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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

(1) Whether the Stafe 9# Aﬁzonq denied Petifioner the rigﬁi' o wél be d epri Vgcl gy i-pe,m)ai"t»

@

)

@

or propesty, withedt due process of low, as 5aqrqvi+eu‘ by fmendmends 5,6,and I & the
U.S. Constififion, and Section 4 o Avticle 2 of the Avizona Constitition ,whewn Hhe State
imprfsowecl Petitioner, withodl due process of law, and the State has brougld NO crimival
case ot Lawaquqius“' Ptibioner under the provisions of the Arizena Constttutton.

Whelher the Stefe of Arizona dewted Retitioner Hhe cightfo e informed of the natire. and
cause. of the accusation, as 3uarm+eeé by Amendmerts 6.and [l fo the U.8. Consfitition,
and Sechion 24 of Acticle 2 of the Arizona &uéh‘l’u‘{‘tm, whew fhe State proviJeJ Petibioner
No | cénﬁ‘h‘\'u‘ﬁouq( wetice of the natuce and cause of any d\Wﬂe.

Whether the State of Arizona denied Petitioner fhe vight -t counsel jas 3uqrav\+ed by
Amendueits 6 and 14 5 fhe U.S. ConsTehition s and Section 24 of Aeticle 2 f the Arizoma &né‘li"{'q’l".‘mi
whewn the State pv—ovi‘Ju\ Peﬁ‘i*a‘qwex NO conslifitional counsel.

Whelher fhe State of Arizona denied Petitioner e rijlrl{’{’e teidl by jury,as 3uqmvd'eeA by

* Amendwmests 6 and 1 fo the U.S. Constitetion iqmi Section 24of Aticle 2 of the Avizona

Constikition | because the Stafe has PrbviJeJ Petitioner NO constitutiona| speez]y and
pu“ic trial y Ly an iwpqrﬂa' J'ury..

(5) Whether fhe Petitioner is ewtitled 4o Jisci\arge Preowm cus"ﬁaJy,umler the due precess

clause of the State and Fedeval Constitulions, because there is N___Q lawful cause oFf
ﬁmpﬁSanmevd', and he was denied his Riﬂh’k o due process of low and the e,c;uql Pro“fec'ﬁov\
of the laws. ' '
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PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

Petitoner, s"tqmlimﬂ“a‘n Law ‘i his wafuval eapacity, hereby calls upon Hhis Court and
Respendesils, f exercise All Hhe powers it has for the profection of the Rights of the. Petitiones
% Jv‘sck«*g?— Ptikioner from cus'focly wi%u““Je.\qy and o restore All Petitioner’ Riakl's.

JURISDICTION

This same app‘u’cq‘fien Lo a writ of habeas corpus addressed fo the Prnal Cou&"}: Superior
Court, and a copy heveof addressed o the Avizona Mo'rv«ey Geuneral with fiest-class po?"cﬁe
prepaid, was degosited in the prison mail system on H-19-20/8,

.ﬁ;s same. app lieation for a writ of habeas corpus addressed 5 the Avizona Su prewme Cour"; and
a copy Hheveof az:lJresseJ 1o the Avizona Aﬂo’fnﬁ)’ Genem( ,w‘i‘\q\ ﬁ“féf— clqss Fos A Pre_-')qu )
was Jeposi'i'ec‘ in the Pris«wx wail sys‘re.m on 5 - ,s 20|/ 8.

This same afp,:'cq‘l'u'en foe a writ of habeas corpus addressed fo the Supreme Courtof
the United Sties, and copies theveof addressed fothe Avizona Governor and Avizona
Aﬂ'oruey Geneml,wf'l'h -(»):rs‘i' »c,‘qss postge P“e—PaH ) Was Ao_posi'l'e.c' i the f"l%pn Mq:l
system on 5-4 -20/8,

The writof habeas corpus has failed fo issue and has beewn suspended in violation of
Section 1 of Aticle 2 of fhe Acizona Constitition, and in viclation of Section 9ef Akiele 1 of

Hhe United States Conshtution.

The Jurisdu'd’{ov\ of fhis CouFPng___l:__g__\_N_ “s tavoked under fhe United Skites Constitulion
and Hhe Fiest, 6thand [Hih Amendwends Herels, and under Sections 45,14, 23,and 24 &£
Adticle 2 of the Arizona ConsTitution.

NOTICE 15 GIVEN that Petitioner 3ives>d0 consenl Fo Eiuf'l;' ; A«Jmiv‘qffy,or Maritime

jurisdiction of Hhe. Courts and frever refuses o ac.;uie.sc,e‘ﬁs any such jum‘sa].‘c,ﬁons,
1.



CONSTITUTIONAL PROVISIONS INVOLVED
U.5. CONST.,ART. 1 ,sec.‘?;
Tre Privilege ‘,(?.&e Writef Habeas Covrpus shall net be suspeuJeJ, u;ﬂess.whew in Cases of
Rebellion ov Tuvasion the public Safely may cequire i+

US. CONST,, ART.3, SEC.2,
Tnall Cases. i which a State shall be facty, the supreme Coutt shall have or?ﬂ‘iv\al Juvisdichion.

U.S.CoNST., ART. 6,
Tuis Constrhition, and the Laws of the United Stafes which shall be made in Rirsuance 'ﬂ\e\reo% are

shall be the supreme Law of the Land;and die JngeS in every State shell be bound thereby any
Tuing in the Constitifion or Laws of any State 15 fhe Con‘k-ary adtwithsfand ing-

The Sendlers aud szresevifdﬁyes before meioned, and the Members of Hhe several State
Leﬂfslcd’ures, and all execdive aud J‘uJu'ch( Officers, both of fhe United States and of the several
Stufes, shall be bound by Oath ov Alftemalion, To support this Constitution.

U.S. CoNST. AMEND. 1,
Congress shall make no law.,s. quiJgi'nS eocthe rfsl\’r# the people.m A pdﬁ“m the Govervmet

£ a redvess of grievances.

U.S. CONST., AMEND. 6,

T all ceiminal Prose.cuﬂows,*he accused shall evtjoy the “33'»& toa sPeu(y and Pubii’ ¢ Trial ,.l:y an
impartial jary of the State and dighict wherein fhe exime shell have been committed;... and
 be ifemed of the ndtuve and cause of the accusdfion;fs be coufrorfed with the wituesses
againt him;To have c_o'mputSory process for oblaining withesses in his fvor, and Yo have

the Ass; S't:mne o Counsel & his Je:pe_vxcu

U.S. CONST., AMEND. 14,
No State shall make or ewforce any law which shall abridge fhe privi"ege,s of immunities

2.



of cifizens of the Untted States ; or shall any Skife deprive any person of life, libeity,or onperfy,
7 without due process of law ; nor dewny fo any person within its juv'fsda‘éf iow the e‘}““' Préf'eéffon
of the laws. '

ARIZ.CoNST. ART.2,5EC H,
No pex son shall be deprived of life., libedty, or Propexfy withodt due process of law.

ARiz. CONST,, ART. 2, SEC..S,
The rigkt’ f pe‘h’fiou ove Shall never be qbri'cjs&cia

ARIZ. CONST., ART. 2,3€EC. 14,
The Pvivifeﬁe of the weit of habeas Corpus shall uet be 5445‘)2»\42& by e authorities of the stite.

ARiz.CoNST, ART.2, SEC.24,

In eriminal prosecitions, the accused shell have the right f: appear and defend in person, and by
Couksa()t demand Hhe natire and cause. of e accusdtion agqit\s't him, %o have a copy #tereog %
fes'h-py in his own behalf £ weet the wituesses agqa"ns"' hiv face s Gace To have campaism-y
processTa compeq e dlfendance of witesses i his ewn Le,kal?ﬁa have a sPe&{y public kil lay
an impm‘"f(ql Jury of fhe couvd*y ig\ which the o@egs& is q"egd fo have beew Commiﬂ'ea\ sand Hhe
ﬁﬂ@.t? appeal in all cases ; and fin o instance shall any accused person before findl Jhcigm;udf
be eompelled fo advance money or fees o secure the vights herein gquacaileed.

ARIZ.CONST. ART.2,5E¢.32,
M P'('OV;S:OKS O‘c fk:s ccp\s#“‘“"fev\ ave MQU\JQ-‘BV'Y/ uleSS by CXPT&SS WO\"Jﬁ ‘"’ley ave Aec'qret)
to be cthecwise.

ARIZ. CoNST., ART.'6, SEC. 25, |
The style of process shall be" The Stafe of Avizona”) and pmsecu‘h'oms shall be ConJaEt'eJ

in the name of he <late and Ly its auﬂwr?‘i‘,.
3.



STATEMENT OF THE CASE
() Petitioner is currev\ﬂy a’mpr’isoned inthe Avizona Depaﬁw«em{’ce Correchions Eyiman Compiex)
ia Flovence ) Avizowa. Petitioner was arvested on July ,Zq. , 20049,
() Florence, Avizona {5 within Pinal Couv'd'y.,
() Petitioner has committed NO crime and there is NO lawful cause of imprisommendt.
@) The Stafe. of Arizona’sin o Jownme\ﬂal cqpacﬁ'y shas filed _N’_(__) indichmentor infbemation fo
bring a criminal case qth\éf Putikioner under the provisions of fhe Arjzona Condlihition.
() he Stafe provided Petitioner NO uetice of fhe weture and cause of any ekavae‘qs 3uami\‘l'ee¢l
by the Stafe and Federal Constifutions.
(&) Petitianer has NOT waived his Right 1o be iformed of Hhe uature aud cause of the accusation.
(1) The Shite proviafec( Petitioner Nz‘_l counsel ag 3&44\’4#‘(*'&:1 by the Stite and Federal Conlititrons.
® Petitioner has NoT waived his ngld’ 45 counsel.
(@YTue Stite provided Petitioner MO speedy aud publictiial by an impactia | juey as 3uamvﬂ'eal by the
Stife and Federal Cmslifuitions.
Ge) Petitioner has NOT waived Wis Right % Frial by Jury
(ll)Tke State has Je,pﬁvacl Petitionesr of his 'Ebexfy u_ﬂi_j__."i\_ﬁ__tji' due Proce.SSoc law.
(2) Petitioner kas NOT Kuowingly volunlaci ly,or idestionally exteved ivilo awy wﬁhfad' ov
| 43?&%%’(‘ either expressedl ovr 'Ew\phenj.
(13) Petitioner has NOT given ndormed consedor ac:}m‘esaec‘ To avy Ec,,ui'f'y,AJmtrql'ﬁy,or Mavitime
jurisclid’{oms of e Courls , and he re.jec’fs and disavows all suckjuriscln‘c'ﬁous and Horever
refuses 1o acquiesce t ay such JuvisJicfs'éu.s.
(i4) Pa‘f#i;nev, in his Vg‘l’g_a__l CQPad‘l'y, Pled o Pekibionfoe Writef Habeas Corpus,under HheStak and
Fedetal Constiliifions , jooJ and Sa\e%cien“f:\n'n Law ™ #het entilles Atthonects Jiscka‘ge £om w“')'ocly.
(i5) Twis Courtis duly bound , under the Due Process Clause, ® issue the weit without delay.
NOTICE iS GIVEN Hhat Rkitioner globally rescinds £ cause of failure To disclose visks, peﬁk,

and responsibilifies , Al covlvacts and asveemem+s execilfed  his nalird and Np*esevd&ﬁw—

capacities withoul exception hether expressed o implied.
4,




GROUNDS(REASONS) FOR GRANTING THE PETITION

GROUND ONE: The Stute of Arizona imprisened Pelitioner, witheut due process off Jaw,and the
State has Brou3k+ _&g eriminal case “at Law”agq‘lv«s‘f Petifioner under the provisions of the
Avizona Conslititiow . Tis denied Petitioner the V'igkf % mf be Ae.pvi\leé of life J ibeﬁ'y, ov
property withouit due process of |aw, and vicldfed Secliond of Adicle 2 of the Acizona
Cov\s‘l"tu‘f‘m, and Amendmedts 6 and 14 B the U.S. Constitiifion .

The U.S. Supreme Court explained that “The. vighls of life aud perseial libedly are natural
rigkfs of wan, [ The very kfjkes‘f duly of the Stites, when they enlered il Hhe Union under
the Constitition ;Was 1t pro'fec'i' all persens within their boundries in the eujoymevd' of these
unalienable vights with which they were endowed by their Credtor. Seveveiguly, frthis parpese,
resls alowe with the States ZU.S. v.Cruikshauk, 92 U.S. 54Z, 653 (18775).

That e fourteenth amendment Prokikih a State from Jepvfw‘w_g any péxs«m of life, 'ﬁm‘fy,

ov propeily, without due process of law ; bul Hhis adds m‘!’hivg 1o the vighfs oKone cilizen as ng‘m?"
ansther, T sfmply furnishes an additional 'guarav\t/ ajqivts‘f any encroachment Ey the Skites
upon the fundametal r.‘j\»\fs which belowg o every citizen as a member of socicty, [f] i
secuves the individual from jﬂ'«e ar Li‘h-ary exereise of Jhe powers of 3overup\ed;unres‘+rqinen1
by dhe established principles of private ights and disheibitfee jus'ffceféruikskauk,q*ﬁ‘/.
That"The fourteenth amendment prehibits a Stafe From clev\ying o awy person within its
Jurisdiction the e?qu' ProTed" on of the law: s but Hhis provision dees ugt...add any -Mnj +
the rujtd’s which one cifizen has under fhe Constitiition qsqmgf' andther. The equa h‘ty of
the r‘igkf's chze\ms isa Prmuple, o“? repuulcqmsm Eve.r’y re.puulcm‘\ 3°V¢\"ﬂ~"'\€'§r 5
i duly bound o Pm’f’e_d‘ all its citizens inthe evvoy"wd' of this pr‘mcap\e, o within its
power, That duty was originally assumed by the States 5 and it shill remains there.
The ouly obligqﬁon re.s“i’.‘ng apon dhe United States is 1o see that Hhe Shites do naf

AeMy the iria"d' v Cfvm’kskqv\k,a*' 554-55.
5



That when Goveramests descend o dhe level of o mere corporifion and Take on the character
o a private cif zen...Br purposes of suif, such corpord‘f‘foas and entifies are regarded as an
entily exficely separate from government. Clearield Trust Co.vUS., 318U.5. 363 (1943).

Accorc(iusty, by imprisoning Petitioner and failing t ‘oriwﬂ a eriminal case af Law qaaiv\s'f
Wim under the provisions F the. Arizovar Constitition, the State of Avizona hag Jep’riveJ Bettioner
of Wis Itberty witheul due process of law avd denied him the eiuA protection of fhe faw.
Petifioner is entitled fo Ji’sclmrje from cuslody undev the Due Process Clause of Hhe State and
Federal Constrhitions, and fhereby this Court is duty bocnd to discharge Petioner Lrom
Cas'ﬁse‘y withedl delay and fo veslore all Petitioner’s ngk‘f’s‘

GROUND Two: The State of Arizona proviJaJ | Retitioner N;Q wm‘tﬂ"ﬂ’fom\( netice of the
nq“{'«-we and cause of any chrﬁe.Tk‘is c‘ew'eJ Po:h"f'i’ow the V‘l'gt\f‘ﬁa be l'wpsrmec‘ op-{ka
adfuce and cause of the accusation ; and violated Section 24 of Adticle 2 of fhe Avizona
Constitition , and Amendmerits 6 and 14 £ the U.S. Constitution.

The U. 3, Supreme Court eﬂpldvxd that “No Priv\dple,op Proce.Jura[ due process is more
cleqriy estabolished than that netice of He speci-p‘fc c‘u\f\g&, and a chance f be heard in a
feid of e issues vaised by the charge, if desived, ave among the eonstifitionl nbkfs of
every accused ina crivainal Proceec‘fnj wmall cour'fs, glate or &Jerql .I, Cole v. A\'kqnggg,
3330.8.196, 201 (1a48).

Acarc\inﬁly, n ‘eaflfv\g t provide Petitioner cons'h‘f‘u“h'om“y ellective ustice of Hhe
natare and cquse of the accusation pursuavd'h the Avizoua Coustitiition the Stike o Arizona
dewied Petifioner the due process right fo uetice of fhe. charge.

GROUND THREE: The Stte of Arizona ProvaeJ Petifioner N__g constihitional counsel.
This denied fietitiomer the right 1o counsel, and violated Section 248 Acticle 24f the Avizona
Constifition, and Amendmerids 6 and i fo Hhe. U.S. Constitibion.

The U.S. Supreme Court explajned Hat “Since the Sixth Amendment c,ms‘i‘;:].uf,‘gmuy

entitles one charged with crime 1 the assistance of counsel , compliance with this
6.



conslititional wmandate is an essential Jue isdictional p\'e,re?uisﬂ’e foal ']comr?"sl aafnmrf‘{}f
To deprive an accused of his |ife or | ibex‘fy ¥ Jownsonv. Zer Bstgol-l 0.5,458,46‘7(938)‘
Gideon v-Wainwright, 372 U.§ 386,342 (1963) (6% Amendmerd vigltt to counsel in eximinal
pro ceeJivtgs 4ﬂ)|ie.$ t states ‘Htroual\ l‘[*“AmenJmu\'B.

AccorJ:ugly Jin {34;({“3 + bring a eviminal case af Law nghé‘\' Petitioner; aud eﬁ‘?vg

to provide hiwm constifutional counsel umder the provisions A the hrizonq Constitution,
the State of Arizowna denied Pelibioner the due process rijl\“\' % counsel as 5uqraﬁ"ee¢‘

by Ye Stdfe and Foderal Constitutions,

CROUND FOUR: The Stute of Arizona has provic‘ec] Fetitioner NO conshihitional 5{;@@] y
| and public frial, \ny an \Wlquhal Ju\'y This desied Petifioner the ﬁgﬁ'fo teial by jorys
and violdled Section 24 of Avticle 2 of Hhe Aﬂzov\q Cov\s“h"'u"‘m) and Amendments and 14

to e U.S. Constitiition.

The Sith Amendwend Pravwles et in all erimjnal Prose_adfuous the qccuseJ shall ewJoy
the right %o 4 speedy and public frial , by an fmpartial Jueyeen “08.Gomst hmend. 6.

Tie U.S. Supreme Cour explained that the right % feial by juryisa fundamental
reservation of pewer wxequ' 1o ensure that the peopie have uH:'ma‘lLe. Covd'v-ol e the
Jucl.mq*ry Blakely, v. Wash. 542U.5.236,306 (2004), That the Sixth Amendmenct right fo teial by
jury qﬂ)‘(es 5 glafe. criminal procee.Jsugs. Duncan v. La., 39| u.s, 145, (19 68).

Accorz{:'c\j'y, in paihng 1 bring a ceiminal case o Law agqiv\éf Petitionev; and fail l'uﬂ"; P‘roviJe
hiwa 4 speedy and public Trial by jury under e provisions of the Avizona ConsTiffion , Fhe

Stile of Acizona dewied Petitioner fhe due process ri:ﬂtf'h teial By jwy as juqmvd'ee.d
by the State and Fedeval Condfititions.

GROUND FIVE ; Petitioner is exfitied fo Jtscka-rge from eus’fBJy,uv\cler Hhe Due Rrocess Clause
of the. State and Federal Constibutions, because there is N_;__Q lawful cause of imprfSov\me.ﬁk
Petitioner is in cus"'ody tn viclation of the ConsTikition and laws of fhe Unifed Stites, and in
violdion oft the Constilition and faws of Hhe Si';'fe of Avizona; as set Lt indhis P'eaJing-



MEMORANDUM OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES .
| | L COMMONLAW |
 The US.Supreme Court explained that " We have in our political syslem 3ovemmoit Fhelited Siles
. awd.a governmend of each o the severa| States. Each one.of fhese 3avemmen"|'s is digtinctfeomthe
_ _dthers, and each has. citizeus of its owi who owe it qnegiquce, and whose ri’skfs,wi{kin i’kjuriséa‘tfkn, L
it wast Pro‘i’e&t The. same. person way bedf the same Hime a citizen of the United States aud a cilizen
_____ of a State, bt his ﬁgkfs of citizenship under ovee & these 39V¢meevi’('s will be differed from R
 hese he has undex fhe cther. Cifizews are the wembers of the Polﬂ’iml .;.mmua&,  which they L
beloug. They are fhe peop‘e who Compose the. commanily; and whs, i Hheic associited quqc'x“"y, have o
 egfablished or subwitled Hhemselves o the dominion fa goVerv\mev‘\f‘ for the promo*ion £ dhete
L 3eweral welare and the pro‘l’eéhov\ of their individual as well as Hheir collective ri35__1+3. Inthe
 frwation ofa 3overmw‘{’, the People may covfer ufion it such powers as Hhey choose, The
, sovemmeﬁ, whemt so formed, may, and when called upow should, exercise all the powers it has
 foc e ,pi:ofec?h‘cv\ of e vights Lits citizens and the P&Ple within ﬁsjuris::liéﬁbn shat tean
 exercise h_o___o_i_&__-e_{' The daty of a 3ovemm¢v\“(’+p afford Prb‘"z&hon is limited q,ways by the . _
power it possesses fic that Purposef' U.S. v. Cruikshank , 92U.8.542 549 (1875).
Y citizem oo subuifled himself o such a fovm of 3ovemmey\’(’._ He owes q”ejiquce‘h: [ two
soverelgities]and within their raped’tvesf'\m must pay fhe penalties which each exacts for .
 drscbediencet its Jaws. Tn refirn, he can demand pvét'ed‘:m feow eachwithinib owwjurfsi{c',’,zu £
_ Cruikshank, ot 551. L v o
. “The laws of the several States, except where the Constibition, Tredties, or SMatides of the Unirded
_ States ofherwise Y‘e%“ire or prov(a‘e, shall be regarJeA as rules of decision fv\"'riqls deommon
[aw; in the courls of dhe Unifed Sfdl’es, i cases where 'Hley aﬂ:lyf Evie Railroad Co. v"':mebls,
304 ).5.64,7i 6438)5 “Mhexe is g_gﬁc‘e‘rql 3e,nequ common |aw f’_@__iji.g_s ; a8, “he common |aw
5o faras itis enforced fna State, whether called ecmmon lawi or m’{) is net fhe. common law
, 3e.ite_;r_q_f(y beit the faw of Hhat State e.xis“f;‘na by the au‘H\orH'y of Hhat Sta*@[;li%:oiwpkl}lsi &M
Accard inj‘y , Arizona’s Constilion )45 dealled in conbormance Tothe Uﬁ.&df&.‘ﬁmﬂ«s the Comman Iqw.
8.




| IL.UNCONSTITUTIONAL ARIZONA REVISED STATUTES
Aeizona's Conlittion, and Hhe. Laws which shall be wade i Parsuance theresf provides the

:?ountjq‘f'a‘ou QX‘.HM- 013 'i'jdhovxs #\q“.’ i’anviJuq(s qvu‘ S'fd.l'e. thve ‘f?war;‘ em:lx oﬂten A“l‘zoﬂﬂ's o
_Co.usﬁ{d‘fon prow'des “\cﬂ’ 'H,\e e.vtq,c'ﬁnj_ciqgse, o'c e.Very_ bf” enac"[’ec/ Ly ‘“le I,,egislq“"um slmH beqs o

Lllows: Be i cnadted by the Legislituve.of the State of Arizonajor when the ititive isuseds
*Be it enacted by the People.crc fhe Stite Arfzenn'I'Aﬁz.,&ns‘l'»,Af{'.‘f‘,§2‘l» That No Act or.

section thereof shall be revised or amended by were vreference 5 the tille Fsuch actbitthe

actor section as amended shall be set foth and {)ubh‘ shed at £l ,ensﬂfAn‘z,Cous‘t,Art‘l,§l4._‘

“he provisicns £ @vium’s-_{cm's'ﬁ‘la‘{fm are mqv\Jq"’ory:'Ar?z.eouét,Aét2,§32,4MJ hrel)y jur:sJo'c‘ffonal .
Arizona Revised Statifes ave set forth and published with NO e,mi‘fivg clause as frascr:lm‘

by Avizona’s Contibuition, fgj fo show by w‘m‘l’qu'mor{fy it was made law,and are ‘lﬁem(:yv_g_’_l__q_l.

on their face. The Cov\s'lf+aﬁov\q[/y invalid Avizona Revised Stihifes confer No jurisc’&:ﬁm .

onthe coutt, The issue is nol whether the stitites were passed by Legislq ave, bit vther
 fhdt Acizona Revised Statufes in theic cuvreil shite don'f exist as valid Avizona !qw,

because Jrkey f’é_‘i to Lollow the form and éfy'e P‘rescvibec‘ by Avizowna's &mff}uffcw )

due o the mannex in which "Rse.y 4re Pub(ishecj and ?i‘omulsq‘f'ecl .

The US. Supreme Court exp'm‘s\e,cl dnat i unconstihifional law is \_{__O_ié ,and isas no law.
An offence creafed by itis nota ceime. A conviction under it is vto"l'me?ely erfoneous, bat

s illegal and veid, and canwet be a legal cause of imprisonment. Ex pavie Siebold, 100U.S.

F1,37-77(1880) . That “waiil of c‘rfw'mm'y vos render the proceleuss void “Sichold,t 376.

That “Due process...isa 3uarqu’ee Hhat a man should be fried and convicted only in
qecordance witk valid laws of the Jand. TRa conviction is net valid under these qus,s'fiﬁtvy
and consTihilional , a Man has been denjed due process and hasq cov\%'}f“ﬁt‘bm! rfakl' to

have the conviction sefaside y witheut beivu_, Je,Pri’sz o lu'ge,-ii")effy,er Propar‘\'y L:]//
N.C. v. Pearce, 395 U.5. i, 739 (19¢9).
Accorclf-sly , as a malfer of Stafe and Fedeval law, any conviction under Arizowa Revised

Stifites would be l‘“egql and Void y and caanst be a \e‘jal cause of ;’mpr'tsonmavd" .
9.



: TI.REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT .
" Arizona's Coustitution provic‘es st “he powers of fhe aovev;nmm“l' of dhe shite £ Avizona
shall be divided ivto Hhivee Sepqmﬁ departmertts, the fejfs(a“h"\,/e,w‘he exuad?v&,anJ'&ejuAiCi'al $
_43\4 ) exce.{it 4as PronJe,J ?vg’u\is awsﬁhfg'on J sgcl\ Japqtftmev\{'s St\qu Be sepq\'dfean st‘h’nd' ,,avul
”

o one of such Jepqw‘fme.v'\fs shall exercise %ﬂ_poWers P’\’o?exly \mkvmg?ng‘fo either of Hhe oThers,

Aﬁt,.a%‘hl A3, Tt e execifive Jequfmevd'shn" consistof the goveruot, se.cre‘(‘qu ags‘t&‘_’l’e ,

 stite freasaver, dfloruey qeneral ,and superidendent o public indleutiont Ariz. Const pAet5 61,
Thet the Govermor*shall fake care that the: laws be faithfu fly execited “Ariz. aous't, AcL.5 84, That Tre
' /ejisld’a‘ue au‘fhm']ry of die stife shall bevesled in q Iejo’sla"h(re ’ Consfsﬁv\ﬂ fa 6’ev\q+e am! 4‘10&6e.
_of refresev_\'f.?\ﬁves riz.Coust, A4, 81, Tt “he judicial powier shall be vested i an in‘{l":j‘r,dfecl
juJi’dq‘ Jevqi\'mmfc.onsisﬁmg ofa Supreme court, such infermedidfe qppe”afe cousts as vy be

provided by law, a supexior courT, such courts fnfertor 1 the superior courtas may be ProvaeJ by
_ /qw, and Jusf’fce coudts " Ariz. &us‘k,Ar“héﬁi. That Al Po‘ﬂ"x’cql pouer s jnheveut inthe f%
and 3oVev:meﬁf’s decive their jusT powers Lrom the consent of %govemecl, avd ave established
o P\‘é‘\'eétanc‘ maiilain iniyfciuq‘ riﬁat;\i_s_ YAriz. &v@t,Av‘k’ 2,82 . Thus it can be seen that fie
manner in which our goverament is ifended 1o opevafe. Is for the Lejis‘ifure,‘l’o make the
laws, the Executive. Departimest, under Hhe supervision o the Govervor, To execile e laws ,
and the Judicial beyqrfmek+ t aﬂ)ly the law o pai"hcqlw cases andadtas referee and
Juége Lej’fweem Con“l’mc‘fnj qu‘h’e.s.
_ . _ IV. PUBLIC PROSECUTORS _
e execution of the laws include net only the administration of dhe laws ,Ldt also eﬂgm'uj
- fhem by prosecu+fn3 fhose. who do wet comply with Jiem. Tnorder for the Governor To have
fhe power T proseciile these wheo £ail 1o Cow\f)ly with he <tafe’s faws, the onseccifcrs it

be under his supervision and thecefore, Prosacoﬂbrs wusT be 4ppoiﬁl’ecl by him. He must
have the power 1o remove. thewm Leom oBfice if they Lail 1 do his bidding and he canndl
do 50 anless they £l an qPPofv{iéJ ofLice. Tn ovder e there o bea proper p'rose,cuﬁ'an,
At Law, he Governor musfqppaiﬂl' puUic Prosecu“lbrs who are under his supervision,

I0.



. . | M.COUNTY OFFICERS |
Acizonas Constitifion Provicles that “Each counly of the stie +.vshall bea hon Po]ikc and covrpm:«.\‘['g“’0
Aciz.Const, AdkiZ, 34 . That There are heveby credted inand for each organized Couﬁ*’y of the Shale fhe.
follswing oPlicers whe shall be elected by fhe t;ualfﬁea’ electors Hieveols o sheripgqcouv«“f}qﬁkwmﬁ
a regorcler, q‘k'e.qsurex) an as3essot; ] s‘uperi'a}\t.nien'fc(z Sckools and & 'e«x’sfﬂwee supex visevs,”
Ay_g.CoVLs't, At .IZ’,§3. Tkey ave,in cqct Simply officers ofa mun?c{pql Cov‘:m.'{l?on act s"ns in Lelm#’ '
of that cwpor&h'm. Sivee a L'ouvd'y a'ﬂbmey is q,so an a(-?{cev* ap the coui’rﬂqu‘cial \)equrmev\"t,_
and __N__g_‘_f a mewber of Hire E&uufhve bepq'éfme\i\'k ok stite SoVerv\w«eM"t *Huy can L\ave&d&nckvg
 fhe couls in criminal cases qjq'msT Natural Pecsons. Ceimial prosecu’ﬁon_s musThe
behalf of the ™ PCQP[& of the Stite”, Since a Couvd’_y is mere.ly a muv\icipql Corporcﬂ'ton within
Avizowa it C_‘j‘-&_“-‘-_‘_j‘ possess Execitive Pwers of Hhe Stite. Wevapore.,q COuvIILy C;@_n__?h‘ephfeﬁ\'
&e“i’epfle of the State”in court; and thereby Jeuy aDefondad due process in cximimal cases,
TRa Defendanl ima criw«i’ml case was s be Prosacu‘f’ec‘- By a member of fhe Judicial De@a#meﬁi’
 as well as be. judged and seifenced by a wewbey of 4hal same Judicial »Depai-fmeﬁ'b‘fhay nat only
_Vi'o____l_ﬂi'_g““\e Actzona Congh{’ﬁ‘hm by usarp'ms difres Pro')evly LeloVﬂinj‘hﬁ«e Fxecifive Depqe:‘heﬁl—;
bat olso \i_gl;gtg the Doclvine of Hhe Separation of Powers and in effect vender the Proceefli’nos \L_9='.4
YI.CRIMINAL CASES
The powers of stafe 3ovemwte.vd' is restrained by a bill of ri'jki"s under Avizonds Cms"i’ﬁﬁov\,
as dralled in conformance totine U.S. Conshitation ,av\c' befwﬂ secovd Mvefoﬂo\‘ 'H&.Pfc“f'ee'hqvx
o its citizens from oppress on. Arizona’s Constrhution ,Provu'Je.s Hhat “No person shall be.
 deprived of life, liberty, o praperty withodt due process of lawi £Ariz.Lonst, Ae.2,84. A principle
o fhe Compmon Law is hat Hhe People are the parly of Hhe action in a felontous,or public offense.
Tn order fov e Cout+o be properly set in a common [aw criminal case, there must bea
member of's (1) The Judicial Depav"'mev‘d' éhejque:); @ the Exec dftve Dqu&mevd"@\e‘)qUic Ptbsedftv);
and (3)The Accused (a Nafuueal Pers‘o&;
- Tae US. Supreme (."oa%{’expla’me.’c\ that “No d\m\se (T qV\Cien‘t’Pro ceduire can be made which
di 5ru§¢$ fhose fundamental PT!‘V\C{P‘E—SamW‘“.ci\.u.»Pm'feEl"lke citizew in his f)\”fvcffé n‘gki" and
.




3&%& hima ¢ aﬁqmsf the qrbr{"mgy ac{"wvs, ofihe ?vevnmen"l’ Ex. ggt’t& Ybuvnq 209 U, SJ 23( 1908‘)

- 'émun'fcm to ge(ovxyl’sz &w¢ At.6,814 (). That the §1§fle of firacess shall be The,Sﬁfe.agAnzom

. qwl m"oseuﬂ?ous shall be conducled § i the name of the state and by ifs.a é_\'}ﬁtim‘f’yi’&fz,\&ﬂ '
| A\Fl’ 6 §25 Tast meveover,;’[he PV@VISGQ&MQ"; @vczonq‘ | @omﬁ'f"fwm are MO.WC‘Q+OrY’ Aviz. @onétl,

" A«% 2 5§32, and are,; therefoce, Juﬂséad"' ional.. In other wards, in orcﬁ%‘f_ﬁi@m@@%rﬂutosglacﬁon
o tike superior court fo hea a criminal case and 1o afford an accused bis njk\'s secureJ
uvwler Arlmn&§”('o,%5_f ‘kl'l’ow 4 %.e $Ty le of precess mus* lae,, w«-aJ& ‘{b “?Fe’q" ﬂm""‘as '{3 5ewa
appear Prom She indictmei or fnformation, withedl qeing. further, M:@ﬁm

_1s par‘f’v platatifp as.,PreémBec! bv Avizona's C’ond“&u‘ﬁm Aciz. &nst, Affmé $25.
The US. Supreme Courl explained thaf lack of mr;sdw‘ﬁem quvxo‘f' be waived_ner_can
imsJoc‘f'on be_conderied on the court bv the. mmﬁtﬁw ation of the ch’-’f’ es..

. Amencan, Five and CasuaH‘y Co. v an 3415 6("354) - .
_hecordingly, as a watler of Stete and Fedeval law, there is NO criminal case as defined |w

Arczams Com’ﬁh‘km and the _superior ¢ cwr‘f has NO Jumstcf’@n of the _couse, | £ Yiee S‘fdf’e

' Anzocrm.s Constibulion ves s_gﬂjsmt Juﬂancj“@m i fhe supemw couv"’m Cmmoml cases -

i, e R it St ST

ngg_ﬁwz,ov\gms,ﬁle, O'P ?rocess Pro.scwloej By‘Av;zonqs COM'S'I'P ‘how fm\s “f"o appe.qv on }kg_
Mcltc“l"me»d’ or m@rw\q‘"oov\ as oqr‘l'y”?lqm“"c-afwd mf‘\g,swt"ié [} NﬁTqé%’uﬂ inifs 32y§wmuﬂ mg&aﬁﬁ){nm@
_WIL. ARTICLE IIT, SECTIONZ,U.S. CONSTITUTION. .
o TheU.S. Consfihition provides thet “Tu all Cases...in which a Stife shall be acty, the supreme Couiit
lvau_, Rave. orejsmlﬁgms:‘cc“iom U.S. G em%'f Aé‘{‘ 3 §2 However, the U.S. Sapre.mc@uv"’l' explqmei
WWMMWQV:AS CowPernm oﬂqmqf Juriso'tc"ﬁan on (i'suwremﬂaur’*f cavent 1o | Lejl\f"e@ré‘ei as_
o cmpewms such MnsJac“f’am i every ¢ause in. which the State eledts to make Hself sheict! y.a
mr'*v n‘qw&‘ t@p of_Le_QgtJ LMJ Seeks th+ fe a\"o""eé‘" t‘}s ownR m‘a?erj'y, u“'ovs(y_,. "‘3 e.weavce ﬁ’s._.m_mm
oW lqws L Okl ﬁL\_qu v, Atchison, T&SFR Co., 220 U.S. 277,289 (194). |
 The shike funclions in +ue capaca'ﬁes () In bl of the_ Peeple, of e State o‘CAnzonq ,sz
_Lonst, et 6,525, “in its. 3overmen‘b‘ cqpqca+7 in Covman, aw ad'wavxs  Atehison,at: Zﬁl,h.mi‘ R

(2) STATE OF ARIZONA as a Pev‘$on ‘i |+s Corpom{’e pggt{’yv, Atchison,at 286, Apx_&'l’ec'q" anéwfw,wm
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ox. Mi‘{’s_;niféx.e_S'i’s ﬁ‘!mauﬂ a oca@c{ovﬁs 5&\‘9’ %e« Sﬂ’e 1e i &iﬁ}%‘ Cﬂpﬂﬂ‘fyﬁ 5? ILH___W —
vw! ythe U.S. m@&t@hn . |
The U.S. Sque,Me.Qogit exp(qm d ot Gevxe.m“y, Hie e powers. j\\len  the ()ohs"}u’ o%\“ﬁl’o 'Hn.e
Waoverwmeﬂ+ of fhe. United Shefes ave.giv twew over dihdt branches & soverceigyity frem wihicks the

__ Stabe qoveram a3 either express| by o by necessary, implication ave. exdi&é:”ﬁmhﬂ Siebold, 392

*Ts powers_are limited in wumber, and clearl Y. defined; and il ks 5 action ;wsthm%e, seopeag %se‘

: powers :s.,ﬁ.es"l’mz&;e_sl;b_yq Stlg3 Ci&%ﬂleS\J L)l” O’c \‘ISH? ‘gok" %\e. i)‘fd+&. oV\ +§ eA‘izevts ﬁ’om

oppression. The frue i m“g’exest of the People of dhis. Couvlt'v v'e.?,uwes %«aﬂ&ﬁmﬁ@, nienal and 'H/\e

,&‘q{a govers umew+§ should_be allowed _ﬁaﬁgu+ﬂm‘eas m‘i’ex-?e@g\,ce. oneither : 5\&& 1% e,ztg};c_gﬁg}a“m” ,___;_m
the poutev:s which respectively | Bejos'sg to *kmgccgci(gg 1.0 Sl and pm&i’ica‘ constructionf the _

Coust: f“('xhew Sieheld ,q’&‘ 394,

\’tkq“‘ E&«&Q SoSM{?‘i‘e. e, Coes,les authorized ‘f&wgsgag‘gs_g,appeuq‘{'e Jurtsclnéh’em by 'f\aﬁeqs Comus

Awe.cﬂv isa. posr{’nov\ sufained Byﬁqiagﬂégg&,auﬂggﬂy lf,kgs eu&\’ql Powgs:{a_agsge,ﬁe yﬁ s'uL efd'
To ﬂ\e. coué‘}'wld"ouql ‘\mr{’q‘hms ifs ,tiuw,sa]uc“"’m 3 w‘ucl« ArE, ‘l’kq.“{' |+_£AVL only exercise. o\f'ugma\‘ e
Jursstlm‘ton i gases “_ngg&i{’mammgasse\éars) ?uuw. Wuw%"'ev's, ,ay,\ic:onsuls qw:! €958s mw‘uak g§t’|’e
s q.ng"l‘y 33 ba‘!‘ kqs qppglgfgﬂuresdac+con i a“ eﬂ\%t@gse.s .,Q FeAemLCo@mmme,waﬂt *5 MC\'&
HCeﬁl’ms m\J umle,r Sutck reau,q“i'covts as C’onﬁge;ss sha“ mqkeg Htwmﬂ H/us 3&\/\&!‘6\! Powe\""‘?: 1554e :
e wiit, the coufl w _may issue. ,ﬂ’ in the exercise of ovaql NWSJIQ%MM_‘&QZQ it ha s"mﬂ' aal; Jur.s' 3
|c+wn avw‘ may issue s‘{' in the exercise of a? apﬁ“q’ﬁ Junszhd"on w‘tere a+ IMS Sﬂdﬂ JWISJl&wH | |
which i inall cases nst PLo!(\JBd&J by losw exceﬁl' those which if has onstv\a' ‘urisdiction only Siebeld, 374 5

| N Bt the qemrql vule i is, fhata conviction and seilence bv a ¢o eaw{' & compefl"en“{’ JunsJ ichen is 'a\yﬁmm —

_cause of smnbnsmm@\‘{’ and A6 relief canbe given lov habeas corpus, M@lv arouml on whck"(‘us
Cou\:l' 05 Ay c;oud' wrudmd’ SoMe specm‘ 3"&‘(’*& Au"“\a\-czmg \+ wu“ qwe Y‘e'leg on ‘flqt)eqs CWP ws_
’h a PrlSoner uv\clef ccmhc’i’;ov\ qm‘ Se,w"l'e.nce of am‘axar Couﬁ' 1S *“\e. wqﬁf oQ JﬂﬂSA'ﬁ'hM W e

suck cou“a’ove,r 'H/LQ Pexs«m or ‘H\e muSe er some o'ﬂmr ma'ﬂér k‘ev\c!armj i“'s Proceedmas \loiA 'M_M N

Sldao\c\ q‘%’ 375. ' s e et | NI

qﬂ\a* \\rp H«L Commc"'mevd" Le, qqqmé‘i’ iaw as Le,mgwmgcl} l)y_gng \Nlr\e L\qﬁ e Junsclué‘i'( ov\mg‘g S,
13, SR : ‘
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e cause, or for a mattes for which by law wo wan ouglit f be punished,the couifarelo discharge,
The. latter meh@ His rule, when qppl fed 5 impri sonmenil under conviction and sei\‘fénce,,is conlined
to cases f clear and manifest waw'i" o‘p crfwt:nqm‘y "M ‘Hr}e wm“ﬂ’er c\r\arﬂeﬂ ) such asin ecgeé"' +
render the Proceula‘njs void 7 Siebold ,at376.

Aacorcl{ngiy ,a5 4 watter of Stite. and Federal faw, all Cases in which STATE OF ARIZONA isa
?qv‘\'y adi’fwj A ﬁ’s cov’parq-“l"e Capac.i+7 would be within fhe oriﬁ{ v\cx‘ JurisAic'ti’ov\ of thel.S.
Suprewme Court the superiov courls lack jurfso(a‘c‘mv\ over STATE OF ARIZONA nat qd’;nj i
i'(’s 3ove'rv\men‘ta( quqcijry tn Cases NOT b‘rcug‘n‘f ander the Perov?sioms of Avizona's &ns’hl‘ﬁﬁm y
and in such Cases broug kit in fhe superier courts in effect vender e Praceedfnﬁs void «

“VIIT. LACK OF JURISDICTION MAY BE RAISED AT ANY TIME

Under Arizona law, Lack of jurisJi’c‘f;‘an may be raised a'l'zmy Fime Acizona Rules of Criminal
Procedure 161 (b). See alse Fed R« Criva P 12(5)(3)(5),

The U.5.Supreme. Court e,xF'qu\eJ 4‘r\q+\\5ul)jec’l"m€&erjuris£ Ky iow, because it ivwolvesq coutt
power  heara case, can never be frfeited or waived 7 U.S. v, Co"ltvg,535 U.5.625, 630@02).
A prisoner in cuslody affer Pleadfng 3«43 H)’; no less than one Tried and convicled by ajury,is edfﬂej
t avail Wimself of fhe writin cttque:v\gi'nﬁ the cQws'k‘l'u‘honalﬂ'y of Wis cu?taJy,BlaékleJJe v Allison,
431U5,63(277). “Where the Stale is prec/uJeJ from l\q‘i’v\j a defendadt it courtona ckavje,-
federal faw reav.afres the convichion onthat ckq\'-je'l’o be setaside even if the convichion was
esifered pursquﬂ"fa a counseled Pleq & gui H‘y” Menna v, NY ., 423 U.5.6l ,62(1975).

TX. PETITIONER REJECTS AND DISAVOWS ALLEQUITY JURISDICTION
" The U.S.Condtitition authorizes Courts of “Law“and Courls of \‘Eiuiﬂl’y ;'U.S. Const, At.3,82 ;
Judicial Ezuﬂ‘y ts authorfzed $ bl nowhere dees the U.S. Congtibition authorize a sinj\e bitof
eifher Federal Executive branch of gover o Eiud’y juw‘s&ic‘ﬁon , or Federal Legfs [ative
branch of 3w¢rmevi+ Ec;uhly jurisc‘idfow. |

Avizona’s Condtitation a5 dralled in conformance 1o the WS, ConsTitdion, and be?uj second

"“\ero.‘{"o ) qu{kovizes Coqr‘{'s of “qu"am‘ Com‘fs ac‘\E%ui‘fyl}'A\»iz.C'mf‘f;A’* 6;§H (z);J“Jﬁ%[ E}“#y
is qu’#loﬁzex‘ ; bit nowhere does Avizonals &ns'ff{'uﬁovg/ecmn Law authovize a sinale bif
4. :




of _e".ﬂ\efg‘l‘q‘f’ e Execilive branch of qoverwment EZ“;{}' juwisclc'cl{'abn ov State Leﬁfslq‘ﬁve brandy
_ R ,3ovemvwz\+ Eiaﬂ'y jur?sJidﬁBn. | -
. Ta Cases of Eguity thereare No tials by jury. The powers of Hhe Common Law fury % hear
__and decide ?;w,s“/?‘om.s of bl Law aund Fact are exevcised Ly e Jueije I-ngver, there may
___beadvisery jurfes"ﬁ% advise :H\e «Judge. of ceitain ﬁqc?l's, Le‘d’%ey ave viet Pexmﬁ*ea‘ % hear
R qrsumeyd's \*e,gm! fv\g_ M‘quf The. ‘cobi(‘vovevsfes are JeciJeJ loy Hhe Jque.,who,l;esfo‘es
. __L.ei.v\g dhe Cljef Prosecu"i'e«', ean 59,_+¢ any Souvce he cl\oose.s, even o his own Couscience,
o prove or jusdidy his decision. Tw Equity; e parties have' N0 Rights and are Hhereby
__ denied due process of law as justmvd'tecl by the Stafe and Federal  Cowsfilations.
_ . _The Federal Bill of K@H’s was drawn and qupfeJ' +o,_3.uamv("¢e an es’t@pe_l ("" L:w) o the
o _qbl\ofrevx‘l’ Eedecal Execifive and Leﬂfslq“l’fve E;ua'{'y juristkéfion,am\ %ere:e:‘m,ﬁe Stile
_gill of Ragﬁ‘s is.alse a 3qqrqw+eae] es“h»pp-el ajafns“{a' any aélual or de £acls abhovredf Stite
, _.‘Exe,cu"l?ve; and Lvﬂi’siih'w Eza?('y J‘Rﬂ' sdiction ; this is an abhorvent and aPPress'we E7ul'+y,
_because ?{‘Purport + be able o aJminis'fev-, a Jus"' awd Jewy said Common Law RISL\‘{'S withat
- _fieit pursaing the qppa-opw’a‘llé temedy at Common Law and Hhus Jeuyihjlueprocess of law.
. Inothee wasz, Stite 3ovemw\ent bath Execitive branchand Leﬁis,q""a’ve branch ,mus'i'.loe,

e‘\'l‘ Zawfqm‘ w\aywnp‘* iw\?os(’. any "%\"M a‘p Ezw'{}l JurfSc‘a‘é'han upon the f,)eo’o/@_, Ly. Comf)ulsipﬂ

e cﬂ\erwise,,. witkodt Hheir kmw,ere.mJ inFor med COVLSQV\"’;‘“\E" suchenactueds are
_aullities and do witexist at Law, because Hhe Ri'jqus of jdividuals would be violated £
. ey were o be Locced to obey such JqumevT’?v . B
. . ¥ an agency of Hhe gover nwedd; includ ing e courly would actas 1€ if were Pﬂ'v\dpal Jan individd y
o asagamst it Frue priwu‘pq( ythe Pesple, Hhis would be an inversion of He legq( gﬁnq‘fal of dhe
..S_Wexe.isu"‘? of the Peo P[e ) and by so qd’:“ﬂ , this agency of the rvewwna{t ;uqu,‘-.n e Cou#; :
_would be a Pre."’evde.r 3 Y powler, an as a fre+euJ&r, i"l’s qc'fs Wouu bea b\ullo"y qv\J Wouu
nel exi s"l; at Law ; dhatisto say; et it would be nall and void, and Ko -pox-ce. and eapeé‘;
ot Law 3 Jrkit i &d,’rl’ would wet be 3oVernmevi{' atall ) bt would be a Privd{'é / ceiminal
operq"h‘os\, imposing 4 rule of Locee / "pv'quolqleb\“y pre"l’emJ :‘»\3 o be 3overv\men+, since,
15.



__________'lv_\_%is._Covu_v_\“lf\:y,_%e..enly_l_egmmdbgeuwéﬁm_op sove\’.m(mhhst _P!#eﬂf Jrke.@igk@‘amﬂ e
_freedoms of Hhe Pesple. . | o
- The 0.8, Consfifiction ,A\"‘h‘c,e"l ,Sedfo'e\_“, 3uamﬂl‘ees a &epukifcm EVMO‘P jovemmeﬁl' f every S+q+e. o
__NOTICE IS HEREBY GVEN #nat Rtitioner refects. and disavews all Eguity jurisdichion, _ __
ﬂ_*__aml_ta‘{uses_“?,sgi,uiesc@ 'k:__'fhe_jgxi’sﬁgfmﬁg_coyd's_erg E;uiﬁl,_orb _Eiuiv}y_:jurisJidfon_ o
_w____agg_v\y_ _Bgecq“"a‘ve/_ or ngi_s lative branch of 3overnw\en+ agency orqjev‘d', $‘i‘q‘lé or FeJe.m( .
- X.CONSTITUTIONAL DUTY To DISCHARGE e —_

— v e e —— - -

L Avizonds &u&o’fu’ﬁ’onf’mvﬂes_%tfh superior courfor any judge frereof may issue..cwrits of
——haheas corpus on petition by or.on behalf ofa person held in ackia] custedy within te coudy?
Az Consh ARG 818, That "The ,isqareme.ceurts‘m“ _keve,Qr‘eiv\al :,'W‘fstpiiﬁo!\ of habeas_coxpus,
L _and.cBack justice o e supreme coul way_issue. writs of habeas corpus. hrizConsh A6,
Wﬁ.ﬁdtf&cl\ Jaéﬁce ; Jque. anJ:jus"l‘fce.o?I %?m&e shall, befave evs'{'.éﬁns .upo:\ﬁ\e.Jy‘ﬁeidf_. e
_his office, ke and subscribe an eath that he. will s«pgqrfké’ov\éﬂaf:m e Untbed
States aud the ConsTitition of the. Stite. of Acizona, and Hhathe will fithfully and J mpg‘df' all y.

i e e

Jc‘sékarje. %Jdﬁ‘e.s 0? his. qq‘.)«'c&.'{i_‘l"!\a_bestgg his. abi H’y f’Av{z:Congt,A%‘fé, §26, .

__,___,__M_.__JE\eAU.S.CoV\st'{uﬁcn ,pv'o'vi'&s fuct s Constifition ) and the Laws of the United fifq{'es_wl\ick
shall be wiade. in Pavsuance thereol ;m_s‘m" be the 5upremc_Lm~ o fhe Lw}, and %e,JvuJ,jcs_?n_ e
every_Stafe shall be bound thereby,.any Thing.in the Cousttidion or Laws o any Stdle Tothe fédimty

——

b\il'wig\itwjfaja The Sev\&‘;rs avJ_Represm‘H’fves XLy’ AY\J _4‘\2 Mem’oa's o¢ Msaem' sf'a‘fel-?g‘w'd&resj_*_.
and all emw‘ﬁwwﬂj udicial Officers, beth of ke United Stafes aud of the Selem' .Sfé'i'es, shall

st rem s, AT —r *

Le_kognlhy Olly oc MPvma fon, 1o 5uff§_oyj' his C"oc:@h"’uﬁavx “u.s. Cowdt, ) A6
e o _The U.S.Supreme. _Cgud'_expla&d_ﬁwﬁ\ﬁ_is teue, iF no writof eryor '@S, {L\&’—_\juc\jmeo‘d'.mym —
. be Bl s inthe semse that theve may_be no means of vevers ing it. Butpersgml.ltﬁufb_fs__.._ﬁ_
R ‘016_50_3(«“{' Mcme_u"{'in:“ne._e._\/e o‘c ﬂte: ld.w %{T‘*L@j“(lgmevd’agqv\ :wpe.ﬁw COuF_r Gﬂ’ecﬂhwj S
__ ttiswdt deemed so conclusive bt it as we. hove seem Hhe iueg"fou of Hhe courth m‘ilhogi‘l&, R
o _j'qj'r_y and imprison dhe Pacf\‘\/_ way be veviewed on habeas Cotpus lryq supe\'iov ccgftaz -
. juo‘ge l\wa‘wj «zu“Haori'%’y b award the weit? §_i_<a_‘o_g|_g_l, @376 -77. That i isa WY:““‘E!'_ijkk)- e
d6._ . N




 and canvst be refused. The conslitition of fhe United S‘i’ﬁ‘!_‘es, At :f.jéq.,:lecl qves,"fkéf it shdll witbe
saspem:\eci ; undess when in cases of rebellion or (wvasion | the pu“;’c Sa?e:l’y may Ye?ui're. i‘l’f,’
Ex parte Burford, 7 U.S. 448 (1806).
T *The. ConsTitition and Jaws of fhe United States are the supreme law of he. lavd, and 16
hese ever y eitizen of every State owes obed ience, whelher i Wis iud idual o ¥ecial
CQPacﬂ'yf’ Siebold,at 392. “A violation o dufy is an offemce aaqims+4ﬁe Unifed States, fo
Wl\(cl\ fhe oc‘)ent'.‘evl‘(s jus"Hy QWteJ\que "'o %q’rjonm»nen‘t No og)t'da‘ ‘005?{':0% can sheH'er
i $roms His responsibility & Stehold, 4 38e.
Accord fv\j‘y ; Petitioner is ewtited o JiSCL\qvge and theve is a Cows‘ﬁ“"qﬁom‘ Ju‘]'y "H\at
because Pekitioner has beaw dewied his Rﬁk}s fo due process of law and he is in C-us'tJy n
violaTion of the Cms'h"a"?ou and laws o 4he United Sﬁf’eﬁﬂl\e court q‘ret stc‘r\q\;je&%ﬁ*wlw‘

'_wﬂh& alelqy, Sie‘oou,q“’ 37e.

XI.RES JUDICATA o

Res judicata does wat ffach to a courfs denial of haleas velief) and each couft erjudae

is bound To comsider the ?“eéﬁm of fie. Pﬁsov\er‘s r€3k+ ta Ju‘schq-.-je iw]epmcleviﬂy , e}nJ,
wt be inffuenced by the previcus decisions re(’usinj stcl\m:?e.. McCleskey vZait499 U.S.‘lé’i(q'?D.

EACH PUBLIC OFFICIAL will need 1o decide whether fo be on dhe side £ihe &%’k&:kon,
as Yeti’uirec' by kis Oath of Office,To Pro‘lu‘(’ the Rt3H3 avd freedoms of he Patifioner; ov
To be Par‘fy Wi Wu"y and wavd'ov\\y infuring fhe Petifioner avd ,QVyius war agojvxs’t' the
6“?""2, and $he United Stites.
- CONCLUSION A
The wrif of habeas corpus must be issued without delay to Jn‘sclw:c]e Peitioner Feom

Al cu#oely aud reéﬁaiv\“t and 1o vestore All Petibioners R.'jkb,

1 declare umle.r PeV\QH”y o-c fujuv-y +‘M\+ the pofegofhs is ‘ﬁue. aw:,. @j
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‘7. All R:jkl"s' keSe_'rVeA.



