt jonsdicfion only for purposes tf fiflt!8. Sobstcficn ^is defined: -ferriWial jurlsd.cf.OY-i off be Unfed 

Staft5‘t Flcjb SEaSjGnd any of her ujaftrs uylUn flat odmiralfy and n>an4ime jorisdiefion offVttOnifxd StaftS, 

Gnd oof of fbe jonsdicfion of any porficolar sf aft. .*

\S
* fbeferr.f or possession of fbe. Unfed 5foftS j DlSTWCT O? CotoN\8>\ A, CokimocAnIEACTH 0? P0eflToft\CO,fffev\M.-,\d 

\SUA,NOS( C-jUAM Amo AmcRicA SAMOA 05 avtoltd ’in VAAt^MB O.b.C.l&Ol'fk Ouireo STATES 0£>TR\ct COURT do

ocy

rvof Vlcwe jonschcf.on over any crime, on lands nof ceded faffum, or josf because if is alleged fo bavt occurred 

loifWin fVitir ftspecf'.ve jui.oal disfr.cfs.fbis is proven by fiflt MO O.S.t. ^"5111(0[federal junsdid!on]cobid> 

5fafev,

presumpfion; if is Conclusively presumed fbof jorisdicf.on Vias nof been accepftd until 

fbt CjcMtrnmtnf atetpfs jurisdiction over lands GS provided infbissecf ion*

ftrnfory jurisdiction j 4bt 5cVerugn jonsd.ch 

all persons andfhmyS uiifbin fbost aaas &olcgtcf fo ifsconfrob, WebsHrs ^ntu) iofcrncxbooc.1 dictionary;

[njo Sovereignty tontK-ftnd ifsjocisdicf.cn beyond ifs own4err.fonol lim.fS] if lsnc^fbtc4ftn5tCommlfKd,blJt' 

ln which if i5 Com»nifftd1 u>bich vnusf toe oof of fhe.jon2pd.cf.on oFfhe State;" Chief dostict Marshall;
5 (a

no cession by fhi State offVit place.. .4k 5fafcjurisclicf.cn still remains Complete and perfect."

that a btate has over fine land coffin its limits... Gnd overton

4bt piace i 

if -Hurt fas been

51*. May-fields Lessee v. Levy M U.S.3oo,^ Dopll.$So(lr4Sr4)

53’. Oniltd States v. flrcz." Herrera 610-f Zd Z89 (lS08)

5H- Ondtd SfcfeS v.V/ong W.m ArPi 1C.S U.S. ZeSO^lB^B)

55' ftopk v. Giodfrey 1*4dohrts. 115 (l&lS)

5l»’ Forf Leavtnuoorfb F.kCo. v. Lowe lid 0.5.515,536 (18&5) Hn



4 obsenf C.on5tnf [fo purchase], orctssion, a 54aft. undoubTcdly rtfumsjorlsdlcflon over federal lands wlfhm

Ws Itrrfory; fhe. federal opvtrnrnenf dots ncf flsstrf cxcluslvijunsdiclion over public lands,.. and Ik Soft Is, fret

fo enforce tfs Criminal and Civil laws on IhoSt lands) 4k>s, in order for a federal Coor4 4o txtrclstjurlsdicllon over a

Criminal acfio^fht offense mosl have occurred ofhmfQands reserved oraccjolrecJ for flat use of flat Unfed Sfafcs,
56

Crncl ondtr fht Exclusive or Co ncurrtnljuosdi'cllon +htreof...b^ Constnl of 4 He kpslalure of 4he S+crH;

*fVio5, d is deaf, hisfory proves fhaf' if isfrotfhaf 4ht criminal junsdiCfon of IWe Unfed Sla+es(federal govemmtnf) 
* « ^
>a mineral based onfht ftrrlW.al principle* if has also been ruerfly rt-tsloblisVicd b\| 4ht 5CoTuS(as4hlshos 

Wenfor^o-Htn),4W&4 i4 iS a longsfandincj principle of Gmerltan

never

Law 4ha4 le^isloifion of Cuntjfiss, unless a Contrary mltof 

appears. iS mean! 4o apply only euifhln fhefernlprialjunsdicfion of Ihe Unifed 5+oteS. Uikn a s4ofoft ^jlvts no dear indlcaflcn 

of On E*4ra4errl40na! ftppkaf'on, if has none.)

* f be legislation of Congress can no4 apply 4u lands beyond 14s writtenterritory U

tvdend beyond 4be lerrfory belonging 4o4ht Sovereignly on behalf of cohlth i4fonc4ions,Cind fs jurisdiction may bt further

Lmfed territorially by Conslfufiona I or .Stalolory provisions, 4o a parly only of Hit territory of tk Savefe ijky 4o Which 4 
nfcl

btlonSs;

• jurisdi tlion of a Courl can no+cause

41 if s SEt 1ft 0.5,C.§3Z51', tobicb reads 4 k dislncf courls of the. Unfed Sfafes Shall have or^inaljurlsdlcflon, 

ixcluswt oftkCouks oftk5k+t,ofall offenses against tk laws of tk Unfed Stales) 

lablch also states:

* Molhincj in 4his fflt shall be held 4o false away or impair the jurisdiction of the cooks of the Several Shafts under fhe 

lows thereof;

* Wifbincp; district Ccorf cf4be Unfed5taks* fliit phrase ,thiS name is not the' Oniftd tfates ftisWCT CooftT) hlsWicdly 

i colli Cover -this diffefincf) _____ f______  ■ .

54:Dieppe m. New Mk*co Hil U.S. 524(1441)

5ft*.Unifed 54aftsv, Pmz. af HI Vtcplstandard- lexis 4-508^^0. Cr-0t.-0ol- MACi(hEf)(n.D.i.k 100b)

5*4*. Oniftd Sfofcsvi. float 2m 0.5.134,155(1433)

C>0: Morns \J. blabonal UosfraLa EanH LTD Iff- LrdZcl 535,5V? (2010) 

l»l*. ftcAWohntS Lao*, 10 Gm did Cfs.^153; Hifllps V.Thralls 2l» Kan 485 481
%



. * tint tlf m d»5tnct Co oft of Hit Undid states [>n its historic and prep 

describes the Constitutionol courts crtoitcd under Qr+iili 111 cftkConstitution. Courts of tkterritories art lecjislcdivt 

Coo*Tstproptrlvj speaking and anjoct' district courts of the United 5-taks. wt Home often htld that utsfing aterritonal 

Court With jurisdiction similiar to-thed vested m district Courts of -VVic United States, dots not mote if a district Court of
trl

tbe. Un.ted States',

ersenSt]... has its Vi.sW.l slcjn'ifii&ntl.If

* lilts OJ&s made Cltor lent) before 4k ISOOs as will. ithis ont'isl^^B, 5COTOS. tobrin(jto aluter clak-k shea a 

tradition and n>lt of laeO; Hu. uiocdOdistriit Court of theUniteci 5tates, In tkir historic, technical sense,Commonly 

describe Constitutional courts. creottckjndtr Article 111 of thr fcnstrtut.'on, nrA the legislative Enirb cObich hav/e 

lontj Wen the Courts of Hit territories', * -fins i s 1^52-J

* 4c show the \oMer \|tars, 18T3, Federal Roles of Evdtnct, Roll 11-01'

. tk various provisions do not in terms describe 4k 5amt Courts [and] ,n Congressional usage thE phrase'district 

Courts of the Omled 5tates, without furtherC|Ooli&c.finn|ffodibcna\'vj has included the. districtCourts established 

Hj Congress in tine States under Article III cf the Conshtution [u3tii'ch oa Conshhboml Couch, onJ has nob
t ^ { r

i nr.luded 4 Ur territorial f oi w-H Off c<tfrl i mrlt r flrtiilc 1\Z, Section HI, Cl.11, a)hi tfi art Itjislcbur Cnnrh'-

*" (Suioh rule fegarciingtVie Construc-bonof Staihjks and roles of procedurels]'

ncxiW D SochS and tjosckm (bentos', a rdt of Construction applicable to all written instruments ■ 

if anvj particular coord, taken bg itself u obscure or of doubtful meaning, its ubscoritg ordoObt 

vm&vj lot removed b\| rtfefcnce to associated coords* - nosaW a sociis

ba5iCCi)i\| [in lavjmons tlrrrisj

(X coorcl is knownb\j4tiE Company it IbEfps, -fguSdem GitmeriS

Supreme Court Annotations, H(j LcdZd Bt0! §L

U\ HooW.ni cJ. On,ted States 303 O.S. 2-Ol( Zo5(l?58>

U3: International L| VJ.U. V. duruau Corp.SHZ 

W: Homboct,It v/.Tcombs 85 U.S. bHB, Z1 Ltd. 9a (i6?3) 

(oS‘ 0n\4td Stattb v.breuan lb U.S. '330, M, Ltd 9oV (1S16) %



ll

* fo be Clear,fVit t trm' distncf ccur+ of Hit Omtcd States means the Constibjtionctl Coor-V created uncles 

fortidt 111 of fVit Consfdofion. f Vie stotofe.the Courts usts to claim subject *matkrjunsciicton toadjudit«H.
j yV t* ^ ^ I *

is 1.13 O.S.C.'3l31’Ibis 54a4o4ts intentionally excludes 4be United States ^istaict Cooat'created Oracle 

KJ,Section III, tbe Court of tbiferrlfcxits, pr lecjislaW Courts;

* VVit IWeO STATES DiSTftt ct CoofcT [of Ucp,THe AN C-iEcfUii A(/0r This matter)}' iJ2di atrue United States Court- established 

OrvJtr drtlcle III of Hit Constitution to administer the judicial pouotr of fVit United Statist kaln torweyed. it Is created 

Under 0r4>clt W,Section III... [in| meaning, mating all needful rules arid regulations respectingflitterritorybelonging 

to the United States [federal g

floes not charge, its Chamckr as a mere territorial court»

n+J, the ftStmblonct of if Sjonsdict fo that oHVit trot United States Courts...ovtmmt ion

//«.

* £sien mtte FltCP |4oltSvfbcif CjoNJimt'k preudoft mail criminal paaedmgs in the Coded 5+ate.s District coo«*j(rolL 

l(o)(^ dtfmis What territories4*itrult5 fond sfafufts tore. Enforced)

"Rule 1 (b)(S)-''5fafr include Hie OisnMurofColumbia, fommoncuecWf/i,territoryorpoxtssi'oiofU.S,

~ Role Hie ■ jft]ll federal comes on statutory and all criminal prosecutions in the Federal courts an. based on

Jtcfs of GwgfTSV,

■ Role 51- Art of Congress] defined as:'QrV|ftcf of Congress locally amicable fo and in forte \nthe District oTCOWMBI A,

m fW-Vo Wco, in a territory or m an insular possession

" if Is made clear that if is' doubtless the. courts cf a territory arc not, strictly speaking, Courfs of fttOnifed States; Wforo,
US ,

{wjifViooKoriiclictionfbtCourt CC»n not proceed af all in any Caused jurisdiction \S ^>ouxr todeclare thelou^Ond tohtn 

if Ceases fo exist the only function remainingtofhetribunal 16 that of announcing tWfoict and d i s mi ss i ny the cause ’’

U :fcaleacM. Porto Rita 15b 0,% 7c\8,lll (mi
note: flef of Hay H3Z cklcIO, W Sat. 158(48 OIL Si ^Za)

Changed name of Rjrto Bicotp Puerto ftico 

41: United Stocks v. hcMillian U5 U.S. 5&l(l&9?)

UB: Onion Specific U. u. Bndkrhooci If 5 (tcfzd MZB^5(100$ citing U Park He Cardie 1 moll 5D(r,5l4 W0.<>.5OL(m§ 

UH*. 9artt hcCardie 1 eOall50t,5^2V IV 0. S. 50<C (l&ltct') %



* fine. Otrhcle V/, Bill of lights ftcjovrt 4ht courts to+ahe notice'Sua-spontcks-Vo whether tky have subject 

Wetter jurisdiction over 4We. cnmt [Constitutional authority], or not. Consequently, defects m Subject- matter 

jurisdiction require Correction regardless of whether the error uici6 raised in di strict court*,

"hon article. IH Courts [cert Enforce fed era I criminal l&uss in 5pecta I geographical areas where pursuontto

Clause It, it functions as a State government’ this function's one of a long Imt of prt cedents thed Mems

a downfall of a Nation. 5t£ fhejfni ftai Iroad Co v.TomphinS 3 OH O.S. (5^ (itSti)] cohere it coots rroc.lt 

* . ■ ' 
dear that there Is no federal general common law. unless specifically governed by the Constitution or Oc+

of Congress, flu locofa k applied, isthe lau) of the 5+ccte.

r,rom

k yet, Itwas made dear thcdf'the Unfed Motes [federal government] |achs the police power omd f his was reserved 

fo the Motes by the lO^amt ndmeat [Ortide 1C, Bill of Bights] is true, because the police power is controlled by 50 

different States 'instead of one national Sovereign [corporation], the facets of governing that touch on afitens 

dally lives malty administered bvj Smaller governments closer to the governed. the famtrs thus insured 

that powett which in the ordinary course of affai(3, Concern I he Iwes, KWrtvj, £*nd properties of the ftoplt were held 

by cjovernmlnfi more local and mort accountable than a distant federal bureaucracy;

art nor

\V

* the indtpendant power ofthe Slates Steves as a chech on the power of the federal govtmm 

government Compltlcjunsdidion overall the concerns 

from arbitrary, power- it has been Settled o^erthe Centuries of this 0

* icjnorance ofthe law is no eiccosefor men m general, it isless Omt/custf 

theaforetohnou) and observe it. when they enter such a domain dealing with the CitnnS nghts.thty 6houid do so c*t thti r

peril, whether that bf created ^Mate»r Federal laul.forthLirSti^rnriath and frstduty GO. to uphold the Constitution; 

rtQi Onitecl States V. Cotton 535 0.3. U5, Llo(ZOOl)

’tlfchited States v. dtnhins, T34 f.2d l32Z,l323,m(iW3) citing UmWSMcsv.ftxWt 411 U.S. 3&<l (l«TC3)

’ll'. ham Hon v. Ihintuchy Distilleries \ warehouse co. 251 U3.1H(o,

''*3°. dames MadiSpn, the Federalist no. 45 at 2^3 

Bond \i. United Mates 131 5Ct. Z3D5 (Zoil) 

t5‘. screws v. United States 325 0,S. % UVlSoflSW)

ent.by denying Qny ont 

of public life, federalism protects the liberty of thtindividUcil

merlcan System, and has not been forgotten;

cohost special duty is+u c»pp\y it, andor men

%



** Under 4he lM'cimencIrm.nf.lhtn. is a clear and disfmcf, dcfln’ile difference btfcoetn Ihose u)ho mere b 

ur\ lands Sobbed lolhtjorisditlipn of 4ht Untied Modes [ftrciWlcd lands] Which prt'|tjihztnS of+htUnlkd Slides 
ftnd IhoSi Coho lOtfi loom Uiif hinffujorisdicfion of a Onion Sdcdt [siWtfUtjn}, which Oft j^jifizcnS of kit Undid

, * % ' I* \
Sdedts’■VVitn\|ooVxxv(e4ht.mdiOnS,uJViocincltclorecl'indtons rud+oved (sec.ll/)

om

* 0 Alien of 4he Onikd Stales’,born wdhin "federaldernW^of oOfeidt of 4-r-uS landmass, and obtained tdizenshlp

u^on trnlgrodion*, pndtc+ec) under 4he due process clooSLof'Hitl4“Omtndrr)en+;

* & ^CjWiZtn of 4he Unded Sfo+es, born on -Hie land mass, wdhln stale )imi4s,f ht SoMlfticjn ujVtom iS prfcftcfed by 

•fbe 10 Ordlcles offht fell! of ftiCjhfs, find bvj kielr own Union Sfak. Co'nsdHuflon;

* Indians are nM 4atfd,i^GancA alliens offheUnikd Maks;

4he 5C0T0S has modelhisdlsfincken ver\j well hirxxon and dt&C 4he disfintfion bt+wttn ilf izmship of flu Qni-kd 

5fctfes and £*ffzinshij> of a Unlkd Sfak. is cUarkf fecocjnleed and established; 4k\j also ruled 4imt and 4imt agai 

W4 ‘ mdions are no4 cihzensof Ik Onikd Males wilkn meaning of fbel^ fimtndmenf; ’and ofl infilled no! 

4o lot Sobjecl 4o 4 he criminal OtAhonkj of Sovereigns of which fhtvj were nof and could nof become full members; for1' 

Indian IriblS ref cun jufisdlclion overall IWir mtmbtrs^ncdl criminal malfirS',

de Ihcdpersons born >n 4ht Undid Stales [kmtarf] (anc!"fa
subjtcl ta 4he jjrlsdicfion Ihereof, CtfE [£} Aliens of 4k Undid McfeS' Qtcortlinglo 4ht dotfnne oCys soil • pg. (tiil .

0 person iS born sobjtcf fo 4he jurisdiction of 4k Umkd Sfa+ts.ii his blrfh occurs mltrnlorvj outr which IhtUnlfcd
,, t > "62-
Sfans is Soutreian*

jus Soli• LcAln, Vic^lo Sell,Vnjhf of+k Soli, and isdetncdas, 4k principle fhofapersons •

ncifionali-hj al biffh is dtlerrnintd b\| 4ht lernfor^ wdhm u)hich he wc»S born • -Collins English cl id

’ bolh 4he 14*31 Omendmenf and 8 03.C, 5 lM0l(c«) priwi

%*. Onikd 5k»fts vi. Wong K-m Grk, 1M U*. t/fl, (*%' t>9? (iBW) 

n\ eih n/. Wiihens, m u.i ^1
Means v/. Uavajo kltffon HZ1 f.3d W 

I4!*, Doro V. fkina,-Supra

80:3A Gm durZd $ Ml/f 

81-.S4 Om dor Zd 5 WZQ

%



''therefore, the £\tyiin c? t-V\tOnik.c\ Stotts {Federal government] residing m ontof the States crThhl Union art 

Classed OS property cmd franchises of the. federal government, os an individual entity; no one can volunteer 

to be <x ?tdifci\ cifiun. 4Vic law has been cleurkj established. an\j' presumption or Cenkactora I agreement ushch 

4ht territorial Coorb derive from illegal Wt5 or voter registration, is noil and void os it u)aS not Knowing 

anci torliirtcjkj ewkruW«taf Especially if said Contracture*! dowmint das n<jV Cant with -lull disclosure.. thus >n 

4um,'is> fraud by Concealment, and grounds 4> vikaVe any Contractj

> rn 1WI, Bill ClinWi, Signed executive. ordirl2>132, re-establishing 4k form ofgovernment Called FeorAALISM 

[feOEAAuSM tuisftd bach m 1803, during Which Mar bury . vc kladiSon precedent loos ruled by 5CoTTJ5^and described 

Cohen cmtl how Corpora'll federal laws Can preempt lows passed by Shk legislators. ytt, he also made i4 dear that 

4ht'V4oplt of I he Slabs ore fret , Subject only to restrictions m the Constitution i4stlfl or i n Co nsktukono I ty _ 

authorized Qcb dr Cengfoty ta define fhe moral, political, cmd llgaI character of them l.ves* Reckon 2 (d)j

■^toi-VVi all herein asserted, not only proven, bet well established lau), 4ht ftoplt,have +ht r~itjh4, and Can only betried 

in on Odiclc III 'district Court of the United States, ertakd by Congress, the Const,to+iona I Courts of the Unite JS+nfts.

4 to be a Court of record, a 5uptncr court, the court mod possess and present these JJ_ Characteristics (5 is optional) 

1: ajofuedtribunal haying attri butes cmd exercising functions independently cf kitptSon of the magistrate 

designated Vo held d •

U proceedings an held according Vc4ht coufsagc and roles of the Common

3’ its acts and judicial prtceed’ngS are ensiled, or recorded, for a perpetual memory and testimony,

M*. has Power to fine, and imprison lor Contempt’
/ \ "53 '

5°. generally possesses a 56al (optional);

Lou), which iS 4he fcnSktuVionj

' tn an L\r-t‘iclc III court cf record, Vhe decision IS final on all Courts, no Court, not twin 0 Supreme Court Can second guess a 

Court of record, once the jury Cpnv.cts, Sits the punishment, cmd ashtu-horfif any), if Can not be tntd a gam t n Gny Court. 

Si: wkdng sktlcorp. u.for IMB 0.^1*13,80 Led. 11M3,5L> 3.Ct. 773

&3: Jones vj. Jones, 1B& Ho. Opp. 220, 175' S.vJl 227,22<?; £■* Forte CfodhiU, 8 mete. Hass, l7i( per show, C.J.

Set also; ledwith v/.Hiosalshv,,2t4 KJ.Y. MOt, 155;Kib. (d88, loBS;
5Ct also; Blacks Lau), 2^, 3", M* 5* L' Cd-tions; ('-fed. pg. M25-72(o

%



' the 5C.0TUS has also clarifiedthis andf .me gopm/ithe decisions ofan inferior Couft ftfe subject -Vo Collateral

rvftarh- »n o+kr usords/m ©Superior Court, one ma\j sue on inferior court directly, rcdhcrthan resort Vo appeal -to 

Oto Qpptlbck Court. decision of ft cooft of record mc»N| no+ be appealed. d is binding on oil other Courts, ftoiowcr, no 

Statutory orConstiVulWiol Courtfwhethcrit be &n appdlatt of Supreme Court) Con Second gutSS the judgment etacourt 

of recotd.fht judgement c^a Couch of acord,u)hdsj
0

*4 puts an end to inguify Concerning the-fact ,by declaring «t •

icnsdicbon is final, 15 as Conclusive eothnS Court fte> it is on other Courts.

j ■

* (as 1 have already shown the ditfin.net of an Gr+itlt HI ''district Court' and atimtonal legislative Article ll/.Stt.lll "0\strict 

toufc'cj'tk other ma|jr distinct cl'Aftante is two hey coordsimintioned above*, Statutory and Constitutional;

law. itsjunsdiction is spelledOn article III. Constitutional Court, moves according to the Couf3agt and usage of the Co 

Out in (Article III, Sfc+ion 1 of the Constitution, ihe Court it> governed by Maxi ms, and enforced by the People*,

mrnon

*a sktotory [nisi priosjadministrative proceeding*, a Court of very limited jorlWicton.jonsdittion is presumed rot to exist 

Unless proven aPfifrmtivtlvj, C»nd most show on the record offtll proceedings, fl statutory Court moues^ccordingto statutes, 

rules, Codes,regulations,and policies, not the law of man. G legislated act is not the lawof manner of the land.thistypc 

nf court rtguirts Consent, prior to proceeding.ftus Court Vitxs no power to fine onmpnson,# Court of inferior dignity,

-the. law has been cleorlvj established,for it is written, the expressions' dot process of l cm) and law of the land have the 

5ame meaning.!he law intended by the Constitution isthe C

QS it existed and cJfts understood and administered cohon that instrument was framed and adopted

taw that had Come down to us fmm our forefathers,ommon
,>8<c

remains with the People. bwct'sovereignty remains with tbe R0pk and resides wth the Roplc, no action cab be* Sovereignty

tahen against a Sovereign in the non'Constitutional Courts of ether the United State 5 0 r the States, ancl any such action

is conSidtrfrl the enme of barratry,__________ -

8H: & Pcirle U)«thins, 3 pet.at loi-Zos - SchkiecmotH u. BostawoMte O.s.216,255 (lWZ)

65:BlacWs law 2s; 3® M* 3 it?5; UfarttThiskton 52 caUZ5; Eiy,inv. U.S.OL Geoigic. T.WB,2 LU. mJho^fhhhu-UUl^Ml 

8t»: State v. Doherty |»o /uui/Je 50^, 509 (Z872)

^:UniHd States v. Williams 111 5.ct. ^(m)



88
fht Mtfvj mtanm^ c>fScvtrtiijn+y is IWof flu ckcftt of Hit Scuftijjn law If isiHt pobfcpolity of fVi»s 5Vah.jC-itonjlfcJ

f-Wt Ptopk offViiS bfaft c\o nof y'tM VVitirit5 £x>5>f fo aid in Hie. Condocf offlu Roplts bosifWaf pobllt atj

^oM?ff_itinfvj fo Vht ant ncits uYilch serve. f Hem... fif Fk. rtvcluWontfV\t Sovtatrjnfy devolved on fWt People,and +Hc^ ate
if 1

ffokj fV»t Sovtrticjns of Hu Coon+fvf, Hif -VVvfv| art. snvt reign wvWioof snty cf S... wifb nontfo govim bof fWcmstlves

ntsStnu *4 4

*fWtConsfifid-ton j^YtarnbltjanclfWt Dtdarafion ofIndtptncknct maVitsfVuS Mery clta<',atso5coTOSlnalongiint^^n.uJcn+s. 

fhty Wave roltd our and overall ri fW&f fht People aft mfatf Soatfti^n and no+fWt5+aksorfht£ncvtrn«W;Hity alsowenW 

on fo define Wf local, S+cdt and federal lau) tnforctmenf offlctfs coca ccmmiH>ng un\cadfolOof on sacjainsfflntScwtftitjn 

Ho pit byfbt tnforctmenf of fWt laws I art pt tonally liable for fHtir ac-WonSant1

'OlbFbtScofoS K&S madt clear;'flu Common laiu'isfWtftal lawflit 5opftmt Law cffVit Land. Fbi Code, Walts,Pitrjolofions,policy,
"o' ,,t*‘ ❖ ,

and S+ftfoftS arc no+ Hu law, riajlcdions Cannof dtft&f law for ftqulaf >ofi5 usta noV laujs of Hit On.ltd bfcdts wifV»n removal 
<\i ■j j qw#j ^ <iff

Sobjttf; fWty Want also ru\td Hnof, a sfaVoW. *s noV&lauGdyfWiafoOt, n^olafionjoiiisttonform fo law.uJWtn law tyitf opon 

'a code Is neV a\aui,and,inpo'mf of fad-inl&w), a tontorrtnf or^inf risoloHonof Ittjlslafva is nof Lau; 'all Codes,rota

and fUyjkifioYiS aft forcjovtrnmtnf OoHwifits only, no+Woman/ertafors in attoaJariCi wtfk foods laws.all Codes, rcltS, 

and recjulafionS a a unconsWfubonal and lacki ntj dot process.

* CMvj Cons+dofional provision intended fo confer &btntfif 5houid be IiberallyConstrued m favorm flic, clearly mftntUd...

88* OmEncon ?)&nana Co. \j. Undid Fro'if Co,,2? S.Cf. J11,<513,Z13, O.S.3HT(53 Ud. 8l(a[if dnn. Cas.lOH'^]

6<U Chisholm M. Gtorja.US/icWl.^tt,^,! Led.W, 445;&dalL(lvti)p.p.Wl-m

HO’. Bond v. UwiTE05TATe5, 529 U.5.33H (zooo)

qi. btifv.Ahv/. a u}n(zd)ibi

Hi: boncj v. aifrtd 5.Campbell Arf. Co. tVd U.S.23t>

<131 BteK V/. dobnsan UH F. 154, lWt

®lMi Phdps \i. Sit^fri'td 142 U.5. 6>0Z

^5: Inftrnaftonal ft. Co. SI. idavicbon 25? (A'5.'5*Ot>* Hoorno^ v.Fif3f flab BanViof^bfivtforf,!^? la. 10^,3 Sold 244, 

In rt5uf v, P>bay U)n 2d 2C>1

iw’icj v.Fyn 258 M.'f.MZ.rW kl.E.?05;,W,5kiHttitl.Todd. v.'ttlli.f wash.ZdflM3.no P.2d lUtU5 

tl8‘. Piodn^otl 'J. Ao\( Donovan (US, Otpf. of Labor) f.2d 13% (lct85)
%



m
: pRXCcdl^s"

ltcincJ *Hns 

jst other

Constitution Should rfcitvt a littrol interpretation in favor of tk 

Jcijitlztn ,is especially 4rot, with rtsptctto+hosepruuisions which were designed to Safeguard tk liberty and 5tcurty 

^tk[f]'itlztn irmcjandto person and property;

tn ailnuiltliqna

* Vinct 4k Constitution is intended for the observance of Ihtjudlciary as uitU as other departments ot government anti 

Siu.M-n 4o SiipporV.ts.prcvisions ,4 k Courts are n^tat liberty to overlook or disregard its commands or lischarcjt

• nordletbr 

t than Solemn 

1 Cons+HuKon

the judges are

Counteract Evasions thereof, .4 iS their duty m authorised proceedings to give foil effect 4o4k tiosling Constitution, and 

J provisions irrespective oftheir opinion as 4-ofk wisdom or tk desirability of 5ochprovisions4o obey nil Constituh

Oriel irrespective of 4bt consequences, thus,if i S Sa'd that 4k Courts should be i 

of 4k United plates Constitution and guard against tkir infringement by legislative fiat or otherwise. in accordance, 

U)i4 Vi these basic principles... if tint Constitution p 

4k doty of tk Courts to declare that the Constitution and not the statute governs m cases before Vkmforjoclgmtnt

enftfl

r alert to enforce the provisionsin ou

klancMk

ascribes one role and the statute the other m a different role, it is
too

jurisdiction 

ed wth no“ theaforeStatutes which would cltprivt a [cjitia n of tk rights of person or property without a regular trial, according 
* "ii

law, would not be the law of tk land, all laws repugnant+o the Constitution is a>fol(Qnclto tk Coursagt and osagt of Co 

vjoid (and that courts ,as well as other departments, art bound by that instrument, as it istht Supreme Law of the

mmon

band.

* the lfc,ww,T has made it clear as welt, the court dttermmes clearly established law from the SCOTOS, tk Seventh arwtj 

Ond the Gito^a Supreme Court-, y et, the blorthem District federal court has proven that tky will^ follow any laws that 

arc clearly established in tkir' kangaroo Courts, a kangaroo Court is a. sham legal proceeding in wh-cln a persons nghts 

aft totally disregarded and In Which the result iS a foregone Conclusion because of the bias of the Court or other tr.bond|MachS 

Law, L ed. pg. SbEj* this rhalf

-T CoOPiT

two Counts 

?r&tduhonal,

(fionWtd perjury of tkir Sworn oathsis Conspiracy to Commit treasonCigiinsttheConshtutiOn.antaSanCt

to uphold it, with mcdicey;

Ihim Jur Zd., Sec. S/t j Sary v. United Spates 1*43 U.S. 128

lO0‘. l.l»tm due Zd., Sec, 155

L01: Uohtv. Utndtrson,l5 M.C, 15,Z5 AM Dec^t't

10Z: Marbury sj. Madison. 5 U.S. m (1803)

l03*Thomas tv rtl.Thomus v.kbirts 111 f.3d ^50, ^55 (ll^t.r. Zocfl) cittdin fields V. kwinnt+4 Cn4y. Police Off! ctrU

(U.0.Cna. M&ylf70Z3)

oust
2%l l%



* the gcMcmmcnt in thetricl Court did not prcvethat* u)as dealing "firearms as a regular Course of-trade orboslness, 

■VWe evidence pastnted showed 6 Collection of firearms, occassional soles, CKchargES, clandestine c*c4lv/I (oppcrfunlty, 

dal incentive, ond day-to-day activrhes. no evidence Shown had any firearm i own being disposed of far 

Criminal purposes, Dor-for the principal objective of llvdihood and profit;

f;mon

♦ the prosecutor Mormon Lt Barnett admitted on record, Cluyust Vb^ loll ,thaf this matter, the alluded crimes 

my Second Gmendment right to tveendsf. yet » was sentenced to Mb months imprisonment. 4his is an ooHltr of your legal 

traditions 4ha4 deprive and rob the fiople of fundamental rights with no pa-ckprivotlon process.' Shall not infringe" 

restrains a legislature, prosecutor, judge/magistratc and even Cong ass the obllifvj to infringe that- right though Gets, 

leglslcdua, rulings, or unconstitutional, Statutory prosecutions•,

aa

'While that judicial defeanceto legislative, interest balancing is understandable and elsewhere appropriate ,lt is not 

the deference tint Constitution demands; u)hi it "end-justifies 'thfmeans rotionalieationS should generally beundtsW

as antithetical tothe role of law, feruen, now leaves no doobf that &uch rationalizations Have no place t n ourSecond

Gmendment jurisprudence

* 10 Metier, 5CoTos ruled ''the Second Gmendment does not by \ Is own force apply to anyone looV the federal government.
X 1*^’^’ ^ It

if means that it shall mot be Infringed upon Vxj Congress; 4k alleged crimes Ixlllngflrearms w Ahoot a licence and ''false 

Statements by Signing a-form, ore outliers that yoor founding fathers any my ancestors would have, never accepted, yodre 

restricting of the Peoples tree liberty, and Contradicting the fundamental rights protected by the 5tcond Qmendments outer 

bounds cfthe fgVvt to "Itieep and bear c»rm[s];

‘the government foiled to justify or prove tWatthar regulations aa Consistent with the nations historical traditions of firearm
\x i _

regulation, only then may a court Conclude that the individual s Conduct nlk outside 4lit Second Qmmdmrdk mcjval'ifkdconmndf

1H • Bnutn, Cited by SCOTU5 In United States v. if ams

H5; batn.no. Z.0-8^3,dune Vh^lOTL

M* \ District of Columbia v, Heller 554 US. 5 to

111United States v. CroihshcinK, Cited by SCoTUS >n ffl/eC55VCA5.57U

llg fWn, no. lo- 841, dune 13^ 2-021 %



* for a federal prosecoforfo admtf final he Cons/lcfing and impnsonincj an mnocenf wan forfhe excerase of a pre-txlskr<j, 

Conskfufloncdly protected nc^hf, is hghlvj unlawful , ond nof acceptable, m anvf Good,*

''Ike Unfed States CifWncc{ isfbe rEpf&nfaW no* of an otainarej park) taa conWitrsy ,bolda

oMtrn impartially is as Compelling as’if s obligahon ta cjo\itm aVoll'jSovtreiyfvf who's obligation fo g 

Cmd who's infects! ,fheflfore, in atdminal prosecution is no! Hof if shall to»n a cost,lout 'Wiol^uslce

SMI be done, forfhls reason +he SCoTos Caufons fhaf Ike prosecutor'is i n a peculiar and veny 

cleflnlW sfate. of Sense, the'seruanf of Ike law. he w&\| prosecute. wltta tamtstness and vigor, 

indeed, he shall do so. look u)h'lt Vie vnavj sfnkt hard blows, Vie isnolaf hbtrfyta wake fool 

ones. f hos, \\ \S as mock his doty lo refrain from 'onpcooer methods calculated Ip produce a
I , , il

Iwrongfol coiyichon, as If is to use evervj leglflmafe means !o bring aboot c*. gosf one*,

* tn lawman'sferms,''no court Canacquire juosditfiontafry optisonforanac! made Crinmnal ©nlvj by anonconsltokoncd

tangtracrlmt,and Convickon onder&ockStatuteCan not belaw, and f hvjs, an offense by an unconstitutional statute, i 

C*. legal Cause lor imprisonment; and' a prosecutions use of ©defendants exercise of k>s Constltationol rights against km, may 

amount Id prosecutorial misconduct, yet 1 was corwlc+td and imprisoned wktn a Court most declare, the! Ike Comkfohon 

Ond nof Ike statute governs \n cases before them forjodgement •,

is no

• Ihe law is nof discretionary. dvtn if for Some reason I was discretlonory,thtfact that a matter is discretionary 

clots nof prevent itfrom being a matter affecting a Substantial right. fine well known role of 4kt Oivr^crcouPiT is-toappl^ 

the laws as the 5COTOS declares fhtmfu be. fhe Coorfs of Cl pleats is hound Id follow decision of scotus. if is nof ctearto 

kow Ike ll? Circuit Can freely ignore, reject, overrule, valid taws,Ike Consktotion,GndTrtcrly violations just fa hold an 

innocent mon behind bar^. Ihe Conviction and imprisonmenf is unConstetetional.tkE.lcKW is dear. ^£)0*years. nettling 

CQn Change f he history. the court is rego'Ced by LAW ,fo release ioVbrr Klontelkflollowell, dismiss Ike charges, and compensate. 

Kim for damages, and all injuries Suffered fromthiSurTonstetafionol C-fanv/’i cf ion, and foist imprisonment;

HI: Onfta States v, ^tune US. ion Lexis 25101 

izo ‘ State, v. Denzel 58>2> UW. 2.J (p'fGrhMpp262(199*?)

lLV- United Stakes v, Lawrence ^^5” f.^dCzoi^)

111lb Om, Jor. Zd-( sec 32&

1V> .’ Onifeci States V. Hampton, Cited bvj SCOTUS *n ftacj 

llMu lha+flemon v. Madden 88 flZd 058, fe.k. (n.s)2(«fc (l^sT-)

34Z 0,5,205man

%



pUci ooAw \jo o t\ftr\| rtC|OtsA, and Wavt s ptrd a laV oV 

mont^j Ao have \|oo,as a Cltr b y"ial as A yoo hwt Avii aoAw>n-H.| +d moVc 

Gtnoj Orel joe iauAol dlAtommed-ion uiWtn \po aft noV o. dos+'Ct, and

A iSjnoV yur job.

\< OQvlt COo^

\|oo Wavt rtotvui tnc\ostd'

“ in\ ^ormo. pauper is£orm ~ ^olt 3 A 

' ArV\t Wm\r> order aS YOO recjUifl 'V -Vo bl 

- 4-ht habeas u>AV\o operas step fidk\j

AWpdVilft should lot no nttd Por AWs wrd^d-D noA beaded. \|ou and\|oof houuW GuvitfcA 

Vvosit boAVi ftcvtvitA 4b\s

■prtM\oobiv| t>tr>A nn\| doasmen+s boch Ad mt^r none teas StoAAoAbt SolicVtarGientrcd,

' josAdid noA have Abe rriontv| Ad 5tnd boAh pachacjtS, ont-dc*^ pr-ionAi^ mail.
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