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i, me, my, or myself, also known as glenn winningham; house of fearn, having been duly put under oath, i do affirm, depose, say, and declare;

1. all the facts stated herein are true, correct, complete, are not hearsay, are not misleading, but are admissible as evidence, if not rebutted and proven inaccurate, and if testifying, i shall so state, and further,

2. i have standing capacity to act as to the lawful matters herein, and further,

3. i have personal, executive and documented knowledge of the facts stated herein, and further,

4. i am a man on the land known as Arizona, on turtle island, and further,

5. i have no firsthand knowledge of my date of birth except to say that i was told that i was given birth, on or about the year one thousand nine hundred and fifty seven. any evidence anywhere about my birth is hearsay evidence and inadmissible evidence in any court because both of my mother and my father, and the attending physician at the time, are now dead and i have not had an opportunity to cross examine them in court to determine the veracity of their evidence. having said that, i do remember finishing high school in the year one thousand nine hundred and seventy five, therefore i am well past the age of majority, and further,

6. i am a living soul, and a holder of the office of “the people”, and further,

7. i am not in the military, and further,

8. i am not a US citizen, and further,

9. i do not have a social security number, and further,

10. i have never had a social security number, and further,

11. i am not a government employee, and further,

12. i am not a cestui que trust, or other fictitious entity of any kind, and further,

13. i have many good and honorable servants that work for governments on turtle Island, at various levels, and i have no idea what they get paid, but in my opinion, it is not enough, because we need people to hunt down thieves and murderers, and i am cognizant of my duty to come to their aid when needed, 
“Posse comitatus. Latin. The power or force of the county. The entire population of a county above the age of fifteen, which a sheriff may summon to his assistance in certain cases, as to aid him in keeping the peace, in pursuing and arresting felons, etc. Williams v. State, 253 Ark. 973, 490 S.W.2d 117, 121.”  Black's Law Dictionary 6th Ed. 1990
but when they perjure their oaths and engage in unlawful activity, it is my duty to bring their crimes to light, and to do everything i can to make sure they are brought to justice, and further,
14. the use of any statutes, codes, rules, regulations, or court citations, within any document created by me, at any time, is only to notice that which is applicable to government officials, and is not intended, not shall it be construed, to mean that i have conferred, submitted to, or entered into any jurisdiction alluded to thereby, and further, 
15. even though your rule 201 of your rules of evidence, is foreign to me, as a man, i intend to compel any judge who reads this declaration, to give judicial notice, since so many of them like to be a bought and paid for clerks masquerading as a judge, and thereby pretend that some things are not said, 
“Indeed, no more than (affidavits) are necessary to make the Prima facie case.”  United States V. Kis, 658 F. 2nd, 526, 536 (7th Cir. 1981); Cert Denied, 50 U.S.L.W. 2169; S. Ct March 22, 1982, and further,
16. the said wrongdoers trespass upon my property; and further,

17. the causal agent of the trespass is assault, kidnapping, false imprisonment, breach of trust, perjury, resisting arrest, seditious conspiracy, and more, and further,

18. the trespass did and does cause harm and injury to my property; and further,

19. the commencement of the wrong and harm was on or about January 31, 2016 at approximately 9:30 pm in the evening; and further,

20. i witnessed Azle Police Department Officer Havins #259 threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights when he followed me, with his black and white police vehicle that has a paint scheme that is designed to be threatening, oppressing, and intimidating; and further,

21. i witnessed Havins #259 threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights when turned on his emergency lights on Highway 199, north of Azle, Texas, where Satanist order followers like Havins #259, and Stutsman execute debt instruments called capias’, that are not warrants, but in “good faith” as described herein; and further,

22. i witnessed Havins #259 threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by wearing his military uniform that is designed to be oppressing, threatening and intimidating, and by assaulting me with his martial law jurisdiction, in a seditious conspiracy as described herein, and further,

23. i witnessed Havins #259 threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by coming to the window on the right side of the private conveyance i was travelling in, and asked for my drivers license, registration, and insurance; and further,

24. i said; “i have a couple of questions”, and further,

25. i witnessed Havins say “sure”; and further,

26. i said; “was there a breach of the peace?”; 
“…the reason for the initial detention, speeding & running a red light are not a breach of the peace.” Perkins v Texas, 812 S.W. 2d 326, and further,

27. i witnessed Havins #259 say; “no”, and further,

28. i said; “do you have a lawful warrant or a court order for me to produce this information”, and further,

29. i witnessed Havins #259 say; “no”, and further,

30. i said; “do you have evidence that I am carrying passengers or property for hire?”

"The term "Motor Vehicle" means every description of carriage or other contrivance propelled or drawn by mechanical power and used for commercial purposes on the highways in the transportation of passengers, passengers and property, or property or cargo. The term "used for commercial purposes" means the carriage of persons or property for any fare, fee, rate, charge or other consideration, or directly or indirectly in connection with any business, or other undertaking intended for profit.“ 18 USC § 31; and further,

31. i witnessed Havins #259 say; “no”, and further,

32. i said; “then you are not operating in your official capacity as a peace officer but instead you are operating in your private capacity as a revenue officer under the federal tax lien act of 1966, is that not correct?”, 

"(h) DEFINITION’s. …. "(3) MOTOR VEHICLE.-The term 'motor vehicle' means a self-propelled vehicle which is registered for highway use under the laws of any State or foreign country. "(4) SECURITY.-The term 'security' means any bond, debenture, note, or certificate or other evidence of indebtedness, issued by a corporation or a government or political subdivision thereof, with interest coupons or in registered form, share of stock, voting trust certificate, or any certificate of interest or participation in, certificate of deposit or receipt for, temporary or interim certificate for, or warrant or right to subscribe to or purchase any of the foregoing: negotiable instrument: or money.” Tax Lien Act of 1966 at Public Law 89-719 at 80 Stat. 1130-1131 

which gives all revenue officers the ability to presume that any registered vehicle is in commerce “The power to create presumptions is not a means of escape from constitutional restrictions.” Bailey v Alabama, 219 U.S. 219, 238, et seq., 31 S.Ct. 145; Manley v Georgia, 279 U.S. 1, 5-6, 49 S.Ct. 215 

and the federal Tax Lien Act of 1966 only applies in the District of Columbia and the territories and to US citizens, otherwise it is unconstitutional 

“No one is bound to obey an unconstitutional law and no courts are bound to enforce it." 16th American Jurisprudence 2d, Section 177 late 2nd, Section 256 
“An unconstitutional act is not law; it confers no rights; it imposes no duties; affords no protection; it creates no office; it is in legal contemplation, as inoperative as though it had never been passed.” Norton vs Shelby County, 118 U.S. 425, p. 442 

"An unconstitutional law is void, and is as no law. An offence created by it is not a crime." Ex parte Siebold, 100 U.S. 371, 376 (1880), quoted with approval in Fay v. Noia, 372 U.S. 391, 408 (1963) 

"it never became a law and was as much a nullity as if it had been the act or declaration of an unauthorized assemblage of individuals." (Ryan v. Lynch, 68 Ill. 160); and further,

33. i witnessed Havins #259 oppress me, threaten me and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights, by telling me that in the STATE OF TEXAS i had to provide a drivers license or it would be an offense and he would take me to jail, when he knew he was not operating in his official capacity as a peace officer and he had not lawfully arrested me, and had no right to even communicate with  me, much less ask me a question and demand a response, and further,
34. i witnessed Havins #259 threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights when he ordered me to “get out of the vehicle”; and further,

35. i got out of the private conveyance that i was travelling in; and further,

36. i witnessed Havins #259 threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights when he ordered me to go to the front of his Azle Police Department vehicle; and further,

37. i went and stood in front of Havins’ vehicle and told him that a drivers license is hearsay, and is not owned by me and does not have my name on it; and further,
38. i witnessed Havins #259 threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by telling me that he had stopped me because i was speeding

“Speed Signs. The Department shall erect and maintain on the highways and roads of this state appropriate signs that show the maximum lawful speed for commercial vehicles, truck tractors, truck trailors, truck semitrailers, and motor vehicles engaged in the business of transporting passengers for compensation for hire.” Texas Transportation Code § 201.904
39. i told Havins #259 that speeding was only an offense for vehicles carrying passengers or property for hire, and i never carry passengers or property for hire; and further,

40. i told Havins #259 that there is no such thing as a drivers license in Texas

This court has held that there is no such license known to Texas Law as a “driver’s license.” Frank John Callas v. State, 167 Tex. Crim. 375; 320 S.W. 2d 360
We have held that there is no such license as a driver’s license known to our law. Claude D. Campbell v. State, 160 Tex. Crim. 627; 274 S.W.2d 401
An information charging the driving of a motor vehicle upon a public highway without a driver’s license charges no offense, as there is no such license as a driver’s license known to the law.  Keith Brooks v. State 158 Tex. Crim. 546; 258 S.W.2d 317
There being no such license as a “driver’s” license known to the law, it follows that the information, in charging the driving of a motor vehicle upon a highway without such a license, charges no offense. W. Lee Hassell v. The State, 149 Tex. Crim. 333; 194 S.W.2d 400, 
and the reason there is no such thing as a drivers license in Texas, is because the Texas Department of Transportation is a subsidiary of the US Department of Transportation, under the International Law Rule as described herein, therefore Havins and Stutsman were assaulting me with their District of Columbia codes, and further,
41. i witnessed Barak Obama oppress me, threaten me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by stating in the bought and paid for news media that he intended to murder any terrorist anywhere, US citizen or not, and without a trial, and without due process, and then Obama’s Satanist order followers proceeded to do exactly that, and further,

42. i witnessed the Federal Bureau of Investigation circulate numerous news releases stating that all “sovereign citizens” are terrorists thereby threatening me, oppressing me, and intimidating me in the free exercise of my rights, by stating that they intend to murder me, without a trial and without due process, as Obama’s order followers, and further,
43. i witnessed the Patrick J. Elko, Special Agent with the Federal Bureau of Investigation and Conrad Rodriguez of the Texas Department of Public Safety Joint Terrorism Task Force threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights, by visiting me over 5 years ago on or about the fifth day of March in the year two thousand and eleven, and at that time Rodriguez told me 3 times that i am “listed as sovereign in their system”, and it is obvious to me that Havins #259 had pulled up that hearsay information in his hearsay computer system; and further,

44. i witnessed Havins, Stutsman, Vogel, and Hudman acting as terrorists

“Terrorism - noun – 2 A system of government that seeks to rule by intimidation.” Funk and Wagnal’s New Practical Standard Dictionary (1946), and further,

45. i witnessed Havins # 259 have no intention of leaving me alone; 
“They conferred as against the government the right to be let alone – the most comprehensive of rights and the right most valued by civilized men.” Olmstead v United States 277 U.S. 438, 478 (1928), Washington v Harper, 494 U. S. 210 (1990); and further,

46. i witnessed Havins # 259 go into his vehicle to talk on his radio to his supervisor, and came back a couple of minutes later and oppress me, threaten me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by telling me that in the STATE OF TEXAS i have to produce government issued identification or it would be an offense and he would arrest me and take me to jail, and when he knew he was not operating in his official capacity as a peace officer and had not lawfully arrested me, and had no right to even communicate with  me, much less ask me a question and demand a response,
“Sec. 38.02. FAILURE TO IDENTIFY. (a) A person commits an offense if he intentionally refuses to give his name, residence address, or date of birth to a peace officer who has lawfully arrested the person and requested the information.” Texas Penal Code [emphasis added]; and further,

47. i demanded to see his supervisor, and further,

48. a few minutes later, i witnessed Sergeant Stutsman show up while Havins #259 was talking on his radio to his supervisor; and further,

49. i told both of them that since there was no breach of the peace, and since they had no court order, that they were not operating in their official capacity as peace officers, but were operating in their private capacity as revenue officers under the federal tax lien act of 1966; 
50. i witnessed Havins #259, and Sergeant Stutsman and other unknown supervisors over the radio, threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by operating in their private capacity and ceasing to represent the government 
“An officer who acts in violation of the Constitution ceases to represent the government”.  Brookfield Const. Co. v. Kozinski, 284 F. Supp. 94, 
“All oaths must be lawful, allowed by the common law, or some statute; if they are administered by persons in a private capacity, or not duly authorized, they are coram non judice, and void; …. 3 Inst. 165; 4 Inst. 278; 2 Roll. Abr. 277.” Tomlin’s Law Dictionary 1835 Edition, Volume 2; and further,

51. i witnessed Sergeant Stutsman oppress me, threaten me and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights, by telling me that in the STATE OF TEXAS i had to provide my name and date of birth or it would be an offense and he would take me to jail, when he knew he was not operating in his official capacity as a peace officer and he had not lawfully arrested me, and had no right to even communicate with  me, much less ask me a question and demand a response, and further,
52. i told both Sergeant Stutsman and Havins #259 that a date of birth is hearsay, and a name is hearsay, and a drivers license is hearsay, and an insurance card is hearsay, and a registration is hearsay, and their computer system is hearsay, and hearsay evidence is inadmissible in any court of law; and further,
53. i witnessed Sergeant Stutsman oppress me, threaten me and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights, by telling me that if i did not provide the information he would seize my private conveyance, and impound it, and take me to jail, when he knew he was not operating in his official capacity as a peace officer and had not lawfully arrested me, and had no right to even communicate with  me, much less ask me a question and demand a response,
“Sec. 38.02. FAILURE TO IDENTIFY. (a) A person commits an offense if he intentionally refuses to give his name, residence address, or date of birth to a peace officer who has lawfully arrested the person and requested the information.” Texas Penal Code [emphasis added]; and further,
54. i told both of them that since they were operating in their private capacity, and wearing those deputy sheriff military uniforms that they were impersonating peace officers which is a felony in Texas; and further,
55. i witnessed Stutsman oppress me, threaten me and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights, by telling me that; in the STATE OF TEXAS i am required to provide government issued identification or i would be taken to jail, when he knew he was not operating in his official capacity as a peace officer and had not lawfully arrested me, and had no right to even communicate with  me, much less ask me a question and demand a response,
“Sec. 38.02. FAILURE TO IDENTIFY. (a) A person commits an offense if he intentionally refuses to give his name, residence address, or date of birth to a peace officer who has lawfully arrested the person and requested the information.” Texas Penal Code [emphasis added]; and further,
56. i told Stutsman that i do not own government issued identification, and the name is a cestui que trust, and it is hearsay and everything on it is hearsay, and inadmissible as evidence in any court of law, and the state owns it; 
“Chap. 854. – An Act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia.” 
which was Approved on March 3, 1901, by the Fifty-Sixth Congress, Session II, at 31 Stat. 1189, and in Sec. 117, at 31 Stat. 1208, where it says; 
“That in addition to the jurisdiction conferred in the preceding section, plenary jurisdiction is hereby given to the said court holding the said special term to hear and determine all questions relative to the execution of any and all wills…” 
and at Chapter Fifty-Six in Sec. 1617, at 31 Stat. 1432, where it says; 
“The Legal Estate to be in Cestui Que Use” 
“A “citizen of the United States” is a civilly dead entity operating as a co-trustee and co-beneficiary of the PCT (Public Charitable Trust), the constructive, cestui que trust of US Inc. under the 14th Amendment, which upholds the debt of the USA and US Inc.” Congressional Record, June 13 1967, pp. 15641-15646 
". . . (E)very taxpayer is a cestui qui trust having sufficient interest in the preventing abuse of the trust to be recognized in the field of this court's prerogative jurisdiction .  .”  In Re Bolens (1912), 135 N.W. 164 
"...it might be correctly said that there is no such thing as a citizen of the United States. ..... A citizen of any one of the States of the Union, is held to be, and called a citizen of the United States, although technically and abstractly there is no such thing." Ex Parte Frank Knowles, 5 Cal. Rep. 300; and further,
57. i told Sergeant Stutsman that when a Judge is dealing with a statute that he ceases to be a Judge but is a bought and paid for clerk masquerading as a judge, and cannot do anything judicial like issue warrants or orders of any kind and if he does it is a fraud and a nullity; and further,
58. i told Sergeant Stutsman that their codes they are assaulting me with are actually federal codes for US citizens

“INTERNATIONAL LAW RULE: Adopted for areas under Federal legislative jurisdiction….Federalizes State civil law, including common law.--The rule serves to federalize not only the statutory but the common law of a State. Kniffen v. Hercules Powder Co., 164 Kan. 196, 188 P.2d 980 (1948); Kaufman v. Hopper, 220 N.Y. 184. 115 N.E. 470 (1917), see also 151 App. Div. 28, 135 N.Y.Supp. 363 (1912), aff'd., 163 App. Div. 863, 146 N. Y. Supp. 1096 (1914); Norfolk & P.B.L.R. v. Parker,… STATE AND FEDERAL VENUE DISCUSSED: The civil laws effective in an area of exclusive Federal jurisdiction are Federal law, notwithstanding their derivation from State laws, and a cause arising under such laws may be brought in or removed to a Federal district court under sections 24 or 28 of the former Judicial Code (now sections 1331 and 1441 of title 28, United States Code), giving jurisdiction to such courts of civil actions arising under the "* * *laws * * * of the United States" where the matter in controversy exceeds the sum or value of $3,000, exclusive of interest and costs.” Jurisdiction over Federal Areas Within the States – Report of the Interdepartmental Committee for the Study of Jurisdiction over Federal Areas Within the States, Part II, A Text of the Law of Legislative Jurisdiction Submitted to the Attorney General and Transmitted to the President June 1957, page 158-165 [emphasis added]

“STATUS. L. Standing: state, condition, situation. Compare Estate. A corporation has no status as a citizen outside of the jurisdiction where it was created.” Anderson’s Law Dictionary, 1889 Edition, page 968; and further,

59. i witnessed Havins #259, and his boss Sergeant Stutsman and other unknown individuals over the radio, conspire together to threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights and violate my rights (trespassed upon my property) under color of their codes by assaulting me with their US citizen cestui que trust slave name, because a US citizen is not entitled to an article 3 court, but instead gets an article 1 court with a plenary (military dictatorship) jurisdiction and article 1, section 8, clause 17 constitution for the united States of America as defined and reinstated in National Mutual Insurance Company of the District of Columbia v. Tidewater Transfer Company, 337 U.S. 582, 93 L.Ed. 1556 (1948): which further states that citizens of the district of columbia are not embraced by the judicial power under Article III of the constitution for the united States of America, the same statement is held in Hepburn v. Dundas v. Elizey, 2 Cranch (U.S.) 445, 2 L.Ed. 332.; In 1804, the Supreme Court, through Chief Justice Marshall, held that a citizen of the District of Columbia was not a citizen of a state; 

"We therefore decline to overrule the opinion of Chief Justice Marshall: We hold that the District of Columbia is not a state within Article 3 of the Constitution. In other words cases between citizens of the District and those of the states were not included of the catalogue of controversies over which the Congress could give jurisdiction to the federal courts by virtue of Article 3. In other words Congress has exclusive legislative jurisdiction over citizens of Washington District of Columbia and through their plenary power nationally covers those citizens even when in one of the several states as though the district expands for the purpose of regulating its citizens wherever they go throughout the states in union" National Mutual Insurance Company of the District of Columbia v. Tidewater Transfer Company, 337 U.S. 582, 93 L.Ed. 1556 (1948); and further,

60. i witnessed Havins #259 oppress me, threaten me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights, when he asked me if my name was glenn fearn, when he knew he was not operating in his official capacity as a peace officer and had not lawfully arrested me, and had no right to even communicate with  me, much less ask me a question and demand a response, and further,
61. i told Havins #259 that is hearsay; and further,
62. i witnessed Sergeant Stutsman oppress me, threaten me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights when he asked me if i am a US citizen, when he knew he was not operating in his official capacity as a peace officer and had not lawfully arrested me, and had no right to even communicate with  me, much less ask me a question and demand a response, and further,
63. i told Sergeant Stutsman; “no i am not a US citizen, but i am a Texas citizen.”; and further,
64. i told both of them that they had unlawfully arrested me, they had kidnapped me, and they had falsely imprisoned me, they were resisting arrest, they had perjured their oaths, they had breached the trust, and they were conspiring together to violate my rights under the color of their so-called laws, and i have been to the US Supreme Court 4 times and they obviously intend to be next. 
“Any restraint, however slight, upon another’s liberty to come and go as one pleases, constitutes an “arrest.”  Swetnam v. W.F. Woolworth Co., 318 P.2d 364, 366, 83 Ariz. 189 
“An illegal arrest is an assault and battery. The person so attempted to be restrained of his liberty has the same right to use force in defending himself as he would in repelling any other assault and battery.” State v. Robinson, 145 ME. 77, 72 ATL. 260; and further,
65. i witnessed Sergeant Stutsman oppress me, threaten me, and intimidate me, in the free exercise of my rights, when he coerced me into providing a common law identification card when he knew I didn’t have to, and when he said that he didn’t really want to seize my truck, but if i would give him sort of identification i could be on my way, when he knew he was not operating in his official capacity as a peace officer and had not lawfully arrested me, and had no right to even communicate with  me, much less ask me a question and demand a response, and further,
66. i gave Stutsman my common law identification card; and further,
67. i witnessed Stutsman oppress me, threaten me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights when he found my common law identification card and asked me again for my date of birth, (because the common law identification card has no date of birth), and i told him that is hearsay, when he knew he was not operating in his official capacity as a peace officer and had not lawfully arrested me, and had no right to even communicate with  me, much less ask me a question and demand a response,
“Sec. 38.02. FAILURE TO IDENTIFY. (a) A person commits an offense if he intentionally refuses to give his name, residence address, or date of birth to a peace officer who has lawfully arrested the person and requested the information.” Texas Penal Code [emphasis added]; and further,
68. i witnessed Stutsman oppress me, threaten me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights when he lied to me when he said that if i would give them identification, i could be on my way, when the truth is that he did not release me, and continued to forcibly interrogate me and he continued to unlawfully arrest me, and he continued to assault me with his District of Columbia codes, and he continued to participate in his seditious conspiracy to overthrow my lawful government, and he continued to breach the trust, and he continued to engage in all of the other crimes described herein, when Stutsman knew he was not operating in his official capacity as a peace officer and had not lawfully arrested me, and further,
69. i witnessed Sergeant Stutsman oppress me, threaten me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights when he demanded a date of birth or he would arrest me and take me to jail, and further,

70. after being threatened, intimidated, and oppressed, i provided a hearsay date of birth and i witnessed Stutsman and Havins #259 give me one of their roman cult citations #A023735 and release me from their assault, kidnapping, and false imprisonment, after approximately an hour standing on the side of the highway, when he knew he was not operating in his official capacity as a peace officer and had not lawfully arrested me, and had no right to even communicate with  me, much less ask me a question and demand a response, and further,
71. Havins #259 and Stutsman, in conspiracy with other unknown individuals in the radio, knew under their own codes, they had no right to ask me for any information or even speak to me, because they knew i am not one of their US citizen slaves (a “person”), and they were not operating in their official capacity as peace officers and they had not lawfully arrested me, and further,
72. i witnessed Havins #259 assault me, kidnap me, falsely imprison me, in conspiracy with Sergeant Stutsman and also with unknown supervisors over his radio numerous times during the assault; and further,
73. the next day I went to their police station and found their Chief of Police Pippins and told him how they had assaulted me and i witnessed Pippins threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights when he said; “I saw the video of that and they should have arrested you and put you in jail.”
74. there are Youtube videos about peace officers being fired because they object to quotas, and i believe that the evidence from discovery will show that Pippins, and others unknown, are imposing quotas on Stutsman and Havins #259 and others; and further,
75. i believe, and any reasonable person would see, and i believe that the evidence from discovery will show that the Chief of Police Pippins and others unknown are deliberately screening out potential employees based on intelligence levels, through their testing process, thereby eliminating higher intelligence individuals from the hiring pool because they intend to hire low intelligence thugs who will blindly follow orders without considering whether it is a lawful order or not, as found in Jordan v City of New London, where Robert Jordan had a masters degree and the City of New London refused to hire him (case 99-9188 US Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit) because he scored too high on their test. Mark Passio (a former satanist priest) in his Youtube channel “whatonearthishappening” describes “order followers” as pillars of Satanism and explains that order followers are responsible for all of the atrocities in history, are willing slaves, are the cult of ultimate evil, are personally responsible for every form of slavery on the planet, are cowards, and operate in gangs. Passio says that order followers and their supporters are practicing satanists, and the true destroyers of this world; and further,
76. during the World War II war crimes tribunals, all of the NAZIs claimed they were “just following orders” (satanists) and they all suffered death by hanging, or spent the rest of their life in jail, and some of them are hunted to this day; and further,
77. i witnessed Havins and Stutsman blindly follow orders in conspiracy with their unknown handlers over the radio; and further,
78. the Texas statutes that Havins, Stutsman and other unknown individuals over the radio, were assaulting me with, are actually federal statutes for US citizens under the commerce clause of the constitution 
79. i witnessed Havins, Stutsman and other unknown individuals over the radio, conspire together to threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by assaulting me with their fraudulently created cestui que trust, their US citizen slave, their Roman law, and their District of Columbia codes in support of their Roman Cult handlers, under their International Law Rule, and their commerce clause, because otherwise they have no authority in Texas, under any circumstances
"The laws of congress in respect to those matters do not extend into the territorial limits of the states, but have force only in the District of Columbia, & other places that are within the exclusive jurisdiction of the national government.'' CAHA v. U.S., 152 U.S. 211 (1894); 
“STATUS. L. Standing: state, condition, situation. Compare Estate. A corporation has no status as a citizen outside of the jurisdiction where it was created.” Anderson’s Law Dictionary, 1889 Edition, page 968; and further,
80. i witnessed the cowards Havins, Stutsman and other unknown individuals over the radio, threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by engaging in a secret war against me under their satanic roman law 
"A mixed war is one which is made on one side by public authority, and the other by mere private persons." Black's Law Dictionary 5th Ed., page 1420 
when they assaulted me with their cestui que trust, GLENN WINNINGHAM FEARN, which is a fictitious war name 
“Under International Law of Warfare, all parties to a cause must appear by nom de guerre, because an "alien enemy cannot maintain an action during the war in his own name". Merriam-Webster Dictionary, pg. 1534 
because they intended to drag me into their kangaroo court 
“Kangaroo court. Term descriptive of a sham legal proceeding in which a person's rights are totally disregarded and in which the result is a foregone conclusion because of the bias of the court or other tribunal.” Black’s Law Dictionary, 6th Edition, page 868 
where the so-called Judge is actually a bought and paid for, BAAL priest Clerk masquerading as a Judge 
“"When acting to enforce a statute and its subsequent amendments to the present date, the judge of the municipal court is acting as an administrative officer and not in a judicial capacity; courts administrating or enforcing statutes do not act judicially, but merely ministerially….but merely act as an extension as an agent for the involved agency -- but only in a “ministerial” and not a “discretionary capacity...” Thompson v. Smith, 154 S.E. 579, 583; Keller v. P.E., 261 US 428; F.R.C. v. G.E., 281, U.S. 464 [emphasis added] 
"It is the accepted rule, not only in state courts, but, of the federal courts as well, that when a judge is enforcing administrative law they are described as mere 'extensions of the administrative agency for superior reviewing purposes' as a ministerial clerk for an agency..." 30 Cal 596; 167 Cal 762 
"...judges who become involved in enforcement of mere statutes (civil or criminal in nature and otherwise), act as mere "clerks" of the involved agency..." K.C. Davis, ADMIN. LAW, Ch. 1 (CTP. West's 1965 Ed.) 
and the BAAL priest Clerk masquerading as a Judge holds an show-trial and kangaroo court because a Clerk masquerading as a Judge cannot do anything judicial, and if they attempt to do anything judicial it is a nullity 
"Ministerial officers are incompetent to receive grants of judicial power from the legislature, their acts in attempting to exercise such powers are necessarily nullities" Burns v. Sup., Ct., SF, 140 Cal. 1 
so they can assault me with one of their satanic void judgment contracts when they sell me into slavery in their commercial jail under their satanic roman cult law
“Capitis Diminutio (meaning the diminishing of status through the use of capitalization) In Roman law. A diminishing or abridgment of personality; a loss or curtailment of a man's status or aggregate of legal attributes and qualifications.” 
“Capitis Diminutio Maxima (meaning a maximum loss of status through the use of capitalization, e.g. HANNAH, WITH THE UNKNOWN LAST NAME or DOE JOHN) - The highest or most comprehensive loss of status. This occurred when a man's condition was changed from one of freedom to one of bondage, when he became a slave. It swept away with it all rights of citizenship and all family rights.” Black’s Law Dictionary 4th Edition [emphasis added] 
“§ 1. Classification of Persons. The Roman law distinguished three kinds of personal status, or degree? of legal capacity, and classified human beings with respect thereto as follows:…

§ 3. Loss of Freedom (Capitis Deminutio Maxima). A Roman citizen could not legally be sold into slavery, but he might become a slave by condemnation for crime or by being captured by an enemy.” Law of Persons by Joseph R. Long, published 1912 [emphasis added]
when they assault me with their District of Columbia statutes and their US citizen cestui que trust “To take an instance, when a person sui juris has given himself in adoption, or a woman has passed under manus', all their property, incorporeal and corporeal, and all that is due to them, is acquired by the adopting father or coeinptionator, except those things which perish by a capitis diminutio, of which kind are an usufruct, an obligation to services on the part of freedmen contracted by oath and matters enforceable by a statutable action.” The Commentaries of Gaius and Rules of Ulpian, Translated with Notes by J. T. Abdy, L.L.D., and Bryan Walker, M.A. L.L.D., 1874, Section 83, page 198-199, [emphasis added] 
which originated with their Roman Cult handlers 
“Yet still it was found difficult to set bounds to ecclesiastical ingenuity; for when they were driven out of all their former holds, they devised a new method of conveyance, by which the lands were granted, not to themselves directly, but to nominal feoffees to the use of the religious houses; thus distinguishing between the possession and the use, and receiving the actual profits, while the seisin of the lands remained in the nominal feoffee, who was held by the courts of equity (then under the direction of the clergy) to be bound in conscience to account to his cestui que use for the rents and emoluments of the estate: and it is to these inventions that our practitioners are indebted for the introduction of uses and trusts, the foundation of modern conveyancing.” Tomlins Law Dictionary 1835 edition, Volume 2 under the definition of Mortmain [emphasis added] 
all of which is in support of Obama’s fraudulent fictitious war on terror under the Trading with the Enemy Act of 1917 
“(a) The President, if he shall find it compatible with the safety of the United States and with the successful Prosecution of the war, may…
“(b)(1) During the time of the war, the President may, through any agency that he may designate, and under such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, by means of instructions, licenses, or otherwise, 
“(B) …regulate, direct and compel, nullify, void, prevent or prohibit,…or exercising any right, power or privilege with respect to…any property…by any person…subject to the jurisdiction of the United States:…and upon the terms, directed by the President, in such agency or person…and such designated agency or person may perform any and all acts incident to the accomplishment or furtherance of these purposes…” Title 50 U.S.C. Appendix 5 Trading with the Enemy Act; and further,
81. i witnessed Havins and Stutsman and other unknown individuals over the radio, threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by denying me due process and by convicting me of being a terrorist, based on hearsay evidence in their hearsay computer system, and without a charge or a trial or anything, when i have never in my life breached the peace; and further,
82. i witnessed Havins and Stutsman and other unknown individuals over the radio threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by breaching the peace; and further,
83. i believe, and any reasonable person would see, that satanist order followers like Havins, and Stutsman breach the peace every day in america, literally millions of times, in their private capacity as revenue officers, under instructions from BAAL priest BAR members and in support of their BAAL priest Clerks masquerading as Judges and their kangaroo courts that issue void judgments 
"Where there is no jurisdiction there is no judge; the proceeding is as nothing. Such has been the law from the days of the Marshalsea, 10 Coke 68; also Bradley v. Fisher, 13 Wall 335,351." Manning v. Ketcham, 58 F.2d 948 
“A void judgment is one which, from its inception, was a complete nullity and without legal effect” Lubben v. Selective Service System Local Bd. No. 27,  453 F.2d 645, 14 A.L.R. Fed. 298 (C.A. 1 Mass. 1972).  Hobbs v. U.S. Office of Personnel Management,  485 F.Supp. 456 (M.D. Fla. 1980) [emphasis added] 
“Void judgment is one which has no legal force or effect whatever, it is an absolute nullity, its invalidity may be asserted by any person whose rights are affected at any time and at any place and it need not be attacked directly but may be attacked collaterally whenever and wherever it is interposed.”  City of Lufkin v. McVicker,  510 S.W. 2d 141 (Tex. Civ. App. – Beaumont 1973) [emphasis added] 
“A void judgment, insofar as it purports to be pronouncement of  court, is an absolute nullity” Thompson v. Thompson,  238 S.W.2d 218 (Tex.Civ.App. – Waco 1951) [emphasis added] 
“Void order may be attacked, either directly or collaterally, at any time”  In re Estate of Steinfield, 630 N.E.2d 801, certiorari denied, See also Steinfeld v. Hoddick, 513 U.S. 809, (Ill. 1994) [emphasis added] 
“A void judgment is one which, from its inception, is and forever continues to be absolutely null, without legal efficacy, ineffectual to bind the parties or to support a right, of no legal force and effect whatever, and incapable of enforcement in any manner or to any degree.” Loyd v. Director, Dept. of Public Safety, 480 So. 2d 577 (Ala. Civ. App. 1985) [emphasis added] 
and then sell people into slavery into commercial prisons in support of their roman cult handlers; and further,
84. the constitution for the united States of America is a trust indenture 
“There is no such thing as a power of inherent Sovereignty in the government(s) of the United States.  In this country Sovereignty resides in the people, and congress can exercise no power which they have not, by their Constitution entrusted to it: All else is withheld”.  Julliard VS. Greenman, 110 U.S. 421 
"The governments are but trustees acting under derived authority and have no power to delegate what is not delegated to them. But the people, as the original fountain might take away what they have delegated and entrust to whom they please. ... The sovereignty in every state resides in the people of the state and they may alter and change their form of government at their own pleasure." --Luther v. Borden, 48 US 1, 12 Led 581 
with certain delegated authority, and Havins and Stutsman and their unknown co-conspirator have no authority to assault me with their municipal corporation called UNITED STATES,  or its subsidiary called STATE OF TEXAS, 
“A delegate cannot delegate; an agent cannot delegate his functions to a subagent without the knowledge or consent of the principal; the person to whom an office or duty is delegated cannot lawfully devolve the duty on another, unless he be expressly authorized so to do.” 9 Coke, 77; Broom, Max. 840; 2 Kent, Comm. 633; 2 Steph. Comm. 119 [emphasis added] 
“A delegated power cannot be again delegated.” 2 Inst. 597; Black's, 2d. 347; 2 Bouv. Inst. n. 1300 
“A deputy cannot have (or appoint) a deputy.” Story, Ag. s.13; 9 Coke, 77; 2 Bouv. Inst. n. 1936; and further,
85. george the third, king of England, signed the Definitive Treaty of Peace of 1783 as “King of Great Britain and France” and as “Arch Treasurer and Prince Elector of the Holy Roman Empire and the United States of America”, therefore george the third, financed both sides of the war of independence with roman cult money, in his private capacity, which also means that the war of independence was orchestrated by george the third, and the roman cult and their Jesuits, and george, the third, perjured his oath, and breached the trust to do it; and further,
86. the definitive treaty of peace of a fraud and a nullity because both george the third, king of England and france perjured his oath by creating the circumstances surrounding the War of Independence, under instructions from the roman cult and with roman cult money, and john jay, benjamin franklin, john adams, and d hartley perjured their oaths by signing for the united states of america because it legitimized the actions of george, the third, and his roman cult handlers, therefore there are no signatures with authority on the document, and further,
87. elizabeth alexandra mary; house of windsor, queen of England, is the successor to george the third, therefore she is now the Arch Treasurer and Prince Elector of the Holy Roman Empire and the United States of America, which means that elizabeth alexandra mary; house of windsor is operating in her private capacity, and the roman cult owns and operates the municipal corporation called UNITED STATES and its subsidiary called STATE OF TEXAS, and they are satanists operating in support of their roman cult handlers, and elizabeth alexandra mary has perjured her oath and breached the trust to participate in it; and further,
88. the war of independence never did end, because the war of 1812 was orchestrated by george the third, in his private capacity, with the roman cult and their jesuits in an effort to "disappear" the true article 13 in amendment that would otherwise deny the roman cult's BAR member BAAL priests the right to hold a position of trust (requires an oath of office), because one of the major engagements was when the British went to the capitol and burned the national archives, (which is where the ratification records would have been kept), and because the roman cult intended that their BAR member BAAL priest satanists infiltrate all governments in america, create unconstitutional municipal corporations, and put them deeply into debt, so their roman cult handlers could seize the corporations in bankruptcy and operate them as their owned and operated criminal racketeering enterprises, and send out their low intelligence hired thugs to assault people, kidnap people, falsely imprison people, and even murder people and then their BAR member BAAL priest satanists can call it a contract, and sell their “justus”, and that is exactly what they have done, and the war of independence continues to this day, all of which was stated in my first petition to the US Supreme Court case number 07-5674 and the US Solicitor General for the US Department of (so-called) Justice waived their right to respond, thereby admitting that it was all correct and the unrebutted truth; and further,
89. the so-called fourteenth amendment was never properly ratified 
“The dissenting opinion asserts that "The Fourteenth Amendment is a part of the Constitution of the United States." While this same assertion has been made by The United States Supreme Court, that court has never held that the amendment was legally adopted. I cannot believe that any court, in full possession of its faculties could honestly hold that the amendment was properly approved and adopted." State v Phillips 540 Pac. Rep.2d 936 
and was actually a revision 
". . . the wide and diverse range of subject matters proposed to be voted upon, and the revisional effect which it would necessarily have on our basic plan of government. The proposal is offered as a single amendment but it obviously is multifarious. It does not give the people an opportunity to express approval or disapproval severally as to each major change suggested. . . ." McFadden v Jordan, 196 P.2d 787 
because it changes many things in the Constitution, including property rights, citizenship, taxes, apportionment, the debt, and more, and therefore is unconstitutional because the constitution only authorizes amendments 
“No one is bound to obey an unconstitutional law and no courts are bound to enforce it." 16th American Jurisprudence 2d, Section 177 late 2nd, Section 256 
“An unconstitutional act is not law; it confers no rights; it imposes no duties; affords no protection; it creates no office; it is in legal contemplation, as inoperative as though it had never been passed.” Norton vs Shelby County, 118 U.S. 425, p. 442 
"An unconstitutional law is void, and is as no law. An offence created by it is not a crime." Ex parte Siebold, 100 U.S. 371, 376 (1880), quoted with approval in Fay v. Noia, 372 U.S. 391, 408 (1963) 
"it never became a law and was as much a nullity as if it had been the act or declaration of an unauthorized assemblage of individuals." (Ryan v. Lynch, 68 Ill. 160) 
and it converts citizenship into the opposite of what the founders intended 
"And while the Fourteenth Amendment does not create a national citizenship, it has the effect of making that citizenship "paramount and dominant" instead of "derivative and dependent" upon state citizenship." Colgate v Harvey 296 US 404 at p 427 
"The amendment (fourteeth) reversed and annulled the original policy of the constitution," United States v. Rhodes, 27 Federal Cases, 785, 794.
and was created by Congress 
"The term resident and citizen of the United States is distinguished from a Citizen of one of the several states, in that the former is a special class of citizen created by Congress." U.S. v. Anthony 24 Fed. 829 (1873) [emphasis added] 
and is a fraud and a nullity as described herein but Havins, Stutsman and other unknown individuals over their radio insist on assaulting me with their so-called Fourteenth Amendment, and their slave citizenship; and further,
90. satanist BAR members in the Texas Legislature have created one of their fictitious color of law statutes to give their satanist order followers plausible deniability under certain circumstances;
“(a) No evidence obtained by an officer or other person in violation of any provisions of the Constitution or laws of the State of Texas, or of the Constitution or laws of the United States of America, shall be admitted in evidence against the accused on the trial of any criminal case. 
(b) It is an exception to the provisions of Subsection (a) of this Article that the evidence was obtained by a law enforcement officer acting in objective good faith reliance upon a warrant issued by a neutral magistrate based on probable cause.” Texas Code of Criminal Procedure, Article 38.23 Evidence Not to Be Used [emphasis added] 
and these satanists know that there is no such thing as a “neutral magistrate” because they are always operating under a statute, which means they are always bought and paid for clerks masquerading as judges as described herein, and there is no such thing as a warrant, because they always issue a capias 
“In this chapter: 
(1) "Capias" means a writ that is: 
(A) issued by a court having jurisdiction of a case after judgment and sentence; and 
(B) directed "To any peace officer of the State of Texas" and commanding the officer to arrest a person convicted of an offense and bring the arrested person before that court immediately or on a day or at a term stated in the writ. 
(2) "Capias pro fine" means a writ that is: 
(A) issued by a court having jurisdiction of a case after judgment and sentence for unpaid fines and costs; and 
(B) directed "To any peace officer of the State of Texas" and commanding the officer to arrest a person convicted of an offense and bring the arrested person before that court immediately.” Texas Code of Criminal Procedure Article 43.015 Definitions 
and a capias is not a warrant 
“A capias is NOT a “Warrant of Arrest,”….” Knox v State, 586 S.W. 2d 504, 506 (Tex.Crim.App. 1979) 
but a capias is a debt instrument where the clerk masquerading as a judge has forged the signature of their US citizen / cestui que trust / slave onto one of their satanic contracts to sell them into slavery; 
“CAPIAS AD SATISFACIENDUM (shortly termed a CA. SA.) A judicial writ of execution which issues out on the record of a Judgment, where there is a recovery in the courts…, of debt, damages, &c. And by this writ the sheriff is commanded to take the body of the defendant in execution, and him safely to keep, so that he have his body in court at the return of the writ, to satisfy the plaintiff his debt and damages. Vide 1 Litt Abr. 249.” Tomlin’s Law Dictionary 1835 Edition 
but the satanist BAAL priest BAR members in the Texas Legislature intend that their satanist order followers have plausible deniability to be able to assault, kidnap, falsely imprison, and even murder anybody they want, especially to populate their debtors prisons, for their roman cult handlers, as evidenced by the nightly news; and further,
91. on the twenty-eighth day of april in the year two thousand and eight, i had previously served on Andrew Vogel a Notice and Demand by Registered Mail RA 351 950 285 US, in which i told him that;

“…I am not a second class UNITED STATES citizen, 14th Amendment Citizen, corporation or other fictitious entity as found in CORPORATE DENIAL AFFIDAVIT, recorded with the Pinal County Recorder at FEE NUMBER 2005-107494, and ZIP CODE CORPORATE DENIAL AFFIDAVIT recorded with the Pinal County Recorder at FEE NUMBER 2005-120448, both of which are incorporated herein by reference in their entirety.”

but he intended to assault me with this US citizen slave anyway, and I further told him that

“…according to the courts, there is no such thing as a drivers license under Texas law…”

but he intended to assault me with his District of Columbia codes anyway, and I further told him that

“…you are not authorized to serve commercial process on Me…” 

but he intended to assault me with his roman cult so-called contract anyway, a true copy of which is attached hereto, all of which is incorporated herein by reference in its entirety, and further,
92. on the twenty-eighth day of april in the year two thousand and eight, i had previously served on Pippins predecessor Steve Myers a Notice and Demand by Registered Mail RA 351 950 285 US, in which i told him that;
“…I am not a second class UNITED STATES citizen, 14th Amendment Citizen, corporation or other fictitious entity as found in CORPORATE DENIAL AFFIDAVIT, recorded with the Pinal County Recorder at FEE NUMBER 2005-107494, and ZIP CODE CORPORATE DENIAL AFFIDAVIT recorded with the Pinal County Recorder at FEE NUMBER 2005-120448, both of which are incorporated herein by reference in their entirety.”
but he intended to assault me with this US citizen slave anyway, and I further told him that

“…according to the courts, there is no such thing as a drivers license under Texas law…”

but he intended to assault me with his District of Columbia codes anyway, and I further told him that

“…you are not authorized to serve commercial process on Me…” 

but he intended to assault me with his roman cult so-called contract anyway, a true copy of which is attached hereto, all of which is incorporated herein by reference in its entirety, and further,

93. i filed a challenge to jurisdiction by special appearance into their kangaroo so-called court, and further,

94. i witnessed the BAR member BAAL priest Hudman assault me with one of his so-called contracts by entering a plea without my permission under the color of his District of Columbia codes, by entering a plea for his enemy of the state cestui que trust GLENN WINNINGHAM FEARN a true copy of which is attached hereto, all of which is incorporated herein by reference in its entirety, and further,

95. i rejected their offers of contract (in red ink) twice under their satanic law merchant and their roman cult UNIDROIT treaty, true black and white copies of which are attached hereto, all of which are incorporated herein by reference in their entirety, but their Satanist BAAL priest Hudman, in conspiracy with Vogel,  insisted on assaulting me with his show-trial and kangaroo court,  because they sent their enemy of the state cestui que trust a post card saying that there was one of their fraudulent fictitious warrants that is actually a capias, and further,
96. i witnessed Hudman and Vogel threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by operating in their private capacity and ceasing to represent the government 

“An officer who acts in violation of the Constitution ceases to represent the government”.  Brookfield Const. Co. v. Kozinski, 284 F. Supp. 94, 

“All oaths must be lawful, allowed by the common law, or some statute; if they are administered by persons in a private capacity, or not duly authorized, they are coram non judice, and void; …. 3 Inst. 165; 4 Inst. 278; 2 Roll. Abr. 277.” Tomlin’s Law Dictionary 1835 Edition, Volume 2; and further,

97. i witnessed Hudman and Vogel threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by operating as revenue officers under the federal tax lien act of 1966, and assaulting me with their cestui que trust, and their District of Columbia codes

"(h) DEFINITION’s. …. "(3) MOTOR VEHICLE.-The term 'motor vehicle' means a self-propelled vehicle which is registered for highway use under the laws of any State or foreign country. "(4) SECURITY.-The term 'security' means any bond, debenture, note, or certificate or other evidence of indebtedness, issued by a corporation or a government or political subdivision thereof, with interest coupons or in registered form, share of stock, voting trust certificate, or any certificate of interest or participation in, certificate of deposit or receipt for, temporary or interim certificate for, or warrant or right to subscribe to or purchase any of the foregoing: negotiable instrument: or money.” Tax Lien Act of 1966 at Public Law 89-719 at 80 Stat. 1130-1131
so they could collect a royalty like all revenue officers
“CHAP. CXIX . -An Act to provide Internal Revenue to support the Government and to pay Interest on the Public Debt. - Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled…” 
which was Approved on July 1, 1862 by the Thirty-seventh Congress in Session II at 12 Stat. 432, and at SEC 84 at 12 Stat. 445 where it says;

“SEC. 84. And be it further enacted, That there shall be allowed to the collectors appointed under this act, in full compensation for their services and that of their deputies in carrying this act into effect, a commission four per centum upon the first hundred thousand dollars, and two per centum upon all sums above one hundred thousand dollars; such commissions to be computed upon the amounts by them respectively paid over and accounted for under the instructions of the Treasury Department…”

98. i witnessed Hudman threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by converting this case over to an admiralty case under his District of Columbia statutes where he can sit there and play stupid, where he is a (bought and paid for) Clerk masquerading as a Judge, and thereby perjure his oath to protect my rights, where he had no intention of being a neutral and unbiased judge

“It is a fundamental right of a party to have a neutral and detached judge preside over the judicial proceedings.” Ward v Village of Monroeville, 409 U.S. 57, 61-62, 93 S.Ct 80, 83, 34 L.Ed. 2d 267 (1972); Tumey v Ohio, 273 U.S. 510, 5209, 47 S. Ct. 437, 440, 71 L.Ed. 749 (1927),
therefore it was NOT a judicial proceeding, and Hudman intended to hold a kangaroo court 

“Kangaroo court. Term descriptive of a sham legal proceeding in which a person's rights are totally disregarded and in which the result is a foregone conclusion because of the bias of the court or other tribunal.” Black’s Law Dictionary, 6th Edition, page 868 

in their private capacity, and none of them have any immunity

“...where any state proceeds against a private individual in a judicial forum it is well settled that the state, county, municipality, etc. waives any immunity to counters, cross claims and complaints, by direct or collateral means regarding the matters involved.” Luckenback v. The Thekla, 295 F 1020, 226 Us 328; Lyders v. Lund, 32 F2d 308;
“When enforcing mere statutes, judges of all courts do not act judicially” (and thus are not protected by “qualified” or “limited immunity,” - SEE: Owen v. City, 445 U.S. 662; Bothke v. Terry, 713 F2d 1404) - - 
Immunity for judges does not extend to acts which are clearly outside of their jurisdiction. Bauers v. Heisel, C.A. N.J. 1966, 361 F.2d 581, Cert. Den. 87 S.Ct. 1367, 386 U.S. 1021, 18 L.Ed. 2d 457 (see also Muller v. Wachtel, D.C.N.Y. 1972, 345 F.Supp. 160; Rhodes v. Houston, D.C. Nebr. 1962, 202 F.Supp. 624 affirmed 309 F.2d 959, Cert. den 83 St. 724, 372 U.S. 909, 9 L.Ed. 719, Cert. Den 83 S.Ct. 1282, 383 U.S. 971, 16 L.Ed. 2nd 311, Motion denied 285 F.Supp. 546).
“In arriving at our decision in this matter we do not depart in any way from our holding in Huendling v. Jensen  [*300]  that the doctrine of judicial immunity extends to courts of limited jurisdiction. But, when a minor magistrate acts wholly without jurisdiction, civil liability attaches for his malicious and corrupt abuse of process and his willful and malicious oppression of any person under the pretense of acting in his official capacity. See Huendling v. Jensen, 168 N.W.2d at 749 and authorities cited.”188 N.W.2d 294; 1971 Iowa Sup. LEXIS 863; 64 A.L.R.3d 1242

99. i witnessed Hudman threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by forging my signature onto his satanic contract by issuing a capias that the Satanists call a warrant, and they sent their fraudulently created cestui que trust  a post card stating so, all of which is incorporated herein by reference in its entirety,

“In this chapter: 
(1) "Capias" means a writ that is: 
(A) issued by a court having jurisdiction of a case after judgment and sentence; and 
(B) directed "To any peace officer of the State of Texas" and commanding the officer to arrest a person convicted of an offense and bring the arrested person before that court immediately or on a day or at a term stated in the writ. 

(2) "Capias pro fine" means a writ that is: 

(A) issued by a court having jurisdiction of a case after judgment and sentence for unpaid fines and costs; and 

(B) directed "To any peace officer of the State of Texas" and commanding the officer to arrest a person convicted of an offense and bring the arrested person before that court immediately.” Texas Code of Criminal Procedure Article 43.015 Definitions 

and a capias is not a warrant 

“A capias is NOT a “Warrant of Arrest,”….” Knox v State, 586 S.W. 2d 504, 506 (Tex.Crim.App. 1979) 

but a capias is a debt instrument where Hudman the clerk masquerading as a judge, forged my signature onto one of their satanic contracts, and then they circulate it among all of their Satanist order followers to send them out and use it as justification to assault me, the man, kidnap me, the man, and falsely imprison me, the man, “in good faith” as defined by their BAR member BAAL priest brethren in the Texas Legislature

“(a) No evidence obtained by an officer or other person in violation of any provisions of the Constitution or laws of the State of Texas, or of the Constitution or laws of the United States of America, shall be admitted in evidence against the accused on the trial of any criminal case.
(b) It is an exception to the provisions of Subsection (a) of this Article that the evidence was obtained by a law enforcement officer acting in objective good faith reliance upon a warrant issued by a neutral magistrate based on probable cause.” Texas Code of Criminal Procedure, Article 38.23 Evidence Not to Be Used [emphasis added]
and then sell me, the man, into slavery in their debtors prison commercial jails; 

“CAPIAS AD SATISFACIENDUM (shortly termed a CA. SA.) A judicial writ of execution which issues out on the record of a Judgment, where there is a recovery in the courts…, of debt, damages, &c. And by this writ the sheriff is commanded to take the body of the defendant in execution, and him safely to keep, so that he have his body in court at the return of the writ, to satisfy the plaintiff his debt and damages. Vide 1 Litt Abr. 249.” Tomlin’s Law Dictionary 1835 Edition 

100. after they held their show-trial in their kangaroo court, since they insisted on forging my signature onto one of their satanic contracts, i filed a revocation of signatures, a true copy of which is attached hereto, all of which is incorporated herein by reference in its entirety, and further,
101. i filed a Notice of Void Judgment into their show-trial and kangaroo court and Hudman “disappeared” it, a true copy of which is attached hereto, all of which is incorporated herein by reference in its entirety, and further,

102. the word PIG is an acronym that stands for; “Persons In Government who intend to perjure their oaths”, and they are all PIGs and I have nothing but contempt for Hudman and Vogel their kangaroo court and their order follower Satanist thugs Stutsman and Havins, and further,
103. i witnessed Havins, Stutsman, and the unknown individuals on the radio, and Vogel and Hudman threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by operating in bad faith because they had pulled up their hearsay computer system and they knew exactly who they were dealing with, i told them how they were operating in their private capacity, and were impersonating peace officers, but they intended to be order followers in bad faith to their oaths (perjury) and they intended to engage in all of the crimes described herein; and further,
104. i believe the evidence from discovery will show, and any reasonable person would see, that it is the BAR member Azle City Attorney Vogle, and the BAR member Azle City Clerk masquerading as a Judge Hudman that are behind the revenue generating activities of Pippins and his code enforcers Havins and Stutsman, to bring in business for their so-called court, in support of their roman cult handlers; and further,
105. the cestui que trust that Havins, Stutsman and other unknown individuals over the radio, assaulted me with, is a fraud, and everything they do is a fraud and under the color of law, 
“Once a fraud, always a fraud.” 13 Vin. Abr. 539 
“Things invalid from the beginning cannot be made valid by subsequent act.” Trayner, Max. 482. Maxims of Law, Black’s Law Dictionary 9th Edition, page 1862 
“A thing void in the beginning does not become valid by lapse of time.” 1 S. & R. 58.  Maxims of Law, Black’s Law Dictionary 9th Edition, page 1866 
Time cannot render valid an act void in its origin. Dig. 50, 17, 29; Broom, Max. 178, Maxims of Law, Black’s Law Dictionary 9th Edition, page 1862, 
“Ex dolo malo non oritur action. Out of fraud no action arises. Cowper, 343; Broom’s Max. 349.” Bouvier’s Maxims of Law, 1856, 
and any act by any government official to conceal the fraud becomes an act of fraud; 
“fraus est celare fraudem. It is a fraud to conceal a fraud. 1 Vern. 270.” Bouvier’s Maxims of Law 1856 
and fraud is inexcusable and unpardonable; 
“Fraus et dolus nemini patrocianari debent. Fraud and deceit should excuse no man. 3 Co. 78.” Bouvier’s Maxims  of Law 1856 
and any fraud amounts to injustice; 
“Fraus et jus nunquam cohabitant. Fraud and justice never dwell together.” Maxims of Law, Black’s Law Dictionary, 9th Edition, page 1832 
“Quod alias bonum et justum est, si per vim vei fraudem petatur, malum et injustum efficitur. What is otherwise good and just, if sought by force or fraud, becomes bad and unjust. 3 Co. 78.” Bouvier’s Maxims of Law, 1856 
because no corporation has standing to do anything in any court of law 
“My opinion is and long has been that the mayor and aldermen of a city corporation, or the president and directors of a bank, or the president and directors of a railroad company and of other similar corporations, are the true parties that sue and are sued as trustees and representatives of the constantly changing stockholders…. A corporation, therefore, being not a natural person, but a mere creature of the mind, invisible and intangible, cannot be a citizen of a state, or of the United States, and cannot fall within the terms or the power of the above mentioned article, and can therefore neither plead nor be impleaded in the courts of the United States.” Rundle v Delaware & Raritan Canal Company 55 U.S. 80 (1852) [emphasis added]; 
but that is the first thing they do is assault me with their unconstitutional municipal corporation STATE OF TEXAS, and further,
106. i witnessed Havins and Stutsman threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by wearing military uniforms with military rank insignias, therefore i witnessed Havins and Stutsman and their unknown co-conspirators assault me with their martial law which is the same thing that precipitated the war of independence 
“…statutes have been passed for extending the jurisdiction of courts of admiralty and vice-admiralty beyond their ancient limits; for depriving us of the accustomed and inestimable privilege of trial by jury, in cases affecting both life and property;…and for altering fundamentally the form of government established by charter. We saw the misery to which such despotism would reduce us.…….to supersede the course of common law and instead thereof to publish and order the use and exercise of the law martial…” Causes and Necessity of Taking Up Arms 1775 [emphasis added]; 
which is what happened when Samuel Adams witnessed somebody flogged to death for refusing to take a license and coined the phrase “Give me liberty or give me death!”, and because anyone who is wearing a military uniform is an agent of the roman cult 
“The wearing of clerical dress or of a religious habit on the part of lay folk, ….., is liable to the same penalty on the part of the State as the misuse of military uniform.” Article 10, Concordat of 1933 
which was an agreement between Hitler and the roman cult, and the United States has ratified it, and because at common law a deputy sheriff would have a star only, and at common law a judge would have a business suit, but under the roman cult a deputy sheriff has a military uniform, and a so-called judge wears a black robe military uniform, which means they have no lawful authority to exist under the constitution or laws of the United States, or Texas and are impersonating public servants 
Sec. 37.11. IMPERSONATING PUBLIC SERVANT. 
(a) A person commits an offense if he: 
(1) impersonates a public servant with intent to induce another to submit to his pretended official authority or to rely on his pretended official acts; or 
(2) knowingly purports to exercise any function of a public servant or of a public office, including that of a judge and court, and the position or office through which he purports to exercise a function of a public servant or public office has no lawful existence under the constitution or laws of this state or of the United States. 
(b) An offense under this section is a felony of the third degree 
and the reason their so-called court has no lawful existence in Texas or the United States is because they are operating under the District of Columbia codes, 

“Chap. 854. – An Act to establish a code of law for the District of Columbia.” 
which was Approved on March 3, 1901, by the Fifty-Sixth Congress, Session II, at 31 Stat. 1189, and at 2, where it says; 
“And be it further enacted, That in the interpretation and construction of said code the following rules shall be observed namely:… 
“Third. The word “person” shall be held to apply to partnerships and corporations, …., and the reference to any officer shall include any person authorized by law to perform the duties of his office,….” [emphasis added]

and at Chapter One – Laws Remaining in Force, Subchapter 2 – The Police Court at Sec. 44, where it says; 
“That prosecutions in the police court shall be on information by the proper prosecuting officer.…”, [emphasis added]
and at Chapter One – Laws Remaining in Force, Subchapter Three – Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, in Sec. 117, at 31 Stat. 1208, where it says; 
“SEC. 117. That in addition to the jurisdiction conferred in the preceding section, plenary jurisdiction is hereby given to the said court holding the said special term to hear and determine all questions…” [emphasis added]

and at Chapter three – Absence for Seven Years, in Sec. 252, 253, at 31 Stat. 1230, where it says; 
“SEC. 252. PRESUMPTION OF DEATH. - If any person shall leave his domicile without any known intention of changing the same, and shall not return or be heard from for seven years from the time of his so leaving, he shall be presumed to be dead, in any case wherein his death shall come in question, unless proof be made that he was alive within that time.

SEC: 253. PERSON FOUND LIVING .- If the person so presumed to be dead be found to have been living, any person injured by such presumption shall be restored to the rights of which he shall have been deprived by reason of such presumption.”
and at Chapter Five – Administration - Subchapter Five – Suits, in Sec. 327, at 31 Stat. 1241, where it says;

“SEC. 327. SUITS BY AND AGAINST EXECUTORS, AND SO FORTH; -- Executors and administrators shall have full power and authority to commence and prosecute any personal action at law or in equity which the testator or intestate might have commenced and prosecuted,…”

and under Chapter Fifteen – Condemnation of Land for Public Use, and in Sec. 485, at 31 Stat. 1265, where it says; 

“Citation to Owners.-The said court, holding a district court of the United States,…” [emphasis added], 
and at Chapter Twenty-Eight – Fees of Officers and Others, and in Sec 1112, at 31 Stat. 1365 where it says; 
“Marshall’s Fees-…that for the service or any citation, summons, capias,…”
and at Chapter Fifty-Six in Sec. 1617, at 31 Stat. 1432, where it says; 
“The Legal Estate to be in Cestui Que Use”
and because the government only has authority over what the government creates 
“All subjects over which the sovereign power of the state extends are objects of taxation, but those over which it does not extend are exempt from taxation. This proposition may also be pronounced as self-evident. The sovereignty of the state extends to everything which exists by its authority or its permission.” McCullough v Maryland, 17 U.S. [4 Wheat] 316 (1819). [emphasis added] 
and likewise, the roman cult only has authority over things that it creates 
“Yet still it was found difficult to set bounds to ecclesiastical ingenuity; for when they were driven out of all their former holds, they devised a new method of conveyance, by which the lands were granted, not to themselves directly, but to nominal feoffees to the use of the religious houses; thus distinguishing between the possession and the use, and receiving the actual profits, while the seisin of the lands remained in the nominal feoffee, who was held by the courts of equity (then under the direction of the clergy) to be bound in conscience to account to his cestui que use for the rents and emoluments of the estate: and it is to these inventions that our practitioners are indebted for the introduction of uses and trusts, the foundation of modern conveyancing.” Tomlins Law Dictionary 1835 edition, Volume 2 under the definition of Mortmain 
therefore, the cestui que trust is a creation of the roman cult, and the courts are under still the direction of the roman cult, which is why these Satanist order followers, Havins, Stutsman, and others unknown, are so interested in assaulting me with their cestui que trust, as part of their extortion racket; 
“Inasmuch as every government is an artificial person, an abstraction, and a creature of the mind only, a government can interface only with other artificial persons. The imaginary, having neither actuality nor substance, is foreclosed from creating and attaining parity with the tangible. The legal manifestation of this is that no government, as well as any law, agency, aspect, court, etc. can concern itself with anything other than corporate, artificial persons and the contracts between them.”  Supreme Court Reporter S.C.R. 1795, (3 U.S. 54; 1 L.Ed. 57; 3 Dall. 54) 

“"Disparata Non Debent Jungi"; Latin: Dissimilar things ought not to be joined.” Black’s Law Dictionary, 8th Edition, Legal Maxims, page 5284, and further,
107. i witnessed Havins and Stutsman and other unknown individuals over the radio, and Vogel and Hudman threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by participating in a seditious conspiracy in violation of their codes 
“If two or more persons in any State or Territory, or in any place subject to the jurisdiction of the United States, conspire to overthrow, put down, or to destroy by force the Government of the United States, or to levy war against them, or to oppose by force the authority thereof, or by force to prevent, hinder, or delay the execution of any law of the United States, or by force to seize, take, or possess any property of the United States contrary to the authority thereof, they shall each be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than twenty years, or both.” 18 USC § 2384 
by overthrowing my common law (law of the land), and natural law, and by assaulting me with their US citizen slave and martial law jurisdiction, because they intended to further deny me my right (property) to due process; 
"The right of trial by jury in civil cases, guaranteed by the 7th Amendment (Walker v. Sauvinet, 92 U. S. 90), and the right to bear arms, guaranteed by the 2nd Amendment (Presser v. Illinois, 116 U. S. 252), have been distinctly held not to be privileges and immunities of citizens of the United States guaranteed by the 14th Amendment against abridgement by the states, and in effect the same decision was made in respect of the guarantee against prosecution, except by indictment of a grand jury, contained in the 5th Amendment (Hurtado v. California, 110 U. S. 516), and in respect of the right to be confronted with witnesses, contained in the 6th Amendment."  West v. Louisiana, 194 U. S. 258.
"The technical niceties of the common law are not regarded. . . .", 1 R.C.L. 31, p. 422. "A jury does not figure, ordinarily, in the trial of an admiralty suit. . . the verdict of the jury merely advisory, and may be disregarded by the court." 1 R.C.L. 40, p. 432. "[The] rules of practice may be altered whenever found to be inconvenient or likely to embarrass the business of the court." 1 R.C.L. 32, p. 423. "A court of admiralty. . . acts upon equitable principles." 1 R.C.L. 17, p. 416. "A libel of information [accusation] does not require all the technical precision of an indictment at common law. If the allegations describe the offense, it is all that is necessary; and if it is founded upon a statute, it is sufficient if it pursues the words of the law." The Emily v. The Caroline, 9 Wheat. 381 [emphasis added] 
“"Civil Law," "Roman Law," and "Roman Civil Law" are convertible phrases, meaning the same system of jurisprudence. That rule of action which every particular nation, commonwealth, or city has established peculiarly for itself; more properly called "municipal" law, to distinguish it from the "law of nature," and from international law.   See Bowyer, Mod.  Civil Law, 19; Sevier v.  Riley, 189 Cal.  170, 244 P. 323, 325” Black's Law Dictionary, Rev.  4th Ed. [emphasis added]; and further,
108. i witnessed Havins and Stutsman and other unknown individuals over the radio, and Vogel and Hudman threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights, by assaulting me with one of their satanic contracts 
"Brown, Vol. 2, 100, lays down the rule in these terms:  'The general rule, however, at present, is, that the admiralty acts only in rem, and that no person can be subject to that jurisdiction but by his consent, expressed by his entering into a stipulation.'"  Ramsey v. Allegrie, 12 Wall 611, p. 409 
"In Kreble's Reports, p. 500, quoted by Brown, it is expressly said, that without a stipulation, the admiralty has no jurisdiction at all over the person."  Ramsey v. Allegrie, 12 Wall 611, p. 410. [emphasis added] 
"It is impossible to prove jurisdiction exists absent a substantial nexus with the state, such as voluntary subscription to license.  All jurisdictional facts supporting claim that supposed jurisdiction exists must appear on the record of the court."  Pipe Line v Marathon. 102 S. Ct. 3858 quoting Crowell v Benson 883 US 22; and further,
109. Havins, Stutsman, and other unknown individuals over the radio, and Vogel and Hudman, are all US citizens as required by their STATE OF TEXAS codes; and further,
110. i witnessed Havins, Stutsman, and other unknown individuals over the radio, and Vogel and Hudman threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by breaching the trust; and further,
111. i witnessed Havins, Stutsman, and Pippins and other unknown individuals over the radio, threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by impersonate peace officers in violation of their own codes 
Sec. 37.11. IMPERSONATING PUBLIC SERVANT. 
(a) A person commits an offense if he: 
(1) impersonates a public servant with intent to induce another to submit to his pretended official authority or to rely on his pretended official acts; or 
(2) knowingly purports to exercise any function of a public servant or of a public office, including that of a judge and court, and the position or office through which he purports to exercise a function of a public servant or public office has no lawful existence under the constitution or laws of this state or of the United States. 
(b) An offense under this section is a felony of the third degree.; and further,
112. i witnessed Vogel and Hudman, threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by impersonate public servants in violation of their own codes 

Sec. 37.11. IMPERSONATING PUBLIC SERVANT. 
(a) A person commits an offense if he: 

(1) impersonates a public servant with intent to induce another to submit to his pretended official authority or to rely on his pretended official acts; or 

(2) knowingly purports to exercise any function of a public servant or of a public office, including that of a judge and court, and the position or office through which he purports to exercise a function of a public servant or public office has no lawful existence under the constitution or laws of this state or of the United States. 

(b) An offense under this section is a felony of the third degree.; 
113. i witnessed Havins, Stutsman, and Pippins and other unknown individuals over the radio,  and Vogel and Hudman threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by violating my rights (trespassed upon my property) under the color of their own codes 
“Whoever, under color of any law, statute, ordinance, regulation, or custom, willfully subjects any inhabitant of any State, Territory, Commonwealth, Possession, or District to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities secured or protected by the Constitution or laws of the United States, …….. shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than one year, or both; ………” 18 USC § 242 Violating Rights under Color of Law; and further,
114. i witnessed Havins, Stutsman, Pippins and other unknown individuals over the radio, and Hudman and Vogel conspire together to, injure, oppress, threaten, and intimidate, me in the free exercise of my rights (trespassed upon my property) in violation of their own codes 
“If two or more persons conspire to injure, oppress, threaten, or intimidate any person in any State, Territory, Commonwealth, Possession, or District in the free exercise or enjoyment of any right or privilege secured to him by the Constitution or laws of the United States, or because of his having so exercised the same; …They shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both; …” 18 USC § 241 Conspiracy to Violate Rights under Color of Law; and further,
115. i witnessed Havins, Stutsman, Pippins and other unknown individuals over the radio, and Hudman and Vogel threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by engaging in official oppression in violation of their own Texas Penal Code 
“Sec. 39.03. OFFICIAL OPPRESSION. 
(a) A public servant acting under color of his office or employment commits an offense if he: 
(1) intentionally subjects another to mistreatment or to arrest, detention, search, seizure, dispossession, assessment, or lien that he knows is unlawful; 
(2) intentionally denies or impedes another in the exercise or enjoyment of any right, privilege, power, or immunity, knowing his conduct is unlawful; or 
(b) For purposes of this section, a public servant acts under color of his office or employment if he acts or purports to act in an official capacity or takes advantage of such actual or purported capacity. 
(d) An offense under this section is a Class A misdemeanor,…” [emphasis added]; and further,
116. i witnessed Havins, Stutsman, Pippins and other unknown individuals over the radio, and Vogel and Hudman threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by unlawfully restraining me in violation of their Texas Penal Code 
“Sec. 20.02. UNLAWFUL RESTRAINT. 
(a) A person commits an offense if he intentionally or knowingly restrains another person. (c) An offense under this section is a Class A misdemeanor, except that the offense is: 
(d) It is no offense to detain or move another under this section when it is for the purpose of effecting a lawful arrest or detaining an individual lawfully arrested.” [emphasis added]; and further,
117. i witnessed Havins, Stutsman, Pippins, and other unknown individuals over the radio, and Vogel and Hudman threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by operating as a criminal street gang conspiring to commit aggravated assault and aggravated kidnapping, (since they both had guns), in violation of their own Texas Penal Code 
“Sec. 71.01. DEFINITIONS. In this chapter,
(a) "Combination" means three or more persons who collaborate in carrying on criminal activities, although: 
(1) participants may not know each other's identity; 
(2) membership in the combination may change from time to time; and 
(b) "Conspires to commit" means that a person agrees with one or more persons that they or one or more of them engage in conduct that would constitute the offense and that person and one or more of them perform an overt act in pursuance of the agreement. An agreement constituting conspiring to commit may be inferred from the acts of the parties. 
(c) "Profits" means property constituting or derived from any proceeds obtained, directly or indirectly, from an offense listed in Section 71.02. 
(d) "Criminal street gang" means three or more persons having a common identifying sign or symbol or an identifiable leadership who continuously or regularly associate in the commission of criminal activities.” [emphasis added] 
“Sec. 71.02. ENGAGING IN ORGANIZED CRIMINAL ACTIVITY. 
(a) A person commits an offense if, with the intent to establish, maintain, or participate in a combination or in the profits of a combination or as a member of a criminal street gang, the person commits or conspires to commit one or more of the following: 
(1) murder, …aggravated robbery, robbery, theft, aggravated kidnapping, kidnapping, aggravated assault,… deadly conduct, assault punishable as a Class A misdemeanor, or unauthorized use of a motor vehicle;” [emphasis added]; and further,
118. i witnessed Havins’ unknown supervisor over the radio, threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by directing the activities of a criminal street gang in violation of their own Texas Penal Code 
Sec. 71.023. DIRECTING ACTIVITIES OF CRIMINAL STREET GANGS. 
(a) A person commits an offense if the person, as part of the identifiable leadership of a criminal street gang, knowingly finances, directs, or supervises the commission of, or a conspiracy to commit, one or more of the following offenses by members of a criminal street gang: [emphasis added]; and further,
119. i witnessed Havins, Stutsman and other unknown individuals over the radio, and Vogel and Hudman threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by perjuring their oaths in violation of their own Texas Penal Code; and further,
120. i witnessed Havins, Stutsman, Pippins and other unknown individuals over the radio, and Vogel and Hudman threaten me, oppress me, and intimidate me in the free exercise of my rights by engaging in the criminal activity described herein, with malice 
"Although probable cause may not be inferred from malice, malice may be inferred from lack of probable cause." Pauley v. Hall, 335 N. W. 2d 197, 124 Mich App 255; and further,

the undersigned, i, me, my, or myself, also known as glenn winningham; house of fearn, of original jurisdiction, and judicial power citizen, by right of blood, do herewith state, say and declare;  i issue this declaration with sincere intent in truth, that i am competent to state the matters set forth herein, and shall so testify in a lawful court, that the contents are true, correct, complete, certain, admissible as evidence, and reasonable and just, by me, undersigned addressee, one of “we the people”, and not a corporation or a fiction of any type, and further,

signed and sealed in red ink on the land of Arizona, under penalties with perjury, under the laws of the united States of America, and without t0he United States, and further,

further declarant sayeth not,

it has been said, so it is done.
sealed this _______________________day in November, in the 






year, two thousand and sixteen.



______________________________________________L.S.




glenn winningham; house of fearn, sui juris





living soul, holder of the office of "the people"





a man on the land known as Arizona

with full responsibility for my actions 

under the laws of YHWH  as found in the holy bible

JURAT
Arizona republic

)





)
Subscribed, Affirmed, Sealed

Apache County

)
I, hereby certify that glenn winningham; house of fearn, who is known to me, appeared before me and after being duly put under oath, he executed the foregoing document on this the __________________ day of November, in the year two thousand and sixteen.

________________________________________________


Notary Public
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